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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

OF SAN MATEO COUNTY 
 

Atherton  Belmont  Brisbane  Burlingame  Colma  Daly City  East Palo Alto  Foster City  Half Moon Bay  Hillsborough  Menlo Park  
 Millbrae  Pacifica  Portola Valley  Redwood City  San Bruno  San Carlos  San Mateo  San Mateo County  South San Francisco  Woodside 

 
BOARD MEETING NOTICE  

 
Meeting No. 213 

 
 DATE: Thursday, May 14, 2009 
 
 TIME: 7:00 P.M. Board Meeting  
 

PLACE: San Mateo County Transit District Office 
 1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium 
 San Carlos, CA 

 
PARKING: Available adjacent to and behind building. 

 Please note the underground parking garage is no longer open. 
 

PUBLIC TRANSIT: SamTrans Bus:  Lines 261, 295, 297, 390, 391, 397, PX, KX. 
 CalTrain:  San Carlos Station. 
 Trip Planner:  http://transit.511.org 

  
********************************************************************** 

 
1.0 CALL TO ORDER/ ROLL CALL 
 
 
2.0 PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
 Note: Public comment is limited to two minutes per speaker. 
 
 
3.0 RESOLUTIONS OF APPRECIATION / PRESENTATIONS/ ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
3.1 RESOLUTIONS OF APPRECIATION 
 
3.1.1 Review and approval of Resolution 09-18 expressing appreciation to Deborah Gordon, 

Councilmember for Woodside, for her service as C/CAG Chair from April 2007 to March 2009.
 ACTION p. 1 

 
3.2 PRESENTATIONS 
 
3.2.1 Presentation to Deborah Gordon, Councilmember for Woodside, for her service as C/CAG Chair 

from April 2007 to March 2009. INFORMATION 
 
3.2.2 Presentation on the status of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program's "Sustainable 

Green Streets and Parking Lots Program.” INFORMATION p. 5 



4.0 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 action 

 
4.1 Review and approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 211 dated March 12, 2009.

 ACTION p. 7 
 
4.2 Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee 

(ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a 
Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re:  General Plan Amendment – South El Camino 
Real Corridor. ACTION p. 13 

 
4.3 Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee 

(ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a 
Referral from the Town of Hillsborough, RE: General Plan Amendment:  Housing Element 2007-
2014 Final Administrative Draft March 27, 2009. ACTION p. 57 

 
4.4  Review and approval of the 2nd Cycle Tier 2 Lifeline Transportation Program call for projects

 ACTION p. 77 
 
4.5 Receive an update on the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) transportation funding 

and direct staff to advocate for equitable allocation of the "freed up" bond funds resulting from State 
ARRA funds being directed to regional transportation projects. ACTION p. 117 

 
4.6 Review and approval of Resolution 09-23 authorizing the adoption of the San Mateo County 

Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 Program for Fiscal Year 2009/10 for $1,010,236. 
 ACTION p. 123 

 
4.7 Review and approval of Resolution 09-24 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a technical 

consultant contract with San Mateo County for a cost of $296,928 for support of the Countywide 
Water Pollution Prevention Program in Fiscal Year 2009-10.   ACTION p. 131 

 
4.8 Review and approval of Resolution 09-25 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an amendment to 

the technical consultant contract with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc., to approve 2009-10 
costs of $632,000 for support of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program.   
 ACTION p. 151 

 
4.9 Review and approval of Resolution 09-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a twelve-month 

extension to the City of Brisbane's contract to provide coordinator services to the San Mateo 
Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program for a cost not to exceed $60,000. ACTION p. 171 

 
4.10 Review and approval of Resolution 09-19 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an amendment to 

the AB1546 Intelligent Transportation System funding agreement with the City of Brisbane for an 
additional $74,534 to a total of $199,534. ACTION p. 177 

 
4.11 Review and approval of Resolution 09-28 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement 

with the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (Alliance) for an amount not to exceed  
$15,000 for the Alliance Strategic Plan.  ACTION p. 183 

 
4.12 First Quarter 2009 status report on the San Mateo County Energy Watch partnership with PG&E.
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 ACTION p. 193 
 
 
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 item from the Consent Agenda to the Regular 
Agenda.  

 
 
5.0 REGULAR AGENDA 
 
5.1 Review and approval of C/CAG Legislative priorities, positions and Legislative update.  

(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously identified.)
 ACTION p. 199 

 
5.2 Review and Approval of Resolution 09-21 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a Funding 

Agreement with SamTrans for an amount not to exceed $77,000 for Community-Based 
Transportation Planning Services, and review and approval of Resolution 09-22 authorizing the 
C/CAG Chair to execute a Funding Agreement with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) for an amount not to exceed $60,000 for Community Based Transportation Planning Services, 
and further authorizing the Executive Director to make minor changes to said agreements upon 
consultation with signatory agencies.  The final draft of the agreement will be reviewed and approved 
by Legal Counsel as to form.   ACTION p. 217 

 
5.3 Direction on Priorities for C/CAG’s Continuing Efforts to Address the Housing Supply Shortfall 

Identified in C/CAG’s Housing Needs Study. ACTION p. 243 
 
5.4 Review and approval of Resolution 09-29 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to enter into a funding 

agreement with the San Francisco International Airport (SFO) for the Hydrogen Station for a 
maximum amount of $200,000 and further authorizing the C/CAG Executive Director to negotiate 
the details of the agreement. ACTION p. 251 

 
5.5 Status update on the proceedings of the May 13 Regional Water Quality Control Board hearing on 

the proposed Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit. INFORMATION p. 259 
 
5.6 Status update and implementation of the San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project.  

 INFORMATION p. 261 
 
5.7 Review and approval of Resolution 09-30 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement 

with Threshold 2008 for $15,000 to support the Threshold 2008 work plan for 2009.ACTION p. 263 
 
5.8 Initial draft, assumptions, and input on the C/CAG 2009-10 Program Budget and Fees.  

 ACTION p. 277 
 



6.0 COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 
6.1 Committee Reports (oral reports). 
 
6.2 Chairperson’s Report. 
 
 
7.0 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
 
 
8.0 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 5991406 or nblair@co.sanmateo.ca.us or 
download a copy from C/CAG’s website – www.ccag.ca.gov.  

 
8.1 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Anna Eshoo, United States 

Congress, dated 3/23/09.  Re:  San Mateo County Transit District FY 2010 Appropriations Request, 
The Grand Boulevard Initiative - $1,000,000.  p. 331 

 
8.2 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Anna Eshoo, United States 

Congress, dated 3/13/09.  Re:  Support of Caltrain FY 2010 Appropriations Request for the Positive 
Train Control Project - $1,000,000..  p. 333 

 
8.3 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Jackie Speier, United States 

Congress, dated 3/13/09.  Re:  San Mateo County Transit District FY 2010 Appropriations Request, 
The Grand Boulevard Initiative - $1,000,000.  p. 335 

 
8.4 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Jackie Speier, United States 

Congress, dated 3/13/09.  Re:  Support of Caltrain FY 2010 Appropriations Request for the Positive 
Train Control Project - $1,000,000. p. 337 

 
8.5 Letter from Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Christine Kehoe, California State 

Senate, dated 04/03/09.  Re: SB 346 (Kehoe) - Prevent Water Pollution from Brake Pads - Support.  
 p. 339 

 
8.6 Letter from Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Anna Eshoo, United States Congress, 

dated 4/09/09.  Re:  Support for the University Avenue/ U.S. 101 Overcrossing Widening Project.  
 p. 341 

 
8.7 Letter from Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Anna Eshoo, United States Congress, 

dated 4/10/09.  Re:  Thank you for your support of the San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project. 
 p. 343 

 
8.8 Letter from Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Jackie Speier, United States Congress, 

dated 4/10/09.  Re:  Thank you for your support of the San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project.  
 p. 345 

8.9 Letter from Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Anna Eshoo, United States Congress, 
dated 4/10/09.  Re:  Support for the San Francisco Bay Trail Route 101 Bike and Pedestrian Overpass 
in East Palo Alto. p. 347 

 
8.10 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Jackie Speier, United States 

mailto:nblair@co.sanmateo.ca.us
http://www.ccag.ca.gov/
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Congress, dated 4/29/09.  Re: Caltrans support for Broadway Interchange project for its inclusion 
under SAFETY-LU funding.  p. 349 

 
8.11 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Bijan Sartipi, Director Caltrans District 4, 

dated 5/4/09.  Re:  Request for $2.7 million in State American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
(ARRA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds for the Belmont Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge at 
Ralston and US 101.  p. 351 

 
8.12 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Scott Haggerty, Chair, 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission, dated 4/29/09.  Request for $2.7 million in State American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds for the Belmont 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge at Ralston and US 101. p. 361 

 
 
9.0 MEMBER COMMUNICATIONS 
 
 
10.0 ADJOURN 
 
 
Next scheduled meeting:  June 11, 2009 Regular Board Meeting.   
 
PUBLIC 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. 
 
 
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 members, or a majority 
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 94063, 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://www.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 650 599-1420      Administrative Assistant:  Nancy Blair 650 599-1406 
 
 
FUTURE MEETINGS 
 
May 6, 2009 2020 Peninsula Gateway Corridor Study TAC - Menlo Park City Hall - Cancelled 
May 13, 2009 2020 Peninsula Gateway Corridor Study PAC - Menlo Park City Hall - 4:00 p.m. 
May 14,, 2009 Legislative Committee - SamTrans 3rd Floor , Gallagher Conf. Room  - 5:00 p.m.   
May 14,, 2009 C/CAG Board - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 7:00 p.m.   
May 19, 2009 NPDES Technical Advisory Committee - Cancelled 
May 18, 2009 CMEQ Committee - San Mateo City Hall - Conference Room C - 3:00 p.m.  



May 21, 2009 CMP Technical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 1:15 p.m. 
May 28, 2009 Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) - San Mateo City Hall - Conference Room C -

 7:00 p.m. 
May 30, 2009 Airport Land Use Commission - Burlingame City Hall - Council Chambers – 4:00 P.M.  
June 1 , 2009 Administrators’ Advisory Committee - 555 County Center, 5th Fl, Redwood City - Noon 
 



CICAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: IÙvlay 14,2009

To: CitylCountyAssociation of Govemments Board ofDirectors

X'rom: RichardNapier

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 09-18, recognizing the
Honorable Deborah C. Gordon, Council Member Town of Woodside, for her
service as C/CAG Chair from April 2007 to March 2009.
(For further information or questions contact Richard Napier 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board adopt Resolution 09-18 recognizing the Honorable Deborah C. Gordon,
Council Member Town of Woodside, for her service as C/CAG Chair from April 2007 to
March 2009.

FISCAL IMPACT

Not applicable.

SOURCE OF'FITNDS

Not applicable.

BACKGROT]ND/DIS CUS SION

Deboratr C. Gordon served as C/CAG Chair from April 2007 to March 2009.

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution 09-18.

-1-
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CICAG
Crry/CouNry AssocrlTroN on GovnnxMENTS

or SlNM¡,rEo CouNTy

Alherlon.BelmontoBrisbanecBurlingameoColmaoDalyCitycEastPaloAllo.FosterCityoHalÍMoonBay.HillsboroughcMenloPark
MillbraecPacfrca.PorloldValleytp¿¿eoodCitycganSrunocSanCarloscSanMateocSanMateoCountycSouthsanFranciscoolyoodside

RnsorurroN 09-18

í

A RnsolurloN oF THE Bo¡,no oF DIREcToRS oF THE

Crrv/CouNTy Assocr¡,rroN oF GovERNMENTS oF SAi\ M¡,rno Corxry (C/CAG)

RncocNrzrNc THE

HoNon¡BLE DEBoRAH C. GonnoN

FoR Her Dnnrc¿.tnD SERvrcE As cHAIR To rHE C/CAG Bo¡,nn or DrRECToRs

Apnrr, 2007 THRoucH M^mcn 2009

***rk***********

Resolved, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (C/CAG) ,that,

Whereas, Deborah C. Gordon has served on the C/CAG Board of Directors,
representing the Town of Woodside, as Member, and Chair between 2002 and 2009; and

\ilhereas, Deborah C. Gordon has dedicated her services to the people of San Mateo
County as Chair to the C/CAG Board of Directors April 2007 to March 2009.

Now, therefore, the Board of Directors of C/CAG hereby resolves that C/CAG
expresses its appreciation to Deborah C. Gordon for her years of dedicated public service,
and wishes her happiness and success in the future.

P.Lssnr, AppRovED, AND ADoprED THrs 16th DAy oF April 2009.

Thomas Kosten, Chair
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: Ill4ay 14,2009

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Receive presentation on the status of the Countywide Vy'ater Pollution Prevention
Program's "Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Program"

(For further information or questions, contact Matt Fabry at 415-508 -2134)

RECOMMENDATION

Receive presentation on the status of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program's
"Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Program."

FISCAL IMPACT

C/CAG has committed$1,276,471invehicle license funds to the Sustainable Green Streets and
Parking Lots Program. Total revenue collected through December 2008 for the countywide
.stormwater portion of vehicle license funds is 52,222,183.

SOURCE OF F'I.INDS

Funding for the Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Program comes from vehicle license
fees collected in San Mateo County.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

C/CAG previously approved utilizing the programmatic portion of the stormwater-related
vehicle license funds for the Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Program under
Resolution 07-15. This program includes two main components: l) development of a technical
guidance manual and2) distribution of grant funds to municipalities for constructing
demonstration projects. A brief update on these components follows:

The San Mateo County Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Design Guidebook
(Guidebook) was completed in January 2009. The Guidebook was prepared by the Countywide
Program's technical consultant, Nevue Ngan Associates teamed with Sherwood Design
Engineers. The Guidebook is available for free download on the Countywide Program's website
at www.flowstobay.org and has received national attention since its release. The Guidebook is
listed as a technical resource on the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's Green
Infrastructure website and was called out as a specific resource by EPA with regard to federal
green infrastructure stimulus money. The Guidebook also received the 2009 award for
Innovation in Green Community Planning from the American Planning Association's Northern

ITEM3.2.2
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California Chapter. It has been dorvnloaded almost 1,000 times since its release in January
through the end of April.

C/CAG awarded grant funds for demonstration projects to six municipalities: Belmont, Brisbane,
Burlingame, Daly City, San Bruno, and San Mateo County. To date, two demonstration projects
have been constructed in Brisbane and San Bruno. The remaining four projects are in various
phases of plaruring and design, with Daly City's project currently out to bid and Burlingame's
project tentatively scheduled for construction this summer/fall. Staffs presentation will provide
more details on the finished projects in Brisbane and San Bruno.

In terms of next steps, C/CAG previously authorized the Countywide Program to issue a second
call for projects for grant funding to construct demonstration projects. This has been put on hold
for now for several reasons: l) Allowing time for the vehicle license fund balance to grow larger
after 58348 reauthorized the revenue stream. This will increase available grant funds and
minimize program administration,2) Draft requirements in the Municipal Regional Stormwater
Permit mandate 10 green street pilot projects throughout the Bay Area, so staff wants to ensure a
future call for projects is structured to meet these requirements, and 3) C/CAG may need to
consider redirecting vehicle license funds toward permit compliance activities once the
Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit is adopted. This would require an analysis of which
compliance activities can be directly linked to stormwater pollution associated with vehicles
and/or transportation infrastructure as mandated by the language of 481546 and 58348. Staff
recoÍtmends C/CAG revisit this issue once the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit is
adopted and evaluates the cost implications of the new requirements.

Staff is also worHng with Nevue Ngan Associates to prepare a conceptual proposal to implement
the stormwater management measures det¿iled in the Guidebook on a larger scale as part of a
Proposition 84 Low Impact Development grant application. As authorized by C/CAG under
Resolution 09-10, the Countywide Program plans to submit an application for $3 million in grant
funds once the State unfreezes the Proposition 84 bond-funded program. The conceptual project
will involve neighborhood-scale retrofit of various land use areas in the San Francisquito Creek
Watershed with landscape-based stormwater management systems. Additional information will
be provided to C/CAG on this process at a future meeting.

ATTACHMENTS

o None
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1.0

C/CAG
Crry/Couxry AssocrÄTroN or GovnnNMENTS

op Silr M¡,rno CouNry

Atherton c Belmont c Brisbane o Burlingame t Colma o Daly City c East Palo Alto c Fosler City c ¡¡oyroon Bøy c ¡¡¡¡t6orough o Menlo Park
MillbraecPaclìcacPortolaValleytp¿¿y¡oodCityoSqrBrrnooSanCarlostSanMateocSanMateoCounty.SouthsanFranciscocWoodside

Meeting No. 2l l
March 12,2009

CALL TO ORDERIROLL CALL

Chair Gordon called the meeting to order at7:04 p.m. Roll Call was taken.

Jerry Carlson - Atherton
Christine V/ozniak - Belmont
Sepi Richardson - Brisbane
Rosalie O'Mahony - Burlingame, San Mateo County Transportation Authority
Joseph Silver - Colma
David Canepa - Daly City
Carlos Romero - East Palo Alto
Linda Koelling - Foster City
John Muller - Half Moon Bay
Tom Kasten - Hillsborough
Kelly Fergusson - Menlo Park
Diane Howard - Redwood City
Omar Ahmad - San Carlos
Brandt Grotte - San Mateo
Carole Groom - San Mateo County
Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit District
Deborah Gordon - V/oodside

Absent:
Millbrae
Pacifica
Portola Valley
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
Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff
John Hoang, C/CAG Staff
Jean Higaki, C/CAG Staff
Joe Kott, C/CAG Staff
Matt Fabry, C/CAG Staff
Jim Bigelow, Redwood CitylSan Mateo County Chamber, CMEQ Member

555 couNry cENTEn, 5fr Fr-oon, REDwooD crry, CA 94063 Puow¡: 650.599.1420 Fpx:650.361.8227
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Bob Grassilli, City of San Carlos
Gladwyn d'Souza, Belmont

2.0 PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

None.

3.0 RESOLUTIONS OF APPRECIATION / PRESENTATIONS/ ANNOTINCEMENTS

3.1 RESOLUTIONS OF APPRECIATION

3.1.1 Review and approval of Resolution 09-14 expressing appreciation to Patricia Foster,
Councilmember of the City of East Palo Alto, for her years of dedicated service and
contributions to C/CAG. APPROVED

3.1.2. Review and approval of Resolution 09-12 expressing appreciation to Rose Jacobs-Gibson,
Supervisor of the County of San Mateo, for her years of dedicated service and contributions to
C/CAG. AppROVED

Board Member Matsumoto MOVED to approve Resolutions 09-12 and 09-14. Board Member
Koelling SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 17-0.

4.0 CONSENT AGENDA

Board Member O'Mahony MOVED approval of the Consent Agenda. Board Member Grotte
SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 17-O

4.1 Review and approval of the Minutes of Special Business Meeting No. 209 dated February 5,
2009 and Regular Business Meeting No. 210 dated February 12,2009. AppROVED

4.2 Review and Approval of Resolution 09-09 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a grant
funding agreement of $250,000 with the County of San Mateo for the Fitzgerald Marine
Reserve Parking Lot Demonstration Project. APPROVED

4.3 Review and approval of Resolution 09-10 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
amendment to the technical consultant contract with Nevue Ngan Associates in an amount not
to exceed $25,000 for preparing a concept proposal for implementing green street and parking
lot measures in the San Francisquito Creek watershed and authorizing submittal by the
Countywide 'Water Pollution Prevention Program of a Proposition 84 Low Impact Development
grant application.

APPROVED

4.4 Review and approval of Resolution 09-13 authorizing the adoption of the Fiscal Year
200912010 Expenditure Program for the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Progam
for San Mateo County. APPROVED

-8-



4.5 Review and approval of up to $200,000 of the El Camino Real Planning Funds, previously
approved by the Board, to be used for the Economic and Housing Opportunities Assessment for
the El Camino Real Grand Boulevard Initiative and other multi-jurisdiction planning studies.

APPROVED

Review and approval of the 2009 V/ork Plans for the C/CAG Committees.APPROVED

Review and approval of Committee appointments to the Countywide Integrated Waste
Management Plan Committee.APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 09-16 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a funding
agreement with the City of South San Francisco for the El Camino Real/Chestnut Area Land
Use & Specific Plan in an amount not to exceed $50,000. APPROVED

4.9 Review and approval of Resolution 09-17 authonzingthe C/CAG Chair to execute a funding
agreement with the County of San Mateo for the San Mateo County North Fair Oaks
Community Plan in an amount not to exceed $50,000. APPROVED

5.0 REGULARAGENDA

5.1 St¿tus Report on the State Legislative Session and approval of the C/CAG Legislative Priorities
for 2009. (A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously
identified.) APPROVED

The Legislative Committee recommends adoption of the 2009 Legislative priorities as
presented in the packet.

Board Member O'Mahony MOVED to support approval of the 2009 Legislative priorities .

Board Member Groom SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 16-0-1. Board Member Grotte
abstained.

SB 346 would require the manufacturers of brake pads to phase out the use of copper. The
copper from the brake pads is a significant contributor of the copper that goes into the Bay.
Copper has a negative effect on aquatic life.

Board Member Grotte MOVED to support SB 346. Board Member Wozniak SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED I7-0.

5.2 Receive a Presentation from the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program Coordinator
regarding the February 11,2009 Revised Tentative Order for the Municipal Regional Storm-
water Permit. INFORMATION

There are still issues with the permit.

Staff is urging all cities to send letters, and to attend (both the staff and elected level) the May
13 meeting at the Regional Water Quality Control Board in Oakland.

555 cou¡rvcEr.rIER,5rHFLooR, R¡rwooncrrv,CA94063 PHoxe: 650.599.1420 F/i'.:650.361.822'l
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5.3 Review and approval of Resolution 09-15 authorizing the addition of aproject to the Lifeline
Transportation Program and further approving the modification of project funding for
previously approved projects to be consistent with availability of funds by the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) under the Lifeline Transportation Program. APPROVED

Board Member Groom MOVED to approve Item 5.3. Board Member O'Mahony SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED I7-0.

5.4 Status update and implementation of the San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project.
INFORMATION

5.5 Receive an update on the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Economic
Stimulus) approved by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for the Surface
Transportation Program. INFORMATION

San Mateo County received $l1.08 million for Local Street and Road projects. The Project
selection process was approved by the C/CAG Board on2l5/09. A list of San Mateo County
projects was approved by the C/CAG Board on2ll2/09. Minor changes to that list of projects
have been incorporated and submitted to MTC on2125109.

5.6 Receive the Final Peninsula 2020 Gateway Corridor Study Report and provide comments on
the Next Steps. APPROVED

Board Member Fergusson MOVED to approve with the added comment that transit also needs
to be part of the solution. Board Member Grotte SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 16-0-1.
Board Member Romero abstained.

5.7 Election of a C/CAG Chairperson and two C/CAG Vice Chairpersons. APPROVED

Board Member Richardson nominated Tom Kasten for C/CAG Chair. Board Member
O'Mahony SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED unanimously l7-0.

Board Member Howard MOVED to nominate Bob Grassilli and Carole Groom as Vice Chairs
for C/CAG. Board Member Grotte SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED unanimously 17-0.

6.0 COMMITTEE REPORTS

6.1 Committee Reports (oral reports).

6.2 Chairperson'sReport.

The C/CAG Chair thanked the Board for allowing her to serve for two years, and thanked
C/CAG Staff.

Members of the C/CAG Board thanked Chair Gordon for the tremendous job she did in leading
the organization, and the accomplishments that have taken place in her tenure during the last
two years.

Board Member Kasten thanked the Board for electing him as C/CAG Chair.

-l_0-



7.0 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT

The annual C/CAG Retreat is scheduled for April 16 at 6:00 p.m.

The agencies who have not adopted the San Mateo County Energy Strategy were urged to do
so. Staffwill attend the city's council meeting, if requested.

8.0 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 5991406 or
nblair@:o.sanmateo.ca.us or download a copy from C/CAG's website - www.ccag.ca.gov.

8.1 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Bill Dodd, Chair,
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, dated 219109. RE: Comments on the Draft
Transportation2l3í Plan (2009 RTP) and Draft Environmental lmpact Report.

8.2 Letters from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Barbara Boxer and
Honorable Dianne Feinstein dated 219109. RE: San Mateo County Transit District FY 2010
Appropriations Request, The Grand Boulevard Initiative.

8.3 Letters from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Barbara Boxer and
Honorable Dianne Feinstein dated 2/9109. RE: Support of Caltrain FY 2010 Request for
Positive Train Control Project.

8.4 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Blesilda Gebreyesus, Caltrans
Statewide Planning Grant, dated 2116109. Re: Letter of Recommendation.

8.5 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Lee Provost, Chief, Office of
Technical and Program Services, dated 2117109. Re: Reinforcement of a Request from the
CitylCounty Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) for State Grant
Funding to Prepare an Update of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans (ALUCPs) for the
Environs of Half Moon Bay and San Carlos Airport.

8.6 C/CAG Memorandum from Richard Napier, Executive Director, to Adrienne Tissier and
Sue Lempert, dated 2123/09. Re: MTC Commission Meeting of 2125109.

9.0 MEMBER COMMUNICATIONS

Menlo Park and East Palo Alto had significant police action over the weekend. Gratitude was
given to the more than 500 law enforcement offrcers, from around the state, who participated in
the raids, and the arrests of those who are accused in participating in the Taliban Gang. The
Taliban gang is responsible for the majority of violent crimes in East Palo Alto and Menlo Park.

An on-going invitation was extended to the CiCAG Board and to the rail cities to join in the ad
hoc meetings on Friday mornings at 8:00 a.m. in Palo Alto City Council Conference Room on
the first floor.

South San Francisco reported the Genentech Roche merger is complete.

555 couNrycrNtrn, 5rHFroon, Rrowooocnv, CA 94063 PnoNs: 650.599.1420 Fp¿j650.361.8227
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1O.O ADJOURN

The meeting was adjourned at 8:56 p.m. in memory of Spiros Nicholas 'rBud" Papadakis, Jr.
and Nancy Speier, mother of Congresswonan Jackie Speier.
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DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

lvlay 1,2009

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG)
Board of Directors

David F. Carbone, CCAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff
TEL: 650136304417; email: dcarbone@co.sanmateo.ca.us

Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land
Use Committee (ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco,
R:e: General Plan Amendment - South El Camino Real Corridor.

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, approve a
recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) that recommends the
Board take action to determine that the content of the City of South San Francisco General Plan
Amendment - South El Camino Real Coruidor is consistent with (1) the relevant recommended
guidance from the Califurnia Airport Land Use Planning Handbook January 2002, Q) the text in
the relevant Sections of California Public Utilities Code Division 9, Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5
(Airport Land Use Commissions), and (3) the applicable airporlland 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, based on the following
conditions:

1. Airport fnfluence Area (AIA) Boundary. Add the following text to the General Plan
Amendment - South El Camino Real Corridor:

"At the time that C/CAG formally adopts the Airport Influence Area (AIA) boundary
for the environs of San Francisco International Airport, the City shall coordinate with
C/CAG to ensure that all future planning activities in the City adhere to the then
applicable AIA boundary configuration and the related airporlland use commission
formal review process. "

2. Federal Aviation Regulations FAR Part 77 Height Restrictions/Airspace Protection.

A. Replace Figure 2-2 \Mrhthe current version of the FAR Part 77 afuspace diagram for
San Francisco Intemational Airport to illustrate the correct conhguration and
maximum heights of the FAR Part 77 imaginary surfaces that affect the City of
South San Francisco.

B. Incorporate text that indicates all future development in the South El Camino Real
Corridor is subject to the FAR Part 77 airspace protection surfaces (height limits) for
the environs of San Francisco International Airport and the related federal
notification and review process for new construction.

ITEM 4.2
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San X'rancisco, Re: General
Pløn Amendment- South El Camino Real Coruidor
May 1,2009

Page2 of 4

3. Aircraft Noise Impacts. Amend the text in Chapter 9 - Noise to address aircraft noise
impacts, as follows:

A. Delete the text in the bullet item at the top of page 9-3.

B. Combine the text in Policies 9-1-4 and 9-1-5 into one policy to read as follows:

" Ensure that project applications for all new noise-sensitive land uses (plans and
specifications), including schools, hospitals, churches, and residential units proposed
within the 65 dB CNEL to 69 dB CNEL aircraft.noise contour include an acoustical
study, prepared by a professional acoustic engineer, that specifies the appropriate
noise mitigation features to be included in the dêsign and construction of those uses,
to achieve an interior noise level of not more than 45 dB in any habitable room,
based on measured aircraft noise events at the land use location."

4. Real Estate Disclosure. Add the following the text in Chapter 2 - Land (Jse, Chapter 9 -
Noise, or elsewhere in the General Plan Amendment document to address state-mandated
real estate disclosure:

"All real estate sales within the adopted airport influence area (AIA) boundaries for
San Francisco International Airport (Areas A and B) are subject to the real estate
disclosure requirements of Chapter 496, Statues 2002."

5. Compliance with California Government Code Section 65302.3, Re: General Plan
Consistency With Comprehensive Airport Land Use compatibility PIan (CLUP).
Include the following text in the South San Francisco City Council resolution to adopt the
General Plan Amendment - South El Camino Real Coruidor document:

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained in the General Plan
Amendment - South El Camino Real Conidor dosxnent do not conflict with the
recommended guidance from the California Airport Land (Jse Plqnning Handbook
January 2002, (2) the text in the relevant Sections of California Public Utilities Code
Division g,Part 1, Chapter 4, Afücle 3.5 (Airport Land Use Commissions), and (3)
the applicable airporlland use compatibility criteria for the environs of San
Francisco International Airport, as contained in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended."

FISCAL IMPACT

None.
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Chapter2-LandUse
Chapter 9 - Noise

C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibility plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the Cify of South San Francisco, Re: General
Plsn Amendment - South El Camìno Reøl Corrtdor
May 1,2009

Page 3 of4

BACKGROT]NI)

The City of South San Francisco has submitted its General Plan Amendment - South El Camìno
Real Corridor doctment to the C/CAG Board, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, for a
determination of the consistency of the relevant content of the document with the airport/land use
compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use plan
December 1996, as amended, for San Francisco International Airport. The document is subject to
ALUCICICAG review, pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Secti on2l676(b). The eO-auy
state-mandated review process will expire on June 15,2009.

The South El Camino Real Corridor plarningarea covers approximately 46 acres. A map of the
planning area is shown in Attachment Nos. 2A and 28 of the attached ALUC Staff Report. The
General Plan Amendment is a land use development policy document that will guide future
development in the southern portion of the El Camino Real corridor in the City of South San
Francisco. The document includes text, graphics, and tables that amend the following South San
Francisco General Plan ChaptersÆlements:

Chapter 5 - Parks, Public Facilities and Services
Chapter 3 - Planning Sub-Areas

This submittal also includes a portion of the existing text in Chapter I - Sofety,related to aircraft
operations at San Francisco International Airport

For ALUC ICICAG pulposes, highlights of the content of the General Plan Amendment - South El
Camino Real Corridor document include policies and criteria that address the following:

o Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) Part77 building height limits for airspace protection

o Aircraft noise and avigation easements

o Safety issues related to aircraft overflight

DISCUSSION

I. Airport/Land Use Compatibility Issues

Guidance from the Califtrnia Airport Land (Jse Planning HandbookJanuary 2002 andthe relevant
sections of the California Public Utilities Code Division 9, Pa.rt l, Chapter 4, Article 3.5 (Airport
Land Use Commissions) identifu the scope and content of an airportJlanduse compatibility plan
(CLUP) and the relevant compatibilþ issues to be addressed (height of structures, use of aiispace,
and airspace compatibility; aircraft noise impacts; and safety criteria. Each of those issues, as it
relates to the content of the General Plan Amendment - South El Camino Real Coryidor is
addressed in detail in the attached ALUC staff Report, dated April 23,2009.
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibitity plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San tr'rancisco, Re: General
Plan Amendment - South El Camino Real Corridor
May 1,2009
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il. c/cAG Airport Land use committee (ALUC) Review/Action

The C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) held a Special Meeting on April 30,2009 to
review the City of South San Francisco General Plan Amendment - South El Camino Real Co*idor
document. After a discussion between South San Francisco Planning Staff and ALUC Staff,
regarding the ALUC Staff recommended conditions, prior to the Special ALUC Meeting, ALUC
Staff recommended a revised set of conditions to the Committee. The concerns of the Sãuth San
Francisco Planning Staff had to do with requiring the City to adopt an airport influence area (AIA)
boundary, aircraft noise contours, and airspace protection criteria that will be included in the currént
update of the CLUP document for the environs of San Francisco Intemational Airport, before they
have been adopted by the C/CAG Board.

After ALUC Staff explained the City's concems regarding the original ALUC Staff recommended
conditions to the Committee, the Committee members unanimously agreed to recommend the
revised set of conditions to the CCAG Board. The revised ALUC recommendation (revisions to the
original ALUC Staff recommended Conditions Nos. 1, 2B,3{and 5) is included in this report.

UI. Guidance From the CaliforniaAirport Land (Jse Plønning Handbook January 2002

ALUC Staff reviewed the relevant content of the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook
January 2002 to prepare this report and the attached ALUC Staff Report. The staff analysis and
recommendation contained herein are consistent with and guided by the relevant criteria and
guidelines contained in the Handbook.

ATTACHMENT

o C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Airport Land Use plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re:
General Plqn Amendment - South El Camino Real Conidor douxrtent, with 1l attachments.

ccagagendareportSSFGeneralPlanAmendElCaminoRealCorridor05 09. doc
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C/GAG Item No. #5

City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County

Atherton . Belmont. Brisbane . Burlingame . Colma . Daly Cig. East Palo Alto . Foster City . Half Moon Bay
'Hillsborough'MenloPark.Millbrae.Pacifica.PortolaValley.RedwoodOity.SanBruno.SanCarlos.SañMateo

. San Mateo County . South San Francisco . Woodside

c/cAG ArRpoRT LAND USE COMMTTTEE (ALUC)

STAFF REPORT
Please Reply To: David F. Carbone, ALUC Staff, 455 County Center, Second Floor,

Redwood C¡ty, CA 943063; TEL: 650/3634417; FAX: 650/363-,4&49;
email: dcarbone@co.sanmateo.ca.us

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Represeniatives and Alternates

Dev¡d F. Carbone, ALUC Staf.f

Aprit23, 2009

Agenda ltem No. Q for April 30, 2009 - comprehensive Airport Land use
Plan (GLUP) Consistency Review of ¿ Referral from the City of South San
Francisco, Re: Geneml Plan Amendment- Soufh El Camino Real Conidor

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) recommend to the C/CAG Board of
Directors, that the Board, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, determine that the
relevant content of the South San Francisco Genercl Plan Amendment- South EtCamino
Realdocument is consistent with (1) the relevant recommended guidance from the Catifomia
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
airporUland use compatibility criteria for San Francisco lnternationalAirport, as contained in
the San Mateo County Comprchensive Airpoft Land Use Plan, as amended, for San
Francisco lnternationalAirport, based on the following conditions:

1. Airport lnfluence Area (AlA) Boundary. Add a diagram that illustrates the
configuration of the preliminary Airport lnfluence Area (AlA) boundary area for San
Francisco lnternationalAirport, as it applies to the City of South San Francisco, as
shown in Attachment No. 3.

ALUC Chairperson:
Richard Newman
Aviation Representat¡ve

ALUC Vice Chalrperson:
Mark Ghurch, Supervisor
County of San Mateo

9ârt
E

s55 couNTY cENTER, STH FLooR, REDwooo crry, cA s4o63.6so/s99-,t4o6.6so/s94-9980
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+uq staff Report, Re: comprehensive Airport Land use ptan (cLUp)
Gonsistency Review of a Referral from the öity of South San Fräncisco
General Plan Amendment - soufå Et camino keal corridor
April 23, 20029

Page 2 of 11

RECOMMENDATION - continued

2. Federal Aviation Regulations FAR Part77 Height Restrictions/Aircpace
Protection.

A. Replace_Figure 2-2with the current version of the FAR part 77 airspace
diagram for San Francisco lnter rational Airport to illustrate the correct
configuration and maximum heights of the FAR Part zi imaginary surfaces thataffect the City of South San Frañcisco.

B. Add the following text in Chapter 2 _ Land Use:

'Allfuture development in the El camino Real corridor that is within the FARParl77 .airspace protection surfaces is subject to (1) the height l¡mitaiioìs ofthose.airspace protection surfaces (based ôn rreigní à¡ou" mean sea level(AMSL)) and (21to the federat notif
"Notice of proposed Constructio
studies conducted by the
incorporated into the final

3' Aircraft Noise lmpacts. Amend the text in Chapter I - Noise to address aircraftnoise impacts, as follows:

A. Revise the text at the top of p. g-3 to read as follows:

"* The ALUO is currently.nrg¡a¡ing an update ofthe comprehensive airport land
use compatibility plan (CLUP) for the environs of San Fråncisco tnternátiônal
Airport. That plan is expected to be completed in finat drãft form ¡n ãorò. irr"updated plan will include the 200
(NEMs). The 2009 contours _ 6
1. Large portions of the city are I

noise contour. The 70 dB CNEL
of the city's eastern industrial are

B. Combine the text in Policies 9-14 and g-1-5 into one policy to read as follows:
" for all new noise-sensitive land uses (plansa ools, hospitals, churches, and resideniial unitsp to 69 dB CNEL aircraft noise contour inc¡uOe
an acoustical study, prepared by
specifies the appropriate noise m
and construction of those uses,
than 45 dB in any habitable room,
the land use location."

t0
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ALUC Staff Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP)
Gonsistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco
General Plan Amendment - South El Camino Real Corridor
April 23, 2009

Page 3 of 11

4. Real Estate Disclosure. Amend the text in Chapter 2 - Land Use, Chapter I -
Nolse, or elsewhere in the General Plan document to address state-mandated real
estate disclosure, as follows:

"All real estate transactions within the preliminary airport influence area (AlA)
boundaries for San Francisco lnternational Airport (Areas A and B), as shown
in Figure*_ herein, are subject to the real estate disclosure requirements of
Chapter 496, Statues 2002."

5. Compliance with Galifornia Government Code 65302.3, Re: General Plan
Gonsistency With Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP).
Add appropriate text in the General Plan Amendment - South El Camino Real Conidor
document to address compliance with the relevant airporUland use compatibility
criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airyort Land Use Plan
(CLUP), as amended for San Francisco lnternationalAirport, as follows:

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained herein do not conflict
with the with (1) the relevant recommended guidance from the Califomia Airpoñ
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 airporUland use compatibility policies and criteria
contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airpoft Land Use Plan
document, as amended, for San Francisco lnternationalAirport."

BACKGROUND

l. General Plan Amendment

The City of South San Francisco has submitted its General Plan Amendment- South El
Camino Real Conidordocument to the C/CAG Board, acting as the Airport Land Use
Commission, for a determination of the consistency of the relevant content of the document
with the airporUland use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County
Comprchensive Airyoñ Land Use Plan, as amended, for San Francisco lnternationalAirport
(see Attachment No. 1A). A brief description of proposed land uses and the El Camino Real
planning subareas is shown is Attachment No. 18. The document is subject to ALUC/C/CAG
review, pursuant to PUC Section 21676(b). The 60-day state-mandated review process will
expire on June 15, 2009.

The Soufh El Camino Real Conidor planning area covers approximately 46 acres. A map of
the planning area is shown in Attachment Nos. 2A and 28. The Genenl Plan Amendment
document is a land use development policy document that will guide future development in
the southern portion of El Camino Real in the City of South San Francisco. The document
contains background information, goals, and policies that amend the text in the Land Use and
Noise Elements of the General Plan.

11
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This General Plan Amendment includes text, graphics, and tables that amend the following
South San Francisco General Plan chapters/elements:

Chapter2 - Land Use
Chapter 3 - Planning Sub-Areas
Chapter 5 - Parks, Public Facilities and Services
Chapter 9 - Noise

This subrnittal also includes a portion of the existing text on Chapter 8 - Safety, related to
aircraft op,erations at san Francisco lnternational Aìrport.

For ALUC/C/CAG purposes, highlights of the content of the General plan Amendment -Soufh ElCamino RealConídordocument include policies and cr1e¡a that address the
following:

o FederalAviation Regulations (FAR) Part77 building height limits for airspace
protection

o Aircraft noise and avigation easements

. Safety issues related to aircraft overflight

Each of these topics is addressed in later sections of this Staff Report.

ll. Airport lnfluence Area (AlA) Boundary

An airport influence area (AlA) boundary defin
local agency land use policy actions (i.e. gene

s and criteria contained in the relevant
nt. The criteria on which the configuration
airporUland use commission.

As of this date the Commission (C/CAG Board) has not adopted an airport influence area
(ÔlA) boundary for San Francisco lnternationalAirport, However, it hai been tne practùê ot
the Commission to. define the Airport lnfluence Aréa (AlA) boundary in two parts: ån Area A
for real estate disclosure, per state law and an Area B, a geographíc area for real estate
disclosure and for formal review of proposed local agency land use policy actions, as
required by state law. The configuration of Area A is-baséd on the gêográpnic extent of
aircraft overflight at a specific altitude and has not yet been defined-.

12
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It has been the practice of the Gommission to use the outer boundary of the FAR Part 77
Conical Surface (airspace protection boundary) for the alrports in the county to define the AIA
Area B boundary for formal review of proposed local agency land use policy actions. This
approach was used to adopt the current AIA boundary Area B for San Carlos Airport. This
approach will also be used in the current effort to update the CLUP for the environs of San
Francisco lnternational Airport. For the purposes of this report, ALUC Staff is using the term
"preliminary airport influence area (AlA) boundary" to refer to the AIA boundary (Area A and
Area B) for San Francisco InternationalAirport. The SFO CLUP update that is in progress
will identify a more refined AIA boundary (Areas A and B) for the Airport that will be adopted
by the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) at a later date.

To insure that (1) the City of South San Francisco recognizes that the city is located within
both portions of the AIA boundary for San Francisco lnternational Airport (Areas A and B) and
(2) to define the geographic area in the city within which City staff must refer proposed land
use policy actions to the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) (Area B), and (3) to
define ä boundary for state-mandated real estate disclosure (Area A), the content of the
General Plan Amendment- Soufh El Camino Real Conidor document should include a
diagram that illustrates the configuration of the preliminary Airport Influence Area (AlA)
boundary for San Francisco lnternational Airport, as it applies to the City of South San
Francisco (see Attachment No. 3).

D¡SCUSSION

l. AirporULand Use Gompatibility lssues

There are three airporUland use compatibility issues addressed in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airpoft Land Use Plan, as amended for San Franclsco lnternational Airport,
that relate to the relevant content of the City of South San Francisco General Plan
Amendment - South El Camino Real Conidor document. These include: (a) Height of
Structures/Airspace Protection, (b). Aircraft Noise lmpacts, and (c). Safety Criteria. Each of
these issues is addressed in the following sections.

(a). Height of StructureslAirspace Protection

The Airport Land Use Gommission (C/CAG Board) has adopted the provisions in Federal
Aviation Regulations FAR Pa¡l77, "Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace", as amended, to
establish height restrictions and federal notification requirements for project sponsors, related
to proposed development within the FAR Part77 airspace boundaries for San Francisco
lnternationalAirport. These regulations contain three key elements: (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
proposed construction or alteration of structures within the protected airspace, and (3)
aeronautical studies conducted by the FAA to determine the potential effects of proposed
construction or alterations of structures on the subject airspace.

t3
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Any proposed building or structure that exceeds the federal maximum height limits for
airspace protection is considered by the Airport Land Use Commission (C7CAG Board) to be
an incompatible land use, unless the FAA determines otherwise (i.e. the FAA determines the
height of the structure to be an airspace obstruction or no hazard to air navigation, via a
formal airspace impact study).

The height of FAR Part77 imaginary surfaces is based on the height of those surfaces above
mean sea level (AMSL). For FAA purposes, the height of a structure within the FAR part7z
surfaces is evaluated on its height above mean sea level (AMSL). That level is based on the
combined height of the following: the height of the site elevation above mean sea levet
(ground level) plus the height of the highest element of the structure above the site elevation.
That combined number is the height of the structure above mean sea levet (AMSL).

Figure 2-3 in the Land Use Chapter (Chapter 2) of the Genent Ptan Amendment identifies
the maximum height limits in the El Camino Real corridor and in portions of the Downtown
area (see Attachment No. 4). The maximum structure height shown is 120 feet above ground
level (AGL) on several properties in the El Camino Real corridor, between Spruce Ave.ãnd
the San Bruno City Limit Line. The maximum FAR Part 77 height limit in that area starts at
163 feet above mean sea level (AMSL) and then increases in height to the west. City staff
should verify that the site elevation (ground level) on those properties is not so high ás to
cause a 120-toot building to exceed the federal imaginary surface height limit (higher than
163 feet AMSL) at that location.

The text in Ghapter 2 - Land Use of the General Plan Amendmenf should include speci¡c
reference to the FederalAviation Regulations FAR Parl77 height limits for airspace
protection, as follows:

"All future development in the El Camino Real Corridor that is within the FAR part77
airspace protection surfaces is subject to (1) the height limitations of those airspace
protection parameters (base on height above mean sea level (AMSL)) and (2) io the
formal federal notification process, via FAA Form 7460-1, "Notice of Þroposed
Construction or Alteration". The findings of all aeronautical studies conducted by the
FAA, per the federal notification process, will be incorporated into the final approval for
all new development in the Corridor."

The relevant policies, maximum height criteria, and graphics in Chapter 2 should be revised
to be consistent with the above text. The 12O-foot height maximum height limit shown in
Figure 2-3 may need to be reduced to ensure that the maximum height ôf a structure at that
location will remain below the maximum federal airspace height limits.

14
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Figure 2-2 in Chapter 2 of the General Plan Amendment illustrates an incorrect version of the
FAR Part 77 imaginary surface diagram that applies to the City of South San Francisco (see
Attachment No.5). Figure 2-2 should be replaced with the most current version of the FAR
Paft77 airspace diagram for San Francisco lnternationalAirport. That diagram is available
from the Planning staff at San Francisco lnternationalAirport.

(b). Aircraft Noise lmpacts

The current comprehensive airporUland use compatibility plan (CLUP) document for the
environs of San Francisco lnternationalAirport includes an FM-accepted Noise Exposure
Map (NEM) from the Airport's 1983 FAR Part 150 Noise Compatibility Program. That map is
outdated and will be replaced by the 2007 NEM map, as part of a future CLUP amendment.

The Community Noise Equivalent Level in decibels (dB CNEL) is a noise metric that
represents the average daytime noise level during a 24-hour day, based on a compilation of
individual noise events and adjusted to an equivalent level to account for the lower tolerance
of people to noise during evening hours, relative to the daytime period. The State of
California and the FAA to define an airport's noise impact boundary use the 65 dB CNEL
aircraft noise level. This level is used by the AirporUland Use Commission (C/CAG Board) to
define the noise impact boundary for San Francisco lnternationalAirport and for the
application of noise mitigation actions (sound insulation, etc).

Aircraft noise and land use compatibility is addressed in the Noise Chapter (Chapter 9) in the
General Plan Amendment (see Attachment No. 6). A portion of the text at the top of p. g-3 is
out of date and needs to be revised. That text is shown below, as follows:

.* ALUC is now competing an updated land use plan for the airport, which is expected
in early 1999. The updated plan will be based on the 1995 Noise Exposure Maps
(NEMs) that were approved by the FAA. The 1995 noise contours - 65 dB and 70 dB
- are shown in Figure 9-1. Large portions of the city fallwithin the 1995 federally
accepted 65 dB CNEL noises contour. The 70 dB CNEL contour impacts a smaller
portion of the city's eastern industrial area near the San Bruno border."

ALUC staff suggests that the above text be revised to read as folrows:

"* The ALUC is currently preparing an update of the comprehensive airport land use
compatibility plan (CLUP) for the environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport, That
plan is expected to be completed in final draft form in 2010. The updated plan will
include the 2008 FM-accepted Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs). The 2008 contours -
65 dB and 70 dB CNEL - are shown in Figure g-1. Large portions of the cit¡¡ are
located within the 2008 65 dB CNEL aircraft noise contour. The 70 dB CNEL aircraft
noise contour impacts a small portion of the city's eastern industrial area near the San
Bruno border."

15
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The text in lmplementing policies g-14 and g-1-5 is mitigation for new
noise-sensitive land uses related to aircraft noise im speõmcity, ALUC
staff suggests that the text in policies g-14 and g-1- e policy íh'at reads
as follows:

" Ensure t
specificat¡ (Plans and

within the units proposed

study, pre n acoustical

noise mitigation features to be include
to achieve an interior noise levet of not
on measured aircraft noise events at t

Ifgt_"_"! two policies.listed on p. 9-7 in the Noise chapter that are of keen interest to the
Ç/CA-G Airport Land Use Committee and to the C/CAG Board of Directors (polic6s 9-1-9 and9-1-10). The text of those policies is shown relow.

"9-1-9 Do not allow new residential or noise-sensitive development on the 70 dB +
CNEL areas im-|.actgd by SFO operations, as required by the'Árport Land Use
Commission infill criteria,"

"9-1-10 Require new residential development in areas between 65 an 70 dB CNELsFo noise contours to provide an avigation easement."

(c). Safety Criteria

Existing text in Chapter I - Health and Safety of the Soufh San Francisco General plan
contains a specific section (Section 8.7) regarding airport safety. That text is shown in
Attachment No. 7.

lerta!¡ types of land uses are recognized by the Airport Land use commission (c/cAG
Board) aô hazards to.air navigatiorì.n$" v¡ó¡n¡tv oiõ;; Fäü iniernat¡onat Airport.
Those land uses are listed in the cLUp and inctude the following:

o Any use that would direct a steady or flashing light of white, red, green or amber color
toward an aircraft engaged in an initial climbiollowing takeoft oi tóward an aircraft
engaged in a final approach for landing other than FAA-approved navigationáii¡ght..

o Any use that would cause sunlight to be reflected toward an aircraft engaged in an
initial straight climb following takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged ¡n aînäl ãppioacn
for landing.

t6
-24-



ALUC Staff Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP)
Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco
General Plan Amendment - Soufh EI Camino Real Conidor
April 23,2009

Page 9 of 11

. Any use that would attract large concentrations of birds within approach/climbout
areas.

o Any use that would generate electrical interference that may affect aircraft
communications or aircraft instrumentation.

This same list is shown in Policy 8.7-1-1on p. 274 in the Soufh San Francisco General Plan

document.

The current update of the comprehensive airport land use compatibility plan (CLUP) for the
environs of San Francisco lnternationalAirport will include policies and diagrams for runway
safety areas, per guidance from the Califomia Airpoñ Land Use Planning Handbook January
2002. The preliminary configuration of one of the four safety zones for the threshold ends of
Runways 10 will affect a small number of parcels in the South El Camino Real Corridor. The

safety zones will also affect a larger area in South San Francisco that is located east of the El

Camino Real Corridor on both sides of U.S. Highway 101, in the vicinity of the United Airlines
Maintenance Base. A future general plan amendment may be needed to include additional
safety policies and criteria to be consistent with the safety policies and criteria applicable in
the defined safety zones contained in the adopted CLUP update. A CLUP update adoption
date is not known at this time.

ll. Real Estate Disclosure

California Public Utilities Code PUC Section21674.7 states the following:

"An airport land use commission...shall be guided by information prepared and
updated pursuant to Section 21674.5 and referred to as the Airport Land Use Planning
Handbook published by the Division of Aeronautics .""

fhe Catifomia Airyort Land IJse Planning Handbook January 2002 states the following:

"ALUCs are encouraged to adopt policies defining the area within which information
regarding airport noise impacts should be disclosed as part of real estate
transactions."

Chapter 496, Statutes of 2002 (formerly AB 2776 (Simitian)) affects all sales of real property

that may occur within an airport influence area (AlA) boundary. lt requires a statement
(notice) to be included in the property transfer documents that (1) indicates the subject
property is located within an airport influence area (AlA) boundary qnd (2) that the property

may be subject to certain impacts from airporUaircraft operations, The wording of the
disclosure notice is as follows:

17
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"NOTICE OF AIRPORT IN VICINITY

"This property is presently located within the vicinity of an airport, within what is known as
an airport influence aÍea. For that reason, the property may be subject to some of the
annoyances or inconveniences associated with proximity to airport operations (for
example: noise, vibration, or odors). Individual sensitivities to those annoyances can
vary from person to person. You may wish to consider what airport annoyânces, if any,
are associated with the property before you complete your purchase and determine
whether they are a,cceptable to you."

The text in the General Plan Amendment submittal for the South El Camino Real Corridor
does not include text and policies that address real estate disclosure related to properties
located within the vicinity of an airport. To address this issue, the text in the Generål phn
Amendment (Chapter 2 - Land Use, Chapter I - Noise), or elsewhere in the General plan
should include the following text to address real estate disclosure, as follows:

"All realestate transactions within the preliminary airport influence area (AlA) boundary for
San Francisco lnternationalAirport (Areas A and B), as shown in Figure *ñerein,
including all types of residential development, is subject to the disclõsure requirements of
Chapter 496, Statues 2002."

lll. Compliance with California Government Code 65302.3

California Government Gode Section 65302.3 states that a local agency general plan an/orany h the applicable airporUland use compatibilitycrite land use plan (CLUP). The City of SòuthSan th Et Camino Reat Conidordocúment is a
comprehensive general plan amendment that is subject to compliance with the above -
referenced Government Code Section, Therefore, the text in the draft Gene rat plan
Amendmenf document should include the following:

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained herein do not conflict with the
applicable airporUland u9e compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County
Comprchensive Airpoft Land Use Plan, as amended, for San Francisco lnternatioñal
Airport.'

lV. Guidance from the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook

ALUC Staff reviewed the relevant content of the Catifomia Airport Land use planning
Handbook January 2002, published the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics, to prepare-this
report. The staff analysis and recommendations contained herein are consistent with and
guided by the relevant provisions contained in the Handbook.

* The figure reference here is to be determined by the City of South San Francisco, as part of
numbering the flgures in the General Plan document.
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ATTACHMENTS

Attachment No. 1A: Letter to David F. Carbone, City/County Association of Governments of
San Mateo County, from Gerry Beaudin, Senior Planner, City of South
San Francisco, dated April 14,2009, re: submittal of SouÚh San
Francisco General Plan Amendment- South El Camino Real Conidor
document to the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) for review.

Attachment No. 1B: Selected pages from the South San Francrsco General Plan Amendment
South Et Camino Real Conidor document: pp.2'7,2-8,2'10, 3-1, 3-2,

3-7, 3-8, 3-9, and a map of the planning subarea.

Attachment No. 2A: Figure 2-1 Land Use Diagram

Attachment No. 28: Land Use Diagram - Close Up of Planning Area

Attachment No. 3A: Preliminary Airport lnfluence Area (AlA) Boundary for San Francisco
International Airport

Attachment No. 38: Preliminary Airport lnfluence Area (AlA) Boundary City of South San

Francisco

Attachment No. 4: Figure 2-3 SpecialArea Height Limitations

Attachment No. 5A: Figure 2-2 Airporl-Related Height Limitations

Attachment No. 58: FAR Paft77 Airspace Diagram and Selected Aircraft Noise Contours

Attachment No. 6: Chapter 9; Noise pp. 9-1 to 9-7 and Figures 9-1 and 9-3

Attachment No. 7: Text from Chapter 8: Health and Safety, Secfion 8.7 Aircraft Safety,
pp.273 and 274
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ATTACI{MENT NO. IA
KARYLMATSUMOTO, MAYOR
MARK N. ADDIEGO, VICE MAYOR
RICHARD A. GARBARINO, COUNC¡LMEMBER
PEDRO GONZALEZ, COUNCILMEMBER
KEVIN MULLIN, COUNCILMEMBER

BARRY M. NAGEL, CITY MANAGER

DEPAFTMENTOF ECO¡þMIC
AND COMMUNTY DEVELOPMENT

PI.ANNING DIVISION
(650) 877{s¡ts

FÐ( (6s¡) 829{6r}9

April 14,2009

Mr. David F. Carbone
City and County Association of Gcivernments
555 County Office Center
Fifttr Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Subjecft South San Francisco General Pl¡n Amendment - South El C¡mino Real Corridor

Dea¡ Mr. Carbone,

I'd like to start by thanking you and your Committee for scheduling a special meeting during the
month of April. As you know, South San Francisco engaged consultants to prepare a General Plan
Amendment to change the land use designation and zoning for the South El Camino Real Conidor
in the City in support of AB 32 and SB 375, as well as the regional "Grand Boulevard" initiative.

General Plsn Amendment Study Area and Purpose

The Study Area (see attachment #l - Study Area Map) begins south the rWestborough BoulevardÆl
Camino Real (ECR) intersection and continues down the ECR corridor to the San Bruno/South San
Francisco City boundary line.

The purpose of the General Plan Amendment (see attachment #2 - Genenl Plan Amendment) is to
change the single-use policies and regulations that currently exist to policies that emphasize
vertically integrated 'mixed-use' development along the southern section of the ECR corridor. The
City is cunently in the process of updating the Zoning Ordinance. Proposed draft zoning for the
ECR mixed use corridor and the accompanying.Design Guidelines have also been included in this
package for your review (see attachment #3 - Draft Zoning, and attachment#4- Design
Guidelines).

By changing the General Plan land use designation for the corridor, the City is striving to
accomplish three key objectives. First, the City adopted a resolution in support of the Grand
Boulevard Initiative in 2008. The Grand Boulevard Initiative aims to revitalize and redevelop the El
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Camino Real into a vibrant mixed-use corridor. By focusing mixed-use development with
pedestrian- and transit-oriented policies,,the City ii laying the foundation for the rejuvenation of the
section of ECR thatpasses through South San Fra isto.-Second, staff has received a number of
redevelopment inquiries in the ECR corridor. C
support the mix-use/transit oriented corridor visi
new General Plan policies, as well as Design
add clarity to the development process. And
govemment will play in_reducing greenhouse gas emissions. Thoughtful land-use planning,
including the creation of mixed-use, tansit oriented corridors that õupport resideníial, ofñãe and
commercial land uses, mean that South San Francisco is proactively ai'dressing issues identifred in
the State of California2006 Global rù/arming Solutions Act (4832) and the Stãæ,s greenhouselas
emission law (SB375).

I have i Ceneral Plan Amendment that might be of interest to the Airport Land
Use Co ecifically, you have indicated ttrat treigtrt, noise and safety are ttre
ALUC'

Scope of llork
The City's consultant and staff are keenly aware of the interests of the ALUC. The consultants
proposed work program listed "Ensuring compat se, as the very southern
portion of the conidor is within the 65 CNEL of rnational nirport (SFO),, as a
key component of the General Plan Amendment

Heíght - FederulAvístbn Regulatìon part 77
In addition to the City's General Plan also includes a figure identifying"Airport-Related ). Figure 2-3 "special Area Height Lilmitationr', äf th"
South EcR GPA in ûe southern iortion of the rõoido, closest to SFo
to 80 feet. The SFO height limitations for the corridor start at 16l feet and increase as we move
farther into the study area. The ma><imum height allowed with incentives and bonuses would be I20
feet. South ECR GPA does not come close to the FAR Part77 height regulations identified for
SFO.

Noíse & Avígøtíon Eosemcnt
Two new implementation policies are proposed for the Noise Element in support of the South ECR
GPA South ECR GPA:

Policy 9-l-9 - Do not allow new residential or noise sensitive development in 70 dB+ CNEL areas
impacted by SFO operations as required by Airport Land Use Commission infill criteria.

Policy 9-I-10 - Require new residential development in areas between the 65 and 70 dB CNEL SFO
noise contours to provide an avigation easement.

Safety
City staff has reviewed the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use plan for SFO and
does not find any conflicts or safety issues. Th_e qouthern tip of thé study area is minimally
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impacted by the Approach Zones (AZ) nd the Centerline Zones (CLZ). Development policies have

been wriüen to not allow residential development on portions of sites impacted by the AZ and CLZ
zones.

Also related to safety, the South ECR GPA does not propose any structures within or approaching

the FAR Part77 height limits, and the proposed policies do not conflict with existing South San

Francisco General Plan policies related to "Aircraft Safety" (see attachment #5 - Chapter 8.7

-"Airport Safety").

If you have any questions or would like additional information, please call me at (650) 877-8535 or

email me at gerry.beaudin@ssf,net.

Sincerely,

cc: File

Attachments:

l. South ECR Study Area Map
2. Draft General Plan Amendments

a. Chapter 2 - Land Use
b. Chapter 3 - Planning Sub-Areas
c. Chapter 5 - Parks, Public Facilities and Services
d. Chapter9-Noise

3. Zoningfor the So. El Camino Real Corridor- Draft
4. Design Guidelines - Draft
5. South San Francisco General Plan - Airport-Related Height Limitations - Figure 2,2

6. South San Francisco General Plan - Chapter 8-7 "Aircraft Safety"
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South Son F¡oncisco Gene¡ol Plon Amcndment
Drtft 1o¡ ßevl¿w and Dlscucsíon

ATTAC}IMENT NO. I B
Chopter 2: Lønd Usc

AÞtil 20, 2009

COMMERCIAL

CommunlÇ Commcrclal

This category includes shopping centers, such as Westborough, and major commercial
districts, such as El Camino Real, and regional centers along South Airport Boulevard. Retail
and department stores, eating and drinking establishments, commercial recreation, service

stations, automobile sales and repair services, financial, business and personal sewices,
motels, educational and social services are permitted. An "R" designation on the General Plan
Diagram indicates that the site is reserved for region-servÍng commercial uses. The mg:<imum
Floor Area Ratio is 0.5, Office uses are encouraged on the second and upper floors.

