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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 

Meeting No. 236

DATE: Thursday, June 9, 2011

TIME: 6:30 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 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA3.0
Note: Public comment is limited to two minutes per speaker.

4.0 PRESENTATIONS/ ANNOUNCEMENTS

4.1 PRESENTATION 

SF Bay Conservation Development Commission presentation on proposed Basin Plan 
Amendment  p. 1

5.0 CONSENT AGENDA

Consent Agenda items are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion.  There 
will be no separate discussion on these items unless members of the Board, staff or public 
request specific items to be removed for separate action.



5.1 Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 235 dated May 12, 2011.
ACTION p. 3

5.2 Review and approval of Resolution 11-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an 
agreement between C/CAG and the County of San Mateo for up to $50,000 for staff services 
provided to the Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee and for C/CAG as 
the Local Task Force. ACTION p. 7

 
5.3 Update on the San Mateo County Energy Watch, Local Government Partnership with Pacific 

Gas and Electric Company. INFORMATION p. 15

5.4 Review and approval of Resolution 11-31 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an 
amendment to the agreement with Alta Planning + Design for an additional $10,160 for a new 
contract amount not to exceed $200,000 and time extension for the San Mateo County 
Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan project. ACTION p. 21

5.5 Consideration/Approval of an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) Consistency 
Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco,  Re:  El Camino Real/Chestnut 
Avenue Area Plan and Associated General Plan Amendment and Zoning Ordinance 
Amendment.  ACTION p. 27

5.6 Review and approval of Resolution 11-33 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a three-year 
technical consultant contract with San Mateo County for a cost of $1,075,839 for support of the 
Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program in Fiscal Years 2011-14.  ACTION p. 69

5.7 Review and approval of Resolution 11-34 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a one-year 
extension to the technical consultant contract with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc., for 
a cost not to exceed $1,130,148 for support of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention 
Program in Fiscal Year 2011-12.  ACTION p. 103

5.8 Approval of draft letter from C/CAG to the California Public Utilities Commission.
ACTION p. 133

5.9 Letter from C/CAG to the Association of Bay Area Governments commenting on the SCS 
Initial Vision Scenario. INFORMATION p. 139

5.10 Review and approval of a commitment of up to $70,000 in local match in partnership with the 
San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) on the Transportation, Community, and System 
Preservation Program grant application. ACTION p. 145

5.11 Review and conceptual approval of investing up to $2,000,000 in discretionary Transportation 
Enhancement (TE) funds for the construction of a Complete Street project on the El Camino 
Real/Mission Street. ACTION p. 147

5.12 Review and Approval of the City of East Palo Alto’s Request for a Time Extension to 
Complete the Transportation Development Act Article 3 funded Pedestrian Trail Project.

ACTION p. 149

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. 



6.0 REGULAR AGENDA

6.1 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. 153

6.2 Review and approval of Resolution 11-30 approving the C/CAG 2011-12 Program Budget and 
Fees. (Special voting procedures apply.) ACTION p. 193

6.3 Presentation on PG&E and BAAQMD Grant, Climate Action Plan Template Project, Scope of 
Work and Timeline. INFORMATION p. 245

6.3.1 Review and approval of Resolution 11-35 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an 
agreement between C/CAG and the County of San Mateo to Provide Staff Services for the 
Administration of a Bay Area Air Quality Management District Climate Action Plan Template 
Grant in an Amount not to Exceed $25,000.00 for fiscal year 2011-12. ACTION p. 263

6.4 Review and approval of a proposal to develop the Smart Corridor - Southern Segment project 
(between Whipple Ave in Redwood City and the Santa Clara County Line).

ACTION p. 273

6.5 Review and approval of Resolution 11-37 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute the Program 
Manager Funding Agreement with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) 
for the 2011/2012 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) (40%) Program for San Mateo 
County for an amount up to $987,566.04. ACTION p. 275

7.0 COMMITTEE REPORTS

7.1 Committee Reports (oral reports).

Chairperson’s Report.7.2

7.3 Boardmembers Report

8.0 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

9.0 COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

Copies of communications are included for C/CAG Board Members and Alternates only. To 
request a copy of the communications, contact Nancy Blair at 650 599-1406 or 
nblair@co.sanmateo.ca.us or download a copy from C/CAG’s website – www.ccag.ca.gov. 

9.1 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Doug Kimsey, Planning Manager, 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, dated 5/17/11.  Re:  Projects recommended for 
inclusion in Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) from 
San Mateo County.  p. 291



9.2 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Honorable Jerry Hill, Member of 
the California State Assembly, 19th District, dated 5/16/11.  Re: AB 56  p. 309

9.3 Letter from Bob Grassilli, C/CAG Chair, to Adrienne Tissier, Chair, Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission, dated 5/26/11.  Re:  Support of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission “fix-it-first” policy.   p. 311

10.0 ADJOURN

Next scheduled meeting: August 11, 2011 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

June 9, 2011 Legislative Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 5:30 p.m.  
June 9, 2011 C/CAG Board - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 6:30 p.m.  
June 21, 2011 NPDES Technical Advisory Committee - to be determined - 10:00 a.m.
June 16, 2011 Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee (RMCP)
June 16, 2011 CMP Technical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 3:00 p.m. 

Conference Room C - 7:00 p.m. 
June 27, 2011 CMEQ Committee - San Mateo City Hall - Conference Room C - 3:00 p.m. 
July 25, 2011 Administrators’ Advisory Committee - 555 County Center, 5th Fl, Redwood 

City – Noon



CICAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: June 9, 2011

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: SF Bay Conservation Development Commission Presentation on Proposed
Basin Plan Amendment

(For further information or questions contact Joseph Kott at 599-t453)

RECOMMENDATION

Receive, review, and discuss a report by SF Bay Conservation and Development Commission
with respect to a proposed Basin Plan Amendment.

BACKGROTTND/DISCUS SION

The San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission proposes to amend the
Basin Plan. Staff from the Commission will present the proposed amendments. Details on all the
proposed changes is enclosed, as a separate document, in this month's Board packet.
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1.0

C/CAG
CIrv/Cornvry AssocrarroN or GovnnnMENTS

or S,Ix M¿,rEo CoUNTY

AlherloncBelmonlcBrßbaneoBurlingameoColma.DalyCityoEaslPaloAltocFosterCitycHallMoonBayoHillsboroughcMenloPark
MillbraeoPacifcao,PortolaValleycftedwtt¿Citycsont*nooSanCarloscsanMateocsanMateoCountyoSouthsanFranciscoolltoodside

MeetingNo.235
May 12,2071

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

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

Jerry Carlson - Atherton
Christine Wozniak - Belmont $:aa)
Sepi Richardson - Brisbane
TerryNagel - Burlingame
Joe Silva - Colma
Carlos Romero - East Palo Alto
Linda Koelling - Foster City
Naomi Patridge - Half Moon Bay
Tom Kasten - Hillsborough
Kirsten Keith - Menlo Park (6:39)
Marge Colapietro - Millbrae
Mary AnnNihart - Pacifica
Jeffrey Gee - Redwood City
Irene O'Connell - San Bruno
Bob Grassiili - San Carlos
Carole Groom - San Mateo County, County Transportation Authority
Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit District
Deborah Gordon - V/oodside

Absent,
Daly Cþ
Portola Valley
San Mateo

Others:
Richard Napier, Executive Director, C/CAG
Nancy Blair, C/CAG Ståff
Sandy'Wong, Deputy Director C/CAG
Lee Thompson, C/CAG Legal Counsel
John Hoang, C/CAG Staff
Jean Higaki, C/CAG Staff
Joe Kott, C/CAG Staff
Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff
Joel Slavit, San Carlos
Jim Bigelow, Redwood City/San Mateo County Chamber, CMEQ Member

555coul{rYcE¡rt¡n,5rHFr.oon,Re¡wooocrry,CA94063 Puoxs:650.599.1420 Fnx:650.361.8227
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4.1

Christine Maley-Grubl, Alliance
Irvin David, Sierra Club

PRESENTATION

Certificate of appreciation for Joel Slavit for his dedicated service on the C/CAG Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC).

CONSENT AGENDA

Board Member Richardson MOVED approval of Items 5.1,5.2,5.3,5.4,5.5, 5.6, and 5.7.

Board Member Colapieho SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED l7-0.

Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 233 dated March 10, 2011, and
Regular Business Meeting No. 234 April 14,2011. APPROVED

5.2 Review and approval of Resolution 1l-29 aúhorizingthe C/CAG Chair to execute Amendment
No. 1 to the interagency agreement between C/CAG and the Metropolitan Transportation
Committee (MTC) for Transportation Planning, programming, and Transportation Land-Use
Coordination for FY 2009110,2010111 and 2011112. APPROVED

5.3 Review and approval of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program Report for the
Second Quarter ending on December 31, 2010. INFORMATION

Review and accept the Single Audit Report for the year ended June 30, 2010.
4PPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 1l-27 aúhonzingthe C/CAG Chair to execute an

agreement with the County of San Mateo for office space modifications for a cost not to exceed

$7O,OOO. APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 11-25 authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to execute an

amendment to the agreement between C/CAG and TJKM Transportation Consultants for time
extension for the Traffic Study on Willow Road and University Avenue. APPROVED

5.7 Review and appointment of Commissioner Kevin Mullin to fill the vacant MTC seat on the
Congestion Management & Environmental Qualþ (CMEQ) Committee APPROVED

ltems 5.8 was removed from the Consent Calendar.

5.8 Review and accept the Quarterly Investment Report ending December 31,2010.
APPROVED

Board Member Nagel MOVED approval of Item 6.8. Board Member Kasten SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 17-0.

5.0

5.1

5.4

5.5

5.6
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6.0

6.1

REGULAR AGENDA

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.)

APPROVED

Staff is directed to write a letter of support on A856, regarding natural gas pipeline safety.

Board Member O'Connell MOVED to approve support of 4856. Board Member Richardson
SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED I7-0.

The Legislative Committee recommends that staff write two letters to PG&E, and the CPUC:

1. Concerns about being notified of PG&E activities in San Mateo County.
2. Concerns of the robustness of the CPUC oversight of PG&E.

Board Member Gordon MOVED to approve the recommendation. Board Member Kasten
SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED I7-0.

Initial draft, assumptions, and input on the C/CAG 20ll-12 Program Budget and Fees.

ACTION
No action was taken.

Review and approval of the Final List of projects to be submitted to The Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) for inclusion in the Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strate gy (RTP/S C S). APPROVED

Board Member Richardson MOVED approval of 6.3. Board Member O'Connell SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 18-0.

6.4 Receive report on the Pre-Tax Commuter Benefits outreach efforts and comment on a potential
process of implementing a Pre-Tax Commuter Benefits Ordinance. APPROVED

Board Member Colapietro MOVED approval of Item 6.4. Board MemberNagel SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 17-1. Board Member Carlson abstained.

6.5 Review and approval of the Resolution lI-28 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a

funding agreement with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) in an amount not
to exceed $96,128 for analysis of extending carpool lanes on US 101 from Whipple Ave to San
Francisco County Line (hybrid option). APPROVED

Board Member Matsumoto MOVED approval of Item 6.5. Board Member Wozniak
SECONDED. MOTION CARzuED unanimously 18-0

555couNryc¡¡mn,5ruFroon,R¡owoorcnv,CA94063 Puo¡r¡:650.599.1420 F¡J'.:650.361.8227

6.2

6.3

-4-



7.0 COMMITTEE REPORTS

7.I Committee Reports (oral reports).

None.

7.2 Chairperson's Report.

None.

7.3 BoardmembersReport

South San Francisco has begun talking about banning plastic bags.

8.0 EXECUTTVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT

Explained negative balance in Finance report.

9.0 COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

Copies of communications are included for C/CAG Board Members and Alternates only. To
request a copy of the communications, contact Nancy Blair at 650 599-1406 or
nblair@co.sanmateo.ca.us or download a copy from C/CAG's website - wvvrv.ccag.ca.gov.

IO.O ADJOURN

The meeting was adjoumed in memory of Omar Ahmad.

-5-



I)ate:

To:

From:

Subject:

CICAG AGENDA REPORT
June 9, 201 I

CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution l1-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an agreement between C/CAG and the County of San Mateo for up to
$50,000 for staff services provided to the Resource Management and Climate
Protection Committee and for C/CAG as the Local Task Force.

For frirther information contact Richard Napier at 650-599-1420 or Kim Springer
at 650-599-1412.

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution ll-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement between C/CAG
and the County of San Mateo for up to $49,999 for staff services provided to the Resource
Management and Climate Protection Committee and for C/CAG as the Local Task Force.

FISCAL IMPACT

Up to $50,000

SOURCE OF'FT]NDS

The General Fund is the source of funds for the staffing ofthe RMCP Committee and for staff
support to C/CAG for the Local Task Force.

BACKGROTIND/DISCUS SION

The RMCP Committee provides advice and recommendations to the Congestion Management
and Environmental Quality (CMEQ) Committee and the full C/CAG Board on matters related to
energy and water use and climate change efforts in San Mateo County. The RMCP also reports
on the San Mateo County Energy Watch (SMCEW) and promotes the goals outlined in the San
Mateo County Energy Strategy, including: energy, water, collaboration between cities and the
utilities, leadership and economic opportunities related to the RMCP committee's efforts.

On November 18, 2010, the C/CAG Board approved Resolution No 10-60 for the same staff
services for fiscal year 2010-11. Staffhas prepared a new agreement for this next fiscal year,
2011-12, for staff services provided to the Resource Management and Climate Protection
Committee and for C/CAG as the Local Task Force.

Resolution ll-26 and the agreement are provided as attachments to this staff report.

-6-
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ATTACHMENTS

o Resolutionll-26
. 207I-12 ClCAG County Agreement for the RMCP and Local Task Force
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RESOLUTION NO. II.26

A RESOLUTION OF'THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COTII\TY
ASSOCIATION OF' GOVERNMENTS OX' SAI\{ MATEO COT]NTY (C/CAG)

AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN
C/CAG AND TIIE COT]NTY OF'SAN MATEO TO PROVIDE STAF'F SERVICES FOR

THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AND CLIMATE PROTECTION COMMITTEE
AND FOR C/CAG AS THE LOCAL TASK FORCE IN AII AMOI]NT NOT TO EXCEEI)

$50,000 FoR FISCAL YEAR 2011-2012.

RESOLVED, bythe Board ofDirectors ofthe CitylCounty Association of Governments of
San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS' C/CAG desires to obtain services fromthe County of San Mateo (County) to
serve as the primary technical staff support function for the Resource Management and Climate
Protection Committee on matters related to energy, water, and greenhouse gas emission reduction
strategies; and

\ryHEREAS' C/CAG desires to obtain services from the County to serve as the primary staff
to the Local Task Force on matters related to solid waste;

NO\il' THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe Board of Directors ofthe
CitylCounty Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to
execute an agreement with the County of San Mateo to provide staff services for the Resource
Management and Climate Protection Committee and for C/CAG as the Local Task Force in an
amount not to exceed $50,000 for fiscal year 20ll-2012.

The C/CAG Board also authorizes the C/CAG Executive Director and Legal Counsel to negotiate
the final terms and conditions of the agreement.

PASSED' APPROVED' AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OF JUNE, 2011.

Bob Grassìlli, Chair

-8-



AGREEMENT BET\ilEEN
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF'SAN MATEO
couNTY (c/cAG) AND THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEO TO PROVTDE

STAFF'SERVICES FOR THE RESOT]RCE MANAGEMENT AND
CLIMATE PROTECTION COMMITTEE AND TO C/CAG AS THE LOCAL
TASK FORCE IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $5O,OOO FOR FISCAL

YEAR 20tt-2012

This Agreement entered this Day of 2011, by and between the CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY, a joint powers agency
formed for the purpose of preparation, adoption and monitoring of a variety of corurty-wide state-
mandated plans, hereinafter called *CICAG" and the COUNTY OF SAN MATEO, hereinafter
called "COUNTY."

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG) is committed to working
with the cities in San Mateo County on issues related solid waste, resource conservation and
climate protection; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG, desires to obtain services from the County of San Mateo (COUNTY) to
serve as the primary technical staffsupport function for the Resource Management and Climate
Protection committee for matters related to energy, water, and greenhouse gas emission reduction
strategies and to C/CAG as staff to the Local Task Force on matters related to solid waste; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY is committed to providing staff services for the Resource
Management and Climate Protection committee and to the C/CAG Board as the solid waste
Local Task Force;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the parties as follows:

1. Seruices to be provided by COIINTY. The COUNTY shall provide services as

described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

2- Payments. In consideration ofthe services rendered in accordance with all terms, conditions
and specifications set forth herein and in Exhibit A, C/CAG shall reimburse COUNTY for
eligible costs as set forth in Exhibit A, up to $50,000. Payments shall be made within 30 days
after receipt and approval of monthly invoices from the COIINTY.

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 venfure or association, or any
other relationship whatsoever other than that of Independent Contractor.

4. Non-Assignability. COUNTY shall not assign this Agreement or any pofion thereof to
a third party without the prior written consent of C/CAG, and any attempted assignment

-9-



5.

6.

without such prior written consent is in violation of this Section and shall be grounds for
termination of this Agreement.

Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect and cover cost as set out in Exhibit A
from July l,20ll and shall terminate on June 30,2012; provided, however, C/CAG
may terminate this Agreement at any time for any reason by providing 30 days' written
notice to COLINTY. Termination to be effective on the date specified in the notice. In the
event of termination under this paragraph, COIJNTY shall be paid for all services
provided to the date of termination.

Hold Harmless/Indemnity. COUNTY shall defend, indemniff and save harmless
C/CAG and its member agencies and their employees, agents and officers from all
claims, suits, damages or actions arising from COUNTY's perfonnance under this
Agreement.

C/CAG shall defend, indemnify and save harmless County and its member agencies and
their employees, agents and officers from all claims, suits, damages or actions arising
from COUNTY's perfoÍnance under this Agreement.

The duty of the parties to indemnifu and save harmless as set forth herein, shall include
the duty to defend as set forth in Section 2778 of the California Civil Code.

Workers' Compensation Coverage. Statutory Workers' Compensation Insurance and
Employer's Liability Insurance will be provided by the COUNTY with limits of not less

than one million dollars ($1,000,000) for any and all persons employed directþ or
indirectþ by COUNTY. In the alternative, COUNTY may rely on a self-insurance
program to meet these requirements so long as the program of selÊinsurance complies
fully with the provisions of the California Labor Code. In such case, excess Workers'
Compensation Insurance with statutory limits shall be maintained. The insurer, if
insurance is provided, and the COI-INTY, if a program of self-insurance is provided, shall
waive all rights of subrogation against C/CAG for loss arising from worker injuries
sustained under this Agreement.

Liability Insurance. COUNTY shall take out and maintain during the life of this
Agreement such Bodily Injury Liability and Properly Damage Liability lnsurance as shall
protect COUNTY, its employees, offrcers 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 COLINTY or by any sub-contractor or by anyone directly or indirectly
employed by either of them. In the alternative, COLTNTY may rely on a self-insurance
program to meet these requirements so long as the program of self-insurance complies
fully with the provisions of the Califomia Labor Code.

In the event of the breach of any provision of this Section, or in the event any notice is
received which indicates any required insurance coverage will be diminished or canceled,
C/CAG, at its option, may, notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement to the
contrary, immediately declare a material breach of this Agreement and suspend all further

7.

8.
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10.

11.

t2.

13.

t4.

15.

work pursuant to this Agreement.

Non-discrimination. COUNTY and its subcontractors performing the services on behalf
of the COUNTY shall not discriminate or permit discrimination against any person or
group ofpersons on the basis or race, color, religion, national origin or ancestry, 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.

Accessibility of Services to Disabled Persons. COLINTY, not C/CAG, shall be

responsible for compliance with all applicable requirements regarding services to
disabled persons, including any requirements of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973.

Substitutions. If particular people are identified in Exhibit A as working under this
Agreement, COUNTY will not assign others to work in their place without written
permission from C/CAG. Any substitution shall be with a person of commensurate
experience and knowledge.

Joint Property. As between C/CAG and COUNTY any system or documents developed,
produced or provided under this Agreement shall become the joint property of C/CAG
and the COUNTY.

Access to Records. COUNTY shall retain, for a period of no less than five years, all
books, documents, papers, and records which are directly pertinent to this Agreement for
the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts, and transcriptions, and shall provide
C/CAG, its member agencies, and or their auditors with access to said books and records.

COUNTY shall maintain all required records for five years after C/CAG makes final
payments.

Merger Clause. With regard to the matters covered in this Agreement, this Agreement
constitutes the sole agreement of the parties hereto, and any prior agreement, promises,
negotiations or representations between the parties not expressly stated in this document
are not binding.

Amendments. Any changes in the services to be performed under this Agreement shall
be incorporated in written amendments, which shall specifr the changes in work
performed and any adjustments in compensation and schedule. All amendments shall be
executed by the C/CAG Executive Director or a designated representative, and the
Director of Public Works. No claim for additional compensation or extension of time
shall be recognized unless contained in a duly executed amendment.

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.

t6.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have affrxed their hands on the day and year

indicated.

County of San Mateo

By
James C. Porter
County Department of Public Works - Director

County Counsel

CitylCounty Association of Govemments (C/CAG)

Bv
Bob Grassilli
C/CAG Chair

Bv
C/CAGLegal Counsel

Date

Bv
Date

Date

Date

-r2-



1.0

Exhibit A

STAF'F SERVICES FOR THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AND CLIMATE
PROTECTION COMMITTEE AND TO C/CAG AS THE LOCÄL TASK FORCE

SCOPE OF'\ilORK

Introduction - The Cityl County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) is
committed to working with the cities in San Mateo County on issues related to solid waste,
resource conservation and climate protection and desires to contract with the County of San
Mateo (County) for staff support of the C/CAG Resource Management and Climate Protection
committee and to provide technical staff support to the C/CAG Board as the solid waste Local
Task Force.
Management and Staffrng Oversight - the County shall provide adequate reporting and
information, and attend meetings with C/CAG staff as necessary to support the Resource
Management and Climate Protection Committee, and shall provide reports andpresentations to
the C/CAG Board as necessary to ensure that the responsibilities of the solid waste Local Task
Force are administered.

Specific Scope of Work - the County shall:
3.1 Provide staffrng for the Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee,

including the development of agendas, writing of minutes and the provision of
strategic support for ongoing initiatives

3.2 Provide staff support to the Local Task Force (C/CAG Board) on matters related to
Solid Waste including Non-Disposal Facility Element (NDFE) amendments and other
matters related to Countywide Integrated'Waste Management Planning

Reporting - The County of San Mateo shall report to the C/CAG Board and other C/CAG
committees on activities related to this scope of work upon request during the 2011-2012
fiscal year.

Payments - The County shall submit invoices for services provided along with supporting
documentation including labor hours and rates for management and staffing. C/CAG shall
pay invoices within 30 days of receipt.

2.0

3.0

4.0

I

5.0
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
Date: June 9, 2011

, To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director
Kim Springer, County Staffto C/CAG

Subject: Update on the San Mateo County Energy Watch, Local Government Partnership
with Pacific Gas and Electric Company

(For further information contact Kim Springer at 599-1412 o¡ Richard Napier at
s99-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

Receive an informational update on the San Mateo County Energy Watch (SMCEW), Local
Government Partnership (LGP) with Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) for the 2OlO-
2012 program cycle.

FISCAL IMPACT

Al1 SMCEW program costs are paid for under the CiCAG - PG&E LGP agreement.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

The SMCEW partnership with PG&E began on January I,2009 under a bridge period contract
per the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). Since that time, the CPUC, through a
number of decisions, held the 2009 calendar year as a stand-alone bridge funded period and
established a ne\ /, three-year program cycle from January 7,2010 through December 37,2012.

SMCEW 2010-20L2 Program Update

Program Sectors:
In the nelv p¡ogram cycle, the SMCEW has continued to accomplish energy savings in a variety
of cities in San Mateo County in both its municþal, non-profit and commercial program sectors.
As intentionally planned, a low-to-moderate-income (IVDD residential sector program under the
SMCEW began in January 20ll and is currentþ underway.

Energy Savings Results:
In January through December 2010 the municþal, non-profit and commercial portions of the
SMCEW program accomplished approximately 2.5 million kilowatt hours, 400 peak kilowatts of
energy savings, and approximately 5000 Therms of energy saving. In addition, the program
established "pipeline" of approximateþ 3.5 million kilowatt hours, 850 peak kilowatts of energy
savings and approximateþ 25,000 Therms of energy saving projects going into the 2011 program
cycle year.

ITEM 5.3
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So far in2OI1, the program has generated an additional 639,816 kwh in savings through the
month of April 2011.

Customers Served:

Since the beginning of 2009, Energy Watch's municþal program has completed energy audits
andlor completed energy-efficiency projects in nearþ all the cities and other public agencies in
San Mateo County, including Belmont, Brisbane, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, Foster City,
Half Moon Bay, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Millbrae, Pacifica, Redwood City, San Bruno, San
Carlos, San Mateo, SamTrans, South Bayside Waste Management Authority, South San
Francisco, Woodside and the County of San Mateo.

Numerous energy-efficiency retrofit projects at public agencies have been completed recently
including vending machine retrofits in multþle cities and lighting retrofits in two community
centers and a fire station in South San Francisco. Outreach to nonproflts has yielded lighting
retrofits at multþle faith-based and general-purpose organizations.

'We're in process of working with the County on many projects, including a boiler replacement,
upgrade of I{VAC controls, installation of a heat recovery loop in an NC package unit, and
desktop virtualization proj ect.

A set of charts showing the San Mateo County Energy Watch savings verses goals for the 2010
through 2072 program cycle is attached for your review with this staffreport.

ATTACHMENT

San Mateo County Energy'Watch 2010-2012: Energy-Savings Goals vs. Energy-Savings
Achieved

Reportine 2010\CCAG\CCAG SMCEW 06091I\CCAG SMCEW 06091 1 Staff Repol.DOC
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San Mateo County Energy'Watch 20l0-2012:Energy-Savings Goals vs. Energy-savings Achieved
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San Mateo County Energy Watch 2070-2012 Bnergy-savings Goals vs. Energy-savings Achieved
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

I)ate: June 9,2011

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 1 1-3 1 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to

execute an amendment to the agreement with Alta Planning + Design for an

additional $10,160 for a new contract amount not to exceed $200,000 and time

extension for the San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan

project.

(For further information or questions contact John Hoang at363-4105)

RECOMMEI\DATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 1 1-31 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to

execute an amendment to the agreement between C/CAG and Alta Planning * Design for an

additional $10,160 for a new contract amount not to exceed $200,000 and time extension for the

San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan project.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

$200,000 þreviously approved by the C/CAG Board)

SOURCE OF FUNDS

. Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 funds - FY 2010/11 ($100,000)

. Measure A Transportation Sales Tær ($100,000)

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

C/CAG entered into a contract with Alta Planning * Design on June 10, 2010, in the amount of
$189,840 for the development of the San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian

Plan (CBPP). The goal of the new CBPP is to update the previous bicycle plan which was

adopted in 2000, and expand the document to include a new pedestrian component. The C/CAG

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) have provided inputs and guidance

throughout the development process.

The Draft CBPP was released on February 24,2011 for public review and comments. Comments

were due on April 15,2011. We continued to receive comments through iN.{ay 17,2011. C/CAG

ITEM 5.4
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received over 170 individual comments from 36 individuals,local jurisdictions, and groups

including the following: Cities of San Mateo, East Palo Alto, Half Moon Bay, Millbrae,
Redwood City, San Bruno, South San Francisco; County of San Mateo (Health System and

Public Works); Caltrans; Metropolitan Transportation Commission; SamTrans; Mid Coast

Community Council; Sierra Club; Bike San Mateo County; Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition;
Group of 19 bicyclists; and 14 individual public members.

The next steps will be to incorporate minor edits to the CBPP based on comments received. In
addition, staff plans on setting up a joint meeting with representatives from key agencies and

local advocacy groups that provided comments, including up to two BPAC representatives, to
discuss major issues and concerns prior to incorporating final revisions to the CBPP. The

number of comments, the level of detail in the comments, and the specific requests for modiffing
the CBPP will require additional efforts by the consultant.

Additional work and time will be necessary to efficiently and adequately address comments and

concems in completing the CBPP, therefore, it is requested that the Alta Planning + Design

contract be amended to add $10,160 (total contract amount would be $200,000) and that the

completion date be extended to October 31,2011. It is anticipated that the Final CBPP will be

presented to the C/CAG BPAC at the July 2011 meeting with C/CAG Board approval at its
August ll,20Il.

ATTACHMENTS

. Resolution l1-31

. Amendment No. I to the Agreement with Alta Planning * Design
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RESOLUTION 11-31

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO

COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT
TO THE AGREEMENT WITH ATLA PLANNING + DESIGN FOR AN
ADDITIONAL $10,160 F'OR A NE\ry CONTRACT AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED $2OO,OOO AND TIME EXTENSION FOR THE SAN MATEO
COUNTY COMPREIIENSIVE BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PLAN

PROJECT

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of Govemments
of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the designated Congestion Management Agency responsible for
the development and implementation of the Congestion Management Program for San Mateo
County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has identified the San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan (CBPP) as a priority project; and

WIIEREAS, C/CAG entered into an agreement with Alta Planning + Design on June 10,

2010, to develop the CBPP; and

\ryHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that Alta Planning + Design will need to perform
additional work and participate in additional meetings to complete the CBPP; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that additional time is needed to complete the
additional work.

NO\il, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe Board of Directors ofthe
City/County Association of Govemments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to
execute an amendment to the agreement with Alta Planning + Design for $10,160 for a ne\ry

contract amount not to exceed $200,000 and for a time extension to October 31,2011. This
agreement is attached hereto and is in a form that has been approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED TIIIS 9TH DAY OF JT]NE 201I.

Bob Grøssilli, Chair
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE AGREEMENT
BET\ilEEN

THE CITY/COT]NTY ASSOCIATION OF' GOYERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COTINTY
A}[D

ALTA PLANNING + DESIGN

WHEREAS, the City/County Association of Govemments for San Mateo County
(hereinafter refened to as "C/CAG") and Alta Planning + Design (hereinafter referred to as

"Contractot") are parties to an agreement originally dated June 10, 2010, to develop the San

Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (the "Alta Contract"); and

V/HEREAS, C/CAG has determined that additional consulting services and work are

needed as described below (the "additional work"):

- Perform additional document revisions to the Public Review Draft Plan to develop
a Draft Final Plan

- Participate in additional meetings with agencies, advocacy groups and the C/CAG
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee; and

WHEREAS, an additional ten thousand one hundred sixty dollars ($10,160.00) will be
required to complete the additional work; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that additional time is needed to complete all work
and services under the Alta Contrac! and

WHEREAS, the parties desire to amend the Alta Contract as set forth herein.