Bu¡lnes Commcrclal

This category is intended fo¡ 'business and professional offices, and visÍtor service
establishments, and retail. Permitted uses ínclude for administrative, financial, business,
professional, medical and public offices, and visitor-oriented and regional commercial
activities. Regional commercial centers, restaurants and related services are permitted subject
to appropriate standards. This category is intended for the emerging commercial and hotel
district along South Airport, Gateway, and Oyster Point boulevards, and South Spruce
corridor. The maximum Floor Area Ratio is 0.5, but increases may be permitted up to a total
FAR of 1.0 for'uses such as research and development establÍshments, or for development
meeting specific transportation demand management (TDM), off-site improvement, or
specific design standards. Ma¡<imum FAR for hotel developments shall be 1.2, with increases

to a ma¡rimum total FAR of 2.0 for dwelopment meeting specified criteria.

Cot¡ãl Commcrcìel

Business/professional se¡vices, office, convenience sales, restaurants, public markeþlace,
personaUrepair services, lirnited retail, hotel/motel with a coastal orientation, recreational
facilities, and marinas. Maximum FAR is 0.5 for retail, recreation facilities, marinas, and
eating and drinking establishments, 1.0 for offices, and 1.6 for hotels. All dwelopment will be
subject to design review by the Planning Commission. Uses and development intensities at
Oyster Point will be regulated by the Qrcter Point Specific/Master Plan.

l,lIXED tJSE

El Ca¡nÍno Real líÍxed Use

This designatitrn--u-tutcn¿cù-te--juçelnn.'odatc' nri-x¿ùnsc- slçvc.þrrnent in--ilu- Sorrt[-El

::.1gssi$üdsn tjit!¡ c.d ucat ir;nrl u n<l

d clrinkir¡$ c.si¡hlisÌ¡nrcnts, lnd
urerson¿rl sc'r'vicc rsl;rblishnreltl.sl. I:or .sitcùlar$.r'r thilt tltre:e acrcs. lh.t]rirt[lg.!-qtrlúts-alilng,

- 

cti*e r¡srs.
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South Son F¡oncisco Gene¡ol Plon Amcndment
Dreît lor ßevícw tnd Dlscussíoa

Choþrer 2: Lond lJsc
Aþril 20, 2009

INDUSTRIAL AND RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

Tw_o çategories are proposed: Business and Technology park, for the East of l0l areas north
of East Grand Avenue, and Mixed Industrial, for the alåas south of East Grand nvenue in East
of l0l and LindenvÍlle,

Euslncss and Tcchnology Pat*
This clesignation accommgda.l9s campusJike environments for corporate headquarters,
1es93r¡h and.development facilities, and offìces. permitted uses include incubatÀr_research
facilities, testing' repairing, pa_ckaging, publishing and printing, marinas, shoreline-oriented
recreation, and offices, and research and
distribution facilities and retail are permitted
to high desþ and landscape standàrds. Mor
be permitted, up to a total FAR of f.0
establishments, or for development meetin
(TDM), off-site improvement, or specific des

Fllxcd lndustlzl

be allowed as ancillary uses, subject to appropriate standards. The maximum Floor Area Ratio
Ís 0.4, wÍth an increase to a total FAR óf o.e for development seekÍng an rni bonus with

d in the.zoning ordinance. In ãddition to d&elopment srandards,
may include performance standards to miñimíze potential
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South Son Froncisco Gcnetol Plon Amendment
Drtlt îor Revlew tnd Dìscussíon

T¡blg 2.2-l
St¡ndrdr for Dcn¡ltv ¡nd Dcvclopm¡nt lnCrnrltv

Choþter 2: Land Use
Aþrtl 20, 2009

Lond lhe Dcsrinodon Residcnùol Dcnriy
(unlalnet ææ)

MoûmumPe¡mtæd
No+ßc¡ídc¡tol FAßl

Moximums Per¡i¡æd with lncctttivæ ønd

Sonu¡æ

Unls/Nct Ac¡c

t0.0

2L5

37.5

FAR

Re¡idcnthlD

low Density

Madium Dcnslty

Hi¡h Dcnrlry

up to 8.0

8. t-t8.0

t8. t.30.0

0.5

t.0

Downtown

Downtown Commerchlr

Downtown Rc¡idcnti¡l

Low DcnrEy

Mcdium Dcnriq

H[h Dcn:þ

5. t- 15.0

t5. t-25.0

25. l-t0,0

3.0

o,7

t.25

t5.0

3 r.3

5o.o¡

Oñìcc

Comm¡rchl

Communþ Commerchl

Bu¡lnes¡ Commrci¡l

Ho¡¡l

Cor¡ul Commcrcirl

Rrt¡il

Ofrlcc

Hot¡l

t.0

0.5

0.5

t.2

0.5

t.0

1.6

z5t

1.0'

2.0

,qixed Us-e

i¡Pli¿ 4r0--0i 15"2'-; u;: urSOtIl

lndu¡rirl
Bu¡ln¡s¡ rnd Tcchnology Prr*

Mb¡¡d ldu¡trl¡l

' lncluding garages for residential development, but excluding psrking structures for non-¡csidential devclopment.r-lssiìL!.iil.:.l

l¡luiusi$lÀLædl;rÈ-.
' 20 perccnt denrity bonus is ¡vailable for dcvelopment w¡thin 7r-mile of a fued-guidcway t¡ansit (C¡lTrain or BART stetion or
City-¿.r¡*.,.d feiry tcrmind).
' ]5te¡ec+t-þc¡+¡-**Ðgr$t1J-Þ.¡usu.¡crllrúùuË-!!.ih¡lilLsjê-$, it: available for with affordable housing u- housing for

s<*itl*+i;-+r'*hous¡ns that mcetseldcrþ recidcnts,.ì l-rçirh:+et+ht-i¡*enri{eft+{:r
comniunity design d in the Zoning Ordinance.

'Rcsidcnti¡l urcr may bc permitted on second and uppcr floors only and aÌc subiect to a use permit.

' Rcquiicd parking must be structured.

'pcrmittçd for rc¡carch and dwelopment uses with low employment intensity, or other uses providing structured parking.

'permitted for u¡ec with low cmploymcnt intensity, such as whole¡aling, warehousing, and distr¡but¡on. '

¿ntl l\:est (-)rat¡r¡c l.)¡:iYc. sU!:ICCUQSllllljtiol:rl_qUr rrt$l.llr!¡g¿<_wal.

'lrrchíties rcsideuil¿L¡r'r,l sulrliÀntiilllu:¡briye-Sr&le-¡ìdj'ki::g,$ruçturç-[¡clu-cle¡ srLrlgçs-]'ù!!.ìrË

--ll¡:lu-i!-r:q1-rúú-ti¡r.-h.llìliLt:r-¡t.

0.5

0.{

LO'

0,6'
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South 5on Froncisco Genc¡al plon Amendment
Dreît lor Rcvícw and Dlscus¡ìon

Chopter 3: Plonning Suö-A¡eos
Aprit 20, 200?

Chapter 3: Planning Sub-Areas
3.4 EL CAMINO REAL

Ighy.y and automobile route through the
Southern PacÍfic tracks (owned by únion
San Mateo County to San Francijco: The

the Peninsula. The
game, Redwood City,

Rear or the union pacific t¡acks. t to either El camino

El Camino Real, almost two miles long through its stretch in the ciry is South San Francisco,s
most diverse area in terms of landlse.-nãflecting the iegional'ú.ti"j. oiîe-conidor,
commercial
furnishing
com¡nercial
commercial
corridor. In

{ty, ,1. County Government Center, and the planned South San
New housing developments along El camino Real include the

ge.

.NABTH-E¡.-CAü!A¡g_ÀEAL-S_U_E8EéS-

t. South Søn Francisco BART Station Areø, This is the northernmost part of the corridor,
and site of thclìr¡-t*nif{iHìftiC South San Francisco BART station*0,r.{ ì,.{io...,ii

extrerr@ lrù s;t'lewir'lk;-t+r--tr{her..--ped+ir+itm-fl+ììfl$+ìe#trìd-n,l on-
itie¡--ttre.-itrthe-easte*hril+gÈ+h*t+rrtié,¡r:

4ilnxr t -Mat=v +-trç-*l r.ice{f ti{r,r-
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South Son Froncisco Genc¡ol Plon Amendment
DralC lor Revlew tnd Dltcussìon

Choþter 3: Plonning Sub-A¡eos
April 20, 2009

2. Kaise¡ Hospital Areø. Kaiser Hospital is one of the city's principal employers. El
Camino Real in this area is six travel lanes wide, landscaped median with left turn lanes, and
parallel parking on both sides of the street. On-street parking is competitive. This area is very
stable, and unlikely to see many land use changes as a result of BART extension.

3, Buri Buri Center Area,This area, with the intersection of El Camino/ Chestnut as its
focus, has g high+tle@es+ concentration of activity along the El Camino Real, and in{+d{?.

;+"*rc_is fronted by
non-residential uses throughout this stretch, including office plazas, bankr**u¡er*l-t-*t1N+1,
gas stations, motels, delis, and some fast-food establishments. Buri Buri ShoppÍng Center,
containing Pac:í[ìr-'l]ell Market, as well as the Municipal Services Building, Fairway Plaza, and
Chestnut Plaza are also in the area. Redwelopment opportunities lie in the area between El
Camino Real and Antoinette lane.

SOUTH EL CAÌ'I¡NO REAL SUBAREAS

+f. South San Francisco High Schooll Baden, Llt.¡nrrncre.i¿Ltrscs irr this arca Scnclallt lalÌ
xl-¡r¡J-¿uliur:lgu.q.l :ltç:i-s uc h -r5.+'Åt-5-t-ÊU!l-nl. iìr

auto-rcp¿rir-5!¡gp;¡!159-iot;¿ted irlq¡¡gilris suctch-t¡lEl Ciurri¡:c lìeal arc l-Iurrr"r-,'¡!J¿r-dq,
{re$rlffii

*ane +#+l'x:-+rk.lest-lrungakn*-s++l+-*rotrses-jr--t{rc -ti+r'i1mr-F-trf:-tl+e--Ba.r1eu +reiglrl+elire¡.xll,

çrfiìrïÉt.€i++neri*+h'*-+rerlet+trrtl .he+di-in-+.+*re*tegr.x-,ies t+n-g+t*i*.+t+elrtrt
horæ-+rrnisi*ng¡;-+r+r1--*-lar15--nul{r.-,=-1¡J--i¿,"¡--fi.xrt}-st<+re.s-r+i+ru+g+e-+r+tie+r+-**ie.¡t{t+itt
Southwood Center-+s-rht¡+tn*etl-+re t++i+-one of the few examples of a shopping center
outside of downtown built to the street edge. Any new development in this area will result
from reuse. Lrdds
S1¡fLt!_Son.t-r3!!¿:itçf.jjrg[;Tçhocrl irif s(!l]t_{'_o!.lt-l-c i¡|rl.:¡l,iru¡.gilç_rr-$IL: hr¡¡s¡jr1_¡iri:-lit¡,
lËl'l t¡f: the Ili:d c'n n.:igliIrorhr.:ocl.

I'J.. See's Candiesl Stuih Spnrct:fla{i*cn. This area contains both some of the newer$
commercialusesaIongElCaminoRealandNÊClr{@ìAvenue,aswellasoneofthe
oldest business establishments in the city - See's Candies, which is a major employment
center. Also located ira Safeway,Iongs Drug Store,
äfi d-{hú+-q€i{14i-çr+lv movie theater and thc Brc¡rtu<rotl SltotrlJrí-ry_Çc:tllgl. \+H+c

mi+ievi*th!.r*re+nre-tirfl,i+e+.Tthe phnne+l San Bruno BART station
is within a walking distance of much of this part of El Camino corridor.
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South Son Froncisco Generol plon Amendment
Drelt lor Rcvlew and DiscucsÍon

Chopter 3: Plonning Suô-,{¡eos
April 20, 2009

Many workers and visitors to the hospitals park along El Camino Real, some
several thousand feet north. Many park on the south J¡de of the street as well;
pedætrians crossing the sixJane s
a safety hazard. Amon
to reduce the width of
median (or at least one parHng I
also slow traffic near the hospital.

3.+l'14 Work witlt.l(øiser Hosþitot to exþlorc the þosibítity of a sueet connection from the
hospltol to Â{i¡sion Rood.

With approximately 1,200 employees, Kaiser Hospital is the city,s second largest
gmpfoyer- and the largest in thè aiea west of U.S. lOt..tr a fu[ slrvice health ãare
facility, the hospital also draws visit

street connection could be provide

Buri-Èu¡i Center Areo

3.+l-15 Connæt Arroyo Drive to the west of El Comino Reol wûth Ook Avenueto the eos¿

This will provide a new east-west connection parallel to Chestnut Avenue. In
addition t9 Providin8 lraffic relief, this connecdon will help link Buri Buri and
Sunshine Garden neighborhoods.

3.+l-16 Mainuin o llyoltty of uses in the oreø-þm+rt-+ærx ent_i,+.rhe*rcosetttbeest-of J,esr#rrse3€æJe€ú#
+ect+f+ente+Sy_oeere_uses.

South El Camino Reat PeticíeE

Area Wide Policies

rhe ftrrm pf¡rixed-us€-dev€Lep. tnenI.Lgrt¡--qatye-uses---r"roi,.l"rtor,,unu. gsfeg__qíL,l

{s,¿ge_o¡i .cotnpjliÞJe_-U$r_s.uç[__s5_r-e

Reol, between Firsr Stree_t ond West Olonfie D'veJt/relg-ln¡x ¡lltteSiS_[C¿t¡iüe,J_c,,.
ryatderlj-o]-ltsr-._qrki:i jÞ._e.rur,:Iqgi/.
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Chaþter 3: Plonnìng 5ub-Areos
April 20, 2009

3.4-l-18 Maíntain l,.trge lot size¡--ra--siccQlril:1sgqie h,g¡-¡ntens¡tf 
-,Jeve.lqgLe¿I.

D_¡eogrssqlhe_s,uLdwistpqp¡l'.-blilq4erth_c,ï-txto--sErgs.

3.4-l-19 Encouroge þ1- æ¿L-SI
ú rqeä -qu'nelpgltleiÈs4sn,

¿A.-l-2-0 - -JnnstÊ-JËluly--lnülcslg- cjcuf,lslnerlt. ttstns_-h-lizan',ol---9D9__,re-ßtsql bili/!|i'rg

articulotion th¿t engages Þedesrri¿fl,q..lon-d dive¡s'ri; ia colqt--¡roteríc¡/! sc¿!q,-textur€'.

and buildingl¿slt¿¡neå

3.4-l-21 Moîntain an elthÊ
ground level for enhancèd þedestyjgn conneçtrions, eilher through oÞen Þrontenodes or
interno/ senr.qoub/jc Pcth vvol¡s.

circulaúon ond safety srp

rl{:o!!!ÞrcngÊd-bytsltHLs-çeç¿sjq-Þork¡ng.

3.1:l:23- --Lesste -þsùlI---re--¿E-sf-i_js--¿qt.--o--d-ortsr-dlrl--v¡s uptJlsture--e{-Llle-+ede5f4øl
environment- Encourage underfJ¡out'td Þ¡z¡'king by including all oreas gf o building

7 4-!-24 Est¿bli-rh Ccyeiotrnrent stanrlords in the Zonine Ordino¡rce íor.Soutjl f,iÜr¡;nino Reci:

:.--equ¡re o nl¡nrnum æ frontoEe of o site o/tuå E/ 6omin-a Res¿-gq

Þs¡leysrc.d_tp_sceye- rrgss=-Etr¡l¡IË-¿ÌqÍ--dsf,rh dr''d hetpbl-pl-tþÊ-þtutJdsg-rpsEc-u
aCequote to accoryntodæ-a-ygi4y.-afJÊ-onß-gÐd-þrayÉs-flexlþ1ry-þtrhe futq¡e.
ln sddition, for sites lorger thcn ttlrec o-cres. -req¿¡ire-qfl¡üirujd4R oí 010 É,e

.dsypæd-to-Gitve-çsru4eiçis¿q$e9'

c l\liow buìldinss ¡.rD zo 80 feer by rí¡hl irncl uÞ to 12Ð ieet tolorp wifh a hrc'l¡e¡' FAß
qsj¿CEd¡ed--.jjt-l,rSpter-2,'t bosed qtt d-iscretionory desigryreview -otd nþl¿lryd-$
the Plonnins Co¡nmission.

.si:e-ets. ro,ìgrng in hed 25 and 35 feet,

35 feet in

heisht.

n Reqtlire-

Soutl¡ Son Froncisco High SchoollBoden

33=t:21 ---Aeg,utLdevejo¡men1:bg-p¿iLeqúr.Áþ.8-Çsnutg-ßÊ91,-wjlh-þÊ-gis![]i 
flaor oi buildin$s

dç,vbry-:rJ s.-o fhtlt-þc-d-estricnl qqll,-.tee, sI¿pE, .rcEt('¡lr:anÍs-. <tnd pr.tit:itis'¡ ,'15 tlÉry -v{q.lt
c/o;rp ¿he sidencik.

3t
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Soutl¡ 5on Froncisco Generol pløn Amendment
Draît for Revlcw tnd Dlscussìon

Choþtü 3: Plonning Sub-Areos
Aþrit 20, 200?

Z#+3-+-J22___Recognize See,s Condjes os o trons¡tionol use; permir rt os o confoming
use, ollowìng for expansion or controction øs. necess€ry. Require ory rcdev4ùÞmeft ;f
the sÍte to be nodndustrial ond sens,tiye to the residenøo, uies to tf" nor*. 

-

3+l "1&'- 'Eriarwage-Joi'-tensofid aiioft'1n t{rs rrreri,- eíil¿re-r - tläougfi- úG,ve- redevele¡,r:renq- or
t¡TrE rlghû$m€rf úräeimrorh

3.4- l-26 effons þ srow

\off\ nyr the High khool, ond provide on adequøte numier of crossings ocross El
C.omino Reol.

32
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ATTAGHMENT NO. 28
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South Son Froncisco Generol Plon Amendment
Draft for Revíew and Discussion

ATTACI{MENT NO.6
Chopter 9.' Noíse

AÞril //3, 2009

Chapter 9z Noise

Noise is an important and cornplex issue in South San Francisco. Almost every part of the city is sus-
ceptible to noise impacts, due mainly to the presence of major noise generators. Significant sources of
noise in the city include San Francisco International Airport (SFO), major transportation corridors
such as U.S. 101 and I-280, and extensive industrial uses. The city's land use pattern generally ac-
commodates these conditions with industrial uses clustered close to the airport, separated from rela-
tively noise-sensitive uses by U,S. 101. This element is intended to ensure compliance with State re-
quirements and promote a comprehensive, long-range program of achieving acceptable noise levels
throughout South San Francisco.

9.1 NOISE MEASUREMENT AND REPORTING

Noise can be defìned as a sound or series of sounds that are intrusive, irritating, objeaionable and/or
disruptive to daily life. Noise varies widely in its scope, source, and volume, ranging from individual
occurrences such as a barking dog, to the intermittent disturbances of overhead aircraft, to the fairþ
constant noise generated by trafüc on U.S. l0l.

Many uses are noise sensitive, such as residences, schools, churches, and hospitals. Noise needs to be
controlled around other uses as well, although levels rarely exceed the recommended maximum. The
known effects of noise on humans include hearing loss, communication interference, sleep interfe-
rence, physiological responses, and annoyance.

When noise levels are reported, they are expressed as a measurement over time in order to account
for variations in noise exposure. Levels also account for varying degrees of sensitivity to noise during
da¡ime and nighttime hours. The Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) and Day-Night Noise
Level (Ldn) both reflect noise exposure over an average day with weighting to reflect this sensitivity.
The CNEL is the reference level for State noise law and is used to express major continuous noise
sources, such as aircraft or trafüc.

9.2 NOrSE SOURCES AND PROTECTTONS

For the purposes of this Plan, sources of noise are categorized as being either aircraft-generated or
locally-generated. Existing and projected noise levels are depicted on noise contour maps. Each con-
tour reflects linear bands subject to similar average noise levels. Figure 9-l depicts existing and pro-
jected aircraft-generated noise levels in South San Francisco.

NOISE SOURCE EXISTING CONDITIONS AND STANDARDS

47
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Soutl¡ Son Froncisco Generol plon Amendment
Draft lor Revìew and DÍscussìon

Choþter 9: Noise
April I j,2009

AÍrcrafrt-G en erated No Íse

Aircraft overflight noise is a Particularly important issue in South San Francisco due to the city,s
proximity to San Francisco International Airport (SFO). Aircraft noise continues to receive consider-
able attention in the city, due in part to the massive current terminal expansion project and to signifi-
cant expected increases in average daily aircraft operations.

ExÍstíng Noíse Levels

I cate that areas in the southwestern part of the city
smaller area in the vicinity of El Camino Real near
f 70 dB CNEL. Existing and projected noise con-

tours, as well as the Noise Insulation Program area, are shown on Figure 9--1.'

Assuming no change in SFO's runway configuration, aircraft noise contours are projected to shift
gradually eastward by 2010. As a result, areai east of the current flight path may åxperience an in-
crease in average noise levels. At the same time, the 70 dB CNEI .onloni are expectù to shrink, no
longer impacting South San Francisco.

SÍngle Event Flyover NoÍse

Noise contours are based on_average noise levels. Single event noises such as aircraft flyovers need to
occur frequently and at very high volumes in order to bring average noise levels to 65 d'B CNEL. Even
areas outside the 65 dB CNEL contours are impacted by flyovers" Thus, even the 65 dB CNEL noise
contour is expected to shift eastward, flyovers will still expose areas throughout the southwestern part
of the city to high noise levels.

ALUC NoÍse Standards and Related Reguìrements

dB CNEL contour as the noise impact boundary
fornia Administrative C,ode, Title 21, Subchapter
evelopment activities that affect areas within that

finding of overriding consideration prior to local
permit issuance. ALUC determines the 65 dB CNEI boundary by exariining both federal and State
noise impact boundaries:

c Federal Impact Boundary. The federal65 dB CNEL boundary is based on the Noise Exposure
Map (NEM),2 as..accepted by the FAA under the Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) pårt 150
Noise Compatibility Program. This 65 dB contour serves as the basii for FAA determination
of local agency eligibility for federal grant money for noise insulation projects.

¡ St is the 65 dB CNEL boundary as defined by there e monitoring system consists of 27 off-site noisem near the runway ends. The noise contour is updated
each calendar quarter and submitted to San Mateo County and the State Division of Aero-
nautics. ALUC uses the latest SFO quarterly noise report io determine the compatibility of
land use plans.

48
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o ALUC is now completing an updated land use plan for the airport, which is expected in early
1999.3 The updated plan will be based on the 1995 Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) that were
approved by the FAA. The 1995 noise contours-65 dB and 70 dB-are shown in Figure 9-1.
Large portions of the city fall within the 1995 federally accepted 65 dB CNEL noise contour.
The 70 dB CNEL contour impacts a small portion of the City's eastern industrial area near the
San Bruno border.

Local plans, policy actions, or development activities within the 65 dB CNEL boundary requires the
approval of the San Mateo County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) prior to local permit is-
suance. To assist this process, the ALUC has established noise/land use compatibility standards as the
basis of plan review (see Table 9.2-l). The City also applies these standards in its review of develop-
ment applications located within the 65 dB CNEL boundary.

The City s General Plan will be subject to ALUC review. All local land use plans within the designated
noise impact area (NEM 65 dB CNEL contour) must receive explicit ALUC approval, and all plans
within the larger ALUC planning area must be compatible with the SFO Land Use Plan. ALUC uses
established noise/land use compatibitity standards (Table 9.2-l) as the basis for plan review.

According to these standards, commercial uses would be acceptable within the 65 dB CNEL FAA-
approved contour, and residential uses would be acceptable with noise insulation. In addition, ac-
cording to the 1992 Memorandum of Understanding between SFO and San Mateo County jurisdic-
tions, residences constructed after 1992 within the 65 dB CNEI contour are required to be insulated
to meet the 45 dB interior noise standard.' Residential noise insulation would also be required pur-
suant to any separate agreement between the City and SFO.

L o ca I ly-ge n e rate d n o ¡s e

The primary sources of noise generated within South San Francisco itself are streets and highways,
rail, and industrial uses;

" Traffic Noise. One of South San Francisco's most important locational advantages is its excel-
lent road access; however, this access also results in fairþ high noise impacts over much of the
city. Traffic noise depends primarily on traffic speed-high frequency tire noise increases

- with speed:and the proportion truck traffic-which generates engine, exhaust, and wind
noise. The proximity of freeways and major streets, and the large amount of truck traffic serv-
ing industrial, warehousing, and freight forwarding uses in the city, make South San Francis-
co susceptible to traffic noise. Figure 9rcsr illustrates roadways in the city producing noise le-
vels greater than 65 dB CNEL.

e Railroad Noise. The Southern Pacific Railroad line is heavily used and generates relatively
high average noise levels in surrounding areas. Caltrain runs 68 commuter trains each day
through South San Francisco, and Southern Pacific freight trains also use the line. Since the
line runs adjacent U.S. l0l and is generally surround by industrial and commercial land uses,

rail operations have a negligible impact on land use in South San Francisco.

o lndustrial Noise, Industrial uses in the cþ are an important part of the noise environrnent in
South San Francisco. Industrial noise is generated from onsite activities or from associated

9-3
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It is important that this element address not only the existing noise conditions in South San Francis-
c9, bu¡ also the projected conditions over the horizon of thisÞan. It is possible to project future levels
of both aircraft- and locally-generated noise.

A í rcraft-ge n e rated N o Ís e

The 1989 SFO Master Plan-outlined significant expansion and improvements to airport capacity, in-
cluding a new international terminal, modified parking and circuÍation, and additional maìntenance
and support facilities. These improvements are underway and will resglt in the annual aircraft operations
indicated in Table 9.3-1.

Table 9.3-1 indicates thate projected decrease in the population impacted by overflight noise is ex-
pected to decrease, even though the overall nurnber ofnigntt to and hom SFó will increase. This de-
crease is a function of a smaller 65 dB CNEI contour that will result from the elimination of Stage 2
aircraft (see Figure 9-Ð. SFO is.currently preparing new contours as part of the analysis of aircîaft

These studies, which are expected to be formalizãd soon, indicate that the cur-
contours (see Figure 9-l) represent a conservative estimate, and the contours
proving aircraft-related noise cohditions in south san Francisco.

Although the elimination of Stage 2 aircraft will result in a net reduction in aircraft noise, much of
this reductio s are actually projected to increase by one-half
dB by 2006' by 1.2 dB åue tó increased operations. These
increases are nt.

gle-event flyover noise will continue to be prob-
number of flights, single-event flyover noise is

ment mitigation measures to reduce flyover noise,
s over San Mateo County and the potential reduc-

tion in use of Runway 28, which points in the direction of south san Franciico.'

Lo cally-ge n e rate d n o is e

It is possible to Project future levels of locally-generated noise over the horizon of this plan simply by
considering current and projected land use trLnds.Figure 9-2 depicts future locally-generated'n'oise
levels in the city.

o Traffic Noise. Traffic noise depends primarily on traftìc speed and the proportion truck traf-
9_4

truck traffic offsite. While industrial uses in East of 101 and south of Railroad Avenue do gen-
erate noise, impacts on noise-sensitive uses is minimal. In any case, these industrial areas are
largeþlocated within the 65 dB CNEL contour for aircraft noise.

This element prohibits industrial development that will result in noise levels of 60 dB CNEL or
greater at noise-sensitive uses, a situation that could occur in the industrial areas west of U.S. l0l,
that border on residential uses north of Railroad Avenue and within the Mayfair Village subdivi-
sion.

50
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fic' Traffic volume does not hlye a major influence on traffic noise levels; a doubling of traffic
volume results in a 3 dB to 5 dB increase in noise levels. As a result, projácted traffic increases
on U.S. l0l, Interstate 280, and major arterials within South San piantis.o ,t outA have not
have-an 

-aPPreciable 
impact on noise levels in the city. And as traditional industrial uses make

way for less intensive research and development activities, it is expected that truck traffic will
' decline in South San Francisco, particularþ in areas east of U.S. tol 

"rrd 
,ooth-of Railroad

Avenue.

number of trains passing through south san Francisco on the southern
is not expected to change significantly. while caltTrain ridership is ex-

rough 2010, it is unknown if this will result in anyincrease in the number
of train_s- In any case, the-impacts of railroad noise are negligible a"É t" ift. pt"r.ir"iay of the
line to U.S. 101, and the fact the line is generally surroundiy industrial and commercial land
uses.

Industrial Noise. It is expected thât industrial activity in South San Francisco will continue its
shift away from traditional man-ufacturing and wa-reÉousing toward biotech 

""a 
f,igl-t.ch ac-tivity. This transition toward office-based uses will result iã reduced levels of induîtrial noise

in East of 101 and south of Railroad Avenue. Associated truck traffic and noise shoulà aho be
reduced' These industrial areas will also largeþ remain within the 65 dB 6NEL .orrìo,r. fo,
aircraft noise.

BART Extension. The BART extension to SFO will pass through South San Francisco. The
route will descend underground from the South San irancisco siation, and ascend to the sur-
face at the San Bruno station at the Tanforan Shopping Center. Since BART will remain un-
derground through South San Francisco, airbornå-noi"se impacts 

"r. .*p..,.d ,o l. *inor,
provided mitigation along surface lengths is implemented aì planned. Ground-borne noise
and vibration impacts have also been determiled !r BART to be minor, as several mitigation
T:1t-.t-es 

(floating trackbeds, etc') are available. This assessment is based on standards set by
BART for both airborne and ground-borne noise.

Pr-oted pub!ic-þ.9o!th ond welþre by eliminoting or minimizingttre efltas of exrstrhg noise prob-
lems, ond by preventing increosed noise leyels ln the future. 

-

Continue efforts to incorþorote noise consideræions into lond use plonningdecrsions, ond guide
the location ond design of tronsponation focilities to minimize üré efieas-of norce åi oà¡Zrrr,
lond uses.

lmplementíng policies: Noise
9-l-l Workto odo|t o poss-öy (single event) nolse stondord to suþþlement the currentós dg CNEI

overoge nolse level stondørd os the bosis for oircroft noise obotement Þrogroms.

The simultaneous increase in aircraft ope in average noise le-
vels resulting ftgp improvements in jei e challengã for South
San Francisco. The current 65 dB CNEL rage noise level and

9-5
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ding and land use planning controls. As
ller, FAA funding for retrofitting homes
ne. At the same time, expected increases

nt noise occurrences in the city.

As a result, residents in some areas of South San Francisco not included in the 65 dB
impacted by the single-event flyover noise.
r noise abatement funding under the current
a single-event noise standard to complement
e the impacts of noise in these areas through

rams.

Work to odoÞt o lower overoge noise stondo rd for oircroft-bosed m¡t¡gotion ond lond use con-
trols.

A lower average noise standard for aircraft-based noise mitigation and land use controls
would address the impacts of aircraft flyovers in areas onrciã. the existing 65 dB CNEL
boundary. The current 65 dB CNEI boundary provides the basis for FAÃ noise abate-
ment funding and land use planning controls limiting noise-sensitive uses. The City
should work with the FAA and SFO to determine if the ðutrrrrt average noise standard is
adequately mitigating the impacts of aircraft noise in south san Franciico.

A lower_average noise standard could be used in conjunction with the single-event noise
standard proposed in Policy 9-I-1.

Pursue odditionol funding sources ond progroms for the noise ínsuløtio n retrofit of homes not
comÞleted before the expirotion of the Memorondum of lJnderstonding in 2000.

The Memorandum of Understanding between SFO an
and the specific l99l Agreement for Aircraft Noise
Commission and South San Francisco establishes the
Program. This agreement-requires the City to seek federal grants (to be matched by SFO)
to retrofìt noise-impacted homes constructed prior to tig¡ with noise insulation. the
Agreement runs out in 2000 and between 1,200 and 1,500 homes will still require retrofit-
ting.

This program is benefici{ and has significantly reduced noise-related impacts in residen-
tial a-reas-. The City should begin to pursue the extension of the current agreement and
q9s1!bl9 !9uld"ry adjustments to include homes impacted by aircraft noiíe beyond the
65 dB CNELlimit.

Ensure thot new noise-sensítive uses, including schools, hospitoþ churches, ond homes,jn oreos
neor roodwoys identifed_os imþdcting sensitive receptors by þroducing noise leyels greoter thon
65 dB CNEL (Figure 9-3), incorporote m¡tigot¡on meosures to ensurã thot interior noíse leyels
do not exceed 45 dB CNEL

Reguire thot oppliconts þr new noise-sensitlVe development in oreos subjec to noise generoton
producing noise levels greoter thon 65 dB CNE| obtoin tl¡e seryices of a professionoíocoustjcol
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engineer to Þtov¡de o technicolonolysis ond design of miügotion meosures.

9-1,6 Where site conditions Þermil require noise buffering for oll noise-sens¡tive development subject

to noise generotors þroducing noíse leyels grcoter thon 65 dB CNEL This noise ottenuotion

method sl¡ould ovoid the use of visible sound wolls, where procticol.

9-l-7 Reguire the control of noise ot source through slte desþ4 bu'ildinig design, landscoping hours of
oþerotion, ond other technigueg for new developments deemed to be noise generotors.

9-l-8 Work with MRT to ensure thot its extension of the tronsit line to SFO through the c,ty results in

minimol imþoafrom noise ond ground-borne vibrotion.

to þrovide on ovrgotion easemenL
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8.6-t-3

8.6-t-4

Coordinote regulor emergency drills with emergency organizotions, includ-

in1 City ond County Fire, Police, Emergency Medical Services, ond Public

Works; Son Froncisco lnternotionol Airport; ond Colifornia Environmentol

Protection Agency.

Ensure thot speciol occuponcy buildings, ond other structures thot ore

imporunt to Þroæcring heohh ond sofety in the community, remoin oÞero-

tive during emergencies. fnsure thot all hospitols, schools ond other public

building hove been odequotely retrofimed for seismrc shoking in occor-

donce with Stote regulotrons.

8: HEALTH AND SAFETY

ATTACHMENT NO. 7

I(¡
Ul

I

(Jl
{

8.7 AIRCRAFT SAFETY

The land surrounding the San Francisco International Airport (SFO) and under
the landing and departure flight paths is almost entirely developed with urban
uses. Portions of the City of Stluth San Francisco are subject tofrequent overflight
from aircraft departures on Runway 28 and,less frequent overflight from arrivals
on Runway 10. Thus aircraft accidents pose a significant risk to Persons and prop-
erty in South San Francisco as well as the occupants of an aircraft involved in an

accident that occurs beyond the runway environment.

Aircraft accidents may be caused by land use conditions that pose hazards to flight.
Protection against such conditions is esential to airport/laud use safety compat-
ibility. The Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG) recognizes and discourages

approval of specific land uses that would pose a potential hazarò. to aircraft in
flight.

The Land Use and Sub Area elements of the General Plan include policies restrict-
ing building heights in the vicinity of SFO in accordance with Federal Aviation
Regulations Part 77 height limits.
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SOUTH sAN FRANCISCO GENERAL PLAN

Ctr
æ

GUIDING POLICIES: ATRCRAFT SAFETY

8.7-Gl Minimize tl¡e risk of life and Property from oircroft occidents in South Son

Froncisco.

II'IPLEMENTING POLICIES: AIRCRAFT SAFETY

8.7-l-l Do notþermit lond uses tho,rt Þose potentiol hazords to oir novigation in the
vicinity of SFO. These lond uses include the following:

" Any use that would direct a steady or flashing light of white, led,
green or amber colo¡ towards an aircraft engaged in an initial
straight climb following takeoff or toward a landing, other than
FAA-approved navigational lights;

. Arry use that would cause sunlight to be reflected toward an
aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb following takeoff or
toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach toward a

landing;

" Any use that would generate smoke or rising colurnns of air;

. Any use that would attract large concentrations of birds within
approach and climbout areas; and

. Any use that woulcl engage electrical interference that may inter-
fere with aircraft communications or aircraft instrumentation.

I(¡
Oì

I
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DATE:

TO:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

May 1,2009

city'county Association of Govemments of San Mateo county (c/cAG)
Board of Directors

FROM: David F. carbone, ccAG Airport Land use committee (ALUC) staff
TEL: 650136304477 ; email dcarbone@.co.sanmateo.ca.us

SUBJECT: Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use
Committee (ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUp)
Consistency Review of a Referral from the Town of Hillsborough, RE: General
Plan Amendment: Housing Element 2007-2014 Final Administrative Draft March
27, 2009.

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, approve a
recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) that recommends the
Board take action to determine that the content of the Town of Hillsborough General Plan
Amendment: Housing Element 2007-2014 Final Administrative Draft March 27, 2009 is consistent
with (1) the relevant recommended guidance from the Califurnia Airport Land Use Planning
Hqndbook January 2002, (2) the text in the relevant Sections of Califomia Public Utilities Code
Division g,Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5 (Airport Land Use Commissions), and (3) the applicable
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, based on the following condition:

Include the following text in the Hillsborough Town Council resolution to adopt the Housing
Element 2 007-2 0 I 4 document:

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained in the Housing Element 2007-2014
document do not conflict with the recommended guidance from the Catifornia Airport Land
Use Planning Handbook January 2002, Q) the text in the relevant Sections of California
Public Utilities Code Division 9, Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5 (Airport Land Use
Commissions), anp (3) the applicable airporlland use compatibility criteria for the environs
of San Francisco International Airport, as contained in the San Mateo County
comprehensive Airport Land use Plan December 1996, as amended."

X'ISCAL IMPACT

None.
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the Town of Hillsborough, RE: General plan
Amendmentz Housìng Element 2007-2014 FinalAdminßtrative Draft March 27,2009
May 1,2009

Page2 of3

BACKGROUND

The Town of Hillsborough has submitted its General Plan Amendment: Housing Element 2007-
2014 Final Administrqtive Draft March 27, 2009 document to the C/CAG Board, acting as the
Airport Land Use Commission, for a determination of the consistency of the relevant content of the
document with the airporlland use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for San Francisco
International Airport. The document is subject to ALUC/C ICAG review, pursuant to California
Public Utilities Code Section21676(b). The 60-day state-mandated review process will expire on
June 15,2009.

The Housing Element 2007-201 4 Final Administrative Draft (March 27 , 2009) is a policy document
that identifies goals, policies, programs, and other town actions to address existing and projected
housing needs in Hillsborough. The Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) projected
regional housing needs allocation (RHNA) number for Hillsborough requires the Town to plan for
the construction of 86 new dwelling units between2007 and20l4.

The Housing Element document identifies 12 potential sites and 80 additional individual lots (at one
unit per lot) that are likely to be available for additional housing by 2014. The estimated total
number of future dwelling units that could be built on all of those sites is 216. As explained in the
text of the document þp. 29-30) there is more than enough available land in Hillsborough to
provide for the construction of 86 new dwelling units over the next five years.

DISCUSSION

I. Airport/Land Use Compatibility Issues

Guidance from the California Airport Land (Ise Planning HandbookJanpary 2002 andthe relevant
sections of the California Public Utilities Code Division 9, Part 1, Chapter 4, Aficle 3.5 (Airport
Land Use Commissions) identiff the scope and content of an airportllanduse compatibility plan
(CLUP) and the relevant compatibility issues to be addressed (height of structures, use of aiispace,
and airspace compatibility; aircraft noise impacts; and safety criteria). Each of those issues, ai it
relates to the content of the Town of Hillsborough General Plan Amendment: Housing Element
2007-2014 Final Administrative Draft Mqrch 27, 2009 document is addressed in detail in the
attached ALUC Staff Report, dated April 23,2009.
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Regarding an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the Town of Hillsborough, RE: General plan
Amendmentz Housing Element 2007-2014 Finøl Adminístrøtìve Draft March 27, 2009
I|u4ay 1,2009

Page 3 of3

il. C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Review/Action

The C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) held a Special Meeting on April 30, 2009 to
reviewthe Town of Hillsborough General Plan Amendment: Housing Element 2007-2014 Final
Administrqtive Draft March 27, 2009 document. After a brief discussion between Hillsborough
Planning St¿ff and ALUC Staff, prior to the meeting, regarding the appropriate location of the text
in the ALUC Staff recommended consistency condition, ALUC Staff proposed a revised condition
to the Committee that would require the text in the recoÍtmendation be included in the Town
Council resolution to adopt the Housing Element 2007-2014 document, rather than in the document
itself.

After a brief ALUC Staff explanation of the proposed revision, the Committee members
unanimously agreed with the revised recommendation (condition). The revised recommendation is
included in this report.

III. Guidance X'rom the CaliforninAìrport Land Use Plønníng Handbook fanuary 2002

ALUC Staff reviewed the relevant content of the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook
January 2002 to prepare this report and the attached ALUC Staff Report. The staff analysis and
recommendation contained herein are consistent with and guided by the relevant recommendations
and guidelines contained in the Handbook

ATTACHMENT

C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Søff Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral From the Town of Hillsborough,
Re: General Plan Amendment: Housing Element 2007-2014 Final Administrqtive Draft
(March 27,2009), dated April 23,2009, with three attachments (lA, lB, and 2).

ccagagendareportHILLSBOROUGHdraft hous in gelement0509.doc
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C/CAG Item No. #6

City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County

Atherton'Belmont'Brisbane. Burlingame. Colma. Daly City. East PaloAlto . FosterCig . Half Moon Bay
' Hillsborough 'Menlo Park ' Millbrae . Pacifica . Podola Valley .hedwood City . San Bruno .'San Carlos . San Mateo

'San Mateo County . South San Francisco . Woodside

c/cAG AtRpoRT LAND USE COMMTTTEE (ALUC)

STAFF REPORT
Please Reply To : Dave Carbone, ALUC Staff, 455 County Center, Second Floor,

Redwood City, CA 94063; TEL: 650-303-4417;Fþü: 650-3634849;
email: dcarbone@co.sânmateo.ca.us

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (A|-UC) Representatives and Alternates

Dave Carbone, ALUC Slaff@'t -

April 23, 2009

fsenda ltem No. 6 for April 30, 2009 - comprehensive Airport Land use
Plan (CLUP) consistency Review of a Referral From the Town of
Hillsborough, Re: General Plan Amendment: Housing Element 2oo7-2014
Final Administntive Drcft (March 27 ,2009)

RECOIUMENDATION

That the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) recommend to the C/CAG Board of
Directors, thafthê C/CAG Board, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, determine
that the Town of Hillsborough proposed general plan amendment, Housing Element 2O0T-
2014 Final Administntive Dnft (March 27,2009) is consistentwith (1) thJrelevantrecommende Land lJse Planning Handbook January
2002, (2) the nia Public Utilities Code Division g, part
1, Chapter 4, le airporUland use compatibility criteria for
San Francisco lnternationalAirport, as contained in the San Mateo County'Comprehensiye
Airpoft Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for San Francisco lnternational
Airport, based on the following condition:

ALUG Ghalrperson:
Richard Newman
Aviation Representative

ALUc_vlce Ghairperson: Alrport Land use committee (ALUC) staff:
Mart Ghurch, Supervisor Davld F. Carbone, Transportat'on Syitems Coordinator/Airport
county of san Maleo 

- a Environs planning, co. of san Mateo planning a aldg. Defti
Ð!}

555 couNTY cENtER, SrH FLooR, REDwooD crry, cA 94063.6s0/s99-1406.650/s94-99E0
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c/cAG Airport La ) shff Report, Re: Gomprehensive
Airport Land use Review oi a Éeferral From the Town of
lil_þlo¡ough, Re: ent: Hous ing Elemteni zooz-20r4 FinarAdministrative Draft (March 21, 2OOgl
April 23, 2009

Page 2 of 7

Galiforn
Gompre
the draft
use compatibility criteria contained in the Sa
Use Plan (CLUP), as amended for San Fran

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained herein do not conflict with

g

BACKGROUND

The State of Galifornia requires each city, county, or city and county, to adopt a
comprehensive, long-term general plan for the fúture physical Oevèiópment of thecommunity. The housing element is one of s
plan (the general plan also includes a land u

elements.

The Town of Hillsborough has referred its Housrng Etement 2OO7-2014 Finat
Administrctive Drcft (March 27,2OOg) to C/CAG, ãcting as the nirport Land Use
Commission, for a determination of consistency with rãevant arpäruland use compatibilitycriteria in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airyoft Land tJse plan,as amended forSan Francisco lnternali9n_alAirport. lhe Housing Etemenf is subject tõ nluClC/CAG
re-v¡9Y, pursuant to PUC section 21676 (b). Thé 60-day review i,èr¡"¡ wilt expire onJune
12, 2009.

14 Final Administrative pra.ft(March 27,2oog)is a poricy
policies, programs, and other city actions to address

G_overnments(ABAG)pro¡ecteJi"iil:lî:J:ìilJ,nåi"îiåifi HiiSiå,l;ï.,
Hillsborough to plan for the construction 86 newãwelting units bèt*"ðn zooT and 2014.
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C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Comprehensive
Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral From the Town of
Hillsborough, Re: General Plan Amendment: Housing Element 2OOT-2014 Finat
Administrative Draft (March 27, 2ü0gl
April 23, 2009

Page 3oÍ7

The Housing Elemenf document identifies 12 potential sites in Hillsborough that are likely
to be available for additional housingby 2014. The estimated total numbér of future
dwelling units that could be built on those sites is 216. As explained in the text of the
document (pp. 29-30) there is more than enough available land in Hillsborough to provide
for the construction of 86 new dwelling units over the next five years.

DISCUSSION

l. AirporULand Use Gompatibility lssues

There are three airporUland use compatibility issues addressed in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airpoft Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for San Franciscó
lnternationalAirport, that relate to the proposed general plan amendment. These include:
(a.) Height of Structures, Use of Airspace, and Airspace Compatibility, (b.) Aircraft Noise
lmpacts, and (c.) Safety Criteria, The following sections address eaóh issue.

(a.)

The Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) has adopted the provisions in Federal
Aviation Regulations FAR PartTT, "Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace," as amended, to
establish height restrictions and federal notification requirements related to proposed
development within the FAR Paft77 airspace boundaries for San Francisco lnternational
Airport. The re key elements: (1.) standards for determining
obstructions in and designation of imaginary surfaces for aiispace
protection, (2.) ct sponsors to provide notice to the FAA of certain
proposed construction or a at may affest the navigable airspace
and (3.) the initiation of ae e FAA, to determine tñe potentiäl
effect(s), if any, of propose ions of structures on the iubject
airspace.

Three potential housing sites: (1) Nueva Sc
Country Club are located within the FAR Pa
San Francisco lnternationalAirport. Due to t
on these sites may require FAA review to ev
process is initiated by.the project sponsor, via a submittalto the FAA, when a development
proposal has been submitted to the Town of Hillsborough. The larger issue of airspa'ce
protection in Hillsborough should be addressed in the Land Use EÉment of the General
Plan.
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C/CAG Airport La
Airport Lano use slve

n¡l¡s¡orãuùñ,h", Town of
A¿m¡n¡stãt¡ie Draft(March 21,2oogl Final

April 23, 2OO9

Page 4ot7

(b.) Aircraft Noise lmpacts

The 65 db CNEL (coqmy¡rity Noise Equivalent Level) aircraft noise contour defines thestate and federal threshold for aircraft noise imp"õt.. lrt" Town oi H¡ilroorough is located
EL aircraft noise contour for San Éranc¡sõo

subject to high frequency noise imp
strong south wind conditions. Thes
Hillsborough/Burlingame) less than

(c.) Safetv Griteria

1. Safety Zones

The California AirporULand Use planni

lgecompatibitity ptans (CLUps) to inct
CLU P update that is in progress will in
use compatibility policies and criteria. The pr
Runways 1l1g at San Francisco lnternational
Hillsborough.

2. Land Uses

certain types of land uses are recognized by the Airport Land use commission (c/cAGBoard) as hazards to air navigationl.n ln: uiánity oi'öan Francisco lniernational Airport.These land uses are listed inlrre CLUP for san þran.¡r"o rnternai¡onålnirport and includethe following:

-64-
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C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Comprehensive
Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral From the Town of
Hillsborough, Re: General Plan Amendment: Housing Element 2007-2014 Finat
Administrative Draft (March 27, 20091
April 23, 2009

Page 5ol7

o Any use that would attract concentrations of birds within approach/climbout areas

o Any use that would generate electrical interference that may affect aircraft
communications or aircraft instrumentation.

o Any use that would direct a steady or flashing light of white, red, green, or amber
color toward an aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb foltowiñg takeoff or toward
an aircraft engaged in a final approach for landing, other than an FAA-approved
navlgational lights

. Any use that would cause sunlight to be reflected toward an aircraft engaged in an
initial straight climb following takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged ¡n ainãl approach
for landing.

It is highly unlikely that any future housing development in Hitlsborough would include
any of the above parameters that would be a safety lssue for aircraft ln flight. Such land

be addressed in the Land use Element an/or ¡ñ tne safety
h General Plan. These parameters would be considered in a
part of a OLUP consistency review by the ALUC and c/cAG, if

necessary.

ll. Real Estate Disclosure

California Public Utilities Code PUC Section 21674.7 states the following:

"An airport land use commission...shall be guided by information prepared and
updated pursuant to Section 21674.5 and referred to as the Airport Land Use
Planning Handbook published by the Division of Aeronautics ...i'

Tlrc Califomia Airpoft Land Use Planning Handbook January 2002 states the following:

"ALUCS are encouraged to adopt policies defining the area within which information
regarding airporl noise impacts should be disclosed as part of real estate
transactions."

-65-
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C/CAG Airport Land Use Gommittee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Gomprehensive
Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Gonsistency Review of a Referral Fróm the Town of
Hillsborough, Re: General Plan Amendment: Housing Etement 2007-2014 Finat
Administrative Draft (March 27, 20091
April 23, 2009

Page 6 of 7

Chapter 496, Statutes of 2002 (formerly AB 2776 (Simitian)) affects all sales of real
proper$ that may occur within an airport influence area (AlA) boundary. lt requires a
statement (notice) to be included in the property transfer documents that (1) iridicates the
subject property is located within an airport influence area (AlA) boundary ánd (2) that the
property may be subject to certain impacts from airporllaircraftoperationð. Thewording of
the disclosure notice is as follows:

-NOTICE 
OF AIRPORT IN VICINITY

This property is presently located within the vicinity of an airport, within what is
known as an airport influence area. For that reason, the property may be subject to
some of the annoyances or inconveniences associated with proiimityto airport
operations (for example: noise, vibration, or odors). lndividual sensit¡vit¡es to those
annoyances can vary from person to person. You may wish to consider what
airport annoyances, if any, are associated with the property before you complete
your purchase and determine whether they are acceptable to you."

The current comprehensive airport land use plan (CLUP) for San Francisco International
Airport does not contain specific policies or guidance regarding real state disclosure of
potential airporUaircraft impacts related to proposed developmênt near the airport.However, nd the Airport Land Use Committee (ALÜC) are
strong su Since the Town of Hillsborough Housing Etement2007-201 (March 27,20091is a poticy dócument, il does not
include any proposals for housing development at any specific location. The issue of real
estate disclosure would be appropriately addressed as part of a future ALUC/C/CAG
review of a specific housing development proposal. lt will also be addres'sed in detail in
the current update of the SFO CLUP document.

lll. Gompliance with Galifornia Government code section 6s302.9

California Government Code Section 65302.3 states that a local agency general plan
and/or any affected specific plan must be consistent with the appliðable airporilahd use
compatibility criteria in the relevant adopted airport land use plan (CLUp). The Town ofHillsb tive Draft (March 27,ZOO1)shoul ectives, policies, and progiamsconta re consistent with the relevant airporUl-and
use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Plan (CLUP), as amended, for San Francisco lnternational Airport.
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C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Gomprehensive
Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral From the Town of
Hillsborough, Re: General Plan Amendment Housing Element 2007-2014 Final
Administrative Draft (March 27, 20091
April 23, 2009

Page 7 of7

lV. Guidance From the Aírpo¡l Land Use Planning Handbook

ALUC Staff reviewed the relevant content of the Califomia Airpoft Land lJse Planning
Handbook January 2002 to prepare this report. The staff analysis and recommendation
contained herein are consistent with and guided by the relevant recommendations and
guidelines contained in the Handbook.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment No, 1A: Graphic: Preliminary configuration of the Airport lnfluence Area
(AlA) Boundary for San Francisco lnternational Airport.

Attachment No. 1B: Graphic: Enlargement of the configuration of the Airport lnfluence
Area (AlA) Boundary for San Francisco lnternationalAirport, Re:
town of Hillsborough

Attachment No. 2: Selected pages from the Town of Hillsborough Housíng Element
2007-201 4 Final Administrative Draft March 27, 2009

o Cover Page
¡ P. ii Table of Contents
o P.iii List of Figures
o P. 19 Figure 2 ABAG Projections for Hillsborough 2000-2020
o P. 19 Figure 3 Housing Needs Determinations, Hillsborough

1999 and2007
o P. 31 Figure 9A Vacant Land Within the City Limits Suitable for

Housing 2007-2014
¡ P. 32 Figure 98 Summary of Suitable Sites, Town of

Hillsborough
o P. 35 Graphic: Figure 9C Potential Housing Sites Within City

Limits 2007-2014

alucstaffreportHlLLSBOROUGHdraft housinglement0409.doc
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Housing Element, 2007 -2014
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Housing Element 2007 -2014
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2000 2008 2010 2015 2020

Population

Household Size

f 0,825

2.9

10,894

3.0

11¿00

2.92

11,400

2.92

11,600

2.U

Househoids (occuPlèd units)

Employed Residents

3,0E9

4,640

3,703

4,848

3,830

4,320

3,900

4,500

3,950

4,E50

Jobs

Jobs/Employed Residents
Ratlo

2,130

0.¡[6

N/A I 1,210

N/A I o.oo

1,790

0.39

1,870

0.39

FIGURE 2. ABAG PROJECTIONS FOR HILLSBOROUGH' 2OOO'2020

Souroe: ABAG, pmþctions 2007, exæplUS Census for 20(X), and claritae for 2008, The 2000 Census shotred that 525

õiad'pätd,irh 
"'r-äíniióË-iäúåbóãüdrr 

residèñtÐ wo*ø Ct home. rhe number ror 2008 was 556 (2006 ctARlrAs
i¡¡c, rné Nielsen company.)

No. of unlts

lncome Gate¡¡orles 2007 to
2014

Above-moderate income = more than 120 of Area Median

10

10

14

16

36

TOTAL:

Extremely low income = lees than 30 percent of Area Median lncome'

Very-low income = 30 to 50 percent of Area Median lncome

Low income = 50 to E0 percent of Area Median lncome

Moderate lncome = 80 to 120 percent of Area Median

E6

Sourca:ABAG, RegionalHousin y.Gl?'--

ffi¿ãóöi;;ñå óiõÁe ieg¡ona thatso

psrcgnt of veryJow income hous

S65503(aX1). -

In the 2006 American Community Survey completed by the U.S. Census Bureau, the median in-

come for a family of four in San Mateo County was estimated at$92,721, Based on the 2006

median, the maximums for each of the income categories listed above would be: very-low in-

come, $43,360; low income,S74,l76, and moderate inoome, $l I1,265. However, in some areas

(where housing costs are high relative to area incomes), HUD raises the very-low income limits'

19
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FIGURE 94. VACANT LAND wlTHII{ ctw Ltttrs, sutrABLE FOR HOUSING, 2007-2014

Suþdlvld¡ble ¡Ìt¡c rnd v¡c¡nt lot¡ ln ¡ubdlvþlon¡

'33
s4 rough.

35 of actual construction.

housing on institutional sites. See Figure 98.

NorE: Allsilec are deeignated eingle'family resklential on'the Generat plan Land use Map (see Fþure 9c, map of
:ffJI':',i:fî:l,F^'.TIL1¡,y*:::lH:i:!:_r-?l l"fry;"f rd;il; remainins sronebridse rob is esrimared. rnaddirion, tùere arc r20 scanend, indivlduai vãcanr rots uratïveragãì.ã;¿#;ïË;ä;ä;il""iåìi ä,,.:il'ilili;Ji",the lo a suitable for development and likely to be buitt on. is*-t""' iown of Hillsborcugh, July 22,200g1

31
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No. Locatlonsa APN Acreage Zoning Constraint¡
Prob¡ble
Unit¡35

c12 Roblnwood (Pullman
Buildins Co.)

03G191-030 anc
03G097-010

13.3 residentlal slope, limited
ttraal franlan¡

3

Regan egtste 2EG04G060 47.7 residential slope lfl
De Guigne €state, Egl/A9g
CrvstelSorinos Road

038-200-020 47.0 residential slope 10

cl8 Lands.of Callan (Crystàt
SPrlngs road atTertan Trå¡n

03&1lO-1ô0 &
038-12t-160

20.0 resldential slope I
D14 1300 Black Mountaln Roed 030-243-140 5.5 residential slooê 3
E06 Nouv Flacs Road (Arüecent

to C¡odcsr Schoot)
028-25G,010 1,5 residential none 1

E-12 Lot.adjacent to I 1 I 0 Hayne
Road

030-19G050 1.8 residential slope 1

G18 YAv $ireat (Sùon€biirtge)
rumainfng lots

I MountÐln ll\bod Lene
6E Mountah Wood Lane
2S ltiloum¡in Wood Lane

03+311-100
03{-3r l-240
034-311-250

æ resldentiêl cred(, ñparlan
hãbltàt, trees

J

¡ruDtotat 139.3 39
üs 4wteEft tott at approxinrately
1.3 aolg¡eaetr

104.0 resldential various g0

11s
TOTAL 213.3
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FIGURE 98. SUIIilARY OF AVAILABLE SITES, TOUUN OF HILLSBOROUGH
Above
todsnb
lncome TOTAL

I RHNAALLOCATION

2008¡ Sond Unils37
Bulkling Pemib issued 2007-
2008, Slngh-Ílmlly, Net of
tealdorns3E

naldcvel-
Units,

ProJectcd additional deveþ
opmcnt, 8lngb.úrmlly, 2009-

20fi10

Regional Houeing Negds Allocation agsumee thalqq pe¡oe¡t of very-low incorne houeeholds qualify ae extremely
low-income, in aóordance rvith Govt. Code $655E3(aX1). Characterization of unitr as extremely low, very low,

low etc, i¡ baacd on initial sale¡ Prios or ltnt, wtrether or not deed-Fglrio:ted.

i"'i"3,å??"Ho,'T5'T,'5',Ë'1tri3lliåtr"Jåff #nîå
e households; an additional 10 percent aæ affordable to

very low income household¡; and en addltlon¡l 2O^percent are afioldable to low income households. These per-

ceri'uges x 27 unf¡¡ produce the numben in Ro¡12'
3E Memo of Feb. 23, 2009, John Mullins and Sally Rumeey, Town of Hilleborough'

39 From Fþuæ 11. Second unit development 2007-2014 projec{ed ftom Programs 1-C1, 2-41, and 3-C1 = E2 units;
less 27 permitted 2007-200E, = 55.

40 From Fþurc 9A, 39 unite less 9 permits issued 2007-200E.

41 From Figure 9A.
42 nds, from Prognm 1-A3 and Figure 11. Densities at 20 units/acre or higher

lncome and low income housing. Sites zoned at lower densities require an
lower income sites.

OG

27

lob zoned
for regidentlal uee, Elngle-
frmil¡É1

7 Siteð zonsd Fsidcntiel, not
vacânt, capablc of being de'

I TOTAL (Comprn to RHNAI

Potentlal Subdlvislon of Large Estates

Hillsborough began as a community of estates, with large homes occupying large parcels of sev-

eral acres. As early as 1916, some of these estates were subdivided into residential neighbor-

15

216

36

32
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Budlngeme Country Club ToM ilslí f¡<rl4!er

New Pl¡cc Road Lo

l{aync Road

Roblnwood

l3@ Black Mounbln

Ger¡cr¡l Plor l¡nd Urc Derl¡nrtlmr

;-l R.¡ldan3l.l

i-¡ PuÈllc F¡cllhh¡ ¡nd Sarvlc¡¡

@l e*ecschoot¡
Itr..E Oprn S?rcclnd Ccn¡crvrtlon

i].1 Prlvrc FærsGlon¡l

| /ì M,i,:

t¡bcl t¡8cnd

Dc Gulgnc
E¡t¡tc

Potential Housing Sltes
To,m LilÉmrkc

iû\$rr¡.1ì:cai !i'1ÈG L*rÇ r¡5r¡þçg

l.{flSl) Admirirre;inr

l{lllcborough
R¡cqr¡ctClub

(it¡r.gtwh
' Èr!

J'lount¡inWood
L¡nc Lot¡

Crurrçe Mcrln Srrrrxl Gilf3ttl SpflngS
ihc urdüc srhoor I Upl¡n¿ School

FIGURE 9C. POTENTIAL HOUSING SITES WTHIN CITY LIMITS,2OOT-2014
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Date:

To:

X'rom:

Subject:

ClCAG AGENDA REPORT
I|v4ay 14,2009

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napièr, Executive Director

Review and approval of the 2"d CycleTier 2 Lifeline Transportation Program call
for projects.

(For further information please contact Jean Higaki at 650-363-1462)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors review and approve of the 2"d CycIeTier 2 Lifeline
Transportation Program call for projects.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

Currently, this program will have 5735,823 available for San Mateo County for the Tíer 2
Program starting in fiscal year 2009-10 through fiscal year 2009-2011.

SOURCE OF'FUNDS

To date only State Proposition 18 funds are available.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

This is a Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) program that C/CAG will administer
for San Mateo County. The purpose of the program is to fund community-based transportation
projects that improve the mobility of low-income residents. The Call for Projects will be issued
on May 20,2009 and applications and information will be made available on the C/CAG
website. Applications will be due by 5:00 pm on June 30, 2009. Government and transportation
agencies are encouraged to apply. Non-profit orgartizations are encouraged to partner with an
appropriate sponsor agency that is eligible to receive Proposition lB funds. Projects must target
and serve low-income communities in San Mateo County. Additionally, projects must be
deliverable and the project sponsor must possess the ability to effectively reach the low-income
communities in need.

ATTACHMENT

o Proposed Schedule for 2nd Cycle Lifeline Transportation Program - Tier 2 Program
o Proposed Lifeline Transportation Program Call for Projects Package

-77 -
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Proposed Schedule for 2nd Cycle Lifeline Transportation Program
Tier 2 Program

Action Date
Call for Proiects approved by the Board I[/.av 14.2009
Call for Projects Issued to Agencies/ Public May 20,2009
Application due date June 30,2009
Host review committee Julv 8,2009

Present proposed proiect list to TAC July 16,2009
Present proposed proiect list to CMEQ Ausust 31,2009
Present proposed proiect list to the Board September 10.2009
Proposed prolects are due to MTC September 30.2009
MTC commission approves program proiects TBD
18 funds start claims or enter agreements TBD
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C/CAG
Crry/CouNry AssocrATroN or GovnnNMENTS

OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

Atherton¡Belmont¡BrisbanetBurlingameoColma.DalyCitytEastPaloAltooFosterCity.yo¡[¡[oonBaytHillsboroughtMenloParkt
Millbrae Pacifica¡ PortolaValley c RedwoodCity. Son Bruno o SanCarlos o SanMateo c SanMateo Countyo South SanFrancisco¡ Woodside

Lifeline Transportation Program Call for Projects

The City/County Association Governments (C/CAG) is pleased to announce the call for projects
for the San Mateo County Lifeline Transportation Program (LTP). This program is designed to
help low-income residents by funding transportation projects that will improve their mobility
within the community,

Public agencies including transit agencies, county social service agencies, cities and counties
who can deliver transit capital projects are encouraged to apply. Please see the attached general
program information, application, and guiding principles for information on project eligibility,
funding requirements and scoring criteria. This call only applies to Prop 18 funds. Please
disregard any information related to STA and JARC funds as these funds have already
been exhausted from Tier I in the first call for projects.

1. There is currently 5735,823 in Prop 1B funding available for the San Mateo County Lifeline
Transportation Tier 2 Program starting in fiscal year 200912010 through20l0l2011. There
is no remaining STA or JARC funds.

2.
than 5:00 p.m. on Wednesday. June 30. 2009. Deliver to:

Attn: Jean Higaki
C/CAG of San Mateo County
555 County Center, 5'h Flooi
Redwood City, CA 94063

3. Prop 1B funds can only be used for transit capital for items including:
o Rehab, safety, or modernization improvements (e.g. improvement to transit centers or

installation of bus shelters)
o Capital service enhancements or expansions
o New capital projects (e.g. bus stop improvements, bus benches, shelters, pull outs at bus

stops, curve correction for bus access, etc.)
o Bus rapid transit improvements
o Rolling stock procurement, rehab, or replacements

4. Transit operators or local agencies that are eligible to receive Prob 18 funds are the same

agencies that are qualified to receive STA funds, as listed by State Controller's Offrce.

Trcn 2 C¡,u- FOR PROIECTS

555 Cou¡{rv CrNrpn 5ru FlooR, REDwooD Clrv, CA 94063 PsoN¡: 650.599-1420 F¡'x; 650.361.8227
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These operators or agencies may submit project applications directly. Other agencies must
coordinate sponsorship through an eligible agency (SamTrans).

5. Please contact Jean Higaki at 650.599.1462 or jhigaki@co.sanmateo.ca.us for questions
regarding the program or application process.

Respectfully,

þ-/fr/'/"
Jean Higaki, P.E.
Transportation System Coordinator

I. General Program fnformation

On July 23,2008, MTC adopted Resolution 3860, which includes a fund estimate and second
cycle Lifeline Transportation Program (LTP) Guidelines for f,rscal years 2009-2011. The
resolution is attached as Attachment A.

The following provides general information about the program.

Program Goals
The Lifeline Transportation Program is intended to fund projects that result in improved mobility
for low-income residents of the nine San Francisco Bay Area counties, and are expected to carry
out the following regional Lifeline Program goals:

The Lifeline Program supports community-based transportation projects that:

o Are developed through a collaborative and inclusive planning process that
includes broad partnerships among a variety of stakeholders such as public
agencies, transit operators, community-based organizations and other community
stakeholders, and outreach to underrepresented stakeholders.

. Address transportation gaps and./or barriers identif,red in Community-Based
Transportation Plans (CBTP). While preference will be give4 to CBTP priorities,
strategies emerging from countywide or regional welfare-to-work transportation
plans, the Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan or
other documented assessment of need within the designated communities of
concem (Attachment B) will also be considered. Findings emerging from one or
more CBTPs or other relevant planning efforts may also be applied to other low-
income areas, or otherwise be directed to serve low-income constituencies within
the county, as applicable.

o Improve a range of transportation choices by adding a variety of new or expanded
services including but not limited to: enhanced fixed route transit services,
shuttles, children's programs, taxi voucher programs, improved access to autos,

Tren 2 C¡,lr roR PRoJECTS

555 Cou¡{ry CENTSR 5ß FLooR, REDwooD Crrv, CA 94063 Pso¡rs: 650.599-1420 F¡x:650.361.8227
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capital improvement projects. Transportation needs specific to elderly and
disabled residents of low-income communities may also be considered when
funding projects. Existing transportation services may also be eligible for
funding.

Program Administration
The Lifeline Program will be administered by county congestion management agencies (CMAs)
or other designated county-wide agencies, or Lifeline Program Administrators, as follows:

County Lifeline Program Administrator
Alameda Alameda County Congestion Management Agency

Contra Costa Contra Costa Transportation Authority

Marin Transportation Authority of Marin

Napa Napa County Transportation Planning Agency

San Francisco San Francisco County Transportation Authority

San Mateo City/County Association of Governments

Santa Clara Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority and

Santa ClanCounty
Solano Solano Transportation Authority

Sonoma Sonoma County Transportation Authority

Funding Sources
The Lifeline Transportation Program is funded

, Proposition 1B Transit funds ffi
@.Projectsmustmeeteligibilityrequirementsofthefundingsourcesin
order to receive funds.

See Attachment B - Funding Source Information, for details about each of the three funding
sources.

Match Requirement
The Lifeline Program requires a minimum local match of 20%o of the total project cost; new
Lifeline Transportation Program funds may cover a maximum of 80% of the total project cost.

There are two exceptions to the 20Yo match requirement.

fi*nds-

(2) All auto-related projects require a 50o/o match.

TIER 2 CALL FoR PRoJEcrs

555 Conrqry CeNr¡n 5mFlooR, REDwooD CIry, CA 94063 PHoì¡e: 650599-1420 Ftx 650.361.822'7
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Project sponsors may use federal or local funding sources (Transportation Development Act,
operator controlled State Transit Assistance, local sales tax revenue, etc.) to meet the match
requirement. The match may include a non-cash component such as donations, volunteer
services, or in-kind contributions as long as the value of each is documented and supported,
represents a cost that would otherwise be eligible under the program and is included in the net
project costs in the project budget.

Fer Jr\Re prqieets;if using federal fixrds;tlre leeal mateh must be from nen Ðepartmert ef

Grants (CSBG) and Seeial Serviees Bleek Grants (SSBG) adrninistered by the US Ðepartrnent ef
Health and Human Seffi

Ê*nds from private feun
reff+irefficn+-

Elisible Applicants
Public agencies, including transit agencies, county social service agencies, cities and counties,

and private operators of public transportation services are eligible applicants,

@
An eligible project sponsor must be identified at the time that the project application for funding
is submitted in order to receive funds.

Eligible Use of Program Funds
Lifeline Transportation Program funds are intended to fund innovative and flexible programs that

address transportation barriers that low-income residents in the region face, many of whom are

transit dependent. Therefore, it is expected that LTP funds be directed to meet these needs by

funding new programs or services, or to continue existing programs that are otherwise at risk of
being discontinued. The project must supplement, not supplant, existing funds. The project must

not duplicate existing services, must coordinate with existing services to the extent feasible and

demonstrate that no other funding sources are available to fund it.

Multi-year ProgramminglFunding Amounts
The second-cycle Lifeline Transportation Program will cover a three-year programming cycle.

Funding amounts are estimated for each county as outlined in Table A.

TIER 2 CAIL FOR PROJECTS

555 CouNryCsrren5ffiFr-oon, Rsowoà¡Crrv, CA 94063 Psow¡: 650599-1420 Fp;l<:650.361.8227
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efl€-ye,ar

Tier II Program: The Tier II Program would cover the third year of funding, which is expected
to be known with approval of the FY 2010 state budget, or by September 2009. Tier II projects
will be due to MTC by September 30, 2009.

At their discretion, Lifeline Program Administrators may conduct a consolidated competitive
selection process for both Tiers, selecting the Tier II projects at the same time as the Tier I
projects. However, funding for Tier II projects will not be available until after they are presented
to the Commission for adoption in December 2009.

IIER 2 CALL FOR PROJECTS
' Small Urbanized Area JARC projects will be due to MTC in September 2008.

555 CouNry C¡¡¡rpR 5m FrooR, REDwooD Crry, CA 94063 PHoNE: 650.599-1420 Ftx: 650.361.8227
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Table A - Lifeline Transportation Program
Second Cycle Funding

FY 2009 - FY 20tr

I

@
Or

I

COUNTY&
PO\¡EIìTY ITOPULÂTION'

A.lameda - Àr'ailable 27.

Alameda - Advanced'

tra Costa 1

[arin 2.

1.P

Francisco

Mateo

t5.7

7.7

Clzta 21.

5.

Means-Based Fare Pilotó

AI

STÅ5 Prop 1B JÅRC1 Søbtota/

$ 8,030,213

$

$ 3,908,046

$ 844,138

fi 53r,494

fi 4,720,920

fi 2,279,770

$ 6,784,368

$ 1,719,540

$ 1,969,65s

$-
$ 30,728,144

5,098,588

2,081,370

449,576

283,066

2,574,296

7,792,219

3,673,259

915,803

7,049,071

17,!87,188

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

786,582

358,843

77,5r0

84,494

433,483

203,823

632,276

416,834

t81,331

3,\75,777

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

I 8,816,794

ß 5,098,588

I 6,t48,259

I I,t7l,224

,8 899,055

,î 
1,668,6:.8

I ),605,812

,[ I I,029,903

I t,052,178

,8 3,/ 99,997

8-
6 51,090,509

STA Ptop L8 Subtotal

fi 3,222,862

$

fi 7,470,284

$ 317,s81

$ 199,959

fi 1,776,703

$ 835,121

fi 2,552,4t3

fi 646,925

fi 741,023

$ 1,500,000

$ 73,262,271

2,826,817

1,289,606

278,555

t75,386

7,557,845

732,496

2,238,757

567,427

649,962

r0,316,852

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

.[ 6,049,680

"r-
I 2,759,890

,[ 596,136

I 175,345

,[ 3,333,948

î t ,567,61 8

î 4,791 ,1 70

.t 1,214,352

I t,390,985

[ 1,500,000

í 23,579,123

Notes:

Estimates intended for planning purposes only. Åctual allotrnent of funds may differ than those indicated above.
I 

Poverty percefltages b), county are based on federal poverty levels reported n2000 US Census.

'Th. Ti.t I Progtam is due to MTC on November 30,2008.

' Th. Ti.t II Program is due to I\{TC on September 30,2OOg.
t;lRC 

estimares include small urbanized area funds administered bJ'Caltrans. The small urbanized areas in the region include Livermore, Gilroy, Petaluma, Fairfleld,

\/acaville, \/allejo and Napa. These funds are subiect to Calttans requirements.

' T|e Âlameda Counq' - Advanced total reflects $5.1 million in Prop. 1B programmed in advance under NÍTC Resolution 3834- Älameda County's share of Tier I Prop. 18

funds was $4.7 million. The difference of fi389,299 is tepaid from -Àlameda County's share of Tier I ST,{, which is disttibuted proportionateþ to the remaining counties.
ó R.r.*.d by NÍTC fo¡ a means-based fare zssistance pilot program. Scope of the progtam to be developed.

Trcn 2 Ceu roR PRoJECTS

555 CouNryCENrER 5rHFLooR, REDwooDCrrv, CA 94063 PuoNs: 650.599-1420 F¡rx:650.361.8227
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Elisible Proiects:
Eligible operating projects, consistent with requirements of funding sources, may include (but
are not limited to) new or enhanced fixed route transit services, restoration of lifeline-related
transit services eliminated due to budget shortfalls, shuttles, children's transportation programs,

taxi voucher programs, improved access to autos, etc. See Attachment C for additional details

about eligibility by funding source.

Eligible capital projects, consistent with requirements of funding sources, include (but are not
limited to) purchase of vehicles; bus stop enhancements, including the provision of bus shelters,

benches, lighting or sidewalk improvements at or near transit stops, rehabilitation, safety or
modernization improvements, etc.; or other enhancements to improve transportation access for
residents of low-income communities. See Attachment C for additional details about eligibility
by funding source.

Inter-county projects may also be funded if two or more counties wish to jointly plan for and

fund such a project. Interested project sponsors or CMA staff should contact MTC to facilitate
coordination.

Transportation needs specific to elderly and disabled residents of low-income communities may

also be considered when funding Lifeline projects.

Grant Fundins Period
Projects may be funded for up to three years.

Grant Funding Amounts
Lifeline Program Administrators will establish a minimum and maximum grant amount for any

one project over the three-year funding period (FY 09 to FY 11). Multi-year projects are

allowed as long as the total Lifeline amount does not exceed the threshold established at the local

level, and the project sponsor has clearly identified the funding match for each year of the project

period.

Link to Communitv-based Planning
Preference will be given to projects identified in Community-Based Transportation Plans

(CBTP) and located within the communities in which the plans \Mere completed. While
preference will be given to CBTP priorities, strategies emerging from countywide or regional

welfare-to-work transportation plans, the Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services

Transportation Plan or other documented assessment of need within the designated communities

of concern will also be considered. Findings emerging from one or more CBTPs or other

relevant planning efforts may also be applied to other low-income areas, or otherwise be directed

to serve low-income constituencies within the county, as applicable.

Pro i ect Performance/lVlonitoring
Project applicants are responsible for identifying performance measures to track the effectiveness

of the service in meeting the identified goals. At a minimum, performance measures for service-

related projects would include: documentation of new "units" of service provided with the

funding (e.g. number of trips, service hours, workshops held, car loans provided, etc.), cost per

unit of service, and a quantitative surnm¿Ìry of service delivery procedures employed for the

Second Cycle Lifeline Transportation Program Call for Projects, Fiscal Years 2009-2011
Page 7
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project. For capital-related projects, project sponsor is responsible to establish milestones and
report on the status of project delivery.

Applicants should describe a plan for ongoing monitoring and evaluation of the service, as well
as steps to be taken if original goals are not achieved. Project sponsors receiving JARC funds
are subject to program reporting requirements as defined in those program guidelines.

II. Grant Application Submittal Requirements

To ensure a streamlined application process for project sponsors throughout the region, a

universal grant application form is attached (Attachment D). This application may be modified
as appropriate by the Lifeline Program Administrator for inclusion of county-specific grant

requirements, with review and approval from MTC.

III. Grant Application Review and Evaluation Process
Lifeline Program Administrators are responsible for determining whether proposals meet the
minimum Lifeline Program eligibility criteria (whether eligible fiscal agents are identified, and
whether projects meet fund source eligibility requirements) and assigning appropriate fund
sources to each project.

Lifeline Program Administrators will evaluate all eligible proposals. Each county will appoint a

local review team of CMA staff, a local representative from MTC's Minority Citizens Advisory
Committee (if available), as well as representatives of local stakeholders, such as, transit
operators or other transportation providers, community-based organizatíons, social service

agencies, and local jurisdictions, to score and select projects. Project evaluations will be based on
the rating criteria described in Attachment E. Efforts will be made to avoid a conflict of interest,
or the appearance of a conflict of interest, in selecting projects.

Standard evaluation criteriawill be used to assess and select projects. The six criteria include (1)
project need/stated goals and objectives, (2) community-based transportation plan (CBTP)
priority (3) implementation plan, (4) project budgelsustainability, (5) coordination and program

outreach, and (6) cost-effectiveness and performance indicators. Lifeline Program
Administrators may establish the weight to be assigned for each criterion in the assessment

process.

Additional criteria may be added to a county program but should not replace or supplant the

regional criteria. MTC staff will review the proposed county program criteria to ensute

consistency and to facilitate coordination among county programs.

Based on the evaluation criteria, and funding availability as assigned by county, Lifeline
Program Administrators will make funding recommendations to their respective policy boards

for approval, and will then submit the list of recommended projects to MTC.

TrER 2 CALL Fon Pnorscrs

555 CouNryC¡Nrsn5mFrooR,REDwoorCIry, CA 94063 PHoNs: 650.599-1420 Fm:650.361.8227
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MTC will confirm that projects meet fund source eligibility requirements, ar.rd will allocate funds
to each project by including submitted projects in a Program of Projects for the Commission's
approval.

Lifeline Program Administrators are responsible for entering eligible JARC projects into the
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP). If STA funds are used, MTC will allocate funds
directly to a transit operator or other eligible entity. See Attachment B for additional details
related to the estimated availability of funds to project sponsors.

IV. Grant Award and Receipt of Funds

Following project award and prior to receipt of funds, project sponsors must submit a resolution
of local support to MTC committing to project delivery, as well as providing the required local
matching funds.

For projects receiving STA funds:
Transit operators and eligible cities and counties can initiate claims immediately following MTC
approval of program of projects for current fiscal year funds.

For other entities, the eligible recipient acting as fiscal agentwill initiate a funding agreement
following MTC approval of program of projects. Funds will be available on a reimbursement
basis following execution of the agreement.

For projects receiving Proposition 1B funds:
Project sponsors must submit a Proposition 1B application to MTC for submittal to Caltrans.
The estimated due date is November 2008 (or February 2009) (Tier I) and November 2009 (or
February 2010) (Tier II). Disbursement is estimated to occur within 3 months of receipt of the
application.

For projects receivins JARC funds:
Following MTC approval of program of projects, there will be a 6-12 month process of securing
the grant from FTA (adjusting funding depending on actual Congressional appropriation,
entering projects in the TIP, applying for the FTA grarÍ, FTA review and approval) and MTC
entering into funding agreements with the project sponsors. Funds will be available on a
reimbursement basis after execution of the agreement.

Tlsn 2 CRrl ¡oR PRoJEcrs

555 ConNrvCENrpn5mFLooR, REDwooDCrry, CA 94063 Pson¡,: 650.599-1420 Fnx:650.361.8227
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ATTACHMENT A
Resolution 3860

Date: July 23,2008
W.I.: 1311

Referred by: PAC

ABSTRACT

Resolution No. 3860

This Resolution adopts the Second-Cycle Lifeline Transportation Program Guidelines and Fund

Estimate.

The following attachment is provided with this Resolution:

Attachment A- Second-Cycle Lifeline Transportation Program Guidelines and Funding
FY 2009 through FY 201 1
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Date: July 23,2008
W.I.: 1311

Referred by: PAC

RE: Second C)¡cle Lifeline Transportation Program Guidelines and Fund Estimate

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMIS SION

RESOLUTION NO. NO. 3860

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the regional

transportation agency for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code Section

66500 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, MTC adopted Resolution 3814, which directed Proposition 18 funds to the

Lifeline Transportation Program; and

\A/HEREAS, MTC adopted Resolution 3837, which established a consolidated policy for

State Transit Assistance (STA) - population-based funds, including a set percentage to the

Lifeline Transportation Program; and

\ryHEREAS, MTC is the designated recþient for federal Job Access Reverse Commute

(JARC) funds and has incorporated these funds into the Lifeline Transportation Program; and

WHEREAS, MTC has conducted an administrative evaluation of the interim Lifeline

Transportation Program and has made revisions to the program based on evaluation results; and

WHEREAS, MTC will use the process and criteria set fofth in Attachment A ofthis
Resolution to fund a program of projects for the second-cycle of the Lifeline Transportation

Program - Fiscal Year 2009 through Fiscal Year 201 l; now, therefore be it

RESOLVED, that MTC approves the program guidelines to be used in the administration

and selection of the second cycle of Lifeline Transportation projects, as set forth in Attachment

A ofthis Resolution; and be it further
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MTC ResolutionNo. 3860
Page2

RESOI-VED, that the Executive Director shall forward a copy ofthis Resolution, and

such other information as may be required, to such other agencies as may be appropriate.

METROPOLITAN TRA}{SPORTATION COMMI S SION

Bill Dodd, Chair

The above Resolution was entered into by the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
at aregular meeting of the Commission held in
Oakland, California on July 23,2008.
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Date: July 23, 2008
W.L: 131 I

Referred by: PAC

Attachment A
MTC Resolution No. 3860
Page I of8

Second-Cycle Lifeline Transporfation Program Guidelines and Funding
FY 2009 through FY 2011

Program Goals: The Lifeline Transportation Program is intended to fund projects that result in
improved mobility for low-income residents of the nine San Francisco Bay Area counties, and
are expected to carry out the following regional Lifeline Program goals:

The Lifeline Program supports community-based transportation projects that:

Are developed through a collaborative and inclusive planning process that
includes broad partnerships among a vaúety of stakeholders such as public
agencies, transit operators, community-based organizations and other community
stakeho lders, and outreach to underrepresented stakeho lders.
Address transportation gaps andlor barriers identified in community-Based
Transportation Plans (CBTP). While preference will be given to CBTP priorities,
strategies emerging from countywide or regional welfare-to-work transportation
plans, the Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan or
other documented assessment of need within the designated communities of
concern will also be considered. Findings emerging from one or more CBTps or
other relevant planning efforts may also be applied to other low-income areas, or
otherwise be directed to serve low-income constituencies within the county, as
applicable.
Improve a range of transportation choices by adding a variety of new or expanded
services including but not limited to: enhanced fixed route transit services,
shuttles, children's programs, taxi voucher programs, improved access to autos,
capital improvement projects. Transportation needs specific to elderly and
disabled residents of low-income communities may also be considered when
funding projects. Existing transportation services may also be eligible for
funding.

Program Administration: The Lifeline Program will be administered by county congestion
management agencies (CMAs) or other designated county-wide agencies as follows:
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County Lifeline Program Administrator
Alameda Alameda County Congestion Management Agency
Contra Costa Contra Costa Transportation Authority
Marin Transportation Authority of Marin
Napa Napa County Transportation Planning Agency
San Francisco San Francisco County Transportation Authority
San Mateo City/County Association of Governments

Santa Clara Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority and
Santa Clara County

Solano So lano Transportation Authority
Sonoma Sonoma County Transportation Authority

Lifeline Program Administrators are responsible for soliciting projects for the Lifeline Program,
which requires a full commitment to a broad, inclusive public involvement process. Further
guidance for public involvement is contained in MTC's Public Participation Plan. Forthe
selection of projects involving federal funds, Lifeline Program Administrators must also consider
fair and equitable solicitation and selection of project candidates in accordance with federal Title
VI requirements, i.e. funds must be distributed without regard to race, color, and national origin.

Funding: Fund sources for the second-cycle Lifeline Program (FY 2009 - FY 2011) include
Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC), State Transit Assistance (STA) and Proposition 1B -
Transit funds, as shown in Table A. Funding amounts will be assigned to each county by each
fund source, based on the county's share of poverty population consistent with the estimated
distribution outlined in Table B. Lifelìne Program Administrators will assign funds to eligible
projects. Funded projects must meet the eligibility requirements of the respective funding
source.

For projects receiving JARC Funds; Lifeline Program Administrators will enter projects into the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Following approval of the TIP, MTC will enter
projects into MTC's Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant to be submitted in spring 2009.
Following FTA approval of the grant, MTC will enter into funding agreements with project
sponsors.

For projects receiving STA funds: For transit operators receiving STA funds, MTC will allocate
funds directly through the annual STA claims process. For other STA eligible projects
administered by sponsors who are not STA eligible recipients, MTC or the local transit operator
will enter into a funding agreement directly with the project sponsor.

For projects receiving Proposition IB Transit Funds: Project sponsors receiving Proposition 1B
funds must submit a Proposition lB application to MTC for submittal to Caltrans with prior
review by MTC. The estimated due date to Caltrans is November 2008. The state willdistribute
funds directly to the project sponsor.

Multi-Year Programming: The second-cycle Lifeline Transportation Program will cover a three-
year programming cycle. In Table A, the frst year of funding is known, while the second and

2
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third years of funding depend upon the FY 2009 and FY 2010 state budgets and are estimated.
Since funding amounts for STA are unpredictable and will not be finalized before the release of
the call for projects, MTC recommends that Lifeline Program Administrators select projects in
two programming tiers.

Tier I Program; The Tier I Program would cover the first two years of funding. Funding for the
second year is expected to be known with approval of the FY 2009 state budget, or by September
2008. Tier I projects are due to MTC by November 30, 2008t, and are scheduled to be presented

to the Commission for adoption in January 2009. Lifeline Program Administrators are strongly
encouraged to program the full amount of the Tier I county targets illustrated in Table B. Any
remaining amounts not submitted by November 2008 may be programmed under Tier IL
However, it should be noted that due to the timing of federal deadlines associated with JARC
and state deadlines associated with Proposition 1B funds, any projects for these funding sources

submitted after the November 2008 deadline will experience a delay in receipt of funds of up to
one year.

Tier II Program; The Tier II Program would cover the thhd year of funding, which is expected

to be known with approval of the FY 2010 state budget, or by September 2009. Tier II projects

will be due to MTC by September 30,2009.

At their discretion, Lifeline Program Administrators may conduct a consolidated competitive
selection process for both Tiers, selecting the Tier II projects at the same time as the Tier I
projects. However, funding for Tier II projects will not be available until after they are presented

to the Commission for adoption in December 2009.

Competitive Process: Projects must be selected through an open, competitive process with the
fo llowing exception. In an effort to address the sustainability of fixed-route transit operations,

Lifeline Program Administrators may elect to allocate a portion of their STA funds directly to
transit operators for Lifeline transit operations within the county. Projects must be identified as

Lifeline projects before transit operators can claim funds, and will be subject to Lifeline Program

reporting requirements.

Grant Application: To ensure a streamlined application process for project sponsors, a universal

application form (or standard format and content for project proposals) will be used, but, with
review and approval from MTC, may be modihed as appropriate by the Lifeline Program

Administrator for inclusion of county-specifrc grant requirements.

Program Match: The Lifeline Program requires a minimum local match of 20Yo of the total
project cost; new Lifeline Transportation Program funds may cover a maximum of 80% of the

total project cost.

There are two exceptions to the 20%o match requirement.

I Small Urbanized Area JARC projects will be due to MTC in September 2008.
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(l ) JARC operating projects require a 50yo match. However, consistent with MTC's approach in
previous funding cycles, Lifeline Program Administrators may use STA funds to cover the 30%
difference for projects that are eligible for both JARC and STA funds.

(2) All auto-related projects require a50Yo match.

Project sponsors may use federal or local funding sources (Transportation Development Act,
operator controlled State Transit Assistance, local sales tax revenue, etc.) to meet the match
requirement. The match may include a non-cash component such as donations, volunteer
services, or in-kind contributions as long as the value of each is documented and supported,
represents a cost that would otherwise be eligible under the program and is included in the net
project costs in the project budget

For JARC projects, the federal match must be non-Depaúment of Transportation (DOT) federal
funds. Eligible sources of non-DOT federal funds include: Temporary Assistance to Needy
Families (TANF), Community Services Block Grants (CSBG) and Social Services Block Grants
(SSBG) administered by the US Department of Health and Human Services, Community
Development Block grants (CDBG) and HOPE VI grants administered by the US Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD). Grant funds from private foundations may also be
used to meet the match requirement.

Project Assessment: Standard evaluation criteria will be used to assess and select projects. The
six criteria include (1) project need/stated goals and objectives, (2) community-based
transportation plan (CBTP) priority (3) implementation plan, (4) project budget/sustainability,
(5) coordination and program outreach, and (6) cost-effectiveness and performance indicators.
Lifeline Program Administrators may establish the weight to be assigned for each criterion in the
assessment process.

Additional criteria may be added to a county program but should not replace or supplant the
regional criteria. MTC staff will review the proposed county program criteria to ensure
consistency and to facilitate coordination among county programs.

Each county will appoint a local review team of CMA staft a local representative from MTC's
Minority Citizens Advisory Committee, as well as representatives of local stakeholders, such as,

transit operators or other transportation providers, community-based organizations, social service
agencies, and local jurisdictions, to score and select projects. Each county will assign local
priorities for project selection.

Project Selection/Draft Program of Projects: In funding projects, preference will be given to
strategies emerging from local CBTP processes. Projects included in countywide regional
welfare-to-work transportation plans, the Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services
Transportation Plan or other documented assessment of need within the designated communities
of concern will also be considered. Findings emerging from one or more CBTPs or other
relevant planning efforts may also be applied to other low-income areas, or otherwise be directed
to serve low-income constituencies within the county, as applicable. Per federal requirements,
allJARC projects must be derived from MTC's Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services

Transportation Plan. Regional Lifeline funds should not supplant or replace existing sources of
funds.

4
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Eligible operating projects, consistent with requirements of funding sources, may include (but
are not limited to) new or enhanced frxed route transit services, restoration of lifeline-related
transit services eliminated due to budget shortfalls, shuttles, children's transportation programs,
taxi voucher programs, improved access to autos, etc. See Attachment I for additional details
about eligibility by funding source.

Eligible capitalprojects, consistent with requirements of funding sources, include (but are not
limited to) purchase of vehicles; bus stop enhancements, including the provision of bus shelters,
benches, lighting or sidewalk improvements at or near transit stops, rehabilitation, safety or
modernization improvements, etc.; or other enhancements to improve transportation access for
residents of low-income communities. See Attachment 1 for additional details about eligibility
by funding source.

Inter-county projects may also be funded if two or more counties wish to jointly plan for and

fund such a project. Interested project sponsors or CMA staff should contact MTC to facilitate
coordination.

Transportation needs specifrc to elderly and disabled residents of low-income communities may
also be considered when funding Lifeline projects.

Project Delivery: AII projects funded under the county programs will be subject to MTC
obligation deadlines and project delivery requirements. All projects will be subject to a "use it or
lose it" policy.

Policy Board Adoption: Projects recommended for funding must be submitted to and approved
by the respective governing board of the Lifeline Program Administrator. The appropriate
governing board shall resolve that approved projects not only exemplify Lifeline Program goals,

but that the local project sponsors understand and agree to meeting all project delivery, funding
match and eligibility requirements, and obligation deadlines.

Project Oversight: Lifeline Program Administrators will be responsible for oversight of projects
funded under the county programs and ensuring projects meet MTC obligation deadlines and

project delivery requirements. In addition, Lifeline Program Administrators will ensure, at a
minimum, that projects substantially cany out the scope described in the grant applications. All
scope changes must be fully explained and must demonstrate consistency with Lifeline Program
goals. All changes to JARC-funded projects must be reported to MTC and reconciled with FTA.

Lifeline Program Administrators are responsible for programmatic and hscal oversight of new
Lifeline projects. As part of the Call for Projects, applicants will be asked to establish project
goals, and to identify basic performance indicators to be collected in order to measure the
effectiveness of the Lifeline projects. At a minimum, performance measures for service-related

projects would include: ocumentation of new "units" of service provided with the funding (e.g.

number oftrips, service hours, workshops held, car loans provided, etc.), cost per unit of service,

and a qualitative summary of service delivery procedures employed for the project. For capital-

related projects, project sponsors are responsible to establish milestones and report on the status

of project delivery. All reports containing performance measures will be forwarded to MTC for
review and overall monitoring of the Lifeline Transportation Program.
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Timeline Summar)¡

Action Due Date
Issue Lifeline Call for Proiects Late July 2008
Small Urbanized Area JARC projects due to MTC September 2008
All other Lifeline proiects due to MTC November 30, 2008
Proposition 18 transit projects due to Caltrans November 2008 (estimated)
Commission approval of Tier I Lifeline Program of
Projects

January 2009

STA-funded projects: project sponsors begin to
claim funds or enter into agreements

February 2009

Proposition 1 B transit-funded proj ects: proj ect
sponsors receive funds from state

February 2009 (estimated)

MTC submits Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) grant with JARC projects

Spring 2009

JARC-funded projects: project sponsors begin to
enter into agreements

Summer 2009 (following FTA grant approval)

Submittal or revision of Lifeline Program of
Proiects (Tier II)

September 30,2009

Commission approval of Tier II Lifeline Program
of Projects

December 2009
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Attachment A
MTC Resolution No. 3860
Page 8 of8

Table B - Estimated Funding Target by Fund Source per County
Second-Cycle Funding

Notes:

Estimrtcs intend
t Po.r.rty p.r..rt
2 Th" Ti", I due to MTC on November 30, 2008.
3 The Ticr II Pro due to MTC on September 30,2009
*-¡ARC 

cstimates incl small urbanized arca funds administered by Caltrans. The small urbanized areas in the region include Livermore, Gilroy, Petaluma
Yacaville, Vallejo and pa. These funds are subject to Ca.ltrans requirements.

'The Alamcda Count¡, - of Tier I Prop. 1R
funds was $4.7 million. The difference of $389,299 ir^ repaid from Alameda County's share of Tier I STA, which is distributcd proportionately ro rhe remaining counries.

6 Rescrved by IrITC fo¡ a means-based fare assistance pilot program. Scope of the program to be developed.
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Table A
Lifeline Transportation Progtam

Second Cycle Funding
FY2009 -Fy 20tL

I
Fo
(¡)

I

FUND SOURCE

.,\,

tB4

ARC5

,AL

$

$ 10,363,700

$

$ 10,363,700

$ 19,319,251

$ nJ76,099

$ 3,175,177

$ 48,669,527

Notes:
t Th. Ti.. I Progam is due to MTC oo Novembe¡ 30, 2008.

' Th. Ti., II Program is due to À{TC on September 3A,2}Og.Year 3 'houflts u¡ill be known in Sepr 2009.
3 51¡ se--i,rments are pet MTC Resolution 3837 (including fuûdiñg from the STÂ Consolidated Policy, Ptoposition 18 Swap, Spillover, interes! and
Resolution 3814 Àugmentatioo Funding). The STÄ Yeat 2 amovntis based on the revised state budçt approved in February 2009. The ST,t Yea¡ 3
estimate is based on the Govetnot's J an. 2009 budget proposal for FY2010, which docs not allocate any finds to STA.

oPtop. 18 commitrnent is per IVÍTC Resolution 3814. Year 2tevised es''*nate teflects final FY 09 funding amouflts ftom the State Controller.
tJ¡nC 

Year"!. is the diffetence between the odginat estimate aod actual FY 2008 apportionment. Year 2 is es ' ated FY 09 large r¡rbanized area pÄ)
apportionment a¡d small UÂ targets provided by Caltans.

$ 13,599,955

fi 6,329,997

$ 289,809

$ 20,219,651

fi 4,7t8,396

fi 1.0,492,41,2

$ 2,995,369

$ 18,086,176

g 18,318,251

,r 14812,399

s 3,175,177

{ 39,305,927

J:\PROJECT\Fundiog\Lifeline\FY 08-18 Appropriations\CYClE Il\ffier 1 Lifeline p¡¡¡ìi¡g Feb 2009.x1s]Table B Version 2/25/09
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Attachment I
MTC Resolution No. 3860

ATTACHMENT 1

Lifeline Transportation Program
Second-Cycle Funding, FY 2009 - FY Z0ll

Funding Source lnformation

I
Ho(,

I

State Transit Assistance (STA) Proposition lB - Transit Job Access Reverse Commute IJARC)
Purpose ofFund
Source

To improve existing public transportation D
services and encourage regional transporta$n
coordination t

To help advance the State's goals of providing
mobility choices for all residents, reducing
congestion, and protecting the environment

Detailed
Guidelines

http:,/iwww. dot. ca. gov/hq/MassTran s/DlÉs-
Pdß/TDA2OO7Work.pdf I

rvww.mtc. ca. sovifundin g/in fi 'astructure/P'IM I S

EA r2-05-07.PDF
Use ofFunds For public transportation purposes iqfluding

community transit services F
For public hansportation puryoses For ûansportation services that meeffie

transportation needs of low-incom/persons
Eligible Recipients . Transit operators

I

I

i

Cities and Cor¡nties if el to claim TDA
MTC for regional coordj
Other entities, under
eligible recipient

with an

Transit operators or local agencies that are
eligible to receive STA funds, as listed by State
Controller's Office

r Operators ofpublic tran
including private operators publ
transportation services

r Privatenon-profit
r State or local tal authority

services,
ic

Eligible Projects , including:
anded fixed-route

able for use by the

y (i.e. GPS, other ITS

s bus stop
ng bus benches,

obilit¡r management,
program purpose and

allowable use. These may include planning,
coordinating, capital or operating activities.

Transit Capital (including a minimum operable
segment of a project) for:
. Rehab, safety, or modernization

improvements
. Capital service enhancements or expansions
I New capital projects
. Bus rapid transit improvements
. Rolling stock procurement, rehab, or

replacements

Projects must be consistent with most recently
adopted short-range transit plan or other publicly
adopted plan that includes trarisit cap¡tal
improvements.

I

I

I

I

I

I
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MTC Resolution No. 3860

I
Ho
or

I

State Transit Assistance (STA) Proposition 1B - Transit Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC)
Lifeline Program
Local Match

20%

/
20%

I

I

t

Estimated timing
for availability of
funds to project
sponsor

Project sponsors must submit a Proposition 1B
application to MTC for submittal to CalÍans.
The estimated due date is November 2008 (or
February 2009) (Tier I) and November 2009 (or
February 2010) (Tier If). Disbursement is
estimated to occur within 3 months of receipt of
the application.

Accountability &
Reporting
Requirement

a¡rd then to MTC for reimbursement.

Using designated Calüans forms, project
sponsors are required to submit project
activities and progress reports to the state
every six months, as well as a project close-
out form. Calhans will tack and publicize
progress via their website.

Note: Information on this chart is accurate as of May 2008. MTC will strive to make Lifeline Prograrn Administrators aware of any changes to fund source guidelines that may be
enacted by the appropriating agencies (i.e. State of Californi4 Federal Transit Adminisration).



ATTACHMENT B: Communities of Concern

To defìne minority and low-income communities, or Communities of Concem (COC), MTC used Travel Analysis
Zonesr (TAZ) and examined concentrations of minority and low-income populations within eachTAZ. In terms of
low-income populations, aTAZwas defined as a COC if 30% or more of the households earn below 200% of the
poverly level. A TAZwas also defined as a COC if 70% or more of the persons in the households were African
American, Asian American, Hispanic or Latino, American Indian or Alaska Native, Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander, or Multi-Racial. A map of communities of concern in the region is attached. For purposes of the
Lifeline Program, projects should focus on serving low-income areas of these communities. For a more complete
discussion on defining COCs, see the Transportation 2030 Equity Analysis, Section 3.2.

County Communitv of Concern
SF
SF
SF

SF

SF
SF
SF

Downtown / Chinatown / North Beach / Treasure Isl.
Tenderloin / Civic Center
South of Market
Western Addition / Haight-Fillmore
lnner Mission / Potrero Hill
Bayview / Hunters Point / Bayshore
Outer Mission / Crocker-Amazon / OceanView

SM
SM
SM
SM

)aly City
louth San Francisco / San Bruno
tüorth San Mateo
last Palo Alto / North Fair Oaks

SC

SC

SC

sc
SC

SC

SC

Mountain View
Alviso / Shoreline / Sunnyvale
East Santa Clara*
Central San Jose

South San Jose / Morgan Hill*
East Gilroy
Central and East Milpitas

Ala
Ala
Ala
Ala
Ala
Ala

Northwest Hayward / Union City
Ashland / Cherryland / San Leandro
Fruitvale / East Oakland
West / North Oakland
Central and East Alameda
Berkelev / Albanv

CC
CC
cc
CC
CC
CC
cc

louth Richmond
lan Pablo / North Richmond
.Iercules / Rodeo / Crockett*
t{orth Martinez
lentral Concord
Saypoint / Pittsburg / Antioch
last Brentwood

Sol
Sol
Sol
Sol

t{orth and East Vallejo
lentral and East Fairfield
t{orth Vacaville
)ixon

Nap
Nao

t{apa / American Canyon
lalistosa

Son

Son

Son

Son

lentral Sonoma Valley
iouth-Central Santa Rosa
ìouthwest Healdsburg
iuerneville / Monte Rio

Mar
Mar

ìan Rafael Canal District
vfarin Ciw

I TAZs are small area neighborhoods or communities that serve as the smallest geographic basis for travel demand
modeling, which is used in long-range transportation planning.
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ATTACHMENT C - Funding Source Information

Lifeline Transportation Program
Second-Cycle Funding, FY 2009 - FY 20ll

I
H
O
\o

I

State Transit Assistance (STA) PronosÍtion lB - Transit Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC)
Purpose of Fund

Source
To improve existing public transportation -
services and encourage regional transporta¡þn
coordination t

To help advance the State's goals ofproviding
mobility choices for all residents, reducing
congestion, and protecting the environment

To
em
reç

Detailed
Guidelines

http ://www.dot.ca. gov/hq/lV{assTransflcs-
P¿lsruo¡, zoo zw oit .p ¿r-------7-

wrvw. mtc. ca. gov/funclin g/infrastructureÆTMI S

EA l2-05-07.PDF
www.fta.dot.sov/docurnentsÆTA C 9t50.1 JA

xç¡gr ------T-----
Use ofFunds For public transportation purposes ifluding

communiw transit services f
For public transportation purposes For transportation services that mey'the

transportation needs of low-inconf oersons

Eligible Recipients I

I

I

I

Transit operators

Cities and Counties if e

Other entities, under
eligible recipient

to claim TDA
MTC for regional ation

t with an

Transit operators or local agencies that are

eligible to receive STA funds, as listed by State
Controller's Office

Operators of public
including private
transportation services

Private non-profit
¡ State or local I authority

I

t

Eligibte Projects including:
anded fixed-route

able for use by the

(i.e. GPS, other ITS

bus stop
ng bus benches,

obility management,
prcgram purpose and

allowable use. These may include planning,
coordinating, capital or operating activities.

Transit Capital (including a minimum operable
segment ofa project) for:
. Rehab, safeþr, or modernization

improvements
. Capital service enhancements or expansions
¡ New capital projects
r Bus rapid transit improvements
. Rolling stock procurement, rehab, or

replacements

Projects must be consistent with most recently
adopted short-range transit plan or other publicly
adopted plan that inoludes transit capital
improvements.

Services Transportation Plan.

Services (e.g.
shuttles)

Ridesharing z

i:ii":;'l^



State Transit Assistance (STA) Proposition lB - Transit Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC)

Lifeline Program
Local Match

2Ùo/o

/

20Yo

I

I

I

Estimated timing
for availability of
funds to project
sponsof

Project sponsors must submit a Proposition 1B
application to MTC for submittal to Caltrans.
The estimated due date is November 2008 (or
February 2009) (Tier I) and November 2009 (or
February 2010) (Tier II). Disbursement is
estimated to occur within 3 months of receipt of
the application.

Accountability &
Reporting
Requirement

and then to MTC for reimbursement.

Using designated Caltrans forms, project
sponsors are required to submit project
activities and progress reports to the state
every six months, as well as a project close-
out form. Caltrans will track and publicize
progress via their website.

I

H
Ho

I

Note: Information on this chart is accurate as of May 2008. MTC will strive to make Lifeline Program Administrators aware of any changes to fund source
guidelines that may be enacted by the appropriating agencies (i.e. State of Califomia, Federal Transit Administration).



ATTACHMENT D - Lifeline Transportation Program Funding Application

A. General Project Information

Project Sponsor
Name of the organization

Contact person

Address

Telephone number

Fax number

E-mail address

Other Partner Agencies
Agency Contact Person Address Telephone

Project Type: Check one.

[ ]Operating [ ]Capital [ ]Both

Brief Description of Project:

Budget Summary

%o of Total

Amount of Lifeline funding requested:

Amount of local match proposed:

Total project budget:
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B. Project Eligibility

Please demonstrate that your project is eligible for one or more of the Lifeline funding
sources (State Transit Assistance (STA), Proposition 1B Transit, or Job Access Reverse
Commute (JARC)). See Attachment C for additional information about each funding
source.

For example: Our project provides shuttle service to the local job center in community of
concern X during swing-shift hours. It was listed as a priority project in the X
community-based transportation plan, and is found in the low-income component of the
Bay Area's Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan. While our
service focuses on serving low-income residents of this community, the service is open to
the general public.

Therefore, we believe our project is eligible for both srA and JARC funds.

C. Project Narrative

Please provide a brief narrative to describe the project, as indicated below.

Project Need/Goals and Objectives
l. Describe the unmet transp n need that the proposed project seeks to address and
the relevant planning effort that documents the need. Describe how project activities will
mitigate the transportation need. Estimate the number of people to be served, and/or the
number of service units that will be provided. Describe the specific community this
project will serve, and provide pertinent demographic data and/or maps.

2. What are the project's goals and objectives?

Communitv-based Transportation Plan Priorit)¡
1. Is the project identified in a completed community-based transportation plan (CBTP)?
Indicate the name of the completed plan.

2. Is the project located in the community in which the cBTP was completed?

3. Describe how the project addresses a priority indicated in the CBTP.

Implementation Plan
1. Describe key personnel assigned to this project, and their qualihcations.

2. Demonstrate the experience or institutional capacity of your agency to deliver the
project as described.

3. For operating projects: Provide an operational plan for delivering service. Include
route map, if applicable.
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For capital projects: Provide an implementation plan for completing a capital project,
including key milestones and estimated completion date.

4. Estimate the numberþercentage of low-income persons that will be served by this project.
How many new trips (or other units of service) will be provided?

5. Describe any proposed use of innovative approaches that will be employed for this
project.

6. Is the project ready to be implemented? what, if any, major issues need to be
resolved prior to implementation?

Coordination and Proqral,n Outreach
1. Describe how the project will be coordinated with public and/or private transportation
and social service agencies serving low-income populations.

2. Describe how project sponsor will continue to involve key stakeholders throughout the
project. Describe efforts to market the project, and ways to promote public awareness of the
program.

Program Effectiveness
l. Demonstrate how the proposed project is the most appropriate way in which to address
the identifred transportation need. Identify performance measures to track the
effectiveness of the project in meeting the identified goals. At a minimum, performance
measures for service-related projects would include: documentation of new "units" of
service provided with the funding (e.g. number of trips, service hours, workshops held,
car loans provided, etc.), cost per unit of service, and a quantitative summary of service
delivery procedures employed for the project. For capital-related projects, milestones and
reports on the status of project delivery should be identihed.

2. Describe a plan for ongoing monitoring and evaluation of the service, and steps to be
taken if original goals are not achieved.

3. Describe steps to measure the effectiveness and magnitude of impact the project will
have on low-income residents.

D. Budget

Pro-i ect B udeelSustainabilitli

l Provide a detailed line-item budget describing each cost item including staft-up,
administration, operating and capital expenses, and evaluation in the format provided
below. tf the project is a multi-year project, detailed budget information must be
provided for all years. Please show all sources ofrevenue, including anticipated fare box
revenue.
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2. Estimate the proposed cost per trip (or other unit of service). Describe efforts to ensure
its cost-effectiveness.

3. Address long-term efforts and identify potential funding sources for sustaining the
service beyond the grant period.

The budget should be in the following format:

Revenue Year I Year 2 Year 3
Lifeline Program Funds

[Other Source ofFunds]
fOther Source ofFundsl

TOTAL

TOTAL REVENUE

Expenditures Year I Year 2 Year 3
Operating Expenses

Capital Expense

Administrative Expenses

[Other Expense Category]

lOther Expense Catesory]

TOTAL

TOTAL EXPENSES

clearly specify the source of the required matching funds. Include letter(s) of
commitment from all agencies contributing towards the match. If the project is multi-
year, please provide letters of commitment for all years.

E. For projects applying for JARC funds only:

Was the project derived from the Bay Area's Coordinated Public Transit-Human
Services Transportation Plan (Coordinated Plan)? Please indicate where (page number)
in the Coordinated Plan your project is identified, and whether it is found in the low
income or the elderly and disabled component of the plan. The Coordinated Plan is
found on-line http://www.mtc.ca. gov/planning/pths/index.htnr.
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ATTACHMENT E-Scoring Criteria

The following scoring criteria are intended to provide consistent guidance to each county in prioritizing
and selecting projects to receive Lifeline Transportation Program funds. Each county, in consultation
with other stakeholder representatives on the selection committee, will consider these criteria when
selecting projects, and establish the weight to be assigned to each of the criterion.

a. Proiect Need/Stated Goals ond Objectrues: Applicants should describe the unmet
transportation need or gap that the proposed project seeks to address and the relevant planning
effort that documents the need. Describe how project activities will mitigate the transportation
need. Project application should clearly state the overall program goals and objectives, and
demonstrate how the project is consistent with the goals of the Lifeline Transportation Program.

b. Communíty-based Tronsportation Plan Priority: Priority should be given to projects that
directly address transportation gaps and/or barriers identiflred through a Community-Based
Transportation Plan (CBTP). Applicants should identify the CBTP, as well as the priority given
to the project in the plan.

Other projects may also be considered, such as those that address transportation needs identifred
in countywide or regional Welfare-to-Work Transportation plans, or are based on a documented
assessment of needs within designated communities of concern. Findings emerging from one or
more CBTPS may also be applied to other low-income areas, or be directed to serve low-income
constituencies within the county, as applicable.

c. Implementation Plqn: For projects seeking funds to support program operations, applicants
must provide a well-defined service operations plan, and describe implementation steps and
timelines for carrying out the plan. Project application should indicate the number of persons
expected to be served, and the number of trips (or other units of service) expected to be provided.
The service operations plan should identify key personnel assigned to this project, and their
qualifications. Project sponsors should demonstrate their institutional capability to carry out the
service delivery aspect ofthe project as described.

For projects seeking funds for capital purposes, applicants must provide an implementation plan,
milestones and timelines for completing the project.

d. Proiect Budget/Sustainability: Applicants must submit a clearly defined project budget,
indicating anticipated project expenditures and revenues, including documentation of matching
funds. Proposals should address long-term efforts and identify potential funding sources for
sustaining the project beyond the grant period.

e. Coordination and Program Outreach: Proposed projects will be evaluated based on their
ability to coordinate with other community transportation and/or social service resources.
Applicants should clearly identiff project stakeholders, and how they will keep stakeholders
involved and informed throughout the project. Applicants should also describe how the project
will be marketed and promoted to the public.

f. Cost-ffictiveness and Performance Indicators: The project will be evaluated based on the
applicant's ability to demonstrate that the project is the most appropriate way in which to address
the identihed transportation need, and is a cost-effective approach. Applicants must also identify
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clear, measurable outcome-based performance measures to track the effectiveness of the service
in meeting the identihed goals. A plan should be provided for ongoing monitoring and
evaluation of the service, as well as steps to be taken if original goals are not achieved.
Applicants should describe steps to measure the effectiveness and magnitude of impact the
project will have on lowincome residents.
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C/CAG AGEIì{DA REPORT
, Date: llNf.ay 14,2009

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Receive an update on the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA)
transportation funding and direct staff to advocate for equitable allocation of the
"freed up" bond funds resulting from State ARRA funds being directed to regional
transportation proj ects

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board receive an update on American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA)
transportation funding and direct staff to advocate for equitable allocation of the "freed up" bond
funds resulting from State ARRA funds being directed to regional transportation projects.

FISCAL IMPACT

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) transportation funding, also known as
Economic Stimulus funding will be directed towards specific capitalprojects. It will have no
impact on C/CAG budget. Staff time spent on this item has been incorporated into adopted
C/CAG budget.

SOURCE OF'F.I]NDS

ARRA (Economic Stimulus) funds come from Federal funds.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

At the February 25,2009 the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) adopted the Bay
Area spending plan for the initial $154 million regional ARRA transportation fund through the
Surface Transportation Program. C/CAG received an allocation of $ 1 1 .08 million for Local
Streets and Road. All2ljurisdictions were awarded funds for Streets and Roads projects via a
C/CAG approved formula. C/CAG staff have been working with all jurisdictions and Caltrans to
deliver those projects. As a result of collaboration between C/CAG, Caltrans, and local
jurisdictions, as well as dedicated hard work from all involved staff, all projects have met the first
milestone deadline of April 30,2009. Staff will continue to work towards meeting the upcoming
deadlines.

At the end of March, the Governor signed a legislation which suballocated a portion of the State
share of ARRA funds to regions including MTC. As a result, MTC received an additional $157.3
million ARRA funds for the Highway Element. MTC Commission directed the $157.3 million
State element of Highway ARRA funds as shown below. The key criteria for these projects *IffiVf 

¿.Sthe ability to meet the State deadline for contract award.
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. 823.4 million for Local Streets and Roads System Preservation for nine counties based on
formula. San Mateo County's share is $2.13 million. Using the C/CAG approved
process, the $2.13 million will be spread amongst the 2ljurisdictions based on the
approved formula. This will fully fund the Tier 2I-ocal Streets & Roads projects.

. $120.3 million to stalled Prop 18 projects (Caldecott Tur¡rel and Marin I-580/101
Connector). Both projects are ready and can have contract award within 6 months. This
effort will "free up" bond ñ¡nds which will be available for other projects in the Bay Area.
However, MTC does not have a proposal on how to allocate the "freed up" bond fund yet.

(Staff recommendation: That the C/CAG Board direct staff to advocate for equitable
allocation of the "freed up" bond funds resulting from State ARRA funds being
directed to the Caldecott Tunnel and Marin I-580/101 Connector projects.)

. $13.5 million for the ready to go High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lane projects in the region.

Additionally, there is $2.1 million in ARRA Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds yet to be
allocated by MTC. TE funds are dedicated only for enhancement type of projects such as bicycle
and pedestrian improvements. City of Belmont has completed the design for a bikeþed bridge
crossing US 101 at Ralston Ave. That project has a funding shortfall of $4.7 million. C/CAG has
been working with MTC staff on the request to direct the $2.1 million TE fund to the Belmont
project. In addition, C/CAG has submitted a request to Calhans for the consideration of $2.6
million State discretionary ARRA funds in order to fully fund the Belmont project.

ATTACHMENT

. Tier 1 and Tier 2 ARRA funding for Local Street and Road Projects.
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SAN MATEO COUNTY
nd Reinvestment Act

Tier 1 and Tier 2 LS&R System Preseruation Proiects
For aDproval at Aoril 22,2OO9 MTC Commission Meetino

SAN MATEOCOUNTY

Responsible
Agency

(agency to receive
fr rndqì Proiect name Proiect Location Description of Work

IDs:
TIP ID

Fed Proj No.

EA Phase

Local
Fundino

Federal
Funding (Nor

Economic
Recovervl

ARRA

Tier 1

Fundinq
ARRA Tier 2

Fundino Total
Fr rndinn$11.080.000 $2.130.000

$2,5¿14,000 $631,000 $11,080,000 $2,130,000 $16,385,000

Atherton
\therton Roadway
lehabil¡tation

qtherton Ave from Stern Lane to
llena Avenue

leconstruct Atherton Ave from Selby Lane to Elena Avenue

REG090030 PE:

$718,000ESPL-s261(006) ROW:

toN: $2s0,000 $392,000 $76.000

Belmont
¿009 Belmont
lverlay

Venue and Harbor Boulevard;
:arlmont Dr¡ve between
fãdiñÃê nrhrÀ :ni 

^l:maár 
/a

)verlay of streeb lncluding S¡xth Avenue, Hallmark Drive,

:arlmont Drive, and C¡priani Boulevard etc.

REG090030 )E:

$s64,000ESPL-52681015) row:
toN: $100,000 $389,000 $75,000

Brisbane
lrisbane - Bayshore

llvd Overlay
ìayshore Blvd in Br¡sbane

\C overlay of fedenl aid elig¡ble arterial completely within
xisthg paved public ROW.

REG090030 )E:

$231,000ESPL-s376(006) ìow:
30N: $100.000 $110,000 $21.000

3url¡ngame
lurlingame Various
;treeb Resurfacing

\irport Blvd and Trousdale Drive

REGo90030 )E:

$s51,000
w

)f Trousdale Drive ESPL-5171(016) tow:
toN: $0 $462,000 $89,000

lolma
¡lma - Serramonte
llvd Pavement
lehabil¡tation

ieramonte Blvd ln Colma
)avement rehabil¡taion to ¡nclude base repairs, crack sealing,
\sphalt Gr¡nding, AC Overlay, and strip¡ng

REGo90030 )E:

$217,0O0ESPL-5264(003) tow:
toN: $86.000 $110,000 $21,000

:ast Palo Alto
East Palo Alto Varlour

Streeb Rehabilitation
and Resurfacing

lay Road, Pulgas Avenue and
lì/oodland Avenue

Provide preventive maintenance for street pavements and
lhe repair of failed pavement sections as well as applying

REGo90030 >E:

$421,000
l/arious maintenance and rehabilitation strategies such as thr
rpplication of slurry seal, cape seal, and asphalt concrete
rverlay at var¡ous streeb in the Plao Alto Park Neighborhood
)f the City of East Palo.

ESPL-s438(008) ìow:

:ON: $0 $3s3,000 $68,000

County of San Mateo
;an Mateo County
y'arious Streets
ìesurfacing

Resurface portlons of various street in the Burlingame Hills,
Broadmoor Village, San Mateo Hlghlands, and Menlo Oaks
Areas of the County, hcludlng, but not l¡mlted to, planing

REGo90030 )E:

$L,726,000

vanous s[ree[s tn me Lountywtoe
street overlay; Broadmoor Village,
Burl¡ngame Hills, San Mateo Hills,

ESPL-s93s(0s4) ìow:

Emerald låke Hills and West

coN: $0 $1,448,000 $278,000

Menlo Park areas in the County ol
San Mateo

POVCilrrilL rsililVrLil19 rOUIL OIU qil OÞPilOrL LUr¡LtC(t Uvtildy,
re-striping ofthe newly resurfaced roadwaç and placement

of new pavement markings, legends and markers.



SAN MATEO COUNTY

Responsible
Agency

(agency to receive
fr lndqì Proiect name ProÍect Location Descriotion of Work

IDs:
TIP ID

Fed Proj No.

EA Phase

Local
Frrndind

Federal
Funding (Nor

Economic
Rprnvpruì

ARRA

Tier 1
Fundino

ARRA Tier 2

Fundino Total
Fr rndinô$11.080.000 $2.130.000

$2,s44,000 $631,000 $11,080,000 $2,130,000 $16,38s,000

Daly City
;treet Resurfacing

¡009

Sallan Blvd, Miss¡on Street,
3lenwood Ave, Carter St, Hillside

3lvd., and John Daly Blvd.

lesurfacing ofvarious Federal-Ald roadways ¡n Daly City.
;treeb selected for resurfacing will depend on allocated

'ederal funding and could lnclude Callan Boulevard
'Serramonte Boulevard to Hickey Boulevard), Miss¡on Street
'Wellington Avenue to Crocker Avenue) and Glenwood

Nenue (Eastgate Drive to Lake Merced Boulevard), Carter
;treet from Guadalupe Canyon Parkway to Geneva Avenue,
.lillside Boulevard from East Market Street to Mission Stree!
rnd John Daly Blvd. (Sheff¡eld Drive to Clifüide Drive),
:ncludes s¡dewalk and ramp improvements.

REGo90030 )E:

$1,363,000ESPL-s196(032) ìow:

:ON $0 $1,143,000 $220,000

Foster C¡ty
=oster City Blvd

ìesurfacing Project

:oster City Blvd from F.C. Blvd.

lridge to Beach Park
=oster City Blvd Resurfacing Project (from F.C. Blvd Bridge

o Beach Park Blvd.)