IT IS HEREBY AGREED by C/CAG and Contractor that the Alta Contract is amended as

follows:

1. The additional work is hereby added to the services and work to be performed by
Contractor under the Alta Contract and Contractor agrees to complete all work and
services under the Alta Contract.

2. For the completion of the additional work, the maximum reimbursement to Contractor
is increased by ten thousand one hundred sixty dollars ($10,160.00). The new total maximum
contract amount is two hundred thousand dollars ($200,000.00).

3. The March 31,2011 termination date is extended to October 31,2011.

4. All other provisions of the Alta Contract shall remain in full force and effect.

5. This amendment shall take effect upon execution by both parties.
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DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

June 9, 201 1

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

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

Consideratron/Approval of an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) Consistency
Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re: El Camino
Real/Chestnut Avenue Area PIan and Associated General Plan Amendment and Zoning
Ordinance Amendment

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, take action to
determine that the content of the City of South San Francisco El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area
Plan and Associated General Plan Amendment and Zoning Ordinance Amendmenl is consistent with
(l) the relevant recommended guidance from the Caliþrnia Airport Land Use Planning Handbook
January 2002, (2) the text in the relevant Sections of California Public Utilities Code Division 9, Part 1,

Chapter 4, Article 3.5, (3) the applicable airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the 1996 San

Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) as amended, for the environs of San

Francisco International Airport, and (a) the relevant content of the preliminary draft CLUP update for
the environs of San Francisco Intemational Airport (April 2011), based on the following conditions:

1. Airport Influence Area (AIA) Boundary. At the time that the C/CAG Board formally adopts

the Airport Influence Area (AIA) boundary for the environs of San Francisco International
Airport, as part of the pending CLUP update, the City of South San Francisco 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 airport land use compatibility review process.

2. Height Limits/Critical Airspace Protection Sur{ace Limits. The City of South San Francisco

shall coordinate with San Francisco International Airport staff to ensure that the finished height
(highest structural element) of future development in the Planning Area shall not penetrate the

critical airspace surfaces defined by (1) the United States Standard for Terminal Instrument
Procedures (TERPS), per CFR Part77 Section 77.23 and by (2) One-Engine Inoperative (OEI)
procedures applicable to aircraft departures on Runways 28LlR at San Francisco Intemational
Airport prior to approval of such development.

3. Aircraft Noise Impacts. The City of South San Francisco shall ensure that all future
development in the Planning Area complies with the interior noise level requirements of the
2010 Califomia Building Code and the noise limits specified in the Noise Element of the South

Sqn Frqncisco General Plan related to aircraft noise prior to approval of such development.

4. Safety/Hazards to Aircraft in Flight. The City of South San Francisco shall ensure that all
future development in the Planning Area does not include any of the following hazards to aircraft
in flight, prior to approval of such development:

ITEM 5.5
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of an Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San X'rancisco, Re: .E/
Camino ReøUChestnut Avenue Area Pløn and Associated General Plan Amendment ønd Zoníng
Ordínance Amendment
June 9, 201 1

Page2 of7

RECOMMENDATION - continued

^. Sources of glare, such as highly reflective building materials or bright lights, including
search lights, laser displays, etc.

b. Distracting lights that could be mistaken for airport identification lighting, runway edge
lighting, runway end identification lighting, or runway approach lighting.

c. Sources of dust, smoke, water vapor, or steam that may impair visibility.

d. Sources of :lectrical/electronic interference that could interfere with aircraft
communications or navigation equipment.

e. Features or elements that create an increased attraction for wildlife, particularly flocks of
birds, that is inconsistent with FAA rules and regulations, including but not limited to
FAA Order 5200.54, Waste Disposal Sites On or Near Airports,FAA Advisory Circular
15015200-338, Hazardous Wildlife Attractants On or Near Airports, and any successor
or replacement orders of advisory circulars.

5. Real Estate Disclosure. Amend the text in Chapter 2 -LandUse, Chapter 8 -Noise, or
elsewhere in the South San Francisco General Planto address state-mandated real estate
disclosure, as follows:

"All real estate transactions within the preliminary airport influence area (AtA) boundaries for
San Francisco Intemational Airport (Areas A and B), as shown in the preliminary draft CLUP
update for the environs of San Francisco International Airport (April 20ll), are subject to the real
estate disclosure requirements of Chapter 496, Statues 2002."

6. Compliance with California Government Code 65302.3, Re: General Plan Consistency

. \ilith Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibitity PIan (CLUP).

Include the following text in the City Council resolution that adopts the proposed El Camino
Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan and Associated General Plan Amendment and Zoning
Ordinance Amendment:

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained inthe EI Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue
Area Plan and Associated General PIan Amendment and Zoning Ordinance Amendment do not
conflict with the with (l) the relevant guidance from the California Airport Land Use Planning
Handbook Jqnuary 2002, (2) the text in the relevant Sections of California Public Utilities Code
Division 9, Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5, (3) the applicable airporlland use compatibility policies
and criteria contained in the 1996 San Møteo Counþ Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan
document, as amended, for the environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport and (4) the
relevant content of the preliminary draft CLUP update forthe environs of San Francisco
International Airport (April 201 l)."

FISCAL IMPACT

None.
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of an Airport Land Use Compatibility
Ptan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San X'rancisco, Re: ^E'l
Camíno ReøUChestnutAvenue Area Pløn andAssociøted General Pløn Amendment and Zoning
Ordinance Amendment
June 9, 201 I
Page3 of7

BACKGROUNI)

I. Proposed Land Use Policy Actions

The City of South San Francisco has submitted its El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area PIan and
Associated General Plan Amendment and Zoning Ordinance Amendmenl documents to the C/CAG
Board, acting as the Airpof Land Use Commission, for a determination of the consistency of the
relevant content of the documents with the airporlland use compatibility criteria contained inthe San
Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land (Jse Plan,as amended, for San Francisco International
Airport (see Attachment Nos. lA, lB, and 1C), The referral is subject to review, pursuant to PUC
Section 21676(b). The 60-day state-mandated review process will expire on June 10,2011. The
proposed land use actions were not reviewed by the ALUC because the Committee did not meet.

The El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan covers approximately 98 acres and includes lands
formerly owned by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Kaiser Hospital, and the City of
South San Francisco Municipal Services Building. The PIan Area is expected to be built out by 2030.
The build out scenario includes the following: 1,500 residential units (minimum 800 units),
approximately 310,000 square feet of non-residential development (retail, offrce, public/institutional).

The General Plan Amendmenr includes amendments to the Land Use, Planning Sub-Areas,
Transportation, and Park, Public Facilities, and Services Elements of the South San Francisco General
Plan doctttrtent. Adoption of the proposed El Camino Real/Chestnut Area Plan will also include
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance to ensure consistency between the Zoning Ordinance, the
amended General Plan andthe Area Plan (see Attachment No.2). A summary of non-residential
development (sq. ft.) and residential development (units) is shown in Auachment No. 3.

U. Airport Influence Area (AIA) Boundary

An airport influence area (AIA) boundary defines the geographic area within which proposed local
agency land use policy actions (i.e. general plans, general plan updates, general plan amendments,
specific plans, specific plan amendments, zoningordinances, rezonings, etc.) must be referred to the
airport land use commission for a determination of the consistency of the those actions with the policies
and criteria contained in the relevant airporlland use compatibility plan (CLUP) document. As of this
date, the Commission (C/CAG Board) has not adopted an airport influence area (AIA) boundary for San
Francisco International Airport. However, it has been the practice of the Commission to define the
Airport Influence Area (AIA) boundary in two parts: an Area A for real estate disclosure, per state law
and an Area B, a geographic boundary for real estate disclosure and for formal review of proposed local
agency land use policy actions. The Commission took this approach when it adopted the San Carlos
Airport Influence Area boundary.

For the putposes of this report, Staff is using the term "preliminary Airport Influence Area boundary" to
refer to the AIA boundary (Area A and Area B) for San Francisco International Airport (SFO) that is
included in the pending draft SFO CLUP update document (April 20ll). The El Camino Real/Chestnut
Avenue Area Plan boundary is located within preliminary Airport Influence Area A boundary for SFO
but not within the preliminary Airport Influence Area B Boundary (see Attachment No. 4).
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of an Airport Land Use Compatibility
Ptan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re: .E'l
Camíno ReøUChestnut Avenue Areø Plan ønd Assocíated Generøl Pløn Amendment ønd Zoning
Ordìnønce Amendment
June 9, 201 I
Page 4 o17

DISCUSSION

I. Airportlland Use Compatibility Issues

There are three airport/land use compatibility issues that are relevant to the content of the City of South
San Francisco the proposed El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan and Associated General Plan
Amendment and Zoning Ordinance Amendmerzl documents. These include: (a) Height of
Structures/Airspace Protection, (b). Aircraft Noise Impacts, and (c). Safety Criteria. Each of these
issues is addressed in the following sections.

(a). Height of Structures/Airspace Protection

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 for project sponsors, related to proposed development
within the FAR Part77 airspace boundaries for San Francisco International Airport. The El Camino
Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan does not lay below the current FAR Part 77 imagínary surfaces for San
Francisco International Airport (see Attachment No. 5A). However, the Plan Area does lie below the
current airspace protection surfaces for San Francisco International Airport defined in United States
Standard for Terminal Insirument Procedures (TERPS), as included in CFR Part77 Section 77.23 and
below current airspace protection surfaces defined in One-Engine Inoperative (OEI) departure
procedures, as described in FAA Advisory Circular 150/5300-13 (see Attachment No. 5B).

Any proposed building or structure that exceeds the federal maximum height limits for airspace
protection is considered by the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG 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 aformal airspace impact study). The text in
the proposed Plan indicates the following: ". ..the building heights will be required to adhere to the
limits indicated in the most recently adopted CLUP." This requirement is reinforced by South San
Francisco General Plan Policy 2-I-22, which states the following: "Require that all future development
conforms with the relevant height, aircraft noise, and safety policies and compatibility criteria contained
in the most receútly adopted version of the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan
for the environs of San Francisco International Airport." A graphic of the Area Planheight limits (base
height and height limit with discretionary approval) is shown in Attachment 5C.

(b). Aircraft Noise Impacts

The Community Noise Equivalent Level metric in decibels (dB CNEL) represents the average daytime
noise level duringa24-hour day, based on a compilation of individual noise events and adjusted for the
lower tolerance of people to noise during evening and nighttime hours. The State of California and the
FAA define an airport's noise impact boundary as the 65 dB CNEL aircraftnoise level. This level is
used by the AirportlLand Use Commission (C/CAG Board) to define the noise impact boundary for San
Francisco International Airport and for the application of noise mitigation actions.
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DISCUSSION - continued

The El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan is not located within the 65 dB CNEL aircraft noise
contour or higher contour level as shown on the Airport's most recent Noise Exposure Map accepted by
the FAA (see Attachment No.6). However, the Planning Area is still subject to intermittent noise from
aircraft departures on Runways 28LlR and other ambient noise sources. Chapter 2: Land Use and
Chapter 9: Noise of the South San Francisco General Plan, as amended in 2010, include numerous
policies regarding airqaft noise mitigation. Aircraft noise attenuation is also addressed in Title 8 Health
and Welfare of the South San Francisco Municipal Code (see AttachmentNo. 7). Future development
in the Planning Area should meet the interior noise level requirements defined in the 2010 California
Building and the in of the South San Francisco General Plan and Municipal Code

(c). Safety Criteria

Safety Zones. The El Camino Real/Chestnut Area Plan is not located within any current or future
runway end safety zones for San Francisco Intemational Airport.

Land Uses. Certain types of land uses are recognized by the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG
Board) as hazards to air navigation in the vicinity of San Francisco International Airport, Those land
uses are listed in the draft CLUP update (April 20ll) and include the following:

a. Sources of glare, such as highly reflective building materials or bright lights, including
search lights, laser displays, etc.

b. Distracting lights that could be mistaken for airport identification lighting, runway edge
lighting, runway end identification lighting, or runway approach lighting.

c. Sources of dust, smoke, water vapor, or steam that may impair visibility.

d. Sources of electrical/electronic interference that could interfere with aircraft
communications or navigation equipment.

e. Features or elements that create an increased attraction for wildlife, particularly flocks of
birds, that is inconsistent with FAA rules and regulations, including but not limited to
FAA Order 5200.54, l[/aste Disposal Sites On or Near Airports, FAA Advisory Circular
15015200-338, Hazardous Iüldlife Attractants On or Near Airports, and any successor
or replacement orders of advisory circulars.

II. Real Estate Disclosure

Califomia 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..."
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DISCUSSION - continued

The Califtrnia Airport Land Use Planning HandbookJanuary 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."

The real estate disclosure requirements of Chapter 496, Statutes of 2002 (formerly AF 2776 (Simitian))
affects sales of real property that occur within an airport influence area (AIA) boundary. It 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 (AIA) boundary and (2) that the property may be
subject to certain impacts from airportlaircraft operations. The wording of the disclosure notice is as
follows:

..NOTICE OF AIRPORT IN VICINITY

"This properg 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 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
annoyances, if any, are associated with the properly before you complete your purchase and determine
whether they are acceptable to you."

The content of the proposed El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan and Associated General Plan
Amendment and Zoning Ordinance Amendmenf documents does not include text and/or policies that
address real estate disclosure related to properties located within the vicinity of an airport. To address
this issue, the City Council resolution to adopt the proposed El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan
and Associated General Plan Amendment and Zoning Ordinance Amendmenr should include the
following text:

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

III. Compliance with California Government Code 65302.3

California Government Cude Section 65302.3 states that a local agency general plan anlor any affected
specific plan must be consistent with the applicable airporlland use compatibility criteria contained in
the adopted airport land use plan (CLUP). The City of South San Francisco E/ Camino Real/Chestnut
Avenue Area Plan and Associated General Plan Amendment and Zoning Ordinance Amendment
documents are subject to compliance with the above - referenced Government Code Section. Therefore,
the text in the draft General Plan Amendmenl document should include the following:

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained herein do not conflict with the applicable
airporlland use compatibility criteria contained in the 

^Søn 
Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use

Plan, as amended, for San Francisco International Airport."
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Consideration/Approval of an Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re: E/
Camíno ReaUChestnutAvenue Area Plan andAssocìøted General Plan Amendmenl and Zonìng
Ordinance Amendmenl
June 9, 201 1

PageT of7

DISCUSSION - continued

IV. Guidance from the Cølífornìa Aírport Land Use Plønnìng Handbook

Staff reviewed the relevant content of the California Airport Land Use Planning HandbookJanuary
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.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment No. lA: Letter to Dave Carbone, C/CAG-Airport Land Use Committee, from Michael, Lappen,
City of South San Francisco Economic Development Coordinator, dated March 30, 201 1;

re: Airport Land Use Committee review - El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan
and related land use policy actions

Graphic: Regional Context - El Camino Real /Chestnut Avenue Area Plan and related
land use policy actions

Graphic: Planning Area - El Camino Real /Chestnut Avenue Area Plan

Attachment No. 2: Wrifen description of the El Camino El Camino Real /Chestnut Avenue Area Plan and
related land use policy actions

Attachment No. 3: Table 2-3: Focus Area Development Summary By Block
Source: South San Francisco Planning Commission StaffReport, dated May 5, 201 1

Attachment No. 4: Graphic: Location of El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan in relation to the
preliminary Airport Influence Area (AlA) boundaries (Area A and Area B) for San

Francisco International Airport

AttachmentNo. 1E}:

Attachment No. 1C:

Attachment No. 5A:

Attachment No. 5B:

Graphic: Location of El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan in relation to the FAR
Part17 CivilAirport Imaginary Surfaces for San Francisco International Airport

Graphic: Location of El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan in relation to San
Francisco International Airport Critical Aeronautical Surfaces -Northwest Side (TERPS
and OEI surfaces)

Attachment No. 5C: Graphic: El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan Height Limits

Attachment No. 6: Graphic: Location of El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan in relation to San
Francisco International Airport FAA-accepted Noise Contours (composite 2001 /2006)

Attachment No 7: Written description of state and local aircraft noise regulations, and relevant noise
policies from Chapter 2 and Chapter 9 of the 1999 South San Francisco General Plan, as

amended in 2010 and Title 8 of the South San Francisco Municipal Code

CCAGAGENDAREPORTO5 I I GENERALPLANelcaminorealchestnutareaplar.doc
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CITY COUNCIL 20lr

KEVIN MULLIN, MAYOR
RICHARD A, GARBARINO, VICE MAYOR
MARK ADDIEGO, COIJNCILMEMBER
PEDRO GONZALEZ, COUNCILMEMBER
KARYL MATSUMOTO, COTJNCILMEMBER

BARRY M. NAGEL, CITYMANAGER

ATTAGHMENT NO. IA

DEPARTMENTOF

ECONOMIC AND
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

(6s0) 82s-6620
FAX (650) 829-6623

March 30,2011

Dave Carbone
C/CAG - Airport Land Use Committee
555 County Center, 5û Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Subject: Airport Land Use Committee - El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan

Dear Mr. Carbone,

Thank you for your time and insight regarding the Airport Land Use Committee's (ALUC) review
of the El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan, proposed in a roughly 98-acre area south of the
SSF BART Station in South San Francisco. The Plan will be implemented to facilitate transit-
oriented development adjacent to the SSF BART Station and in the El Camino Real Redevelopment
Area.

Location

The Pla¡ning Area encompasses approximately 98 acres along El Camino Real, from Southwood
Drive to just north of Sequoia Avenue. The majority of the Planning Area is situated between El
Camino Real and Mission Road. The right-of-way for the underground BART line runs through the
length of the site. A Focus Area has also been illustrated which identifies oppofunity sites within
the Planning Area. These opportunity sites, which include vacant and underutilized sites, as well as
sites owned by the City of South San Francisco, present the greatest development opportunities
within the Planning Area, and are the focus of the proposed Plan. North of the Planning Area is the
South San Francisco BART Station along with newer high-density development, major commercial
establishments such as Costco, and Kaiser Hospital. To the south of the Planning Area is the South
El Camino Real sub-area and the City of San Bruno. (see attached location map)

crry HALL, 4oo cRAND AVENUE . p.qÍlörzlt . sourH sAN FRANctsco, cA 94ogg
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The Proposed Plan

The proposed Plan aims to transform the Planning Area into a new walkable, distinctive, mixed-use
district at the geographic center of South San Francisco. A network of open spaces will form the
armature of new development. New streets and pedestrian connections will extend through the area,
enabling easy movement on foot. The BART right-of-way that extends through the length of the
Planning Area will be transformed into a linear park and a pedestrian-oriented "Main Street", lined
with restaurants, cafes, and outdoor seating in a portion of the right-of-way. Development will be at
high densities, reflecting adjacent transit access.

The proposed Plan envisions a ne\ry neighborhood of up to 4,400 residents housed in low- to high-
rise buildings. It will provide a range of commercial uses; walking access to everyday amenities;
new civic uses, potentially including a new City Library; and parks, plazas, and gathering spaces for
the entire South San Francisco community. Taller residential buildings will have townhouses at the
lower level with individual entrances oriented to streets, particularly key pedestrian routes. Parking
will be below grade or in structures, enabling efficient use of land.

The City is proposing changes to the City's policies and regulations, necessitating a determination
by the ALUC as to consistency with the Airport Land Use Plan. The Changes include the General
Plan Amendment and an amendment to the ZoningOrdinance.

General Plan Amendment

Staff believes the changes of interest to the ALUC are minor in nature. The proposed Plan includes
amendments to the existing General Plan land use classifications. The General Plan High Density
Residential land use classification would be amended to allow higher density development under the
High Density Residential land use classification within the Planning Area. In addition, the proposed
Plan introduces two new land use classifications: El Camino Real Mixed Use North, High Intensity
and El Camino Real Mixed Use North, Medium Intensity. In addition to these, the Plan applies the
existing General Plan Public, and Pa¡k and Recreation land use classifications to sites in the
Planning Area. In addition to land use classifications and designations, amendments will also be
made to the General Plan to allow for increased building height within the Planning Area. New
policies in the Transportation and Parks, Public Facilities, and Services elements incorporate
transportation improvements and additional parkland policies included in the proposed Plan. No
additional amendments are required to ensure consistency between the General Plan and proposed
Area Plan.

Hígh Densíty Resídential
This designation is intended to accommodate high-density residential development on the vacant
property south of the intersection of Grand Avenue and Mission Road. Up to 120 units per acre are
permitted and a minimum density of 80 units per acre is required. Maximum density may be
increased to 180 units per acre may be achieved for development meeting specified criteria.
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El Cømino Real Mixed Use North, High Intensity
This designation is intended to accommodate high-intensity active uses and mixed-use development.
Retail and department stores; eating and drinking establishments; hotels; commercial recreation;
financial, business, and personal services; residential; educational and social services; and office
uses are permitted. V/ithin this designation, the ground floor frontage of a site along El Camino
Real, Chestnut Avenue and Oak Avenue is required to accommodate active uses.

El Cømíno Reøl Míxed Use North, Medium Intensíty
This designation is intended to accommodate high-intensity active uses and mixed-use development.
Retail and department stores; eating and drinking establishments; hotels; commercial recreation;
financial, business, and personal services; residential; educational and social services; and offrce
uses are permitted.

Amendment to the Zoning Ordinance

The proposed Plan includes an amendment to Division III: Specific and Area Plan Districts of the
Zoning Ordinance. The amendment includes a new chapter (Chapter 20.270 El Camino
Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan District) for Division IIL The new El Camino Real/Chestnut
District (proposed District) includes the following three sub-districts: El Camino Real/Chestnut
Mixed Use, High Density (ECR/C-MXH), El Camino Real/Chestnut Mixed Use, Medium Density
(ECR/C-MXM), and El Camino Real/Chestnut Residential, High Density (ECR/C-RH). The
proposed District establishes the use regulations, standards and development review procedures
needed to implernent the proposed Plan. The proposed land use regulations establish permitted,
permitted after review and approval of a Minor Use Permit by the Chief Planner, and permitted after
review and approval of a Conditional Use Permit by the Planning Commission usos within the
Planning Area. In addition, the proposed District includes development standards such as lot size

and width, FAR, density, height, yards, building form, open space, active frontage, and parking and
loading that will apply to development within the Planning Area. In addition, figures showing maps
will be amended in Chapter 20.250 Transit Village Plan District to exclude the area, which will be
part of the proposed District. In addition, Section 20.300.012 will be amended to clarify electrical
equipment and the definition of active uses will be added to Chapter 20.360 Terms and Definitions.

Environmental Impact Report

A Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) has been prepared by the planning firm Dyett &
Bhatia to analyze the potential environmental impacts of the project. The DEIR was circulated on
February 25,2011 for a forty-five day review period. This hearing is intended to provide the public
and the Commission an opportunity to present oral comments on the draft report. V/ritten
comments will be accepted until April 11,2011.
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I appreciate your willingness to schedule this matter for consideration at the May ALUC meeting
and the June C/CAG meeting. Please contact me at 650-829-6620 if you have additional questions
regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

Attachments:
l. Study Area Location Map
2. Draft General Plan Amendment (in the attached CD-ROM)
3. Draft Amendment to the Zoning Ordinance (in the attached CD-ROM)
4. Draft Area Plan (in the attached CD_ROM)
5. Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), February 2011

cc: Marty Van Duyn, Assistant City Manager
Susy Kalkin, Chief Planner
Brian Crossman, Assistant City Attorney

Michael
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Figure 2.1-L= Regional Context

ATTAGHMENT NO. IB

-39-



-40-



I igul rr 3 -2: Plarrninp, /tr e:r

f] rocus Area

ll'lil Park/open Space

----- Planning Area Boundary

- 
BART

:: Ç¿¡¿l

ATTA

-4L-

VISION AND C-Of!I'EXI



-42-



Droft Environmentol lmpaa Report for El Comino ReollChestnut Avenue Areo Plon, ond ossociote d Generol Plon

Amendment, ond Zoning Ordinonce Amendment
Choþter 2: Projea Descrþtion ATTAGHMENT NO.2

2.2 PURPOSE AND OBTECTTVES OF THE PROPOSED PLAN

The proposed Plan consists of policies and proposals to guide the future growth within the
Planning Area. The proposed Plan establishes a transformative vision for the area, which
emerged through a collaborative process that engaged City offìcials and staff, developers,
property owners, regional agencies, and residents. The vision builds on the regional Grand
Boulevard Initiative that calls for El Camino Real-the original Mission Trail that was fìrst
paved into a highway in South San Francisco nearþ 100 years ago-to be transformed into a
boulevard, highlighted by nodes of higher intensity mixed-use development. The plan includes
a complete set of goals, policies, and critical implementation strategies, as well as design and
development standards and guidelines, that will help achieve the desired vision. The proposed
Plan provides an overall vision for the area in terms of land use, urban design and circulation,
and emphasizes the creation of a vibrant and viable activity center in South San Francisco.

2.3 PROPOSED PLAN

The proposed Plan aims to transform the Planning Area into a new walkable, distinctive,
mixed-use district at the geographic center of South San Francisco. A network of open spaces
will form the armature of new development. New streets and pedestrian connections will
extend through the area, enabling easy movement on foot. The BART right-of-way that
extends through the length of the Planning Area will be transformed into a linear park and a
pedestrian-oriented "Main Street", lined with restaurants, cafés, and outdoor seating in a
portion of the right-of-way. Development will be at high densities, reflecting adjacent transit
access.

The proposed Plan envisions a new neighborhood of up to 4,400 residents housed in low- to
high-rise buildings. It will provide a range of commercial uses; walking access to everyday
amenities; new civic uses, potentially including a new City Library; and parks, plazas, and
gathering spaces for the entire South San Francisco community. Taller residential buildings
will have townhouses at the lower level with individual entrances oriented to streets,
particularþ key pedestrian routes. Parking will be below grade or in structures, enabling
efficient use of land.

GENERAL PI.AN AMENDMENTS

An area plan is adopted as an amendment to a city's General Plan.l The proposed Area Plan's,
goals, objectives, and policies must be consistent with the City of South San Francisco General
Plan. Therefore, adoption of the proposed Area Plan will include amendments to the Land Use;
Planning Sub-Areas; Transportation; and Parks, Public Facilities, and Services elements of the
existing General Plan to ensure consistency.

The proposed Plan includes amendments to the existing General Plan land use classifications.
Figure 2.3-1 shows the existing General Plan Land Use Diagram. The General Plan High
Density Residential land use classification would be amended to allow higher density
development under the High Density Residential land use classification within the Planning
Area. In addition, the proposed Plan introduces two new land use classifìcations: El Camino
Real Mixed Use North, High Intensity and El Camino Real Mixed Use North, Medium

I Governor's Office of Planning and Research, Støte of CøIþrnía General Plan Guidelines,2003.

24
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Drdt hvironmentol lmpoct Repon for H C-omino ReollChestnut Avenue Areo Plon, ond sssociqted Generol Plon

Amendmer¡ ond Zoning Ordinonce Amendmefü
Choþter 2: Projecl Dex,rþtion

Intensity. In addition to these, the Plan applies the existing General Plan Public, and Park and
Recreation land use classifications to sites in the Planning Area. Table 2.3-l summarizes the
density and development intensity standards for these new and amended land use

designations. Figure 2.3-2 shows the proposed amendments to the General Plan Land use

Diagram.

In addition to land use classifications and designations, amendments will also be made to the
General Plan to allow for increased building height within the Planning Area. Figure 2.3-3
shows the existing Special Area Height Limitations while Figure 2.3-4 shows the proposed
amendments to the Height Limitations diagram. Figure 2.3-5 shows the proposed height limits
in the PlanningArea.

Proposed land use designations follow.

Hi gh D ensity Re sì d enti al

This designation, as it applies to the  .S-acreformer San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
(PUC) parcel between Mission Road and the Colma Creek canal, allows higher densities than
elsewhere in the city, reflecting the area's close proximity to the South San Francisco BART
Station. Up to 120 units per acre are permitted and a minimum density of 80 units per acre is
required. Ma:rimum density may be increased to 180 units per acre may be achieved for
development meeting specified criteria,

El Camíno Real MíxedUseNorth, High Intensity

This designation is intended to accommodate high-intensity active uses and mixed-use
development. Retail and department stores; eating and drinking establishments; hotels;
commercial recreation; financial, business, and personal services; residential; educational and
social services; and office uses are permitted.

The minimum FAR for all uses, exclusive of structured parking, shall be 0.6, of which a
minimum 0.3 FAR shall be active uses. Active uses are those that are accessible to the general
public, generate walk-in pedestrian clientele and contribute to a high level of pedestrian
activity. Such uses include retail shops, restaurants, bars, theaters and the performing arts,

commercial recreation and entertainment, personal and convenience services, hotels, banks,
travel agencies, childcare services, libraries, museums, and galleries.

Within this designation, the ground floor frontage of a site along El Camino Real, Chestnut
Avenue and Oak Avenue is required to be devoted to active uses. The maximum FAR for all
uses, inclusive of residential but exclusive of structured parking, shall be 2.0, with increases to a
maximum total FAR of 3.0 for development meeting specified criteria. Residential density
(included within the overall FAR) is limited to a maximum of 80 units per acre, with increases

to a maximum of 110 units per acre for development meeting specified criteria.

El Camíno Real Mixcd Use North, Medium Intetæity

This designation is intended to accommodate high-intensity active uses and mixed-use
developmènt. Retail and department stores; eating and drinking establishments; hotels;

i
l
I
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I

i
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commercial recreation; financial, business, and personal services; residential; educational and
social senrices; and offìce uses are permitted.

The minimum FAR for all uses, exclusive of structured parking, shall be 0.6, of which a
minimum 0.3 FAR shall be active uses. Active uses are those that are accessible to the general
public, generate walk-in pedestrian clientele and contribute to a high level of pedestrian
activity. Such uses include retail shops, restaurants, bars, theaters and the performing arts,
commercial recreation and entertainment, personal and convenience sen¡ices, hotels, banks,
travel agencies, childcare senrices, libraries, museums, and galleries.

Within this designation, the maximum FAR for all uses, inclusive of residential but exclusive of
structured parking, shall be 1.5, with increases to a maximum total FAR of 2.5 for development
meeting specified criteria. Residential density (included within the overall FAR) is limited to 40
units per acre, with increases to a maximum of 60 units per acre for development meeting
specified criteria.

Table 2.3- l: Summaty ol Standards for DensiÇ and Development Intensity

A minimum 0.3 FAR of the reguired 0.6 FAR shall be active uses. The requirement for a minimum 0.3 FAR of active
uses does not apply to projects where 30% of the units are restricted and affordable to low- or low-moderate-
income households.

Dyett & Bhatio, 20 10.
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Table 2.3-2: Summary ol Proposed General Plan Amendments

F.xrsting Proposed Plon

Land Use Business Commercial
Designation CommunityCommercial

ElCamino Real Mixed Use

High Density Residential

Office

Uses Mixed use only allowed within El Camino Real Mixed use allowed in El Camino Real

Mixed Use Mixed Use North

Height 50 feet El Camino Real Mixed Use North (East of
Limitationsr El Camino Real Mixed Use:80 feet, 120 feet2 Colma Creek between Grand and Ever-

green Drive): 40 feet

El Camino Real Mixed Use North:80 feet,
I 20 feet2

High Density Residential: 120 feet, 160

feet2

Minimum El Camino Real Mixed Use: 0.3 FAR of the El Camino Real Mixed Use North: 0.3 FAR

Active Use required 0.6 FAR shall be active uses of the reguired 0.6 FAR shall be active uses

Requirement

Minimum El Camino Real Mixed Use: 0.6 for sites larger El Camino Real Mixed Use North: 0.6
FAR than 20,000 square feet

Maximum Business Commercial: 0.5, 1.02 El Camino Real Mixed Use North, High

FAR Community Commercial: 0.5, 1.02 lntensity: 2'0, 3'02

El Camino Real Mixed Use: 2.5,3.52 El Camino Real Mixed Use North, Medium

Offìce: l.O, 2.52 lntensitY: 1.5, 2'52

Minimum
Density
(du/ac)

High Density Residential: 80

Mocimum High Density Residential: 18. l-30, 37.52 High Density Residential: 120, 1802

Density El Camino Real Mixed Use: 60,802 El Camino Real Mixed Use North, High
(du/ac) lntensity: gO, I 102

El Camino Real Mixed Use North, Medium
lntensity: 40,602

I For areas subject to airport-related height limitations, building heighs must be in accordance with the limits indi-
cated in the most recently adopted Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan.

2' Maximum permitted with lncentives, Bonuses and/or Discretionary Review.

Dyett & Bhotio, 20 I 0.

ElCamino RealMixed Use North
High Density Residential

2-t 2

-46-



=l
-I

¡
d

I
l
I
I
I
I
I
t
t
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Chopter 2: Projæt Dexþtion

In addition, policies have been added to the Planning Sub-Areas, Transportation, and Parks
and Parks, Public Facfüties, and Services elements. New policies in the Planning Sub-Areas
chapter include references to the proposed Plan as the guiding policf document for the El
Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area. New policies in the Transportation and Parks, Public
Facilities, and Services elements incorporate transportation improvements and additional
parkland policies included in the proposed Plan. No additional amendments are required to
ensure consistency between the General Plan and proposed Area Plan.

ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS

When a General Plan amendment results in inconsistency between the General Plan and
zoning, the zoning must be amended to re-establish consistency.2In addition, as zoning is one
of the tools used to implement an area plan, the Zontng Ordinance must also be consistent
with the proposed Area Plan. Therefore, adoption of the proposed Area Plan will include
amendments to the Zontng Ordinance to ensure consistency between the Zoning Ordinance
and amended General Plan and proposed Area Plan. The Zoning Map will also be amended to
reflect the changes in Zoning designations. Figures 2.3-6 and 2.3-7 show existing and proposed
Zoning designations within the Planning Area.

The proposed Plan includes an amendment to Division III: Specific and Area Plan Districts of
the Zoning Ordinance. The amendment includes a new chapter (Chapter 20.270 El Camino
Real/Chestnut Avenue A¡ea Plan District) for Division III. The new El Camino Real/Chestnut
District (proposed District) includes the following three sub-districts: El Camino
Real/Chestnut Mixed Use, High Density (ECR/C-MXH), El Carnino Real/Chestnut Mixed Use,
Medium Density (ECR/C-MXM), and El Camino Real/Chestnut Residential, High Density
(ECR/C-RH). The proposed District establishes the use regulations, standards and
development review procedures needed to implement the proposed Plan. The proposed land
use regulations establish permitted, permitted after rer¡iew and approval of a Minor Use Permit
by the Chief Planner, and permitted after review and approval of a Conditional Use Permit by
the Planning Commission uses within the Planning Area. In addition, the proposed District
includes development standards such as lot size and width, FAR, density, height, yards,
building form, open space, active frontage, and parking and loading that will apply to
development within the Planning Area. In addition, figures showing maps will be amended in
Chapter 20.250 Transit Village Plan District to exclude the area which will be part of the
proposed District. In addition, Section 20.3O0.OL2 will be amended to clari$r electrical
equipment and the definition of active uses will be added to Chapter 20.360 Terms and
Definitions. Table 2.3-3 shows a summary of existing zoning designations and proposed
zoning designations within the Planning Area.

2-r3

,Ibid.
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Table 2.3-3: Summary oÍ Existing and Proposed Zoning Designations

Existi ng Zoning Desþnøtions P roþosed Zoning Desþnøtions

Business Commercial (BC)

Community Commercial (CC)

ElCamino Real Mixed Use (ECRMX)

High Density Residential (RH-30)

PublidQuasi-Public (PQP)

Transit Village Commercial (T/-C)
Transit Village Residential, High Density (TV-RH)

Transit Village Residential, Medium Density (rv-RM)

ElCamino RealiChestnut Mixed Use, High Density
(ECR/C-MXH)

ElCamino Real/Chesmut Mixed Use, Medium Density
(ECR/C-MXM)

El Camino Real/Chesmut Residential, High Density
(EcR/C-RH)

Dyea & Bhotio,20l0.

2-t4
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Figure 2.3-7= Proposed Zonin nations

ECR/C-MXH: El Camino Real/Chestnut Mixed Use, High Intensity

ECR/C-MXM: El Camino Real/Chestnut Mixed Use, Medium Intensity

ECR/C-RH: El Camino Real/Chestnut Residential, High Density

0
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Staff Report
RE: El Camino Real/Chestnut Avenue Area Plan
Date: May 5,2011

Page 6

ATTACHMENT NO. 3
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Attachment No.: 5C

Figure 2.3-5: Area Plan Height Limitations
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safe! and_efficiently and in accordance with specified conditions. The assurances appear either
in the application for Federal assistance and be< ome part of the final grant offer or in restrictive

these obligations depends on the type of
oped, and other conditions stipulated in the

currently runs an Aircraft Noise Insulation
Program ryith their_AlP grant. South San Francisco's assurances include taking "appropriate
action, including adoption of zoning laws, to the extent reasonable, to restrict uie of hnd
adjacent to or in the immediate vicinity of
with normal Airport operations, including I
zoning and land uses within its jurisdiction
Airport or federally financed noise compatibi

State Regulations

The State of California has guidelines for evaluating the compatibility of various land uses as a
function of community noise exposure. The Statè also establishes noise limits for vehicles

trucks, the State pass-by standard is consistent
by standard for light trucks and passenger cars
80 dB at 15 meters from the centerline. These
vehicle manufacturers and by legal sanction of

vehicle operators by state and local law enforcement officials.

CaliþrnìaNoise Insrlation Standards, Calíþrnía Code of Regulatìons, Title 24

The State has also established noise insulation standards for new multi-family residential units,
hotels, and motels that wogld be subject to relatively high levels of transportation-related noise.
The noise insulation standards set forth an interior standard of DNL ZS ¿g in uny habitable
room. Where such units are proposed in areas subject to noise levels greater than ÚNt OO dg,
the Code requires an acoustical analysis to demonstrate that the dfeling units have been
designed to meet the interior noise standard. Title 24 standards are qpically enforced by local
jurisdictions through the building permit application process.

General Plan consktency wìth Airport Land (Jse compatibility ptans

Public Utilities Code 27675 reqrrires each airport land use commission to formulate an airport
land u_se compatibility p-lan. California Government Code 65302.3 further requires that genìral
plaqs bc consistent with airport land use compatibility plans. In addition, general plairs and
applicable specific plans must be amended to reflect amendments to thJairporrland use
coppatibilityplan. The San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport I¿nd Use Plan is discussed
below. /

Local Regulations

Son Møteo County Comprehensive Aitport Land (Jse Plan, 1996

The San Mateo County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) develops and implements the
San Mateo County Comprehensive,A,irport Land Use Plan (CIUP). The current CLUP was

ldopted in December 1996. In San Mateo County, the City/County Association of
Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) is the designated ALUC. The CLUP establishes
the procedures that C/CAG uses in reviewing proposed local agency actions that affect land use

ATTAGHMENT NO. 7
Droft hvironmentol lmpoa Report for H C-omino Reollíhestnut Avenue Areo Plon, and ossciqted C,enerol plon

Amendmerg ond Zoniiry Ordinonèe Amènidmlent'
Chopter 3: Searhgs, lmpa6, ond Mìtigothn Meosures
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Droft Environmentol lmþoa ReÞoft for H C-omino ReollChesuut Avenue Areo Plon, ond ossocioted Generol PIon

Amendment, ond Zoning Ordinqnce Amendmefü
Chapter 3: Seuinç, lmpoæ, ond Mitigotion Meosures

decisions in the vicinity of San Mateo County's aiiports. Airport planning boundaries define
where height, noise, and safety standards, policies, and criteria are applied to certain proposed
land use policy actions.

For the purposes of review under the SFIA Land Use Plan, the 200I NEM is the most recent
federally accepted NEM and is the noise contour map that C/CAG uses in making its
determination of the consistency of a proposed local agenry land use policy action with the
SFIA Land Use Plan.s A small portion of the Planning Area in the southwest is located between
the 2001 CNEL 60 dB and CNEL 65 dB noise contours (i.e., noise levels are between CNEL 60
dB and CNEL 65 dB), as shown in Figure 3.5-2. No noise/land use compatibility standards
applywithin these noise contours.

South San Froncisco Genercl Pløn (1999)

The South San Francisco General Plan contains a Noise Element which has policies to reduce
noise impacts in the City. The San Mateo County CLUP noise/land use compatibility standards
have been adopted by the City of South San Francisco and are contained in Table 9.2-l of the
Noise Element. Relevant policies in the 1999 General Plan, as amended in 2010 include:

Chapter 2: Land Use

2-l-22 Require that all future development conforms with the relevant height, ai¡craft noise,
and safety policies and compatibility criteria contained in to the most recently adopted version
of the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan for the environs of San
Francisco International Airport.

Chapter 9: Noise

9-G-f Protect public health and welfare by eliminating or minimizing the effects of existing
noise problems, and by preventing increased noise levels in the futu¡e.

9-G-2 Continue efforts to incorporate noise considerations into land use planning decisions,
and guide the location and design of transportation facilities to minimizæthe effects of noise on
adjacent land uses.

9-I-l Work to adopt a pass-by (single event) noise standard to supplement the current 65 dB
CNEL average noise level standard as the basis for aircraft noise abatement programs.

9-I-2 Work to adopt a lower average noise standard for aircraft-based mitigation and land use
controls.

9-I-3 Pursue additional funding sources and programs for the noise insulation retrofit of
homes not completed before the expiration of the Memorandum of Understanding in 2000.

9-I-4 Ensure that project applications for all new noise-sensitive land uses (plans and
specifications), including hospitals and residential units proposed within the CNEi 60 dB to

5 City of San Bruno. General Plan Environmental Impact Report, October 2008,

3.5-t0
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CNEL 69 dB aircraft noise contour include an acoustical stud¡ prepared by a professional
acoustic engineer, that specifies the appropriate noise mitigation features to be included in the
design and construction of these uses, to achieve an interior noise level of not more than CNEL
45 dB in any habitable room, based on the latest official SFIA noise contours a¡rd on-site
measurement data.

9-l-5 Ensure that project applications for new noise-sensitive land uses (plans and
specifications), including schools and places of assembly, proþosed within the CNEL 60 dB to
CNEL 69 dB 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
design and construction of these uses, to achieve an interior noise level of not more than Leq
45 dB for the noisiest hour of normal facility operation.

9-I-6 Require that applicants for new noise-sensitive development in areas subject to noise
generators producing noise levels greater than 65 dB CNEL, obtain the services of a
professional acoustical engineer to provide a technical analysis and design of mitigation
measures.

9-I-7 Where site conditions permit, require noise buffering for all noise-sensitive development
subject to noise generators producing noise levels greater than 65 dB CNEL. This noise
attenuation method should avoid the use of visible sound walls, where practical.

9-I-8 Require the control of noise at source through site design, building design, landscaping,
hours of operation, and other techniques, for new developments deemed to be noise
generators.

South San Francisco Municþal Code

Title 8 Health andWelfare

8.32,050 Special provisions

(d) Construction. Construction, alteration, repair or landscape maintenance activities which
are authorizedby a valid city permit shall be allowed on weekdays between the hours of 8 a.m.
and 8 p.m., on Saturdays between the hours of 9 a.m. and 8 p.m., and on Sundays and holidays
between the hours of 10 a.m. and 6 p.m., or at such other hours as may be authorized by the
permit, if they meet at least one of the following noise limitations:

(1) No individual piece of equipment shall produce a noise level exceeding 90 dB at a
distance of 25 feet.If the device is housed within a structure or trailer on the property,
the measurement shall be made outside the structure at a dista¡rce as close to 25 feet
from the equipment as possible.

(2) The noise level at any point outside of the property plane of the project shall not exceed
90 dB.

Title 20 Zonrng

Section 20.300.0 f 0 Performance Standards

-65-
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E. Noise

3. Noise Attenuation Measures. Noise attenuation measures identified in an acoustic study
shall be incorporated into the project to reduce noise impacts to satisfactory levels

4. le Interior Noise Levels. New noise-sensitive uses (e.g. schools,
and residences) shall incorporate noise attenuation measures to
and interior noise level of CNEL 45 dB.

5. Residential Interior Noise Level Reduction. New dwellings exposed to CNEL above 65 dB
$all in¡orporate the following noise reduction design méasures unless alternative designs
that achieve and maintain an interior n úse level õf cNpr 45 dB are incorporated äd
verified by a Board Certified Acoustical Engineer.

a. All façades must be constructed with substantial weight and insulation;

b. Sound-rated windows providing noise reduction performÍrnce similar to that of the
façade must be included for habitable rooms;

c. Sound-rated doors or storm doors providing noise reduction performance similar to
that of the façade must be included for all efiõrior entries;

d. Acoustic bafling of vents is required for chimneys, fans, and gable ends;

e. Installation of a mechanical ventilation system affording comfort under closed-window
conditions; and

f. Double-stud construction, double_doors, and heavy rooß with ceilings of two layers of
g)?sum board on resilient channels.

F. Vibration. No vibration
discernible without the aid
Vibrations from temporary
subject parcel (e.g., construction equipment, trains, trucks, etc.) are exempt from this standard.

The Airp o rt / C o mmuníty Ro un dt ahle

The Airport/,Community Roundtable is a voluntary committee of elected representatives from
45 municipalities near SFIA, established in 1981 io address community näise impacts from
aircraft operations at SFIA. The Roundtable monitors a performance-based noise-mitigation
program implemented by - 

aðhieve
noise mitigation through try the
Federal Aviation Adminis

Resìdential Sound Insttlation Prcgram

The SFIA began in
the City, Millbrae,
The directly by th

i
I
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. CÍtopter 3: Settrnç, l^Þoø ond Mitigotion Meosures

combination of FAA and airport funds distributed through the airport. FAA guidelines set the
standard for eligibility for the use of federal funds to insulate residences; noise sensitive
properties within the federally approved CNEL 65 dB annual noise contour are eligible.

IMPACT ANALYSIS

SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

Significance criteria were developed based on CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. Implementation
of the proposed Plan would have a potentially significant impact if it would:

¡ Result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project;

. ExPose Persons to or generate noise levels in excess of standards established in the
General Plan, Noise Ordinance, or CLUP;

. Result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project;

. E:tPose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels as identi-
fied in an aþort land use plan; or

r 
_Expose Persons to or generate excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise
levels;

o For_a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels.

METHODOLOGY & ASSUMPTIONS

Noise imPacþ are assessed based on a comparative analysis of the noise levels resulting from
the proposed Plan and the noise levels under existing conditions. Analysis of temþorary
construction noise effects is based on typical construction phases and equipment noise-levels.
Title 8 of the South San Francisco Municipal Code would also apply tò construction in the
PlanningArea.

The impact of project and cumulative traffic noise has been evaluated using guidance from
Caltrans. A change in noise levels of less than 3 dB is not discernible to the geneial population;
an increase in average noise levels of 3 dB is considered barely perceptible, while an inèrease of
5 dB is considered readily perceptible to most people.6 Therefore, for evaluation of operational
noise due to project-related traffic, an increase in noise of 3 dB over existing noise levels would
be considered substantial and indicate a significant permanent increase in ambient noise levels.

For land use compatibility impacts, compatibility categories developed by the Airport Land
Use Committee are applied to the proposed Plan.

6 Caltra¡rs, California Department of Transportation. Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol for New Highway Construction and
Reconstruction Projects, October, 1998.

=
:i

l
,1

3

J

-J

l
3

l
j
j

E

1

¡

i
a

-67 -
3.5-t3
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Noise contours were developed by Charles M. Salter Associates based on traffic data provided
by Kimley'Horn. Noise contours'projected for 2030 a¡e shown in Figure 3.5-3. The'contours
were developed for 2030 based on transportation data.

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS

Construction Noise lmpacts

Ambient noise levels near areas of new development may temporarily increase due to
construction activities. Proposed Plan development would be required to comply with the
limitations on construction activity and associated noise standardJ included in iitle 8 of the
South San Francisco Municipal Code. Compliance with these provisions is mandatory and will
ensure that construction noise impacts, while potentially d temporary nuisance, are less than
significant.

Trafüc and Airpoft Noise lmpacts

Noise generated from the project is expected to be primarily due to noise from traffic along El
Camino Real, Mission Road, and Chestnut Avenue. Noise levels are expected increasJ an
average of 2.6 dB along El Camino Real, an average of 2.2 dB along Misiion Road, and an
average of 2.1 dB along Chestnut Avenue. Because this increase is lãss than 3.0 dB, it is not
expected to be noticeable, making the impact less than significant.

The proposed Plan could result in development of noise-sensitive receptors in close proximity
to major sources of transportation noise, from El Camino Real, Mission Road, and Chestnut
Avenue. The frontages of El Camino Real, Mission Road, and Chestnut Avenue will be subject
to noise levels of CNEL 65 dB or greater from roadway noise along those streets. Residential
uses are conditionally compatible within the CNEL 65 dB to CNEL 70 dB range and existing
regulations and policies and proposed policies will ensure that traffc noise will be sufûciently
mitigated.

Maintenance of interior noise levels at CNEL 45 dB or less and restriction of residential
development in CNEL 70 dB+ areas based on existing General Plan policies, and Title 24 and
attenuation standards in the Zonrng Ordinance would reduce the noise impacts on new noise-
sensitive development to a less than significant level.

Other Noise lmpacts

The Planning Area is not located within the 65 dB CNEL or greater aircraft noise contour as
shown in Figure 3.5-2. The airport noise contours shown on Figure 3.5-2 are the most recent
FAA-approved noise contours and includes 2001 baseline noise contours and projected 2006
noise contou¡s. Therefore, noise levels identified in the CLUP are expected to have no impact
on the proposed Plan.

Given the limited potential for and temporary nature of ground-borne vibration in the
Plarying Area, the impact is less than significant. No private 

"ii.ttipr 
are located in the vicinity

ofthe PlanningArea; therefore no impact due to noise from privatãatstrips is expected.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

June 9, 201 1

City/County Association of Govemments Board of Directors

ni.nu.a Nupier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 11-33 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a

three-year technical consultant contract with San Mateo County for a cost of $1,075,839
for support of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program in Fiscal Years
201t-t4.

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

RECOMMENDATION

The C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 11-33 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a

three-year technical consultant contract with San Mateo County (County) for a cost of $ 1,075,839 for
support of the Countywide \Mater Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide Program) in fiscal years

201t-t4.

FISCAL IMPACT

The cost for the County's services in fiscal years 2011-14 is $1,075,839. Contract costs are included in
the proposed C/CAG budget for the Countywide Program.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The Program is funded through annual property tax assessments (or member agency contributions if so

elected) and vehicle license fee revenue. The County's 20ll-12 consultant costs are included in the
proposed 20II-12 C/CAG budget and sufficient revenue exists between property tax and vehicle
license revenue to fund the proposed costs in fiscal years2012-14.

BACKGROTJND/DI S CUS SION

C/CAG previously approved Resolution i 0-3 1 authorizing San Mateo County, through its
Environmental Health Department (County Health), to provide technical consulting services to the
Countywide Program for stormwater-related public information and participation (PIP) programs
during Fiscal Year 2010-11. The Municipal Regional Permit (MRP), which mandates a new set of PIP
requirements for municipalities throughout the Bay Area, went into effect in Decemb er 2009. The PIP
provisions, like many of the MRP requirements, are being addressed at three levels: regionally,
through the Bay Area Stormwater Management Agencies Association's PIP committee, on a
countywide basis through the Countywide Program via its contract with San Mateo County, and

locally by individual municipalities. This requires highly integrated efforts on behalf of Countywide
Program staff and technical consultants to participate in regional efforts, develop and implement
countywide efforts, and disseminate information and work products at the local level to meet all of-the
MRP requirements.

-69-

ITEM 5.6



County Health has unique experience providing compliance assistance to C/CAG's Countywide
Program for public education and outreach programs mandated under countywide and regional
municipal stormwater permits. The additional time it would take for a different firm or organization to
acquire the knowledge and experience necessary to develop and maintain outreach and education
programs could jeopardize the ability of C/CAG's member agencies to remain in compliance with
permit requirements. Therefore, in accordance with Section 9 of C/CAG's procurement policy, staff
recommends waiving the Request for Proposals process and authoÅzing a new agreement with County
Health to provide ongoing technical services to the Countywide Program. Specific details justifying
this recommendation are provided as follows:

To most cost effectively meet certain outreach requirements under the Municipal Regional Permit,
there are advertisinglmedia campaigns being coordinated and funded at a regional level through the
Bay Area Stormwater Management Agencies Association. The planning and budgeting efforts for
these campaigns have been ongoing since the permit went into effect in December 2009. County
Health has been structuring its annual worþlans and providing five-year planning budgets to the
Countywide Program based on regular involvement in the BASMAA regional efforts. C/CAG's
member agencies are dependent upon these regional campaigns to meet Municipal Regional Permit
requirements. Any interruption to the Countywide Program's ability to fully participate in and make
funding commitments to this regional effort as a new firm or organzation acquires the necessary
knowledge and experience to represent the Countywide Program in the BASMAA process could
jeopardize the compliance status of C/CAG's member agencies.

County Health, in coordination with the Countywide Program's Public Information and Participation
Subcommittee, developed school outreach programs that include subcontracts with outside vendors
that extend beyond the current fiscal year. These subcontracts would need to be terminated if a new
firm or orgatizafion were selected; during the time it would take the new firm or organization to
develop similar programs and subcontracts, C/CAG's member agencies would potentially be out of
compliance with the Municipal Regional Permit's schooi-age outreach requirements.

County Health coordinates the annual Coastal Cleanup Day event in San Mateo County under the
current contract. This is a significant effort requiring coordination with site captains throughout the
county that host cleanup events; it would be diffrcult for a new firm or organization to take over and
effectively coordinate an event of this magnitude in September 20ll if a new agreement with C/CAG
is executed two months prior on July L This event is counted as a permit-required public
outreach/involvement event by all jurisdictions, so failure to coordinate Coastal Cleanup Day would
force jurisdictions to host their own events to maintain compliance with the Municipal Regional
Permit.

ATTACHMENTS

o Resolution 11-33
. Agreement for Consulting Services
o County Health's 2011-14 V/orþlans and Budget

-7 0-



RESOLUTIOI\ N[O. 11-33

A RnsolurroN oF rup Bo¡,Rt or Drn¡croRs oF rnn Clrv/CouNrv Assocr¡.uoN oF
GovBnNvrENTS oF S¡,x Mnrno CouNry (C/CAG) AurnonrzlNc rHE C/CAG Cn¡rn ro

ExBcurn ¡. Tnnnn-Ynan TncnNrcAL Coxsur.raxr Coxrn¡.cr wITH S,ln Mlrno CouNrv
FoR a Cosr or $1,075,839 ron SuppoRr oF TrrE CouNrvwrrn W¡,IBR Por.r,urro¡l

PnnvnNrrox Pno cn¡.u rn X'rs c¡¡, Yn.q.ns 20ll-l 4

RESOLYED, 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

WHEREAS, C/CAG determined outside consulting services are needed to assist the
'Water Pollution Prevention Program with its Public Information and Participation Program
mandated by requirements in the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit during fiscal years

2071-14; and

WHEREAS, San Mateo County, through the Environmental Health Division, has

successfully provided technical consulting services for Public Information and Participation
Programs in the past, and has submitted a scope of work and budget for performing such services

in Fiscal Years 2011-14;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the C/CAG Chair be authorized to execute a
three-year technical consultant contract with San Mateo County Division of Environmental
Health for a cost of $1,075,839 for support of the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention
Program during Fiscal Years 2011-14 in accordance with the attached agreement and workplan
and budget.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 9TH DAY OF JIINE, 2011.

Bob Grassilli, Chair

-7L-
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS AND
SAN MATEO COUNTY FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into on ,2071, 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,

V/HEREAS, C/CAG has determined that consulting assistance is required to facilitate the

implementation 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.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. 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, CiCAG shall reimburse Consultant at the rates shown in Exhibit A, not to

exceed a maximum of one million seventy-five thousand eight hundred thirty-nine dollars

($1,078,839) under this Agreement for fiscal years 20Il-14.

3. Term of Agreement. This Agreement shall commence on July l, 2011, and shall

continue until June 30,2014 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, employee, partnership, joint venture or

other relationship is established by this Agreement. The intent by both County and C/CAG is to

q eate an indep endent contractor relati onship.
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5. Indemnifications and Liability. C/CAG shall indemniff, 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,

offrcers, employees and agents against any and all suits, claims or actions arising out of any

intentional, reckless or negiigent 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 Agreement for reasons other than

Consultant's bieach 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 ofpersons on the basis or race, color, religion, national origin or

ancestry, 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.

10. Applicabie Law. This Agreement, its interpretations and enforcement shall be

governed by the laws of the State of California.

11. Binding on Successors. This Agreement is binding on and inures to the benefit of

the successors of the parties.
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12. Notices. Any notice which may be required under this Agreement shall be in

writing, shall be effective when sent, and shall be given by personal service or by certified mail,

retum 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 HealthIf to County:
Attn: Dean Peterson, Director
2000 Alameda de las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403

13. Severability. If one or more of the provisions or p¿Iragraphs of this Agreement

shall be found to be illegal or otherwise void or unenforceable, the remainder of this Agreement

shall not be affected and shall remain in full force and effect.