REG090030 PE:

$440,000ESPL-s409(01s) ROW:

loN: $369,000 $71,000

Half Moon Bay
lalf Moon Bay

)owntown Streets
ìehabilitation

)owntown Half Moon Bay Streets ;treet rehabilitation
REG090030 PE:

$210.000ESPL-5357(005) ROW:

toN: $176,000 $34,000

Hillsborough
lillsborough 2009
\sphalt Overlay

lalston Ave, Parrott Dr., Black
vlountaln Rd, and Tartan Tra¡l in
lillsborough.

\sphalt overlay of four urban collectors: 1) Ralston Ave.

tom Chateau Dr. to Pepper Ave., 2) Panott Dr. from
ialmark Ct. to Melrose Ct., 3) Black Mounbin Rd. f¡om
vlarlborough Rd, to Southdown Ct., 4) Tartan Tra¡|. From

llack Mountain Rd. to Crystal Springs Rd,, and 5) Hayne Rd.

rom Robinwood Ln. to Black Mountain Rd. The 2-inch
lverlay and mlnor base repairs will provide an adequatre

;tructural section for each of these distressed roadways.

REG090030 PE:

$813,000ESPL-s191(004) ROW:

:ON: $421,000 $329,000 $63,000

Menlo Park

vlenlo Park Var¡ous

ìesurfac¡ng of
/arious Federal Aid
loutes

tïe poect would resurface the following local arterial REGo90030 PE: $3s,000

$710,000
laven Ave, Live Oak Ave, Monte

ìosa Dr.
venue (Marsh Rd to C¡ty llmit), L¡ve Oak Avenue (Universib ESPL-5273(020) ROW:
/¡ tu Et wilililu KEdt,r, I'tuilLc KU5d u¡tvc tJtsÁtyuu ut LU Avy
\ve) - all Federal Aid Routes. 30N: $40,000 $s33,000 $102,000

\4illbrae
vl¡llbrae 2009 Various
;treets Repair

lroadwav (Ludeman to Millwood)
;treet rehabilitat¡on

REG090030 PE:

$s6s,000,nd Magnolia Cfaylor to
llchmond & Anita to Helen)

ESPL-5299(011) ROW:

toN: $183.000 $320,000 $62,000

)acif¡ca

Jtt ut rgLItLq
/arlous Fed A¡d

;treet Pavement
t^hâh;li!âÞ¡^ñ Dr^{ã*

vlanor Dr¡ve, Monterey Road, and

lddstad Blvd.

)avement Rehab¡litation on Fed Aid Streeb w¡thin Pacifica,

ncluding sidewalk improvement.

REGo90030 )E:

5777,000ESPL-s3s0(016) {ow:
toN: $100,000 $568.000 $109.000

)ortola Valley
Portola Valley FY

2008-09 Various
Streets ResuÌfac¡ng

Street resurfac¡ng of Federal Aid roads and local roads

REGo90030 rE:

$196,000
rnd Westridge Drive

ESPL-s390(004) ìow:
:ON: $0 $164,000 $32,000



SAN MATEO COUNTY

Responsible
Agency

(agency to receive
funds) Proiect name Proiect Location Descriotion of Work

IDs:
TIP ID

Fed Proj No.

EA Phase

Local
Fundino

Federal
Funding (Nor

Economic
Recoverul

ARRA

Tier 1

Funding
ARRA Tier 2

Funding Total
Fundino$11.080.000 $2.130.000

$2,5,14,000 $631,000 $11,080,000 $2,130,000 $16,385,000

Redwood City
ledwood City Variou!

;treeb Overlay

,Eilçt I

llvd, and County L¡mits at
/arious location and RooweltAve
rhñ I lñtññ h Àlãmaáâ dÃ I âc

\C Overlay of various seqments of Jefferson Ave and REGo90030 )E:

$736,000ìoosevelt Ave, and bike lane skiplng. +Alt. A - AC

)verlay of Veterans Blvd
ESPL-s029(020) ìow:

toN: $o $s33,000 $203,000

tedwood Cify

(eowooo Lrry - Er

ìmlno
ìeailBroadway

El Camino Real between
Broadway and Brewster in

Redwood City

ìedwood Citv: Downtown : StreetscaDe imorovemenb REG090007 )E:

$1,423,000ncluding crorsrralks, sidewalk and additlonal lighting
:nhancements to the pedeshlan route.

ESPL-s029(???) tow:
toN: $269.000 $631.000 $523.000 $0

;an Bruno
;an Bruno Various
ìoadway Resurfaclng

rnd Overlays

De Soto way, Crestwood Dr¡ve,

Masson Ave, Elm Ave, and Euclid

Ave ¡n San Bruno

)rovide a 2-inch & 2 y2-inch overlay, wedge grinding. dig
)ut repair, pavement grooving, crack sealing, slurry seal,

¡djustlng and replacing manholes, monuments and valves to

lrade, re-striplng, new Famc loops, and minor repa¡r to
;idewalk as shown on the Contract Drawings (Please refer to

-he enclosed list of roadway locations and llmits), and minor
;idewalk lmorovement

REG090030 )E:

$9s9,000ESPL-5226(016) ìow:

loN: $300,000 $ss3,000 $106,000

;an Carlos
2009 Pedestrian

Improvement Project
Var¡ous streeb in San Carlos

REG090007 )E:

$ss9,000
vuru ro P5,

treeb ESPL-s267(013) row:
loN $0 $469,000 $90,000

þn Mateo

City of San Mateo FY

2008-09 Various
FAU/MTS Streeb
Rehabilitation

Yarious streeb in San Mateo

Grind 1.5" AC and overlay 1,5" AC, make 4" deep localized

base failure repair, repair broken curb and gutter, adjust
REGo90030 )E:

$1,s4s,000
util¡ty manholes to grade, install video detector camera,
reinsbll trafflc striping and legend and perform street
$^reep¡ng durlng and after street rehabil¡tatlon. Bike lanes al

some locat¡ons.

ESPL-5102(034) ìow:

:ON: $0 $r,296,000 $249,000

;outh San Francisco
South San Francsico

FY 2008-09 Various
Streeb Resurfacing

:ast Grand Avenue between
=orbes Boulevard and Haskins

Â/ay resurface roadway

Install New Asphalt Concrete Pavement Surfucing, includ¡ng REG090030 )E:

$1,661,000
pavement grind¡ng, milling, structural base repairs, new
pavement striping, ralse utility covers to grade, install trafüc
detectors and install new ADA ramps and associated work.

ESPL-í177(022) row:

toN: $660,000 $840,000 $161,000

Â/oodside

)E:

$0tow:
toN:

$2,5,14,000 $631,000 $l1,08o,ooo $2,130,000 $16,385,000

::\uæß\@s\WPDATA\STP\5t¡mulus\[CMEQ April 27 Auachrent.xls]Shætl
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CICAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: i|l{'ay 14,2009

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC)

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 09-23 authorizing the adoption of the Sat /
Mateo County Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 Program for
Fiscal Year2009ll0 for $1,010,236

(For further information or questions contact John Hoang at 363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution0g-23 authorizing the adoption of the San
Mateo County Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 Program for Fiscal Year2009ll0
for $1,010,236,in accordance with the C/CAG BPAC reconìmendations.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

The TDA Article 3 funding is available through the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC) for regional pedestrian and bicycle programs. The FY 2009110 allocation of funds is
$1,010,370 of which, $1,010,236 will be distributed. The remaining $134 will be rolled over to
the next cycle.

SOURCE OF'F'TINDS

TDA Article 3 funds are available from the Metropolitan Transportation Commission and are
derived from the following sources:

. Local Transportation Funds (LTF), which is derived from a V¿ cent of the general sales tax
collected statewide

. State Transit Assistance fund (STA), which is derived from the statewide sales tax on
gasoline and diesel fuel.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

A call for projects was issued on November 14, 2008, requesting local jurisdictions to submit
applications for bicycle and pedestrian related projects to be funded under the TDA Article 3
FY 2009110 Program. This FY 2009110 cycle focused on smaller sized projects with the intent to
broadly distribute funds within the County. In addition, particular emphasize for this cycle was
placed on signage projects conforming to SG45(CA) type signs for bike routes.

ITEM 4.6
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A workshop was held on December 3,2008, in which 10 jurisdictions attended. The Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) received atotal of 16 applications from 1l different
jurisdictions. The BPAC project evaluation process included freld visits to 8 different candidate
project sites on Saturday, February 21,2009.

On February 26,2009, all project sponsors were invited to provide a formal presentation of their
project(s) to the BPAC. At the March 26,2009 meeting, the Committee convened to perform the
final project evaluation, scoring and recommendations. Criteria considered during the evaluation
and scoring process included the project's state ofreadiness, project support from the
community, the percent of local match jurisdiction plans to provide, that the project meets the
program objectives, and also that proposed improvements adequately address safety concems.

The final project evaluation, scoring and ranking were established and the top eleven (11)
projects were selected for funding based on the available budget. All selected projects were fully
funded with the exception of the City of San Carlos project, which requested 5277,886 but due to
limited available funding, was awarded $83,500 based on a revised scope of work.

The total funding amount for all projects is $1,010,236. Fifty-eight percent (58%) of the funds
will apply towards pedestrian related projects while 42%wiII apply to bicycle related projects.

ATTACHMENTS

. TDA Article 3 FY09/10 Final Project Ranking

. Resolution09-23
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TDA Article 3 FY 2009110
San Mateo County

FINAL PROJECT RANKING

* Selected for Site Vis it

Note: The "Menlo Park l: N-S Bike Route Signage" project (score of 66.36) was moved up in the project
ranking and funded since the BPAC placed emphasis on bicycle signage projects for this fitO cycle. 

-

Rank Awrage
Score

Jurisdiction Project Description Fl¡nò
Reqtested

Fì¡nò
Auar&d

I 88.71 HalfMoon Bay* Class I Bike/Ped Trail $ 300,000 $ 300,00t

2 87.07 Redwood City 3* New Crosswalks & Curb Ramps $ 33,s84 $ 33,584

-t 86 57 San Bruno* Pedestrian Sidewalk Access Ramps $ 160,000 $ 160,000

4 86.00 Burlingame l* Ped/Bike Bridge Connection $ 136,00c $ 136,000

5 83.71 Burlingame 2 Bike Route Signs $ 7,s00 $ 7,500

6 8264 Redwood City 2 N-S Bike Route Sign / Detectors /
Racks

s 42,792 $ 42,792

7 82.50 South San Francisco 3 I¡-Ground Lighted Cro s swalk $ 47,00( $ 47,000

I 78.71 South San Francisco 1* Bay Trail Improvements $ l3l,00c $ 131,000

9 77.86 Redwood City 1* In-Roadway Waming Light System $ 64,860 $ 64,86(

l0 6636 Menlo Park I N-S Bike Route Signage $ 4,000 $ 4,00c

1t 76.79 San Carlos* N-S Bikeway Sign and Detectors /
Class tr & Itr / Crossing Improvements

s 277,866 $ 83,500

t2 76.s7 Belrnonl Install/Upgrade 12 Curb Ramps $ 40,00c Not funded

13 66.71 South San Francisco 2 Ped/Bike Safety Education Pamhlets $ 13,500 Not funded

T4 64.79 San Mateo County Pedestrian Sidewalk Access Ramps $ 74,000 Not tunded

t5 63.93 Woodside* Construct Sidewalk $ 58,00t Not funded

16 56.29 Foster City Install Aces s ible Pedestrian Signal $ 40,50c Not funded

TOTALAMOUNTREOUESTED $1.430.602

TOTAL AMOT]NT AVAILABIÆ $ 1.010.370

TOTAL AMOUNT FT]NDED $ 1,010,236

BALANCE TO BE ROLLED OVER $ 134

-725-
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RESOLUTION 09-23

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF'DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO

COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE ADOPTION OF THE SAN MATEO
COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 3

PROGRAM FoR FTSCAL YEAR 2009110 FoR $1,010,236.

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 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3
Program for San Mateo County; and

\ilHEREAS' C/CAG has developed a TDA Article 3 Program for Fiscal Year (Fy)
2009110 based on recommendation by the Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee (BpAC); and

\üHEREAS, C/CAG has undertaken a process that complies with the Metropolitan
Transportation commission (MTC) ResolutionNo. 875 (Revised); and

WHEREAS' C/CAG has accepted and approved scoring and ranking process conducted
by the BPAC; and

WHEREAS' C/CAG has considered the final recommendation of said BPAC; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has voted to adopt the TDA Article 3 Program for Fy 2009110.

NOW' THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the CitylCounry
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to adopt the TDA
Article 3 Program for FY 2009/10.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 14TH DAY OF'MAY 2OOg.

Thomøs M. Køsten, Chøir
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TDA Article 3 FY 20091L0

San Mateo County
FINAL PROGRAM

I Class lBikeÆed Trail $

New Crosswalks & Cuñ Rar¡ps $

3 Pedestrian Sidewalk Acces s Ranps

4 Ped/Bike Bridge Connection

5 $ 7,50(

6 N-S Bike Route Sign / Detectors 1

Racks
S 42-7w

7 South San Francisso 3 In-Gound Lighted Cros swalk $ 47,00t

8 South San Francisco 1* Bay Trail InproveÍFnts $ 131,00(

9 In-Roadway Waming Light System s

10 N-S Bike Route Signage

ll N-S Bikeway Sign and Detectors 1

Class tr & Itr/ Crossins In¡rrovenrents

TOTAL AMOIINT REOUESTED

TOTAL AMOUNT AVAII¿.BLE

TOT,A.LAMOUNTFUNDED

BALANCB TO BE ROLLED O.fÆR. 134
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

. 
C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Nday 14,2009

CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution}9-24 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute a technical consultant contract with San Mateo County for a cost of
9296,928 for support of the Countywide'Water Pollution Prevention Program in
Fiscal Year 2009-10.

(For further information or questions, contact Matt Fabry at 415-508-2134)

RECOMMENDATION

The C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 08-28 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute a technical consultant contract with San Mateo County (County) for a cost of 5296,928
for support of the Countywide W'ater Pollution Prevention Program (Program) in fiscal year
2009-10.

FISCAL IMPACT

The cost for the County's services in 2009-10 is $296,928. Contract costs are included in the
proposed C/CAG budget for the Countywide Program.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The Program is funded through annual property assessments and city general funds. Sufficient
revenue is generated on an annual basis to fund Program costs and County's 2009-10 consultant
costs are included in the proposed 2009-10 C/CAG budget.

BACI(GRO[]ND/DISCUS SION

C/CAG previously approved Resolution 07-19 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a

technical consultant contract with the County for a three year period through fiscal year 2009110.
Due to the ongoing uncertainty associated with future adoption by the State Regional V/ater

Quality Control Board of a Bay Area-wide Municipal Regional Permit, C/CAG staff
recoÍlmended annual negotiation and approval of contract costs. However, the County Board of
Supervisors determined it can not accept a three-year contract without specified dollar amounts
for each year; therefore, C/CAG entered into one-year contracts with County Health for 2007-08
and 2008-09. The Municipal Regional Permit has still not been adopted and likely won't be
adopted before summer 2009. The public information and participation requirements in the
proposed permit are relatively noncontroversial; therefore County Health prepared a scope of
work and budget to implement the draft regional permit requirements for 2009-10 for a cost {înVf ¿.2
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5296,928. Once the Municipal Regional Permit is adopted, C/CAG may need to amend the
County's contract to address additional Program requirements.

ATTACIIMENTS

o Resolution09-24
o Agreement for Consulting Services
o County Health's 2009-10 Scope of Work and Budget

ALTERNATIVES

1- C/CAG Board approve Resolution 09-24 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a
technical consultant contract with San Mateo County Division of Environmental Health
for a cost of $296,928 for support of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention
Program in Fiscal Year 2009-10 in accordance with the staff recommendation.

2- C/CAG Board approve Resolution 09-24 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a
technical consultant contract with San Mateo County Division of Environmental Health
for a cost of 8296,928 for support of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention
Program in Fiscal Year 2009-10 in accordance with the staff recommendation with
modifications.

3- No action.
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RESOLUTION NO. 09.24

AurnonrzlNc TIrE C/CAG Cn¡rn ro Exncurn ¡, Tncmrrc¿,r, CoxsulTlrrr Conrnacr tvrru
Stx M¿,rno Couxrv FoRA Cosr or $296,928 ron Supponr oF TrrE CouNrywnn Warnn

Por,r,urrox Pnnvnxrrox h.ocnlvr rx Frsc¡, Yn,m2009-10

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

IVHEREAS, C/CAG is the agerrcy responsible for the development and implementation
ofthe Water Pollution Prevention Program for San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG determined outside consulting services are needed to assist the
Water Pollution Prevention Program with its Public Information and Participation Program
during fiscal year 2009-10; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG previously approved Resolution 07-19 authorizing the C/CAG
Chair to execute agreements with San Mateo County for technical consulting services for fiscal
years2007-08 through 2009-10; and

WHEREAS, Resolution 07-19 requires annual approval of the contract dolla¡ amount by
C/CAG;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the C/CAG Chair be authorized to execute a
technical consultant contract with San Mateo County Division of Environmental Health for a
cost of 5296,928 for support of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program during
Fiscal Year 2009-10 in accordance with the attached agreement.

PASSED, APPROVED, A¡tD ADOPTED THIS 14TII DAy OF MAy, 2009.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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AGREEMENT BETV/EEN
CITY/COTINTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS AND
SAN MATEO COUNTY FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into on 2009, between the City/County

Association of Governments ("C/CAG") and San Mateo County, hereinafter referred to as

Consultant.

WHEREAS, 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, C/CAG has determined that consulting assistance is required to facilitate the

implønentation of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program; and

WHEREAS, Consultant has the capacity and is willing to provide C/CAG with such

assistance and services.

NOVT, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

l. Rendition of Services. Consultant agrees to provide C/CAG with the assistance

and services as described in Exhibit A.

2. Payment. In consideration of Consultant providing the assistance and services

described in Exhibit A, C/CAG shall reimburse Consultant at the rates shown in Exhibit A, not to

exceed a maximum of three-hundred eleven thousand three-hundred twenty dollars (5296,928)

under this Agreement for fiscal year 2009-10.

3. Term of Agreement. This Agreement shall commence on July 1, 2009, and shall

continue until June 30, 2010 unless terminated by either party upon thirty (30) days prior written

notice.

4. Relationship of Parties. It is expressly understood that this is an agreement

between two (2) independent entities and that no agency, ønployee, partnership, joint venture or

other relationship is established by this Agreement. The intent by both County and C/CAG is to

create an independent contractor relationship.

Page I of4
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5. Indemnifications and Liability. C/CAG shall indemnit, keep and save harmless

Consultant against any and all suits, claims or actions arising out of any intentional, reckless, or

negligent conduct by C/CAG, its agents or employees in the course of C/CAG's performance of

its responsibilities under this Agreement.

Consultant shall indemnifu, keep and save harmless C/CAG, its directors,

officers, employees and agents against any and all suits, claims or actions arising out of any

intentional, reckless or negligent conduct by Consultant in the course of his performance of the

responsibilities under this Agreement.

6. Workers'Compensation Coverage. C/CAG shall not be liable for any workers'

compensation benefits payable to Consultant for performing services under this Agreement.

7. Assignment and Delegations. Neither C/CAG nor Consultant shall assign any of

its rights or transfer any of its obligations under this Agreement without the prior written consent

of the other party. Any attempt, not in accordance with this paragraph, to assign or delegate

rights or obligations under this Agreement shall be ineffective, null and void.

8. Termination. In the event of termination of this Agreernent for reasons other than

Consultant's breach of the Agreement, Consultant shall be compensated for all services

performed to the termination date together with reimbursable costs then due.

9. Non Discrimination. The parties shall not discriminate or permit discrimination

against any person or group of persons on the basis or race, color, religion, national origin or

ancestry, age, sex, sexual orientation, marital stafus, pregnancy, childbirth or related conditions,

medical condition, mental or physical disability or veteran's status, or in any manner prohibited

by federal, state or local laws.

10. Applicable Law. This Agreement, its interpretations and enforcement shall be

governed by the laws of the State of Califomia.

11. Binding on Successors. This Agreement is binding on and inures to the benefit of

the successors of the parties.

Page2 of 4
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12. Notices. Any notice which may be required under this Agreunent shall be in

writing, shall be effective when sent, and shall be given by personal service or by certified mail,

return receipt requested, to the address set forth below or to such other addresses that may be

specified in writing to all parties to this Agreement.

If to C/CAG: C/CAG Executive Director
555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

San Mateo County Division of Environmental Health
Attn: Dean Peterson, Director
455 County Center
Redwood City, CA 94063

Severability. If one or more of the provisions or paragraphs of this Agreement

lf to County:

shall be found to be illegal or otherwise void or unenforceable, the remainder of this Agreement

shall not be affected and shall remain in fuIl force and effect.

14. Amendment of Agreement and Merger Clause. This Agreernent, including the

Exhibits attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, constitutes the sole Agreement of

the pafies hereto with regard to the Services that are the subject hereof and correctly states the

rights, duties and obligations of each party with regard thereto as of this document's date. In the

event that any term, condition, provision, requirsment or specification set forth in this body of

this Agreement conflicts with or is inconsistent with any term, condition, provision, requirement

or specification in any exhibit and/or attachment to this Agreement, the provisions in the body of

this Agreement shall prevail. Any prior agreement, promises, negotiations, or representations

between the parties regarding the Services that are the subject hereof not expressly stated in this

document are not binding. All subsequent modifications shall be in writing and signed by the

parties.

Page 3 of4
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IN V/ITNESS HEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be entered into as of the day

and year set forth on page one of this Agreement.

COUNTY OF SAN MATEO

Attest:

Mark Church, President
Board of Supervisors

Date

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

C/CAG LEGAL COUNSEL

Page 4 of 4
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Clerk of Said Board

Dated:

Dated:



EXHIBIT A

CONSULTANT SCOPE OF WORK AND BUDGET
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2009-2010 PIP Workplan: Contractor Support

C.7. Public Information and Outreach
Each Permittee shall increase the knowledge of the target audiences regarding the
impacts of stormwater pollution on receiving water and potential solutions to mitigate the
problems caused; change the waste disposal and runoff pollution generation behavior of
target audiences by encouraging implementation of appropriate solutions; and involve
various citizens in mitigating the impacts of stormwater pollution.

C.7.a Storm Drain Inlet Marking

i. Task Description - Permittees shall mark and maintain at least 80 percent of
municipally-maintained storm drain inlets with an appropriate stormwater
pollution prevention message, such as "No dumping, drains to Bay,,or
equivalent. At least 800/o of municipally-maintained storm drain inlet markings
shall be inspected and maintained at least once per 5-year permit term. For
newly approved, privately maintained streets, Permittees shall require inlet
marking by the project developer upon construction and maintenance of
markings through the development maintenance entity. Markings shall be
verified prior to acceptance of the project.

ii. Implementation Level

(1) Inspect and maintain markings of at least 80 percent of municipality
maintained inlets to ensure they are legibly labeled with a no dumping
message or equivalent once per permit term.

Ø Verify that newly developed streets are marked prior to acceptance of the
project.

iii. Reporting

(1) In the 2013 Annual Report, each Permittee shall report prior years' annual
percentages of municipality maintained inlet markings inspected and
maintained as legible with a no dumping message or equivalent.

(2) In the 2013 Annual Report, each Permittee shall report prior years' annual
number of projects accepted after inlet markings were verified.

I
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worknlan lllement A:
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Subtotal
No contractor suooort $o s0 $0



C.7 .b. Advertising Campaigns

i. Task Description - Permittees shall participate in or contribute to advertising
campaigns on trash/litter in waterways and pesticides with the goal of
significantly increasing orrerail a\ryareness of stormwater runoffpollution
prevention messages and behavior changes in target audience.

ii. ImplementationLevel

(l) Target a broad audience with two separate advertising campaigns, one
focused on reducing trash/litter in waterways and one focused on reducing
impact of urban pesticides. The advertising campaigns may be
coordinated regionally or county-wide.

(2) Permittees shall conduct a pre-campaign survey and a post-campaign
survey to identiff and quantiff the audiences' knowledge, trends, and
attitudes and/or practices; and to measure the overall population awareness
of the messages and behavior changes achieved by the two advertising
campaigns. These surveys may be done regionally or county-wide.

iii. Reporting

(1) In the Annual Report following the pre-campaign survey, each Permittee
(or the Countywide Program, if the survey was done county-wide or
regionally) shall provide a report of the survey completed, which at
minimum shall include the following:

. A summary of how the survey was implemented.

o A copy ofthe survey.

¡ A copy of the survey results.

o An analysis of the survey results.

o A discussion ofthe outreach strategies based on the survey results.

o A discussion of the planned or future advertising campaigns to
influence awareness and behavior changes regarding trash/litter and
pesticides.

(2) In the Annual Report following the post campaign survey, each Permittee
(or the Countywide Program, if survey was done county-wide or
regionally) shall provide a report of the survey completed, which at
minimum shall include the information required in the pre-campaign
report (C.7.b.iii.(1)) and the following:

. A discussion of the campaigns.

o A discussion of the measurable changes in awareness and behavior
achieved.

o An update of outreach strategies based on the survey results.

2
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w .Element B:
Task Staff Costs Other

Costs
Subtotal

Urban Pesticide Campaign
(Year 1 of 5)

s 15,600

Research & Identift data on problem
pesticides. Some resources include: TMDL
information from the Water Board &
monitoring information from Urban
Pesticide Committee and SF Estuary
Institute.

Define the driving forces, goals, and
objectives of the Pesticide Outreach Ad
Campaign. Formulate plan of action (start to
identiSr audience using 08/09 s'rvey results
and next steps).

s4,320
(30 hours)

$2,880
(20 hours)

Support regional ad campaign focused on
trash. Attend BASMAA meetings. Arrange
for more coverage of regional ad campaign
in our County.

$7,200
(50 hours)

$1,200
materials or
printins

C. 7. c Media Relations - Use of Free Media

i. Task Description - Permittees shall participate in or contribute to a media
relations campaign. Maximize use of free media/media coverage with the
objective of significantly increasing overall awareness of stormwater pollution
prevention messages and associated behavior change in target audiences, and to
achieve public goals.

ii. rmplementation Level - conduct a minimum of six pitches (e.g., press
releases, public service announcements, and/or other means) per year at the
county-wide program and/or regional level.

iii. Reporting - In each A¡nual Report, each Permittees shall include the details of
each media pitch, such as the medium, date, and content of the pitch.

J
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Wo n Element C:
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Subtotal
Six Pitches $12.080
1. Press release on first rainfall $1440

(10 hours)
2.TV spot 1 distributed via local
access TV stations

$2880
(20 hours)

$0 to air spots
$1000 to update

3. TV spot 2 distributed via local
access TV stations

$1440
(10 hours)

$ 0 to air spots
$1000 to update

4. Press release on Coastal $1440



Cleanup ll0 hours)
5. Car wash press release $1440

(10 hours)
6. IPM Program Press Release on
OWOV/ stores.

$1440
(10 hours)

C.7.d Stormwater Point of Contact

i. Task Description - Permittees shall individually or collectively create and
maintain a point of contact, e.g., phone number or website, to provide the public with
information on watershed characteristics and stormwater pollution prevention
alternatives.

ii. Implementation Level - Maintain and publicize one point of contact for
information on stormwater issues. Permittees may combine this function with
the complainlspill contact required in C.5.

iii. Reporting - In the 2010 Annual Report, each Permittees shall discuss how this
point of contact is publicized and maintained. If any change occurs in this
contact, report in subsequent annual report.

C.7.e Public Outreach Events

i. Task Description - Participate in and/or host events such as fairs, shows,
workshops, (e.g., community events, street fairs and farmers markets), to reach a
broad spectrum of the community with both general and specific stormwater runoff
pollution prevention messages. Pollution prevention messages shall include
encouraging residents to (1) wash cars at commercial car washing facilities, (2) use
minimal detergant when washing cars, and (3) divert the car washing runoff to
landscaped area.

ii. Implementation Level - Each Permittee shall annually participate and/or host
the number of events according to its population, as shown in the table below:

4

-r44-

Wo Element D:
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Subtotal

s26,784
1. Publish contact info on website,
printed materials. PSAs. nress releases.

$1440
(10 hours)

2. Respond to emails and calls from PIP
members and oublic.

$8640
(60 hours)

3. Maintain website, updating on
request of PIP and other subcommittees,
and with Droqram needs.

$14,400
(100 hours)

4. Track emails, call, and website visitor
trafftc.

s2304
(16 hours)



Table 7.1 Public Outreach Eventsl
Permittee Population Number of Outreach Events

< 10,000 2

10,001- 40,000 J

40,001 - 100,000 4

100,001 - 175,000 5

175,001 - 250,000 6

> 250,000 8

Non-population-based Permittees' 6

Should a public outreach event contain significant cttizen involvement elements,
the Permittee may claim credit for both Public Outreach Events (C.7.e.) and
Citizen Involvement Events (C.7. g.).

iii. Reporting - In each Annual Report, each Permittees shall list the events (name
ofevent, event location, and event date) participated in and assess the
effectiveness of efforts with appropriate measures (e.g., success at reaching a
broad spectrum of the community, number of participants compffed to previous
years, post-event survey results, quantityivolume materials cleaned up and
comparisons to previous efforts).

C.7.f WatershedStewardshipCollaborativeEfforts

i. Task Description - Permittees shall individually or collectively encourage and
support watershed stewardship collaborative efforts of communþ groups such as

I Permittees may claim individual credits for all events in which their Countywide Program or BASMAA
participates, suppofts, andlor hosts, which are publicized to reach the Permittees jurisdiction.2 Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation Dishict, Contra Costa Flood Control and Water
Conservation District, Fairfield-Suisun Sewer District, Santa Clara Valley Water District, Vallejo Sanitation and
Flood Control District, and Zone 7 of the Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District

5
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w lan lt lement li:
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Subtotal

$58.320
l. Develop carwash materials for
public outreach event use

$4320
(30 hours)

$3000
Printing and
promotional items

2. Execute 10 events in 10 different
cities to help cities meet
requirements. Prioritize cities that
have more event requirements; and
track events by geosraphic spread.

$28,800
(200 hours)

$10,000
materials

3. Execute 1 county-wide event,
with a l-2 dav duration.

$7200
(50 hours)

$ 5000
materials



the Contra Costa'Watershed Forum, the Santa Clara Basin V/atershed Management
Initiative, and "friends ofcreek" groups. Ifno such organizations exist, encourage
and support development of grassroots watershed groups or engagement of an
existing group, such as a neighborhood association, in watershed stewardship
activities. Coordinate with existing groups to further stewardship efforts.

ii. Implementation Level - Annually demonstrate effort.

iii. Reporting - In each Annual Report, each Permittee shall state the level of
effort, describe the support given, state what efforts were undertaken and the
results of these efforts, and provide an evaluation of the effectiveness of these
efforts.

C.7.g Citizen Involvement Events

i. Task Description - Permittees shall individually or collectively, support citizen
involvement events, which provide the opportunþ for citizens to directly participate
in water quality and aquatic habitat improvement, such as creek/shore clean-ups,
adopt-an-inlet/creek/beach programs, volunteer monitoring, service leaming
activities such as storm drain inlet marking, community riparian restoration
activities, community grants, other participation and/or host volunteer activities.

ii. Implementation Level - Each Permittee annually shall sponsor and/or host the
number of citizen involvement events according to its population, as shown in
the table below:

Table 7.2 Co ity Involvement Emmun n t ll,ven

Permittee Population Number of Involvement Events
< 10,000 1

Permittees can claim individual credit for all events sponsored or hosted by their Countywide Program or
BASMAA, which are publicized to reach the Permittee's jurisdiction.

6
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w Itlement l':
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Subtotal

$19,290
1. Research all groups in San Mateo that
have a watershed focus (nonprofits,
environmental, service groups, etc).
Develop a database to orsanize srouos.

$5,760
(40 hours)

2. Develop a guide for PIP and public
use on all of the goups in the County.
This will allow cities to know what
groups are in their areas & pertinent
information like meeting times, contact
person, what they do, and volunteers
available.

$5,760
(40 hours)

$2,000limited
run print
version

3. Assess needs, and discuss how to meet
them in oermit vears 2 - 5.

$5,760
140 hours)



10,001 - 40,000 1

40,001 - 100,000 2

100,001 - 175,000 a
J

175,001 - 250,000 4

> 250,000 5

Non-population-based Permittees 2

Should a citizen involvement event contain significant public outreach elements,
the Permittee may claim credit for both Citizen Involvement Events (C.7.g.) and
Public Outreach Events (C.7.e.).

iii. Reporting - In each Annual Report, each Permittees shall list the events (name
ofevent, event location, and event date) participated in and assess the
effectiveness of efforts with appropriate measures (e.g., success at reaching a
broad spectrum of the communit¡ number of participants compared to previous
years, post-event survey results, number of inlets/creeks/shores/parks/and such
adopted, quantity/volume materials cleaned up, data trends, and comparisons to
previous efforts).

C.7.h School-AgeChildrenOutreach

i. Task Description - Permittees shall individually or collectively implement
outreach activities designed to increase awareness of stormwater and/or
watershed message(s) in school-age children (K through 12).

ii. Implementation Level - Implement annually and demonstrate effectiveness of
efforts through assessment.

iii. Reporting - trn each Annual Report, each Permittee shall state the level of
effort, spectrum of children reached, and methods used, and provide an
evaluation of the effectiveness of these efforts.

7
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ìrVo n lt lement G:
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Subtotal

$50,480
1. Coastal Cleanup Day Coordination
[30* events. soread throushout Countvl

s 43,200
(300 hows)

$4000 materials

2. Community Action Grant $ 2880
(20 hours)

$400 printing

Wo Element H:
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Save/ Add

$25.760
l. In -class training, shared
with Used Oil

$ 2880
(20 hrs contract
admin)

$10,000
contractor

2. Assemblies - ZunZw
llimited number of cities

$2880
(20 hrs contract

$10,000
contractor



with high demand) admin)

c.7.i Outreach to Municipal Officials

Task Description - Permittees shall conduct outreach to municipal officials.
One altemative means of accomplishing this is through the use of the Nonpoint
Education for Municipal Officials program (NEMO) to significantly increàse
overall awareness of stormwater and/or watershed message(s) among regional
municipal officials.

Implementation Level - At least once per permit cycle, or more often.

Reporting - Permittees shall summarize efforts in the 2013 Annual Report.

C.9. Pesticides Toxicity Control

C.9.h Public Outreach (may be done jointly with other Permittees, such as through
CASQA or BASMAA andlor the Urban Pesticide Pollution Prevention Project)

Point of Purchase Outreach: Permittees shall:

(1) Conduct outreach to consumers at the point of purchase;

(2) Provide targeted information on proper pesticide use and disposal,
potential adverse impacts on water quality, and less toxic methods of pest
prevention and control; and

(3) Participate in and provide resources for the "our'water, our world,'
program or a functionally equivalent pesticide use reduction outreach
program.

Reporting - In the Annual Report, Permittees who participate in a regional
effort to comply with c.9.h.i. may reference a report that summarir.rih.s"
actions. All other Permittees shall summanze activities completed and document
any measurable awareness and behavior changes resulting from outreach.

Pest Control Contracting Outreach: Permittees shall conduct outreach to
residents who use or contract for structural or landscape pest control and shall:

(1) Provide targeted information on proper pesticide use and disposal,
potential adverse impacts on water quality, and less toxic methods of pest
prevention and control, including IpM;

8
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w n Element I:
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Subtotal

$ 2880
1. Research use ofNEMO for 2010 -
2011 trainine.

$1440
(10 hours)

2. Research other options $1440
(10 hours)

v.



(2) Incorporate IPM messages into general outreach;

(3) Provide information to residents about "Our Water, Our World" or
functionally equivalent pro gram ;

(4) Provide information to residents about EcoWise IPM certification in
Structural Pest Management, or functionally equivalent certification
program, and provide resources for such a certification program if needed
to augment grant funding; and

(5) Coordinate with household hazardous-waste programs to facilitate
appropriate pesticide waste disposal, conduct education and outreach, and
promote appropriate disposal.

vi. Reporting - In the 2013 Annual Report, Permittees who participate in a
regional effort to comply \Mith C.g.h.iii. may reference a report that summarizes
these actions. All other Permiuees shall document the effectiveness of their
actions in the 2013 Annual Report. This documentation may include percentages
of residents hiring certified IPM providers and the change in this percentage.

vii. Outreach to Pest Control Operators: Permittees shall conduct outreach to pest
control operators (PCOs) and landscapers; work with DPR, county agricultural
commissioners, UC-IPM, BASMAA, the Urban Pesticide Committee, the
EcoWise Certified Program (or functionally equivalent certihcation program),
the Bio-integral Resource center and others to promote IPM to PCos and
landscapers.

viii. Reporting - In each Annual Report, Permittees who participate in a regional
effort to comply with C.g.h.iv. may reference a report that summarizes these
actions. All other Permittees shall summarize how they reached PCOs and
landscapers and reduced pesticide use.

9
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C9 H Workplan Elements
Task Staff Costs Other Costs Subtotal

$52.912
1. Maintain2T retul OWOW
partnerships - visit stores twice a year to
update shelftalkers and fact sheets,
materials

s26,928
(187 hours)

2. Particípate in IPM Regional meetings
and Bay Friendly regional meetings
(monthly meetings)

$5,1 84
(36 hours)

3. Presentations and outreach to
professional landscapers, home gardeners,
and college students taking landscape
classes.

$5,760
(40 hours)

4. Purchase materials for OV/OV/
program, Bay Friendly Gardening, and
others on sustainable sardenins. and oest

$2,160
(15 hours)

$6,000
materials



management.
5. Conduct store trainings for store
emolovees about OWOV/ Drosram

$2,880
120 hours)

$4,000
consultant

Other Tasks Required to Fulfill the Contract

Subtotal

l. Meeting prep, attendance, follow-up,
materials dist.

$14,400

2. Other subcommittee involvement
AC, CII)

3. Reporting
Annual and semi-annual, * quarterly to
CCAG

$11,520
(80 hours)

Cost Summary

Staffing by Environmental Health
Printing and Materials
Sub-contacts for services
Total

5239,328 (1662 hours)
$ 31,600
$ 26.000
s 296,928

10
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAGAGENDA REPORT

May 14,2009

CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 09-25 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an amendment to the technical consultant contract with Eisenberg,
olivieri, and Associates, Inc., to approve 2009-10 costs of $ó32,000 for support
of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program.

(For frrther information or questions, contact Matt Fabry at 415-508-2134)

RECOMMENDATION

The C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution09-25 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute and amendment to the existing technical consultant contract with Eisenberg, Olivieri,
and Associates (EOA), Inc., to approve 2009-10 costs of $632,000 for support of the Countywide
Water Pollution Prevention Program (Program).

FISCAL IMPACT

The cost for EOA's services in 2009-10 is $632,000. Contract costs are included in the proposed
C/CAG budget for the Program.

SOURCE OF FT]NDS

The Program is funded through annual property assessments and city general funds. Sufficient
revenue is generated on an annual basis to fund Program costs and EOA's 2009-10 consultant
costs are included in the proposed 2009-10 C/CAG budget.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS S ION

C/CAG previously approved Resolution 07-19 awarding a three year technical consultant
contract to EOA. Due to the ongoing uncertainty associated \Ã/ith future adoption by the State
Regional Water Quality Control Board of a Bay Area-wide Municipal Regional Permit, C/CAG
staffrecommended annual negotiation and approval of contract costs. The Municipal Regional
Permit has still not been adopted and likely won't be adopted before surnmer 2009. As such,
EOA proposed an identical scope of work to 2008-09 for an equivalent cost of $632,000. Once
the Municipal Regional Permit is adopted, C/CAG may need to amend EOA's contract to address
additional Pro gram requirements.

ATTACIIMENTS

-151-
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o Resolution09-25
o Proposed Contract Amendment
o EOA's 2009-10 Scope of V/ork and Budget

ALTERNATIVES

1- C/CAG Board approve Resolution 09-25 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
amendment to the existing technical consultant contract with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and
Associates, Inc., to approve 2009-10 costs of $632,000 for support of the Countywide
Water Pollution Prevention Program in accordance with the staff recommendation.

2- C/CAG Board approve Resolution 09-25 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
amendment to the existing technical consultant contract with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and
Associates, Inc., to approve 2009-10 costs of $632,000 for support of the Countywide
Water Pollution Prevention Program in accordance with the staff recommendation with
modifications.

3- No action.
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RESOLUTION NO. 09.25

AurHoRrzING THE C/CAG Cu¡,rn ro E>ccurn AN AuoNo*rnNT To rnn Tncmqc¡,r,
CoNsur.rtxr Coxrn¡,cr Burw¡nN THm Crry/CowryAssocrATroN or GovnnxMENTs oF

SlxM¡.rno CoUNTY (C/CAG) exo Ersn¡r¡nRc, Ouwrru, & Assocr¡,rns, Ixc. @OA,Ixc.)
ro Appnovn 2009-10 Cosrs or $632,000 ron Supponr oF THE Counrywrnn lV¿.rnn

Por,r,urrox Pnnv¡Nrron Pnocn¡,vr

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the agency responsible for the development and implementation
of the'Water Pollution Prevention Program for San Mateo County; and

IVHEREAS, C/CAG determined outside consulting services are needed to assist during
Years 2007108 and beyond; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG previously approved Resolution 07-19 authorizing a three-year
contract with EOA, Inc., for technical consulting services to the Countywide Water Pollution
Prevention Program; and

WIIEREAS, Resolution0T-79 requires annual approval of the contract dollar amount by
C/CAG;

NOW, TIIEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that C/CAG hereby authorizes the C/CAG Chair to
execute an amendment to the existing technical consultant contract with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and
Associates, Irc., to approve 2009-10 costs of $632,000 to support the Countywide Water
Pollution Prevention Program in accordance with the attached contract amendment.

pAssED, APPROVED, AI\D ADOPTED TIIIS 14TH DAy OF MAy, 2009.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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AMENDMENT (No.3) TO THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCTATTON OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY AND EISENBERG,

oLMERI, ASSOCIATES, INC.

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of Governments for San
Mateo County (hereinafter referred to as C/CAG), at its June 14,2007 meeting, approved
Resolution 07-19 authorizing an agreement with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc.
(hereinafter referred to as Consultant) to provide technical services to the Countywide Water
Pollution Prevention Program for fiscal years2007-08, 2008-09, and 2009-10; and

WHEREAS, Resolution 07-19 required the C/CAG Board to annually approve the contract
dollar amount; and

LIEREAS, Consultant submitted a scope of work and budget of $632,000 for services it will
provide during Fiscal Year 2009-10; and

\MHEREAS, Consultant has reviewed and accepted this amendment;

IT IS IIEREBY AGREED by the C/CAG Chair and Consultant that:

1. Consultant will provide the consulting services described in the attached Scope of V/ork
(Exhibit A); and

2. The funding provided to Consultant by C/CAG under this amendment will be no more than
six-hundred thiny-two thousand dollars ($632,000.00) for Fiscal Year 2009-10; and

3. All other provisions of the original agreement between C/CAG and Consultant dated June
14,2007 shall remain in full force and effect; and

4. Payment for services under this amendment shall be on a time and materials basis, based
upon the receipt of invoices for the actual costs, and with services to be performed only
upon the request of C/CAG staff after review of specific work plans for individual tasks;
and

5. This amendment to the agreement shall take effect upon signature by both parties.

For C/CAG: For Consultant:

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

Date: Mav 14. 2009

Signature

By:

Approved as to form: Date:

C/CAG Legal Counsel
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EXHIBIT A

EOA lnc.'s Scope of Work to Assist the
San Mateo Countywide Clean Water Program

Comply with Municipal Stormwater Requirements
FY 2009t10

-I57 -
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A/ San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN COMPONENT 2
Municipal Maintenance Activities

EOA \Mill assist the Countywide Program and its member municipalities to prepare for and initiate
implementation of the municipal regional stormwater permit's (MRP) Provisions C.2 Municipal
Operations and C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control as possible within the available budget. The following
scope of work does not cover all of the anticipated MRP requirements for these two permit
provisions, or any budget for Provision C.10 Trash Reduction.

Task 2,1 Assísf with lmproving Understanding of New Permit Requirements that Affect
Municipal Operations

EOA will assist the Municipal Maintenance (MM) Subcommittee's members to understand the new
maintenance-related requirements contained in the MRP. This will be accomplished by developing
and distributing materials and focusing on MRP-related topics at the quarterly municipal
maintenance subcommittee meetings. Possible areas to emphasize will include the following provided
there is sufficient subcommittee interest and available budget:

o Methods for monitoring dissolved oxygen at pump stations, corrective actions for low
dissolved oxygen, and reporting;

o Corporation yard BMP implementation including preparation, implementation, and
maintenance of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan that includes applicable BMPs from
Caltrans' Storm Water Quality Handbook Maintenance Staff Guide, May 2003 and its
addenda and the California Stormwater Qualþ Association's Stormwater Best Management
Practice Handbook Municipal;

o Trash hot spot identification, selection, documentation, assessment, remediation, and
information tracking; and

o Trash full-capture device selection, location, maintenance, and information tracking.

Task 2.2 Conduct Maintenance Operations Outreach and Training

EOA will support the maintenance training work group's efforts to plan and implement the
maintenance training workshop. It is anticipated that the training will address the needs of both
experienced municipal staff and new employees requiring more basic orientation and training. This
task includes:

. 'Working with a MM Subcommittee work group to plan and develop training materials for the
annual training workshop for municipal maintenance staff; and

. Conducting the annual training workshop.

Task 2.3 Assisf with Regulatory Compliance and Planning

EOA will provide technical support to the MM Subcommittee and the Parks Maintenance and IPM
Work Group, assist the Countywide Program with it annual report. and initiate collaboration with

EOA, lnc.
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A/ San Mateo Gountywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program and others to identi$r cost-

effective ways of meeting the MRP's new recordkeeping and reporting requirements for Fy 2009/10.

MM Subcommittee and Parks Maintenance Work Group: Both the MM Subcommittee and the Parks

Maintenance and IPM Work Group meet approximately every quarter to plan and oversee

implementation of this component's activities. EOA will organize and facilitate the subcommittee
and work group meetings, including working with chairs to develop agendas, preparing discussion

materials (e.g., handouts, presentations, talking points), participating in meetings, and preparing
meeting summaries,

Annual Reporc EOA will draft the Municipal Maintenance component section of the Countywide
Program's FY 2008/09 Annual Report. EOA will compile and summarize rnunicipalities' semi-annual
reports and submit the draft Annual Reporr to the TAC for review. EOA will finalize the report
based upon any comments received and submit it to the Water Board. The Annual Report will
include an assessment of the effectiveness of the MM component's implementation. This assessment

will help EOA to work with the MM Subcommittee to evaluate ways to improve the performance
and cost-effectiveness of the MM component. EOA \Mill attempt to identiff the reporting
requirements for the FY 2009/10 activities under the MRP.

Work Plan: Following adoption of the MRP, EOA will develop an amended FY 2009/10 work plan,
budget, and schedule for municipal maintenance and IPM activities appropriate to this component
based on Provisions C.2 Municipal Operations, C.9 Pesticide Toxicity Control, and C.10 Trash

Reduction. An amended draft work plan will be submitted to the TAC for review. EOA will finalize
the amended work plan based upon any comments received.

Task 2.4 Parks Maintenance and lntegrated Pest Management

EOA will continue working with the Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group to assist the
Countywide Program's municipalities to understand the new requirements contained in the MRP's

Provision C.9 Pesticides Todcity Control and other applicable permit provisions through materials
distributed and topics covered at the three-times per year Parks Maintenance and IPM work group
meetings and at the annual Parks Maintenance and IPM training workshop. Possible areas to focus on
for improved understanding about MRP compliance include the following:

. Implementation of IPM policy or ordinance;

. Requirement for municipal contractors tô implement IPM;

' Tracking and participating in relevant regulatory processes;

. Interface with County Agricultural Commissioners;

. Requirements for outreach to Pest Control Operators;

. Trash reduction requirements; and

. Green street pilot projects.

EOA, lnc.
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=z San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN COMPONENT 3
Commercial, lndustrial and lllicit Discharge Controls

EOA \Milt assist the Countywide Program and its member municipalities to prepare for and initiate
implementation of the MRP's Provisions C.4 Business Inspections and C.5 illicit Discharge Detection
and Elimination as possible within the available budget. The following scope of work does not cover

all of the anticipated MRP requirements for these two permit provisions, nor any budget for
Commercial, Industrial, and Illicit Discharge Control-related requirements in other provisions, such

as Provision C.15 Conditionally Exempted Discharges.

The business inspection and illicit discharge detection and elimination tasks in this scope of work are

organized around the February 2009 Draft Tentative Order MRP for these nryo Provisions.

Task 3.1 Assisú with Development of lndustrial and Commercial Busrness lnspection Plan

EOA will assist municipalities to develop an Industrial and Commercial Business Inspection Plan
(Inspection Plan) template that will serve as a prioritized inspection work plan to help municipalities
comply with the MRP's Provision C.4.b. The Inspection Plan will include a method that
municipalities may use to categorize businesses for inspection frequency based on pollutant threat
and past site performance. EOA will also provide the Commercial, Industrial, and Illicit Discharge

Control (CII) Subcommittee with general information about inspection frequency and record keeping

to the extent possible.

Task 3.2Assrsú with UpdatinglAdapting Enforcement Response Plan

EOA will assist the CII Subcommittee to develop/update/adapt an Enforcement Response Plan

template that each municipality may adapt for its use in compþing with the MRP's Provisions C.4.c

and C.5.b. The creation of this template will also be coordinated, as described in Task 5.4, with the
Enforcement Response Plan requirements in Provision C.6.b. It is anticipated that during the
Enforcement Response Plan's development consideration will be given to using and updating the
Countywide Program's previously developed enforcement guidance, which is titled "Guidance on

Enforcement Options for Illicit Discharges and Industrial/Commercial Business Storm Water
Pollution Violations."

In addition, EOA will assist the Countywide Program to participate in any process set up by the
'Water Board or BASMAA to determine Enforcement Response Plan-related reporting requirements

for inclusion in FY 2009/10 Annual Report deliverables, if any are developed.

Task 3.3 SfaffTrainìng and Guidance

EOA will assist municipalities to provide focused annual training for inspectors as required by the
MRP's Provision C.4.d. This assistance will likely be at a regionwide (among more than one

countywide program) or municipality-specifrc level because the Counrywide Program will conduct

countywide business inspector training in May 2009.

This task will also include the planning necessary for the CII Subcommittee and its Training Work
Group to decide whether to create or adopt guidance for business inspectors or reference existing

EOA, lnc.
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inspection guidance, as required by the MRP's Provision C.4.d. Within the available budget EOA \Mill
assist with the creation or adoption of guidance.

This task will also include within the available budget the adaptation of any educational outreach
materials prepared by others that the Countywide Program would like to use as training and guidance
materials. Any updated electronic files will be provided to San Mateo County stafffor posting on the
Countywide Program's website.

Task 3.4 Sp/l Response, Complaint Responsg and Frequency of lnspections
EOA will assist the municipalities to establish a central contact point as needed to facilitate
compliance with the MRP's Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination Provision C.5.c. Spill and
Dumping Response, Complaint Response, and Frequency of Inspections requirements. The central
contact point is intended to allow the public to have a publicized phone number for complaints and
spill reports within each jurisdiction.

Task 3.5 Control Mobile Sources

EOA will assist municipalities to comply with the MRP's Provision C.5.d requirements by
developing/adapting minimum standards and BMPs to be required for each of the various types of
mobile businesses. This will also include assistance with developing an enforcement strategy. An
outreach and education strategy will be developed to provide mobile businesses with information
about minimum standards and BMP requirements. The actual implementation of educational
outreach to mobile businesses is not included in this task because it is anticipated to occur in
subsequent fiscal years.

Task 3.6 AssÅsú Technical Advisory Committee and Program Coordinator

EOA \Mill assist with planning and holding Technical,Advisory Committee (TAC) meetings. This task
will include drafting proposed meeting agendas, preparing agenda packets of meeting marerials,
researching and preparing agenda topics, and drafting written summaries of meetings. 'W-ithin the
available budget, this task also includes providing any other assistance requested by the Program
Coordinator or any of the Program's T,A,C members.

Task 3.7 Assisf with Regulatory Compliance and Planning

CII Subcommittee Both the CII Subcommittee and its Training Work Group mêet approximately
every other month to plan and oversee implementation of this component's activities. EOA \ñrill
organize and facilitate the subcommittee and work group meetings, including working with chairs to
develop agendas, preparing discussion materials (e.g., handouts, presentations, talking points),
participating in meetings, and preparing meeting summaries.

An¡rual Reporu Tasks similar to those described in Task 2.3 \Mill be conducted for the CII secrion of the
Countywide Program's FY 2008/09 Annual Report.

'Work Plan Following adoption of the MRP, EOA will develop an amended IY 2009/10 work plan,
budget, and implementation schedule for portions of the MRP not covered by this existing scope of
work. This will include submitting the amended draft work plan to the TAC for review. EOA wilt
finalize the amended work plan based upon any comments received.

EOA, lnc.
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A/ San Mateo Gountywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

Municipal Regional Perrrit Adoption: EOA will continue to assist the Countywide Program to
participate in the Water Board's process to adopt the MRP. This task will also include assistance with
appealing the new permit, if necessary, and to the extent possible within the available budget.

Grant Funding Oppornrnities: EOA will assist the Program Coordinator to identiff and track grant

funding opportunities. This task does not include the work needed to complete grant applications.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN COMPONENT 5
New Development and Construct¡on Controls

EOrq, \Mill assist the Countywide Program and its member municipalities to prepare for and

irnplement the MRP's Provisions C.3 New Development and C.6 Construction Site Controls.

Accordingly, the new development and construction tasks in this scope of work are organized around

the February 2009 Draft Tentative Order MRP provisions C.3 and C.6.

Task 5.1 Assisf with lmplementat¡on of Provision C.3

Following adoption of the MRP's Provision C.3, EOA will prepare new tools and update existing tools

used by municipalities to implement the reissued and modified Provision C.3 requirements.

Checklist for NPDES Requiremerrts. The Checklist for NPDES Requirements will be updated for
consistenry with the MRP, which is anticipated to require changes in wording related to site design

measures, hydraulic sizing criteria, exemptions from hydromodification management requirements,

and the introduction of new requirements for projects that discharge directly to ïvaters listed as

impaired under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act. It is anticipated that a second amendment to

the checklist will be made in |une 2010 to meet the anticipated |ulyl, 2010, implementation date for
new site design and vault-based treatment measure requirements.

Prepare Model Conditions of Approval. EOA will prepare model conditions of approval for discharges

ro \Maters listed as impaired under Section 303(d), including best management practices (BMPs) to
implement in lieu of project-specific sampling, which is an anticipated requirement of the MRP's

Provision C.3.a.

Update the Impervious Surface Data Collection Worksheet. EOA will update the Impervious Surface

Data Collection Worksheet to include the MRP's new definitions of pervious and impervious

surfaces.

Update the Source Control Model List. EOA $'ill update the Source Control Model List for
consistency with the MRP's source control requirements.

Update the C.3 Technicål Guidance. EOA will update the C.3 Stormwater Technical Guidance to

reflect changes throughout Provision C.3 and Attachment E (Hydromodification Management).

C.3 Reporting Coordination. EOA will assist the Countywide Program in participating in any process

set up by the Water Board or BASMAA to include new development reporting requirements in the

FY 2009/10 Annual Report deliverables. EOA will keep the New Development Subcommittee

EOA, lnc.
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apprised of this process, provide any final Annual Report deliverable forms to the Subcommittee and

work with the Subcommittee to help municipal staff understand and use the new forms, if any are

developed.

Task 5.2 Asslsf with lmplementat¡on of Hydromodification Management Requirements

HM Control A¡eas Map. In 2007, EOA assisted the Program in coordinating with'Water Board staff
to include in the MRP minor revisions to the Hydromodification Management control area map,

based on ne\il map data that had become available since the map was included in the HM permit
amendment. The map revisions will allow the HM control area boundary to follow assessor's parcel

map boundaries, eliminating circumstances where the HM control area boundary cut across

individual parcels. After the MRP is adopted, EOA will prepare maps that show the HM control area

boundary in relation to assessor's parcel maps, for areas in which the control area boundary does not
follow a major arterial roadway.

HM Applicability'Worksheet. EOA will update the existing HM Applicability Worksheet for
consistency with the adopted MRP. It is anticipated that this will include the removal of existing
exemptions to HM requirements.

Bay Area Hydrology Model. EOA will continue to assist the Countywide Program in coordinating
with the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program and the Alameda

Countywide Clean Water Program to monitor the need for updates to the Bay Area Hydrology Model
(BAHM) and,/or related documentation.

Task 5.3 Assistwith lmplementation of Operations and Maintenance Requirements

Operations and Maintenance Database or Equivalent Tabular Format. EOA will assist the
Countywide Program to work with other stakeholders to identify how to comply with the
requirement for a database or equivalent tabular format for municipalities to enter operation and

maintenance (O&M) information on projects with stormwater treatment systems and HM controls.

Operation and Maintenance Information Form. EOA will update the O&M Information Form to
comply with the adopted MRP. The changes to this form will be coordinated with development of
the O&M database or equivalent tabular format, to help municipalities capture data that must be

entered in the database or equivalent tabular format.

Model Prioritized Inspection Plan. EOA will prepare a model prioritized plan for inspecting installed
storrnwater treatment systems and HM controls, and a model plan for O&M of municipality-owned
stonn'water treatment systems and HM controls. As needed, the model plan will address the
maintenance of Regional Projects.

Task 5.4 Assrcf with lmplementat¡on of Construction Site Requirements

EOA will continue working with the New Development Subcommittee to assist the Program's

municipalities to understand and implement the requirements for construction included in the
cuffent and new MRP permit, and the current and new statewide General Permit for construction
activity. This assistance will focus primarily on updating and preparing tools to help municipalities
comply with the MRP's Provision C.6 (Construction Site Controls).

EOA, lnc.
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Update Constmction Site Inspection Form. EOA will update the existing construction site inspection
form for consistency with the MRP. This is expected to include requirements for the frequency,
content, tracking and reporting of inspections.

Satewide Constmction Geneml Permit A Draft Statewide Construction General Permit was released

for public comment on April 22,2009. If during FY 2009/10 a subsequent draft Construction General
Permit is released or the final Construction General Permit is adopted, EOA will review the General
Permit and summarize the changes in the permit requirernents for the New Development
Subcommittee.

Prepare Model Letter for Constuction Sites. EOA \,\'itl adapt or identi$r a model letter for
municipalities to send, by September 1 of each year, to active construction sites to remind them to
prepare for the wet season.

Prepare Constrrction Site Daabase or Equivalent Tabular Format. EOA \Mill assist the Countywide
Program to work with other stakeholders to identiff how to comply with the requirement for a

database or equivalent tabular format to track the results of the municipalities' construction site

inspections.

Prepare Enforcement Response Plan- EOA staff supporting the New Development Subcommittee will
coordinate with the Commercial, Industrial and Illicit Discharge Subcommittee's preparation of a

simple, model Enforcement Response PIan (ERP) to help municipalities meet ERP requirements in
the adopted MRP.

Prepare Erosion Control PIan/STWPPP Form. EOA will prepare a form to help municipalities review
projects' erosion control/pollution prevention plans or stormwater pollution prevention plans

(SWPPPs) to help municipalities comply with the MRP's requirement to confirm the adequacy of
these plans prior to issuing grading permits.

C.6 Reponing Coordination. EOA will assist the Countywide Program to participate in any process

set up by the Water Board or BASMAA to include construction site reporting requirements in the FY
2009/70 Annual Report deliverables. EOA will keep the New Development Subcommittee apprised of
this process, provide any final Annual Report deliverable forms to Subcommittee and work with the
Subcommittee to help municipal staff understand and use the new forms, if any are developed.
Depending on arrangements made by'Water Board staff or BASMAA, it may be possible to combine
this effort with C.3 Reporting Coordination activities described in Task 5.1.

Task 5.5 Assrcf with Outreach and Training

Training. EOA rvitl work with the New Development Subcommittee to plan and conduct a new
developrnent or construction training event or workshop, which is anticipated to focus on
requirernents of the adopted MRP.

Update Ot¡treach Brochu¡es. EOA $'ilt revise the edsting outreach brochures regarding Provision C.3

and hydromodification management for consistency with the adopted MRP. EOA will also update

EOA, lnc.
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the existing Construction BMP Plan Sheet and the Landscaping, Gardening and Pool Maintenance
brochure for consistency with the MRP's requirement regarding swimming pool discharge. The
updated electronic files will be provided to the New Development Subcommittee and to San Mateo
County staff for posting on the Countywide Program's website. This scope of work does not include
printing of the brochures.

Coordinaæ \üith San Francisco Esn¡ary Project. EOA will assist the Countywide Program ro
coordinate with San Francisco Estuary Project (SFEP) staff organizing regional consrruction site
storm\Mater compliance training in order to help facilitate attendance by municipality staff. The
Countywide Program's involvement in the SFEP workshops will be limited to the available budget.