14. Amendment of Agreement and Merger Clause. This Agreement, including the

Exhibits attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, constitutes the sole Agreement of

the parties 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, requirement 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 andlor attachment to this Agreement, the provisions in the bo.dy 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.
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IN WITNESS 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:

Carole Groom, President
Board of Supervisors

Date

CITY/COTINTY AS SOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

Bob Grassilli, Chair

C/CAG LEGAL COIINSEL

Page 4 of 4
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By
Clerk of Said Board

Dated:

Dated:
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SAN MATEO COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SMCWPPP BUDGET FOR 2OII.2OI2

HOURLY RATE

Vendor/hours

s 1s3.00

20lt-2072 vLF?Task Number Item
A PIP SUPPORT TASKS

PROVIDE SUPPORT TO PIP
Salaries 140 hours 21,420.00

I

2

3

REPORTING
Salaries 80 hours 12,240.00
ASSIST OTHER SUBCOMMITTEES
Salaries 60 hours 9,180.00

TOTAL $ 42,840.00
B AD\TERTTSING CAMPATGNS (C.7.b)

SUPPORT REGIONAL AD CAMPAIGN
Salaries 60 Hours 9,180.00

TOTAL $ 9.180.00
C MEDIA RELATIONS: USE OF FREE MEDIA (C.7.c)

LOCAL MEDIA PITCHES
Salaries 20 hours 3,060.00

D STORMWATER POrNT OF CONTACT (C.7.d)
WEBSITE
Salaries 270 hours $ 41,310.00
WebHosting- l year 108.00
Translation service - contractor $ 1,200.00

SUBTOTAL $ 42,618.00

E

RESPOND TO EMAILS & CALLS
Salaries 45 Hours $ 6,885.00

TOTAL $ 49,503.00
PIIBI,IC OUTREACH EVENTS (C.7.e)
PUBLIC OUTREACH EVENTS
Salaries 150 hours $ 22,950.00
Booth cost 500.00

SUBTOTAL S 23,450.00 20o,/o

OUTREACH MATERIALS
Salaries 130 hours $ 19,890.00
Materials $ 15,000.00

SUBTOTAL $ 34,890.00
CAR WASH OUTREACH
Salaries 150 hours $ 22,950.00

$ 6,000.00Materials
SUBTOTAL

TOTAL $ 87,290.00

100%$ 28,950.00

Page I of2
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F

G

\ilATERSHED STE\ilARD SHrp COLLAB ORATM EFFORTS (C.7 .Ð
Salaries
Materials

60 hours

TOTAL
CITIZEN Il{voLvEMENT EVENTS (C.7.e)
CALIFORNIA COASTAL CLEANUP DAY

$9,180
$2,ooo

s11,180 70%

Salaries 320 Hours 48,960.00
Materials 2,500.00

SUBTOTAL 51,460.00 30%
COMMUNITY ACTION GRANT
Salaries 20 hours 3,060.00
Printing 180.00

SUBTOTAL 3,240.00

TOTAL $ 54,700.00
G scHooL-AGE CTTTLDREN OUTREACH (C.7.h)

SCHOOL ASSEMBLIES
Salaries 40 Hours 6,120.00
Contract 20,000.00
Stamps for Teacher Survey 250.00

SUBTOTAL 26,370.00 20%
JR HIGH & HIGH SCHOOL
Salaries 30 Hours 4.590.00
Contract 10,000.00

SUBTOTAL 14,590.00 100%
TOTAL $ 40,960.00

H PESTICTDES PUBLTC OUTREACH (C.9)
PESTICIDES PUBLIC OUTREACH: OUR WATER, OUR WORLD
Salaries 280 Hours $ 42,840.00
Materials $ 9,000.00

SUBTOTAL s 51,840.00
GREEN GARDENER TRAINING PROGRAM FOR LANDSCAPERS
Salaries 20 Hours $ 3,060.00
Sponsorship S 5,000.00

SUBTOTAL $ 8,060.00

TOTAL $ 59,900.00

TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS for 20Ll-2012 $ 358,613.00
Vehicle Fee Items
All other Items

76,,769.00

281,845.00
s;

$
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SAN MATEO COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SMC\ryPPP BUDGET FOR 2OI2-20I3

HOURLY RATE

Vendor/hours

$ 153.00

2012-13 vLF?Item
PIP SUPPORT TASKS
PROVIDE SUPPORT TO PIP

Task Number
A

1

2

3

Salaries 140 hours
REPORTING
Salaries 80 hours
ASSIST OTHER SUBCOMMITTEES

B ADVERTTSTNG CAMPATGNS (C.7.b)
SUPPORT REGIONAL AD CAMPAIGN
Salaries 60 Hours 180.00

TOTAL $ 180.00
C MEDIA RELATIONS: USE OF FREE MEDIA (C.7.c)

LOCAL MEDIA PITCHES
Salaries 20 hours 3,060.00

TOTAL $ 3,060.00
D STORMWATER pOrNT OF CONTACT (C.7.d)

WEBSITE
Salaries 270 hours 10.00

108.00WebHostins- l year

Translation service - contractor 00.00

RESPOND TO EMAILS & CALLS
Salaries

TOTAL $
E PUBLIC OUTREACH

PUBLIC OUTREACH
EVENTS (C.7.e)
EVENTS

Salaries 150 hours $ 22,950.00
Booth cost 500.00

SUBTOTAL $ 23,450.00 20%
OUTREACH MATERIALS
Salaries 130 hours $ 19,890.00
Materials $15

SUBTOTAL S 34.890.00
CAR \ryASH OUTREACH

150 hoursSalaries

TOTAL $ 87.290.00

100%SUBTOTAL

Page 1 o12
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F

G

WATERSHED STE\ryARDSHIP COLLABORATIVE EFFORTS (C.7.Ð
Salaries
Materials

60 hours

TOTAL
CITIZEN I\TVOLVEMENT EVENTS (C.1.e)
CALIFORNIA COASTAL CLEANUP DAY

$9,180
$2,000

$11,180 70%

Salaries 320 Hours

30%
COMMUNITY ACTION GRANT
Salaries 20 hours $ 00
Printin S 180.00

SUBTOTAL $ 00

TOTAL $ 700.00
G scHooL-AGE CHILDREN OUTREACH (C.7.h)

SCHOOL ASSEMBLIES
Salaries 40 Hours
Contract
Stamps for Teacher Surve

120.00
.00

250.00
SUBTOTAL 26,370.00 20%

JR HIGH & HIGH SCHOOL

PESTICIDES PUBLIC OUTREACH (C.9)H
PESTICIDES PUBLIC OUTREACH: OUR WATER, oUR woRLD
Salaries 280 Hours $4
Materials $ 9.000.00

GREEN GARDENER TRAINING PROGRAM FOR LANDSCAPERS
SUBTOTAL $ 51,840.00

Salaries 20 Hours $3

SUBTOTAL

TOTAL $ 59,900.00

TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS for 20L2-2013

Vehicle Fee Items
All other Items

13.00
76,768.00

281,845.00
s
s
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SAN MATEO COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SMC\ryPPP BUDGET FOR 2OI3-20I4

HOTJRLY RATE

Vendor/hours

$ 153.00

2013-14 VLF?Task Number Item
A PIP SUPPORT TASKS

PROVIDE SUPPORT TO PIP
1

2

3

Salaries 140 hours $ 21.420.00
REPORTING
Salaries 80 hours $ 12.240.00
A.SSIST OTHER SIJBCOMMITTEES
Salaries 60 hours 9.180.00

B ADVERTTSTNG CAMPATGNS (C.7.b)
SUPPORT REGIONAL AD CAMPAIGN

TOTAL 9
C MEDIA RELATIONS: USE OF FREE MEDIA (C.Z.c)

LOCAL MEDIA PITCHES
Salaries 20 hours 3.060.00

TOTAL 3,060.00
D STORMWATER POINT OF CONTACT (C.7.d)

WEBSITE
Salaries 270 hours 10.00

108.00

1,200.00
42.618.00

Web Hostins - 1

Translation service - contractor
SUBTOTAL

RESPOND TO EMAILS & CALLS

E PI]BLIC OUTREACH EYENTS
PUBLIC OUTREACH EVENTS

(C.7.e)

Salaries 150 hours 950.00
Booth cost s00.00

SUBTOTAL 23.450.00 20%
OUTREACH MATERIALS

130 hours

SUBTOTAL
CAR WASH OUTRE,ACH

TOTAL 87,290.00

1000¿
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F

G

WATERSHED STEWARDSHIP COLLABORATI\TE EFFORTS (C.7 .Ð
Salaries
Materials

60 hours

TOTAL
CITIZEN I¡IVOLVEMENT EVENTS (C.7 .s)
CALIFORNIA COASTAL CLEANUP DAY

$9,180
$2,000

$11,180 70%

Salaries 320 Hours 48,960.00
Materials 2-500.00

SUBTOTAL 51.460.00 30%

COMMUNITY ACTION GRANT
Salaries 20 hours 3,060.00

TOTAL 54,700.00
G scHooL-AcE CHTLDREN OUTREACH (C.7.h)

SCHOOL ASSEMBLIES
Salaries 40 Hours $ 6.120.00
Contract $ 20.000.00
Stamps for Teacher 2s0.00

SUBTOTAL 20%

JR HIGH & HIGH SCHOOL
Salaries 30 Hours .00
Contract 0.00

0.00 t00%SUBTOTAL

H

Salaries 280 Hours S 42.g40.00
Materials $ 9,000.00

SUBTOTAL $ 51.840.00
GREEN GARDENER TRAINING PROGRAM FOR LANDSCAPERS

TOTAL $
PESTTCTDES'PIJBLrC OUTREACH (C.9)
PESTICIDES PUBLIC OUTREACH: OUR \ilATER, OUR WORLD

Salaries 20 Hours
Sponsorship g 5,000-00

SUBTOTAL $ 8,060.00

TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS for 2013-2014
Vehicle Fee Items
All other ltems

$ 358.613.00
76,769.00

281,845.00
$
It
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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

ÞsØ@
Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhealth. org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

C.7. Public Information and Outreach WORKPLAN for 20ll-2012

Countywide Program Support: Description of Tasks

PIP Support Tasks

Other Aeency Responsibilities
City/Town/County Co-Permittees :

. Attend and participate in six PIP meetings

. One volunteer to serve as Chairperson at meetings

Other A genc), Responsibilities
City/Torvn/County Co-Permittees :

o Submit 712 yearly report for section "C.7 Public Information and Outreach" to EOA for
submittal to Regional'Water Board. Reports due by the July and January TAC meetings.

C.7.a. Storm Drain Inlet Marking
No Contractor support.

Other Agency Responsibilities
City/Town/C ounty Co-Permittees :

o Inspect and maintain storm drain 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. In the 2013 Annual Report, report prior years' annual
percentages.

Page 1 of6
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4.1. PROV PIP
Six PIP Meetings: create agenda,prepare notes, handouts, and
outreach materials.

Two Environmental Health employees to attend and report at
meetings, take meeting minutes and distribute. and any follow-up.

140 hours $21,420

4.2. RE
a

a
Quarterly
Annual

80 hours $12,240

ER
As needed: attend meetings, give presentations, assist with
releases and coordinate on outreach materials with other
subcommittees.

press 60 hours $9,1 80



ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100
San Mateo, CA 94403

www. smhealth. org/environ
Phone: (650) 372-6200@Ø@

Verify that newly developed streets are marked prior to acceptance of the project. In the
2013 Annual Report, report prior years' annual number of projects accepted after inlet
markings verified.

C.7 .b. Advertising Campaigns

Other A genc)¡ Responsibilities
City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) :

o Contribute population-based share to regional advertising campaign.

Regional/BASMAA:
. Target a broad audience with two separate advertising campaigns, one on trastr/litter and

the other on reducing impact of urban pesticides, within the permit cycle.
o Conduct pre-campaign and post-campaign surveys.

C.7.c. Media Relations - Use of Free Media

Other Agency Responsibilities
Regional/BASMAA:

. Conduct regional level pitches

C.7.d. Stormwater Point of Contact

D.1. WEBSITE

Attend BASMAA monthly meetings to support the development of two
regional ad campaigns, one on trash/litter and the other on urban

icides. Participate in email. meeti

$9, I 80

C. LOCAL MEDI
Conduct a minimum of two local media reiations pitches (e.g. press
release, public service announcements

Maintain website, updating based on program needs. Publish contact
information, printed materials, PSA's, and press releases. Send out
Gov Delivery emails to subscribers.

170 hours $26,010

Track website visitor traffic with monthly reports. 20 hours $3.060
Payment for hosting website (1 year). Payment $ 108
Translate key pages to Spanish (sub-contractor)
And publish mirror pages with translated content (EH) 20 hours

$1200
$3060

Establish YouTube channel, host video contest 60 hours $9,180

Page 2 of 6

-86-

D.2. RESPOND TO EMAILS & CALLS



ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Þ@Ø@
Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhealth. org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

Respond to emails and calls from the public, organizations, cities, and | 4S hours I $O,SSS
co-permrttees.

Other Agenc)' Responsibilities
City/Town/County Co-Permittees :

o Contact for Illicit Discharge Coordinator
. Contact for Stormwater Business Inspector

City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) :

. Respond to media inquiries

C.7.e. Public Outreach Events

Other Agencv Responsibilities
City/Town/County Co-Permittees :

¡ Each municipality shall participate andlor host the number of events according to its
population as shown in Table 7.1 Public Outreach Events. In the Annual Report list the
events participated in and assess the effectiveness of efforts with appropriate measures.

Other Agency Responsibilities
CitylTown/County Co-P ermittees :

o Request outreach materials at least two weeks before scheduled outreach event.
o Pickup new outreach materials at PIP meetings and make available to residents.

Page 3 of6
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PUBL
Staff a minimum of 10 events in 10 different municipalities to help
citi es/towns/unincorporated County meet permit requirements.
Prioritize those that have more event requirements; track
effectiveness of outreach and provide this information to the
municipality for reporting purposes.
Staff one County-wide event, publicized with PIP member helo.

i50 hours $22,950

Booth cost Payment $s00

8.2. LS
Order materials (research cost(s), setup order, review, process
invoices, organize materials into storage for use) Provide outreach
materials by request to nonprofits, schools, residents, and
municipalities; evaluate request, gather materials, and arrange for
pickup, delivery, or mailing.

130 hours $ 19,890

Outreach Materials Materials $ 15,000



ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Þ@Ø@
Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhealth. org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

H OUT
Renew discount card with business partners. continue with media
advertisements with pollution prevention messages.

set up partnership with schools (replace fundraiser washes with cards)
Partner with water agencies (advertise through their bills, etc)

60 hours

60 hrs
30 hrs

$9,180

$9,1 80

$4,590
Materials and Adverti sing Cost $6.000

r'àa

Partner with stewardship groups to coordinate spring cleanup events.

Direct residents to their local stewardship group for spring events.

40 hours

20 hrs

$6120

$3060
Materials and Advertising Cost $2,000

C.7 .f . Watershed Stew ardship Collaborative Efforts

Other Agency Responsibilities
CitylTown/County Co-Permittees :

' Encourage and support watershed stewardship collaborative efforts of community groups.
Coordinate with existing groups and encourage and support development of new gioupr.
Report in each annual report, efforts undertaken and the results of these efforts, and
provide an evaluation of the effectiveness of these efforts.

C.7.g. Citizen Involvement Events

LI C
Coordinate the Countywide event',¡¡ith 30+ events spread
throughout the Coast, the Bay, and Inland Creeks.

320 hours $48,960

Materials and Supplies Materials $2,500

UNITY
Update community action grant database. Mail postcards to over
300+ community groups and schools. Respond to questions and
emails. Coordinate with the Prolect Lead (volunteer from plp).

20 hours $3,060

Postcards Materials $1 80

Other A gency Responsibilities

CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG) :

o Pay $15,000 to grant recipients.

CitylTown/County C o -Permittees :

¡ Each permittee shall sponsor and/or host the number of citizen events according to its
population as shown in Table 7.2 community Involvement Events.

Page 4 of 6
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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Þ@@@
Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhealth. org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

o Note:the Countywide California Coastal Cleanup Day counts as one event toward
each permittees total. Permittees can also count one event for the awarding of the
community action grant to an organization within their jurisdiction.

' One Volunteer from the PIP subcommittee to be the Contact person (Lead) for the
Community Action Grant,

C.7 .h. School-Age Children Outreach

IES
Kindergarten through 5tn grade school assembly program. 40 hours s6,120
Contract with the Banana Slug String Band Contract $20.000
Postage for Teacher Surveys Materials $250

.Hl RES
10-72"'grade "Water Pollution Prevention and your Car,, science
and drivers education class presentations.

30 hours $4,590

Contract with Rock Steady Contract $ 1 0,000

Other Agencv Responsibilities
City I T own/ County C o -Permittees :

o One Volunteer from the PIP subcommittee to work with Municipal Maintenance
Committee volunteer to be a judge and present award at the Science Fair.

C.7.i. Outreach to Municipal Officials
No Contractor support.

Other Agency Responsibilities
City/Town/County Co-Permittees :

o At least once per permit cycle conduct outreach to municipal off,rcials to increase overall
awareness of stormwater and/or watershed message(s).

C.9.h. Pesticides Toxicity Control Public Outreach;
i. Point of Purchase Outreach
iii. Pest Control Contracting Outreach

CID

280 hours s42,840

Page 5 of6
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Maintain 20 retail partnership stores - visit stores twice ayear to
update shelftaikers and fact sheets.

Participate in regional meeting. Order, organize, store, and
distribute materials.

Present to the Master Gardeners in September. conduct outreach



ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Þ@@@
Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhealth. orgy'environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

to iesidents who hire or purchase pesticides, home gardeners, and
college students taking landscaping classes, through presentations
and tabline events.
Partnership store supplies: fact sheets, shelf talkers, tape,
literature rack, labels. Outreach materials for residents.

Materials $9,000

Other Agency Responsibilities
Regional/BASMAA:

. Coordinates Our Water, Our World Program with County partners: Arranges and solicits
print runs, provides consultant to staff booths at trade shows, liaison with the corporate
partners Home Depot and Orchard Supply Hardware. Arranges print advertising in
magazines, newspapers, bus shelters, as determined at regional meetings.

v. Outreach to Pest Control Operators
2 REEN M FOR LAND

Sponsor the third series of classes in the Bay Area Green
Gardener Program. Participate in Technical Advisory
Committee.

20 hours $3,060

Sponsorship: % of cost of implementing program Sponsor $5,000
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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Þ@Ø@
Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo , CA 94403
www. smhealth. org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

C.7. Public Information and Outreach WORKPLAN for 2012-2073

Counfywide Program Support: Description of Tasks

PIP Support Tasks

Other A genc)¡ Responsibilities
City I T own/ County Co-P ermittee s :

¡ Attend and participate in six PIP meetings
. One volunteer to serve as Chairperson at meetings

ING
o Quarterly
o Annual

80 hours sr2,240

Other Agency Responsibilities
CitylTown/County Co-Permittees :

. Submit ll2 yearly report for section "C.7 Public Information and Outreach" to EOA for
submiual to Regional Water Board. Reports due by the July and January TAC meetings.

C.7.a. Storm Drain Inlet Marking
No Contractor support.

Other Agency Responsibilities
City/Town/County Co-Permittees :

o Inspect and maintain storm drain 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. ln the 2013 Annual Report, report prior years' annual
percentages.

Page 1 of6
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SUPPORT
Six PIP Meetings: create agenda, prepare notes, handouts, and
outreach materials.

Two Environmental Health employees to attend and report at
meetings, take meeting minutes and distribute, and any follow-up

140 hours s21,420

4.3. ES
As needed: attend meetings, give presentations, assist with press
releases and coordinate on outreach materials with other
subcommittees.

60 hours $9,1 80



Þ@Ø@
. Verify that newly developed streets are

2013 Annual Report, report prior years'
markings verif,red.

C.7.b. Advertising Campaigns

Other Agenc]' Responsibilities
CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG) :

. Contribute population-based share to regional advertising campaign.

Regional/BASMAA:
¡ Target a broad audience with two separate advertising campaigns, one on trash,/litter and

the other on reducing impact of urban pesticides, within the permit cycle.
o Conduct pre-campaign and post-campaign surveys.

C,7.c. Media Relations - Use of Free Media

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Other A gency Responsibilities
Regional/BASMAA:

. Conduct regional level pitches

C.7.d. Stormwater Point of Contact

Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhealth. org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

marked prior to acceptance of the project. In the
annual number of projects accepted after inlet

IONAL AD CAMPAI
Attend BASMAA monthly meetings to support the development of two
regional ad campaigns, one on trash/litter and the other on urban
pesticides. Participate in email, meeting prep, research, and follow-up.

60 hours $9, I 80

Conduct a minimum of two local media relations pitches (e.g. press
release, public service announcements

D.1. ,usl I

Maintain website, updating based on program needs. Publish contact
information, printed materials, PSA's, and press releases. Send out
Gov Delivery emails to subscribers.

170 hours $26,010

Track website visitor traffic w h monthly reports. 20 hours $3,060
Payment for hosting website ( year) Payment $ 108
Translate key pages to Spanish (sub-contractor)
And publish mirror pages with translated content (EH). 20 hours

$1200
$3060

Establish YouTube channel, host video contest 60 hours $9, I 80
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Þ@Ø@
Other Agency Responsibilities
City I T own/ C ounty Co -P ermittee s :

o Contact for Illicit Discharge Coordinator
¡ Contact for Stormwater Business Inspector

City/County As so ciation of Governments (C/CAG) :

¡ Respond to media inquiries

C.7.e. Public Outreach Events

Other A genc)' Responsibilities
CitylTown/County Co-P ermittees :

o Each municipality shall participate and/or host the number of events according to its
population as shown in Table 7.1 Public Outreach Events. In the Annual Report list the
events participated in and assess the effectiveness of efforts with appropriate measures.

Other A gency Responsibilities
CitylTowrVCounty Co-Permittees :

¡ Request outreach materials at least two weeks before scheduled outreach event.
. Pickup new outreach materials at PIP meetings and make available to residents.

Page 3 of6
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Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100
San Mateo, CA 94403

www. smhealth. org/environ
Phone: (650) 372-6200

Respond to emails and calls from the public, organizations, cities, and

8.1. P TS
Staff a minimum of 10 events in 10 different municipalities to help
cities/towns/unincorporated County meet permit requirements.
Prioritize those that have more event requirements; track
effectiveness of outreach and provide this information to the
municipality for reporting purposes.
Staff one County-wide event, publicized with PIP member helo.

150 hours s22,950

Booth cost Payment $500

OUTREA
Order materials (research cost(s), setup order, review, process
invoices, orgarize materials into storage for use) Provide outreach
materials by request to nonprof,rts, schools, residents, and
municipalities; evaluate request, gather materials, and arrange for
pickup, delivery, or mailing.

130 hours $ 19,890

Outreach Materials Materials $1s.000
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Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhealth.org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

Renew discount card with business partners. continue with media
advertisements with pollution preventi on, messages.

Pilot partnership with schools (substitute cards for fundraisers washes)
Partner with water agencies (advertise through their bills, etc

$9,180

$9,1 g0

$4,590
Materials and Advertisin

ratrve
Partner with stewardship groups to coordinate spring cleanup events.

Direct residents to their local stewardship group for spring events.

40 hours

20 hrs

$6,120

$3.060
Materials and Advertising Cost $2,000

C.7 .f . Watershed Stewardship Collab o rative Efforts

Other Agency Responsibilities
CitylTown/County Co-Permittee s :

o Encourage and support watershed stewardship collaborative efforts of community groups.
Coordinate with existing groups and encourage and support development of new gio"pt
Report in each arurual report, efforts undertaken and the results of these efforts, Ñ
provide an evaluation of the effectiveness of these efforts.

C.7.g. Citizen Involvement Events

CLEA
Coordinate the Countywide event with 30+ events spread
throughout the Coast, the Bay, and Inland Creeks.

320 hours $48,960

Materials and Supplies Materials $2.s00

ITY NT
Update community action grant database. Mail postcards to over
300+ community groups and schools. Respond to questions and
emails. Coordinate with the Proiect Lead (volunteer from plp).

20 hours $3,060

Postcards Materials $ 180

Other A gency Responsibilities

City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) :

o Pay $15,000 to grant recipients.

Cify lT own/ C ounty Co -P ermittee s :

¡ Each permittee shall sponsor and/or host the number of citizen events according to its
population as shown in Table 7.2 community Involvement Events.

Page 4 of6
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o Note: the Countywide California Coastal Cleanup Day counts as one event toward
each permittees total. Permittees can also count one event for the awarding of the
community action grant to an organization within their jurisdiction.

o One Volunteer from the PIP subcommittee to be the Contact person (Lead) for the
Community Action Grant.

C.7.h. School-Age Children Outreach

SCH
I0-72'n grade "'Water Pollution Prevention and Your Car" science
and drivers education class presentations.

30 hours $4,590

Contract with Rock Steady Contract $10.000

Other Agency Responsibilities
CitylTowr/County Co-Permittees :

o One Volunteer from the PIP subcommittee to work with Municipal Maintenance
Committee volunteer to be a judge and present award at the Science Fair.

C.7.i. Outreach to Municipal Officials
No Contractor support.

Other A gency Responsibilities
C itylTown/County C o -Permittee s :

o At least once per permit cycle conduct outreach to municipal offrcials to increase overall
awareness of stormwater and/or watershed message(s).

C.9.h. Pesticides Toxicity Control Public Outreach;
i. Point of Purchase Outreach
iii. Pest Control Contracting Outreach

Page 5 of6

-95-

school assembl
Contract with the Banana Slue Strine Band

Maintain 20 retail partnership stores - visit stores twice ayear to
update shelftalkers and fact sheets.

Participate in regional meeting. Order, organize, store, and
distribute materials.

Present to the Master Gardeners in September. Conduct outreach

280 hours
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to residents who hire or purchase pesticides, home gardeners, and
college students taking landscaping classes, through presentations
and tabling events.

Partnership store supplies: fact sheets, shelf talkers, tape,
literature rack, labels. Outreach materials for residents.

Materials $9,000

Other A gencv Responsibilities
Regional/BASMAA:

¡ Coordinates Our'Water, Our World Program with County partners: Arranges and solicits
print runs, provides consultant to staff booths at trade shows, liaison with the corporate
partners Home Depot and Orchard Supply Hardware. Arranges print advertising in
magazines, newspapers, bus shelters, as determined at regional meetings.

v. Outreach to Pest Control Operators
GRbEN R TRA M FOR S

Sponsor the third series of classes in the Bay Area Green
Gardener Program. Participate in Technical Advisory
Committee.

20 hours $3,060

Sponsorship: lo of cost of implementing program Sponsor $5,000

Page 6 of 6
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www. smhealth.org/environ
Phone: (650) 372-6200



ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Þ@@@
Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhealth. org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

C.7. Public Information and Outreach \ryORKPLAN for 2013-2014

Countywide Program Support: Description of Tasks

PIP Support Tasks

Other Aeency Responsibilities
City/Town/County Co-Permittees :

o Attend and participate in six PIP meetings
o One volunteer to serve as Chairperson at meetings

TIN
o Quarterly
o Arurual

80 hours s12,240

Other A gency Responsibilities
CityiTown/County Co-Permittees :

. Submit ll2yearly report for section "C.T Public Information and Outreach" to EOA for
submittal to Regional Water Board. Reports due by the July and January TAC meetings.

C.7.a. Storm Drain Inlet Marking
No Contractor support.

Other A genc]¡ Responsibilities
CitylTown/County Co-Permittees :

o Inspect and maintain storm drain markings of at least 80 percent of municipality
maintained intrets to ensure they are legibly labeled with a no dumping message or
equivalent once per permit term. In the 2013 Annual Report, report prior years' annual
percentages.

Page I of6
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DE SUP
Six PIP Meetings: create agenda,prepare notes, handouts, and
outreach materials.

Two Environmental Health employees to attend and report at
meetings, take meeting minutes and distribute, and any follow-up.

140 hours s27,420

4.3.
As needed: attend meetings, give presentations, assist with press
releases and coordinate on outreach materials with other
subcommittees.

60 hours $9,1 80
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. Verify that newly developed streets are

2013 Annual Report, report prior years'
markings verified.

C.7 .b. Advertising Campaigns

B. SUPPORT REGIONAL AD AMPAI

Other A gency Responsibilities
CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG) :

. Contribute population-based share to regional advertising campaign.

Regional/BASMAA:
. Target a broad audience with two separate advertising campaigns, one on trash/litter and

the other on reducing impact of urban pesticides, within the permit cycle.
. Conduct pre-campaign and post-campaign surveys.

C.7.c. Media Relations - Use of Free Media

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
SAN MATEO COUNTY

Other Agenc)¡ Responsibilities
Regional/BASMAA:

o Conduct regional level pitches

C.7.d. Stormwater Point of Contact

Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100

San Mateo, CA 94403
www. smhe alth. org/environ

Phone: (650) 372-6200

marked prior to acceptance of the project. In the
annual number of projects accepted after inlet

Attend BASMAA monthly meetings to support the development of two
regional ad campaigns, one on trash/litter and the other on urban

icides. Particioate in email. meetins DreD. research. and follow-uo.

$9,1 80

Conduct a minimum of two local media relations pitches (e.g. press
release. public service announcements

Maintain website, updating based on program needs. Publish contact
information, printed materials, PSA's, and press releases. Send out
Gov Delivery emails to subscribers.
Track website visitor traffic with monthl 20 hours

ment for hostine website (1

Translate key pages to Spanish (sub-contractor)
And publish mirror þases with translated content

$1200
$3060

Establish YouTube channel. host video contest

Page 2 of 6
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Other A gency Responsibilities
CitylTown/C ounty Co -Permitte es :

¡ Contact for Illicit Discharge Coordinator
¡ Contact for Stormwater Business Inspector

C itylCounty Ass ociation of Governments (C/CA G) :

. Respond to media inquiries

C.7.e. Public Outreach Events

Other A gency Responsibilities
City/Town/County Co-Permittees :

. Each municipality shall participate and/or host the number of events according to its
population as shown in Table 7.1 Public Outreach Events. In the Annual Report list the
events participated in and assess the effectiveness of efforts with appropriate measrres.

Other A gencv Responsibilities
City I T own/ C ounty C o-Permittees :

o Request outreach materials at least two weeks before scheduled outreach event.
o Pickup new outreach materials at PIP meetings and make available to residents.

Page 3 of6

-99-

Alameda De Las Pulgas, Suite 100
San Mateo, CA 94403

www. smhealth. org/environ
Phone: (650) 372-6200

Respond to emails and calls from the public, organizations, cities, and 45 hours $6,885

LIC
staff a minimum of l0 events in 10 different municipalities to help
cities/towns/unincorporated County meet permil requirements.
Prioritize those that have more event requirements; track
effectiveness of outreach and provide this information to the
municipality for reporting purposes.
Staff one Çounty-wide event, publicized with plp member help.

150 hours s22,950

Booth cost Payment $s00

HMA
Order materials (research cost(s), setup order, review, process
invoices, orgatize materials into storage for use) Provide outreach
materials by request to nonprofits, schools, residents, and
municipalities; evaluate request, gather materials, and arrange for
pickup, delivery, or mailing.

130 hours $ 19,890

Outreach Materials Materials $ 15,000
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Hw
Renew discount card with business partners. Continue with media
advertis ements with pollution prevention mes sage s.

Expand partnership with schools (sub cards for fundraisers washes)
Partner with water agencies (advertise through their bills, etc)

60 hours

60 hrs
30 hrs

$9,1 80

$9,1 80

$4,590
Materials and Advertising Cost $6,000

C. Watershed Stewardshin Collaborative Efforts
Partner with stewardship groups to coordinate spring cleanup events.

Direct residents to their local stewardship qrouo for sprins events.

40 hours

20 hrs

$6,120

$3.060
Materials and Advertisine Cost $2.000

Other Agency Responsibilities
CityiTown/County Co-Permittees :

. Encourage and support watershed stewardship collaborative efforts of community groups.
Coordinate with existing groups and encourage and support development of new groups.
Report in each annual report, efforts undertaken and the results of these efforts, and
provide an evaluation of the effectiveness of these efforts.

C.7.g. Citizen Involvement Events

RNIA
Coordinate the Countywide event with 30+ events spread
throughout the Coast, the Bay, and Inland Creeks.

320 hours $48,960

Materials and Supphes Materials $2.s00

NII'Y AC'I'ION GRAN
Update community action grant database. Mail postcards to over
300* community groups and schools. Respond to questions and
emails. Coordinate with the Proiect Lead (volunteer from PIP).

20 hours $3,060

Postcards Materials $ 180

Other Aeency Responsibilities

City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) :

. Pay $15,000 to grant recipients.

C ity/TowrVC ounty Co-Permittees :

. Each permittee shall sponsor and/or host the number of citizen events according to its
population as shown in Table 7.2 Community Involvement Events.

Page 4 of 6
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o Note: the Countywide California Coastal Cleanup Day counts as one event toward
each permittees total. Permittees can also count one event for the awarding of the
community action grant to an orgartization within their jurisdiction.

. One Volunteer from the PIP subcommittee to be the Contact person (Lead) for the
Community Action Grant.

C.7.h. School-Age Children Outreach

HOOL
Kindergarten through 5* grade school assembly Drosram. 40 hours $6.120
Contract with the Banana Slug Strine Band Contract $20.000
Postage for Teacher Surveys Materials $250

2. HIGH A
10-72'n grade "'Water Pollution Prevention and Your Car" science
and drivers education class presentations.

30 hours $4,590

Contract with Rock Steady Contracl $ 10,000

Other Agency Responsibilities
City/Town/County Co-Permittees :

. One Volunteer from the PIP subcommittee to work with Municipal Maintenance
Committee volunteer to be a judge and present award at the Science Fair.

C.7.i. Outreach to Municipal Officials
No Contractor support.

Other A gency Responsibilities
C itylTown/County Co -Permittees :

o At least once per permit cycle conduct outreach to municipal officials to increase overall
awareness of stormwater and/or watershed message(s).