Task 5.6 Assrsú with Regulatory Compliance

New Developnent Subcommittee. EOA will continue to support the meetings of the New
Development Subcommittee by working with the Subcommittee Chair to develop meeting agendas,

preparing handouts and other materials for the meetings, participating in meetings, and preparing
meeting summaries. Subcommittee meetings are not anticipated to be specifically required by the
MRP, but they are important to support permit compliance.

A¡nual Report EOA will draft the New Development and Construction component section of the
Program's FY 2008/09 Annual Report. EOA will coordinate with the Program's municipalities and
other county\Mide stormwater programs that are implementing green streets, to report on the status of
MRP-required pilot green streets projects. EOA will finalize the New Development and Construction
section of the Annual Report based upon any comments received.

Work Plan: Following adoption of the MRP, EOA \ rill review the FY 2009/L0 work plan, budget,
and schedule for New Development and Construction activities to see if there is any need for
amendment. EOA will prepare an amended work plan, if necessary, and a draft trY 2010/ll work
plan. The draft work plan amendment (if any) and the FY 2010/17 work plan will be reviewed by the
New Development Subcommittee and submitted to the TAC for review

'W'ebsite Assistance. EOA will coordinate with the San Mateo County Environmental Health staff to
update New Development Subcommittee information on the Countywide Program's website.

T.imited On-Call Assistance. EOA $'ill respond to questions from municipalities, as possible within the
available budget. 'Where appropriate, information provided for individual municipalities may be

offered as case studies or other agenda items for the New Development Subcommittee.

STORAAWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN COMPONENT 6
Watershed Assessment and Monitoring

EOA $'itl assist the Countywide Program to implement the following tasks by working with the
Watershed Assessment and Monitoring (WAM) Subcommittee. The focus will be on preparing to
implement and implementing the MRP's Provision C.8'Water Quality Monitoring requirements. The
following scope of work does not cover all of the anticipated MRP's monitoring requirements and
none of the requirements contained in Provisions C.11 Mercury Controls and C.12 PCBs Controls.

EOA, lnc.
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Thus the V¡AM component taslcs described below and the associated budget will need to be amended

after the MRP is adopted.

Task 6.1 Assisf with WAM Component Coordination and Regulatory Compliance

EOA will continue to plan, coordinate, and technically support all W-AM component activities,

including coordinating with San Mateo County Environmental Health staffto update the V/AM
component information on the Counrywide Program's website. This assistance is needed to achieve

cost-effective NPDES permit compliance.

rffAM Subcommittee: The WAM Subcommittee oversees implementation of this component's

activities. EOA will organize and facilitate quarterly subcommittee meetings, including working
with the subcommittee chair to develop agendas, preparing discussion materials (e.g., handouts,
presentations, and talking points), participating in meetings, and preparing meeting summaries.

Annual Report EOA will prepare the WAM component section of the Counrywide Program's FY

2008/09 Annual Report. A draft Annual Report will be submitted to the TAC for review. EOA will
finalize the draft based upon any comments received and submit the final Annual Report to the
'Water Board. The Annual Report will include an assessment of the effectiveness of the WAM
comPonent's implementation.

'Work Plan: Following adoption of the MRP, EOA will develop an amended FY 2009/10 work plan,

budget, and implementation schedule for'WAM-related portions of the MRP not covered by this

. existing scope of work. This will include submitting the amended draft work plan to the \I/AM
Subcommittee and then TAC for review. EOA will finalize the amended work plan based upon any

comments received.

Task 6.2 Plan and Prepare for MRP Years Two - Five Water Quality Monítoring Fieldwork

EOA will assist the Program to plan and prepare for implementing the fieldwork that will likely be
. required by the MRP's Provision C.8 Water Quatity Monitoring during years two through five of the

permit term. An important aspect of this task will be continuing to assist the Countywide Program to
participate in the development of a Regional Monitoring Coalition (RMC) among Bay Area municipal
stormwater programs. The RMC is intended to enhance coordination and collaboration in order to

maximize performance and cost-effectiveness among all of the participating programs through
knowledge sharing and economies of scale. EOA witl work with BASMAA's Monitoring Committee,

which has representatives from other Bay Area storm$rater management programs, to design and

implernent the RMC. In addition, EO.A. will work with the'WAM Subcommittee to define the
Countywide Program's role in the RMC. The RMC will likely initially focus on the MRP's Provision
C.8.c Status Monitoring/Rotating Watersheds.

To the extent possible within the budget allotted for this task, other activities,that EOA will conduct
to plan and prepare for the water quality monitoring fieldwork required to comply with the MRP

include:

o After adoption of the MRP, preparing a detailed scope of work, cost estimate and budget for
the water quality monitoring fieldwork to be performed during years rwo through five of the
MRP permit term;

EOA, lnc.
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o Developing a monitoring data management system comparable with regional systems;

o Continuing to participate in the Bay Area Macroinvertebrate Bioassessment Information
Network (BAMBI);

o Developing experimental designs for the field monitoring, Sampling and Anaþis Plans

(SAPs), and Quality Assurance Project Plans (QAPPs);

o Selectingfieldworkcontractors, includinglaboratories;

o Participating in training and inter-laboratory calibration programs; and

o Purchasing equiprnent and beginning to set up monitoring stations in the field (e.g., bottom

of the watershed stations to gather data to estimate pollutant of concern mass loading to the
BÐ.

Task 6.3 Encourage Citizen Monitorìng

EOA will assist the Countywide Program to comply with the MRP's Provision C.8.g by encouraging

citizen monitoring and making reasonable efforts to seek out citizen and stakeholder information
regarding water body function and quality. EOA will also assist the Countywide Program to

demonstrate annually that citizen and stakeholder reporting on $¡ater body conditions has been

encouraged and, as appropriate, evaluate and report on sucþ data along with the Countywide

Program's monitoring data.

Task 6.4 Assisf with Commenting on Setecfed Regulatory Actions

EOA will continue to assist the Countywide Program to track, review and comment on any selected

regulatory actions that arise during the course of the year that are related to San Mateo County

stormwater runoffreceiving waters (e.g., proposed Basin Plan amendments, 303(d) Iisting-related

acrions, and TMDLs). EOA will periodically brief the WAM Subcommittee on these regulatory

actions and solicit the subcommittee's feedback (e.g., via requesting review of draft comment letters).

This task is especially important in relation to regulatory actions that could affect the Counrywide

Program's NPDES permit.

Task 6.5 Participate in the San Francisco Bay Estuary Regional MonÍtoring Program

The adopted MRP will require that permittees continue to participate in implementing a San

Francisco Bay Estuary receiving water monitoring progr¿rm, at a minimum equivalent to the San

Francisco Bay Estuary Regional Monitoring Program (RMP), by contributing annually their financial

fair-share. EOA understands that the Countywide Prograrn will continue to make a financial

contribution to the RMP. In addition, through continued participation in RMP's committees and

work groups, the Countywide Program will remain an informed stakeholder able to oversee the

RMP's activities and identiff any opportunities to use the efsting RMP funds to meet MRP

requirements. EOA will continue to assist the Countywide Program to parlicipate in the RMP,

including participating in selected RMP committees and work groups (e.9., Dioxins Strategy

committee, PCBs Strategy committee, Sources Pathways and Loadings'Work Group, and Sport Fish

committee) and provide input to related work plans and reports, including the annual Pulse of the

Estuary. EOA staffwill periodically brief the V/AM Subcommittee on the activities and direction of
the RMP and solicit the subcommittee's feedback. It should be noted that Countywide Program's

direct financial contribution to the RMP is not included in the budget for this task.
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F"T 2OO9l10 HOURLY RATES

for Services to the

San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

EOA, lnc. hourly rates are listed below for fiscal year 2009110.

FEE SCHEDULE

PERSONNEL

Personnel charges are for any technical, clerical or administrative work necessary to perform the project. Work

tasks include geologic and environmental consulting, engineering and computer services, regulatory liaison, and

report preparation. Personnel rates are as follows:

(Fee Schedule Continued)

Personnel Category HourlY Rate

Principal $196

Managing Engineer Scientist III $196

Managing Engineer Scientist II $185

Managing Engineer Scientist I $174

Senior Engineer/Scientist III - Project Leader $160

Senior Engineer/Scientist II $147

Senior Engineer/Scientist I $133

Associate Engineer/Scientist II $123

Associate Engineer/Scientist I $101

Technician $ 82

Clerical/Computer Data Entry $ 59

Charges for professional services are in increments of one quarter-hour.

Depositions/legal testimony are charged portal-to-portal, at 20O% of standard rates, with a four-hour minimum

charge. In accordance with California Civil Proceúlrre 2037 .7, where applicable, the minimum fee must be paid

prior to coÍrmencement of testimony.

Preparation for court cases is charged on a time-and-materials basis as outlined in this fee schedule.

EOA, lnc.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

I)ate: May 14,2009

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 09-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute a twelve-month extension to the City of Brisbane's contract to provide
coordinator services to the San Mateo Countywide V/ater Pollution Prevention
Program for a cost not to exceed $60,000

(For further information or questions, contact Matt Fabry at 415-508-2134)

RECOMMENDATION

Review and approve Resolution09-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a twelve-month
extension to the City of Brisbane's contract for coordinator services to the San Mateo
Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program for a cost not to exceed $60,000.

FISCAL IMPACT

Not to exceed $60,000, paid out of the 2009-10 NPDES budget. The proposed annual contract
value is the same as the previous three and a half years.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Parcel fee collected through San Mateo County Flood Control District or City General Funds.
All properties within the cities and County are assessed annual NPDES fees, excqrt in cases
where municipalities have decided to pay some or all of the parcel fees out of municipal funds.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

The C/CAG Board awarded a two-year contract to the City of Brisbane in January 2006 for
providing coordinator services for the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program. The
contract includes a provision for extension for one or two year terms, upon mutual agreement of
C/CAG and the City of Brisbane. The contract was extended for eighteen months in December
2007 to put the coordinator services contract on a fiscal year time schedule rather than a calendar
year schedule. The proposed extension is for one year, from July 1, 2009 through June 20,2010.
Once the pending Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit is adopted by the Regional rüater

Quality Control Board, C/CAG may need to amend the coordinator services contract to address
additional pro gram requirements.

ATTACHMENTS

ITEM 4.9
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o Resolution09-26
o Contract Amendment for Fiscal Year 2009-10

ALTERNATIVES

1- Review and approve Resolution 09-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a twelve-
month extension to the City of Brisbane's contract for coordinator services to the San
Mateo Countywide W'ater Pollution Prevention Program for a cost not to exceed $60,000
in accordance with staffs recofitmendation.

2- Review and approve Resolution 09-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a twelve-
month extension to the City of Brisbane's contract for coordinator services to the San
Mateo Countywide W'ater Pollution Prevention Program for a cost not to exceed $60,000
in accordance with staffs recommendation with modifications.

3- No action.
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RESOLUTION NO. 09.26

A RESOLUTION OF TIIE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COT]NTY
ASSOCIATTON OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAt[ MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)
AUTIIORIZING TIIE C/CAG CIIAIR TO EXECUTE A TWELVE.MONTII

EXTENSION TO THE CITY OF BRISBA¡IE CONTRACT FOR COORDINATOR
SERVICES TO THE SA¡I MATEO COUNTYWIDE }VATER POLLUTION

PREVENTION PROGRAM FOR A COST NOT TO EXCEED $ó0,000

WHEREAS, the City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) manages the Countywide
Water Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide Program); and,

WHEREAS, the Countywide Program requires coordinator services; and,

WIIEREAS, the City of Brisbane has provided satisfactory coordinator services in previous
years; and,

\üHEREAS, C/CAG finds it advantageous to utilize the City of Brisbane's services for another
twelve months; and,

IVHEREAS, the scope of services remains unchanged from the existing contract;

NOIY, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe Board of Directors of the CitylCounty
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the C/CAG Chair be authorized toextend
the City of Brisbane's contract for twelve months to provide coordinator services for fiscal year
2009-10 with a contract amount not to exceed $60,000.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED TIIIS 14TH DAY OF MAY 2009.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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AMENDMENT NO. 2TO THE CONTRACT BETWEEN TIIE
CITY/COI]NTY ASSOCIATION OF' GOVERNMENTS AND THE

CITY OF BRISBANE TO PROVIDE COORDINATOR SER\rICES TO THE
SAI\ MATEO COUNTYWIDE WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the CitylCounty Association of Govemments of San Mateo County (herein after

referred to as "C/CAG") and the City of Brisbane (City) entered into an original agteement for
the period from January 1,2006 to Decernber 31, 2007 for Coordinator Services to the San

Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program (the Agreement"); and

WHEREAS, the Agreement was amended pursuant to Amendment No. 1, which amendment,

among other things, extended the term of the Original Agreement to June 30, 2009; and

WHEREAS, the parties wish to further amend the Agreement to extend sewices and funding.

THEREFOR, IT IS IIEREBY AGREED by C/CAG and the Çity that:

1. The term of the Agreement (as set forth in section 2 thereof) shall be and is hereby

extended such that the new expiration date is June 30, 2010.

2. The compensation to be paid to the Program Coordinator (as set forth in section 3.a. of
the Agreement) shall be at the rate of not to exceed $60,000 per fiscal year for
compensation and reimbursement of expenses.

3. This Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement shall take effect on July 1,2009.

4. Except as specified herein, all other provisions of the Agreernent shall remain in full
force and effect.

CITY OF BRISBANE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY

By: By:
Sepi Richardson, Mayor Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair

Date: Date:

By: By:

Date:

City Attorney

-77 5-
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CICAG AGENDA REPORT
Date:

To:

X'rom:

Subject:

May 14,2009

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 09-19 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an amendment to the ABl546Intelligent Transportation System funding
agreement with the City of Brisbane for an additional 974,534 to a total of
$199,534

(For further information contact Richard Napier at 599-1420 or John Hoang at
363-410s)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 09-19 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an amendment to the ABl546Intelligent Transportation System funding agreement for
the City of Brisbane for an additional 574,534 to a total of $199,534, in accordance with staff
recommendation.

FISCAL IMPACT

None. $1,244,000 of the net revenue collected between July 2005 and December 2008 was
budgeted for the Countywide Traffrc Congestion Management component of 481546 and was
approved by the Board in November 2007 . The additional $74,534 to the City of Brisbane is
from cost savings.

SOURCE OF FT]I\DS

Funds for these projects are collected from the Vehicle License Fees (VLF) through the 481546
Program.

BACKGROT]ND/DIS CUS SION

Assembly Bill 1546 (ABl546) imposes an annual fee of up to four dollars ($4) on motor vehicles
registered in San Mateo County to fund traffic congestion management and stormwater pollution
prevention programs. The collection of the fees began on July I,2005 and terminated on January 1 ,

2009 . (Senate Bill 348, which the Board adopted in November 2008, reauthorized the $4 annual fee
for an additional four years until January 1,2013.) Fiftypercent of the VLF revenue is allocated to
individual jurisdictions within San Mateo County and fifty percent is allocated to C/CAG for
Countywide projects (25%o for traffic congestion management and 25%o for stormwater pollution
prevention).

The Board approved the 481546 Countywide Traffrc Congestion Management Program for
Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) in November 2007 andawarded up to $7,244,000 to fund 78
projects for upgrading signal controller and video detection systems. The seven projects that were
not selected would be provided funds based on the availability of any unused allocations.

ITEM 4.10
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Reimbursement requests processed to date have resulted in unused allocations totaling $97,662.72.
Below is a current funding balance summary:

: Jurisdiction : Awarded I Invoiced i Balance ,

.. T-t
rAtherton ,$ 85,000j$ 85,000.00;g

iBrisbane :$ 125,000,$ 101,509.03:$ 23,4g0.g7:

lBurlingame j$ ls5J0qgj

lo-qb' c{y j $ 195,ooo 'i I ,,-- - - ìa . ---j
:!:FosterCrry :$ 150,000 i$ tog,osg.2sl$. 40,946.75"

iMenloPark ;$ 80,000Ì$ 58,565.00:$ 2I,435.00

Pacifica ' $ 60,000

RedwoqdCþ* -: $ --64,000i I

SanCarlos- :$ -7g,00g.j$ ¡q,rto,O0 $ 11,790.00

SanMateo !$ 200,000

The City of Brisbane applied for eight projects and was awarded $125,000 for five projects.
Brisbane completed the five projects for a cost of $101,509.03 and requested that the remaining
balance (523,490.97), combined with any available unused funds from other projects, be applied
towards the City's three unfunded projects. Work on the three unfunded projects has been
completed for a cost of $74,534. Based on reimbursements processed to date, staff determined
that available funding could be applied towards the three remaining Brisbane projects therefore
recontmends Board approval to amend the Funding Agreement and increase the award amount by
$74,534 to a total of $199,534.

Pending future reimbursement requests, any unused allocations will be made available to other
jurisdiction also for their respective unfunded projects, if requested. All jurisdictions have until
June 30, 2009 to submit their requests for reimbursement.

ATTACHMENT

. Resolution 09-19

. Funding Agreement Amendment I
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RESOLUTION NO. 09-19

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 AN AMENDMENT TO THE AB1546INTELLIGENT

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM FUNDING AGREEMENT
WTTH THE CITY OF BRISBANE FOR AN ADDITIONALS74,'34

TO A TOTAL OF $199,534

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Govemments of
San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG collects funds for Countywide Traffic Congestion Management
projects through an increase in vehicle license fees in San Mateo County under Assembly Bill 1546

(481546); and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG approved the Countywide Traffic Congestion Management Program
guidelines for funding projects Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) projects to upgrade traffrc
signal controllers and traffrc detection systems with closed circuit television (CCTV) cameras; and

\ilHEREAS, sufficient funds for ITS projects have been collected through the vehicle license
fee increase; and

\ilHEREAS, C/CAG and the City of Brisbane has entered into a Funding Agreement for
the ABl546 Countywide Traffic Congestion Management Program for ITS projects; and

WHEREAS, the parties agree to additional services for installing video detection
cameras at three locations for an additional amount of $74,534; and

WHEREAS, the funding agreement amendment for the City of Brisbane inthe amount of
574,534 is attached; and

NO\il, 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 an amendment to the Funding Agreement between C/CAG and City of Brisbane for the
AB1546 Countywide Traffic Congestion Management Program for ITS to increase the funding in
an amount not to exceed $74,534 for additional services, for a new maximum amount of
s199,534.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 14TH DAY OF MAY 2009.

Thomøs M. Kasten, Chair
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AMENDMENT NO. 1

F'UNDING AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF BRISBANE AND THE

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF'GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COI'NTY

WHEREAS, the CitylCounty Association of Governments of San Mateo County
(hereinafter referred to as "C/CAG") and the City of Brisbane (hereinafter referred to as "CITY")
entered into a Funding Agreement for the "481546 Countywide Traffic Congestion

Management Program for Intelligent Transportation System projects" on January 15, 2008 (the

"Existing Funding Agreement"); arrd,

WHEREAS, the parties wish to amend the Existing Furding Agreement to add three (3)

project locations and add funding in the amount of $74,534;

WHEREAS, the Existing Funding Agreement, as amended by this AmendmentNo. 1,

shall be referred to as the "Funding Agreement".

IT IS HEREBY AGREED by C/CAG and CITY that the Funding Agreement is hereby

revised and amended to provide that:

l. Section 1, Payments, is revised to read as follows:

Payments. Upon receipt of letter and backup information from the CITY indicating that
the projects are completed, which projects shall include 8 project locations, C/CAG shall
make payment to the CITY on a reimbursement basis for actual construction costs

incurred in an amount up to one hundred ninety-nine thousand, five hundred thirty-four
dollars ($199,534).

2. Except as specified herein, the provisions of the Funding Agreement shall remain in full
force and effect.

3. This Amendment No. I shall take effect upon signature by all parties.

CITY OF BRISBANE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

By:

Date:

By:

Date:

City Attorney

By:

Date:

By:

Date:

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair

LICLIENT\C DEPTS\CCAG\2009\Traff Cong Manag K with B¡isbane.doc
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DATE:

TO:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

May 14,2009

C/CAG Board of Directors

FROM: Richard Napier, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Review and approval of Resolution 09-28 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute
an agreement with the Peninsula Traffic Congestion ReliefAlliance (Alliance) for an

amount not to exceed $15,000 for the Alliance Strategic Plan.

@or further information please contact Richard Napier at (650) 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Board review and approve Resolution 09-28 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an

agreement with the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (Alliance) for an amount not to
exceed $15,000 for the Alliance Strategic Plan.

FISCAL IMPACT:

If approved, the $15,000 will be derived from the Congestion Relief Program funds.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION :

The Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (Alliance) provides Transportation Demand
Management services Countywide in San Mateo County. The Alliance is funded byboth C/CAG
and the San Mateo County Transportation Authority (TA). A Strategic Planning Task force was
formed to evaluate the current strategies being implemented by the Alliance. This Task Force
consists of Alliance Board of Directors members, Alliance staff, and Alliance Supervisory
Committee members. This Task Force has met several times over the past 8 months and has

developed a proposed scope of work for a Strategic Plan for the Alliance.

The purpose is to develop a Strategic Plan that defines the direction and priorities for the Alliance to
enhance it's effectiveness as San Mateo County's Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
Agency.

The Board of Directors for San Mateo County Transportation Authority (TA) approved $15,000 in
funding for the Alliance Strategic Plan at the April 2,2009 TA Board of Directors meeting. The

staff recommendation is for C/CAG to match the amount providedbythe TA and approve $15,000
in funding for the Alliance Strategic Plan. The Alliance also has funds available in their budget to

ITEM 4.11
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RESOLUTION 09.28

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF' GOVERNMENTS OF' SA}[ MATEO COUNTY AUTHORIZING
THE C/CAG CHAIR TO E)GCUTE A¡[ AGREEMENT WITH THE PEI\INSULA

TRAFFTC CONGESTION RELTEF ALLTAI\CE (ALLTAI\CE) FOR A¡l AMOUNT NOT
TO EXCEED $15,000 FOR THE ALLIANCE STRATEGTC PLAI\

WHEREAS, the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (Alliance) operates as the
Transportation Demand Management agency of San Mateo County through funding approved by
C/CAG and the SanMateo County Transportation Authority; and,

WHEREAS, a Strategic Planning Task Force for the Alliance wasi formed and
recoÍrmended that the Alliance pwsue funding for the development of a Strategic Plan; and,

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has determined that the development of a Strategic
Plan will enable the Alliance to further define the direction and priorities for the Alliance to
enhance it's effectiveness.

NOIY, 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 an agreement with the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance for an amount not to
exceed $15,000 for the Alliance Strategic Plan. This agreement shall be in a form approved by
C/CAG Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROYED, A¡ID ADOPTED THrS 14TH DAY OF MAY 2009.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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EI CAMINO REAL INCENTIVE PROGRAM AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COT]NTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS AND THE

PEII"INSI]LA TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF ALLIANCE

This Agreement entered this l4th Day of May 200g,by and between the CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY, a joint powers agency

formed for the purpose ofpreparation, adoption and monitoring of a variety of county-wide state-

mandated plans, hereinafter called "C/CAG" and the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief
Alliance, hereinafter called "Alliance."

wITNEgËETH

WHEREAS, C/CAG has approved funding for the Alliance to operate the Countywide Voluntary
Trip Reduction; and

WHEREAS, the development of a Strategic plan for the Alliance will help the Alliance define
the direction and priorities for the Alliance to enhance it's effectiveness as San Mateo County's
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Agency; and

WHEREAS, the Alliance was awarded $15,000 to develop a Shategic Plan; and

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the parties as follows:

1. Services to be provided by the Alliance. The Alliance must develop a Strategic Plan as

described in the Scope of Work in Exhibit A attached hereto.

2. Payments. Upon receipt of the completed Strategic Plan from the Alliance, C/CAG shall
review the completed Plan and ifthe Plan is acceptable to and approved by C/CAG, C/CAG
shall make payment to the Alliance on a reimbursement basis for actual costs incurred in an

amount up to fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000).

3. Relationship of the Parties. It is understood that this is an Agreement by and between
Independent Contractor(s) and is not intended to, and shall not be construed to, create the
relationship of agent, servant, employee, partnership, joint venture or association, or any
other relationship whatsoever other than that of Independent Contractor.

4. Non-Assignability. Alliance shall not assign this Agreement or anyportion thereof to a
third party without the prior written consent of C/CAG, and any attempted assignment

without such prior written consent in violation of this Section automatically shall
terminate this Agreement.

5. Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect as of May 14,2009 and shall terminate
on May 14,2011; provided, however, C/CAG mayterminate this Agreement at anytime
for any roason by providing 30 days' notice to the Alliance. Termination to be effective
on the date specified in the notice. In the event of termination under this paragraph, the
Alliance shall be paid for all services provided to the date of termination.

6. Hold Harmless/ Indemnity: Alliance shall indemnify and save harmless C/CAG from all

Alliance Strategic Plan Agreement I
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7.

claims, suits or actions resulting from the performance by Alliance of its duties under

this Agreement. C/CAG shall indemniff and save harmless Alliance from all claims,

suits or actions resulting from the performance by C/CAG of its duties under this
Agreement.

The duty of the parties to indemniû and save harmless as set forth herein, shall include

the duty to defend as set forth in Section 2778 of the California Civil Code.

Insurance: Alliance or its subcontractors performing the services on behalf of Alliance
shall not coÍrmence work under this Agreement until all Insurance required under this

section has been obtained and such insurance has been approved by the C/CAG Staff.

Alliance shall fumish the C/CAG Staff with Certificates of Insurance evidencing the

required coverage and there shall be a specific contractual liability endorsement

extending the Alliance's coverage to include the contractual liability assumed by
Alliance pursuant to this Agreement. These Certificates shall speciff or be endorsed to
provide that thirty (30) days notice must be given, in writing, to C/CAG of anypending
change in the limits of liability or of non-renewal, cancellation, or modification of the

policy.

'Workers' Compensation and Employer Liability Insurance: Alliance shall

have in effect, dwing the entire life of this Agreement, Workers'
Compensation and Employer Liability Insurance providing fulI statutory

coverage.

Liability Insurance: Alliance shall take out and maintain dwing the life of this

Agreement such Bodily krjury Liability and Property Damage Liability Insurance as shall

protect Alliance, its employees, officers and agents while performing work covered by
this Agreement from any and all claims for damages for bodily injury, including

accidental death, as well as any and all operations under this Agreement, whether such

operations be by Alliance or by any sub-contractor or by anyone directly or indirectly
employed by either of them. Such insurance shall be combined single limit bodily injury
and property damage for each occurrence and shall be not less than $1,000,000 unless

another amount is specifiedbelow and shows approval by C/CAG Staff. Required

inswance shall include:
Required
Amount

$ 1,000,000

Approval by
C/CAG Staff

if under
$ 1,000,000

a. Comprehensive General Liability

b.'Workers' Compensation Statutory

C/CAG and its officers, agents, employees and servants shall be named as additional

insured on any such policies of insurance, which shall also contain a provision that the

insurance afforded thereby to C/CAG, its officers, agents, employees and servants shall be

primary insurance to the full limits of liability of the policy, and that if C/CAG, or its
officers and employees have other insurance against a loss covered by such a policy, such

other insurance shall be excess insurance only.

In the event of the breach of any provision of this section, or in the event any notice is

Alliance Strategic Plan Agreement

-188-



8.

received which indicates any required insurance coverage will be diminished or canceled,

the C/CAG Chairperson, at his/her option, may, notwithstanding any other provision of
this Agreement to the contrary, immediately declare a material breach of this Agreement
and suspend all further work pursuant to this Agreement.

Non-discrimination. Alliance and its subcontractors performing the services on behalf of
Alliance shall not discriminate or permit discrimination against any person or group of
persons on the basis or race, color, religion, national origin or ances$, age, sex, sexual

orientation, marital status, pregnancy, childbirth or related conditions, medical condition,
mental or physical disability or veteran's status, or in any manner prohibited by federal,
state or local laws.

Compliance with All Laws. Alliance shall at all times complywith all applicable laws
and regulations, including without limitation those regarding services to disabled persons,

including anyrequirements of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

Sole Property of C/CAG: Any system or documents developed, produced orprovided
under this Agreement shall become the sole property of C/CAG.

Access to Records. C/CAG, or any of its duly authorized representatives, shall have

access to any books, documents, papers, and records of Alliance which are directly
pertinent to this Agreement for the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts, and

transcriptions.

Alliance shall maintain all required records for three years after C/CAG makes final
payments and all other pending matters are closed.

Merger Clause. This Agreement constitutes the sole agreement of the parties hereto with
regard to the matters covered in this Agreement, and correctly states the rights, duties and

obligations of each party as of the document's date. Any prior agreement, promises,

negotiations or re,presentations between the parties not expressly stated in this document
are not binding.

9.

10.

11.

t2.

Alliance Strategic Plan Agreement
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13. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of California
and any suit or action initiated by either party shall be brought in the County of San
Mateo, California.

IN \ryITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have affixed their hands on the day and year
listed below.

Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance

By
Date

Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance Legal Counsel

By

CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG)

Bv
C/CAG Chair

C/CAG Legal Counsel

Date

By.

Alliance Strategic Plan Agreement
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Exhibit A

Strategic Planning Process

Proposed Scope of Work

Key Purpose: Develop a Strategic Plan that defines the direction and
priorities for the Peninsula Traffic Gongestion Relief Alliance to enhance

its effectiveness as San Mateo Gounty's TranspoÉation Demand
Management (TDM) Agency.

Determine the extent to which elements of the work scope can be completed in-house
in conjunction with a consultant effort.

Confirm funding for Strategic Planning process;

Review the Alliance organizational structure, management, annual work program and
accomplishments, including an evaluation of the achievement of the goals associated
wíth funding sources and the role of the Alliance vis-à-vis the provision of TDMI
strategies as they relate to other agencies and cities in the County and region.

Design a Situation Analysis - Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities and Threats. This
most likely will be accomplished utilizing written and telephone or in-person surveys of
stakeholders and focus groups of Board and Supervisory Committee members;

Assess the breadth and effectiveness of the employment of TDM strategies in the
County and make recommendations as to: 1) the most effective priorities for the
Alliance to pursue to achieve reductions in single occupancy vehicle travel and
facilitate mobility options; 2) the role of the Alliance in concert with other transportation
agencies and cities; 3) the most effective role of Board members; 4) new partnerships
and funding sources which could be pursued; and 5) a process to achieve the
Strategic Plan goals.

Convene the Task Force - to discuss the organizational assessment, status of
countywide TDM strategy implementation and effectiveness, SWOT results, mission
statement, vision and some key goals and objectives. Prepare results for Board
Retreat;

¡ Transportation Demand Management (TDM) is the general term for programs geared towards reducing the usage of single
occupancy vehicles tbrough education about the availability of altemative tansportation choices and providing
encouragement to increase usage of alternative modes and facilitating mobility options.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

-191-



7) Board Retreat - to share results of Task Force discussion of SWOT Analysis, discuss
mission statement, vision and some key goals and objectives. Obtain stakeholder
buy-in;

8) Draft Strategic Plan that specifies goals, objectives, timeline for implementation and
required resources (including staffing and other potentialfunding sources to
accomplish elements of plan);

9) Present Strategic Plan for Board discussion and/or approval;

10) lmplement Plan.

Budget: $35,000 - $50,000 (based on verbal estimates).

Timeline: Complete RFP process; select consultant; completion of the strategic planning
document by October 2009.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: lllday 1,4,2009

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: San Mateo County Energy Watch - County of San Mateo

Subject: First Quarter 2009 status report on the San Mateo County Enerry Watch
partnership with PG&E.

@or further information or questions contact Kim Springer 650-599-1412)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve the first quarter report on the San Mateo CountyEnergy
Watch (SMCEW).

FISCAL IMPACT

No current fiscal impact. However continued efforts to spend 2009-2011 program funding in a
cost effective manner could result in additional funding for the program should the $3.5M of
funding run out before the end of the three-year program cycle.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Ratepayer, Public Goods Fund dollars to San Mateo County Energy Watch program funding through
PG&E under the auspices of the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC).

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

Background on Energy Watch Program
San Mateo County Energy Watch is a local-government partnership between the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and PG&E. San Mateo County

Energy Watch, as a neu/ partnership, is beginning to offer a comprehensive portfolio of energy-

efficiency programs, including audits, retrofits and rebates, to municipalities, small businesses,

non-profits and residential customers. SMC Energy \ilatch will also offer energy-efficiency

education and training seminars, as well as support for the County Energy Strategy and

countywide climate action efforts.
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C/CAG is partnering with RecycleWorks, the'Waste Management and Environmental Services

section of the County of San Mateo's Public Works Department, for the management of the SMC
Energy Watch program.

Bridge Funding Period
The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), the agency that provides authority over this
local-government partnership, has delayed the approval of 2009-11 budgets for local-government
partnerships and will issue approval later this year. The SMC Energy Watch program has,

therefore, been ramping up and operating with a limited budget during this delay.

Public Facilities
SMC Energy Watch is partnering with Ecology Action, a non-profit that has a history of
successfully operating energy-efficiency programs for PG&E. Because SMC Energy Watch is

assuming the role of the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) Energy Watch program,

the SMC Energy Watch team is currentþ meeting with public agencies that participated in the

ABAG program to pursue pending projects with the goal of keeping momentum moving on these

projects.

Commercial
SMC Energy Watch is also working with Ecology Action to provide energy-efficiency services

for small- and medium-sized businesses. This commercial retrofit program has been underway

since January 2009, and this portion of the program alone has been the source of energy savings

to the program.

Residents
SMC Energy Watch will initially service moderately low-income residents, offering free

weatherization and energy-efficiency services such as installing attic insulation and energy-

efücient furrnaces. These services will be available later this year, SMC Energy Watch's partner

will be El Concilio of San Mateo, a non-profit that works with PG&E to provide these services to
low-income residents.

Marketing and Outreach
SMC Energy Watch is currently developing marketing materials, such as a website
(www.smcenergywatch.com), brochures, flyers and presentations. We expect the website to go

live in one month and the brochures will soon be developed,

Performance to Date
Looking at the attached chart provided by the SMCEW contractor Ecology Action, there are

three measures being used to determine the success of the program during the Bridge Funding

Period.

Kilowatt Hours (kWh) is the annual energy savings to customers as a result of the program

efforts. ThroughMarch 31,2009, the program achieved 674,278 kWh of energy savings. This is
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127% of the projected goal through March 31, 2009.

Rebate is the money rebated back to the customers of the program for the energy efficiency
efforts that they have agreed to undertake. The CPUC and PG&E have specific guidelines on how
much money can be spent from the program budget in the form of rebates. Through March 31,
2009 the program has spent only 76Yo ofthe program rebates projected through this first quarter.

Dollars per Kilowatt hour ($/kwh) is also a measure that is closely tracked by the CPUC and
PG&E. Twelve cents per KwH is the maximum average rebate allowed under the program. The
higher the average rebate for the program, the less cost effective the program. Through March 31,
2009, the program is averaging only 60Yo of the maximum allowable rebate.

Forecast and Conclusion

The SMCEW program is a new partnership and the energy saving goals of the program have only
been realized by what is called the Commercial Direct Install portion of the program being
performed by Ecology Action in the commercial sector in San Mateo County. The Residential and
Municipal sectors have not generated any energy savings to date. In addition, the program has
goals for energy savings from Natural Gas (Therms), which have not yet been addressed but will
mainly come from Municipal sector retrofits such as boilers and IIVAC.

The Commercial Direct Install program is very efficient in terms of energy savings, rebates and

$/kwh for the program. It is therefore expected that the program would be ahead in all three
measurement areas. Future elements of the program, such as Non-Residential Retrofit (NRR) will
be more costly per energy savings and more costly overall.

ATTACHMENTS
o Performance to Date /Forecast (prepared by Ecology Action)
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CICAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: May 14,2009

To: City/County Association of Govemments Board of Directors

From: RichardNapier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and 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 please contact Joe Kott at 650-599-1453)

RECOMMENDATIONS

1.) That the C/CAG Board review, discuss, and place on the Support List the following
bills now under consideration in the State Legislature: AB 68, AB 87, AB 1414, ACA 9,
SB 205, 58737, and SB 346.

2.)Thatthe C/CAG Board review, discuss, and place on the C/CAG Watch List the
following bills now under consideration in the State Legislature be placed on the C/CAG
Legislative Watch List SB 406, SB 650, SB 744, AB 1358, and SB 346.

3.) That the C/CAG Board review, discuss, and support State Propositions 1A through
1F.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

Not applicable.

SOURCE OF F'T]NDS

Not applicable.

LEGISLATIVE PRIORITY

To be discussed at this meeting.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

Each year, the C/CAG Board takes positions with respect to legislation under
consideration in Sacramento. This is the first set of recommendations to the Board
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pertaining to the 2009 Legislative Session now underway. The attached two documents,
State Legislation Pending: Support Recommendation and State Legislation Pending:
Watch Recommendation, contain summary information on measures on the proposed
Support and proposed Watch lists.

The ballot for the Special Election to be held in California on May 19th will put before the
voters a set of six State propositions agreed to by the Legislature and Governor as part of
the2009 State budget deal. The attached document, State Propositions: Recommended
Support List contains summary information all Propositions lA through lF.

ATTACHMENTS

o State Legislation Pending: Support Recommendation list and State Legislation
Pending: Watch Recommendation list

o State Propositions: Recommended Support list
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STATE LEGISLATION PENDING: SUPPORT
RECOMMEI\DATION

AB 68(Brownlev) solid waste: single-use carryout bags. ( -0412312009)
lntroduce d= 121 1212008
Last Amend: 0412312009
Status: 04127|2}}9-Re-referred to Com. on APPR.
Location : 04127 12009-A APPR.
Calendar: 05/06/09 9 a.m. - Room 4202 ASM APPROPRIATIONS

Summary: Existing law requires an operator of a store, as defined, to establish
an at-store recycling program that provides to customers the opportunity to return
clean plastic carryout bags to that store. Existing law imposes various
requirements on at-store recycling programs, including requiring a store to
maintain records describing the collection, transport, and recycling of plastic
carryout bags collected by the store. This bill would, on and after July 1,2010,
prohibit a store, as defined, from providing a single-use carryout bag to a
customer unless the store charges a fee of not less than $0.25 per bag at the
point of sale. The bill would exempt certain customers from paying the fee. The
bill would establish the Bag Pollution Fund in the State Treasury and would
require a store to remit the single-use carryout bag fees, less a specified amount,
to the State Board of Equalization for deposit in that fund. The bill would prohibit
a store from distributing a single-use carryout bag that is not a plastic or
compostable carryout bag that meets specific requirements. This bill contains
other related provisions and other existing laws.

Laws: An act to add Chapter 5.3 (commencíng with Section 42280) to Part 3 of
Division 30 of the Public Resources Code, relating to solid waste.

League of Califomia Cities Position: Support if amended
Califomia Sfafe Association of Countíes Position: Support
Metropolitan Transpoftation Commission Position : None

AB 87(Davis) Single-use carryout bags: environmental effects: mitigation.
(A-04t27t2009)
lntroduced : 0 1 /05/2009
Last Amend: 0412712009
Status: 0412812009-Re-referred to Com. on APPR.
Location : 0412812009-A APPR.
Calendar: 05/06/09 9 a.m. - Room 4202 ASM APPROPRIATIONS

summary: Existing law requires, until January 1,2013, an operator of a store, as
defined, to establish an at-store recycling program that provides to customers the
opportunity to return clean plastic carryout bags to that store. Existing law
imposes various requirements on at-store recycling programs, including requiring
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a store to maintain records describing the collection, transport, and recycling of
plastic carryout bags collected by the store. This bill would instead prohibit, ãn
and after July 1 ,2010, a store, as defined, from providing a single-use carryout
bag, including a green carryout bag, to a customer unless the store charges a fee
of not less than $0.25 per bag at the point of sale. The bill would exempt certain
customers from paying the fee. The bill would establish the Bag Pollution Fund in
the State Treasury and, by January 31,2011, would require a store that collects
the single-use carryout bag fees to remit the fees, less a specified amount to be
used as required, to the State Board of Equalization for deposit in that fund, and
do so on a quarterly basis thereafter. This bill contains other related provisions
and other existing laws.

Laws: An act to amend sections 42250,422s1,42252,422s3, and 42254 of, to
amend the heading of Chapter 5.1 (commencing with Section 42250) of Part 3 of
Division 30 of, to add Sections 42252.5 and 422s2.7 to, and to repeal and add
Sections 42256 and 42257 of, the Public Resources Code, relating to single-use
carryout bags.

League of California Cíties Position: Support if amended
California Sfafe Association of Counties Position: Support
Metropolitan Transpoftation Commission Position: None

AB 1 41 4(.Hill) Transportation planning.
I ntroduce d: 02127 12009
Last Amend= 0410212009
Status: 0411312009-Re-referred to Com. on TRANS.
Location : 041 1312009-A TRANS.

Summary: (1) Existing law generally provides for programming of transportation
capital improvement projects pursuant to the state transportation improvement
program process administered by the California Transportation Commission.
under that process, the commission, on a biennial basís, adopts a S-year fund
estimate of state and federalfunds reasonably expected to be available for
programming. Based on the fund estimate, the Department of Transportation
prepares an interregional transportation improvement program, and regional
transportation planning agencies each prepare a regional transportation
improvement program, for the 5-year period. These programs are submitted to
the commission for review, which subsequently adopts a 5-year state
transportation improvement program that lists the projects in the year that they
are expected to be undertaken. Existing law specifies various fair-share formulas
for allocation of available transportation funds, including the north-south split,
which is applicable to all avaílable funds, including the 25% of funds available for
programming for interregional projects, and county shares, which provides a
share of funds to each county, but applies only to the 75o/o of funds available for
programming to regional projects. The commission is requíred to adopt the state
transportation improvement program consistent with the county share formula
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over a 4-year period basis. This bill would instead provide for programming of
projects in the interregional and regionaltransportation improvement programs,
and in the subsequently adopted state transportation improvement program, on a
6-year basis. The billwould require the fund estimate and the county share
formula estimates to also be prepared and used for that same 6-year period. The
bill would require projects funded by the Traffic Congestion Relief Act to be
included in the state transportation improvement program. This bill contains other
related provisions and other existing laws.

Laws: An act to amend sections 14524, 1452s, 14s26, 14s27, 14529,14s30.1,
and 65082 of, and to add Sections 14529.5 and 14529.13 to, the Government
Code, and to amend Sections 188 and 188.8 of, and to add Section 182.10 to,
the Streets and Highways Code, relating to transportation.

League of California Citíes Positíon: Watch
Califomia Sfafe Associatíon of Counties Position: Watch
Metropolitan Transpoñation Commission Position: None

ACA 9(Huffman) Local government bonds: special taxes: voter approval.
lntroduce d: 0210612009
Last Amend:0412712009
Status: 0412712009-From committee chair, with author's amendments: Amend,
and re-refer to Com. on L. GOV. Read second time and amended.
Location: 0412712009-A L. GOV.
Galendar: 05/06/09 1:30 p.m. - Room 127 ASM LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Summary: The California Constitution prohibits the ad valorem tax rate on real
property from exceeding 1% of the full cash value of the property, subject to
certain exceptions. This measure would create an additional exception to the 1%
limit for a rate imposed by a city, county, city and county, or special district to
service bonded índebtedness, incurred to fund specified public ímprovements,
facilities or buildings, and housing, and related costs, that is approved by 55% of
the voters of the city, county, city and county, or special district, as applicable.
This additional exception would apply only if the proposition approved by the
voters results in bonded indebtedness that includes specified accountability
requirements. This bill contains other related provisions and other existÍng laws.

Laws: A resolution to propose to the people of the State of California an
amendment to the Gonstitution of the State, by amending Sections 1 and 4 of
Adicle xlll A thereof, by amending section2 or Adicle xlll c thereof, by
amending Section 3 of Article Xlll D thereof, and by amending Section 18 of
Article XVI thereof, relating to local government finance.

League of California Cities Position: Support
California Sfafe Association of Counties Position: Support
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M etropol itan Tran sportatio n Co m mi ssion Position : " Li kely S u ppo rt"

SB 2O5(Hancock) Traffic congestion: motor vehicle registration fees.
I ntrod u ce d= 02123 12009
Last Amend:0411412009
Status: 0412712009-From committee: Do pass. (Ayes 8. Noes 4.)
Location: 0411412009-5 SECOND READINc
Galendar= 04130109 11 SEN SENATE BILLS-SECOND READING FILE

Summary: Existing law provides for the imposition by certain districts and local
agencies of fees on the registration of motor vehicles in certain areas of the state
that are in addition to the basic vehicle registration fee collected by the
Department of Motor Vehicles for specific limited purposes. The bill would
authorize a count¡nruide transportation planning agency, by a majority vote of the
agency's board, to impose an annual fee of up to $10 on motor vehicles
registered within the county for programs and projects for certain purposes. The
bill would require voter approval of the measure. The bill would require the
department, if requested, to collect the additional fee and distribute the net
revenues to the agency, after deduction of specified costs, and would limit the
agency's administrative costs to not more than 5% of the distributed fees. The bill
would require that the fees collected may only be used to pay for programs and
projects bearing a relationship or benefit to the owners of motor vehicles paying
the fee and are consistent with a regionaltransportation plan, and would require
the agency's board to make a specified finding of fact in that regard. The bill
would require the governing board of the countywide transportation planning
agency to adopt a specified expenditure plan.

Laws: An act to add Section 65089.20 to the Government Code, and to add
Section 9250.4 to the Vehicle Code, relating to traffic congestion.

League of Califomia Cíties Position: Watch
California Sfafe Association of Counties Position: Watch
Metropolitan Transpoftatíon Commission Position : No Position

SB 737(Neqrete McLeod) Airports: airport land use commissions.
I ntrod uce d: 02127 12009
Last Amend= 0412112009
Status: 0412412009-Set for hearing May 4.
Location : 04121 12009-5 APPR.
Galendar= 05104109 11 a.m. - John L. Burton Hearing Room (4203) SEN
APPROPRIATIONS

Summary: The State Aeronautics Act governs the creation and operation of
airports in this state. The act provides for the establishment of county airport land
use commissions to carry out various requirements, including the formulation of a
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comprehensive land use compatibility plan to provide for the orderly growth of
airports and the area surrounding airports within the jurisdiction of the
commission, and to safeguard the general welfare of the inhabitants within the
vicinity of an airport and the public in general. The act requires each county in
which there is an airport served by a scheduled aírline, with certain exceptions, to
establish an airport land use commission. This bill would eliminate the authority
of the board of supervisors of a county in which an air:port is located that is
operated for the benefit of the general public that is not served by a scheduled
airline, to adopt a resolution declaring that the county is exempt from establishing
an airport land use commission. By eliminating this authority, the bill would
impose a state-mandated local program by requiring a higher level of service.
This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

Laws: An actto amend Sections 21670,21670.1,21670.4,21671.5,21674.7,21675.1,
21678,21679, and21679.5 of and to repeal Section 21677 of the Public Utilities Code,
relating to airports.
League of Califomia Cities Position: Watch
Califomia Sfafe Association of Counties Position: Watch
Metropolitan Transpoftation Commission Position: No Posítion

SB 346(Kehoe) Hazardous materials: motor vehicle brake friction materials.
I ntrod u ce d: 02125 12009
Last Amend: 0412312009
Status: 0412312009-Read second time. Amended. Re-referred to Com. on
APPR.
Location: 0412312009-5 APPR.

Summary: Existing law establishes the Department of Toxic Substances
Control, in the California Environmental Protection Agency, with powers and
dutíes regarding the management of hazardous waste. Existing law,
administered by the department, prohibits the management of hazardous waste
except in accordance with the hazardous waste control laws, including laws
governing the removal of any mercury-containing vehicle light switch from a
vehicle, and the regulations adopted by the department. A violation of the
hazardous waste control laws is a crime. This billwould require the department
to conduct a baseline survey, on or before January 1,2013, of the concentration
levels of nickel, zinc, copper, and antimony in motor vehicle brake friction
materials. The bill would require the department, commencing on January 1,
2013, and at least every 3 years thereafter, to monitor the concentration levels of
nickel, zinc, and antimony in motor vehicle brake friction materials to ensure that
those levels do not increase by more than 50% above the baseline levels
established through the baseline survey. ln that case, the billwould require the
department to ask the State Water Resources Control Board or the Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment, as specified, to determine whether
there is a need for controlling the use of the relevant constituent in brake friction
material. lf the department determines that there is a demonstrated need for
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controlling the use of the studied constituents in brake pads, the bill would
require the department to prioritize the presence of those constituents in brake
friction materials for regulation, as specified. The bill also would require the
department to monitor copper. ThÍs bill contains other related provisions and
other existing laws.

Laws: An act to add Article 13.5 (commencing with Section 25250.50) to Chapter
6.5 of Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code, relating to hazardous materials.

C/CAG SUPPORTS
League of Califomia Cities Position: Support
Califomia Sfafe Association of Counties Position: No lnterest
Metropolitan Transpoñation Commission position: No Position
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STATE LEGISLATION PENDING: \MATCH RECOMMENDATION

SB 406(DeSaulnier) Land use: environmental quality.
I ntrod u ce d= 02126 12009
Last Amend:0411312009
Status: 0412412009-Set for hearing April 28.
Location: 0412312009-S T. & H.
Calendar: 04128109 1:30 p.m. - John L. Burton Hearing Room (4203) SEN
TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSI NG

Summary: The Planning and Zoning Law establishes the Planning Advisory and
Assistance Council in the Office of Planning and Research, and prescribes the
membership and duties of the council. Existing law authorizes the Department of
Motor Vehicles to collect a surcharge imposed on vehicle registration fees by
ordinance or resolutíon of a local entity. This bill would change the designated
membership, as specified, of the Planning Advisory and Assistance Council and
would require that the council work with the Strategic Growth Council, regional
agencies, and cities and counties to facilitate the implementation of regional
blueprint projects, as specified. The bill would also require the council to report to
the Legislature on specified regional performance measures and on the manner
in whÍch state agencies are implementing the 5-year infrastructure plan, as
specified. The bill would authorize a municipal planning organization, as defined,
a council of governments, as defined, or a county transportation commission and
a subregional council of governments joíntly preparing a subregional sustainable
communities strategy to adopt a resolution to impose a surcharge of up to $2 on
motor vehicles registered to an owner with an address in the entity's or entities'
jurisdiction that would be collected by the Department of Motor Vehicles and,
after deducting its administrative costs, would be transmitted to the entity or
entities imposing the surcharge. The bill would require that the surcharge
revenue be expended to develop and implement a regional blueprint plan and
would specify that 5% of the surcharge revenue be transmitted to the council for
performance of its functions. The bill would provide that the council is to perform
specified new functions only when the council has received sufficient revenue
from this source.

Laws: An act to amend Section 65040.6 of, and to add Section 65083 to, the
Government Code, to amend Section 75125 of the Public Resources Code, and
to add Section 9250.6 to the Vehicle Code, relating to land use.

League of California Cities Position: Watch
Calífornia Sfafe Association of Counties Position: Watch
Metropolitan Transpoñation Commission position: No Position
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SB 650(Yee) Parks: Gity of Half Moon Bay.
I ntrod uce d: 02127 12009
Last Amend: 03/31/2009
Status: 0;412012009-Set, first hearing. Hearing canceled at the request of author.
Location: 0410212009-5 N.R. & W.

Summary: The Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control,
River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006, an initiative statute approved by
the voters at the November 7,2006, statewide general election, among other
things, makes $400,000,000 in bond funds available to the Department of Parks
and Recreation for competitive grants for local and regional parks. This billwould
appropriate $10,000,000 of the $400,000,000 available from the bond act to the
Department of Parks and Recreation for a grant to the City of Half Moon Bay to
purchase certain property known as the Beachwood Property for the sole
purpose of development as a public park. This bill contains other related
provisions.

Laws: An act relating to parks, making an appropriation therefor, and declaring
the urgency thereof, to take effect immediately.

League of California Cities Position: Watch
California State Association of Counties Position: No lnterest
Metropolitan Transportation Commission position: No Position

SB 744(Strickland) Glinical Iaboratories: public health laboratories
I ntrod uce d= 02127 12009
Last Amend= 0412212009
Status: 0412712009-From 8., P. & E.D.: Do pass. To APPR.
Location : 0412812009-5 APPR.

Summary: Existing law provides for the licensure, registration, and regulation of
clinical laboratories and various clinical laboratory personnel by the State
Department of Public Health and makes a violation of those provisions a crime.
This bill would require the private, nonprofit organization to be approved by the
federal Center for Medicare and Medicaid Services instead of HCFA, to conduct
inspections of clinical laboratories in a manner that will determine compliance
with existing law, as specified, and to provide the department with additional
information including, among other things, a detailed description of the inspection
process and a description of the process for monitoring proficiency testing
performance. The bill would also require the laboratory to meet additional
conditions, including authorizing the private nonprofit organization to release
specified performance testing results and notification of condition-level
requirement violations or withdrawal of laboratory accreditation. This bill contains
other related provisions and other existing laws.

Laws: An act to amend Sections 1206, 1223, 1246, 1300, 1301 , and 1 302 of ,
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and to add Section 1300.2 to, the Business and Professions Code, and to amend
section 101160 of, and to add sections 101151,101152, 101161,101161.5, and
101162 to, the Health and safety code, relating to laboratories, making an
appropriation therefor, and declaring the urgency thereof, to take effect
immediately.

League of California Cities Position: Watch
Califomia Sfafe Assocrafio n of Counties Position: Watch
M etro pol itan Tran sportatio n Co m m i ss ion posítion : No Po sition

AB f 358(Hill) Product management: disposable food containers.
Introduce d= 02127 12009
Last Amend:0411412009
Status: 0412712009-Do pass as amended and be re-referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.
Location : 0412812009-A APPR.

Summary: The California lntegrated Waste Management Act of 1989,
administered by the California lntegrated Waste Management Board, among
other things, prohibits a person from selling a food or beverage container in this
state that is labeled with the term "compostable" or "maríne degradable," unless
the food or beverage container meets certain requirements. This billwould define
terms for its purposes and prohibit a food vendor from dispensing prepared food
to a customer in a disposable polystyrene food container, a disposable
nonrecyclable plastic food container, or a disposable nonrecycled content paper
container. The bill would authorize a food vendor to dispense prepared food to a
customer in a compostable plastic container in a jurisdiction where organic waste
is collected curbside for composting.

Laws: An act to add Part g (commencing with Section 49700) to Division 30 of
the Public Resources Code, relating to product management.

League of California Cities Position: Watch
Calífornia Sfafe Association of Counties Position: Pending
Metropolitan Transportatíon Commission position : No Position

SB 346(Kehoe) Hazardous materials: motor vehicle brake friction materiats.
lntrod uce d: 0212512009
Last Amend:0412312009
status: 0412312009-Read second time. Amended. Re-referred to com. on
APPR.
Location : 0412312009-5 APPR.

Summary: Existing law establishes the Department of Toxic Substances
Control, in the California Environmental Protection Agency, with powers and
duties regarding the management of hazardous waste. Existing law,
administered by the department, prohibits the management of hazardous waste
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except in accordance with the hazardous waste control laws, including laws
governing the removal of any mercury-containing vehicle Iight switch from a
véhicle, and the regulations adopted by the department. A violation of the
hazardous waste control laws is a crime. This bill would require the department
to conduct a baseline survey, on or before January 1,2013, of the concentration
levels of nickel, zinc, copper, and antimony in motor vehicle brake friction
materials. The billwould require the department, commencing on January 1,
2013, and at least every 3 years thereafter, to monitor the concentration levels of
nickel, zinc, and antimony in motor vehicle brake friction materials to ensure that
those levels do not increase by more than 50% above the baseline levels
established through the baseline survey. ln that case, the billwould require the
department to ask the State Water Resources Control Board or the Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment, as specified, to determine whether
there is a need for controlling the use of the relevant constituent in brake friction
material. lf the department determines that there is a demonstrated need for
controlling the use of the studied constituents in brake pads, the billwould
require the department to prioritize the presence of those constituents in brake
friction materials for regulation, as specified. The bill also would require the
department to monitor copper. This bill contains other related provisions and
other existing laws.

Laws: An act to add Article 13.5 (commencing with Section 25250.50) to Chapter
6.5 of Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code, relating to hazardous materials.

League of California Cities Position: Support
Calífornia Sfafe Association of Counties Position: No lnterest
Metropolitan Transpoñation Commissíon position: No Position
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STATE PROPOSTIONS : RECOMMENDEI)
SUPPORT LIST

PROPOSITION 1A:
STATE BUDGET. CHANGES CALIFORNIA BUDGET PROCESS.
LIMITS STATE SPENDING. INCREASES "RAINY DAY' BUDGET
STABILIZATION FUND.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

STATE BUDGET. CHANGES CALIFORNIA BUDGET PROCESS.
LIMITS STATE SPENDING. INCREASES "RAINY DAY'' BUDGET
STABILIZATION FUND.
Increases size of state "rainy day" fund from5o/oto 12.5%o of the General Fund.
A portion of the annual deposits into that fund would be dedicated to savings for future
economic downtums, and the remainder would be available to fund education,
infrastructure, and debt repayment, or for use in a declared emergency.
Requires additional revenue above historic trends to be deposited into state "rainy day"
fund, limiting spending.

Summary of Legislative Analyst's Estimate of Net State and Local Government Fiscal
Impact:

Higher state tax revenues of roughly $16 billion from 201G--11 through 2012-13 to
help balance the state budget.
In many years, increased amounts of money in state "rainy day" reserve fund.
Potentially less ups and downs in state spending over time.
Possible greater state spending on repaying budgetary borrowing and debt, infrastructure
projects, and temporary fax relief. In some cases, this would mean less money available
for ongoing spending.

League of California Cities Position: Support
Caliþrnia State Association of Counties Position: Neutral
Metropoliton Transportation Commission position: None

PROPOSITION 1B:
EDUCATION FUNDING. PAYMENT PLAN.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY
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EDUCATION FTINDING. PAYMENT PLAN.
Requires supplemental payments to local school districts and community colleges to
address recent budget cuts.
Annual payments begin ín20ll-12.
Payments are funded from the state's Budget Stabilization Fund until the total amount
has been paid.
Payments to local school districts will be allocated in proportion to average daily
attendance and may be used for classroom instruction, textbooks and other local
educational programs.

Summary of Legislative Analyst's Estimate of Net State and Local Govemment Fiscal
Impact:

Fiscal impact would depend on how current constitutional provisions would otherwise be
interpreted.
Potential state savings of up to several billion dollars in 2009-10 and 20l}-l 1.
Potential state costs of billions of dollars annually thereafter.

League of California Cities Position: Support
California State Association of Counties Position: Neutral
Metropolitan Transportstion Commission position: None

PROPOSITION lC:
LOTTERY MODERNIZATION ACT.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

LOTTERY MODERNIZATION ACT.
Allows the state lottery to be modernized to improve its performance with increased
payouts, improved marketing, and effective management.
Requires the state to maintain ownership of the lottery and authorizes additional
accountability measures.
Protects funding levels for schools currently provided by lottery revenues.
Increased lottery revenues will be used to address current budget defîcit and reduce the
need for additional tax increases and cuts to state programs.

Summary of Legislative Analyst's Estimate of Net State and Local Government Fiscal
Impact:

Impact on 2009-10 State Budget: Allows $5 billion of borrowing from future lottery
profits to help balance the 2009-10 state budget.

-2t2-



Impact on Future State Budgets: Debt-service payments on the lottery borrowing and
higher payments to education would likely make it more difficult to balance future state
budgets. This impact would be lessened by potentially higher lottery profits. Additional
lottery borrowing would be allowed.

League of California Cities Position: Support
California State Association of Counties Position: Neutral
Metropolitan Transportation Commis sion position : None

PROPOSITION lD:
PROTECTS CHILDREN'S SERVICES F'UNDING.
HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

PROTECTS CHILDREN'S SERVICES FUNDING. HELPS BALANCE STATE
BUDGET.
Provides more than $600 million to protect children's programs in difhcult economic
times.
Redirects existing tobacco tax money to protect health and human services for children,
including services for at-risk families, services for children with disabilities, and services
for foster children.
Temporarily allows the redirection of existing money to fund health and human service
programs for children 5 years old and under.
Ensures counties retain funding for local priorities.
Helps balance state budget.

Summary of Legislative Analyst's Estimate of Net State and Local Government Fiscal
Impact:

State General Fund savings of up to $608 million in 2009-10 and $268 million annually
from 2010-l I through 2073-14, from temporarily redirecting a portion of funds from the
California Children and Families Program in place of state General Fund support of
health and human services programs for children up to age five.
Corresponding reductions in funding for early childhood development programs provided
by the California Children and Families Program.

League of Califtrnia Cities Position: Support
Caliþrnia State Association of Counties Position; Neutral
Metropolitan Transportation Commis sion position: None
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PROPOSITION lE:
MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES FUNDING.
TEMPORARY REALLOCATION. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES FI-INDING. TEMPORARY REALLOCATION.
HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
Amends Mental Health Services Act (Proposition 63 of 2004) to transfer funds, for a
two-year period, from mental health programs under that act to pay for mental health
services for children and young adults provided through the Early and Periodic
Screening, Diagnosis, and Treatment Program.
Provides more than $225 million in flexible funding for mental health programs.
Helps balance state budget during this difficult economic time.
Summary of Legislative Analyst's Estimate of Net State and Local Government Fiscal
Impact:

State General Fund savings of about $230 million annually for two years (2009-10 and
2010-11) from redirecting a portion of Proposition 63 funds to an existing state program
in place of state General Fund support.
Corresponding reduction in funding available for Proposition 63 community mental
health programs.

League of Caliþrnia Cities Position: Support
California State Association of Counties Position: Neutral
Metropolitan Transportation Commis iion position : None

PROPOSITION I Fz
ELECTED OF'FICIALS' SALARIES.
PREVENTS PAY INCREASES DURING BUDGET DEFICIT YEARS.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

ELECTED OFFICIALS' SALARIES.
PREVENTS PAY INCREASES DURING BUDGET DEFICIT YEARS.
Encourages balanced state. budgets by preventing elected Members of the Legislature and
statewide constitutional officers, including the Govemor, from receiving pay raises in
years when the state is running a deficit.

Directs the Director of Finance to determine whether a given year is a deficit year.
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Prevents the Citizens Compensation Commission from increasing elected officials'
salaries in years when the state Special Fund for Economic Uncertainties is in the
negative by an amount equal to or greater than one percent of the General Fund.

Summary of Legislative Analyst's Estimate ofNet State and Local Government Fiscal
Impact:
Minor state savings related to elected state officials' salaries in some cases when the state
is expected to end the year with a budget defrcit.

League of California Cities Position: Support
California Stqte Association of Counties Position: Neutral
Metropolitan Transportation Commis sion position: None
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

CICAG AGENDA REPORT
}v4ay 14,2009

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and Approval of Resolution 09-21 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute a Funding Agreement with SamTrans for an amount not to exceed

$77,000 for Community-Based Transportation Planning Services, and review and
approval of Resolution}9-22 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a Funding
Agreement with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for an
amount not to exceed $60,000 for Community Based Transportation Planning
Services, and further authorizing the Executive Director to make minor changes to
said agreements upon consultation with signatory agencies. The final draft of the
agreement will be reviewed and approved by Legal Counsel as to form.

(For further information contact Jean Higaki at 599-1562)

RECOMMENDATION

Review and approve two Resolutions
1. Resolution 09-2I authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a Funding Agreement with the

San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) for an amount not to exceed $77,000 for
Community-Based Transportation Planning Services, and

2. Resolution 09-22 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a Funding Agreement with the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for an amount not to exceed $60,000
for Community Based Transportation Planning Services.

3. Further authorizing the Executive Director to make minor changes to said agreements

upon consultation with signatory agencies. The final draft of the agreement will be

reviewed and approved by Legal Counsel as to form.

FISCAL IMPACT

No more than $17,000 from CiCAG Congestion Relief funds. $60,000 will come from MTC.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Per attached agreements, the MTC Community Based Transportation Planning (CBTP) Program

will provide $60,000 in funds to prepare a CBTP. C/CAG will provide $17,000 in Congestion

Relief funds towards that effort.
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BACKGROUND/DIS CUSSION

In200I, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) implemented the Community
Based Transportation Planning (CBTP) Program to look at transportation needs in economically
disadvantaged communities (residents earning $25,000 or less/year). MTC identified several
"Communities of Concern" within San Mateo County, in parts of Daly City, South San Francisco
/ San Bruno, North San Mateo, and East Palo Alto / North Fair Oaks.

MTC developed a region wide planning document but delegated County level planning efforts to
the Congestion Management Agency (C/CAG) and the local transit operator (SamTrans). The
objectives of the County level CBTP are to utilize community outreach to identi$r, assess, and
develop strategies to bridge gaps in the transportation needs of these disadvantaged communities.
The CBTP is a planning tool, also designed to influence funding decisions of the MTC Lifeline
Transportation Program with the objectives to fund strategies developed in the CBTPs.

As the Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo, C/CAG was requested by MTC to
develop County level CBTPs for the Communities of Concern. C/CAG staff has requested the
assistance of SamTrans, in preparing a CBTP, based upon their successful development of two
previous CBTPs and their key role in bridging transit gaps identified by the CBTP process.
SamTrans staff has agreed to prepare a CBTP for North San Mateo for an amount not to exceed
$77,000. See Attachment A.

C/CAG functions as a Regional Transportation Planning agency and is qualified to accept
$60,000 in planning funds from MTC for this purpose. C/CAG will, in tum, fund SamTrans, for
their extensive outreach and planning efforts, but will require $17,000 in additional funds.

With the involvement of SamTrans, Community Based Transportation Plans for the Daly City
(Bayshore) and East Palo Alto areas have been completed. As a result of the East Palo Alto and
Daly City (Bayshore) CBTPs, both Cities received funds from the Low Income Flexible
Transportation Program (LIFT) and Lifeline Transportation Program, to fund the following
programs:

Llt("I m
Sponsor Project Description Amount

Funded
Duration

San Mateo Human
Service Agency

East Palo Shuttle and
Mobility Manager

Fixed Route &
Mobility Manager

s120,670 71U02 -
7nt04

Samtrans (San

Mateo County)
East Palo Alto Express
Jervice ixed Route $580,808

UU04-
r2l3U06

San Mateo Human
Service Agency

East Palo Shuttle and
Mobility Manager

Fixed Route &
Mobility Manager

$120,670 71U02 -
71U04
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Transportation 2

Samtrans (San
Mateo Countv)

9ast Palo Alto Route 280
Service Fixed Route $415,935

FY O9l10-FY
10/11

Dalv Citv Bavshore Shuttle Service Shuttle Service $368,929
FY O9lIO-FY

10/1 I

East Palo Alto
Youth Shuttle, Mobility
Manaser. Bus Shelters

Youth Shuttle,
Mobility
Manager, Bus
Shelters $418,847

FY O9l1O-FY
10/1 I

Funding for this program will be provided through MTC contingent upon approval of final
deliverables listed in the MTC agreement.

ATTACHMENTS

o Attachment Funding Agreement Between SamTrans and C/CAG
o Resolution 09-21
o Attachment Funding Agreement Between MTC and C/CAG
o Resolution09-22
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FUNDING AGREEMENT BETWEEN
SAN MATEO COUNTY TRÄNSIT DISTRICT ANI)

TIIE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
FOR COMMUNITY BASED TRANSPORTATION PLANNING SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into as of the _ day of _ ,2009, by and
between the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans), a public agency and the City/
Association of Governments (C/CAG), a public joint powers agency.

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) has implemented a
Community Based Transportation Planning Program to look at transportation needs in
economically disadvantaged communities, and

WHEREAS, MTC recognizes the need to consider this at the County level and wishes to
involve the C/CAG as the Congestion Management Agency and SamTrans as the local transit
operator, and

WHEREAS, C/CAG and SamTrans wishes to work with the City of San Mateo to
develop a Community Based Transportation ?lanning document for the City of San Mateo. and

V/HEREAS, SamTrans will provide the primary services for the Community Based
Transportation P lanning proj ect,

NOW. THEREFORE, the parties hereto agree as follows:

1. SCOPE OF SERVICES

SamTrans agrees to perform the tasks described in Attachment A, North San Mateo Community-
Based Transportation Plan Scope of Work (the "Services").

C/CAG will provide general support as necessary to assist SamTrans in these tasks.

2. TIME OF PERFORMANCE

Tlre services funded by this Agreement shall commence on or after l|ilay 20,2009 and shall be
completed by September 30, 2010, unless earlier terminated as hereinafter provided. Either
party may terminate the Agreement without cause by providing thirty (30) days advanced
written notice to the other.

3. FUNDING AND METHOD OF PAYMENT

a. C/CAG agrees to reimburse SamTrans up to $77,000 for its costs of funding the Services.
b. SamTrans shall submit billings, accompanied by the activity reports and by invoices

issued by consultants as proof that services were rendered and paid for by SamTrans.
Upon receipt and approval of the monthly invoice and its accompanying documentation,
C/CAG shall pay the amount claimed under this agreement within thirty (30) days of
receipt of the invoice

c. Subject only to duly executed amendments, it is expressly understood and agreed that in
no event will the total funding commitment under this agreement exceed the sum of

Page 1 of6
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$77,000, unless revised in writing by C/CAG.

4. AMENDMENTS

Any changes in the services to be performed under this Agreement shall be incorporated in
wriften amendments, which shall specifythe changes in.workperformed and any adjustments in
compensation and schedule. To be effective, any amendments must be executed by or on behalf
of C/CAG and the SamTrans. 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 when
made in writing and delivered or mailed to such party attheir respective addresses a follows:

To C/CAG: Attention: Richard Napier
CitylCounty Association of Governments
555 County Center, 5"'Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

To SamTrans: Attention: Corinne Goodrich
San Mateo County Transit District
1250 San Carlos Avenue
San Carlos, CA94907-l 506

6. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

C/CAG ar,d its employees, agents and consultants shall be deemed independent contractors of
SamTrans. Nothing herein shall be deemed to create any joint venture or partnership
arrangement between SamTrans and C/CAG.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Agreement
first written above.

CITY/COI]NTY AS SOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS

has been executed by the parties hereto the day and year

SAN MATEO COUNTY TRANSIT
DISTRICT

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair

Approved as to form:

Mike Scanlon, General Manager /CEO

SamTrans Attorney

Page 2 of 6
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Attachment A
North San Mateo Community-Based Transportation Plan

Scope of Work

The goal of MTC's Community-Based Planning Program is to advance the findings of two reports
completed for the 2001 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update. The Lifeline Transportation
Network Report (Lifeline) identified transit needs in economically disadvantaged communities
throughout the San Francisco Bay Area, and recommended community-based transportation planning
as a first step to address them. Likewise, the Environmental Justice Report for the 2001 RTP also
identified the need for MTC to support local planning efforts in low-income communities throughout
the region. To initiate the program, MTC adopted Community-based Transpoftation Planning
(CBTP) program guidelines in2002 to serve as a blueprint for implementation. MTC allocated
funding to complete an initial twenty-five plans in low income communities throughout the region as
indicated in the program guidelines. In April 2008, MTC authorized funding to complete an
additional eighteen CBTPs, including a plan for North San Mateo.

The CBTP program is a collaborative process involving residents of low-income and minority
communities, community based organizations that provide services within these communities, transit
operators, county Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) and MTC. Each planning process
involves a significant community outreach component to engage the direct participation of residents.
The outcome of the planning process is a community-based transportation plan that includes locally-
identified transportation needs, as well as solutions to address them. Solutions may include
expanding fixed-route transit, or other transportation services such as shuttles, bicycle options or
auto-oriented alternatives. In some cases, new capital improvements such as bus stops, benches,
shelters or other enhanced amenities may be identified. Funding opportunities are explored to
sr-rpport the solutions, and an outline for an action plan to implement them is developed.

Following the completion of the plans, results are forwarded to applicable transit agencies, CMAs,
MTC or other relevant boards for consideration in future planning, funding and implementation
discussions or proposals such as countywide expenditure plans, etc.

The North San Mateo CBTP is the third plan that will be funded under the MTC program in San
Mateo County. The CitylCounty Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG), as the
CMA for San Mateo County, has designated the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) as the
appropriate agency to lead this effort in the county. The District has created a draft work scope to
accomplish the following goals from a collaborative planning process.

TASK 1: CONFIRM ROLES, RESPONSIBILITIES AND LEVELS OF EFFORT TO
DELTVER THE PROJECT

Task 1.1: Project Budget and Schedule
C/CAG will engage SamTrans who shall prepare a budget and schedule to complete the tasks
associated with this planning project. C/CAG through the District will submit project budget and
schedule to MTC for its approval.

Final Schedule
Final Budget

Page 3 of6
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TASK 2: INITIATE COLLABORATIVE PLANNING PROCESS

Task 2.1: CBOs and Stakeholder Committee
Create a Resource List of community-based organizations (CBOs) and other agencies and
organizations that represent the interests of North San Mateo and request that the city council appoint
a Stakeholder Committee.

Task 2.2: Technical Advisory Committee
Establish a technical advisory committee (TAC) with representation from C/CAG, SamTrans, City of
San Mateo, the County Human Services Agency and Health Systems, San Mateo County public
officials andlor staff or other County agency staffas appropriate and the MTC to 1) review and
finalize work products prior to presentation to the stakeholders and 2) monitor the schedule and
completion of tasks and work products.

Deliverables: Memorandum #1 - Summarizing Stakeholder Committee, TAC membership
and CBO Resource List
Memorandu m #2 - Responsibi lities of Stakeholder Committee

TASK 3: SUMMARIZE TRANSIT GAPSÆXISTING CONDITIONS

Task 3.1: Review Study Area Boundaries and Demographics
Review and conftrm boundaries of the study areaand develop an Existing Conditions Report that
includes: a description of the projectarea; description of the planning area demographics; information
related to the existing transportation network; and information regarding recent or proposed economic
or housing development in the area.Data from Census 2000, City of San Mateo, ABAG, MTC and
other relevant sources will be considered.

Task 3.2: Summarize Transportation Gaps
Summarize the transportation gaps identified in the Lifeline Report, as well as other relevant plans
and previous communit¡r outreach efforts that identiff transportation gaps in the project area. Develop
a map of the project area.

Deliverables: Memorandum #3 - Existing Conditions Report

TASK 4: DEVELOP COMMUNITY OUTREACH STRATEGY

Task 4.1: Confirm Outreach Objectives and l)etermine Appropriate Strategies
Based on the transportation gaps identified in Task 3, meet with Stakeholder Committee and TAC to
confirm outreach objectives and determine appropriate outreach strategies to effectively obtain input
from and engage community members. Recommended strategies include but are not limited to:
hosting project-specific public meetings and workshops, attending regularly scheduled CBO meetings
to present project information and solicit feedback, attending public events based in the
neighborhoods, conducting focus groups and interviews, distributing surveys, and establishing
proj ect-related te lephone hotlines/websites.

Task 4.2: Develop Timeline
Develop timeline for the execution of the outreach.

Deliverables: Memorandum#4 - Outreach Strategy, including any additional CBOs to be

Page 4 of 6
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:ü.'.in"*:iäiff ^i"i:i:iå:",ïi:åi:iåî;"ï,il*îï'ä:'ïffii.';,meetings held, number of attendees, number of returned surveys, etc.), and a
timeline for outreach execution and completion.

TASK 5: COI\DUCT coMMuNrTY OUTREACH AND PRoPosE SoLUTroNs To
CLOSE GAPS

Task 5.1: Conduct Community Outreach Strategy
With support from project CBOs, TAC and Stakeholder Committee, execute the outreach campaign
utilizing strategies approved in Task 4. Manage community expectations by informing and educating
participants about the goals of the community-based transportation planning process. Facilitate
discussions with the goal of reaching consensus to prioritizethe gaps identified in Task 3 and any
additional gaps identified by the community.

Task 5.2: Propose Solutions to Close Transportation Gaps
Based on community input, propose solutions to close transportation gaps. Solutions may include
fixed-route options, shuttle services, guaranteed ride home programs, auto-oriented options, bicycle
alternatives, or in some cases, capital enhancements such as bus shelters, benches or other amenities.
Solutions may also relate to improving transportation information resources or educating community
residents about existing transportation options. As needed, provide information about solutions to
address community-identified needs that the community may not be familiar with or strategies that
rnay be successful in other communities.

Deliverables: Memorandum #5 - Summary of Outreach Methodologies including how
outreach was conducted and the level of participation.
Memorandum#6 - Findings of tl-re Outreach Process, providing a list of
community-prioritized gaps, and detailed descriptions of proposed solutions for
filling the gaps.

Task 6: FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED SOLUTIONS

Task 6.1: Develop evaluation criteria for determining the feasibility of proposed solutions and
implementation strategies determined through the outreach process.

In conjunction with the TAC, establish criteria for evaluating the feasibility of proposed solutions (i.e.
comrnunity support, cost effectiveness, potential funding availability, implementation constraints,
relationship to transportation gaps, etc.). Review potential solutions based on how well they meet the
agreed-upon criteria. Evaluate the implementation feasibility of the proposed viable solutions
including cost estimates, lead agency, potential funding sources, timelines, etc., and include any
operational, institutional or funding constraints (both public and private resources) that need to be
addressed to ensure successful implementation. Establish priority, such as high, medium or low for
gap-mitigation solutions. Educate stakeholders and the communþ about how new and innovative
solutions could meet the transportation needs they have identified.

Memorandum#6 - Summary of the feasibility of each proposed solution and
the recommended implementation strategies.

Page 5 of6
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Task 7: PREPARE DRAFT COMMUNITY-BASED TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Task 7.1: Prepare draft report comprising Community-Based Transportation Plan
The draft fìnal report will consolidate all technical memorandums and maps into one draft fînal
report. Comments received on technical memorandums and draft reports will be incorporated. The
draft final Community-Based Transportation Plan will contain the following elements:
L Summary description of project area, including geography, demographics, and maps from the

Existing Conditions Report
2. Summary of the community outreach process including all CBOs and outreach strategies

involved as well as the outreach results (i.e. numberþpe of events, attendance, number of
returned surveys, etc.)

3. List of community-prioritized transportation gaps
4. List of feasible, community-supported solutions to close gaps
5. Assessment of operation, institutional and funding constraints needed to be addressed
6. Cost estimates for each proposed solution
7. Outline for implementation action plan, including agency responsibilities
8. List of potential public and private funding sources to support solution irnplementation

The draft final report will be circulated to the TAC, all stakeholders, and all other interested parties
for review.

Deliverables: Memorandum#1 - DraftNorth San Mateo Community-Based
Transportation Plan

Task 8: PREPARE FINAL NORTH SAII MATEO COMMUNITY-BASED
TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Task 8.1: Prepare Final Community-Based Transportation PIan
The North San Mateo CBTP will be finalized by incorporating the final comments and suggestions
received regarding the draft plan.

Task 8.2: Present Final Community-Based Transportation Plan
Present the results of the final communþ-based transportation plan to stakeholders, transit agencies,
the C/CAG Board, and others up to a maximum of seven presentations.

Deliverables: Final North San Mateo Community-Based Transportation Plan, incorporating
the comments received during Task 7.

L:\CLIENT\C DEPTS\CCAG\2009\CCAG SamTrans San Mateo CBTP agreement2009 4-28-09.doc
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...*Pi9.l.YIt.9l].93;?t...
A RESOLUTION OF' THE BOARD OF'DIRECTORS OF TIIE CITY/COI]NTY ASSOCIATION

oF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MÄTEO COrrNTy (C/CAG) AUTrrORrZrNc THE C/CAG
CIIAIR TO EXECUTE AN ÄGREEMENT WITII TI{E SA¡I MATEO COI]NTY TRA}ISIT

DISTRICT (SAMTRANS) TOR AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $77,OOO FOR COMMUNITY-
BASED TRANSPORTATION PLANNING SERVICES, AND FURTHER AUTHORIZES TIIE
EXECUTTVE DIRECTOR TO MAKE MINOR CHANGES TO SAID AGREEMENT T]PON

CONSULTfllgIT-Y-'JHf-I-"-T*T9-TTÁGENC'"S.

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (CiCAG), that

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission has implemented the
Community Based Transportation Planning Program to look at transportation needs in
economically disadvantaged communities, and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission recognizes the need to
consider this at the County level and wishes to involve the Congestion Management Agency
(C/CAG) and the local transit operator (SamTrans), and

WHEREAS, C/CAG and SamTrans wishes to work with the City of San Mateo to
develop a Community Based Transportation Plan for the City of San Mateo, and

WHEREAS, SamTrans will provide the primary services for the Community Based
Transportation Planning efforts, and

\ryHEREAS, C/CAG will support SamTrans in this effort, and

WHEREAS, C/CAG wishes to contract with SamTrans for services to develop a
Community-based Transportation Planning document for the economically disadvantãged
communities located in the City of San Mateo,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Chair of the Board of Directors of
C/CAG execute an agreement with the San Mateo County
Transit ed $77,000 for Community-Based Transportation
Plannin Executive Director to make minor changeì to said
agreement upon consultation with signatory agencies. The final draft of the agreement will be
reviewed and approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel as to form.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 14 DAy OF,MAy 2009.

Thomas M. Kqsten, C/CAG Chair
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F'UNDING AGREEMENT

BETWEEN METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

AND THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF'GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO

COT]NTY X'OR PLANNING ASSISTANCE F'OR COMMUNITY.BASED

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into as of the XXthday of )OO(X 2009, by

and between the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (herein called "MTC"), a regional

transportation planning agency established pursuant to Califomia Government Code $ 66500 ef

seq., and the City'County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (herein called

"RECIPIENT").

WITNESSETH

V/HEREAS, MTC has adopted Resolution No. 3440 to establish program guidelines to

implement a Community-Based Transportation Planning Program (CBTP); and

WHEREAS, CBTP program guidelines serve as a blueprint for CBTP implementation;

and

WHEREAS, MTC will complete plans in all remaining communities identified in the

program guidelines; and

WHEREAS, RECIPIENT has agreed to participate in the CBTP program by creating a

Community-Based Transportation Plan for North San Mateo ("the Project"); and

WHEREAS, MTC has agreed to provide funding for this planning efÊort with State Transit

Assistance (STA) Regional Discretionary funds, and has progammed STA funds in FY 2007-2008 to

fundthis program;

NO'W, THEREFORE, the parties hereto agree as follows:

1. SCOPE OF WORK

RECIPIENT agrees to perform, or engage a consultant to perform, the Project activities

described in Attachment A, Scope of Work, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this

reference as though set forth in full. RECIPIENT agrees, in addition, to provide all necessary

staff support to deliver the activities in Attachment A.
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2. TIME OF PERFORMANCE

The activities funded by this Agreement shall commence on or after XXX, 2009 and

RECIPIENT shall complete them by September 30,2010, unless earlier terminated as hereinafter

provided.

3. FUNDING AND METHOD OF PAYMENT

A. MTC agrees to provide RECIPIENT up to sixty thousand dollars ($60,000) from

STA funds for the purpose of funding the Project described in Attachment A.

B. Payment to RECIPIENT shall be due upon acceptance of the project deliverables

and/or milestones detailed in Attachment A, as set out in Attachment B, Project Budget and Schedule.

C. Payment shall be made within thirly (30) days after receipt by MTC of an acceptable

invoice, which shall be subject to the review and approval of MTC's Project Manager. RECIPIENT

shall deliver or mail invoice to MTC, as follows:

Accounting Department
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
101 -- 8th Street

Oakland, CA94607-4700

D. Subject only to duly executed amendments, it is expressly understood and agreed

that in no event will the total compensation to be paid under this Agreement exceed the sum of

sixty thousand dollars ($60,000).

4. AMENDMENTS

Any changes in the activities to be performed under this Agreement shall be incorporated

in written amendments, which shall specify the changes in work performed and any adjustments

in compensation and schedule. All amendments shall be executed by the MTC Executive

Director or a designated representative and RECIPIENT. No claim for additional compensation

or extension of time shall be recognized unless contained in a duly executed amendment.

5. TERMINATION

MTC may terminate this Agreement without cause upon ten (10) days prior written

notice. If MTC terminates this Agreement without cause, RECIPIENT will be entitled to
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payment for costs incurred for incomplete deliverables, up to the maximum amount payable for

each deliverable. If RECIPIENT fails to perform as specifled in this Agreement, MTC may

terminate this Agreement for cause by written notice and RECIPIENT will be entitled only to

costs incurred for work product acceptable to MTC, not to exceed the maximum amount payable

under this Agreement for such work product.

6. RECORDS AND AUDITS

RECIPIENT shall retain all documents, working papers, records, accounts and other

materials relating to its perforrnance under this Agreement for four years following the fiscal

year of the last expenditure under this Agreement, and MTC and its authorized representatives

may inspect and audit such records during that period of time.

7. MEETINGS

RECIPIENT agrees to invite MTC to participate in all meetings held in connection with

this project, including public meetings and project stakeholder meetings.

8. IDENTIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS

RECIPIENT will ensr¡re that all documents related to the project including meeting notices

and reports state that the project is funded by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission.

9. NOTICES

Except for invoices submitted by CONSULTANT pursuant to Article 3, all notices or

other communications to either party by the other shall be deemed given when made in writing

and delivered, mailed, emailed, or faxed to such party at their respective addresses as follows:

To MTC: Attention: Therese Trivedi
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
101 Eighth Street
Oakland, CA94607-4700
Email : ttrivedi@mtc.ca. qov
Fax: 510.817-5848
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To RECIPIENT Attention: Jean Higaki

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo
County
555 County Center, 5ú Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063
Email : jhi gaki@co. sanmateo.ca,us
Fax: (650) 361-8227

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement has been executed by the parties hereto as of

the day and year first written above.

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
COMMISSION GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO

coLrNTY (C/CAG)

Steve Heminger, Executive Director Thomas M. Kasten, Chair C/CAG

JICONTRACT\Contracts-New\CON 08-O9\Funding Agmts\CBTPs\NSanMateoCBTP doc
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ATTACHMENT A
COMMUNITY-BASED TRANSPORTATION PLAN

NORTH SAN MATEO
SCOPE OF WORK

BACKGROUND

The goal of MTC's Community-Based Planning Program is to advance the findings of two
reports completed for the 2001 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update. The Lifeline
Transportation Network Report (Lifeline) identified transit needs in economically disadvantaged
communities throughout the San Francisco Bay Area, and recommended community-based
transportation planning as a first step to address them. Likewise, the Environmental Justice
Report for the 2001 RTP also identified the need for MTC to support local planning efforts in
low-income communities throughout the region. To initiate the program, MTC adopted
Community-based Transportation Planning (CBTP) program guidelines in2002 to serve as a
blueprint for implementation. MTC allocated funding to complete an initial twenty-five plans in
low income communities throughout the region as indicated in the program guidelines. In April
2008, MTC authorized funding to complete an additional eighteen CBTPs, including a plan for
North San Mateo.

The CBTP program is a collaborative process involving residents of low-income and minority
communities, community based organizations that provide services within these communities,
transit operators, county Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) and MTC. Each planning
process involves a significant community outreach component to engage the direct participation
of residents. The outcome of the planning process is a community-based transportation plan that
includes locally-identified transportation needs, as well as solutions to address them. Solutions
may include expanding fixed-route transit, or other transportation services such as shuttles,
bicycle options or auto-oriented alternatives. In some cases, new capital improvements such as

bus stops, benches, shelters or other enhanced amenities may be identifred. Funding
opportunities are explored to support the solutions, and an outline for an action plan to
implement them is developed.

Following the completion of the plans, results are forwarded to applicable transit agencies,
CMAs, MTC or other relevant boards for consideration in future planning, funding and
implementation discussions or proposals such as countywide expenditure plans, etc.

Task 1: Proiect Budeet and Schedule
RECIPIENT will engage SamTrans for all or part of the tasks associated with the project.
RECIPIENT, through SamTrans, will submit project budget and schedule to MTC for approval.

Deliverable #1: Final Project Budget and Schedule

RECIPIENT, through SamTrans, shall perform the following Project activities:
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Task 2 - Initiate Collaborative Plannine Process
Establish community-based project stakeholders: Identify community based organizations or
agencies that represent the interests of residents in North San Mateo to participate in the planning
process. Community-Based Organizations (CBOs) participating in the project should support and
reflect the ethnic and demographic makeup of the residents in the project area. In addition to
local CBOs, the Stakeholder Committee will likely include residents of the area, local business
representatives, RECIPIENT, representatives from local schools, San Mateo County public
officials and/or staff, or other County agency staff as appropriate (i.e., Department of Social
Services).

Establish a technical advisory committee (TAC): a TAC will also be facilitated for the project, and

will consist of representation from RECIPIENT, SamTrans, City of San Mateo, County Social
Services, and MTC to 1) review and finalize work products prior to presentation to the stakeholders

and2) monitor the schedule and completion of tasks and work products.

Deliverable #2: Memorandum summarizing participants on the Stakeholder Committee,
including identification of CBOs representing all relevant groups to be consulted during the
outreach process, and the TAC.

Task 3: Summarize transit gaps in North San Mateo
Review and confirm boundaries of the community based on the North San Mateo community of
concern boundaries and input from the community. Provide a description of the project area,

including residential demographics (auto ownership, racelethnicity, gender, age, income status,

etc.), information related to the existing transportation network, and information regarding recent
or proposed economic or housing development in the area. Summarize the transportation gaps

identified in the Lifeline Transportation Network Report, as well as other relevant plans that
identify transportation gaps in the project area.

Deliverable #3: Memorandum describing 1) the project area (demographics, existing
transportation network and approved, proposed or planned development) and 2) transportation
gaps from the Lifeline Transportation Network Report and other relevant plans covering the
project arca. Amap of the project area will be included with the Memorandum.

Task 4: Establish community outreach strategy
Based on the transportation gaps identified in Task 3, meet with stakeholders to confirm outreach
objectives and determine appropriate outreach strategies to effectively obtain input from
community members. Strategies may include, but are not limited to, hosting project-specific
public meetings and workshops, attending regularly scheduled CBO meetings to present project
information and solicit feedback, attending public events based in the area, conducting focus
groups and interviews, distributing surveys, and establishing project-related telephone
hotlines/websites. More than one strategy may be implemented to effectively reach residents

within the communities. Review proposed strategies with st¿keholders and facilitate consensus

on proposed approach. Develop schedule to execute outreach plan.
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Deliverable #4: Memorandum #4 detailingany additional CBOs to be consulted during the
outreach process not previously identihed in Task 2, outreach strategies and measures to
determine participation (i.e. number of meetings held, number of attendees, number of returned
surveys, etc.), and a timeline for outreach execution and completion.

gaps. Propose solutions to close gaps.

Execute community outreach campaign utilizing strategies approved in Task 4. Manage
community expectations by informing and educating participants about the goals of the
community-based transportation planning process. Facilitate discussions with the goal of
reaching consensus to prioritize the gaps identified in Task 3 and any additional gaps identified
by the community. Gather input from community members on solutions to mitigate gaps.

Solutions may include fixed-route options, shuttle services, guaranteed ride home programs,
auto-oriented options, bicycle alternatives, or in some cases, capital enhancements such as bus

shelters, benches or other amenities. Solutions may also relate to improving transportation
information resources or educating community residents about existing transportation options.
As needed, provide information about solutions to address community-identified needs that the

community may not be familiar with or strategies thatmay be successful in other communities.
Establish priority, such as high, medium or low for gap-mitigation solutions.

Deliverable #5a: Memorandum summarizing 1) outreach process (strategies, level of
community participation); 2) list of community-prioritized gaps; and 3) description of proposed

solutions for filling the gaps.

Deliverable #5b: Provide a list containing names and mailing addresses of both CBOs and

residents that participated in the outreach piocess for use in future transportation-related outreach

efforts.

implementation strategies
In conjunction with the stakeholder group, establish criteria for evaluating the feasibility of
proposed solutions (i.e., cost effectiveness, potential funding availability, reasonableness of
implementation schedule, etc.). Facilitate consensus among stakeholders on the evaluation

criteria. Review potential solutions based on how well they meet the agreed-upon criteria.
Document solutions that do not meet the criteria, indicating why they will not advance for further

analysis. Evaluate the implementation feasibility of the proposed viable solutions including cost

estimates, lead agency, potential funding sources, timelines, etc., and include any operational,

institutional or funding constraints (both public and private resources) that need to be addressed

to ensure successful implementation. Educate stakeholders and the community about how new

and innovative solutions could meet the transportation needs they have identified.

Deliverable #6: Memorandum summarizing the feasibility of each proposed solution based on

agreed-upon criteria. Recommend implementation strategies based on these factors.

Task 7: Prepare Final Communitv-based Transportation Plan
Prepare report comprising final Community-based Transportation Plan.
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Deliverable #7: The Final Report will consolidate all technical memorandums and maps into
one draft final report. Comments received on technical memorandums and draft reports will be
incorporated. The final Community-based Transportation Plan will contain the following
elements:

o Planning arcadescription, demographics and map
. Summary of the community outreach process including all CBOs and outreach strategies

involved as well as the outreach results (i.e., number/type of events, attendance, number
of returned surveys, etc.)

o List of amendments to the Lifeline Transit Network as appropriate
o List of community-prioritized transportation gaps
o List of feasible, community-supported solutions to close gaps
o Assessment of operational, institutional and funding constraints needed to be addressed in

order to ensure successful implementation
o Cost estimates for each proposed solution
o Outline for implementation action plan, including agency responsibilities
o List of potential public and private funding sources to support solution implementation.

The RECIPIENT, through SamTrans, will provide one unbound original and electronic copy of
the final report to both the C/CAG Board and MTC.

Present the results of the final community-based transportation plan to stakeholders, SamTrans,
City/County Association of Govemments of San Mateo County, and others, up to a maximum of
seven presentations.

Milestone: Dissemination of results of CBTP.
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Attachment B
Project Budget and Schedule

Task
#

Task Description Task Deliverable/
Milestone

Estimated
Completion

Date

Estimated
Amount

I Project Budget & Schedule Final Project Budget &
Schedule

June 2009 $1,062

2 Initiate Collaborative
Planning Process

Memo summarizing
Stakeholder
participants

Aug 2009 s2,614

a
J Summarize Transit Gaps in

North San Mateo
Memo describing 1)

project areaand2)
transportation gaps in
Lifeline and other
plans. Include map

September
2009

sr5,772

4 Establish Community
Outreach Strategy

Memo #4 detailing
additional CBOs
consulted, outreach
strategies and measures
and timeline for
outreach execution and
completion

October
2009

$6,582

5a

5b

Conduct Community
Outreach to Prioritize
Community Identified
Transportation Gaps.
Propose Solutions to Close
Gaps

List containing names and
mailing addresses of both
CBOs and residents that
participated in the outreach
DTOCESS

Memo summarizing 1)
outreach process, 2)
list of community
prioritized gaps, and 3)
description of proposed
solutions

List with names and
mailing addresses

March
2010

s27,075

6 Evaluate Feasibility of
Implementing Proposed
Solutions and Recommend
Implementation Strategies

Memo summarizing
the feasibility of
proposed solution
based on set criteria.
Document
recommended
implementation
strategies.

April2010 $8,391

7 Prepare Final Community
Based Transportation Plan

Final report containing
all required elements

July 2010 $8,568
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8 Present Final Community
B ased Transportation Plan
Results

September
20t0

Total $76,687
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PROJECT TITLE: North San Mateo CBTP
Amount Approval by ED or

Committee (speciff)
Committee Approval
Date Attach most recent
Committee memo

Original contract

Amend #l
Amend #2

Project Manager:

Section Director:

Contract
Administration:

IT Review:

Office of the General
Counsel:

Deputy
Executive Director:

Depufy
Executive Director:

Finance Section:

Therese Trivedi

Admin

SOLE SOURCE:

Yes ! No ! N/A n/
J:\CONTRACT\Contracts-New\CON 08-09\Funding Agmts\CBTPs\FIealdsburgCBTP.doc

REVIEW LIST

Doug Kimsey

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

Denise Rodriguesl

Teri Green2/Valerie Campbell3

Melanie J. Morgan/Cynthia Segal

Therese McMillan4/Andrew Fremier5

Ann Flemer6

Brian Mayhew

Return to Contract Administrqtion

I Includes DBE review for all federally-funded contracts.
2 IT review for information technology projects affecting MTC's network and computers.
3 IT review for information technology projects affecting BATA's network and computers.
4 Reviews contracts from Planning, Programming & Allocations, and Legislation & Public Affairs.
5 Reviews contracts from Bridge Oversight & Operations and other BATA-funded contracts.

Ïúooirig Sãurce7 
-

Coding/Budget

6 Reviews all contracts from all sections,
-239-



-240-



RESOLUTION 09-22

**********************************

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF'DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVER¡IMENTS OF',SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)

AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE A FUNDING AGREEMENT
wrrH THE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATTON COMMTSSTON (MTC) FOR AN

AMOI]NT NOT TO EXCEED $60,000 FOR COMMIINTTY BASED
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING SERVICES, AND FURTHER AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO MAKE MINOR CHANGES TO SAID AGREEMENTS

UPON CONSULTATION WITH SIGNATORY AGENCIES

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

\üHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) has implemented the
Community Based Transportation Planning Program to identifu transportation needs in
economically disadvantaged communities, and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission recognizes the need to
consider this at the County level and wishes to involve the Congestion Management Agency
(CiCAG), and

WHEREAS, C/CAG and MTC wish to work with the City of San Mateo to develop a
Community Based Transportation Plan for the City of San Mateo, and

WHEREAS, MTC will provide $60,000 to C/CAG to prepare a Community Based
Transportation Planning pilot project as per the attached agreement.

NO\il, THEREFORE,
C/CAG is hereby authorized

IT RESOLVED that the Chair of the Board of Directors of
directed to execute an agreement with the Metropolitan

BE
and

Transportation Commission for an amount not to exceed $60,000 for Community-Based
Transportation Planning Services, and further authorizes the Executive Director to make minor
changes to said agreement upon consultation with signatory agencies. The final draft of the
agreement will be reviewed and approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel as to form.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 14rh DAy OF MAy 2009.

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: Itl.fay 14,2009

TO: C/CAGBoard ofDirectors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG

Subject: Direction on Priorities for C/CAG's Continuing Efforts to Address the Housing
Supply Shortfall Identified in C/CAG's Housing Needs Study

(For further information or response to questions, contact Richard Napier at 650-599 -1420)

Recommendation:

Review and provide direction to staffon priorities for C/CAG's continuing efforts to address the
housing supply shortfall identified in C/CAG's Housing Needs Study (2006).

Fiscal Impact:

This is a study session item, therefore there is no direct fiscal impact. Specific projects and/or
programs to implement Board direction will be included in the Budget for FY 2009-10.

Background/ Discussion :

C/CAG published the2006 Housing Needs Study as an update of its 1997 study. C/CAGthen
sponsored production and distribution of an attractive booklet and slideshow presentation that
reached approximately 1,000 opinion leaders throughout the county. Following these activities,
the Board asked staffto report back with suggestions for possible "next step" activities,
appropriate to C/CAG's role and mission, to address the identified housing shortfall.

Attachment A summarizes C/CAG's leadership in housing-related activities over the past twelve
years and presents potential "next step" projects, for the Board's consideration. The chart is
organrzed into four themes: policy leadership, promotion of housing in transit corridor, cost-
effective responses to State regulatory mandates, and local funding to meeting housing goals.

In a closely related matter, the staffand Technical Advisory Committee of the 21 Elements
project (i.e., the C/CAG sponsored countywide housing element update project) are planning the
next project phase, which will focus on housing element implementation. Attachment B, the
TAC's ranked list of potential Phase 3 activities, is provided to give the Board additional context.

Attachments:

A) C/CAG Housing Activities-Progress to Date & Potential Next Steps (2 pages)
B) 2l Elements TAC evaluation of Potential Activities for Phase 3 Scope of V/ork (3 pages)

ITEM 5.3
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Program
Components

Progress to date

Policy Leadership
Develop and
promote consensus
among member
jurisdictions on land-
use policy related to
housing-
transportation nexus

Co-sponsored writing and distribution of popular summary of
SamTrans' Station Area Infill Feasibility Study (2008)

C o - sponsored writing and di stribution of p op ularized Housing
Needs Study booklet (2007)

Updated Housing Needs Study (2006)

Participate in collaborations to plan and implement housing &
land-use solutions: HOPE, Grand Boulevard Initiative, Bay
Area FOCUS, Countywide Housing Strategy Project

Completed first comprehensive Housing Needs Study (1996)

Promotion of TOI)
Housing in Transit
Corridor
Promote mixed-use
infill housing in
transit corridor,
especially in station
areas and on El
Camino Real

. 4thround of TOD Housing Incentive Program (2008)

. Added El Camino Real as eligible area for TODHIP (2008)

. Helped members sieze FOCUS/PDA opportunities, including
$500,000 MTC planning grant forNorth Fair Oaks (2007-08)

. Submitted joint application to FOCUS for priority development
area (PDA) for El Camino Coridor Q007)

' Coridor Planning Grants (2005)
I Began TODHIP (2001)

Cost-Effective
Response to State
Regulatory
Mandates

Help members
agencies fulfiIl State
planning & reporting
mandates with lower
local cost and higher
local benefit

r Sponsored"Zl Elements" housing element update project
(2008-0e)

. Convened and sponsored "SubRHNA", Housing Needs
Allocation Subregion (2006-08)

. Supported State legislation to allow local jurisdictions to form
subregion for housing allocation (2005)

. With County, compiled countywide housing statistics for
housing element updates (2003)

. Compiled and organizedkey housing-policy information into
Countywide Transportation Plan (200 1)

Local Funding to
Meet Housing Goals

Develop revenue
sources to help
members meet
housing goals

Supported State legislation to enable local enactment of a
document recording fee dedicated to housing (2007)
Included preliminary analysis for commercial development
linkage fee in Housing Needs Study (2006)

Supported State legislation to allow jurisdictions to pool
housing funds from redevelopment areas (2003)

C/CAG Housine Activities

Attachment A

Prosress to I)ate throueh nf 2008-2009

Attch A-CCAG Housing Activities
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Attachment A

C/CAG Housins Activities Potential Next Stens for FY 2009-2010

Program
Components

Continuing Projects
Recommended

Potential New Initiatives

Policy Leadership

Develop and
promote consensus
among member
jurisdictions on land-
use policy related to
housing-
transportation nexus

. Update Countywide
Transportation Plan,
including housing-related
policies

. Continue to participate in
housing collaboratives :

Grand Boulevard, HOPE,
Countywide Housing
Solutions Network

. Co-sponsorcity-hosted
civic engagement
"community conversations"

. Conduct a countywide
"Article 34 election" (if
confirmed as feasible) so all
affordable units can count
toward redevelopment area
production requirements

Prornotion of TOD
Ilousing in Transit
Corridor
Promote mixed-use
infill housing in
transit corridor,
especially in station
areas and on El
Camino Real

. Complete TODHIP 4ú
round

. Continue to make more
Corridor Planning grants
if/as applications arrive

. Assemble composite GIS
layer of all housing sites
identified in housing
elements, most of which
a¡e in transit corridor (see

21 Elements Phase below

. Co-sponsor Grand
Boulevard Economic and
Housing Opportunity Study
(ECHo)

. Publicize benefits of Grand
Boulevard for housing

. Assemble composite GIS
layer of all housing sites
identified in housing
elements, most of which are
in transit corridor

Cost-Effective
Response to State
Regulatory
Mandates
Help members
agencies fulfill State
planning & reporting
mandates with lower
local cost and higher
local benefit

Complete 2l Elements
Phase 2 

-heIp 
members

update housing elements

Sponsor 21 Elements
Phase 3-help members
begin to implement
programs their housing
elements have in common

' Build composite GIS layer
of all "transit priority
project" sites, as defined in
SB 375, to help corridor
jurisdictions implement new
requirements

. 2l Elements Phase 3 new
projects: example: work
together on newly required
"Climate Action Plans"

Local Funding to
Meet Housing Goals

Develop revenue
sources to help
members meet
housing goals

. Work closely with
legislative committees of
County and IIEART to
draft a model ordinance
each jurisdiction could
customize and opt into

Help secure a new State
dedicated source (AB 500)
and assure it meshes well
with existing countywide
and local programs and
structures.

Attch A-CCAG Housing Activities
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Attachment B

21 Elements Project

Technical Advisory Committee

PotentialActivities for Phase lll Scope of Work

4t24t09

2l Elements Project-Phase definitions

Phase l: SubRHNA - cooperating to improve the Regional Housing Needs Allocation
process (2006 - 2008)

Phase ll: Housing Element Update Kit - cooperating to streamline the Housing Element
preparation process (2007 - 2009)

Phase lll: Housing Element lmplementation - cooperating to streamline implementation of
Action Plans in Housing Elements (2009 - )

Potential Phase lll Proiects

The following menu presents projects that directly or indirectly efend and build upon the
successful collaboration of all C/CAG member jurisdictions on housing-related planning, dubbed
the 21 Elements project. As with earlier phases, the goal of all potential projects is to furnish
opportunities for member jurisdictions to cooperate to save time and enhance quality by
sharing best practices, and to save money by aggrcgating common tasks.

The 21 Elements project sponsors (C/CAG, and San Mateo County Department of Housing) are
committed to supporting this long-term collaborative effort on dual tracks-policy work and
technical work co-evolving as staff implements policy and policy-makers are apprised of best
practices and workable alternatives by staff. Therefore, the following list of candidate activities for
the scope of work for 21 Elements Phase lll is sorted roughly into technical and policy categories,
although of course each item is really a combination of the two.

Attch B-21 Elements TAC Phase lll Menu

,Scopin$,,21, Elements,,Phase, lll,- Potential,:Projects

Tally Legend
3 WillCo-Lead
2 Very Valuable
1 Valuable
0 Not Valuable

2 AVè

This activity will be
done regardless, so
it was not included in
the polling.

gITêchñical, I m plementation, ActiVÍties

1 Maintain 2l Elements website and related resources. Keep the
project website available and usefulto TAC and pubic:

a. Post allcompleted Housing Elements

b. Compile and post database of all Housing Action Plans (i.e.,
list of policies and programs) as jurisdictions complete
housing elements

c. Maintain capability for both internal CIAC) and external
(community organizations) to have material posted for
mutual edification

d. Compile and post Housing Action Plan annual reports to
HGD as they become available as public documents

-247 -

1of 3



Attachment B

Attch B-21 Elements TAC Phase lll Menu

2a Continue 2l Elements Technical Advisory Gommittee meetings
during housing element implementation. The TAC can meet
periodically to coordinate working groups on selected housing
element implementation projects, including, at least bi-monthly
facilitated steering committee meetings, and in addition some of the
following activities

This activity will be
done regardless, so
it was not included in
the polling, but sub-
topics were tallied.

1.9

1.8

3 2.2

0 2 11 1 1.9

0210 1

0 012 3

0 5 6 2 1.8

0110 21.3

0111 32.1

0 213 01.8

0 s 5 3 1.8

0 6 5 3 1.8

2b Provide models for second units (and illegal 2nd unites) that
jurisdictions can use for expedited approval

2c S82 requirement implementation (related to emergency shelters &
supportive housing)-be less fragmented and more cooperative.

2d Conduct an Aging Friendly San Mateo project to make sure our
communities will be good places to grow old.

2e Conduct Building a Sustainable San Mateo Project

i. Develop options for green landscaping requirements

¡¡. Coordinate efforts on green building requirements

¡¡¡. Study and implement appropriate parts of green parking lots
and streets standards from San Mateo Water pollution
Prevention Program

iv. Climate change action plan

2Í Research jurisdiction-specific parking use patterns and facilitate
conversations about appropriate standards

2g Host lectures and networking events for entry/mid level staff (maybe
ASCP continuing education credit) elected/appointed officials

3 Streamline required annual progress reports related to housing
elements, both housing production and program implementation.

4 Gompile and maintain a countywide,,affordable housing
preservation database" that tracks potential expiration of existing
affordable housing, including locally-administered BMR units. This
required utility is almost as easy to do for alljurisdictions together as
for each jurisdiction alone, since a 70% complete solutions exists
already and new unit production is slow.

5 Create countywide GIS layer showing the boundary of the
transit priority project area defined in SB 375. This saves work
by doing tasks once that will otherwise need to be done separately
by each of the 12 jurisdictions that include portions of the Transit
Corridor Area, to efficiently incorporate requirements of SB 375 into
local practice.

6 Create a countywide GIS composite layer of housing sites
identified in housing elements for each jurisdiction. This can be
used locally for various planning and reporting purposes, and will
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Attachment B

B-21 Elements TAC Phase lll Menu

-249_

facilitate countywide policy and planning as a composite. lt would
also directly assist developers interested in housing and mixed-use
opportunities.

Greate a countywide database to streamline compliance with
AB 997, which requires each redevelopment agency to create a
web-accessible database of all deed-restricted housing that
received an redevelopment agency funding. Half of jurisdictions
have this regulatory obligation, but few have the capacity to do it, or
do it well.

077 01.5

Policy :Development,Activities 0 ! 2 3&
0011 32.2

028 42.1

049 22.0

0 4 8 22.0

o 212 11.9

Begin work now to be ready to propose legislation to allow a
countywide housing elementlot the next planning cycle
(RHNA-s) that would streamline compliance with generic/common
requirements and action program components, while supporting
local customization to preserve local control.

Advance State legislat¡on that will allow localjurisdictions to
count affordable housing generated through existing local
inclusionary ordinances toward their RHNA allocations for
affordable housing in the next planning cycle. This is currently not
allowed by State HCD. lt was a high-priority projectforPhase ll, but
proved to be out of reach politically at the State level.

Streamline monitoring of existing BMR units for compliance
with deed restrictions. Two-thirds of jurisdictions have this
regulatory obligation, but few have the capacity to do it as
thoroughly as they would prefer.

Develop an opt-in ordinance that each jurisdiction could
customize to generate a locally appropriate dedicated source of
funds for implementation of countuilide affordable housinq
and supportive housinq qoals included in many housing element
action plans. Do this in collaboration with the legislative committees
of HEART and County.

Gonduct a countywide Article 34 election. Under current
interpretation and practice only one-half of the units in any publicly-
assisted affordable housing complex built in a redevelopment area
count toward the RDA's 15% inclusionary housing requirement
unless the jurisdiction gain voter approval in what is called an
"Article 34 election." Redwood City has asked that we explore the
legal and political feasibility to doing a countywide Article 34 election
that would fulfill the legal requirement without diminishing any local
jurisdiction's final control over zoning or project approval.

Attch 3of3
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

DATE: iÙl4ay 14,2009

TO: City/County Association of Govemments Board of Directors

FROM: Richard Napier, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Review and approval of Resolution 09-29 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
enter into a funding agreement with the San Francisco International
Airport (SFO) for the Hydrogen Station for a maximum amount of
$200,000 and further authorizing the C/CAG Executive Director to
negotiate the details of the agreement.

RECOMMEITIDATION:

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution}9-29 authorizing the C/CAG
Chair to enter into a funding agreement with the San Francisco International Airport
(SFO) for the Hydrogen Station for a maximum amount of $200,000 and further
authorizing the C/CAG Executive Director to negotiate the details of the agreement.

FISCAL IMPACT:

There will be a $200,000 fiscal impact upon the 481546 funds.

SOI]RCE OF FI]NDS:

Funding to support this agreement will be derived from the proceeds of a fee onmotor
vehicles registered in San Mateo County, as authorized under California Government
Code Section 65089.11 seq. (alias AB 1546).

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION :

On April 20,2004, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order 5-7-04
calling for the development of the Califomia Hydrogen Highway Blueprint Plan. On the
same day, he designated the University of California-Davis' hydrogen station as Station
#1 of the California Hydrogen Highway Network (CA H2 Net). The CAIJ} Net is a
State initiative to promote the use of hydrogen as a means of diversifying our sources of
transportation energy used while ensuring environmental and economic benefits.

-25r-
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On March 10, 2005 the C/CAG Board approved Resolution 05-08 adopting a fee and the
programs that can be funded with the proceeds of the feel. One of those programs is the
maintenance and operation of up to four hydrogen and./or other clean fuel shuttle vehicles
and related infrastructure. To provide infrastructure support for this program, C/CAG
developed the San Mateo Hydrogen Highway as a countywide approach to implementing
the CA H2 Net in San Mateo County.

C/CAG previously entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with SFO to
jointly develop a fueling station. The original hydrogen progr¿Im identified 3 locations
(Menlo Park, San Carlos, and SFO) as potential locations for hydrogen fueling stations.
The Menlo Park facility was eliminated. The San Carlos facility was in conjunction with
PG&E and received a State award for funding, however, PG&E later decided not to carry
out contracts and cancelled the San Carlos station. C/CAG has been working for several
years in pursuing grants for a hydrogen and hydrogen blend fueling station. Given the
large number of hydrogen and hydrogen blend shuttles used at SFO, this is an excellent
high profile site. C/CAG has in the past promised $200,000 in matching funds to support
a station at SFO. SFO parbrered with C/CAG, Linde, and Hythane to submit a proposal
to the Califomia Air Resources Board (CARB) for funding for a fueling station. CARB
has announced that this proposal will be funded for a total of $1.7 million. Therefore, at
this time it is recommended that C/CAG make a commitment to provide $200,000 in
funding. The funds will be derived from the 4B1546 progr¿rm. Even with the $200,000
C/CAG will have spent significantly less funds than originally planned, therefore there is
no budget issue.

As a result of this effort, C/CAG in the future will have a hydrogen fueling station in San
Mateo County. There will be an air quality benefit from the shuttles that will be able to
operate on hydrogen at SFO. If the Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) vehicles turn out to
be successful, then C/CAG will have the capacity to convert some of the shuttles
currently in operation to CNG blend vehicles.

The concept of developing a San Francisco International Airport (SFO) H2 Station as

part of the San Mateo County Hydrogen Highway is due to increasing interest in clean air
vehicles byboth C/CAG and SFO. The limited availability ofH2 dedicated vehicles and
the number of CNG vehicles already operating out of SFO has led the station to expand
its fuel offering to provide an H2/CNG blended fuel (Hythane) in addition to H2
dispensing. C/CAG has pledged to provide $200,000 in local match funding to support
the SFO H2t[ythane Station project, funds are anticipated to come from motor vehicle
registration fees in San Mateo as described in AB 1546.

On April 6,2009 the CARB awarded a $1.7 million grant to San Francisco Intemational
Airport and its partners (including C/CAG) to develop the SFO project. Additional
funding will come from other project partners.

1 ¡g tS+6, adopted by the California Legislature and signed into law by Govemor Schwarzenegger as California Code

Section 65089.I I et. Seq. authorized C/CAG to adopt a four-dolla¡ fee on motor vehjcles registered in San Mateo
County. These funds are to be used to support congestion management and storm water pollution prevention programs.
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The concept for the SFO H2lHythane Station is to provide fueling capacity for both
dedicated H2 and Hythane-powered vehicles. The H2lHythane station will be symbiotic
with the existing CNG fueling station operated by Trillium USA. The H2ÆIythane
station willbe co-located on the same site with the existing CNG station to take
advantage of synergies in operation; however, separate storage, compression, blending
and dispensing equipment will comprise the bulk of the H2lHythane station. This will be
the first known use of a CNG-hydrogen blend in sustained transportation service in
Northern California.

With the availabilþ of both H2 andHlhane at the SFO station, C/CAG will have
sufficient fueling support for the current Ford H2ICE Shuttle (should the demonshation
be extended another year) and an additional 14- 26 minibuses to be powered by Hythane
fuel (a blend of 80% CNG and 20% hydrogen). The Hythane powered minibuses could
be used to support the various existing and future C/CAG sponsored shuttle routes in the
north and central areas of the County.

The agreement shall be in a form approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel.

ATTACIIMENTS

o SFO H2lEythane Station Project Summary
o Resolution09-29
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ETS
ENVIRONMENTAL TRANSPORTATION SOLUTIONS

San Mateo Gounty H2 Highway

SFO H2lHythane Station
Project Summary

On April 20,2004, Govemor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order 5-7-04 calling for the development of
the Califomia Hydrogen Highway Blueprint Plan. On the same day, he designated the University of Califomia-
Davis' hydrogen station as Station #1 of the California Hydrogen Highway Network (CA H2 Net). The CA H2 Net
is a State initiative to promote the use of hydrogen as a mean¡i of diversiffing our sorrces sf ¡ansportation energy
used while ensuring environmental and economic benefits.

On March 10, 2005 the C/CAG Board approved Resolution 05-08 adopting a fee and the programs that can be
ñrnded with the proceeds of the feer. One of those programri is the maintenance and operation of up to fow
hydrogen and/or other clean fuel shuttle vehicles and related infrastructure. To provide infrastucture support for
this prograrq C/CAG developed the San Mateo Hydrogen Highway as a countywide approach to inplementing the
CAHZ Net in SanMateo County.

The concept of developing a San Francisco International Airport (SFO) H2 Station as part of the
San Mateo County Hydrogen Highway is due to increasing interest in clean air vehicles by both
C/CAG and SFO. The limited availability ofIJz dedicated vehicles and the number of CNG
vehicles already operating out of SFO has led the station to expand its fuel offering to provide an
H2/CNG blended tuel (Hythane) in addition to H2 dispensing. C/CAG has pledged to provide

in local match funding to support the SFO H2lHyühane Station project, funds are

anticipated to come from motor vehicle registration fees in San Mateo as described in AB 1546.

On April 6, 2009 the California awarded a $ 1 .7 million grant to San Francisco International
Airport and its partners (including C/CAG) to develop the SFO project. Additional funding will
come from other project.

The concept for the SFO H2lHythane Station is to provide fueling capacity for both dedicated H2
and Hythane-powered vehicles. The H2lHythane station willbe symbiotic with the existing
CNG fueling station operated by Trillium USA. The H2lHythane station will be co-located on
the same site with the existing CNG station to take advantage of synergies in operation; however,
separate storage, compression, blending and dispensing equipment will comprise the bulk of the
H2l}Jytharre station. This will be the first known use of a CNG-hydrogenblend in sustained
transportation service in Northern California.

V/ith the availability of both H2 and Hythane at the SFO station, C/CAG will have sufficient
fueling support for the current Ford H2ICE Shuttle (should the demonstration be extended
another year) and an additional 14- 26 minibuses to be powered by Hythane fuel (a blend of 80%

I AB 1546, adopted by the California Legislature and signed into law by Govemor Schwarzenegger as California Code Section
65089.11 et. Seq. authorized C/CAG to adopt a four-dolla¡ fee on motor vehicles registered in San Mateo County. These funds
are to be used to support congestion management and storm water pollution prevention progams.

POBox31681 SanFranciscoCA 94131 (415)251 5681 voice/Tax (415)2353144 mobile
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ETS
ENVIRONMENTAL TRANSPORTATION SOLUTIONS

CNG arnd20o/o hydrogen). The Hythane powered minibuses could be used to support the various
existing and future C/CAG sponsored shuttle routes in the north and central areas of the County.

For a more detailed discussion of the proposed SFO H2ÆIythane Station, please refer to
Appendix _ -- Proposal for the San Francisco International Airport (SFO) H2lEythane Fueling
Station.

P080x31681 SanFranciscoCA 94131 (415)251 5681 voice/fax (415)2353144 mobile
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RESOLUTION 09.29

AUTHORIZING TIIE C/CAG CHAIR TO ENTER INTO A FT]NDING
AGREEMENTWITH THE SA¡I FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL AIRPPORT (SFO)

F',OR THE TTYRDROGEN STATTON FOR A MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF $200,000 AND
F'T]RTHERAUTHORIZING THE C/CAG EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO NEGOTIATE

THE DETAILS OF THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo
County is a Joint Powers Authority created by the Cities and the County; and,

WIIEREAS, C/CAG has sponsored a hydrogen shuttle that operates in the City of East
Palo Alto; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG desires to pursue the development of a hydrogen fueling station in
San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) urith SFO to
develop a hydrogen fueling station; and

\VIIEREAS, on April 6, 2009 the California Air Resources Board awarded a $1.7
million grant to San Francisco International Airport (SFO) and it's partners to develop the
hydrogen fueling station at SFO; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG will need to enter into an agreement with San Francisco
International Airport for the development of the hydrogen fueling station.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County authorizes the Chair to enter into
a funding agreement with the San Francisco International Airport (SFO) for the hydrogen fueling
station for a maximum amount of $200,000 and further authorizing the C/CAG Executive
Director to negotiate the details of the agreement. This agreement shall be in a form approved by
C/CAG Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 14TH DAY OF MAY 2009.

Thomns M. Kasten, Chair
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGBNDA REPORT

I|l4ay 14,2009

CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Status update on the proceedings of the May 13 Regional'Water Quality Control
Board hearing on the proposed Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit

(For further information or questions, contact Matt Fabry at 415-508 -2134)

RECOMMENDATION

Receive status update on the proceedings of the May 13 Regional Water Quality Control Board
hearing on the proposed Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

Unknown at this time.

SOURCE OF'F'UNDS

Funding for the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide Program) comes
from special assessments on the property taxes and from direct contributions from
municipalities, as well as through the vehicle license funds authorized under ,A.81546 and
s8348.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

C/CAG staffhas been working with Regional'Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board)
staff over the past five years to develop a Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP) that
would replace existing countywide stormwater permits in place throughout much of the Bay
Area. The Regional Board released an initial Tentative Order for the MRP in December 2007,
with a public hearing to solicit feedback in March 2008. The draft MRP presented many
concerns for municipalities, most of which related to significant additional costs and lack of
flexibilþ for implementation actions. San Mateo County was well-represented at the 2008
hearing with both elected officials and technical staff providing comments on major concerns
with the proposed permit requirements. Regional Board staff spent most of the next year
responding to written comments and oral testimony and released a revised Tentative Order in
February 2009. Although the revised draft of the MRP made significant improvements with
regard to adding flexibility for implementation, there remain significant cost implications with
the proposed requirements, as Countywide Program staff presented to C/CAG at its March 2009
meeting. Staff estimates the Countywide Program will face a $6 million deficit over five years if
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required to meet the proposed requirements as written. The Countywide Program submitted
written comments on the proposed MRP in early April 2009.