C.9.h. Pesticides Toxicity Control Public Outreach;
i. Point of Purchase Outreach
iii. Pest Control Contracting Outreach

Page 5 of6

-101-

Maintain 20 retail partnership stores - visit stores twice a year to
update shelftalkers and fact sheets.

Participate in regional meeting. Order, organize, store, and
distribute materials.

Present to the Master Gardeners in ember. Conduct outreach

280 hours
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to residents who hire or purchase pesticides, home gardeners, and
college students taking landscaping classes, through presentations
and tabling events.

Partnership store supplies: fact sheets, shelf talkers, tape,
literature rack, labels. Outreach materials for residents.

Materials $9,000

Other Agency Responsibilities
Regional/BASMAA:

o Coordinates Our'Water, Our Worid Program with County partners: Aranges and solicits
print runs, provides consultant to staff booths at trade shows, liaison with the corporate
partners Home Depot and Orchard Supply Hardware. Arranges print advertising in
magazines, newspapers, bus shelters, as determined at regional meetings.

v. Outreach to Pest Control Operators
GARI) OGRAM

Sponsor the third series of classes in the Bay Area Green
Gardener Program. Participate in Technical Advisory
Committee.

20 hours $3,060

Sponsorship: % of cost of implementing prosram Sponsor $s,000
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

June 9, 201 1

CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 11-34 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a
one-year extension to the technical consultant contract with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and
Associates, Inc., for a cost not to exceed $1,130,148 for support of the countywide'Water Pollution Prevention Program in Fiscal Year 20ll-I2.

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

RECOMMENDATION

The C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution lI-34 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
amendment to the technical consuitant contract with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc. (EOA),
extending the term of the contract through fiscal 20ll-12 for a cost not to exceed $1,031,148

FISCAL IMPÄCT

The cost for EOA's services in 201 1- 12 is $ i,03 1,148. Contract costs are included in the proposed
C/CAG budget for the Program.

SOURCE OF'FUNDS

The Program is funded through annual property tax assessments (or member agency contributions if so
elected) and vehicle license fee revenue. The County's 2011-12 consultant costs are included in the
proposed 20ll-12 CiCAG budget and sufficient revenue exists between property tax and vehicle
license revenue to fund the proposed costs.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

C/CAG previously approved Resolution 07-19 awarding a three year technical consultant contract to
EOA, which included a provision for up to three one-year extensions. The proposed contract extension
would be the first one-year extension. Since the existing contract allows for the one-year extensions,
the requirement in the procurement policy for issuing a Request for Proposals is not applicable. EOA
provides technical support to the Countywide Program in assisting municipalities with compliance
with the requirements of the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit, which went into effect in
December 2009.

ATTACHMENTS

o Resolution l1-34
. Proposed Contract Amendment #6
. Exhibit A - EOA's Proposed 2011-12 Scope of 'Work 

and Budget
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RESOLUTIOI{ NO. TI.34

AurnonrzlNc THE C/CAG Cnam ro Exncurn AMENDMENT No. 6 ro rnu Tncnxrcal
CoNsur,uxr Coxrnacr BnrwrEN THE Crrv/Couxry AssocrATIoN or GovnnxMENTS oF
SaN M¡.rno Couxrv (C/CAG).lN¡ ErsnxBERG, Olrvrnru, & Assocrlrns,INc. @OA,Ixc.)

EXTENDING THE TERM OF THE CONTRACT THROUGH FISCAL 2OII-I2 FOR A COST NOT TO
Excnno $1,031,148

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

WHEREAS' C/CAG determined outside consulting services are needed to assist during
Years 2010-11; and

WIIEREAS' C/CAG previously approved Resolution 07-19 authorizing a three-year
contract with the option for up to three one-year extensions \Mith EOA, Inc., for technical
consulting services to the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program; and

WHEREAS, EOA has prepared a scope of work and budget for providing technical
support during Fiscal Year 201I-I2;

NOW' THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that C/CAG hereby authorizes the C/CAG Chair to
execute a one-yeff extension to the existing technical consultant contract with Eisenberg,
Olivieri, and Associates, lnc., at a cost not to exceed of $1,031,148 to support the Countywide'Water Pollution Prevention Program in Fiscal year 2011-12.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 9TH DAy OF JrINE,2011.

Bob Grassilli, Chair
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AMENDMENT (No. 6) TO THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COI]NTY AND EISENBERG,

OLIVIERI, ASSOCIATES, INC.

\ryHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Govemments for San Mateo
County (hereinafter referred to as C/CAG) and Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc. (hereinafter
referred to as Consultant) are parties to an agreement for consulting services dated June 74,2007,
with subsequent amendments dated August 9,2007, June 12,2008, May I4,2}}g,February 1 l,
2070, and June 10, 2010 (the "Existing Agreement"); and

\ryHEREAS, C/CAG desires ongoing consulting services to meet requirements in the Municipal
Regional Permit; and

WHEREAS, Consultant submitted a scope of work and budget of $1,031,148 for services it will
provide under an extension and amendment of the Existing Agreement during Fiscal Year 20ll-12;
and

WHEREAS, Consultant has reviewed and accepted this amendment to the Eiisting Agreement;

IT IS HEREBY AGREED by C/CAG and Consultantthat:

1. Consultant will provide the consulting services described in the attached Exhibit A (the
"Extended Scope of Work") under the terms and conditions of the Existing Agreement, as
amended hereby.

2. The funding provided to Consultant by C/CAG for the Extended Scope of Work will be no more
than one-million thirty-one thousand one-hundred forty-eight dollars ($1,031,148.00) for Fiscal
Year 2071-72.

3. The term of the Existing Agreement is extended to June 30,2012

4. Payment for services for the Extended Scope of Work 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.

5. All other provisions of the Existing Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.

6. The terms hereof amending the Existing Agreement shall take effect upon signature by both
parties.

For C/CAG: For Consultant:

Bob Grassilli, Chair

Date: June 9.2011

Signature

Approved as to form:

By:

C/CAG Legal Counsel

-L07 -
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MR.P's Provisions C.2 and C.9
Municipal Maintenance Activities

Based on the Counrywide Program's W 2O1l/12 approved budgeVwork plan EOA will continue to
assist the Countywide Program and its member agencies to implement the municipal regional
stormvvater permit's (MRP) requirements prescribed in Provisions C.2 Municipal Operations and
portions of C'9 Pesticides Toxicity Control. It is anticipated that much of the pesricide toxicity
control work to "Track and Participate in Relevant Regulatory Processes" (Provision C.9.e) will be
conducted jointly through the Countywide Program's participation in a BASMAA funded project,
and therefore it is not included in this scope of work. In addition, this scope of work does not cover
"Public Outreach" (Provision C.9.h) because this assistance is included in County Environmental
Health's contract for services.

Task 2.1 Assrsf Municipalifies úo lmptement Appropríate Maintenance Operations BMps
EOA will assist the Municipal Maintenance (MM) Subcommittee's members to understand and
implement maintenance-related BMPs, such as those described in the California Stormwater eualiry
Association's Handbook for Municipal Operations (CASQA Handbook), for the following acrivities
that are listed as MRP requirements:

o BMPs for street and road repair maintenance activities, such as asphalVconcrete removal,
cutting, installation, arrd repair (Provision 2.a);

o SidewalÞJplaza maintenance and pavement washing, such as mobile cleaning, pressure
washing operations at parking lots and garages, trash areas, fueling areas, sidewalk and plaza
cleaning (Provision C.2.b);

o Bridge and structure maintenance and graffiti removal conducted in ways that prevent non-
stormwater and wash water discharges to storm drains (Provision C.2.c); and

o Corporation yards for activities, such as inspecting corporation yards; plumbing vehicle and
equipment wash areas to the sanitary sewer; using dry clean up methods when cleaning
debris and spiils; and storing materials ourdoors (provision C.2.Ð.

This task will also include continuing to provide guidance needed ro assisr the 12 agencies that
operate stonn drain pump stations to meet the MRP's requirement to inspect and collect dissolved
oxygen data twice a year during the dry season and inspect pump stations twice a year during the wet
season (Provision C.2.d.).

This task will include the following deliverables:

o Evaluate 'Water 
Board staffs NOVs, descriptions of expectations, and recommendations about

compþing with the MRP's Provision C.2 and prepare a written draft list of specific
recommendations to further improve the member agencies' understanding and
implementation of the MRP's requirements. Based on the MM Subcommittee's review and

EOA, Inc.
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comments on this draft list, the list will be prioritized, finalized, and implemented, as possible
within the available budger;

o Add the written list of specific recommendations to the members only portion of the
Countywide Program's webpage; and

o Answer questions from the Countywide Program's member agencies staff about the
implementation of BMPs; inspection requirements for corporation yard/maintenance
facilities; and the impiementation of municipal stormwater pump station dissolved oxygen
testing and inspection requirements.

Task 2.2 ^Assrsf with Municipal Maintenance Component Coordination and Regulatory
Compliance

EOA will provide technical support to the MM Subcommittee and the Parks Maintenance and IpM
Work Group and assist the Countywide Program with the preparation of the Countywide program's
portion of the IY 2010/11 annual report. This will include conrinued collaboration with BASMAA's
Municipal Operations Committee to identify cost-effective ways of compþing regionally with the
MRP's requirements.

MM Subcommittee and Pa¡ks Maintenance'W-ork Group: Both the MM Subcommittee and the parks
Maintenance and IPM Work Group will meet approximately every quarrer to guide the
implementation of this component's Countywide Program activities.

A¡nual Reporc EOA will draft the maintenance-related section of the Countywide Program's portion
of the annual report and work with the Countywide Program Coordinator to finalize and obtain
approval by each agenry's duly authorized representative. The annual repoÍ will be submitted to the
Water Board by the September 15, 2011 MRP compliance deadline. EOA will work with BASMAA to
identifu the municipal maintenance-related MRP reporting requiremenrs for FY 2011/72.

BudgelWork Plan: The Countywide Program's FY 2012/13 budget/work plan for these MRp
provisions will be updated and submitted to the TAC for review and approvat. EOA will work with
the Program Coordinator to finalize the updated budgelwork plan based upon any comments
received.

This task will include the following deliverabies:

o Organize and facilitate up to four Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee meetings and up to
three Parks Maintenance and IPM work group meetings. This will include identi$ring new
chairs, working with the chairs to plan agendas and discussion materials (e.g., handouts,
presentations, and talking points), participating in meetings, preparing meeting summaries,
and completing meeting follow up acrions.

c Complete the municipal maintenance section of the Countywide Program's portion of the Fy
2070111 Annual Report. EOA will submit this section to the Program Coordinator for
review. Based on comments received EOA will finalize the reporr for submittal to the Water
Board staff by the September 15, 2011 MRP deadline.

EOA, Inc.
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o Develop the trY 2012/13 budget and work plan for municipal maintenance (Provision C.2
Municipal Operations) and parks maintenance and IPM activities (C.9 Pesticide Toxicity
Control) and update budget projections through FY 2074115.

Task 2.3 Parks Maintenance and lntegrated Pest Management
EOA \Mill continue working with the Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group to assist the
Countywide Program's rnunicipalities to improve their understanding and compliance with the
requirements contained in the MRP's Provision C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Cont¡ol. This will be achieved
by preparing and distributing compliance guidance materials and by covering specific priority MRp
compliance topics at the Parks Maintenance and IPM work group meetings and the annual Parks
Maintenance and IPM training workshop. Areas to focus on for improved understanding and MRp
compliance training include the following:

o Implementation of IPM policy or ordinance (Provision C.9.a), which will include
encouraging agencies to adopt a revised IPM policy in FY 2011/12 that meets the Water
Board staffs expectations;

Implementation of standard operating procedures for pesticide use and IPM (Provision C.9.b);

Training of municipal employees about pesticides that threaten warer quality and IPM
practices (Provision C.9.c);

Requirements for agency contractors to implement IPM (Provision c.9.d); and

Interface with County Agricultural Commissioners (Provision C.9.f).

This task will include the following deliverables:

Complete the Parks Maintenance and IPM training workshop similar to previous years for
municipal staff that apply or make decisions about the application of pesticides and, as space
is available, pest control operators who work for municipalities in San Mateo County.

Communicate with County Agriculturai Commissioner's staff through the Parks Maintenance
and IPM Work Group meetings, emails, and,/or telephone calls to (1) obtain input and
assistance on urban pest management practices and use of pesticides; 2) solicit information
from cities about any water quality issues related to pesticides; and (3) provide an opportunity
to report violations, if any are known, of pesticide regulations (e.g., illegal handling) affecting
stormwater or creating a non-stonnwater discharge disallowed by the MRP (per Provision
c.e.Ð.

Evaluate Water Board staffs NOVs, descriptions of expectations, and recommendations on
complying with the MRP's Provision C.9, and prepare a written draft list of specific
recommendations to further improve the member agencies' understanding and compliance
with the MRP's pesticide toxicity control requirements. Based on the Parks Maintenance and
IPM work group's review and comments on this draft list, the list will be prioritized,
finalized, and implemented, as possible within the available budget.
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o Add the written list of specifrc recommendations to the members only portion of the
Countywide Program's webpage;

MRP's Provisions C.3 and C.6
New Development and Construction Activities

EOA will assist the Countywide Program and its member agencies to continue implementing the
MRP's Provision C.3 (New Development) and Provision C.6 (Construction Site Controls). The new
development and construction tasks in this section are organized around these two MRP provisions,
with the inclusion of one subtask to implement Provision C.13 requirements for implementing BMPs

during the installation and cleaning of architectural copper.

Task 3.1 Assrsf with lmplementation of Provision C.3

EOA will prepare new tools and update existing tools used by the member agencies to comply with
the MRP's Provision C.3.

Finalize and Facilitate Implementation of BASMAA's Regional Work Products. On behalf of the
Countywide Program, EOA will attend BASMAA's Development Committee and work group
meetings regarding the finalization, adoption and implementation of regional products that BASMAA
prepared in FY 2070/77, including the LID Feasibility Criteria, Biotreatment Soil Specifications,

Green Roof Specifications, and Special Projects Criteria. As possible within the available budget, this
will include participation in meetings, preparation of brief meeting summaries, the review of draft
materials, and coordination with the New Development Subcommittee to keep member agencies

informed and involved.

Update C.3 Tech¡ical Guidance. EOA will coordinate with the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff
Pollution Prevention Program (SCVIJRPPP) and the Alameda Countywide Clean Water Program
(ACCWP) to prepare guidance materials to help the member agencies implement the LID
Feasibility/Infeasibility Criteria prepared by BASMAA. We will incorporate this guidance in the
Countywide Program's C.3 Technical Guidance, and also update the C.3 Technical Guidance for
consistency with the following finalized BASMAA work products: LID Feasibility Criteria, Special

Projects Criteria, Soil Specifications, Green Roof Specifications.

Update Forms and Checklists. In order to help the member agencies implement the MRP's new LID
requirements beginning December 1, 2011, EOA will work with the Subcommittee to identify the
need to update the existing Impewious Surface Worksheet and NPDES Checklist, and make limited
updates of these forms as directed by the Subcommittee. 'We will continue working with the
Subcommittee and C.3 Checklist Work Group to complete the comprehensive C.3 Compliance
Checklist that was begun in trY 2010/11.

A¡nual Reporting Coordination. EOA will work with the Subcommittee to help agency staff
understand and use the Provision C.3 and C.6 sections of the Annual Report forms, and address

Water Board staffs feedback on the 2009/1,0 Annual Reports, to help the agencies report on Fiscal

Year 2010/11 activities by the September 15 due date. This assistance will include a presentation at a
special training session on completing the Annual Report form, and preparation of supporting
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information that the agencies may download from the password protected portion of the Countywide
Program's website.

This task will include the following deliverables:

Complete local guidance materials for implementing LID feasibility criteria;

Update of C.3 Technical Guidance;

Update checklists and forms;

Complete final version of Provision C.3 Compliance Checklist;

o Prepare and give a training presentation on how to complete Provision C.3 and C.6 sections
of the Annual Report Form; and

o Complete annual report supporting information and upload this information to the
Countywide Program's password protected portion of the website.

Task 3.2 Assrsf with lmplementation of Hydromodífication Management Requirements

Bay Area Hydrology Model. EOA will continue to assist the Countywide Program in coordinating
with the SCVURPPP and the ACCWP to monitor the need for updates to the Bay Area Hydrology
Model (BAHM) and/or related documentation. This is anticipated to include planning for future
BAHM uPdates, regional coordinationu/administration, on call support, and distributing information
about regional training workshops, if any, for municipal staff on using BAHM.

This task will include the following deliverable:

o Advertise and promote attendance by staff and contractors at Clear Creek sponsored training
workshop on use of BAHM.

Task 3.3 Assisú with lmplementation of Construction Site Requirements
EOA will continue working with the New Development Subcommittee to assist the Countywide
Program's member agencies to understand and implement the requirements for construction
included in the MRP and the statewide Construction General Permit. This assistance will include the
following.

Construction 'Work Group. EOA will assist the New Development Subcommittee in forming a

Construction Work Group that will consist of agency staff members directly involved in
implementing Provision C.6 requirements for construction site stonnwater control. The purpose of
the work group is to help agencies improve the understanding and implementation of MRP
requirements by construction site inspection staff. EOA staff will attend the meetings. The proposed
budget assumes that the work group will meet quarterly.
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Update Constmction Site Inspection Tracking Spreadsheet. EOA will work with the New
Development Subcommittee and the newly formed Constmction 'Work Group to identify any
changes or improvements to the construction site inspection tracking spreadsheet that may be needed
based on the agencies'use ofthe new spreadsheet during Fiscal year 2009/10.

This task will include the following deiiverables:

o Complete up to four Construction Work Group meetings including the preparation of
meeting agendas, handouts, and meeting summaries; and

o Update the construction site tracking spreadsheet as a rool at assisr with MRP Provision C.6
recordkeeping and reporting requirements.

Task 3.4 Assísf with Outreach and Training

New DeveloPment Training. EOA 
"¡¡ill 

work with the New Development Subcommitree to plan and
conduct a New Development Workshop in Fall 2011, which is anticipated ro focus on the new LID
requirements that go into effect on December l, 2011.

Coordi¡ate with CalBIG. EOA will assist the California Building Inspectors Group (CalBIG) to
provide training to building inspectors and construction site inspectors on stormwater BMPs for
construction sites. The training is currently scheduled for August 10, 2011. EOA will assist CaIBIG
with advertising the workshop, attend the workshop, and prepare and give pïesentations. EOA will
incorporate into its presentation information on BMPs for the installation, cleaning, treating and
washing of architectural copper, in order to assist the agencies in meeting the Provision Provision
C.13.a(iii) requirement to report on training regarding these BMPs in the 2012 Annual Reporr.

Outreach B¡ochu¡es. During FY 2077112, EOA will prepare and update educational outreach pieces,
such as those listed below. This task does not include printing or photocopying of the outreach
materials.

Regional Brochure on BMPs for SmaII Projects: On behalf of the Countywide Program,
EOA will attend BASMAA Development Committee and work group meetings regarding
the preparation of an outreach brochure on site-specific BMPs for single family residences
and other small development projects per Provision C.3.i. As possible within the available
budget, this work will include participation in BASMAA meetings, preparation of brief
meeting summaries, the review of draft updates of the outreach materials, and
coordination with the New Development Subcommittee to keep member agencies
informed and involved in the update of outreach materials.
Architecazal Copper Flyer: EOA will complete the educational fiyer on BMPs for the
installation, cleaning, treating and washing of architectural copper, which was begun in
FY 2010/11, in order to assist the member agencies in meeting the requirements of
Provision c.13.a(ii)(2) to educare installers and operarors on rhese BMps.
Construction BMP brochures: As possible within the available budget, EOA will work
with the newly formed Construction Work Group to update existing construction BMP
brochures that may be handed out at job sites per the MRP requiremenr to provide
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education on stormwater pollution prevention, as needed, during construction site
inspections.

' Prouision C.3 Outreach trTyen EOA will work with the New Development Subcommittee
to identify the need to update this existing flyer to assist member agencies in
implementing the new LID requirements, and make revisions as directed by the
Subcommittee.

o This task will include the following deliverables:

o Conduct a New Development Subcommittee workshop that will likely focus on new LID
requlrements;

o Prepare and present a presentation at the New Development Subcommittee's workshop and
add the presentations and other training materials to the password protected section of the
Countywide Program's webpage; and

o Complete and,/or update electronic files of educational outreach brochures, and add these
materials to the Counrywide Program's webpage.

Task 3.5 Assrsf with Regulatory Compliance

New Development Subcommittee. EOA vrill continue to supporr rhe meerings of the New
Development Subcommittee by working with the Subcommittee Chair to develop meeting agendas,

PrePare handouts and other materials for the meetings, participate in meetings, and prepare meeting
summaries. Subcommittee meetings are not specifically required by the MRP, but they have proven
important to support permit compliance.

A¡:rual Report: EOA will prepare a draft and a final version of the New Development and
Construction sections of the Program's IY 2010/11 Annual Reporr- The final version will address
comments received from Program staff and member agencies.

Work Plan: In Spring 2012, EOA will prepare the Provision C.3 and C.6 sections of the FV 2072113
work plan for review and approval by the New Development Subcommittee and TAC.

'Website Assistance. EOA 
".ill coordinate with the San Mateo County Environmental Health staff to

update New Development Subcommittee information on the Counrywide Program's website.

Limited On-Call Assista¡ce. EOA wilt respond to questions from agency staff, as possible within the
available budget. Where appropriate, information provided for individual agencies may be offered as

case studies or other agenda items for the New Development Subcommittee.

o This task will include the following deliverables:

o Complete assistance for up to six New Development Subcommittee meetings including
preparing agendas, handout materials for review at the meetings, and meeting summaries;
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o Prepare the new development and construction section of the Countywide Program's portion
of the IY 2010/11 Annual Report. EOA will submit this section ro the Program Coordinator
for review- Based on comments received EOA will finalize the report for submittal to the
Water Board staff by the September 15, 2011 MRp deadline; and

o Develop the FY 2012/13 budget and work plan for new developmenr (Provision C.3 New
Development and Redevelopment) and construction activities (C.6 Construction Site
Controls) and update budget projections through Fy 2014175.

MRP's Provisions C,4, C.5,C.15, and portion of C.1 3
Commercial, lndustrial and lllicit Discharge Controls

Based on the Countywide Program's FY 2011/12 approved budget/work plan EOA will assist the
Countywide Program and its member agencies to implement the MRP's requirements prescribed in
Provisions C.4 Business Inspections, C.5 illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination, C.15 Exempted
and Conditionally Exempted Discharges, and a portion of C.13 Copper Controls.

Task 4.1 Staff Traimng, Assistwith lnspection lisfs, and EnforcementResponse plan

This multi-faceted task includes MRP compliance assistance with the following Provision C.4
requrrements:

Inspector Annual Training (Provision C.4.d);

Annual process for updating and maintaining a list of industrial and commercial facilities to
inspect as part of the Business Inspection Plan (Provisions c.4.b.); and

Enforcement Response Plans (Provision C.4.c).

The Inspector Training Work Group developed "Guidance to Srormwater Inspectors on
Meeting MRP's Annual Training Requirements (Provision C.4.d) as Self-Training in Fy
2070/17" to assist new and experienced stormwater inspectors to meet the MRP's annual
training requirement. The effectiveness of the self-training guidance will be evaluated so
improvements may be made for use in future years when Countywide Program sponsored
training workshops/events do not occur.

o In fY 2017/12 there will be a training workshop that will provide an opportunity for
inspectors to practice inspecting, evaluating, and documenting findings at a corporation yard
or similar location. The training workshop will also include classroom topics that meet the
MRP's requirements for inspector training, such as inspection procedures, implementation of
typical BMPs, illicit discharge detection, elimination, and follow up; and urban runoff
pollution prevention.

EOA will continue to assist municipalities to implement the annual agreed upon process for updating
and maintaining a list of facilities that merit stormwater inspection. The municipalities are
responsible for including this list as part of their Business Inspection Plans. This assistance will rely
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on municipal staff using the March 28,201I memorandum with the subject title of: "Guidance on
Annual Process for Identifying Businesses and Facilities Needing Stormwater Inspections."

This task will include the following deliverables:

o Summarize what cities have reported in the FY 2010/11 annual report about the t1ryes of non-
hazmat/non-retail food facilities, if any, they need County Environmental Health's assistance
inspecting; the level of compliance with the MRP's enforcement requirements and time
deadlines; and the status of adoption of the new MOU with County Environmental Health for
agencies who contract for hazmat and retail food facility stormwater inspection services.

o Answer municipal staff questions and provide follow up assistance on the implementation
and improvement of inspection guidance materials.

o Complete training workshop that meets the MRP's requirements for business and illicit
discharge inspection staff.

o Review the BASMAA/Water Board staff ad hoc work group's guidance on violation issues and
evaluate the Water Board staffs NOVs, descriptions of Water Board staff expectations, and
recommendations on complying with the MRP's Provisions C.4, C.5, C.15, and C.13. prepare
a written draft list of specific recommendations to further improve the agencies'
understanding and compliance with the MRP's requirements for business inspection, illicit
discharge detection and elimination, exempted,/conditionally exempted discharges, and
coPPer controls. Based on the CII Subcommittee's review and comments on this draft list, the
list will be prioritized, finalized, and implemented, as possible within the available budget.

o Add the written list of specific recommendations to the members only portion of the
Countywide Program's webpage.

Task 4.2 Assisf with Regulatory Compliance and ptanning

EOA will provide technical support to the CII Subcommirtee and assisr the Counrywide program
with the preparation of its IY 207017I annual report. This will include continued collaboration with
BASMAA's Municipal Operations Committee to identify cosr-effecrive ways of meeting the MRp's
recordkeeping and reporting requirements in FY 2017/72. This assistance will not usually include
developing TAC meeting agendas and agenda packets; researching and preparing TAC agenda topics;
and preparing TAC meeting summaries because this work will be conducted by the full-time
stormwater coordinator.

CII Subcommittee: Both the CII Subcommittee and its Training'Work Group will meet approximately
every quarter to Plan and oversee implementation of the commercial, industrial, and illicit discharge
control activities that facilitate MRP compliance. EOA will organize and facilirare rhe subcommittee
and work grouP meetings, including working with chairs to develop agendas, and prepare discussion
materials (e.g., handouts, presentations, and talking points).

,{¡nual Report: EOA will summarize progress assisting with the countywide implementation of
business/illicit discharge inspection-related activities, exempted and conditionally exempted
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discharge controls, and copper control activities in the Countywide Program's portion of the draft
Annual Report.

Budgey'Work Plan: The Counrywide Program'sFY 2012/73 budgelwork plan for these MRP provisions
will be updated and submitted to the TAC for review and approval. EOA will work with the Program

Coordinator to finalize the updated budget/work plan based upon any comments received.

This task will include the following deliverables:

o Conduct training for municipal staff on how to complete the fY 2010111 Annual Report
template.

o Organize and facilitate up to four CII Subcommittee and up to four Training Work Group
meetings and prepare written meeting summaries.

o Complete the commercial, industrial, arrd illicit discharge control section of the Countywide
Program's portion of the FY 2010/11 Annual Report.

o Develop the FY 201IlI2 budgeV work plan for business inspections (Provision C.4 Industrial
and Commercial Site Controls); illicit discharge control (Provision C.5. illicit Discharge

Detection and Elimination); non-stormrvater discharges including member agencies' water
utilities (Provision C.15 Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges); and copper
controls (Provision C.13 Copper Controls) and update budget projections through FY
2074/15.

Task 4.3 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

EOA will assist with the implementation of illicit discharge detection and elimination tasks required
by the MRP's Provision C.5. In particular, this will include the following activities:

Assist member agencies to implement the MRP's spill and dumping response and complaint
response requirements (Provision C.5.c);

Implement through BASMAA's Municipal Operations Committee (Provision C.5.d) an expansion

of BASMAA's existing surface cleaner recognition program to include BMPs and a program
for fleet washers and carpet cleaners;

Assist agencies to implement the collection system illicit discharge screening requirements
(Provision C.5.e); and

Implement any needed improvements to the illicit discharge spill and discharge complaint
tracking (Provision C.5.f) spreadsheet created in trY 2009110.

This task will include the following deliverables:

o Summarize agencies' information from the IY 2010/11 annual reports regarding compliance
with the MRP's illicit discharge control requirements in order to identify any areas needing
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improvement. This will include reviewing compliance activities, such as spill and dumping
response and complaint response, collection system illicit discharge screening, and illicit
discharge spill and discharge complaint tracking.

o Complete mobile cleaning educational outreach materials that will be developed through the
Countywide Program's participation in a BASMAA-ied project for mobile cleaners.

Task 4,4 BMPs for Conditionally Exempted Non-Stormwater Discharges

EOA will assist with the implementation of exempted and conditionally exempted discharge tasks

required by the MRP's Provision C.15. In particular, this will include assisting municipalities to
comply with the notification, BMP implementation, and, where applicable, monitoring requirements
for the following types of conditionally exempted non-stonnwater discharges:

o Planned discharges of potable water (Provision C.15.b.iii.(1));

o Unplanned discharges of potable water (Provision C.15.b.iii.(2)); and

o Swimming pool, hot tub, spa, and fountain water discharges (Provision C.15.b.v).

This task will also include identifying any additional types of non-stormwater discharges not listed in
Provision C.15 that the Countywide Program's member agencies would like to propose as exempt
from the MRP's Prohibition 4.1. Any list proposed by the CII Subcommittee would need to be

approved by the TAC before being transmitted to the Water Board staff.

This task will include the following deliverables:

o Prepare or adapt existing training material for municipal water utility staff on compþing with
the MRP's requirements for planned and unplanned potable water discharges and for
discharges of swimming pool, hot tub, spa, and fountain'waters.

o Add training materials to the Countywide Program's website.

o Develop a plan for training water utility staff about the MRP's requirements and methods for
meeting these requirements. The plan will include information about when the training
would occur and its budget.

o Prepare a list of any proposed additional types of non-stormwater discharges that the CII
Subcommittee recommends be forwarded to the Water Board's Executive Officer for
approval.

Task 4.5 Copper Controls

EOA will facilitate the implementation of the following copper control tasks required by the MRP:

o Manage waste generated from cleaning and treating copper-architectural features, including
copper roofs, during construction and post-constmction (Provision C.13.a);
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o Engage in efforts to reduce copper discharges from brake pads (Provision C.13.c); and

o Ensure the use of proper copper control BMPs during industrial facility inspections (Provision
c.13.d).