The Regional Board is holding another hearing to receive public testimony on May 13,2009.
Given the significant cost implications of the proposed requirements, it is important for C/CAG
Board members to put this hearing on their calendars and present oral testimony. Countywide
Program staffwill be providing guidance on relevant talking points for oral testimony and will
provide a verbal report at the May 14 C/CAG meeting on the proceedings of the Regional
Board's May 13 hearing.

The May 13 details are as follows:

Heariry.Information
Wednesday, May 1312009

9:00 AM (approximate)
Elihu M. Harris State Building

First Floor Auditorium
1515 Clay Street

Oakland, CA 94612

ATTACHMENTS

o None
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: May 74,2009

To: CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Status update on the implementation of the San Mateo County Smart Corridor project.
(For further information or questions contact Parviz Mokhtari at 599-1433)

RECOMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board receives this status update on the implementation of the San Mateo County
Smart Corridor project at the Board meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT

Approximately $23 million has been programmed for funding segments of the Smart Corridor.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funding sources come from: State Transportation Bond Traffic Light Synchronization Program
(TLSP); State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP); Federal CMAQ funds; and C/CAG
Congestion Relief Program and Vehicle License Fee Program.

BACKGROUND

The San Mateo County Smart Corridor project is an Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)
project that will provide the required and necessary instrumentation and communication system to
enable Caltrans and local agencies staff to monitor daily traffic operation on El Camino Real and
local arterials and to make the necessary adjustments to the traffic signals timing programs to
improve effrciency of the trafftc operation. Following an incident on highway 101 this project will
become an incident management tool that will allow Caltrans to direct the traffic from highway
101 to local arterials and El Camino Real.

STATUS UPDATE

In order to meet the California Transportation Commission (CTC) deadline of December 2009,
following approval of an agreement between C/CAG and the City of San Mateo, the City is
implementing a portion of the project located within City of San Mateo.

The design of that portion is at 60Yo completion and it is anticipated that 100% plans and
specifications will be completed by the end of July 2009 andthe contract will be awarded in late
September.

ITEM 5.6
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For the overall project, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) requires some documents to
be prepared before we can proceed with the design. A consultant is preparing all the required
documents and they will be delivered and completed in early June 2009. Following completion of
these documents, Caltrans will proceed with the design of everything within the State right-of-way
and C/CAG will be responsible for the design of everything outside of State right-of-way. Staffis
in the process of selecting qualified consultant(s) and it is anticipated that award of contract to
consultant(s) will be on the Boards agenda of August 2009.

It is estimated that the design will be completed by June/ July of 2010 and construction to begin in
fall of 2010 and be completed by late201l.

ATTACHMENT

None.

-262-



C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

I)ate: May 14,2009

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAGExecutive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 09-30 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an agreement with Threshold 2008 for $15,000 to support the Threshold
2008 work plan for 2009

(For further information or questions, contact Richard Napier at 650-599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION:

Review and approval of Resolution 09-30 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement
with Threshold 2008 for $15,000 to support the Threshold 2008 work plan for 2009 in
accordance with the staff recommendation,

FISCAL IMPACT:

$15,000.

SOURCE OF FUNDS:

Congestion Relief Program funds. These funds come from the Cities and the County.

BACKGROUNDIDIS CUS SION :

Threshold 2008 has requested that C/CAG provide $15,000 to support their 2009 work plan.
The detailed Threshold2009 Work Plan is attached. Greg Greenway of Threshold 2008 will
make a presentation to the Board on this request. The key objective has been to prove an
engagement process that will encourage people to support housing. This has proven to be

successful. In their next steps Threshold 2008 would like to train the cities and the County to use
this tool as part of their community outreach for developing housing.

Support of this request is consistent with adopted C/CAG policies in the following manner.

l- C/CAG is partnering with the County of San Mateo Department of Housing for a housing
work program. The Department of Housing has provided financial and in-kind support
for Threshold 2008 on the basis that it will help to get broader support for the 21 Housing
Elements in San Mateo County, which C/CAG is also supporting.

2- A key function of C/CAG is to provide services and models to the cities and the County.
C/CAG supporting this effort would help to make this tool available to all the cities and
the county. rrEM 5.7
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3- A key objective is to create support for housing.
4- The C/CAG funds will be leveraged with other grant funds.

If approved authorize the C/CAG Executive Director to negotiate the agreement and the C/CAG
Chair to execute the agreement.

ATTACHMENTS:

Threshold 2008 letter dated April 22,2009
Threshold 2009 Work Plan
Threshold 2008 Summary Report
Resolution 09-30

ALTERNATIVES:

1- Review and approval of Resolution 09-30 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement with Threshold 2008 for $15,000 to support the Threshold 2008 work plan for
2009 in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

2- Review and approval of Resolution 09-30 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement with Th¡eshold 2008 for $15,000 to support the Threshold 2008 work plan for
2009 in accordance with the staffrecommendation with modifications.

3- No action.
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Advisory Board

Tom Bailard
Ba¡lard, Inc.

Richard Go¡don
San Mateo County
fuard of Supevisots

Thomas l.lohr
Cañada College

Iennifer Raiser
Raiser Senior Se^r¡ces

Audrey Rust
reninsula Open Space Trust

llark Simon
SamTrans

April Vargas
Comm¡ttee for Green Foothills

950 Tower Lane, Suite 1900
Foster City, CA 94404

April22,2009

Richard Napier, Executive Director
City/County Association of Governments
555 County Center, Fifth Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Dear Rich,

Thank you for inviting me to describe Threshold's work plan for 2009, and to
request the support of C/CAG in advancing our efforts. We would value a
partnership with C/CAG tremendously, as our work is designed specifically to help
local governments build support among their constituents for sound policy choices.

Threshold 2008 conducted one ofthe most ambitious civic engagement efforts in
the nation last year, bringing more than 1,000 citizens together for meaningful
dialogue about how to solve San Mateo County's housing problem. Enclosed are
surnmaries of the project results. As you know, when we reported these findings to
countywide leaders last November, they validated thern, expressed confidence in
Threshold's methods, embraced civic engagement as a path to solutions, and
endorsed the goal of meeting the county's housing need within a generation.

Our challenge is to maintain momentun¡ and we have a plan to capitalize on the
accomplishments of 2008. It includes translating the results of the public dialogues
into real policy decisions, partnering with local governments to use successful
models of civic engagement, and helping citizens move from deliberation to
participation in housing decisions. The key to this strategy is close collaboration
with San Mateo County's local governments. See the enclosed a project suÍrmary.

This is a critical moment for Threshold. Our prospects for funding are strong in the
medium term, but we face a challenge in supporting our aøivities between April
and June before major grant announcements are made in July. Togøher with
support we have already received from the community, an award of $15,000 would
allow us to move forward immediately on our objectives, including time-sensitive
work on General Plan Housing Elements. It would also put us in a favorable
position to leverage additional foundation funding in the short term.

Thank you very much for your consideration. Please feel free to contact me at
650 .3 66. 4 163 or g-eg@thresholcl20O L or-e.

Best regards,
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Threshold 2009 \4/ork Plan

The purpose of the project is to expand the number and range of citizens who are
informed and engaged on housing issues. Activities focus on those jurisdictions that are
dgveloping the Housing Elements oftheir General Plans and activeþ pursuing planning
efforts that create significant opporh¡nities for creation of new homes.'

The project is designed to (a) educate the public about the tradeoffs of alternative
approaches to housing development; (b) bring underrepresented voices into urgent policy
discussions; and (c) work with local and r ¡ional authórities to adopt effective methods
of civic engagement as a regular partofpublic outreach and policymaking.

Key activities for 2009 include:

Conduct Communitv Conversations

o conduct (2.5 hour dialogues piloted in 200g) injurisdicti s and/or undergoing significant
planning

e Present clear opportunities for participants to move ûom dialogue to participation in
the policymaking process when decisions about housing ate máde.o Enhance the Threshold website and database to stay in communication with
participants about planning processes in their communities.

o Partner with local governments to coordinate Threshold dialogues to meet their public
outreach requirements and to connect participants to the decision making process.o Partner with Peninsula Conflict Resolution Center (PCRC) to recruit puii.ipurrtr,
particularly those tlpically undenepresented in the policy process,

o Partner with Housing Leadership Council (HLC) to present opportunities for
Th¡eshold participants to get involved in local housing decisions.

o Partner with San Mateo County Department ofHousing (DoÐ to review and update
participant briefing materials.

Train Community Convercation Leaders

o Conduct trainings to expand the pool of available community conversation leaders.e Create a Civic Engagement Toolkit that brings together the training curriculum, host
and facilitator resources, participant materials, and a guide to effeciive dialogue.
Design the toolkiJ to allow organtzatíons, including local governments, to expand
their own capacity to conduct civic engagement.

o Partner with PCRC to recruit for diversity and train conversation leaders in effective
facilitation skills and practices, and to include those practices in the toolkit.

I
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Promote use of civic engagement best practices by local govemments during housing
decision making process
W'ork with local governments to share the core design principles of effective civic
engagement, lessons learned from Threshold 2008, ãn¿ ttre potential of structured
dialogue to create community acceptance oftransii-oriented development. 

-----

y language in a way that is
"21Elements,, as a platform

Present the results ofthe public dialogues - represented as the voice ofthe informed
and engaged public - to a vanety of léadership, stakeholder, and community!.orrp,
Create an initial version of a Fre
clear information to the hundred
and community leaders in 2008.
even after extensive dialogug and on whi
empirical basis for believing that answers to these questions will be particularly
helpful in educating the public.

ofJf_ousilg to_consolidate the questions in a meaningflrl
t4 identi$' additional experts to answer thenq and

Partlgr with Department ofHousing to incorporate elements of the FAe into the
participant briefing material s.

Emersine Strategies

engagement to increase community
ral convening firnction to address other

tedtoland and financing. We are currently
seeking to convene experts in the creation of investment products 

-and 
housing finance to

explore promising paths toward scaleable solutions.

2
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What is Threshold 2OO8?

Threshold 2008 is a community driven,
nationally recognized effort to bring the
voice of the informed public into housing
policy decisions in San Mateo County.
During 2008, we engaged 1,000 citizens in
meaningful dialogue about urgent housing
problems and possible solutions. We do
not advocate for any particular policy or
development project. Our approach is to
provide citizens with accurate information
and favorable circumstances in which to
consider difficult choices and tradeoffs.
The outcome is an expression of the
informed public voice, which we convey to
policymakers. Threshold 2008 offers both a
successful model of civic engagement, and
a substantive understanding of the public's
considered views on housing.

THRESHOLD., '', i-: i
Building the Public Voice San Mateo County

-i tt.!,.i l,

The Hous¡ng Challenge

Unless we make dramatic changes today in

how we approve and build new housing, San
Mateo County faces a shortage of nearly
50,000 homeS by 2O25 based on projected
.population and job growth. For most of the
last decade, housing production countywide
has fallen short of the identified need by

about 1-,000 homes each year. This supply
shortage drives up home prices and rents to
levels that are still out of reach for a majority
of households at a range of income levels.
As a result, fewer of those who work or grow

up in the county have a chance to live here,
jeopardizing our economic vitality, public
services, and quality of life.

Why Community Dialogue?

Policymakers face a dilemma. They are
elected (or appointed) to represent the
interests of the entire community, but most
members of the public do not attend formal
meetings where decisions on housing policy
get made. A true representation of the
public's voice is missingfrom discussions
about solutions. Threshold 2008 helps
policymakers by revealing the housing
choices that the informed public is likely to
support, by building a base of citizens who
are more engaged and better informed, and
by providing avenues for them to get more
involved in their communities and the public
process.



Results of the Fublie Dialegues

About one-third believe San Mateo County
needs more housing

A majority support policies that concentrate
new housing in already developed areas

Fewer than half believe jobs and vital
services will suffer without new housing

Approximately equal support for local control
and regional coordination of land use

Near doubling of support for new housing in
the county

Nine out of ten favor higher density housing
near transit

Strong desire to protect open space became
greater after dialogue

Belief that housing shortage threatens
services and jobs rose dramatically

Support for more regional authority increased
to a supermajority

Participants became significantly more
informed about housing issues

Common values: open space, community
character, mobility, economic vitality

Housing growth must be sustainable given
limited resources, especially water

Housing growth must be managed in
connection with regional transportation

Support for coordinated countywide planning
alongside local land use authority

Strong support for broadening public
engagement in housing decisions

Four out of 5 believe San Mateo County has a
serious housing shortage

Two-thirds favor hisher density housing over
development of open space

Two-thirds support homebuyer subsidies to
middle class and public employees

Developers should be most responsible for
paying for the cost of new housing

97% believe there should be more public
input in the planning and approval process

We Should Create More Housing
in San Mateo County

Before Assembly

After Assembly

38o/o
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what we Learned About Civic Engagement

Meaningful public dialogue can build a
constituency for housing sol utions

Citizens want very much to be consulted on
complex policy issues

People are willing to reconsider their views
about how to achieve their values

Dialogue helps individuals balance their
self interest and the community good

Dialogue inspires citizens to become more
informed and engaged in public life

Díalogue does not create consensus but it
does reveal common ground

Building trust is essential to give legitimacy
to civic engagement

Successful civic engagement requires an
investment of time, effort and money

i l, '' ii,,. li. i¿. i :'-r,,1:.,i;r',,:¡:..

"How Often Have You Participated
in a Local Planning Process in the

Last 5 Years?"
(Countywide Assembly Participa nts)

VeryOften
t0%

Nowand Then
13%
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ln November 2008, Threshold held an event to fulfill a commitment we made

during our first public dialogue - a commitment to report the results of our yearlong

engagement, and to carry the voice of the people to.policymakers. More than 130
government and community leaders from throughout San Mateo County attended
Leadership Reveille. ln addition to sharing what 1-,000 people told us about
housing, we took the opportunity to assess where leaders stand on the same
issues. Using wireless technology for real-time feedback*, we learned:

. Policymakers found the results of Threshold 2008 to be reliable

. They support civic engagement to build public support for housing

. They agree broadly with the views of the informed public on housing issues
o More than three-quarters believe we should strive to meet tOOo/o of

San Mateo County's housing need within a generation
* Threshold 2008 partnered with 5th Medium l.C. to facilitate the interactive portion of

Leadership Reveille.
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8.7

There should be
more wide-scale
engagement of
the public
¡n hous¡ng
decision making

9.1

There should
be more
countywide
collaboration
and planning for
housing

We should build
higher density,
mixed-use hous-
ing along the
transportat¡on
corridor

9.0

We should
approve more
housing in
San Mateo
County

8.3

Policymakers can rely
on Threshold 2008's
findings to inform their
decisions

Civic engagement is
necessary to create an
effective constituency
for housing
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Meet up to HALF Meet ALL of
of the housing the housing
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Threshold 2008 acknowledges the
generous support of Open Square
Foundation as sponsor of Leadership
Reveílle.
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The informed and
engaged public will
support creation of
more housing in
Sàn Mateo County
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We engaged the public on San Mateo County's housing challenge in four phases, beginning with a

baseline survey followed by three different methods of dialogue. ln all forums, participants were
presented with information and choices about how much new housing to build, where it should be located,
how dense ít should be, who should make housing decisions, which policy tools to use, and how to pay for
preferred solutions. Prior to the dialogues, we met with 40 stakeholders representing various community
interests to review the participant briefing materials for factual accuracy and balance.

. L,822 people took an extensive phone
survey on housing issues

. ParticiÞants were a scientific random
sample of county residents

i,1., t,it'i 'i'','\.¡iiii.í i:; .,",Í:.51-r,', ji.,i ,", iiì/,r,,.i:ì

. Representative sample of 238 residents
who took the baseline survey

. Face-to-face dialoglue over two days at
Cañada College

. Small group dialogue and opportunities to
question experts

. 30 trained facilitators and 20 expert panelists

. Post:dialogue survey to compare results with
baseline survey

i'rir i;i, i- i : t'.'-ií;:=ti ¡,1 11..,'

. 500 people reg¡stered for a web-based
conversation over two weeks

" The dialogue was open to those who live or
work in San Mateo County

. Typícal participant was more educated and
affluent than the general public

. l-,000 comments posted and 23,000 page
VIEWS

. Experts available to answer questions

*ir:''¡' '
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200 participants in various settings
countywide

Facilitated small group discussions over 27/z

hours

40 volunteers trained as facilitators

Sites included: college campus, adult literacy
progra m, rel igious congregation, low-i ncome
housing development, paratransit council, city
workshop, homeowners association

,-: i I i- ;-r,-¡ :-": i'l i': i i-

We partnered with Professor James S. Fishkin
of Stanford University's Center for Deliberative
Democracy in the design and implementation
of the Countywide Assembly. The method
used is Deliberative Polling,@ a process of
public consultation created by Dr. Fishkin to
get informed opinions from scientific random
samples.

Viewpoint Learning, lnc, designs and conducts
specialized dialogues for business and public
policy. The company worked with Threshold
2008 to create the Online Dialogue and adapt -

their successful Meeting-in-a-Box format for
the Community Conversations,
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RESOLUTION O9.3O

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 WITH
THRESHOLD 2008 FOR $15,000 TO SUPPORT THE THRESHOLD 2008 WORK PLAN

FOR 2009

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments
(C/CAG) has representatives from all twenty cities and the County in San Mateo County; and,

WHEREAS' C/CAG has developed policies and programs to encourage the development
of housing, and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG is partnering with the County of San Mateo Department of Housing
on the 21 Elements Program; and,

WHEREAS, the Threshold 2008 engagement process has proven to be successful;

NOW' TIIEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED thatthe Board of Directors of the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County will support the Threshold 2008 Work Plan
for 2009 including the following:

1- Provide funding of $15,000.

2- Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate the agreement.

3- Authorize the C/CAG Chair to execute the agreement after approved to form by legal
counsel.

PASSED, APPRO\rED, AND ADOPTED THrS 14th DAy OF MAy 2009.

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair
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Date:

TO:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

I[vday 14,2009

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG

Initial draft, assumptions, and input on the c/cAG z0og-10 program Budget and
Fees

(For further information or response to question's, contact Richard Napier at 650 599-1420)

Recommendation:

Review and provide comments on the initial draft and assumptions of the C/CAG 2OOg-lO
Program Budget and Fees in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

rn accordance with the proposed c/cAG 2009-lo program Budget.

Revenue Sources:

Funding sources for c/cAG include but are not limited to the following:

Source
1- Member Assessments (General and Gas Tax)
2- Member San Mateo Congestion Relief Fee
3 - Metropolitan Transportation Commission planning Funds
4- Metropolitan Transportation commission Freeway perf Funds
5- MTC/ Federal Funds
6- Grants Miscellaneous
7 - Transportation Authority partnerships

8- Valley Transportation Authority
9- Transportation Fund for Clean Air (Motor Vehicle Fee)
10- San Mateo Flood Control District Fee/ General Fund
l1-AVA Service Fee
12- AB 1546 (Motqr Vehicle Fee)
1 3- Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (STIP)
14- Federal Earmark
15-MTC Rideshare
16- Interest.

Amount YoTotal
s 747,641 6.02
$ 1,850,000 14.gt
$ 525,000 4.23
s 217,000 1.75
$ 250,000 2.01
$ 407,000 3.28
$ 475,000 3.83
$ 60,000 0.48
s 1,Q42,177 9.40
$ 1,299,361 10.39
$ 680,000 5.48
$ 2,700,000 21.75
$ 1,960,000 15.79
$ 00.0
$ 70,000 0.56
$ 138,000 1.11

s 12,411,119 100

ITEM 5.8

TOTAL REVENUES
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17-Member Congestion Relief Match
18- State Transportation rmprovement program Funds (controlled)
19-Federal STP/ CMAQ Funds (Controlled)
20- State TDA Article 3 (Controlled)

Amount Yo Total

$ 600,000 N/A
$15,000,000 N/A
$ 5,000,000 N/A
$ 600,000 N/A

$21,200,000 N/A
TOTAL CONTROLLED

B ackgro u n d/D is cussion :

staffhas deve for 200g-10. Refer to the Budget Summary inAttachment A
reference forr .ij:"1ïî3:ilHr:î'fl1.å3iäfîll. 

"

he same as in Fy 0g-09 in recognition of the difficult budget
ounty. A comparison of the Fy 200g-09 projection vs. Fi 200g_
vided (Attachment E). Key Budget Definitions/ Acronyms isprovided in Attachment F. The c/cAG Budget wili be introduðed at the slt4log c/cAG BoardMeeting for comments. It is recommended that the Board approve the Budget at the 6111109

Board Meeting.

C/CAG 2009-10 Program Budget Assumptions:

The following are the initial Budget assumptions. It is requested that the C/CAG Board at the5ll4l09 Board Meeting provide additional direction on thò assumptions to be used to develop thefìnal Budget.

Revenue
1- General Fund/ Administrative - Member Assessments - Same as last year due to budget

issues with the cities and County.
2- InFY 07-08 will begin-receiving funds from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)

grant for $300,000 to fund the Airport Land Use Commission function. The bulk of thegrant will be received in FY 09-10. This will reduce these costs from the General Fund
and help balance it. The staffsupport cost are running $40-60,000 rtigrr.r than normal.
Must get revenue from the airports and charge for reviews.

3- Congestion Management - Member Assessments - Same as last year due to financial issues
with the cities and County.

4- Congestion Management -Assume $1,500,000 in STIp funds flows through C/CAG
Budget.

5- 2020 Gateway - Both VTA and TA will continue their contributions.

Expenditures
6- Congestion Management - Full staffing level will be built up for Fy 09-10 which will

increase expenditures across the board due to the Smart Côrridor project.
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7- Congestion Management - Modeling - Will make improvements to the Travel Demand
Forecasting Model in Fy 09-10.

8- 2020 Gateway - phase 2 consists of the following:
PSR Equivalent - Not funded this year.
Implementation Project - Will venue $250K, Expenditures $500K)9- San Mateo Congestion Relief - Government Báseline Incentive will be
partially paid ($78,000) in FY e following new programs ramped up in Fy 09_
10.

Energy Local Government Partnership - $200K pass through to County
GHG Incentive to Cities/ County _ $195,000

10- San Mateo Congestion Relief Program - Included $1,500K match for the State
Infrastructure Bond funding for the smart corridors project.

11-NPDES - Programmed current level of programs since do not know what the new permit
will require. will submit a revised budget when the permit requirements are known.

12- AB 1546 - Continued funding for the Hydrogen Shuttle for FY 09-10 to l2l3ll09 only.
TA will fund half of the cost.

13- AB 1546 - Will have significant expenditures for the Countywide programs which will
reduce the balance.

l4- TFCA - Programmed Projects are l00Yo reimbursed in current and budget year. Due to
lower revenues received than programmed, may have a larger commitmentìhun r.u.n r"r.
This can be addressed if necessary by the San Mateo Congèstion ReliefFund.

C/CAG 2008-09 Program Budget Overview:

Revenues increased 7.08yo and Expenditures increased 19.g3%. The Revenue increase of
$1,815,008 is due to an increase in MTC/ Federal funding ($317,000) and Smart Corridor STIp
funding ($1,500,000). The increase in Expenditures of 52,215,063 is primarily due to the
following:

1- Increase in consulting cost of $2,200,019 primarily due to Willod University ITS
Implementation - $500,000 and Sma I Corridor $1,500,000.

2- Increase in professional services due to increased staffat C/CAG - $1gg,207

Ending Fund Balance decreased 11.07%. The Reserve Fund Balance between F]' 0g-09 and Fy
09-10 remain the same. The cost for the lobbyist is included in the budget for Congestion
Management ($38,000) and NPDES ($38,000).

FY 2007-08 Budget Comparison - See Attachment E.

Member Assessments:

ber Assessments for FY 09-10 remains the same as in Fy 0g_0
Budget continues to pay for the lobbyist ($7g,000) without an

. Additionally the
proposed
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Assessment. This is effectively a lTyo savings to Member Agencies.

Administrative Program Fund. 5250,024 (General Fund)
Transportation Programs Fund $390;907 icas tax or General Fund)
Total C/CAG Assessments $640,931.

Assessments are made based on population. Basis is the State Department of Finance data
released ll0l/06.

Congestion ReliefFund $1,g50,000
Total Congestion Relie $1,350;000

NPDES Agency Direct 597,657 (Colma, San Mateo,

NPDES Flood Control Distficr flffir-d 
Brisbane)

Total NPDES $tlg6:,062

It is recommended that a fee and surcharge be applied of $1,396,062. (Note: NPDES
fees may increase slightly above this due to appioved inflation factors. This will be
included in the Cityl County adopting resohtìons.)

The Member Assessments, Housing Element and Agency Direct total $2,5gg,5gg.

See Attachment B for Member Assessments.

San Mateo County Congestion Management program:

This fund includes 2020 Gateway Phase 2 which consists of the following new projects:

l- 2020 Gateway Implementation Willod University $500,000
($250K revenue net $250K cost)

San Mateo Congestion Relief program:

This fund includes the following new projects:

l- Energy Local Government partnership 
$395,000

($200K revenue net $195K cost)2- Infrastructure Bond Match - Smart Corridor $1,500,000

It also includes implementation of the following approved projects:

l- Energy Government Baseline Incentive $195,0002- El Camino Real Incentive $300,000
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san Mateo county Transportation/ Environmental Program (AB 1546):

For FY 08-09 and FY 09-10 it is assumed that all the allocations to each agency will be made. It
also assumes that the new Regional programs will primarily be funded in FY 09-10. It is
proposed that the Hydrogen shuttle be funded in FY 09-10 thru 12131/09. The Transportation
Authority and C/CAG equally share the operating cost. Some support is provided forthe Smart
Corridor project in FY 09-10.

C/CAG - Member Fees Highly Leveraged and Cost Savings:

The member dues and fees are highly leveraged. Attachment C provides a Graphical
Representation of the C/CAG Budget and visually illustrates the leveraged capacity (Less
SMCRP). The FY 09-10 Revenue is leveraged 4.44 to 1. Including the funds that C/CAG
controls, such as State and Federal Transportation funds, increases the leverage to 14.84 to l.
The San Mateo Congestion Relief Program is leveraged 2.27 to I (Includin g Cityl County shuttle
match).

Through the C/CAG functions revenues are provided to member agencies that in most cases
exceed the Member Assessments or fees. Furtherrnore it would be more costly for the program to
be performed by individual agencies than through C/CAG. Developing cost and program
efüciency through collective efforts is the whole basis for C/CAG.

Funds provided by the Transportation Authority were coordinated with the TA staffand
confirmed that the TA budget is consistent.

Committee Recommendations :

The Congestion Management and Environmental Quality Committee will review the Budget
assumptions on 5125109. The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) will review it on 5127109.
The Finance Committee will meet on 5ll4l09 to review and comment on the detailed Budget.

Attachments:

Attachment A - City/County Association of Governments 2009-10 Program Budget Summary
Attachment B - Member Assessments FY 09-10
Attachment C - Graphical Representation of C/CAGBudget
Attachment D - Resolution 09-31 adopting the C/CAG 2009-10 Program Budget and Fees
Attachment E - FY 2008 - 09 Projection vs. FY 2008 - 09 updated Budget
Attachment F - Key Budget Definitions/ Acronymns

Alternatives:

1- Review and provide comments on the initial draft of the C/CAG 2009-lO program Budget
and Fees in accordance with the staffrecommendation.
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2- Review and provide comments on the initial draft of the C/CAG 2009-10 program Budget
and Fees in accordance with the staffrecommendation with modifications.

3- No action.
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ATTACHMENT A

citylcounty Association of Governments 20og -lo program Budget Summary
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CCAG
Crry/Couirlry AssocrnrroN oF, Govpnr.nß¡{Ts

OF SANMATEO COU}üY

Atherton ' Belmont ¡ Brisbane o Burlingame o cormn'Daty city o Fnst palo Arto . Foster ctty . HaïMoon Bay c ¡¡¡¡r6orough c Menro park c MilrbraePacificatPortolaValley'Redwoodcity.sanBruno.SanCarlos.sanMateo.ianMaíeocounty'.southsanFranciscoowoodside

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
2OO9 _2OIO PROGRAM BUDGET

JULY 1,2009 - JUNE 30, 2010

555 coururv csNrsn, 5n Floon, Reowoo¡ clrv, cA 94063 pHoNe: 650.599.1420 Ftx: 650.36r.g22i
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05/06/09 CHANGES IN C'CAG BUDGET BY FISCAL YEAR

rro¡ected

Actual Budseted 3udset Budoet Notes
FY 2009-1 0 Chanqe 0,6 Chanoe

sEGINNING BALANCE $8,719,774 $8,272,675 ($¿147,0s s.13% B-'1

IESERVE BALANCE $376.'t12 $332.766 ($43,346) 1.520Á

PROJECTED
REVENUES

nterest Earninos l$1.000) $138.000 $139.000 13900.000t
Vlember Conkibution $2.697.08r s2.597.641 ls99 44( -3.69% R-2
Cost Reimbursements-VTA $60,000 $60,000 $0 0.oool
MTC/ Federal Fundino $745.000 $1.062.000 $317.000 42.550Á R-3
Grants $'150.000 $382.000 $232.000 't54.67% R-4DMV Fee $4,372,6't9 $4.422.11 $49,498 1.130Â R-5NPDES Fee s1.288.732 $1.289.361 $629 0.05%
TA Cost Share $605.336 s475.000 ($130.3361 -21.530Á ì-6

$0 $25,000 $25,000 0.000Á R-7itreet Repair Fundino $0 $0 $0 0.000,t
'PM-STIP $678.343 $1.960.000 $1.281.657 188.94% R-8\ssessment s0 s0 s0 0 00%

$0 $0 $0 0 000Á
$0 $0 $0 ô nnot

Iotal Revenues t10.596.111 ,12.411.119 $1,815,008 17.130Á R-1

TOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS 819.315.885 Þ20,683.793 $1 ,367,909 7 -O8o/o

PROJECTED
EXPENDITURES

$438.000 s415.411 (s22.589) 5_1601,
=-2Professional Services $1.615.169 $'1 .803.376 $188,207 11.65% -3

Oonsulting Services $3,083,746 $s,283,76s $2,2O0,019 71.340Á E-4
$54.9s0 $63,500 $8,550 15.56%trof. Dues & Membershios $128.437 s220.817 $92,380 7'1.9301

lonferences & Meetinos $69.800 $21.500 ($48,300) -69.200,6trinting/ Postage s20.750 $37.750 $17,000 81 .93% -5rublications s17.977 $5,s00 ($'t2,4771 -69.41% E-6
$s.646.843 $5,438.000 ($208,843) -3.700Á E-7

treet Repair $0 $0 $o 0.000ó
Miscellaneous s28.600 $29,500 scoo -8
Bank Fee $500 $s00
\udit Services $6.784 $7.000 3.180Á

$0 $0
fotal Expend¡tures t1 1 .1 11 .556 t13.326.619 1 E-l

TRANSFERS

T-1

T-1

T¡ansfers ln $721,749 $786,399
Transfers Out $596,749 $786.399
Total Transfers ($25,000) 

| $0 1

NET CHANGE ($4s0,44s) $s15,soo)T -86 67016

TRANSFER TO RESERVES ($43,346) $0

ÍOTAL USE OF FUNDS 11,043,210 13326.A19

=NDING 
FUND BALANCE $8,272,675 | $7,357,174 ($slssooìf -11.07%l B-2

ìESERVE FUND BALANCE $332,766 $332,766 $0 I 0.000/6 I RS-1

Ntst tNUKtsAl'Eluecreasel I ($447,oss) 
|

($s1s,soo) ($468/01lf -u.ñ B-3
IN FUND BALANCE

-T
_î
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l5/06/09 c/cÂc PRoGRAM BUDGET: REVENUES' EXPENDTTURES, AÌ\D cHAttcEs IN FUND BALANCE
FY 2009-10

3eneral Func SMCRP IFCA \PDES \B 1546 rotal
lloorams rrogram )rooram

BEGINNING BALANCE $7,371 $612,637 $1,454,603 $0 $1.235.294 $576,287 s4,386.582 s8,272,675

RESERVE BALANCE $0 $l 31 .863 s0 $0 $200.903 $0 $0 $332.766

9RCUEGTED

TEVENUES

nterest Earn¡ngs $6,000 $1 5,000 $40.000 $10,000 $25,000 $2,000 $40,000 $138,000
vlember Contribut¡on $250,024 $390,907 $1.850.000 $0 $106.71 0 $0 $0 $2,597.641
.-ost Reimbursements-VTA $0 $60.000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $60.000
VTTC/ Federal Fund¡na $0 $845,000 uzl /,uuu $0 $0 ß0 $0 $f.062.000
Srants $1 82.000 $0 $200,000 $0 $0 s0 $0 s382.000
]MV Fee $0 $0 $0 91,042,117 $0 $680,000 $2,700.000 44,422,117
\PDES Fee $0 $0 s0 $0 $1,289,361 $0 $0 $l,289.361
fA Cost Share $0 $50.000 $400,000 s0 $0 $0 $25,000 $475.000
\riscellaneous/ SFIA $25,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 s25,000
Street Repa¡r Fundin0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 ¡0]PM-STIP $0 $460.000 $1,500,000 $0 $0 s0 $0 $l,960.000
\ssessment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 s0

$0 $0 $0 $0 s0 $0 $0 $0
s0 $0 $0 $0 $0 s0 s0 $0fotal Rêvenues $463,024 $1.820.907 $4,207,O00 91,052,117 91.421.071 $682,000 $2,765,000 s12,411,119

rOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $470.395 s2.433.544 $5,661,503 $1,052,117 $2,656,365 s1.258.287 $7,151,582 $20,683,793

'RqJECTEO

=XPENOITURES

\dmrn¡stration Services $118,000 $1 I 0.000 s1 00.000 s5,000 927,411 $'15,000 $40,000 t415 411rrofessional Serv¡ces s210,000 $1.070.000 $41 5.000 $25,872 $52,504 $0 $30,000 $1,803,376
.-onsulting Seryices $1 63,000 $870,000 $2.660.000 s0 $1,067.000 $0 $523,765 $s,283,765

.¡pplres s61 500 $2,000 $0 s0 $0 $0 s0 $63,500
'TOL UUeS ð' MemOerSnlOS $1,750 $0 $0 $0 $21 9,067 $0 s0 ç220,A17
lonferenoes & Meetings sl 5,000 $s,000 s0 $0 $l,500 $0 $2,000 $21,s00rrintin0/ Postaqe $22,250 $s.500 $0 $0 $l 0.000 $0 $0 $37,750rublications $1.500 $4.000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,500
listr¡butions $0 sl 47.000 $1 ,610,000 $1 ,019,000 $25,000 $665,000 $1,972.000 $5,438,000
Itreet Repair $0 $0 s0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Vliscellaneous $2,500 $1,000 s0 $0 $1,000 $25,000 $0 $29,500
3ank Fee $500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500qudit Serv¡ces s7,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 s0 $0 $7.000

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
fotal Expenditures $603,000 $2,212,500 $4,785,000 $l,049,872 91,403,482 $705,000 $2.567.765 $13,326,619

TRANSFERS
Transfers ln $1 36.399 $250 000 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 s786,399
Transfers Out s0 $1 85.805 $37,449 $2,245 $5.8r $0 $555,090 ¡786,399
fotal Tranlers t$1 36.399) ($64,1 9r ($362,551 ) s2,245 $5,811 $0 $555,090 $0

NET CHANGE l$3,577) ($327,398' ts215.449r $0 $11,778 ($23 ($357,855 fs9t5

TRANSFER TO RESERVES $0 $0 s0 $0 s0 $0 s0 30

rOTAL USE OF FUNDS s466,601 $2,1 48,305 $4.422.449 51,052,117 $1,409,293 $705,000 $3,1 22,855 $13,326,619

=NDING 
FUND EALANCE $3,794 $285,239 $l,239.0s5 $0 ¡1,247,O72 $553,287 s4,o2a,727 $7,357,174

ìESERVE FUND BALANCE $0 s131 .863 $0 $0 s200.903 $0 $0 $332,766

\¡ET INCREASE (Decrease) ($3,577 (s327,398' ß215.445 $0 s11,778 (923,00( ($357,85t ($91s,50(
N FUNO BALANCE
4s ofJune 3Or 2009

,Jote: Beginn¡ng/ Ending Reserve Fund Balance is not included in Beq¡nn¡no/ Endino Fund Balance
ìee individual fund summar¡es and f¡scal Vear comments for details on Miscellaneous exoenses
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HANGES IN GENERAL FUND BUDGET(o1) BY FISCAL YEAR

P¡oiected
Aclual Budoeted udoet Budqet
FY 2008-09 FY 2009-l o lhanoe 0,6 Chanoe

BEGINNING BALANCE ($18,6401 s7.371 $26.01I 139.5401

RESERVE BALANCE s43.346 $0 ($43 3 -100.000Á

'ROJECTED
IEVENUES

lnterest Earninos l$500ì s6.000 $6.500 1300
l\fember Contribution $250,O24 $250.O24 s0 0.000/6
Oost Reimbursements-VTA $0 $0 $0 0.0001
MTC/ Federal Fundino $o $0 s0 o.o0
Srants $50,000 $182.000 $ 132.000 264.OO9..
)MV Fee $0 $o $o 0 0001
IPDES Fee $0 $0 $0 0.0001
TA Cost Share s0 $0 $0 0.000;
Miscellaneous/ SFIA $o $25.000 $25.000 o.0001

treet Reþair Fundino $0 $o so 0.000ó
PPM-STIP $0 $0 $0 0 00%
Assessment $0 $0 $0 0.000/6

$o $o $0 0.000/6
$0 $o $o 0 000/6

fotal Revenues $299.524 $463,O24 $163,s00 54.590Á

TOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $280,884 $470,39s $189.511 67.470Á

¡ROJECTED
:XPENDITURES

\dministration Services $110.000 $118.000 $8.000 7.270Á)¡ofessional Serv¡ces s195.000 $210,000 $15_O00 7.690Á
lonsultinq Services $55,7s0 $163.000 $107,250 192380Â
Supplies $52,950 $61.500 $8.s50 16.150t
Prof. Dues & Membershios s1 750 $1 750 $0 0.0001
0onferences & Meetinos $18.500 $15.000 ($3,s00) -18.920Á
¡rinting/ Postage $12,250 s22.250 $10.000 81-630/6
rublicat¡ons $1.250 $1.500 $250 20.oooÁ
fistributions $0 $0 $0 0 00%
Street Repair $o $0 $0 0 00%
Miscellaneous $2,000 $2,s00 $500 25.00
3ank Fee s500 $s00 s0 0.000/6
\udit Services $6.784 $7,000 s216 3.1801

$o $0 $0 0.0001
otal Expenditures $4s6,734 $603.000 $r 46,266 32.O20Å

TRANSFERS
ïransfers ln $',l39,87s $136.399 ($3.476) -2.4801
Transfers Out $0 $o $0 0_00(
Total Transfers ($139,87s) ($136,399) $3.476 2.480Á

NET GHANGE ($17,335) ($3,s77) $13,758 79.3701

TRANSFER TO RESERVES ($43,346) $0 $43.346 100.0001

TOTAL USE OF FUNDS $273.513 $466 601 $193,088 70.6001

ENDING FUNOBALANCE s7.371 $3,794 l$3.577r 48.52'/,

RESERVE FUND BALANCE $o $0 $0 0 0001

{ET INCREASE (Decrease) $26.011 ($s,s77) ($2s,58r -113.750Å
N FUND BALANCE

tl tl
\ore: Ëegrnnrng/ Endtng t<eserve l-und Ealan( ;e ¡s not ¡nclud ed in Beo¡nnino/ Endino Fun Balancê
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l5/06/09 CHANGES IN TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS (@
Projected
Actual udgeted ludoet udoet
ry 2008-09 :Y 2009-l 0 )hange % Chanoe

BEGINNING BALANCE $2r 6.532 $61 2.637 $396.1 05 14293"/"

RESERVE BALANCE $13r,863 $131 ,863 $0 0.000/6

PROJECTED
REVENUES

nterest Earnings $0 $1s.000 $15 onn 0.000É
Member Contribution $390,907 s390.907 $o 0.000Á
Cost Reimbursements-WA s60.000 $60.000 $0 0.0001
MTC/ Federal Funding $595.000 $84s.000 $2s0.000 42.O20Á

$0 $o s0 0.00%
DMV Fee $0 $0 $o 0 000ß
NPDES Fee $0 $0 $0 0 000/6fA Cost Share $12.000 $50,000 $38.000 1l 

^ 
A701,

Vliscellaneous/ SFIA $0 s0 $0 0.00%
air Fundino $0 $o $0 0 0001]PM.STIP

$678,343 $460,000 ($218.343)
Assessment s0 $0 $0 0.0001

$0 s0 $o 0.0001
so so $0 0 Oooifotal Revenues $ f .736.250 $ 1.820.907 $84,657 4.88%

IOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS s1 952 7A) $2.433.544 $480,762 24.62%

PROJECTED
EXPENDITURES

Adm¡n¡shation Services $108.000 $110.000 $2.000 1.850Árrofessional Services $826.500 $1,070,000 s243 sOO 29.460Á
lonsulting Serv¡ces s144.226 $870,000

$2.000
s725.774 503.220/0

rlies $2.000 0.000trrof. Dues & Membershios $o $o $0 0.000/6
Gonferences & Meetinos $3.000 $3.000 $0 o 000;
Printing/ Postaqe ss.s00 $5 500
Publications $4.000 $4.000 $0 0.0001
Dishibutions s70.000 $147.000 $77,000 1 10.0001
Street Reoair $o $0 0 oo(
Miscellaneous $r,s00 $1.000 ($5oo) -33.3301

$0 $o $o 0.000Á
$0 $0 $oT 0.0001
$0 $0 $0 0.000t

$1,164,726 $2,212500 51 .O47.774 89-960f

ÍRANSFERS
fransfers ln $0 $250,000 $2s0,000 0 000/6
Iransfers Out $'17s,419 $185,805 $r0386 T
fotal Transfers $17s,4r s I

($64JsÐT -r$l3s-1¿ìÏ -136.600/6

NET CHANGE $3s6,10s I
($327,398) ($723,s03) 182.650/0

TRANSFER TO RESERVES $o $0 I $0 0.00%

rOTAL USE OF FUNDS $1,340,145 | $2,148,3057 $808,'160 60.300Á

-T
ENDING FUNDBALANCE $612,637 | $285,239 | {$327.3981 -53.A.40/.

T
RESERVE FUND BALANCE $131,863 | $131 ,863 | $0 0.000f

($223,503) -182.650Á

ra F¡ ¡n¡{ Flal¡nr
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l5/06/09 IGHANGES tN SMCRP PROGRAM FUNDS (041 BUDGET By FTSCAL YEAR

3udseted 3udget udoet
FY 2009-10 ]hanqe % Chanoe

T'E('INNIN(j T'ALANUh I $1,358,170 $l,454,503 $86,333 6,310/,

$0 $0 $0 0.000f

s40.000 s40 000 0 000/6
$1 ,850.000 t$100 0c -5.'t3%

i.;ost $0 $o 0.OO0/6
VITC/ s21 7.000 $67.000 44.670t

$200 000 $100.000 100.0001
JMV FCE s0 $0 0.00%
\PLIES FEE $0 $0 0 00%
IA Cost $400 000 ($168.336) -29.62

¡neous/ SFIA $o $0 $0 0.000Í
Street ReDair Fundino s0 s0 0.00%
PPM-ST P 0 s1.500 000 $1,s00,000 0.000Á
Assessment so $0 $0 000

$o $0 $0 0.00%
$0 $o $0 0.000ó

fotal Revenues iDz, /bð,5Jö $4,207,000 $l.438.664 s1.97%

rOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $4,136,506 s5.66 t .503 s1 524 997 36.8701

PROJECTED
EXPENDITURES

Administration Serv¡ces $121.000 $100.000 $21 -17.360r
Professional Services $392,000 $41s,000 $23.000 5.870Á

ro Services $1_567 452 $2,660,000 $1 .092.148 69.6601
Suoolies $0 $0 $0 0 000Árrof- Dues & Mêmbershiôs $0 $0 s0 0.000,1
lonferences & Meetinos $20.000 0 ís20.0001 -100 00%
rrintino/ Postaoe $0 $0 0 000,6)ublications s12.727 0 ß12.727 -100.000Á
)istributions $911,000 $1.610.000 $699.000 76.730Ájtreêt Repair $o $0 $0 oo
l\liscellaneous $16,022 $0 ß16.O22\ -l 00
Bank Fee $0 $0 0 000/6
Audit Services $0 0 $o 0 000/6

$0 $0 $0 0.O0oi6
total Expend¡tures $3,040,601 $4,785,000 s1.744399 57.370Á

TRANSFERS
Transfers ln $400,000 $400,000 $0
fransfers Out $41,402 $37,449 t$3.953ì
Iotal Transfers ($3s8,ss8) ($36tss1)T ($3,ss3) 1.10o/o

NET CHANGE $86,333 ($21s,44e) (s301 .782) -349.550/6

TF(ANSFER, TO RESERVES $0 $o $o 0.000/6

TOTAL USE OF FUNDS $2.682.003 s4.422A491 s1.740.446 64.890/6

ENDING FUND BALANCE $r,454,503 $1,239,055 f ¡215.4491 -14.8101

RESERVE FUND BALANCE $o $0 $0 0.0001

6301 ,78'NET INCREASE (Decrease) $86,333 r$21s.4457 -349.550Á

Note: Beginning/ Ending Reserve Fund Balance is not included in Beginninq/ Endino Fund Balance

-296-



I

N
\o
\.¡

I

l5/06109 STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, ANÞ CHANGES IT{ FUND BAI-ANCE
SMCRP PROGRAM FUNDS IC

fl 368 170

;ERVE BÀLANCF $0
s0

'ROJECTED ìhuttles ìhuttles TS lamg CR :NCTQV .lousrno
IEVEI'luEs nDlover -ocâl ran Pan

:4384000 :43a7000 14385000 :4387000 +f,63000 14353000 )4388000
sf

ûl.mber Côntribúiôr 4810X) s500 000 s200.000 s't00 000 s500 000 s100 00Í
44030¿

vlTc/ Federal Fundind 141021 $150 000
t)îao1 s100 00(

)MV Fee 420602
Fee 4EOOO?

tA Cosl Share 441021 s268 000 s252 441 s?7 495 $20.000
/l¡scellaneous/ SFIA ¿8000¡
ìtreet Reôâir Fúnd¡nõ
)PM-STIP 420601
lssessñent 42060:

lotel Rá $o $766,000 $502 841 6127,495 $520.000 s0 s100 000 $100,000

SOURCES OF FUNDS

ihuttles ìhuttles TS lmo CR lonoel¡on :nerov oustno
:mo¡over ocal rlan vleterinq ncent¡ve lel¡el Plen
;4384000 14382000 14386000 --4387000 33000 j^4353000

5600 500t s20,00c $10,00( $2S ¡121,000
s7l 00f s75 ¡3S2.000

$945.682 s45 267 s33 90: $3a ooo ¡1.567.852
es 52020' lo

rrof- Dues & Membeßh¡ 52050, so
.nces & Meêt¡nds 5rn5n: 2000c ¡20.000)rintinq/ Postaae 52020¿ ¡0

l¡cal¡ons 52050/ s12.727
)¡stributions 522724 s132 00( s55l o00 s50 00f 5100 000 s9t.t-000
ìtreet Reoair 522725 s0
/l sce anêous 52050! s1Ê o)) 11Ê o??
Ìenk Fee 520?Ot 1n
\ud¡t SeMces

$o
otal ExDsndltures s132 000 s567 022 91,247,6E2 $51.267 5123 903 s48 000 s190 7?7 $17s,000 ¡3.040.601

TRAilSFERS

49000 s300 000 s100 000 s400,000
lranfefs oul 59000 s41 482

'¡1.402folal TÉnsfÞrs s0 s0 s0 s0 ß5Â 5qA $o s0 t¡358_598

{ET CIIANGE s13: s200 978 ls34¿ 8¿1 $76.228 $396 097 s'10 598 (s90 727 ls75 000 ¡86.333

IRAiISFER TO RESERVES lo

rOTAL USE OF FUNDS

:NDING FUND BALÀNCE

IESERVE FUND BALANCE



-298-



l5/06/09 CHANGES tN TFCA FUNO (24t25t26ffi
Projected
Aclual ludoeted 3udqet Budget
ry 2008-09 ry 2009-10 .^hanqe 7o Chanoe

BEGINNING BALANCE $r56,874 $o ($156,87¿ -100.0001

IIESERVE BAI.ANCE $o $0 $o 0.00o/o

PR,OJEGTED
REVENUES

nlerest Earninqs $0 $10.000 $10,000 0_0001
$0 $0 $0 o"0o%
$0 $0 $0 o.ooo/,STEA Fundino $0 $0 $0 0.0001frants s0 $o $0 0.00%DMV Fee $1,015,701 $1.O42.117 $26.416 2.600/.TFCA $0 $0 $o 0.00o/o\¡PDES $0 s0 $o o.ooo/,

CVA $0 $0 $0 0.00%
$0 $0 $0 0.000/o
$0 $0 s0 0 00%
$0 $0 $o 0.0001
$0 s0 $0 0.00%
$0 $0 $0 0.007ofotal Revenues $1,015,701 $'t.o52.117 $36.416 3.5901

rOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $1.172.575 s1.O52.',t17 ($120,458) -10.270/,

EXPENDITURES

Adminislration Services $10.000 $5,000 ($5 000ì -50.0001lrofessional Serv¡ces s38.669 $2s,872 ß12.757l -33.09%
lonsultino Services $0 $0 $0 o.ooo/,
Supplies s0 $o $0 0_o00/"
Prof. Dues & Membershios $o $0 $0
Conferences & Meelinos $0 s0
Publications $0 $0 $0IFCA Distributions s0 $o $0 0-o001
)istributions $1,136,000 $1,019.000
\VA Distributions $0 $0 $0 0 00o/o

t$16.0221 s0 $16,022 100.0001
s0 $0 $0 0.000/.
$0 $0 $o 0.0001
$0 $0 $o 0.007

$1.168.647 $'1.049.872 ($1 18,77s) -10.16Vt

$1 s6,874 $o ($1 56.874) -100.o001
ranslers out $160.802 $2.245 I ($158.55n

Tolal Transfefs I

+ $3,928 $2.245 ($1,683) -42.85Yt

NEI (jTIANGE 
I l$1 56.874) I $0 $156"874 T 100.0001

TRANSFER TO RESERVES $0 $0 s0 0 00%

TOTAL USE OF FUNDS $1,172,575 81,Osz,117 l$120 ¿58ì -10.270/c

ENDING FUNDBALANCE $o $o s0 Ê', ñaol

I,ESERVE FUND BALANGE $0 $0 $0 o oool

VET INCREASE f Decreasel ($1s6,874) 
| $o T $1 56.874 100.0001

N FUND BALANCE

T
in Beginning/ Endinq Fund Balance

--T
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15Æ6/09 fFC
FY IOGRAM BUDGET

I - JUNE 30. 2010
]EGII'INING BALANCE l0 ln ¡o ¡0 ¡0 30 ¡D ln ¡o 1n

IESERVE BALANCE s0 s0 s0 $o s0 30

'ROJECTED
:und Cvcle rnd Crcle :uñd ôúd. :und Cycle

TEVENUES ry 0106 ry oÈ07 ry 07-08 :Y 0&09 ry 09-10 FU NO
c283940 c2939500 c30xxxxx

nterest Eam¡nqs 40910i slo 000 310.000
[êmbcr Contributiôn 4810Ðt 3n
)ôd Reimhrrrscmed+WA ¿¿n3i¿ Í0
¡lTC/ Federal Fund¡nq 48102' ¡0

42050,1 çn
4?îâit 81.O42 117 J1.U2.',1',17

,IPDES Fee 4AOOOt

A Cost Share 441023 lo
/l¡scêllenêôús/ sFlA ¡18000t 30
;treet ReDa¡r Fundinq 480003

t0
iota¡ Rovsnuos so so $0 s0 81.O52 117 s0 s0 s0 11.î5? 117

I 117

IROJECTEO

:XPENDITURES

:und Cyde
ry 0È07

/clê lcle
;Y 07-08 ry 0&09 ry 09-1 0 :UtrD

)2637800 :2739200 )243940 :2939500 -'30xxxxx
lmin¡støt¡ôn SeNic¿s 52031 s5 000 ¡5.000

)rôfcss¡ônâl Seruicês 520321 25.472
a)î. i0

l¡es 52020 lo
52050 30

:ôdêEnces & Meelino< 52050: ¡0
Postaqe 5)õ201 l0

)ubl¡catrons 52050/ 30
)¡slributiôns 522721 s1 n{9 onr 100

lreet ReDa¡r 522721 lo
!l sce âneous 52050!
lank Fêê 520201 ¡0

52030' s0
s0

folal Exoondltures s0 s0 s0 s0 s1 049 472 s0 $0 s0 so lt Msa

RS

:ransfeF ln ¡0
:Ensfeß Out 590001 3) ?l
lotel Tansfi s0 s0 s0 s2 245 s0 s0 s0 s0 sn

IET CHANGE $o $o 0o 52,245 $0 $0 $0 50

rRÂiISFER TO RESERVES 50

rOTAL USE OF FUf{DS j1 05) 117

!NDIiIG FUND BALÄNCE ¡0 ¡0 tÌ2.?45 s2 2¿5 30 10 sn $0

IESERVE FUND BALANCE f

l- Bêõinn¡no/ Fndind Reçerue Fund Bâlânce is nôt ¡ncluded in Bedinnind/ End¡nd Fund Bâlânce
?- Menãoe et Fhd Ldel



05/06/09 HANGES IN NPDES FUND IO7) BUDGET BY FISCAL YEAR

Proiected
Actual 3udoeted Budoet Sudset
FY 2008-09 =Y 2009-10 Ohanoe ')6 Ghanoe

BEGINNING BALANCE å't,1 /u,5t $1,235,294 $64.917 5.55%

IESERVE BALANCE $200,903 $200.903 $0 0.000/6

'ROJECTED
REVENUES

lnterest Earninqs $0 $25.000 $2s.000 0.000/6
[Íember Contribution s106.150 $ 1 06.710 $560 0.530Á
3ost Reimbursements-VTA $0 $0 $0 0 00%
MTC/ Federal Fundino $0 $0 $o 0.000Á
Srants s0 s0 $0 0.000ß
)MV Fee $0 $0 $0 0.000ó
\PDES Fee s1.2AA732 s't 289 36'f $629 0.05%
TA Cost Share $0 $0 $0 0.00%
Miscellaneous/ SFIA $0 $0 $0 0.0001
Street Reoair Fundino so $0 s0 0.0001
PPM-STIP so $0 $o 0 00%
Assessment 0 $0 $0 0.000ó

0 so $0 0 000ó
s0 $o $0 0.oo

Total Revenues $1.394.882 $1,421.O71 s26.1 89 l.EEof

rOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $2,565,259 $2,656,365 $9't .106 3.550/6

PROJECTEO
EXPENDITURES

À.,| -Ranrinac $3s,000 $27.411 t$7.s891 -21.680Á
rrofess¡onal Services sl 33 000 $52.504 (s80.496) -60 520Á
lonsultino Serv¡ces $'1 .003.320 s1.067.000 $63.680 6.350Á
Suoolies $0 so $0 0 000Á
r¡of. Dues & Membershios $126-687 $219.067 $92.380 72.920Á
lonferences & Meetinos $1,300 $1.500 $200 15.380Á
r¡ntino/ Postaoe $3.000 s10.000 $7,000 233.330Á

)ublications s0 $0 $0 0 000Á
)istributions s14.OOO $25.000 $11.000 78.57%
Street Repair $0 $0 $0 0.000i6
lvl¡scellaneous $'t00 $1.OO0 $900 900.009t
Bank Fee $o $0 $0 0.oool
Audit Services $o $0 s0 0.0001

$0 $0 $o 0.0001
Total Expenditures $1.316.407 s1.403.482 $87,07s 6.61%

TRANSFERS
Transfers ln $o $o s0 0.0001
Transfers Out $13.558 $5,811 (s7.74V -57 14.
Total Transfers $13.558 $5.E11 ($7,747\ -57.140t

NET CHANGE $64.917 $1',t,778 ts53 I 35 -81.8601

TRANSFER TO RESERVES $o $0 $o 0.000,6

TOTAL USE OF FUNDS $1 ,329,96s $1 ,409,293 $79,328 5.960,6

ENDING FUNDBALANCE s1.235.294 $1,247,072 s1 1.778 0 95%

RESERVE FUND BALANCE $200,903 $200,903 $0 0.000/6

NET INCREASE (Decrease) $64,917 $11.778 ($s3,139) -81 .660,6

IN FUND BALANCE

Note: Beoinnino/ Endino Reserve Fund Balance is not included in Beoinnino/ Endino Fund Balance
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)5m6/09 -y z00E-0elEsTtMATEp STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXpENDtTURES, Am
NPDES PROGRAM FIJND IO:

Ng öALANUE 51-1f0-377
|,170,377

$200,903

ÈU \¡ew Devel ¿ )ubl¡c Idfo omm &lndus emtl Kenew JfoqEm lnal ItsUtsS tsROGRAMS
Tñõ----r----{EVENUES e Conlrol ranctpa¡on

17358000
lltc[ utscha
1735S000 )7360000

IQ es, Mon[
i I 35 íUUO i/361000 ÞUUU i/3Þ3U00

qs 4U91 02 (
441oil

1 061 5t
lost Re¡mbursemenlgwA f,UJU4

I U/ tseoeat Funotno 4ë10'22 ¡0i€nts 42ll501 ¡olMv Fee
Fee 4ö0uu2 1288732

LA COsl t'naæ 441023 ¡0
uìlscehneous/ SFIA 50jt-eet ReÞair Fundino 4ðUUU3
JPM-sI IH 420604
\ssessmenl 420601 $0

50
so

I Olal KeYenues so s0 $0 $0 s0 ü1.ó94,ðö2 $o 51

TOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS

,RAES I ED New Devel ¡ Publ¡c ¡nfo emit oqÊm )nal f KAMS
:TPENDTURES S¡tê Coñhol fanctpa[on

:7358000 L;¡135900O c7360000
t4on¡toring

17361000
alon

-/Jà/UUU Jt36200|.J tr/356000 UUU
52031 4 3500(

Jfolesstonal seruces 52032C 5JO0( 8000(
no seryices ]ðbUUL Jl',l32[ 1 ¡/4OOO L 6000t tus,3zo

iupplies Þ2r'J:z01
Jrol DUeS & MembefshrDs 520501 126641 ì87
lonferences & Meetinos

Þ&2Ul
1 30[ ,3UU

ìnlinq/ Postaqe 300c
JUOICa¡OnS 52050r 50
Jrstrlbutons 52272t ZUUI
ifeet ReDa¡r

CZUSU: 100 STUU
,anK tsee 52U202 ¡o
ud[ seMces 520301 50

t0
[otel Eroendifurss ülöb,uuu þ323,32t) trr1 /4.000 569 000 su tr154.400 $206 687

IRANSFERS
lEnsfers ln
fEnsfeß Out tr13.558 ¡¡ö
olal I fanslers so $0 $0 $o s0 1 513.554

I CHANGE ($186.00( t$323,321 ts1 /4 000) ($203,00( UU :i1.22?i 924 4 917

ÍRANSFER TO RESERVES so

fO tAL USE OF FUNDS

'29,YÞ¡

5t,235.2%

FUND BALANCE
¡200,903
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l5/06/09 CHANGES N AVA FUND IO9} BU )GET BY FISCAL YEAF

Droiecled

{ctual Sudqeted Budset 3udoel
ry 2008-09 FY 2009-10 Chanqe l/o Chanoe

BEGINNING BALANCE $604,787 s576,287 f$28.50[ 4.71o/.

IESERVE BALANCE $o $0 $0 0.000¿

'ROJECTED
TEVENUES

nterest Earninqs ($500) $2.000 $2.500 500.00%
Member Conlribution $0 $o $0 0 000/.
3osl Reimbursemenls-VTA $0 $0 $0 0.0001
MTC/ Federal Fundino s0 $0 $0 0.0001
Srants $o $0 $0 0.00%
)MV Fee $680.000 s680.000 $o 0 00o/o
IPDES Fee $0 $0 $0 0.000¿
fA Cost Share $0 $0 $0 0.0001
vliscellaneous/ SFIA $0 $0 $0 0.000/.
itreet Repair Fund¡no $o $0 $0 0.00%
PPM.STIP $0 s0 $0 0 0001
Assessmenl $0 $0 $0 0.0001

s0 $0 $0 0.0001
$o $0 $0 0 00%

fotal Revenues $679,500 $682,000 $2,500 0.370/,

rOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $1.284,287 $1.258.287 ($26,000) -2,02o/t

¡ROJECTED

=XPENDITURES

\dminislration Services $15.000 $15 000 $0 0.0001
rrofessional Serv¡ces $o $0 $0 0.000/c
lonsultino Serv¡ces $o $0 s0 0 000/c
SuDDlies $0 $0 0 000/o
Prof. Dues & Membershios s0 $0 $0 0.00%
lonferences & Meetinos $o $0 s0 0.0001)rintino/ Postaoe $0 s0 $0 0.00%rublications $0 $0 $o 0OOVt
)istributions $66E,000 $665.000 ($3.000) -0.45V,
ilreel Repair $o $0 s0 0.0001
Vliscellaneous $25,000 $25,000 $0 0.00%
lank Fee $0 s0 $0 0.00%
Audit Services s0 so $o 0 000/o

$o $o $0 0.0001
Total Exoendilures $708,000 $705,000 ($3.000) -0.420/,

TRANSFERS
fransfers ln $o $o $o 0.00%
Iransfers Out $0 $0 $o 0.00%
fotal Transfers $0 $o $0 0.00%

NET CHANGE ($2E,500) ($23,000) $5,500 19.3001

TRANSFER TO RESERVES $o $0 $o 0.000/o

rOTAL USE OF FUNDS $708,000 $705,000 ($3,000) -O.42Yo

=NOING 
FUND BALANCE $576,287 $55s,287 (s2s.000t -3.9901

1ESERVE FUND BALANCE $o $0 $0 0.00%

lFllNcREASE(Decrease) |
($28,500) 

I ($?3p00)-l
-$55õo 

l' 19.307
N FUND BALANCE

tlote: Beginning/ Ending Reserve Fund Balance is nol included in Beginninq/ Endinq Fund Balance
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l5/06/09 HANGES IN AB 1546 PROGRAM FUND (08) BUDGET BY FISCAL YEAR

lProiected
lActual ludoeted Budoet Budoet
I FY 2008-09 ry 2009-10 Ohanqe % Chanoe

BEGINNING BALANCE s5-221-Ê74 $4,386,s82 ($835,0s21 -15.990¿

RESERVE BALANCI $0 $0 $0 0.000/6

PROJECTED
REVENUES

nterest Earninos $o $40 000 $40 000 0.00%
Member Contribution $0 $0 $0 0.000,6
lost Reimbursements-VTA $0 $0 $o 0 00%
VITC/ Federal Fundino s0 s0 $0 0 000t
ìrants $o $0 $0 0.0001
)MV Fee $2.676.918 $2.700.000 $23.082 0.86%
tIPDES Fee $0 $0 $o 0 00%
fA Cost Share $25.000 $25,000 $0 0 000Á
Miscellaneous/ SFIA $0 $0 $0 0 00%
Street Reoair Fundinc $0 $0 $0 0.00%
PPM-STIP $0 $o $o 0.00%
Assessmenl s0 $0 $0 0 000f

$0 s0 $0 0.00%
$0 $ s0 0.00%

Iotal Revenues s2.701.918 $2,765,000 $63,082 2.330Á

TOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $7.923.592 $7,,l51 ,582 ($772,010) -9.740Å

PROJECTED
EXPENDITURES

Administration Services $39.000 $40.000 $1,000 2.560Å
Professional Services $30 00 $30.000 $0 0 0001
Sonsultino Services $312.598 $523.76s $211.167 67.55
Suoolies $0 $0 $0 0.00%
rrof. Dues & Memberships $0 $0 s0 0 000Á
Sonferences & Meetinos s27 000 $2 000 ($2s.000ì -92.59%
rrintino/ Postaoe $0 $0 0.000/¿
rublications $0 $o $0 0.00oi{
)istributions $2.847.843 $t,972.000 ($875 8431 -30.75olt
itreet Repair $0 $0 $o 0 000Á
Miscellaneous $o $0 $0 0.000ß
lank Fee $0 $0 $0 000
\udit Services $0 $o $0 0.000f

$0 $0 $0 0 000Á
fotal Expend¡tures $3,2s6,441 Þ2,Þo/. /fi5 ($688,676) -21.150Â

IRANSFERS
ïransfers ln $25.000 s0 ($2s.0001 -100.000ß
Transfers Out $305.569 $555.090 49.52',1 81.660f
'otal Transfers $260.569 $555,090 274.521 97.840Á

NET CHANGE ($3s7,8ss) 5477,237 57.150Á

TRANSFER TO RESERVES $0 $0 $o 0 00%

TOTAL USE OF FUNDS $3,s37,010 $3,122.855 ($4l4.r ssì 11.7'loÁ

ENDING FUNDBALA NCE $4.386.582 $4,028,727 ($357,855) -9.160/"

RESERVE FUND BALANCE $0 $o s0 0.000/6

NET INCREASE (Decrease) ($83s,09: ($3s7,8s5) s477.237 57.15o/a
N FUND BALANGE

Note: Begtnn¡ng/ Ending Reserve Fund Balance is not included in Beoinnino/ Endino Fund Bal lnce
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ATTACHMENT B

MEMBER ASSESSMENTS FY 09-10
(Same as FY 08-09)
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CiCAGFEE FY 09-10 CONGESTION RELMF' PROGRÄM ASSESSMENT
F'.Y 09-10

A,gency o/o General Fund Gas Tax Total Agency %o ofTnp Congestion
Popul. X'ee Fee Fee Generation Relief
as of 1/l/06) s250,024 s390,907

Atherton 1.jOVo $2,507 $3,920 s6_428 A,therton 7.340Á s24,845
Belmont 354% $8,8s6 $13,846 s22,702 Belmont 3.56%0 $65,884
Brisbane (2) 0.52Yo $1,293 $2,021 $3,314 Brisbare (2) l.l8o/o s21,775
Burlingame 3.gl%o s9,779 $15,290 $25,069 Burlineame 5.79Yo $107,193
Colma 0.22o/o $544 $850 $1.394 Colma 0.s0% s9.224
Daly City 14.48% $36,193 $56,587 $92.780 Daly City 10.79o/o $199,610
East Palo Alto 4.43o/o $11,078 $17,320 $28,398 East Palo Alto 2.30o/o s42,633
Foster Citv 4.13% $10,324 $16,141 s26,466 Foster Citv 4.gOYo $90,679
FIalf Moon Bav 7.760/o $4,399 $6,877 sll.276 llalf Moon Bay l.27Yo $23,451
Flillsboroush 151% $3,786 $5,919 $9,706 Flillsborough 1.27o/o s23,491
Menlo Pa¡k 4.25Yo $10,618 $16,600 s27-218 Menlo Pa¡k 5.57o/o $103,109
Vlillbrae 2.86% $7,160 s11,194 $18.353 Millbrae 3.27Yo $60,419
Pacifica 5.35Yo s13,376 $20,913 s34,289 Pacifica 3.50Yo s64,742
Portola Vallev O.63Yo sL,572 $2,458 $4.030 Portola Valler O.4lYo $7,607
Redwood City 7O.5lo/o s26,272 $41,076 $67,347 Redwood Citl 13.42Yo s248,I97
San Brunol 5.73o/o $14,335 s22,412 s36,746 San Bruno 5.55%;o $102,604
San Ca¡los 3.90%;o $9,760 $15,259 $2s,018 San Carlos 4.77Yo $88,246
Sa¡r Mateo 13.O3Yo s32,566 $50,916 $83,482 San Mateo 16.11/o $298,110
Jouth San Francisco 8.54o/o $21,347 $33,376 s54,723 South San Francisco 8.99% $166,325
Woodside 13) 0.7601 $1,901 s2,973 s4.874 Woodside (3) 0.60% $11,189
San Mateo Countv 8.9401 $22,359 $34,958 $57,318 San Mateo County 4.9001 $90,667

TOTAL 100 s250,024 $390,907 $640,93 l IOTAL 1O0.ïYo $1,850,000

- Same C/CAG Fee as FY 08-09. 1- A slightly expanded program was adopted in FY 07-08.
Z- Pla¡ned for in 6/06 2- Transmitted to Cities and County for plaruring purposes
3- Transmitted to Cities and County fo¡ planning purposes 3-T"he%o trip generation was updated. There may be slight

variation between agencies tn %;o chanee rom the orisina Drosram.
4- Same C/CAG Fee as FY 08-09
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NPDES MEMBER ASSESSMENT
FY 09-10

Agency o//o NPDES NPDES NPDES
Popul. Basic (1) Extended ll Iotal (1)
(as of l/1/06) -4.30yo

Atherton I.00yo s10.906 $8,361 $r9.266
Belmont 3.54yo $30,446 s23,34r $53,787
Brisbane (2) 0.52yo $8,664 s6,642 $1s,306
Bu¡lingame 3.glyo $34.339 $26,327 $60,666
Colma 0.22Y" $2,933 s2,249 $5.182
Datv Citv t4.48yo $81,553 $62,s23 s144,076
East Palo Alto 4.43yo $17,681 $13,5s6 93r,237
Foster City 4.I3yo s32,692 $25,063 ss1.7ss
Flalf Moon Bav l.76yo $r8.581 sr4,24s $32.826
Hillsborough l.5lo/. $14.105 $10,814 s24,9t9
Menlo Park 4.2s% $42,98s s32-956 s75,941
Millbrae 2.860/0 s22.s29 sr7,272 $39,801
Pacifica 5.35y" $45,183 s34,640 s79,823
Portola Vallev 0.63Yo s7.227 $5,541 sr2.768
Redwood Citv L0.st% $78,175 ss9,934 $r38,109
San Bruno 5.73Yo s42,460 $32.s53 $75,013
San Ca¡los 3.90Yo s39.176 $30,034 $69.210
San Mateo 13.03Yo $94.938 s72,785 $167.722
South San Francisco 8.54Y" s73,973 ss6.712 $130,685
Woodside (3) 0.76yo $9,046 $6,935 $15.982
San Mateo Countv 8.94Y" $82,636 $63,354 $145,990

TOTAL 100.00% 9790,227 $605,835 $r,396.062

l- Except those in bold is collected by the San Mateo County tlood Control District
2- Bold indicate Cities pay it from tl reir General Fund.
3- woodside pays for Both NPDES Basic and NPDES Extended from city Funds
4- Estimate of fees.



ATTACHMENT C

Graphical Representation of C/CAG Budget
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C/CAG REVENUES FY 2OO9-IO

AB 1546
25o/o

lnterest Members
1% 60/o

SMCRP
18o/o

AVA
60/o

NPDES
13o/o

C/CAG EXPENDITURES FY 2OO9.1O

AB 1s46
19o/o

General Fund
5o/o Transportation

17o/o
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C/CAG MEMBER DUES/ FEES HIGHLY LEVERAGED

Leverage= $9,036,1 1 9/$2,037,002= 4.44 lo 1

(Less SMCRP Funds)

C/CAG CONTROLLED FUNDS FY 2OO9.IO

Leverage=$30,236, 1 1 9/$2,037,002=1 4.84 to 1

(Less SMCRP Funds)

C/CAG REVENUES FY 2OO9.1O

Member Dues
2o/o

Member Fees
160/o

SMCRP
17%

Member Dues
1o/o

Member Fees
60/o

Leveraged
Revenue

22%
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ATTACHMENT I)

Resolution 09-31 adopting the c/cAG 2009-10 program Budget and Fees
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RESOLUTION 09.31

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

oF sAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG) ADOPTTNG THE C/CAG 200e-10 PROGRAM
BUDGET AND FEES

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/CountyAssociation of Governments of SanMateo
County (C/CAG), that,

WHEREAS, C/CAG is authorized as a Joint Powers Agencyto provide services for member agencies;

and

WHEREAS, C/CAG is required to adopt a program budget and establish fees annually; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG must use the latest population data available from the State of California, dated
l/0I/06, in establishing the member assessments; and

WHEREAS, aCICAG 2009-10 Program Budget and fees has been proposed;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVEDthatthe Crty/CountyAssociation of Governments of San

Mateo County (C/CAG) adopts the C/CAG 2009-10 Program Budget and Fees.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS llTH DAY OF JI]IIE 2009.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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ATTACHMENT E

FY 2008 - 09 Projection vs. FY 2008 - 09 Updated Budget
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t5/06/09 }/CAG FY 2OO8{9 PROJECTION VS FY 2OO8- 09 UPDATED BUDGET

Updated Proiecled
Budoeted {clual Budoet ludqet
FY 2008-09 FY 2008-09 3hanoe )/o Chanqe

3EGINNING BALANCE $8,504,990 $8,719,774 $214,7U 2.531/,

RESERVE BALANCE s194.249 î376,112 $1 81,863 93.6201

PROJECTED
REVENUES

nteresl Earninqs $181 ,000 ($1.0001 tsl82 000ì -100.55%
Vlember Contribution $2,694.351 $2,697,081 $2,730 o.100/i
lost Reimbursements-VTA Tr125,UoO $60.000 ($65, â2.OOo/,
VITÇ/ Federal Fundinq $1.399.500 $745.000 {$654.5001 46.7701
Sranls $464,000 $150,000 {s314.0 47,670/¡
)MV Fee $3.075.690 $4,372,619 $r,296,929 42.170/,
IIPDES Fee $1.349.337 $1.288.732 (560.605t 4.4901
fA Cost Share s],1Y/,þUU $605,336 ($592,164 49.4501t
Miscellaneous/ SFIA $0 $0 $o 0.000l
Street Repa¡r FundinO $0 s0 $0 0.0001
rPM-STIP $460,000 $678 343 $21 8,343 47.4701
\ssessment $0 $o $o 0.00%

$0 $0 $o 0,000/,
$0 $0 $0 0.0001

rotal Revenues $10,946,378 810.596.111 (s350,257 -3.200/,

TOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $19,451,367 819,315,885 l$135., 4,79o/t

PROJECTED
EXPENDITURES

($24,70fqdmin¡stralion Services $462.709 S4Jð,UUU -5.UV.
rrofessional Serv¡ces $1.946.430 $1.615.'t69 ($331.261 -17.O20/L
lonsultino Serv¡ces $4,917,320 $3,083,746 ($1.833.5741 -37.29o/.
Supplies $56.200 $54,950 f$l -2.22o/.
¡rof. Dues & Membersh¡ps $185.537 $128,437 ($57,10( -30.7801
lonferences & Meetinos $12,000 $69,800 $57,800 4A1.6701
trinling/ Postage $38,500 $20,750 17,750 46.10%
>ublications $s,500 ï17,977 12.477 226.8501
f¡str¡but¡ons $8.461.000 $5,646.843 ($2,8r4,r 5? €3.2601
ìtreet Repa¡r $o $0 $0 0.0001
Miscellaneous $56,500 $28,600 ($27.9001 .49.3801
Bank Fee $1,500 $500 f $1.00 66.6701
Audit Services $4.000 $6,784 $2,784 69.6001

$o $0 $0 0.00%
otat tsxpendttufes 16,147,196 $11.1't 1.s56 ($5.035.6401 -31.1901

TRANSFERS
fransfers ln $271,827 $721.749 $449,922 165.520t
Fransfers Oul $271 A27 $696,749 v24,922 156.320/,
fotal Transfers $0 ($25,00( ($25.0( 0.00%

\IET CHANGE ($5,200,81r l$490.445' $4,710,373 90.570/,

TRANSFER TO RESERVES $0 ($43, ($43.s46ì 0.0001

TOTAL USE OF FUNDS 16.147.196 s11.043.210 ($5,r03,98( €1.61%

ENDING FUNDBALANCE $3,304,1 71 $8,272,675 $4.9G8.503 150.370/t

RESER,VE FUND BALANCE $'194.249 $332,766 $138,517 71.310/0

NET INCREASE (Decreasel ($5,200,81r ($447.099 $4,753.719 9t.4001
IN FUND BALANCE

\ote: Eeg¡nn¡ng/ End¡ng Reserve Fund Balance is nol included in Beginnino/ Endino Fund Balance
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Key Budget Definitions/ Acronyms

AB 434 - Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program
AB 1546 Program - San Mateo County Environmental/ TransportationPilot Program
AVA - Abandoned Vehicle Abatement
BAAQMD - Bay Area Air Quality Management District
BPAC - Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Cal PUC - California Public Utilities Commission
C/CAG - CirylCounty Association of Governments
CMAQ - CongestionMitigation and Air Quality
CMP 111 - Congestion Management Program (Proposition 111)

DMV - Department of Motor Vehicles
ECR - El Camino Real
ISTEA - Intermodal Surface Transportation Equþ Act
ITS - Intelligent Transportation Study
LGP - Local Government Partnership with PG&E and Cal PUC

Measure A - San Mateo County Sales Tax for Transportation
MTC - Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Normalized - Years in a multi-year analysis all referred to a base year.

NPDES - National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

Peninsula 2020 Gateway Study - San Mateo and Santa Clara County study on Highway 101 and

access to the Dumbarton Bridge.
PPM - Planning Programming and Monitoring
PSR - Project Study Report
RWQCB - San Francisco Bay Area Regional Water Quality Control Board
SFIA - San Francisco International Airport
SMCRP - San Mateo Congestion Relief Plan Program
STIP - State Transportation Improvement Program (State and Federal Transportation Funds)

STOPPP - Storm-water Pollution Prevention Program
STP - Surface Transportation Program (Federal Funds)
TA - Transportation Authorþ
TAC - Congestion Management Technical Advisory Committee
TDA - Transportation Development Act Article III Funding
TFCA - Transportation Fund for Clean Air (Also known as AB 434)

TLSP - Trafüc Light Synchronization Program - Part of Proposition 1B Infrastructure Bond
VTA - Santa ClaraValley Transportation Authority
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CIC"4G
Crrv/CouNrv AssocrATroN or GovnnxMENTS

OF SANMATNO COUNTY

Atherton.Belmont.Brisbane.Burlingame,Colma.DalyCily'EaslPaloAilo.FoslerCity'HalfMoonBay'Hillsborough.MenloPark,Millbrae.
PaciJica.PortolaValley.RedwoodCity.SanBruno.SanCarlos.SanMaleo.SanMaleoCounty'5ou1¡SonFrancisco.lVoodside

March 13,2009

Honorable Anna Eshoo
United States Congress

205 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

RE: San Mateo County Transit District FY 2010 Appropriations Request, The Grand Boulevard Initiative -
$1,000,000

Dear Congresswoman Eshoo:

On behalf of the Cityl County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, I write to strongly support the
request federal funding for the Grand Boulevard Initiative (GBD. The GBI seeks funds for capital improvement
projects on El Camino Real/IVlission Street that support the Grand Boulevard vision of revitalizing the roadway,

including improving pedestrian access, encouraging public transit use, and development of green retail and

affordable housing infrastructure. El Camino Real has great potential to encourage a modern sustainable lifestyle
and enjoy a local retail environment for Bay Area residents

The Grand Boulevard Initiative is unique as an inter-jurisdictional collaboration, consisting of 19 cities, San

Mateo and Santa Clara counties, and local and regional agencies united to improve the performance, safety and

aesthetics of El Camino Real. This partnership between transit agencies, congestion management agencies, the
business community, and policy-makers brings a diversity of perspectives to the table, and provides a forum for
all entities which have purview ove¡ this important roadway to make collaborative policy decisions on land use

and transportation issues. The Guiding Principles adopted by the Initiative are based in the values of Smart

Growth planning, recognizing the importance of livability and sustainability.

The Grand Boulevard's 51-membertask force has collaborated since 2006to develop and implementkeyprojects
along the corridor to achieve this vision. Projects have included capital improvements on El Camino
Real/Ivlission Street that revitalize the roadway and improve pedestrian safety and access to transit along El
Camino Real. In addition to these improvements, the Initiative is also influencing land use, sustainable economic

development and affordable housing policies along the corridor to embrace Transit Oriented Development
(roD).

These much-needed infrastructure improvements will provide the ideal environment for job growth, affordable
housing, vibrant scenery, and retail shopping along the corridor. This collaborative model has the potential for
far ranging impact not only for the region, but also for the state of California and nationally. As the Executive
Director of C/CAG, I know our constituents would be thrilled to have this project supported.

Thank you for your attention to this request.

Best Regards,

-.1z'1 '{ i'j'l--,.È'
if. u.J"--t, ' \

Richard NaPier ITEM g.l
Executive Director C/CAG

555 county cente¡, 5ù Floor, Redwood 
"tkÎfrr.Ï:.1.rJJo*t' 

6s.0 5ee.1406 Fnx: 650.367.8227
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CfCÊG
Crrv/CouNrv AssocIATroN or GovnnNMENTS

or S.lx M¿rEo CoUNTY

Atherton.Belmont.Brisbane.Burlíngame.Colna.DalyCity,EastPaloAlto.FoslerCity.HalfMoonBay.Hillsborough.MenloPark.
Miltbrae . Pacifica. Porlola Valley. ¡r¿*ood City. San Bruno . San Carlos . San Maleo ' San Maleo County 'Sou¡¡ San Francisco. Iloodside

March 73,2009

Honorable Anna Eshoo
United States Congress

205 Cannon House Office Building
Washingfon,D.C.20515

RE: Support of Caltrain FY 2010 Appropriations Request for the Positive Train Control Project -

$1,000,000

Dear Congresswoman Eshoo :

On behalf of the Cityl County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, please support the
request for federal appropriations funding for Caltrain's Positive Train Control (PTC) project. This project
will allow Caltrain to proceed with preliminary demonstration and deployment of a critical railroad traffic
signal and control system to provide a higher margin of safety because of higher train frequencies.

Increased safety is a major priority of Caltrain as well as the Department of Transportation.

Currently, Caltrain operates 96 trains, including 10 Baby Bullet hips linking San Jose to San Francisco in
less than an hour. Caltrain services about 39,000 passengers weekly, with many trains approaching

maximum occupancy at peak load point. Demand is projected to double in the next 20 years. Caltrain is

taking measures to allow the commuter rail to expand service to new riders, implement important safety

measures and reduce greenhouse gas emissions by converting the rail system from diesel to electric
engines. One of the important safety measures is PTC.

PTC will bring togethe¡ state-of-the-art Communications Based Train Control that will substantially
improve capacity and quality of service while enabling more intelligent control of grade crossing highway
waming systems. To accomplish this the PTC will overlay the existing conventional wayside signaling
system, employing additional equipment to interface with the conventional signaling and grade crossing

waming systems, as well as wireless communications between the train and wayside systems, onboard train

system equipment, hi-rail system equipmen! and office system units.

The PTC will improve safety and the qualrty of operations service to your constituents. Protecting all
passengers while providing exceptional service is a specific goal of Caltrain. I respectfrtlly request your

support of this project to enable Caltrain to enact vital safety measures for it's' passengers.

Best Regards,

/),! t1''Ì--'Li
i¡( ,.-/t--"\ " 

I

,tl''

Richard Napier
Executive Director CICAG

ITEM 8.2

555CountyCenter,5üFloor,RedwoodCity,CA94063 PHoNE:650.599.1406 FtJ.:650.361.8227
www.ccag.ca.gov
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C/CÄ€]
Crrv/CouNrv AssocrlTroN or GovnnNMENTS

or S,lx MarEo CouNrv

Atherron"Belmonl .Brisbane"Burlingame.Colna,DalyCity.EaslPaloAilo.FoslerCily.HallMoonBay.Hillsborough.MenloPark,Millbrae.
Pacifica. Porlola Valley. Redwood Cily. Søn Bruno. San Carlos . San Mateo . San Maleo Counþ.Soulh San Francisco. ll/oodside

March 13,2009

Honorable Jackie Speier
United States Congress
211 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

RE: San Mateo County Transit District FY 2010 Appropriations Request, The Grand Boulevard Initiative -
$1,000,000

Dear Congresswoman Speier:

On behalf of the City/ County Association of Govemments of San Mateo County, I write to strongly support the
request federal funding for the Grand Bouleva¡d Initiative (GBÐ. The GBI seeks funds for capital improvement
projects on El Camino Real/ùfission Street that support the Grand Boulevard vision of revitalizing the roadway,
including improving pedestrian access, encouraging public transit use, and development of green retail and
affordable housing infrastructure. El Camino Real has great potential to encourage a modem sustainable lifestyle
and enjoy a local retail environment for Bay Area residents.

The Grand Boulevard Initiative is unique as an inter-jurisdictional collaboration, consisting of 19 cities, San

Mateo and Santa Clara counties, and local and regional agencies united to improve the performance, safety and
aesthetics of El Camino Real. This partnership between transit agencies, congestion management agencies, the
business communit5l, and policy-makers brings a diversity of perspectives to the table, and provides a forum for
all entities which have purview over this important roadway to make collaborative policy decisions on land use
and transportation issues. The Guiding Principles adopted by the Initiative are based in the values of Smart
Growth planning, recognizing the impofance of livabiltty and sustainability.

The Grand Boulevard's 5l-member task force has collaborated since 2006 to develop and implement key projects
along the corridor to achieve this vision. Projects have included capital improvements on El Camino
RealÀ4ission Street thatrevitalize the roadway and improve pedestrian safety and access to transit along El
Camino Real. In addition to these improvements, the Initiative is also influencing land use, sustainable economic
development and affordable housing policies along the corridor to embrace Transit Oriented Development
(roD).

These much-needed infrastructure improvements will provide the ideal environment for job growth, aflordable
housing vibrant scenery, and retail shopping along the corridor. This collaborative model has the potential for
far ranging impact not only for the region, but also for the state of California and nationally. As the Executive
Director of C/CAG, I know our constituents would be thrilled to have this project supported.

Thank you for your attention to this request.

Best Regards,

/ t /:'ì ¿-.:'
./ .ì ' i ! j i""l
íK ,..¿*-'\. " ii

Richard l'iapier
Executive Director ClCAG ITEM 8.3

555 County Center, 5ú Floor, Redwood 
",t;_i..t"i::"r".rju"o*t, 

6s0.s99.1406 F¿x: 650 361.8227
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C/CAG
Crry/Couxry AssocIATroN or GovnnrvMENTS

oF SANMATEo Cou¡Iry

Alherton"Belmont.Brisbane.Burlingame.Colmø.DalyCity"EaslPaloAlto.FosterCity.HatJMoonBay"Hillsborough.Menlopark.
Millbrae ' Pacifica' Portola Valley' Redwood City'" San Bruno . San Carlos . San Mateo . San Mateo Count! .South San Francisco " lloodside

March 13,2009

Honorable Jackie Speier
United States Congress
211 Cannon House Office Building
Washington,D.C.20515

RE: Support of Caltrain FY 2010 Appropriations Request for the Posifive Train Control Project -
$1,000,000

Dear Congresswoman Speier:

On behalf of the City/ County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, please support the
request for federal appropriations funding for Calhain's Positive Train Control (PTC) project. This project
will allow Caltrain to proceed with preliminary demonstration and deployment of a critical railroad traffrc
signal and control system to provide a higher margin of safety because of higher train frequencies.
Increased safety is a major priority of Calhain as well as the Department of Transportation.

Currently, Calhain operates 96 trains, including 10 Baby Bullet trips linking San Jose to San Francisco in
less than an hour. Caltrain services about 39,000 passengers weekly, with many trains approaching
maximum occupancy at peak load point. Demand is projected to double in the next 20 years. Caltrain is
taking measures to allow the commuter rail to expand service to new riders, implement important safety
measures and ieduce greenhouse gas emissions by converting the rail system from diesel to electric
engines. One of the important safety me¿rsures is PTC.

PTC will bring together state-of-the-art Communications Based Train Control that will substantially
improve capacity and quality of service while enabling more intelligent control of grade crossing highway
warning systems, To accomplish this the PTC will overlay the existing conventional wayside signaling
system, employing additional equipment to interface with the conventional signaling and grade crossing
warning systems, as well as wireless communications between the train and wayside systems, onboard train
system equipment, hi-rail system equipmen! and office system units.

The PTC will improve safety and the quality of operations service to your constituents. Protecting all
passengers while providing exceptional service is a specific goal of Caltrain. I respectfully request your
support of this project to enable Caltrain to enact vital safety measures for it's' passengers.

Best Regards,

/) ,': ' liJi-'
''fi nnJ*'r / \-

Richard Napier
Executive Director C/CAG

555 County Center, 5ù Floor, Redwood City, CA94063 pHoNE: 650.599.1406 Fl,xi 650.36t 8227
www.ccag.ca_gov
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C/CAG
Crrv/Couxrv AssocrATroN or GovnnxMENTS

or S¿,xM¡,rno CouNrv

Alherlon.Belmonl .Brisbane.Burlingame.Colma.DalyCiþ.EastPaloAilo.FosterCity.HalfMoonBøy.Hillsborough.MenloPark.
Millbrae. PaciJìca. Porlola Valley. ftsdwt.dCity. San Bruno. San Carlos. San Maleo. San Mateo County.South San Francisco. Woodside

April3, 2009

The Honorable Christine Kehoe
California State Senate

State Capitol, Room 5050
Sacramento, CA95814

RE: SB 346(Kehoe) - Prevent Water Pollution from Brake Pads - Support

Dear Senator Kehoe:

The CitylCounty Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) supports SB 346 (Kehoe). SB
346 requires that the use of copper in brake pads sold in Califomia be reduced to no more than 5o/o by weight
by 2023, and to no more than0.SYoby 2032. Starting in2074, the bill also prohibits sale of brake pads

containing lead, asbestos, and several other toxic substances.

The State Water Resources Control Board has designated creeks, rivers, and estuaries in urbanízed areas

across California as impaired by elevated copper levels. Copper is toxic to phytoplankton, the base ofthe
aquatic food chain, and has been shown to adversely impact salmon sensory organs, potentially compromising
their ability to return to spawning streams and to avoid predators. Scientific studies have shown that much of
the copper in urban watersheds comes from the fine dust generated from the use of brake pads. Since it is
dispersed widely in the urban environment, this fine dust cannot be collected, nor can it be readily removed
from runoffwhen it rains. The only technically feasible solution to this water pollution problem is to stop the
pollution at its source by limiting copper use in brake pads.

The State Water Resources Control Board is in the process of establishing Total Maximum Daily Loads
(TMDLs) as allowable pollution limits on copper in urban watersheds across Califomia. Since local
governments cannot regulate the copper content of brake pads on vehicles driving through their communities,
if brake pad copper content is not regulated by the state, local governments face wban stormwater runoff
treatment expenditures estimated to exceed a billion dolla¡s statewide.

SB 346 creates a workable balance between necessary innovation, manufacturing timelines, and the stringent
water quality compliance requirements facing Califomia cities and counties. It is the consensus-based result
of a collaborative effort among brake manufacturers, environmentalists, stormwater management agencies,

and water pollution regulators.

California's local governments are facing extraordinary challenges to clean up the state's polluted stormwater.
Controlling pollutants-like copper in brake pads-at their sources will be a key step toward solving
California's water pollution problems. C/CAG is pleased to support SB 346.

Thomas M. Kasten,
CitylCounty Association of Governments of San Mateo County

555 County Center, 5ù Floor, Redwood City,CA94063 PHoNE: 650.599.1406 FAx 650.361.8227
www.ccag.ca.gov
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C/CAG
Crry/Cou¡rry AssocrATroN or GovnnNMENTS

or S¿x M,lrno CouNry

AlherlonoBelmonteBrisbaneøBurlingameoColmaeDalyCttyeEastPaloAltoeFosterCity"HaAMoonBayøHiltsboroughøMenlopark
MllbraeoPactfcacPortolaValleyep¿¿roodClyoSanBrunoøSanCarlosoSanMaleoøSanMateoCounlyøsouthsanFranciscoe

lltoodside

April9,2009

The Honorable Anna G. Eshoo
U.S. House of Representatives
205 Cannon Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: SUPPORT FOR TI{E U¡IIVERSITY A\rEI.[UE/[J.S. 101 O\TERCROSSING
WIDENING PROJECT

Dear Congresswoman Eshoo,

On behalf of the San Mateo County CitylCounty Association of Government (C/CAG), I am
pleased to suppof the University Avenue/Route 101 Overcrossing Widening Project in the City of
East Palo Alto. University Avenue (State Route 109) provides the main connection between the
Dumbarton Bridge (State Route 84) and State Highway 101. The a¡ea experiences substantial
trafftc demand, poor operational conditions during peak commute period and lacks adequate
pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Implementing improvements to the interchange will help alleviate
congestion in the area and results in significant benefits to lhe City of East Palo Alto, neighboring
cities, and the region.

This project will bridge the divide between the cities of Palo Alto and East Palo Alto. In addition,
University Avenue is one of two primary corridors to the Dumbarton Bridge, linking housing in the
East Bay with jobs in Silicon Valley. Universþ Avenue also leads to the Palo Alto CalTrain
Station, which accommodates bicycles and connects this mid-Peninsula are south to Gilroy and
northto San Francisco.

Thank you for your consideration of this important project.

Cl CAG Executïve Director

¡'/7?cn-t
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C/CILG
Crrv/CouNrv AssocIATroN or GovnnNMENTS

or Snx M.rrno Couxrv

Atherlon.BelmontoBrisbaneoBurlingameoColmaoDalyCilytEaslPaloAlto.FosterCityoHaïMoonBaycHillsboroughoMenloPark
MillbraecPacifrcacPortolaValleycRedwoodCityoSanBntnotSanCarloscSanMaleo.SanMateoCountycSoulhSanFranciscoo

Woodside

April 10,2009

The Honorable Anna G. Eshoo
California 14th Congressional District
205 Cannon Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: THANK YOU FOR YOUR SUPPORT OF THE SAN MATEO COUNTY SMART
CORRIDORS PROJECT

Dear Congresswoman Eshoo,

On behalf of the C/CAG Board I would like to express our appreciation to you for jointly
recommending with Congresswoman Speier the San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project for
$1,500,000 in FY2010 Appropriations funding.

Thank you for your consideration of this important project and recognition of the value this
project brings to San Mateo County and the Bay Area region. This project serves multiple cities
within the County and also provides regional benefits by enhancing the management of recurring
and non-recurring traffic congestion on local arterials streets, El Camino Real (SR 82), and US
101 through the deployment of Intelligent Transportation Systems.

I would also like to thank you on behalf of the cities and agencies that are in partnership on this
project. Your success in securing this Federal funding will enable us to move the project to its
next stage and one step further to a successful outcome. We look forward to reporting out
progress to you.

Thomas M. Kasten
C/CAG Chair
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CfCÆG
Crrv/Couxrv AssocIATIoN or GovnnNMENTS

or Sax M¡,rno CouNrY

AtherlontBelmontoBrisbaneoBurlingameoColmaeDatyCily¡EastPaloAltooþ-oslerCityo¡ToyroonBaycHillsboroughcMenloPark
MillbraeopacilìcaoPortolaValleicRedwoodCitytSanBrunooSanCarloscSanMaleocSanMateoCountytSoulhSanFranciscot'I4oodside

April 10,2009

The Honorable Jackie SPeier

California 1 2th Congressional Di strict
211 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D.C.20515

Re: THANKYOUFORYOUR
CORRIDORS PROJECT

SUPPORT OF THE SAN MATEO COUNTY SMART

Dear Congressu/o

On behalf of the C/CAG Board I would like to express our appreciation to you for jointþ
recommending with Congresswoman Eshoo the San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project for

$1,500,000 in FY201.0 Appropriations funding'

Thank you for your consideration of this important project and recognition of the value this

projectirings to San Mateo County and the Bay Area ltiple cities

ïitirin the County and also provides regional benefits of recurring

and non-recurring traffic congestion on local arterials ), and US

101 through the deployment of Intelligent Transportation Systems.

I would also like to thank you on behalf of the cities and agencies that are in partnership on this

project. your success in sõcuring this Federal funding will enable us to move the project to its

ne*t stage and one step further to a successful outcome. We look forward to reporting out

progress to you.

Thomas M. Kasten
C/CAG Chair
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AlhertoneBelmontøBnsbaneøBurlingameøColmaoDalyCitJsEastpaloAltoøFoslerCityoyoyroonBayø¡7r¡r6oroughoMenlopark
MillbraesPacíìcaoPorlolaValleyopa¿*oodCttyosanBrunoosanCarlososanMareiosan'MoteoCoírrytsouthsanFronciscoø

Iloodstde

April20,2009

The Honorable Anna G. Eshoo
U.S. House of Representatives
205 Cannon Building
Washington,D.C.20515

R.e: suPPoRT FoR TlrE sAN FR ANCrsco ts,ay rRAxL RourE x01 BIKE dNÐ
PEÐESTRXAIì{ OVERPASS IN EAST PALO ALTO

Dear Congresswoman Eshoo:

On behalf of the San Mateo County CitylCounty Association of Government (C/CAG), I support
the San Francisco Bay Trail/Route 101 bike and pedestrian overpass in East palo alto.

The proposed overpass will consists of a bridge across the 101 freeway, along San Francisquito
Creek, connecting East and West Bayshore; thus, connecting low income EastÞalo Alto families

around the west Bayshore area, with the San Francisco Bay Trail. The bridge
accommodate pedestrians, cyclists, and wheelchairs and will be compliant wiih
ts.

The project will generate the following public and regional benefits:
" The project will reduce congestion and Green House Gas emissions in the Bay Area by

facilitating regional access to the SF Bay and expanding the network of bícycle aná
pedestrian trails.

" The bridge will improve bike and pedestrian local and regional access to the SF Bay Trail.
" The project will ardship by increasing access to the SF Báy.
" A pedestrian an provide EPA residents that live in the Southwest

side of the city, ar, a safe route to access open space recreational
opportunities, as well as vital comme¡cial health, legal, and financial services, such as
banking, food shopping, restaurant services, etc., located in the Northeast part of the city.

" Bay e quality of life of EPA residents east of highway101 of open space. This area of EpA tras a triglconc children living in overcrowding conditions

Thank you for your consideration of this important project.

T
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C/CAG
Crry/CouNry AssocrATIoN or GovnnNMENTS

op SÀN MArEo CouNry

Atherton.Belmont.Brtsbane.Burlingame.Colma.DalltCity.EaslPaloAlto.FoslerCity.HalfMoonBay.Hillsborough.MenloPark.Millbrae.
Pacifica,PorlolaValley.RedtuoodCity.SanBruno.SanCarlos.SanMaleo.SanMaleoCounty.SoulhSanFrancisco.Ihoodside

April29,2009

Honorable Jackie Speier
400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 410
San Mateo, CA 94402

Subject: Caltrans support for Broadway Interchange project for its inclusion under
SAFETY-LU tunding.

Dear Congresswoman Speier:

This letter is to support the City of Burlingame's effort to obtain SAFETY-LU Grant funding for Broadway
Interchange project. The Broadway lnterchange built in 1948 is oldest interchange in San Mateo County on
U.S. 101 Highway conidor. The current conhguration is antiquated and its various loop ramps are
considered substandard for design and capacity. The existing layout presents serious safety concems and
traffic congestion as well as circulationproblems, The existing on-ramps/off-ramps are complex as well as
non-standard and result in traffic backup and unsafe movements on the mainline freeway in both northbound
and southbound direction. In addition, CICAG has been working to implement ramp metering on U.S.
Highway l0l corridor and due to the current configuration; it is impractical to install ramp metering on
Broadway unless the interchange is reconstructed according to the approved PSR.

The City has been working rn'ith Caltrans and the Transportation Authority to reconstruct the interchange to
current standards. The new interchange will address the current problems and will make it safer for the users
both on the overcrossings and the mainline freeway. On behalf of C/CAG, I kindly request that a favorable
consideration be given to this project to be included for funding under SAFETY-LU grant program.

Please contact Syed Murtuzaif youhave any questions regarding this project at (650) 558-7230

Thank you,

Sincerely,

n , t ^A
"l *'tL-¡ I (*l'^

Richard Nupirì,
Executive Director of San Mateo CitylCounty Association of Governments

Syed Murtuza, Burlingame Public Works Director
Jim Nantell, Burlingame City Manager
Burlingame City Council
Joe Hurley, San Mateo County Transportation Authoritv

555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 PHoNE: 650 599 1406 Fex: 650 361 822'l
ww\v ccag ca.gov
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Atherlon . ßelmont. Brisbone . Burlingone . Colma . Daþ City. Eosl Polo /llto, Fosler Cily. Hal.f Moon Bay. Hillsborough.Menlo Park. lvtillbrae
Pacifica . Portola Valley. Reùvood City. San Bruno. Søn Carlos. San Moteo . San lúaleo County .Soulh San Francisco. lYoodside

llllay 4,2009

CALTRANS District 4
l1 I Grand Street
Oakland, CA94623-0660

Attention: Bijan Sartipi - Director District 4

Subject: Request for 82,7 million in State American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds forthe Belmont Bicycle and

Pedestrian Bridge at Ralston and US 101

Dear Director Sartipi;

The Cityl County Association of Goverrunents of San Mateo County (C/CAG) is the

Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County and is responsible forprogramming
the San Mateo County discretionary State and Federal Transportation funds and coordinating
these with the Local Sales Tax Measure Strategic Plari. As part ofthis effort, C/CAG has

previously invested Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 funds for design of a
Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge over US 101 at Ralston. Design for this project has already been

completed.

It is requested that CALTRANS program $2.7 million in State American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds for construction to this
project. The basis for this request is as follows:

l- The project is ready for construction. A detailed investigation by C/CAG and
CALTRANS key staffhas determined that the project is ready and could obligate the
ñrnds within 60 days.

2- The funding will be leveraged with other Federal, State, Regional and Local Funds.
Approximately $5.41 million in other funds for construction. Regional TE funds have
been requested from MTC of $2.1 million.

3- The project addresses the critical need to allow bioycles and pedestrians to safely
cross US 101 which is a priority type project for using State TE funds.

4- The project has been supported by the CiCAG Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee and other Bicycle Groups. The Safe Routes to Schools National
Partnership requested the project be funded in a letter to V/ill Kempton dated 4/10/09.

5- The project is included in the Regional Transportation Plan.

This is a major Bicycle and Pedestrian Project in San Mateo County with broad support.
Your consideration of this matter is appreciated. If there are any questions please contact

Richard Napier at650-599-1420. ITEM g.11

-351 -



Sinccrely,

Chai¡
Cityl County Association of Governments

Cc: Letterto Will Kempton Dated 4ll0/09
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SAFE ROUTES

to School
Hil: tut,r^[ P^H T Nl RSi ilP

April ro, zoog

Mr. Will Kempton, Director fwill. kempton @ doL ca. qov)
California Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 9428T9
Sacramento, CA 9 427 3-oo ot

Re: ARRATransportation Enhancements funds andABX3 zo Priorities

DearMr. Kempton:

Ttre Safe Routes to School National Partnership, based in California, is pleased that the
A:nerican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of zoog (ARRA) includ.es gp million in
Transportation Enhancements (TE) funds for California. The resulting projects will heþ to
enhance the livability of communities throughout California while also creating jobs.

As you know, the state legislation to implement the recovery act, ABX3 zo, established a
hierarchy for TE projects such that projects that can be constucted by the California
Conservation Core (CCC) or their affiliates should be funded first, followecl by
bicycle/pedestrian projects. We understand Caltrans has $28 million to program for TE
projects on the state highway system and that the remainder of the TE funds will be
programmed by metropolitan planning organizations and regional transportation planning
organizations, but all TE ARRA funds are subject to the new criteria in ABX3 zo.

Earlier this week, Caltrans Headquarters staff communicated to me that they had only been able
to identify 3o-3S percent of the state's $28 million in TE funds for construction by the CCC, and
only one bieycle project in the entire state. We know that there are many more bicycle and
pedestrian projects that meet the ABX3 zo TE requirements.

The Partnership conducted outreach to cities, counties and advocates throughout the state to
identif potential bicycle and pedestrian projects on the state highway system that ¿¡s eìigible
for TE funding. Attached is a list of these candidate projects, which includes z5 bicycle and
pedestian projects totaling more than $S6 million. Our instructions were for project sponsors
to identifu projects that a¡e ready-to-go, on the state highway system, so that funds could be
obligated quicH¡ and projects constructed by Caltrans in the near terur.

In light of these findings, we urge Caltrans to take the following actions:

t) Outreach: Have Headquarters contact the rz Districts with a sample letter to send to
every Congestion Management Agency, city, and countywith a request to identiff ready-

Safe Routes to School National Pafinership, P.O. Box 663, Faírfax, CA 94978
www.saferoutesoarlnershio.oro 415454-7 43O
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!o-go TE projects on the state highway system that that could be built by the CCC or are
bicycle/pedestrian projects.

z) Ensure Regional Compliance: Have Headquarters Iocal Assistance contact the
RTPAs/MPOs and advise them to comply with the ABX3 zo hierarchy for TE project
selection, and follow up by reviewing eligibility to ensure that the regional share óf tn is
being_programmed. in compliance with the law, and that the regions meet the obþation
date deadlines.

z) Obligale sg percent by June: Obligate only 5o percent of the TE money by the June
zoog deadline so that there is enough time to meet the state-legislated priorities for TE
while also ensuring that California doesn't lose any of the $ZZM iu TE funding.

3) Accountability: Create a process that is transparent and accountable for both tbe state
and. regional shares of the TE funds. There should be an opportunþ for wide public
input to truly incolporate the needs and priorities of California's communities. Please
post all information on the state's recovery website, including whether a funded project
involved the CCC or was a bicycle/pedestrian project.

In addition to creating construction jobs in the near-term, completed bicycle and pedestrian
projects will provide opportunities for people to walk and bicycle to shops and other
destinations, thereby helping to create a vibrant local economy and thriving livable
communities.

I look forward to working with you to ensure accountabilþ and transparency for programming
the TE ARRA funds. As always, I'm pleased to have the opportunþ to work with youlo
improve mobility and safety for bicyclists and pedestrians within the great state of California.

Please let me knowhow Caltrans intends to proceed to identify and program projects for the TE
portion ofARRA funding. If there is anything I can do to assist Caltrans in ttris process, please
do not hesitate to call on me. I look forward to your response.

Deb Hubsmith, Director
Safe Routes to School National Partnership

Cc: GovernorArnoldSchwa¡zenegger
Senator Steinberg, President Pro Tem
Assembly Speaker Karen Bass
Senatot Lowenthal, Senate Transportation and Housing Committee Chairman
Assembly Member Mike Eng, Assembly Tïansportation Committee Chairman
Assembly Member Bob Blumenfeld, Budget Committee Chairman
Andre Boutros and Bimla Rhinehart, California Tiansportation Commission
Caltrans: Kome Ajise, Kevin Pokrajac, Richard Harmon, Barry Leaming, and
Rachel Falsetti

Attachment

Safe Routes to School National Partnership, P.O. Box 663, Fairfax, CA 94978
www.saferoutesoartnershio.orq 41 5-454-7 4gO
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Readv to Go B le/Pedes rian TË Proiects for ARRA on State Hi
{ame of Prolect Location of Prolect Brlef Descrlotlon of Proiect

State
Hiohwav Distrlc{ Estimated Gost

)ity of South Lake Tahoe
licvcle Trail Flehahilifalion South Lake Tahoe- CA

These bike trails are part of a master bike trail plan to interconnect the
city of South Lake Tahoe by bicycle and allow safe bicycle access to
schools. work areas. recreation areas etc Hiohwav 50 1 s544.s00

'{wy 255 in Arcata bicycle
rnd pedesbian
morovamente,

{wy 255 in Arcata at F
o K Steet.

Widen pedestrian and bike lanes, restripe for trafüc calming, add
ntersection trêâfmênls nerr¡ -ei¿lewalks athar hirunle inf¡aclrr ¡nlr ¡ra

Hwy 255 in
A¡eala s600-000

-{wy 299 shoulder
reatments and rumble
;trips and striping for
rinwele safe,fu

lwy 299 in Humboldt
1nr rnfv

lnstall rumble-warning areas for waming to cyclist and pedestrians.
lnstall shoulder treatments as necessary for cyclist safety, lnstrall

stripins and sionaqe, and other bicvcle infrastructure. Hwv 299 $400.000

Hwy 101 at Mad River
Bridge, pedestrian/bike
ènhâncements

lwy 101 at Mad River
'near Arnatnì

ixpands the safe approaches and exits to the bridge, includes
rnderpass/overpass; Expands the lighting. signage, and striping;
inhances the pedestrian and biking safety connecting into
McKlnlewllle- Hwv l0l $850.000

Hwy 299 bicycle alternative
routes A M trail

Hwy 299 near Blue
[¡ke

Expand trail elements on Hwy 299. Fund mitigated elements of trail
as result of recent bike/ped deaths on the corridor; lnstall
bike/pedestrian trail enhancements; Enhance existing AM trail under
crossinq. Huru 299 s1.200_o00

ilk Grove Creek/ State
Route 99 Trail Overcrossing
f rniec-l

City of Elk Grove, at
State Route 99, a
proposed overcrossing
structure over Highway
99 between Route
99/Laguna Blvd and
Route 99/Elk Grove
Flot rlewarrl

The Elk Grove Creek / State Route 99 Trail Overcrossing Project will
extend the existing Class I Bikeway and pedestrian path and construcl
a pedestrian/bike overcrossing over State Route 99. lt will extend an
existing trail from east of Laguna Springs Drlve to SR-99. From there,
the t¡ail will continue over the proposed pedestrian/bike bridge, and
mnlinlra nnwar¿{ ln fha araok ¡¡{i¡¡onl ln Fmaralr{ Pa¡l¡ fìdrra

State Route
99 3 ß6.000.000
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lrlame of Prolect Location of Þrolect Brief Descrlotion of Prolect
State
Hiohwav Dlstrict Estimated Cost

=olsom/Placerville Rail Trail

Project llmits are
between the Humbug-
Willow CreekTrail and
l-lwv S0/Citv limits.

Project is a Class I bike trail that runs parallel to the inact've rail line
that extends from downtown Folsom to Placerville. This project will
complete the Class I trall within the Folsom City Limits, including a
oortion of trail under u.S- Hiohwav 5O-

US Hlghway
50 3 [6so-ooo

JS Highway 50 / Missouri
:lat Road lnterchange
mnrnrromanlc Þhaca lR >lacerville

The bike path portion of the project would create a bike facility
connecting the Missouri Flat Road commercial and retail area to the
lncorporated portions of Placerville at Fomi Road/Placerville drive,
which includes resldential, commercial and government center
facilities. The connedion will bridge a ma¡or physical banier (Weber
Creek Canyon) and provide for significant improvements to bicycle
connec,tivitv between he two otherwise ohvsicallv seoarated areas. Hwv 50 3 s4.000.o00

IOV Gap Closure Project;
nufti-use trail

lighway 101 through
ìan Flafael

fhe HOV gap closure project includes a Class I multl-use pathway
nrithin the state híghway system that will connect the San Rafael
fransit Center wlth the Terra Linda area of San Rafael including the
Marin Countv Civic Center- Hiohwav 101 4 s2-100.000

Ralston 101 bicycle
ncdactrian ave¡crnssinn

Selmont, GAofi 101
¡nd Ralston

Project has been planned forten years and connects Belmont to the
fav Trail.

State
l-líahwaw I Ol + ß8 185 000

lnterstate 580 Tr¿il
I lndc¡nrassinn )ublin/Pleasanton

3onstruct a concrete trail undercrossing that will connect Dublin and
Pleasanton along theAlamo Canal under lnterstate 580 and the BART
ailunv Tha cnfirn nnic¡:t will he 713-feat in lan¡fh

lnterstate
5ßn + s1.020.000

State Park Road

fenícia
Ftil¿a/Þad hrlr{aa lhaf r¡/ll ¡raala

en
lrraç¡raccln¡

+ s4.3C5 000Pafh areas of Benicia and Valleio to Benicia State Recreation Area :f l-780

Drainage improvements to
facilitate pedestrian eccess
to Gold Sorino School

East Valley Road and
ônld Snrinnc Pna¡{

lmprove drainage so that kids can walk along the highway and do not
have to wade lhrouoh ouddles

Hwy 192 in
Santa
Bart¡ara t s200.000
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Name of Prolect Lacallan af Þraiact B¡lef Descriotlon of Proiect
State
l.liqhwav Dlstr¡ct Estimated Cosf

Safe Hiking & Biking on
llwv 227

Hwy227,Anoyo
Grande to San Luis
llhLcnn \4ulti-use safe path for hikers. bicvclist on Hl',r.¡'t 227 Jwv 227 5 ß350.OOO

3ob Jones Trail

Hwy 101, San Luis
Obispo City to Avila
Rmch

Need to complete the middle section that connects f¡om San Luis
Obispo to Avila Beach up to a Class 2 Trail. San Luis Obispo City
section is complete, but ends. Avila Beach has a 1.5 mile section
completed and has been in use for years. This is a very popular use
multi use trail. lwv 101 5 $650.O00

Safe Routes to School
Sidewalk Gap Closure on
sR l?7

North side of SR 137
(Tulare Ave.), west of
Hwy.99, where it
passes through
downtown Tulare-

Approxlmately 1,900 LF sect¡on of mlsslng sldewalk and ADA-
compliant curb ramps directly across from Wilson Elementary and
fulare Union High School on the north side of SR 137. SR 137 Is
oart of the walkino route to school for students at these two schools. SR 137 b $110.000

fakhurst River Parkwav Eastem Madera Countr

The trall currently connects four schools, library communþ park,
several churches, Boys & Girls Club with the town of Oakhurst. There
are fuur pedestrian bñdges that cross the Fresno River, Oak Creek
and China Creek. We have used many partnes and grants to
develop the Parkway trail. We are an un¡ncorporated town but
Madera County Board of Supervisors has supported our Grant
request. Although the trail is used extensively by the community to not
have to walk on the road ways, improvements would increase the use
even more. Lighting is needed in some areas to improve the safety of
using the trail at night. Hwy 41 is the Southem route lnto Yosemite
Nâtiñnâl PâÍk Hwv 41 ô ß50 000
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Name of Proiect Locatlon of Proiect Brìef Description of Pro¡ect
State
Hlohrmv D¡str¡ct Estimated Gost

Anoyo Seco Greenway
Prnleal

Along the Aroyo Seco
r¡ver and the Pasadena
Freeway near
downlawn I ns Annclcc

This project, when complete, will connect Pasadena and the San
Gabriel Valley to downtown Los Angeles through a bikeway along the
Arroyo Seco River. While the bikeway will travel next to a beautiful
stream and have recreational benefits, it is primarily for commuting
and congestion ¡elief. The first phase now being planned, the
Confluence Gateway, will connect witr the Los Angeles River Bike
Trail and extend to the Gold Line transit station at Avenue 26 and to
Pasadena Avenue. Future phases will go 12 miles to Pasadena and
connect to downtôwn LA-

immediately
adJacent to
theAnoyo
Seco
Parkway, aka
the
Pasadena
Freeway, CA-
't'tô 7 s12.000.000

Sity Project #06-03 Gene
\utryTrall Gateway
an¡{cem Þrni*l

Corner of Gene Autry
and Vista Ghlno, Palm
Snrinos CA

Landscape, T¡ail, and Gateway signage for a vacant parcel to create a
new passive park. This project will provide off street trail connection
from nelghborhoods to schools, and a 1.72 acre passive park
landscaped with water efficient and/or native desert plants and state ol
the art drio inioation.

State
Hiohwav 1l'l I s2.220.00O

úVardlow Wash Trail
Fnvirnnmantal Asccqcmcnl

Ihe WardlowWash
rrea ls located at the
À/estem edge of urban
lorona south of the
unction of State
{iohwavs 91 and71-

The fail will include a mixture of Class l, ll and lll bicycle lanes,
pedestrian access and a poÍion will be acccssible for equestrian use.
Caltrans TE funds would be used to complete the next phase in the
planning process, which is to complete the Environmental
Assessment. Major trail linkages include access to the Prado Dam,
the Santa Ana River Trail (SART), and the Chino Hills State Park. The
trail system will also connect to the Foothill Parkway Extenslon, which
would extend aooess from the 15 Freeway to the SR-91 and the Santa
Ana River Trail. The Wadlow Wash will be the only venue for Corona
residents to connect to the SART south of the 91 Freeway, This trail
svstem will also link users to the Wesl Corona Metrolink rail slation.

Ihe project is

ocated near
the 91 and
71 State
lighway
lwctam s164.000

Califomia Route 66
Marathoncl Proiect

Route 66 Corridor
within San Bemardino
County's East and
West Vallev

Entails Clean and Green/Healthy Lifestyles into its development, and
will incorporate bike paths, bike stations, and safe pedestrian paths
alono the route- ìoute 66 I $6.125.000



I(,
Ul
r.o

I

Name of Proiect Lacation of Praiecl Brief Descrlotion of Prolect
State
I{iahwav DIst¡ict Estimated Cost

Mission Valley Llnk Under
Sfate Rnrrte lÂ3

Mission Valley Link
Under State Route 163
San fìicnn

This project will connect the bike paths on either side of State Route
163 on the north side of the San Diego River, which will provide a
badly needed oonnection between Fashion Valley and Hazard Center
for non-motorized users. The project is currently 70% designed ancl
permitted, and was fully funded by the San Diego River Conservancy
and the State Goastal Gonservancy unt¡l the Slate bond funding
freeze. lt will need $1.4 million for construçtion to break ground late
summer 2009. Other funds in the proJect include $400,000 in federal
transnorlalion dollers

State Route
lÂ" $1.400.000

Ash Street Bícycle Path
Undercrossing at Highway
78

Along Highway 78 in
the City of Escondido a1

theAsh Street/Highway
78 Bridge where it
crosses the Escondido
Greek Flood Control
Channel, between
Washington Avenue on
the north and East
Valley Parlflay on the
sorrth

Slass lbicycle path undercrossing at Híghway 78. This would allow a
¡rade separated crossing of this busy highway and allow the
:onvenient, safe and uninterrupted continuation of the existing Class I

oicycle path. The existing bike path is a regional link that runs east to
nest through the entire Gig of Escondido and links directly to the
Escondido Transit Center, Sprinter light-rail line and Escondido to
Sceanside rail trail, which also is a regional bicycle and c,ommuter
ink

State Route
78 11 È2.O44.406
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C/CAG
Crry/Counry AssocrATroN oF Govnnx¡vrB¡¡rs

oF SAN M¡TEO COUNTY

Atherton.Belmont-Brisbane.ßurlíngarne.Colma.DaþCity.EastPoloAIta.FosterCily.HalftVoonBay'Hillsborough'MenloParlt'Millbrae
Pocfica . Portola lalley. Redwood City. 5o, 

"ruro 
. San Carlos. San Maleo . San Mateo County.Søtth Son Francisco. IYoodside

l:Nday 4,2009

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
101 Eighth Street
Oakland, CA 94607

Attention: The Honorable Scott Haggefi, Chair

Subject: Request for $2.1 million in Regional American RecovsryandReinvestmentAct
(ARRA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) fi,¡nds forthe Belmont Bicycle and

Pedestrian Bridge at Ralston and US 101

Dear Chairman Haggerty;

The City/ County Association of Governments of San Mateo Coúnty (C/CAG) is the

Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County and is responsible for programming

the San Mateo County discretionary State and Federal Transportation funds and coordinating

these with the Local Sales Tax Measure Strategic Plan. As part of this effiort, C/CAG has

previously invested Transportation Development Act (TDA) A¡ticle 3 funds.for design of a
Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge over US 101 at Ralston. Design for this project has already been

completed.

It is requested that MTC program $2.lmillion in Regional American Recovery and

Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds for construction to this
project. The basis for this request is as follows:

1- The project is ready for construction. A detailed investigation by C/CAG and

CALTRANS key staff has determined that the project is ready and could obligate the

funds within 60 days.

2- The funding will be leveraged with other Federal, State and Local Funds.

Approximately $6.01 million in other funds for construction including State TE
funds-

3- The project addresses the critical need to allow bicycles and pedestrians to safely
cross US 101.

4- The project has been supported by the C/CAG Bicycle and Pedeshian Advisory
Committee and other Bicycle Groups.

5- The project is included in the Regional Transportation Plan.

This is a major Bicycle and Pedestrian Project in San Mateo County with broad support.

Your consideration of this matter is appreciated. If there are any questions please contact

Richard Napier at 650-599-1420.
ITEM 8.12
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Sincerelyi

Chair
City/ County Association of Governments

Prograrnming and Allocations Committee
Sue Lempert - MTC Representative
Adrierure Tissier - MTC Representative
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555 COUNTY CENTER, 5TH FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063     PHONE: 650.599.1420    FAX: 650.361.8227 

 

C/CAG 
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

OF SAN MATEO COUNTY 
 

Atherton  Belmont  Brisbane  Burlingame  Colma  Daly City  East Palo Alto  Foster City  Half Moon Bay  Hillsborough  Menlo Park  
 Millbrae  Pacifica  Portola Valley  Redwood City  San Bruno  San Carlos  San Mateo  San Mateo County  South San Francisco  Woodside 

 
BOARD MEETING NOTICE  

 
ADDENDUM 

 
Meeting No. 213 

 
 DATE: Thursday, May 14, 2009 
 
 TIME: 7:00 P.M. Board Meeting  
 

PLACE: San Mateo County Transit District Office 
 1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium 
 San Carlos, CA 

 
PARKING: Available adjacent to and behind building. 

 Please note the underground parking garage is no longer open. 
 

PUBLIC TRANSIT: SamTrans Bus:  Lines 261, 295, 297, 390, 391, 397, PX, KX. 
 CalTrain:  San Carlos Station. 
 Trip Planner:  http://transit.511.org 

  
********************************************************************** 

 
The following has been added to the consent agenda. 
 
4.13 Review and approval of Resolution 09-32 authorizing the Executive Director or his/her duly 

authorized representative to execute Master Agreements, Program Supplements, Fund Exchange 
Agreements, and/or Fund Transfer Agreements and other forms with the California Department of 
Transportation. 
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