This task will primarily focus on identifying, adapting, and, if needed, developing additionaì
educational materials for business inspectors to assist them to identiff businesses that are sources of
copper and to identi$r or adapt BMP educational materials that describe how to mitigate the potential
for the discharge of copper from these businesses. The copper control BMP information identified
will be presented at the business inspector training workshop planned under Provision C.4.d. (Task

3.1 above).

This task will include the following deiiverables:

o Complete a survey among the member agencies about how wastes from treating and cleaning
copper architectural features are regulated by the municipalities in order to identify any areas

where improvement and assistance may be needed.

o ldentify, prepare or adapt existing copper control BMP information for use as inspector
educational outreach materials for distribution as part of a training workshop that will be

held during the spring of 2012.

MRP's Provisions C,10
Trash Load Reductions

Based on the Countywide Program's Fy 2017172 approved budgeVwork plan EOA will assist the
Countywide Program and its member agencies to implement the MRP's requirements prescribed in
Provisions C.10 Trash Load Reductions. This work will continue to include assisting BASMAA to
complete its ongoing trash loading study of different land uses and its development of trash loading
reduction tracking methods as an in kind project with SCVLIRPPP. The implementation of these
activities is guided by the Countywide Program's Trash Work Group.

The trash load reduction tasks do not inciude assisting municipalities to understand and participate in
ABAG/SFEP's full-trash capture grant funded demonstration project because this work will be

conducted by the full-time stormwater coordinator.

Task 5.1 Shott-Term Trash Load Reduction Plan and Baseline Trash Load

EOA will assist each interested municipality to develop its Short-Term Trash Load Reduction Plan
(Plan) that the MRP requires be submitted to the Water Board by February f ,2072. The Plan will
describe how each municipality will achieve a 40o/o reduction in trash load by July 1,2074.

This task will also include caicuÌating each municipality's estimated baseline trash load amount using
the available, partial results from BASMAA's trash load study. The results from BASMAA's trash load
study will be incomplete at the time (February I,2012) the baseline trash load determinations are due
to the'Water Board. The baseline trash loads will be estimated by combining the amounts of different
land uses in each community with the baseline trash load estimates for these different land uses.
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These land use trash load estimates are likely to improve as additional information is collected during
the remainder of the Fy 201Uf2 wet season.

EOA will continue to identify locations where installed trash full-capture devices fulfrll land use and
economic criteria that are underrepresented in BASMAA's trash loading study. Provided that local
municipalities approve the use of these devices, they will be added to the baseline trash load study.
Full-capture trash devices included in the trash load study will be maintained by a contractor and the
material removed from each device will be characterized by another contractor using BASMAA's
approved sampling and analysis plan.

EOA will continue to represent the Countywide Program at BASMAA's monthiy Trash Commiuee
meetings and assist with facilitating quarterly meetings of the Countywide Program's Trash Work
Group.

This task will include the following deliverables:

Complete Short-Term Trash Load Reduction Plans for each municipality interested in
obtaining assistance with this task by the February 7,2072 MRP required submittal date.

Calculate baseline trash ioad from MS4s for each municipality by the February 1, 2012 MRP
required submittal date.

o Continue to maintain the 12 trash full-capture devices the Countywide Program installed in
the City of San Mateo and the one the County installed in the San Mateo County
unincorporated area during the trash ioad study period scheduled to last through the IY
2071/12 rvet season. In addition, identify and include any additional, suitably located, trash
full-capture devices to the study and maintain these devices during the study's duration.

o Working with SCVURPPP complete BASMAA's baseline trash load study and its trash load
¡eduction tracking methodology.

o Participate in up to 12 BASMAA Trash Committee meetings and following each meeting
prepare a brief summary of the most important items agreed to and being worked on by the
Committee. This participation will include soliciting input from the Counrywide Program's
Trash Work Group and representing the Trash Work Group at BASMAA's T¡ash Committee
meetings.

Task 5.2 Trash Load Reduction Compliance Assrsfance

EOA will identify areas of the MRP's Trash Load Reduction requirements that the Countywide
Program's member agencies need additional assistance understanding and/or implementing the MRP
requirements. One of the priorities of the Countywide Program is to help its member agencies to
comply with the MRP's requirements in order to avoid possible future NOVs and other enforcement
actions.

This task will include the following deliverables:
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o Summarize agencies'information from the IY 2010/11 annual report regarding compliance
with the MRP's Trash Load Reductions;

o Prepare a written draft list of specific recommendations for improving the member agencies'
understanding and compliance with the MRP's trash load reduction requirements including
recordkeeping and reporting requirements. Based on the Trash Work Group's review and
comments on this draft list, the list will be prioritized, finalized, and implemented within the
available budget;

o Add the written list of specific recommendations to the members only portion of the
Countywide Program's webpage;

o Complete the trash load reduction section of the Counrywide Program's portion of the FY
2070177 Annual Report; and

o Update the FY 2012/73 budget/work plan for trash load reduction (Provision C.10 Trash Load
Reduction) and update budget projections through FV 2014/15.

MRP's Provisions C.8, C.11, C.12, and C.14
Watershed Assessment and Monitoring (WAM)

EOA will assist the Countywide Program's Watershed Assessment and Monitoring (WAM)
comPonent to implement tasks related to water qualiry monitoring and certain pollutants of concern.
These tasks address requirements in MRP Provisions C.8, C.11, C.12, and C.14, and are described
below, including deliverables that will fulfill MRP requirements.

Task 6.1 Assisú with WAM Component Coordination and Regutatory Compliance
EOA will continue to plan, coordinate, and support technically all WAM component activities by
working with the Countywide Program's'Watershed Assessment and Monitoring (WAM)
Subcommittee. This will include facilitating approximately three WAM Subcommiuee meerings per
year. EOA will also continue to assist the Countywide Program to collaborate and coordinate with
other Bay Area municipal stormwater management agencies on all WAM component tasks, including
representing the Countywide Program on BASMAA's Monitoring and Pollutants of Concern
Committee, which meets monthly. In addition, EOA will assist the Countywide Program to prepare
the WAM component section of the Countywide Program's FY 2010/11 Annual Report, which is due
September 15, 2011.

This task will include the following deliverables:

o Facilitate up to three WAM Subcommittee meetings including preparing agendas, handout
materials for review at the meetings, and meeting surnmaries; and

o Complete the WAM section of the Countywide Program's FY 2010/11 Annual Reporr.

Task 6.2 Assisf with Water Quality Monitoring
EOA will assist the Countywide Program to perform tasks required by the MRP's Provision C.8 -
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'Water 
Quality Monitoring. An important aspect of this task will be continuing to assisr the

Countywide Program to participate in the Regional Monitoring Coalition (RMC) among Bay Area
municipal storm'water management agencies. The RMC is intended to enhance coordination and
collaboration in order to maximize performance and the cost-effectiveness of complying with the
monitoring requirement. EOA will continue to represent the Countywide Program on BASMAA's
RMC Work Group, which meets monthly. This task includes the following subtasks:

. MRP Provision C.8.b - San Francisco Estuary Monitoring: The MRP requires that Permittees
participate in a San Francisco Estuary receiving water monitoring program, at a minimum
equivalent to the San Francisco Estuary Regional Monitoring Program (RMP), by contributing
annually their financial fair-share. Through continued participation in RMP's committees and
work groups, the Countywide Program and BASMAA have remained informed stakeholders able
to oversee the RMP's activities and identify any opportunities to direct existing RMP funds
towards meeting MRP requirements. In coordination with other BASMAA agencies, EOA will
continue to assist the Countywide Program to participate in the RMP, including participating in
selected RMP committees and work groups and providing input to related work plans and
reports. The Countywide Program's direct financial contribution to the RMP is not included in
the budget for this task.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

o Complete a section of the Fy 2077172 Annual Report that summarizes how over the
course of the fiscal year the Countywide Program participated in the RMP in
collaboration/coordination with other Bay Area municipal stormwater management
agencies.

. MRP Provision C.8.c. - Status Monitoring / Rotating'Watersheds: EOA will assist the
Countywide Program to participate in the RMC's field programs to conduct monitoring of creeks

in San Mateo County and other parts of the Bay Area as required by the MRP. The primary
objectives are to gather information on whether numeric a¡d narrative \Mater quality objectives
are met in creeks and whether creek conditions are supporting beneficial uses (e.g., aquatic
habitat, recreational uses). The fieldwork will begin during the 2011/12 rainy season and exrend
into the spring and early summer. The focus will be on collecting the types of screening-level
biological, physical and chemical water qualiry data required by the MRP. Field activities will
include biologicai community sampling (benthic macroinvertebrate and algae bioassessments),

continuous water quality monitoring using multi-parameter probe measurements (e.g., pH,
temPerature, and dissolved oxygen), collecting grab water and sediment samples (for toxicity
testing and chemical and bacterial analysis), and stream physical condition surveys. The field and
laboratory data generated will undergo initial evaluation and Quality Assurance (QA) procedures
and will be entered into the RMC's central Information Management System (IMS) to facilitate
future interpretation and reporting.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

EOA, Inc.
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o Enter field and laboratory data into the RMC's central IMS to facilitate future
interpretation and reporting (an initial report is due to the Regional'Water Board during
FV 2072/13).

. MRP Provision C.8.d. - Monitoring Projects: EOA will assist the Countywide Program to

ParticiPate in the RMC's regional project to develop guidance on conducting "monitoring
projects" required by the MRP during future fiscal years. Permittees are required to conduct
these monitoring projects to identi$r stressors/sources when the results of the above-described
creek status monitoring data exceed certain trigger levels described in the MRP.

This subtask wiil include the foilowing deliverable;

o Prepare a guidance document on conducting monitoring projects (stressor/source

identiflication studies). The actual monitoring projects will occur during future fiscal
years.

. MRP Provision C.8.e.i.-v. - Pollutants of Concern (POC) and Long Term Trends Monitoring:
EOA will assist the Counrywide Program to collaborate with other Bay Area municipal
stormwater management agencies to begin installing and monitoring from pollutant loading
stations during t1ne20l7ll2 wet season as required by the MRP. The primary objectives are to
quantify POC loads for Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) pulposes, identifu which Bay small
tributaries (local creeks and rivers) contribute the highest loads of POC to the Bay, and determine
whether management actions are reducing POC loads from small tributaries to the Bay. The
fieldwork will begin during t}-.e 2077/12 rainy season and will focus on collecting wet weather
\Mater samples from stations installed in creeks or engineered stormwater conveyances and
analyzing for POCs, with mercury and PCBs being the highest priority (lower priority POCs
include copper, PBDEs, legacy pesticides, and PAHs). BASMAA is coordinating this work with
implementation of the Small Tributaries Loading Strategy of the San Francisco Estuary RMP.
The field and laboratory data generated will undergo initial evaluation and Quality Assurance
(QA) procedures and will be entered into the RMC's central IMS to facilitate future
interpretation and reporting.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

o Enter field and laboratory data into the RMC's central IMS to facilitate future
interpretation and reporting (an initial report is due to the Regional Water Board during
FY 2072/73).

. MRP Provision C.8.e.vi. - Sediment Delivery Estimate/Budget: EOA will assist the Countywide
Program to participate in an ongoing regional project to develop a robust estimate of the
sediment loading delivered to the Bay by local tributaries and urban drainages as required by the
MRP. The project will build upon existing San Francisco Estuary RMP estimates.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

o Complete a section of the FY 2077112 Annual Report that summarizes how over rhe

EOA, Inc.
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course of the fiscal year the sediment delivery study progressed and a timeline for its
completion.

' MRP Provision C.8.f. - Citizen Monitoring and Participation: EOA will assist the Countywide
Program to encourage citizen monitoring and stakeholder observations and reporting of water
body conditions. Per MRP requirements, this will include making reasonable efforts to seek out
citizen and stakeholder information and comment regarding'water body function and qualiry
during evaluation of status monitoring results and development of monitoring projects.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

o Complete a section of the Fy 207IlI2 Annual Report that summarizes how over the
course of the fiscal year citizen monitoring and stakeholder observations were encouraged
and incorporated into the evaluation of status monitoring results and development of
monitoring projects.

. MRP Provision C.8.g. - Reporting: The MRP requires annual electronic reporting of field
monitoring results comparable with the state's Surface-Water Ambient Monitoring Program
(SWAMP) database followed by an annual Urban Creeks Monitoring Report with data analysis
and interpretation. EOA will assist the Countywide Program to participate in regional projects to
1) modi$r existing SV/AMP electronic data reporting templates for BASMAA agency MRP
rePorting pu{poses; and 2) develop a detailed outline for the Urban Creeks Monitoring Report,
which is due annually starting March 15, 2013.

This subtask will include the following deliverables:

o Complete an electronic data reporting template for BASMAA agency MRP reporting of
monitoring results; and

o Prepare a detailed outline for the Urban Creeks Monitoring Report.

Task 6.3 Assisf with Participation in Clean Watersheds for a Clean Bay
EOA will continue to assist the Countywide Program to participate in Clean Watersheds for a Clean
Bay (CW4CB), a four-year regional project that is addressing MRP Provisions C.11/12 c., d., e. and i.
fY 2011/12 is the second year of the project. CW4CB is pilot testing methods to reduce loading of
sediment-bound pollutants to the Bay and, therefore, help implement the PCBs and mercury TMDL
water quality restoration programs. CW4CB has identified five high priority project watersheds that
discharge urban runoff with PCBs and other pollutants to the Bay. One of these fi.ve watersheds is

the Pulgas Creek pump station watershed in San Carlos. CW4CB is identifying PCB and mercury
source areas within the project watersheds and will refer these sites to regulatory agencies for cleanup
and abatement. The project is also deveioping methods to enhance removal of sediment with PCBs

and other pollutants during municipal operations and maintenance activities (e.g., street sweeping
and stormwater conveyance stmcture cleanouts), retrofitting eight to10 urban runoff treatment
facilities into edsting infrastructure throughout the Bay Area, and facilitating developmenr and
implementation of a regional risk reduction program that focuses on educating the public about the

EOA, Inc.
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health risks of consuming certain species of Bay fish that contain high levels of PCBs and mercury.

EOA will continue to assist the Countywide Program to participate in all components of CW4CB and
will continue to represent the Countywide Program on C'W4CB's Project Management Team and
work groups. CW4CB is funded by a $S-million grant from USEPA to BASMAA and $2.04-million in
matching funding from BASMAA and BASMAA agencies (including the Countywide Program), Bay
Area municipal wastewater treatment agencies, and industrial dischargers to the Bay. The
Countywide Program has agreed to contribute $240,000 of the matching funds over four years, and
this task will be credited as year two of an in-kind contribution towards this commitment.

This task will include the foilowing deliverable:

o Describe the work conducted over the course of the fiscal year in the Pulgas Creek pump
station watershed and other project areas and summarize the overall status of all CW4CB
tasks in the2077/72 Annual Report and in project progress reports due to EPA on October 31,
2011, April 30,2072, and October 37,2012.

Task 6.4 Assísf with Pollutants of Concern Projects

EOA will assist the Countywide Program to perform tasks to address mercury, PCBs, PBDEs, legary
pesticides, and selenium, as required by the MRP Provisions C.11, C.12, and C.14. As mentioned
previously, this will include continuing to assist the Countywide Program to collaborate and
coordinate with other Bay Area municipal stormlMater management agencies through participation
on BASMAA's Monitoring and Pollutants of Concern Committee. This task includes the following
sub-tasks:

MRP Provision C.12.a. - lmplement a regionai project to incorporate PCBs and PCB-containing
equipment identification into oristing industrial inspections: EOA will assist the Countywide
Program to report on trY 2010117 efforts by its municipalities to incorporate identification of
PCBs and PCB-containing equipment into industrial inspections as required by the MRP.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

o Compiete a section of the FY 2010/11 Annual Report that summarizes efforts to
incorporate identifrcation of PCBs and PCB-containing equipment into industrial
inspections.

MRP Provision C.12.b. - Conduct Pilot Projects to Evaluate Managing PCB-Containing
MaterialsÆVastes during Building Demolition and Renovation (e.g.,'Window Replacement)
Activities: To fulfrll MRP requirements in Provision C.12.b, BASMAA has been working with
the regional "PCBs in Caulk" project managed by the San Francisco Estuary Partnership and
funded by federal stimulus funds (ARRA). The project is characterizing PCBs in Bay Area
building materials and conducting pilot projects to evaluate managing PCB-containing materials
during building demolition and renovation. In collaboration with other BASMAA agencies, EOA
will continue to assist the Countywide Program to help represent BASMAA's interests (i.e., MRP
compliance) and facilitate local agency participation in this project.

EOA, Inc.
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This subtask will include the following deliverable:

o Complete a section of the Fy 20II/72 Annual Report that summarizes activities
conducted by the PCBs in Caulk project over the course of the fiscal year and how they
helped to fuIfilIMRP requirements.

MRP Provision C.11/12.f. - Diversion of Dry Weather and First Elush Flows to Publicly Owned
Treatment'Wor}s (POTW$: The MRP requires BASMAA agencies to perform pilot projects to
assess the feasibility of diverting runoff to sanitary sewers for treatment at local POTWs. In
coordination/collaboration with other Bay Area municipal stormwater management agencies,

EOA will continue to assist the Countywide Program to plan and implement an "operational
diversion" pilot program that will be mainly funded by the CW4CB task mentioned previously to
develop methods to enhance removal of sediment with PCBs and other poilutants during
municipal operations and maintenance activities. It is anticipated that the study will consist of
street and/or storm drain flushing in the Pulgas Creek pump station watershed and routing of the
washwater to South Bayside System Authority (SBSA), which is the local POTW, conringent
upon acceptance of these flows by SBSA.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

o Complete a section of the 2071/72 Annual Report that summarizes work conducted over
the course ofthe fiscal year and the overall status ofthe diversion project.

MRP Provision C.l1/12.h. - Fate and Transport Study of HgÆCBs in Urban Runoff: The MRP
requires that permittees conduct or cause to be conducted studies aimed at better understanding
the fate, transporr, and biological uptake of mercury and PCBs discharged in u¡ban runoff. EOA
will continue to assist the Countywide Program to participate in a regional collaborative project
to address this requirement through participation in the San Francisco Estuary RMP.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

o Complete a section of the 2077/12 Annual Report that summarizes work conducted over
the course of the fiscal year and the overall status of the fate and transport study.

MRP Provision C.l1.j. - Develop Allocation Sharing Scheme with Caltrans: The waste load
allocation for urban storm\ /ater in the San Irancisco Bay mercury TMDL implicitly includes
Caltrans roadway and non-roadway facilities within the geographic boundaries of the MRP
program area. The MRP requires development of an equitable mercury allocation-sharing
scheme in consultation with Caltrans to address the Caltrans facilities in the program area. EOA
will continue to assist the Countfçvide Program to participate in a regional collaborative project
to work with Caltrans to develop allocation sharing methods.

This subtask will include the following deliverable:

EOA, Inc.
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o Complete a section of the 2017172 Annual Report that summarizes work conducted over
the course of the fiscal year and the overall status of deveioping an equitable mercury
ailocation-sharing scheme with Caltrans.

. MRP Provision C.14.a. - Cont¡ol Program for PBDEs, Legacy Pesticides, and Selenium: The MRP
requires permittees to characterize the representative distribution of PBDEs, legacy pesticides,
and selenium in the urban areas of the Bay Region. EOA will continue to assist the Countywide
Program to participate in a regional collaborative project to address this requirement by
compiling and evaluating data from a variety of existing and new sources (e.g., previously
completed anaiyses of municipal stormwater management agency stormwateï conveyance
bedded sediment, ongoing SV/AMP data collection efforts, RMP data collected through the Small
Tributaries Loading Strategy, and data collected through MRP Provision C.8).

This subtask \ ¡ill include the following deliverable:

o Complete a section of the 20II1I2 Annual Report that summarizes work conducted over
the course of the fiscal year and the overall status of the effort to characterize the
distribution of PBDEs, legacy pesticides, and selenium in urban areas in the Bay Region.

EOA, Inc.
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C/CAG AGEI{DA REPORT
Date: June 9, 201I

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Approval of Draft Letter from C/CAG to the California Public Utilities Commission

(For further information or questions contact Joseph Kott at 599-1453)

RECOMMENDATION

Approval by the C/CAG Board of a letter to the Califomia Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)
concerning improved oversight of and communications with PG&E .

BACKGROT]ND/DIS CUS SION

At its meeting on May 12,2011, the C/CAG Board directed staff to prepare a letter to the CPUC
encouraging improvements in oversight of communications with PG & E. A draft letter is
attached for Board review and approval (Attachment A).

ATTACHMENTS

A. Draft Letter for C/CAG to the CPUC

555 County Center, 5th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Puo¡r¡: 650.599.1406 Flx: 650.361.8227
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C/CAG
Crry/Couxry AssocIATroN or GovnnNMENTs

oF SANMATTo Couqry

Atherton . Belmont. Brisbane . Burlingame. Colma . Daly City . Easr palo Alto. Fosrer City. Half Moon Bay. Hillsborough. Menlo park.
Millbrae ' Pacifica ' Portola Valley' Redwood City. 5on Uruno . San Carlos . San Maleo. San Maieo County.goul¡ gon Francisco. lqoodside

June 9, 201 I

Mr. Michael R. Peevey
President
C alifornia Public Utilities C ommission (CPUC)
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: PG & E Communications with Local Communities

Dear President Peevey,

The city/ County Association of Governments of san Mateo county (C/CAG) is
composed of all?-O cities añd the County in San Mateo County; At its meeting of May
l2th,the c/cAG:Bóard requqsted that a letter be drafted to encourage better
communications between the CPUC and PG&E. Better communication between
pG & E and the local comm'nities in San Maleo County is also encouraged. As the
recent pipeline explosion ùd fire in San Bruno illustrated, the quality of information
and corÍmunicatiil¡ from PG&E to communities in its service area is crucial for public
saf,e1y' Both PG&E and our cities and towns have a shared interest in ensuring that staff
and residents are informed about the energy infrastructure that is so essential to our
daily lives.

We urge the CPUC to take all necessary steps to ensure that communications from
PG&E to San Mateo County.communities are timely and accurate. C/CAG recognizes
the diffrcultjob thatyour agency has in overseeing the complex operations of our state,s
public utilities. Nevertheless, improvements to stakeholder communications are always
valuable, hence a worthwhile goal for all who are committed to the efficient operation
of our public utilities. C/CAG has been working with PG & E to develop morã regular
communications to our cities and County on PG & E projects.

More specifically, CICAG urges the CPUC to enswe the following with respect to pG & E
operations:

Enhanced communication from PG & E to the cities and County on upcoming capital
projects, to both staff and residents in our communities, particularly with respect to
potential safety issues;
Preparation of annual performance measure reports to the CPUC pertaining to any
infrastructure problems that have been identified and any conditions that réquire

I
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Date:

To:

tr'rom:

Subject:

CICAG AGENDA REPORT
June 9, 201 I

CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Letter from C/CAGto the Association of BayArea Govemments commenting onthe
SCS Initial Vision Scenario

(For further information or questions contact Joseph Kott at s99-1453)

RECOMMENDATION

This item is for the C/CAG Board's information only.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

SB 375 mandates closer integration of land use and transportation planning with the aim to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions in Califomia. CICAG is collaborating with local and regional
partners to craft a Sustainable Communities Strategy for San Mateo County. As part of this
collaboration, C/CAG staff has commented on the merits of the Association of Bay Area
Governments (ABAG) Lritial Vision Scenario for growth to the year2040 in the nine-county Bay
region, including San Mateo County. This letter is attached for the information of the Board

ATTACHMENTS

A. Letter from C/CAG to ABAG on the Initial Vision Scenario

555 countycenter,5thFloor, Redwoodcity,cA94063 psorw: 650.599.1406 F/i'(:650.361.g227
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C/CAG
Crry/Cortvry Assocr¡,uoN oF Govnnxlrnxrs

op Sex MATEo COUNTY

Atherton.Belmont.Brisbane.Burlingame.Colma.DøþCity.EastPøloAlto.FosterCity.HalfMoonBay.Hillsborough.
MenloPark'Millbrae.PacíJìca.PorlolaValley.pr¿noo¿City.SanBruno.SanCarlos.SanMol"o.SanMareoCounty.Sourh

San Franc :o. Woodside

May 20,2011

Ms. Marisa Raya
Regional Planner,
Association of Bay Area Governments
l0l Eighth Street
Oakland, CA94607

Re: Response to Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Initial Vision Scenario

Dear Marisa,

The City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) has been
engaged with the twenty-one local communities in San Mateo County in reviewing the
SCS Initial Vision Scenario allocation of households and jobs to the year 2040 since its
release in March of this year. C/CAG supports the better integration of regional land use
and transportation planning called for in SB 375. We believe that the SCS process has
been positive in encouraging dialog between local governments and both ABAG and
MTC. Nevertheless, we also believe that some of the Initial Vision Scenario assumptions
are unrealistic upon which to build a more sustainable Bay Area and San Mateo County.

Assume a Housing Growth of the Bay Area Historical Average (24 percent) -A
crucial limitation of the Initial Vision Scenario is that it assumes much higher housing
production (34yù than historical rates (24%). While housing production has been
depressed in San Mateo County as well as throughout the Bay Area for the past three
years, even as the housing sector recovers we do not anticipate that housing production
will even reach historical growth rates for the term of the SCS to 2040. Among the
reasons for this are the built-up nature of San Mateo County's urban and suburban areas,
the desire of San Mateo County residents to preserve open space for environmental and
recreational putposes, and community concems about the impacts of growth (traffic,
schools, public services, natural resources) that make higher growth rates problematic in
many areas of San Mateo County. The contemporary development entitlement process
reflects these concerns and realities. Consequently, even reversion to the historiõal
growth rate in the future will be a challenge.

I

-74L-



The objective of the SCS should not be to establish an unrealistic housing growth
rate to address the greenhouse gas issue. Rather it should be to redistribute realistic
housing growth in order to minimize greenhouse gas emission. The aggregate housing
projections should be determined using various planning approaches tò deærmine an
appropriate range. The final housing growth for the region should be within reason of the
historical average.

Recommendation: Thereþre, it is requested thot the total aggregate housing growth be
within line of the historical cverqge whích is 24 per cent.

Bay Area Growth should Recognize Resource Limitations -The Initial Vision
Scenario does not factor in the crucial resource limitations facing San Mateo County
communities. The most significant such resource constraint is water. Communities in our
county and throughout the Bay Area rely on water allocations from the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC). These allocations are a constraint to development
in that they are granted for a specific number of years and represent a ceiling of water
availability during those years. Moreover, future allocations are always somãwhat
uncertain in that they depend on the interaction of the supply of water available to the
SFPUC and the demand for that water throughout the State. C/CAG believes that a clear
recognition of this resource constraint is a pre-condition for a feasible SCS in San Mateo
County and within the entire Bay Area.

These are of course many other resource and infrastructure constraints. These include
school capacity, traffic loads on local streets and roads, land available for public parks,
and the capacity of storm drain and wastewater processing systems.

Recommendation: It is requested that the growth expectationfor the Bay Area be
reduced by water ond other resource limitations.

Significant Investment in Transportation Needed - To meet even match historical
growth rates in San Mateo County as we look to the year 2040, substantial transportation
investments will be required. These investments include Caltrain electrification, grade
separation, and increased service frequency; robust increases in Samtrans bus service
frequency along growth corridors in the County; significant upgrades to the County's
bicycle and pedestrian network; increased BART service frequency; investments in local
shuttle services; enhancements to local traff,rc operations and control; and increased
funding for local streets and roads to keep pace with growth.

Recommendation: It is requested that a careful review be conducted of required
transportation investments associatedwith Sustainable Communities Strategt growth
planning.

San Mateo County Growth Allocation Error - We are also concerned about the
allocation of growth in the Initial Vision Scenario to unincorporated areas of San Mateo
County which is unreasonably lower than the FY 2007 Housing Element. It appears that
much of the County's household growth has been assigned in error to cities adjäcent to

2
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these areas. In our view, these cities, specifically Redwood City and Daly City, should
not be assigned growth outside of their municipal boundaries.

Recommendation: It is requested that ABAG staffwork with the County of San Mateo
and the cities to accurately allocate housing in these areas.

C/CAG appreciates your efforts and those of your regional agency colleagues at both
ABAG and MTC toward a more sustainable Bay Area.'we do urge, however, that
significant adjustments be made to the Initial Vision Scenario as it pertains to San Mateo
County in response to the comments that you have received from our local govemments
as well as the comments we have provided. C/CAG endorses the specific verbal and
written comments provided to ABAG to date from all of our local communities,
including Daly city, San Bruno, East Palo Alto, Redwood city, the cþ of San Mateo,
San Mateo County, Burlingame, Menlo Park, Hillsborough, Colma, South San Francisco,
Belmont, and Brisbane.

We look forward to continuing our constructive collaboration with ABAG and MTC as
the Bay Area plans for a more sustainable future.

Sincerely,

K*i"-l' ft""+^
Richard Napier
Executive Director

J
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C/CAGAGENIDA REPORT
DATE: June 9,2011

TO: City/CountyAssociation of Governments Board of Directors

FROM: Richard Napier, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Review and approval of a commitment of up to $70,000 in local match in partnership
with the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) on the Transportation,
Community, and System Preservation Program grant application.

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve a commitment of up to $70,000 in local match in
partnership with the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) on the Transportation,
Community, and System Preservation Program grant application.

FISCAL IMPACT

This commitment would provide up to $70,000 in matching funds from C/CAG should the
Transportation, Community, and System Preservation Federal grant be awarded. The $70,000 is to
leverage funds in the effort of obtaining a $560,000 grant.

SOURCE OT'FUNDS

C/CAG fund will come from the Congestion Relief Program funds.

BACKGROUI\D/ DISCUSSION

C/CAG has partnered with the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) on the Grand
Boulevard Íritiative in San Mateo County. SamTrans has received a United States Department of
Transportation Tiger tr grant to prepare preliminary design for up to 4 Complete Streets Design
Case Study projects along the El Camino Real/IVfission Street in San Mateo County. These case
studyprojects were designed to bring to fruition demonstration projects that are consistent with the
Caltrans-endorsed "Street Design Guidelines" included in the Grand Boulevard Multimodal
Transportation Corridor Plan (Corridor Plan).

Complete Streets are defined as streets that consider and are designed to account for all modes of
transportation including pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders and drivers. The case studies are
streetscape projects along the El Camino Real/IVlission Street that support the Grand Boulevard
vision of creating a more vibrant and pleasant place for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders.
The grant funds that are being pursued with the Transportation, Community, and System
Preservation Program will be utilized to prepare final design for one of the Case Studyprojects, to
be selected through a process at a later date. ITEM 5.10
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Due to the fact that the deadline for the grant application was May 24,2071, staff has verbally
committed $70,000 in matching funds in support of this grant application. SamTrans recently
submitted the grant application requesting $560,000 from the Transportation, Community, and
System Preservation Program. There is a total match of $140,000 for the grant that would be split
between C/CAG, SamTrans and project sponsor. The $70,000 from C/CAG would be leveraging
$560,000 in Federal grant funds if successful. Success in obtaining the Federal grant funds would
finance the final design of a complete street segment with green street design features that promotes
sustainable development that can be replicated at other locations.
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C/CAG AGEI{DA REPORT
DATE: June 9, 201 1

To: city/county Association of Govemments Board of Directors

FROM: Richard Napier, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Review and conceptual approval of investing up to $2,000,000 in discretionary
Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds for the construction of a Complete Sireet
project on the El Camino Real/lVlission Street.

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and conceptually approve of investing up to $2,000,000 in
discretionary Transpofation Enhancement (TE) funds for the construction of a Complete Street
project on the El Camino Real/lVfission Street.

FISCAL IMPACT

This commitment is for up to $2,000,000 in Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds to fund the
construction of one selected Complete Street project on El Camino Real/IV1ission Street.

SOURCE OF F'[]NDS

Transportation Enhancement (TE) fund is a sub-component of the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) dedicated for community-based projects that enhance
transportation experience related to surface transportation, including pedestrian, bicycle,
livability and sustainability improvements

BACKGROUND/ DISCUSSION

C/CAG has parhrered with the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) on the Grand
Boulevard Initiative in San Mateo County. SamTrans has received a United States Department
of Transpofation Tiger tr grant to pursue up to 4 Complete Streets Design Case Studies along the
El Camino Real/IVfission Street in San Mateo County. The funding thatìs available through the
grant that was received from the Tiger tr funds is to produce up to 4 preliminary design pu-rkug".
of complete streets projects on the El camino Real/IVIission street.

SamTrans is pursuing an additional Transportation, Community, and System preservation
Program (TCSP) grant to bring one of these preliminary design packages to 100% final design.
Upon completion of the I00% design staff is recommending to utilize up to $2,000,000 in
Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds towards construction of the selècted project. This is an
opportunityto utilize TE funds in amanner that supports C/CAG's commitmðnt to support
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Green Streets and the Grand Boulevard hritiative vision and principles. The C/CAG Board of
Directors has been supportive of the Green Street program and this would be a project that would
build upon that program by constructing a corï.rplete street project with green stieet design
features. Staff will require that the complete street project include gr""tt street design features.

C/CAG has discretion over the Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds in San Mateo County.
TE funds are allowed to be accumulated over multiple years and approximately $2,000,000 i;
available to fund this effort. Transportation Enhancement (fn) funds are extrémely cumbersome
administratively because projects must comply with both Federal and State process requirements
concurrently. Additionally, there are other specific TE requirements that do not appþìo ordinary
Federal or State funded projects. As a result, it is advisable to use these firnds on one large
project versus numerous small projects.

A Grand Boulevard case study project would be consistent with the TE program by providing
improvements such as bicycle and pedestrian enhancements, landscaping anã other scenic
beautification.

Upon final selection of a project with completion of 100% design, staff will come back to the
Board of Directors for formal approval of funding.
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I)ate: June 9,2011

To: CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

X'rom: RichardNapier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and Approval of the City of East Palo Alto's Request for a Time Extension to
Complete the Transportation Development Act Article 3 funded Pedestrian Trail
Project

(For ñrther information contact John Hoangat363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve the City of East Palo Alto's request for a time extension
to complete the Transportation Development Act Article 3 funded Pedestrian Trail Project.

X'ISCAL IMPACT

$100,000 Transportation Development Act Article 3 (TDA Article 3) funds allocated in FY 2008109

SOURCE OF Ì'UNDS

TDA Article 3 funds are derived from the following sources:
- Local Transportation Funds (LTF), from a Y¿ cent of the general sales tax collected statewide
- State Transit Assistance fund (STA), from the statewide sales tax on gasoline and diesel fuel.

BACKGROT]I[D/DISCUS SION

The City of East Palo Alto was allocated $100,000 in TDA Article 3 funds in FY 2008/09 for a
project to convert a contaminated and abandoned rail spur into a pedestrian trail. The TDA Article 3
Funding guidelines indicate that frrnds awarded in a fiscal year must be expended within three years
and if a city cannot complete the project within the time allowed, funds would be rescinded. For
East Palo Alto's project, the frrnds would need to be expended by June 30,2011. The City has
indicated that it is not able to complete the construction of the pedestrian trail by June 30, 2011, and
has requested a time extension to september 30, 20ll,to complete the project.

Staff recommends approval of the time extension, which will enable the City to retain the firnds and
complete the project. \I/ith approval, staff will coordinate with the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission accordingly to preserve funding for the project.

ATTACHMENTS

- Letter from the City of East Palo Alto ITEM 5.f2
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CITY OF EAST PALO ALTO
COMMT]NITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RnnnvnLoPMENr Acnucv
1960 Tate Street ¡ East Palo Alto, CA 94303

May28,20ll

Mr. John Hoang
City/County Association of Govemments
555 County Center,5ìh Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

RE: Convert Abandoned Rail Spur into Pedeshian Trail

Dear Mr. Hoang:

In FY 2008-09, the City of East Palo Alto received a grant of $ 100,000 in TDA A¡ticle 3 funds to convert
a contaminated, abandoned Rail Spur into a pedestrian trail that would complete an important section of
fhe trail network identified in the City's Bay Access Master Plan. A condition of the grant award required
the City to incur eligible costs on or before June 30, 2011. The City could not start the project design,
prepare bid specificatíons, and award the contract because our two development partners to improve the
rail spur stopped work on their projects due to the collapse of the housing market in early 2008, and due

to a long regulatory rsview process by the Regional V/ater Quality Control Boa¡d (RWQCB).

The two developers, DKB Homes and the Olson'Contpany, entered into a Rail Spur Easement Agreement
with the Redevelopment Agency that obligated them ts contribute a combined $200,000 toward the cost
of remediating and improving the spur. DKB Homes had already spent $65,000 towards their obligation
by conducting a Phase I and lI environment4l assessment, clearing the area of overgtown vegetation and

debris, and removing the railroad tracks and ties. Our other partner, the Olson Company, deoided to
abandon tlieir project in 2009 when it became clear there would not be a quick turnaround in the housing
market. Furthermore, we underestimated the amount of time needed for approval by the RWQCB of the
rail spur remediation plan.

The good ne.ws is that the Remediation Plan has been approved. The Remediation Plan calls capping the
contamination by constructing a Class t pedestrian/bicycle trail, primarily over the area u'here the railroad
tracks existed. We are close to putting this project out to bid, Our cument schedule calls fbr grading plær

and tail to be designed by June l3; a deadline date to receive bids on June 24, rvith a possible award date

for the project at the first or second rneeting Couneil meeting in July. Therefore, the City of East Palo
Alto respectfully requests C/CAG for a time extension to September 3 0, 20 I 1 to award the contract and

complete the improvements.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
Date: June 9, 20l l

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

X'rom: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Approval of C/CAG Legislative priorities, positions, and legislative update.
(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously
identifred.)

(For further information or questions contact Joseph Kott at 599-1453)

RECOMMENDATIONS

Receive, review, and discuss reports on State budget and legislation received from C/CAG's
Sacramento legislative advocates.

LEGISLATIVE PRIORITY

The C/CAG staffand State legislative lobbyist are guided by Legislative Priorities as established
by the C/CAG Board.

The following measure is recommended for a Support position:

ACA 4 (Blumenfreld) Local government financing: voter approval.
AB 710 (Skinner) Local planning: infill and transit-oriented development;

The following measures are recoÍrmended for aWatch position:

SB 517 (Lowenthal) High-Speed Rail Authority;
SB 582 (Emmerson) Commute benefit policies; and
AB 441(Monning) State planning.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

The C/CAG Board receives monthly written reports and oral briefings from the C/CAG State

555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 PHoNE: 650.599.1406 Flx: 650.361.8227

ITEM 6.1
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legislative advocates. For this month, our State legislative advocates have provided a Monthly
Report (Attachment A). The sunmary report of the State Legislative Analyst's Office on the
May State Budget Revision is also attached (Attachment B).

ACA 4:

Subject to a majority vote of the people of at least 55olo, this measure permits exceeding the
property tax assessment limit of lo/o on real estate for the purpose of cþ, county ,and special
district capital investments for "facilities and improvements" police, and fire services.

Recommendation : S upp o rt.

AB 7IO:

This bill would state the frndings and declarations of the Legislature with respect to parking
requirements and infill and transit-oriented development, and would state the intent of the
Legislature to reduce unnecessary government regulation and to reduce the cost of development
by eliminating excessive minimum parking requirements for infill and transit-oriented
development.

Recommendation : S upp orl

SB 582:

This bill authorizes metropolitan planning organizations jointly with air pollution control
districts in the state beginning on January 7,2013, subjectto certain exceptions, to adopt a
commute benefit ordinance. C/CAG is considering distribution of a uniform model commute
benefits ordinance for San Mateo County.

Recommendation: Wøtch.

SB 517:

This bill would place the High-Speed Rail Authority within the Business, Transportation and
Housing Agency. The bill would provide for the Secretary of Business, Transportation and
Housing to serve on the authority as a nonvoting, ex offrcio member.

Recommendation: Wøtc h.

AB 447:

This bill would require the California Transportation Commission to include health issues, as

555 County Center, 5th Floor, Redwood City,CA94063 PnoNs: 650.599.1406 Ftx 650.361.8227
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specified, in the guidelines promulgated by the Commission for the preparation of regional
transportation plans.

Recommendation: Wøtc h.

Attachment C provides additional information on each of these measures.

ATTACHMENTS

A. Monthly Legislative Report
B. Legislative Analyst's Offrce Report on May 2011 State Budget Revision
C. Summary of Selected Legislative Measures

555 County Center, 5ú Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 PnoNs:650.599.1406 Flx 650.361.8227
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ATTACHMENT A
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May 31 ,2011

TO: Board Members, City/County Association of Governments, San Mateo County
FROM: Advocation, lnc. - Shaw / Yoder / Antwih, lnc.

RE: STATE LEGISLATIVE UPDATE.MAY
On May 16, Governor Brown released his May Revision to the 2011-12 State Budget
proposing a General Fund level of spending not seen since 1 972-73. The Governor reported
that revenues were up by more than $6.6 billion, including $2.8 billion for the current year
and $3.5 billion for the budget year which begins on July 1,2011. The rise in revenues will be
used to reduce the amount of tax extensions needed, and increase funding tor K-12
education ($3 billion), public safety and health and human services.

After accounting for the solutions adopted by the legislature in March ($19.+ billion), higher
revenues, an updated spending projections, the state's $26,6 billion deficit has þeen reduced
to $9.6 billion. The remaining $g.O billion problem is comprised of a $4.8 billion shortfall for
the remainder of FY 10-11, and a structural deficit of $4.8 billion in 11-12. ln the future, the
state projects to continue to have a structural deficit of $10 billion through at least 2014-15 tf
solutions are not adopted. The Governor proposes the elimination of 43 commissions and
boards, the reduction of 5,500 of state personnel positions, and tax extensions in order to
balance the budget and build a $'1.2 billion reserve. The extensions would include the
following:

. PIT Dependent Exemption Credit: Maintain the dependent exemption credit in
etfect in 2009 until2015. lf extended, this proposal is expected to generate revenues
of $725 million in FY 10-11and $1.248 billion inFY 11-12.

. Sales & Use Tax: Effective July 1,2011, the 6-cent sales and use tax would continue
for 5 years (FY15-16). The rate would sunset on June 30th to S-cents without voter
approval. lf extended, the proposal is expected to generate $4.520 billion in FY 11-12
and $5.5 billion in FY 14-15.

. Vehicle License Fee (VLF): Etfective July 1, the 1 .15% VLF rate would continue for
five years. Of the 1.15o/o rate, 0.5% would be used to fund local programs including
public safety. lf extended, this proposal is expected to generate $1.382 þillion in FY
11-12 and nearly $1.7 billion in FY 14-15.

Given the current revenue situation, the Govemor does not seek a 2011 personal income
surcharge, but would reinstate it for the 2Ol2through 2015 tax years in order to fund core
services. ln addition, the Governor has backed off of his January proposal to eliminate
enterprise zones. The Governor still proposes to eliminate redevelopment agencies and, on
a one-time basis, use $1.7 billion in redevelopment funding to reimburse Medi-Cal and trail
court services.
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lmpact on Transportation
Overall, the May Revision does not make any significant changes to funding for
transportation or public transit. The Governor's May Revision states that the reenactment of
the gas tax swap (AB 105, Chapter 6, Statutes of 2011), which was enacted in March,
provides the General Fund with $903.5 million in relief for FY '10-11 through the use of truck
weight fees to pay transportation-related bond debt service in addition to the $799.6 million in
General Fund relief realized prior to the enactment of Proposition 22. Truck weight fees will
provide $777.5 million in General Fund reimbursements for debt service costs in FY 11-12.

Bond Fundinq
ln 2006, state voters approved Proposition 1B, authorizing $19.975 billion in supplemental
funding to improve the state's transportation infrastructure through the sale of bonds This
bond program has become the sole source of funding for several regional transportation
planning agencies for some highway and most transit capital projects. Therefore, the sale of
bonds and allocation to transportation programs is critical.

Govemor Brown canceled the Spring bond sale as a result of the state's ongoing budget
deficit which has made it challenging to tackle the state's "wall of debt" that has accrued from
bond debt service and deferrals to education funding. The Govemor has proposed to
eliminate $29 billion of the $35 billion total by FY 2014-15. The reenactment of the "gas tax
swap" in March however provides a solution by setting aside truck weight fees to pay for
transportation-related bond debt service, which essentially converts Proposition 1B into a
revenue bond program. lf bonds are not sold, the state would be collecting revenue and
hindering its use to keep projects moving on schedule and in a cost effective manner.

As a result, we continue to work diligently with the Legislature and Administration, and a
broad statewide a coalition of stakeholders, including the League of California Cities,
CALCOG, CSAC, California Alliance for Jobs, Self-Help Counties Coalition, Transportation
California, and Associated General Contractors to make our case for conducting a
Proposition 'lB bond sale this Fall.

Last week, we testified in front of both the Senate and Assembly Budget Transportation
Subcommittees to stress the need for a Proposition 1B bond sale in order to keep vital
highway and transit projects moving.

On May 11th and 12th, you advocacy team attended the CTC meeting in Los Angeles to
make a pitch to the other regional transportation planning agencies in the state on the need
to assist with asking the Governor to allow for the Treasurer to conduct a bond sale.

We are pleased to announce that the Governor is considering a $1.5 billion bond sale for this
Fall to accommodate cash flow needs for 2012. That amount may increase depending on
cash flow needs by all sectors. As a result, communicating our cash flow needs to Caltrans
and the Department of Finance (DOF) is imperative. Over $11 billion in allocated bond
proceeds, including $1 billion for transportation, remain on balance sheets for bond programs
for several sectors. Consequently, DOF is attempting to balance cash flow needs vs. unspent
balances accruing and not being put to use. The $1 billion for transportation however will be
spent by December of this year.

In order to position ourselves to receive a larger allocation of funding for all
Proposition 1B programs of interest, we need up-to-date information from your agency
regarding cash flow needs. We will work with staff to deliver the information to
Gattrans by June 3'd.

2
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GMIA Gost Savinqs
Caltrans has reported that cost savings associated with the Corridor Mobility lmprovement
Account (CMIA) program in the neighborhood of $60 million have materialized in the north,
and $120 million in the south. The CTC is in the process of compiling a list of projects that
may receive funding. Action is expected to be taken in either July or August.

Hiqh-Speed Rail
ln January, the Governor proposed $12.6 million in state operations and $179.3 million in
capital outlay funding for FY 11-12. This level of funding is intended to provide resources for
legal costs, contracts, program oversight, environmental outreach and financial consulting.
Capital outlay funds are proposed to be used for environmental work, preliminary design and
engineering of the seven Phase I segments, with half of the funding coming from Proposition
1A and half from federal funding.

The May Revision proposes an increase of $3.9 million in state operations and a decrease of
$46.2 million in capital outlay funding, bringing the total of funding to $149.6 million for FY
11-12. The Authority's revised cost-estimate for capital outlay work on Phase I projects in FY
11-12 is $180.5 million. Due to $47.5 in current year savings which can be used in the
current year, the Authority's capital outlay budget has been reduced to $133.1 million.

Both the Assembly and Senate Budget subcommittees on transportation (sub#3 and sub #2
respectively) met on May 25th to consider funding levels for high-speed rail. We are pleased
to report among the items approved by both committees was funding for the FY 2011-12 cost
of the 2009 HSRA MOU with CalTrain -an amount of $1.1 million. ln addition, budget bill
language was approved for the San Francisco to San Jose segment that requires the
environmental and design work to stay substantially within the existing rail corridor for the
sections in Santa Clara and San Mateo counties.

aJ
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The 2010-1 1 Budget:

Overview of the
May Revision
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SUMMARY

Gov¡nruon Pnopos¡s $19 Bru.¡or.¡ or Buoo¡r So¡.unors
Large Budget Problem Lìttle Changed Since January. ln the May Revision, the administra-

tion estimates that Calífornia must address a $17.9 billion gap between current-law resources and

expenditures in the 2010-11 Ceneral Fund budget. ln our view, the administration's estimate is

reasonable. While our tax revenue estimates are slightly higher than the Covernor's: $400 million

in 200910 and $1 billion in 201011-overall, our view of the budget problem is similar.

Governor's Proposal Re/ies Heavily on Spending Reductions. The Governor's May budget

package proposes $19.1 billion of solutions-enough to close the $17.9 billion shortfall and leave

the Ceneral Fund wíth a $1.2 billion reserve. Program spendíng reductions make up two-thirds

of the solutions proposed by the Covernor. Compared to his January proposal, the May Revision

assumes a more reasonable level of increased federal aid ($3.a billion), although receipt of even

that amount remains uncertain. Borrowing and fund shifts total about 10 percent of the Gover-

nor's solutions. New revenues make up under 5 percent of the Covernor's package.

Significant New Spending Reduction Proposals. The May Revision includes major spend-

ing reduction proposals that were not included in the Governor's base budget package in

January. ln particular, the Governor proposes eliminating the California Work Opportunity and

Responsibility to Kids (CalWORKs) program, which provides cash grants and welfare-to-work

services to over 1 million Californians in low-income families. He also would eliminate state

funding for need-based, subsidized child care thereby eliminating slots for more than 200,000

children. The cuts mainly would be ongoing in nature. Still, even if the Legislature approved all

these painful cuts and realized the savings assumed by their passage, a stubborn multibillion

dollar operating deficit would persist in the years to come.

K¡v Qu¡snoNs FoR THE L¡orslnrun¡
Alternqtive Proposols or Drqslic Guts in Some Core Progrqms?

Throughout the spring, our office has offered alternative spending reduction proposals to

the Legislature. ln many areas, including health and social services programs, our alternatives

reduce program spending by a lesser amount than the Governor in order to preserve core

services for those most in need. ln other cases, such as the universíties, trial courts, and pub-

lic safety local assistance grants, we believe there are opportunities for savings beyond those

identified by the administration. We advise the Legislature to reject the Covernor's most drastic

spending cuts, especially the elimination of CaIWORKs and child care funding. Our alternative

spending reductions-in conjunction with other budget actions-could help sustain critical

components of these important programs.

LEGISLATIVE ANALYST'S OFFICE
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More Revenues Could Ameliorate the Most Seyere Cut Proposals. The Covernor presents

Californians with a clear vision of the types of severe program reductions that are necessary if
the budget were balanced without some additional revenue increases this year. Alternatively,

some of the most severe cuts proposed by the Covernor could be avoided by adopting selected

revenue increases-from fee íncreases and other nontax revenues, changes to tax expenditure

programs, delays in previously scheduled tax reductions or expirations, and targeted tax in-
creases. We urge the Legislature to put these types of solutions in the mix.

How Much Educqtion Spending Con the Stqte Afford?

Civen the state budget situation, there is a real question whether California can afford to
fund the current-law Proposition 98 minimum funding level. Rather than adopt strained legal

interpretations of the funding guarantee, as presented by the Covernor, the Legislature should

forthrightly suspend Proposition 98 if the minimum guarantee is above the level of funding that

the state can afford.

How Will the Stqle Prepore for ùhe Longer Term?

Even if the Legislature adopted all of the May Revision's proposals and achieved the full es-

timated savings, the state would be left with a multibillion dollar (between $4 billion and $7 bil-
lion) annual operating shortfall. We believe that the Legislature should therefore adopt changes

now that will help address the remaining problem. Major changes that would move the state in

the right direction include a stronger state "rainy day fund," realignment of certain state respon-

sibilities and funding to local governments, changes to kindergarten and after school programs,

and major pension and retiree health reform.

tAO Borrom Ltl.¡¡

The last decade has provided some of the most challenging budget situations-including
last year's plan addressing roughly $60 billion in solutions. Yet this year's budget situation may

prove to be the most difficult. All of the major options available to the Legislature to close the

budget gap will be difficult. The two basic avenues to balancing this budget-sharply lower
spending in some programs and higher revenues-each result in negative consequences for the

economy, jobs, and the Californians most directly affected. While much of the remainder of this

budget process will focus on how to minimize the damage to taxpayers and program service

levels, we urge elected leaders to use this crisis to better prepare the state to cope with future

economic downturns and challenges.
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ADMIN ISTRATION'S ASSESSMENT
OF THE BUDGET PROBLEM

Relatively Minor Changes Between Janu-
ary and May.When he submittedthe 2010-11

Covernor's Budget to the Legislature on January
I and called the Legislature into a fiscal emer-

gency special session, the Governor identified an

$18.9 billion current-law budget shortfall in the

General Fund in 2010-11. (Atthattime, he pro-
posed $19.9 billion of budget solutions to close

the shortfall and leave the state with a $1 billion
reserve.) Enacted special session legislation-

which put in place the so-called "gas tax swap'/

(the elimination of the gasoline sales tax offset by

an increase in the per gallon excise tax on gaso-

line)-reduced the 2010-11 budget problem by

$1.4 billion according to administration estimates.

(As described in the nearby box, enacted special

session legislation also included laws to address

the state's serious cash flow problems.) ln addi-

tion, the federal Bovernment agreed to apply an

enhanced federal Medicaid match to the state's

Casx B¡¡.¡.s AN IMpoRTANT SrEp FoRwARD...
Bur SunmER CAsH R¡srs Snu. Loom

Background. As we described in our January 2009 repor! California's Cash Flow Crisis, the
state suffers from a basic cash flow problem, even in good years, Most revenues are received

during the second half of the fiscal year flanuary to June), while most expenses are paid in the
first half of the fiscal year (July to December). When the state is unable to borrow-as occurred
in February 2009 and during the summer 2009 budget impasse-the Controller sometimes

must refrain from making some payments or issue "lOUs" so that the state's "priority pay-

ments," such as debt service and payroll, continue as scheduled. lssuing lOUs rattles investors

and dísrupts finances of state payment recipients. More flexibility to delay some payments

helps prevent IOU issuance.

More Flexihility for Stafe Caslr Flow Management in 2010-11. As part of the special ses-

sion, the Legislature passed two bills-ABXB 5 (Committee on Budget) and ABXS 14 (Com-

mittee on Budget)-that give the executive branch more flexibility to manage cash in 20'10-11.

These measures allow the state to delay roughly $5 billion of scheduled payments to schools,

universities, and local governments at almost any given time. Assuming the state meets previ-
ously estimated revenue and expense targets in May and June 2010, it will enter 2O1O-11with a

$7 billion cash cushion (from available balances of special funds)-about the same as one year

ago. The flexibility provided by the cash legislation, however, should help the state survive the
first few weeks of the summer "cash drought" when expenses often far exceed receipts. Nev-
ertheless, should a prolonged budget impasse or financial market disruptions delay the state's

routine annual cash borrowing past August or September, the Controller may again have to
issue lOUs or implement unscheduled payment delays.

LEGISLATIVE ANALYST'S OFFICE
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Medicare Part D 'tlawback payments," which
resulted in $0gO million of Ceneral Fund relief.

Offsetting these positive developments were es-

timated cost increases of about $500 million and

an estimated revenue decline of about $600 mil-
lion. Accordingly, the admínistration now esti-

mates that on net the size of the 2010-11 budget

problem has declined 91 billion, to 912.9 billion.
Adminìstration Withdraws Some January Pro-

posals.ln the May Revision, the Covernor drops a

few proposals he made in January. Specifically, fol-

lowing a major oil spill in the Culf of Mexicq the

Covernor dropped his support for drilling for oil

off the Santa Barbara coast (a $197 million solution

in January). The administration withdrew certain

criminal justice proposals, including a 5317 million

January solutíon that would have shifted specified

non-serious felons to a maximum sentence oÍ ZøO

days in county jails instead of state prisons. The

Covernor also backed off his proposal to suspend

new competitive CalCrant financial aid (a 946 mil-

lion January solution).

MAIOR PROPOSALS tN THE MAy REV|S|ON
Figure 1 lists the Governor's current budget

proposals, including the changes made in his

May Revision. Many proposals remain from the
Governor's January budget package-such as the

$Bi1 million January proposal to score savings

in the Receiver's inmate medícal care operations

remains. (Estimated savings from some of these

proposals have been lowered due to assumed

later enactment.) Major new or modified May
Revision solutions are described below.

New or Modified
Expenditure-Relqted Solutions

As shown in Figure 1, the Covernor's budget
package includes $12.2 billion of expenditure-
related solutions. Cenerally, these are budget

solutions that would reduce program spending

and result in a lower level of governmental ser-

vices for affected residents. New or substantially

modified expenditure-related solutions in the
May Revision include the following.

Reduæ Proposition 98 Spending (94.3 Billion).

A major change to the Covernor's Proposition 98

package in the May Revision is the proposed

elimination of need-based, subsidized child care
(not including preschool funding). The Covernor's

proposed reductions in Proposition 98 spending

are described later in this report.

Reduæ State Employæ Pay and Staffing, and
Shift Pension Cosfs fo Employæs ($2.t Billion).

The Covernor maintains his "5/5/5" employee

compensation proposal from January-reducing
state employee salaries by 5 percen! increasing

state employee pension contributions by 5 per-

cent for a like amount of state savings, and in-

creasing departmental "salary savings" by 5 per-

cent to reduce state payrolls. ln total, the Cover-

nor's January employee compensation package

is scored as a $1.6 billion Ceneral Fund budget

solution by the administration, and its provisions

also generally apply to the state's special funds.

(Special funds generally are fee-driven accounts,

such as the Motor Vehicle Account tMVAl.) ln

the May Revision, on top of the 5/5/5 proposal,

the Covernor proposes a "mandatory personal

leave program" (PLP), estimated to achieve

$795 million ($446 million General Fund) of state

savings. Under PLP, state employees in the ex-
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ecutive branch would have their take-home pay

reduced by the equivalent of eight hours of
pay each month in 2010-1'1, and they would be

credited with an equal number of PLP hours. Em-

Figure 1

ployees would have discretion when to use their

PLP leave. ln addition, furlough Fridays would

end in June 2010.

General Fund Budget Solutions Proposed by the Governor
2009-10 and 2010-11 Combined (ln Billions)

Expenditure-Related Solutions
Reduce Proposition 98 spending (including elimination of child care)

Reduce state employee pay and staffing, and shift pension costs to employees
Eliminate CaIWORKs prograrn
lmplement various changes to Medi-Cal
Reduce inmate medical care costs
Reduce IHSS spending (excluding enhanced federal match)
Reduce county mental heatth realignment funds by 60 percent
Redirect county savings from social services reductions
Commit certain offenders to county jails, not state prisons
Suspend or defer certain mandate reimbursementsa
Reduce spending in various health programs
Reduce spending in various social services programs
Reduce SSI/SSP grants for individuals to the federal minimum
Reduce other spending

Subtotal

Assumed Federal Funding and Flexibility Solutions
Assume more federal money or flexibility in Medi-Cal and other programs
Assume extension of enhanced FMAP funding for Medi-Cal Program
Assume enhanced funding for other programs

Subtotal
Loans, Loan Extensions, Transfers, and Funding Shifts
Borrow from special funds
Extend due dates for existing special fund loans to General Fund

Use remaining authorized hospital fees for Medi-Cal children's health coverage
Use temporary federal retiree reinsurance funds to reduce state retiree health costs
Transfer special fund monies to the General Fund
Use excess Student Loan Operating Fund monies for Cal Grant costs
Adopt other funding shifts

Subtotal

Revenue Solutions
Score additional revenues from previously authorized state asset sales
Authorize automated speed enforcement to offset trial court costs
Extend hospital fees
Levy 4.8 percent charge on all property insurance for emergency response aclivities

Subtotal

Total, All Proposed Solutions

$4.3
2.'l

1.2
0.9
0.8

0.8
0.6

o.4
0.2

o.2
0.2
o.2

0.1

0.3
($12.2¡

$1.6
1.4
0.4

($s.+¡

$1.1
0.5
0.2
0.2

0.1

0.1

o.4
($z.o¡

$0.5
o.2
o.2
0.1

($0.e)

$19.1
a Due to administration scoring, does not inctude $131 m¡ll¡on for the proposed suspension of the AB 3632 mental health mandale.

FMAP=Federal Med¡cal Assistance Percenteges.
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Eliminate CaIWORKs Program ($1.2 Billion).
ln the May Revision, the administration proposes

the elimination of CalWORKs. Substantially

funded by the federal government, CaIWORKs

provides cash grants and welfare-to-work servic-

es to low-income families. Currently, enhanced

federal funding included in last year's federal

economic stimulus legislation (and assumed to

be extended through 2010-11 in the Covernor's

budget package) applies to CalWORKs. Accord-

ingly, elimination of CaIWORKs would result in a

substantial loss of federal funding for the state.

lmplement Various Changes to Medi-Cal
(About $900 Million). The May Revision propos-

es a variety of additional changes to Medí-Cal,

including enrolling seniors and people w¡th dis-

abilities in managed care ($179 million); imposing

new copayment requirements for various ser-

vices ($'152 million), hospital stays ($73 million),

and emergency room visits ($54 million); limiting

physician or clinic visits to ten per year ($90 mil-

lion) and freezing hospital rates ($85 million).

The Covernor's budget assumes federal approval

of a state plan amendment or waiver to achieve

the assumed savings. Enhanced federal fund-

ing approved as part of the economic stimulus

legislation is assumed to be extended through

20'10-11. ln addition to the types of proposals

described above for the Medi-Cal Program, the

Covernor also proposes elimination of Drug

Medi-Cal (except for perinatal and youth services

programs). Drug Medi-Cal, funded in part by the

federal government as part of California's Medic-

aid program, pays for substance abuse treatment,

including methadone.

Reduce IHSS Spending ($75O Million). With
various prior ln-Home Supportive Services (IHSS)

reductions blocked by the courts, the administra-

tion now proposes to consult with stakeholders

to achieve IHSS cost savings. While the full-year

Ceneral Fund savings proposed is $750 million

beginning in2O11-12, the net Ceneral Fund ben-

efit ¡n 2010-11 would be $637 million because

of enhanced federal matching funds that resulted

from the federal economic stimulus legislation.

This proposal would reduce General Fund sup-

port of this program by roughly half.

Reduce County Mental Health Realign-

ment Funds ($602 Million), Counties use mental

health realignment funds-totaling about $1 bil-

lion under current law in 2010-11-to support

a range of mental health services for indigent

persons as well as Medi-Cal enrollees. Under

the administration proposal, counties would no

longer have to provide more than the minimum

range of mental health services required by the

federal government for participation in Medicaid,

resulting in estimated savings of $602 million.
(The remaining $435 million in mental health

realignment dollars would be used to fund only

these required services-such as early and

periodic screening, diagnosis, and treatment; in-

patient hospital psychiatric services; and medi-

cation.)The county savings, however, would be

offset by increased county funding shares for

certain social services programs. The state would

realize savirlgs from the correspondingly lower

funding shares for these same social services

programs. The Governor no longer proposes

changes to Proposition 63-which provides

about $1 billion per year for mental health ser-

vices from a personal income tax (PlT) surcharge

on taxable income in excess of $1 million.

P[ace Certain Offenders in County lails,
Nof Sfate Prisons (5244 Million). Under the May

Revision proposal beginning )uly 1,2010, non-

serious, non-violent, non-sex offenders who are

convicted of specified felonies and sentenced to
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three years or less would serve their sentence in

a county jail instead of state príson. The admin-

istration estimates this would reduce the prison

population by 10,600 inmates in 201011 and

generate $244 million of savings. Beginning in

2011-12, the state would establish a public safety

block grant program for counties to be funded

using about one-half of the state's prior fiscal-

year savings from this shift. Also as part of the

May Revision, the Governor proposes legislation

to continuously appropriate $503 million an-

nually from the Ceneral Fund for various local

public safety programs beginning in 2011-12. The

programs now are funded with revenues from

the temporary vehicle license fee (VLF) increase

that is set to expire on June 30, 2011. (Taken

altogether, these proposals would help balance

the 2010J1 budget, but would result in a net

Ceneral Fund cost increase of nearly $300 mil-

Iion beginning in 2011J2.)

Federol Funding ond Flexibility Solutions

. More Reasonable-Though Still LJncertain-
Federal Fundìng Assumption ($3.4 Bíllion).

ln his January budget proposal, the Covernor

proposed a budget based on the assumption that

the federal government would provide addítional

funding of about $6.9 billion in 201011, princi-

pally for health and social services programs. ln

the event that the federal government was not

forthcoming with this aid, the administration

proposed a "trígger" list of alternative revenue

and expenditure solutions. As described above,

the federal government already has provided

$680 million of additional funding to the state re-

lated to the Medicare Part D clawback, and these

funds are already factored into health program

budgets in the May Revision. The Covernor now

assumes a much smaller amount of additional

LEGISLATIVE ANALYST'S OFFICE

federal aid: $3.4 billion. About half of this would

be provided through an assumed congressional

extension of enhanced Federal Medical As-

sistance Percentage program and other funding

originally approved in last year's economic stimu-

lus legislation. An addítional $1.6 billion in the

May Revision relates to unspecified future fed-

eral funding or flexibility in Medi-Cal and other

programs. The May Revision-with this much

smaller assumption of new federal funding-in-
cludes no trigger list of alternative proposals.

Loons, Loqn Exlensions, Tronsfers, ond
Funding Shifrs

The Covernor's budget proposals, as

amended by the May Revision proposals, include

$2.6 billion of loans, loan extensions, transfers,

and funding shifts. Major new proposals in this

category are:

Related to Special Funds ($1.6 Billion).

As described in the next part of this

report on revenues, the budget includes

$1.6 billion of one-time budget relief by

using special fund dollars for Ceneral

Fund purposes.

surance Funds to Reduce Retiree Health

Costs ($200 Million). The recent federal

health care reform legislation included

a temporary "early retiree" reinsurance

program designed to assist employers

in preserving existing health coverage

for pre-Medicare retirees age 55 to 64.

This program will be in place until the

establishment of health care "exchanges"
intended to provide more affordable

health care options. The budget reflects

an expectation that costs for the Califor-
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nia Public Employees' Retirement Sys-

tem's state retiree health plans will be

reduced $200 million in 201011 under

this temporary program. (This is a prelim-

inary estimate that will be refined in the

coming weeks. Final savings, we expect,

will be less than $200 million.)

Revenue Solutions

As shown in Figure 1, the May Revision

includes about $900 million of new revenues

to help balance the 2010-11 budget, principally

from the Governor's January budget proposals.

As described above, the Covernor has aban-

doned one of his January revenue proposals that

related to oil drilling at Tranquillon Ridge off the

coast of Santa Barbara County.

$1.2 Billion Reserve Proposed for
2OlO-lt-Up $200 Million From Jonuory

2009-10: Huge Year-End Shortfall. As shown

in Figure 2, the administration estimates that the

Ceneral Fund would end 200910 with a negative

reserve balance of $6.8 billion. Despite spending

more than it took in, the state has continued op-

eral Fund revenue and transfers in 2010J1 will
be $91.5 billion, while expenditures would be

$83.4 billion. This results in an $B billion oper-

ating surplus. That surplus would both address

the $6.8 billion problem in 2009-10 and allow

the state to end the 201011 fiscal year with a

$1.2 billion reserve. This is a $200 million larger

reserve than the Covernor proposed in his Janu-

ary budget package.

Per Capita Real General Fund Spendìng

Would Drop to Mid-1990s Levels. As shown in

Figure 3, the level of spending proposed by the

administration would continue the recent drop in

state spending, as adjusted for growth in popu-

lation and inflation. ln 2010-11, the inflation-

adjusted per capita spending level would be

similar to that oÍ 1993-94-also at a low point

due to a recession. Since 2008-09, large tempo-

rary boosts in federal stimulus funds and shifts

of local government property taxes (lowering

Ceneral Fund spending) have helped the state

balance its budget. Even accounting for these

factors, adjusted General Fund spending under

the May Revision would be at its lowest level

since'1995-96.

erations through a varieÇ

of cash management

measures in 20091O

including borrowing from

investors, loans from state

specialfunds, payment

delays, and (early in the

fiscalyear) lOUs.

2olo-ll: $B Bìllion

Estimated Operating

Su rpl us. The admin istra-

tion estimates tha! under

the Covernor's May

Revision policies, Cen-

Prior-year fund balances
Revenues and transfers

Total resources available

Expenditures
Ending fund balance

Encumbrances

Figure 2

Governor's May Revision General Fund Condition

-$s,361

86.521

-$5,305

91,451 5.7o/o

$81 ,160

$86,465

$86,146

$83,404
-$5,305

$1,537

$2,742

$1,537

(Dollars in Millions)

Reservea -56,842 51 ,205
a Special fund for economic uncertainties.
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Other Significonr
Moy Revision Proposols

ln addition to proposals to address the state's

large Ceneral Fund deficit, the May Revision in-

cludes proposals affecting state special funds, the

use of bond proceeds, and other accounts. Major

non-Ceneral Fund proposals in the May Revision s
include:

Bond on the November 2010 Ballot. The

May Revision proposes that the Legisla-

ture appropriate $1.'l billion of proceeds

from the $11 billion water bond proposal

before voters on the November 2010 bal-

Iot. The Covernor proposes appropriating

about $700 million of these proceeds for

the Departments of Water Resources,

Fish and Came, and Public Health for

drought rel ief, groundwater, conveyance,

desalination, Delta sustainability, and

other projects. ln addition, $419 million

of bond proceeds are proposed to be

appropriated for the Water Resources

Control Board to fund water recycling

and wastewater projects.

Decrease of Funds for Caltrans Capital

Outlay Support Program. The May Revi-

sion budgets a net decrease of $42 mil-

lion for engineering workload in the

Department of Transportation's (Caltrans)

capital outlay support program, including

a reduction oÍ 75O engineering and other

positions and 102 overtime position-

equivalents, as well as an increase of 69

contract staff. This will make more State

Highway Account funds available for

highway maintenance activities.

Figure 3

lnflation-Adjusted Per Capita General Fund Spending
2009-10 BaseYear, State and LocalGovernment Deflator

2,800

2,600

2,400

2,200

2,O00
80-81 85-86 90-91 95-96

a Reflects Governo/s May Rev¡sion proposed spending levels for 2009-1 O and 201 G1 1
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ADMINISTRATION'S ECONOMIC AN D
REVENUE OUTTOOK
Economic Forecarsl

Forecast of Moderate Recovery. The eco-

nomic forecast underlying the May Revision's

revenue estimates assumes that the state and

national economíes will continue to recover at a

moderate pace from the deep recession oÍ 2007

through 2009. State personal income growth is

projected at 3.2 percent in 2010 and 4.5 percent

in 2011-slightly lagging the forecast for the

nation as a whole. The May Revision forecast

reflects some positive economic developments

since the release of the Covernor's budget,

including the report that national gross domestic

product grew 5.9 percent in the fourth quarter

of 2009. As with its prior forecas! however, the

administration expects that employment growth

will be slow in bouncing back.

Revenue Forecqsl

Modest Reduction in Tax Revenues Since

January. Tax revenue receipts from Decem-

ber to March this year were well above those

amounts assumed in the Covernor's January

Figure 4

May Revision Revenue Forecast Similar to January

budget. These encouraging gains, however/ were

wiped out by April receipts, which fell more

than $3 billion short of expectations. The sharp

April decline-concentrated in PIT receipts-re-
flected a combination of (1) revenues coming in

on a different timeline than originally expected

and (Z) somewhat worse receipts attributable to

the 2009 tax year. Consequently, as shown in

Figure 4, the May Revision estimates that current-

year revenues from the state's "big three" taxes

will fall short of original expectations by more

than $1.8 billion. For the budget year, the May

Revision's forecast for these taxes is just slightly

($226 million) above the January outlook. ln both

years, strong sales tax receipts are helping to

offset expected PIT shortfalls. Taxable sales are

projected to jump 7.8 percent in 2010-11, reflect-

ing continued improved consumer spending after

three straight years of decline.

Budget Reflecfs New Loan Proposals.

The primary reason that the administration's

new 201011 revenue forecast is $2.1 billion

higher than its January outlook is the addition

(ln Millions)

Personal income tax
Sales and use lax
Corportation tax

Subtotals, "big three" revenues

Other revenues
Transfers/loans

Totals

-$2,619

8r6
-21

-$617
1 ,116
-273

C$1,42+¡

243
19

($zzo¡

261
1,642

$86,521 $91,454 -$1,562 $2,129

12

-1,7 6-
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of $1.6 billion in proposed one-time revenues

related to the use of state special fund dollars for

General Fund purposes.

$1.1 billion in new borrowing of special

fund balances, íncluding $650 million

from fuel excise taxes and $250 million

from the MVA.

would be added to the state's existing

outstanding balance of $1.8 billion in

similar loans previously authorized by the

Legislature. The May Revision proposes

to delay the repayment of $494 million

associated with these existing loans that

otherwise would take place in 2010-11.

proposes transferring $82 million from

special funds, primarily the MVA, to the

Ceneral Fund. Transferred funds would

not need to be repaid.

LAO Aesessmenl of Moy Revision
Revenue Forecqst

LAO Forecast Similar, But Slightly Higher.

Our own updated economic and revenue fore-

casts are quite similar to those of the adminis-

tration. They both reflect the consensus view

that the state is pulling out of the recession's

doldrums-but slowly. Our economic outlook

shows almost identical personal income growth

rates in California over the next two years. As

such, we believe the May Revision revenue

forecast is reasonable and realistic. Under our

forecasç we expect revenues to be slightly higher

in the final two months of 2009-10 and leave the

state about $400 million better off. ln 201011,

our expectation for the big three tax revenues is

about $1 billion (1 percent) higher than the ad-

ministration. The largest dífference relates to the

PIT and, specifically, capital gains. Our slightly

more positive view of capital gains' rebound in

2010 accounts for most of the revenue differ-

ence. Ye! our forecast still expects capital gains

to be about one-half of their 2007 level.

June 2010 Will Be Key Month. Due to recent

budget agreements to accelerate revenue collec-

tions, California taxpayers are now scheduled to

make 40 percent of their estimated annual pay-

ments in the month of June. This policy change,

combined with April's weak receipts, means that

June 2010 is now expected to be the state's larg-

est revenue collection month for 200910. How

much the state will receive in June is difficult

to assess given the recent acceleration change

and uncertainty over the precise strength of the

state's economy. June's actual receipts will help

clarify the state's revenue outlook for the upcom-

ing year.

Estafe Tax Assumption Looks Shaky. Based

on the provisions of current federal law, the May

Revision assumes $892 million in revenues from

the federal estate tax in 2010-11, and our fore-

cast also includes a similar amount. lt appears

increasingly unlikely, however, that the federal

government will allow the restoration of the state

estate tax exemption in 2011 (known as the state

"pickup" tax) as provided for under current law.

Both the President's budget and pending con-

gressional legislation would eliminate the state

pickup tax. Unless Congress fails to act on this is-

sue (thus leaving current law in place), we would

expect that the state will not receive the estate

tax revenues.
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More Revenues Possiåle From Sale of State

Buildings. The May Revision continues the Janu-

ary budget estimate of about $600 million in
revenues from the sale of state office buildings

authorized in the 2009-10 budget package. As

we described in our April 2010 report Evaluating

the Sale-Leaseback Proposal: Should the State

Sell lts Office Buildings?, we believe that the sale

could net the state hundreds of millions of dol-

lars more than this assumption. lf the Legislature

and the Covernor finalize such a sale in the next

few months, budget estimates could be adjusted

considerably upward to reflect the final sale

amount. Civen the poor long-term fiscal policy

of this proposal, however, we would encourage

the Legislature to consider other alternatives for

closing the budget gap.

PROPOSITION 9B-K.14 EDUCATION

Governor's Moy Revision Proposol

Figure 5 shows the Covernor's May Revision

Proposition 98 spending levels. Relative to the

Covernor's January budget, the May Revision

contains only a minor funding increase in the

current year (due to various technical adjust-

ments) but a substantial funding reduction in the

budget year (due to the proposed elimination of
child care programs). We describe these adjust-

ments in more detail below.

Cu rrent-Year Proposition 98 Changes.

Although the drop in 2009J0 Ceneral Fund rev-

enues resulted in a drop in the minimum guar-

antee, the Covernor's proposed Proposition 98

spending level for 2009-10 remains virtually

unchanged from January. As a result, the May

Revision provides $503 million more than the

Covernor's estimate of the Proposition 98 mini-

mum Buarantee. The Covernor counts this over-

appropriation as a payment towards an $11.2 bil-

lion statutory obligation related to the 200910
budget package (with subsequent payments to
resume in 2011-12). Despite the small change

in Proposition 98 spending, the May Revision

includes $1.1 billion in additional Ceneral Fund

spending to offset a decline in local property tax

revenue (due primarily to the Covernor's deci-

sion to use $877 million in one-time property

tax revenues to support other parts of the state

budget). Largely because of this increase in Cen-

eral Fund spending, the state would now meet

the 2009-1 0 federal mai ntenan ce-of-effort (MO E)

requirements for Kl2 education.

Budget-Year Proposition 98 Changes. For

2O1O-11, the May Revision reduces Proposi-

tion 98 spending by $1.5 billion from the Janu-

ary level. Of the total reduction, $1.2 billion

is achieved by eliminating all Proposition 9B

support for state-subsidized child care programs

(except state preschool programs). The Cover-

nor also proposes using $32'l million in unspent

prior-year funds, thereby achieving the same

amount of ongoíng Proposition 98 savings. The

Covernor maintains his January proposals to re-

duce Kl2 revenue limits (by $1.5 billion) but no

Ionger links these reductions to savings in con-

tracting and administration. ln 201011, the state

would not meet its federal MOE requirement for

K-12 education. Thus, it would continue to seek

a waiver. (lt appears to qualify for the waiver.)

To Achieve Budget-Year Savings, Governor

Proposes "Rebenching" Proposition 98. To

ach ieve add itional bu dget-year savi n gs without

suspending the Proposition 9B minimum guaran-
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tee, the May Revision "rebenches" the guarantee

to reflect the elimination of child care services.

The rebenching essentially reduces the 2010J1

minimum guarantee by an amount equal to

Proposition 98 child care spending in 2009-10.

By rebenching the guarantee, the Covernor es-

sential ly redefi nes expend itures counted towards

Proposition 98 and the minimum percentage of
Ceneral Fund revenues that the state must pro-
vide for Proposítion 98 spending. This rebench-

ing results in 201011 savings of $1.5 billion. The

Covernor does not rebench for the gas tax swap

as required by the agreement enacted in March.

lnstead, he proposes to override a statutory "hold
harmless" provision of that measure/ thereby

avoiding $686 míllion in additional state costs.

Alreody Questionqble Proposition 98
Plqn Becomes Riskier Due lo Rebenching

ln our February analysis, we noted that the

Covernor's overall Proposition 98 funding plan

was tenuously held together. ln particular, we

raised concern that the Covernor's Proposi-

tion 98 approach was legally risky, as it assumed

the state had no maintenance factor obligation

(constitutional ly required payments to restore

education spending over time) entering 2009-10.

Not only does the May Revision retain this ques-

tionable maintenance factor assumption, but it is

further complicated by the proposed rebenching

of the minimum guarantee due to the elimination

of child care programs.

Legality Uncertain. The legality of rebench-

ing for the elimination of state-subsidized child

care is uncertain. This uncertainty is heightened

due to the Covernor's assumption that some

federally funded child care continues to be

administered by existing providers. That is, under

the Covernor's plan, no functional responsibil-

ity has been eliminated entirely or clearly shifted

to a different set of entities. Moreover, unlike

rebenching for local property tax shifts, the state

Figure 5

Governor's Proposition 98 Funding Proposal
(ln Millions)

California Gommunity Colleges

K-12 Education
General Fund
Local property tax revenue

Subtotals

General Fund
Local property tax revenue

Subtotals

Other Agencies
Totals

General Fund
Local property tax revenue

$30,844 $32,022 $1,178
13,237 12,105 -1,133

($44,082) ( 4+,tzz¡ ($+S¡

$3,722 s3,722
1.953 1.962 $8

($5,675) ($5,683)

s94 s93

$32,023 $30,927 -$'t,096
11,950 11,529 422

($43,s74) ($42,456) G$1,st a¡

$3,981 $3,991 $S

1,913 1,907 -6
($s¡

s3

($e¡

-s1

($s,8e5) ($s,esa¡

$85 $89

$49,851 $49;903

$34,660 $3s,837
15,191 14,066

$sz

91,177
-1,124

$49,954 $ß,442 -$1,512

$36,090 $35,007 -$1,083
13,864 13,435 -428
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has little experience with rebenching for the shift

or elimination of a program once funded within
Proposition 98.

Potenticlly U nworkc¡ble Sto rling
Point Gqlls for Differenl Approoch

The Covernor's May plan does not reflect

a particularly useful architecture upon which to

build the state's Kl4 education budget. Absent

the Governor's legal interpretations, his proposed

spending level would require suspension of the

Proposition 98 minimum guarantee. The May

plan also is based on the Covernor's question-

able policy decision to eliminate all state-subsi-

dized child care immediately. (We discuss our

recommended approach on child care in more

detail later in this report.)

Current-Law Requirement Likely Unaf-

fordable. Under current law, the state would

shows two budget-year Proposition 98 options

in addition to the Covernor's January and May

plans. Below, we discuss these budget alterna-

tives in more detail. As discussed below, the key

question for the Legislature in building its Kl4
education budget will be how much it can afford

given its other budget pressures.

Two Options Require Suspension in
2OO9-10. The two options identified in the figure

as alternatives to the Governor's proposal would

require suspension of the minimum guarantee

in 200910 to the current spending level (as al-

lowed under the California Constitution). Despite

the suspension, schools would be funded at the

same level as proposed by the Covernor and

would not be subject to additional programmatíc

reductions in 2009-10 (beyond the reductions

already imposed in the enacted budget). The

primary reason for suspending Proposition 98

need to provide sub-

stantially more money

than the Covernor

proposes-$4.l billion
higher than the Cov-

ernor's May level and

$2.9 billion higher than

the Governor's Janu-

ary level. As such, we

believe the state cannot

afford to support K-14

education at this level.

Take a Different
Approach, Civen these

concerns/ we recom-

mend the Legislature

take a different ap-

proach in building the

K-14 budget. Figure 6

2009-'t0
Suspension Onlyb

Figure 6

Options for 2010-11 Proposition 98 Spending"

January
Budget

Flat May
Fund¡ngc Flevision

alncludes ongoing and one-lime funds.
DAssumes Proposition 98 is suspended in 2009-10 to the cunent spending level. Meets minimum
guarantee in 201G11.

cAssumes Propos¡tion 98 is suspended in both 200910 and 2010-1 1 to lhe current spending level.

(ln Billions)

Current-Law Minimum Guarantee (953.0)

$50.8

$s0.1

$48.9

l6

-180-

LEGISLATIVE ANALYST'S OFFICE



AN LAO REPORT

is to clarify that maintenance factor does exist

upon entering 2009-10 (to the significant ben-

efit of education over the long run). As a result,

suspension potentially could resolve the mainte-

nance factor issue in a straightforward manner.

While signaling that maintenance factor exists,

suspension also acknowledges that the state can-

not afford to make an immediate payment. (ln

2009-10, under current law, the state would need

to make an additional maintenance factor pay-

ment of almost $1.3 billion absent suspension.)

Suspending in 2009J0 also provides benefit to
the state by lowering the minimum guarantee for

2010-'t1.

After suspending in 2OO9-10, the Legislature

then would have two options for 2010J 1 :

option, the state would fund the mini-
mum guarantee in 2010-11 ($SO.A billion).

While this option would provide notably

less than required under current law, it

is higher than the May Revision level by

$1.9 billion (or $700 million, excluding

the effect of the child care elimination).

to suspend the guarantee to the current

spending level in both years ($49.9 bil-
lion). Though Proposition 98 funding

would remain flat year over year, the

state still would need to cut $1.9 billion
in K-14 Proposition 98 program spending.

This is because the state used consider-

able one-time state monies in 200910 to
support its ongoing programs. (Similarly,

many school districts will experience

additional program reductions because

they used their one-time federal stimulus

monies in 200910 to support ongoing

programs.)

Make Targeted Reductions First. Whether

the state adopts the one-year suspension option,

the flat-funding option, or some other funding

level, some reductions to K-14 education will be

needed. We recommend that the Legislature first

make targeted cuts before resorting to across-

the-board reductions. For example, we recom-

mend reducíng funding for physical education

courses offered by community colleges, aligning

special education funding with revised student

counts, and reducing the number of times the

state administers the high school exit exam. We

have identified more than $650 million in these

targeted savings proposals. (We also have identi-

fied additional education-related savings outside

of Proposition 98.)

Make Other Cuts, As Needed, From Gen-

eral Purpose Monies. Even if the state were

to take all our targeted reductions, it likely still

would need to make additional cuts. The Legisla-

ture could consider making these reductions, as

needed, to K-12 revenue limits, California Com-
munity College (CCC) apportionments, and the

Kl2 flex ítem (or some combination thereof).

For every 1 percent cut in these areas, the state

would achieve about $435 million in savings

($310 million from K-12 revenue limits, $55 mil-
lion from CCC apportionments, and $70 million
from the K-12 flex item). As detailed in previous

reports, we continue to recommend combining

these additional cuts with additional flexibility for
districts (both from categorical program require-

ments and education mandates).
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LAO'S OVERALL ASSESSMENT
OF THE MAY REVISION
Moior Annuc¡l Budgel Short-
folls Would Persist

Reasonable Estimates, Reasonable Revenue

Assumptions. We belíeve that the administra-

tion's estimate of the size of the state's budget

problem in 2010J1 is sound. As noted earlier,

our own updated economic and revenue fore-

casts are very close to those of the administra-

tion. As such, we believe the May Revision

revenue forecast is quite reasonable and realistic.

Under our forecast, we expect revenues to be

slightly higher in the final two months of ZOOg-'lO

and leave the state about $400 million better off.

ln 201011, our expectation for the big three tax

revenues is about $1 billion (1 percent) higher

than the administration. The largest difference

relates to the PIT and, specifically, capital gains.

Stubhorn Structural Deficit Would Persisf.

As we described in our November 2009 publica-

tion, California's Fiscal Outlook, under then-cur-

rent law, the state faced a lingering Ceneral Fund

budget gap around $20 billion through at least

2014-"15. Little has changed since then to shrink

that amount. As part of our review of the May

Revision, we have estimated how this persistent

long-term problem would change under the

Governor's proposals. Specifically, our forecast

combines our assessment of revenue and ex-

penditure trends with the assumption that a// of
the May Revision's proposals are adopted by

the Legislature. ln addition, except in clear cases

when a proposal is unworkable (such as the

Governor's proposed increase in pension con-

tributions for current employees), we have given

the adminístration the "benefit of the doubt" that

its proposals will achieve the desired level of
savings. Furthermore, consistent with current law,

we generally assume no future cost-of-living ad-

justments for state programs or pay increases for

state employees throughout the forecast period.

Civen these assumptions, our out-year forecast

should be viewed as a very best case scenario.

Under these assumptions, the ongoing gap

between Ceneral Fund revenues and expen-

ditures would be significantly reduced but not

eliminated. As shown in Figure 7, shortfalls would

range between $4 billion and $7 billion through

2014-15. (The peak of the shortfall in 2012-13

reflects the repayment of the state's $2 billion

loan from local governments.) Civen this ongoing

shortfall even under the sharp spending reduc-

tions proposed by the Covernor, it is unrealistic

for the Legislature to eliminate the long-term

problem entirely this year. We, however, urge

the Legislature to consider the out-year implica-

tions of its 201011 budget decisions and aim to
achieve roughly the same level of progress as the

Covernor in tackling the state's structural deficit.

Legisloture Should Toke Actions to
Mitigote Some Risky
Budgef Assumptions

Any Budget Adopted Thìs Year Wìll lnclude

Some Rrbks. As has been the case in several

recent budgets, the Covernor's budget proposals

include several billion dollars of assumptions-
both on the revenue and expenditure sides of the

ledger-that carry with them moderate or major

implementation risk. ln fact, we cannot imagine

any balanced budget solution this year that could

l8
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avoid some level of risky assumptions. Federal

MOE and similar requirements in various pro-

grams-including some related to provisions of

last yea/s economic stimulus legislation-limit the

state's budget options. ln some other programs,

such as those requiring changes in eligibility or

caseloads, significant savings cannot be achieved

quickly. lt is clear that nearly all of the easy

budget-balancing solutions for California are gone.

Legislature Can Take Actions to Mitigate
Some of the Risks. The Legislature cannot

control what Congress and the President do to

extend enhanced federal funding for health and

social services programs, nor can it control what

the federal government does to affect the state's

estate tax revenues. lt also cannot control what

the voters decide in the November election, as

described in the box on the next page.

ln enacting a credible, balanced budget for

2010-11, however, the Legislature can take ac-

tions to mitigate some budget risks. Careful, clearly

crafted trailer bills, particularly those relating to

reductions in health and social services programs,

can ensure that budget-balancing actions have

the strongest possible chance of withstanding

judicial scrutiny. Furthermore, if it assumes certain

expenditure reductions, the Legislature needs to

pass legislation to give departments a meaningful

chance of actually achieving budgeted savings.

For example, in our view, the prison medical care

Receiver will have little chance of achieving the

full $811 million of savings assumed in the Cover-

nor's budget package unless the Legislature passes

measures to assist him in doing so. ln addition,

lawmakers should not assume that the administra-

tion can achieve hundreds of millions or billions

of dollars of Ceneral Fund personnel savings on

Figure 7

May Revision Would Reduce, But Not Eliminate,
Future Operatin g Shortfalls'
General Fund (ln Billions)

2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15

alegislat¡ve Analysl's Offíce eslimates of the differences between annual General Fund expenditures and
revenues under the Governor's May Revision proposals.

its own without prompt

enactment of legislation

that (1) facilitates major

changes in operations,

sentencing, or staffing

in the prison system

(which is responsible for

about two-thirds of non-

university Ceneral Fund

personnel costs), or (2)

enacts reductions in state

employee pay or health

benefits. These pay and

benefit reductions may

result either from col-

lective bargaining or the

Legislature's use of its

constitutional powers

to appropriate funds for

state personnel costs.
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Nov¡ne¡n 2010 lnr¡nnvEs AND ru¡ Srar¡'s Buoo¡r P¡.aruuruo

The Legislature has placed an $11 billion water bond proposal on the November 2010 ballot.

ln addition, although not all of them have officially qualified, it is now expected that the Novem-

ber 2010 ballot will include about ten initiatives. lf approved by the voters, a number of these

measures could directly affect the Legislature's budget plans. Some would improve the budget

situation, even as others could reverse budget-balancing decisions. Historically, the state budget

has not assumed the passage of voter initiatives at upcoming elections, but the Legislature may

wish to have contingency plans in place depending on the outcome for several November ballot

measures. While we are still reviewing the measures for our analyses in the November 2010 bal-

lot pamphlet, we highlight some of the key measures with budget implications below.

Two Proposed lnitiatives Potentially Could Reverse Budget Decisions. A measure designed

to protect local government revenues would apply its provisions to all legislative actions taken

after October 2O,2O09. As such, it might affect several major budget solutions provided in the

gas tax swap package (Chapters 11 and 12, Statutes of 200910 Eighth Extraordinary Session

TABXB 6 and ABXB 9, Committee on Budgetl) and the Covernor's May Revision proposals.

These solutions total about $1.8 billion in General Fund relief in the current and budget years

combined. The solutions include using revenues from fuel taxes to pay transportation debt
service and to provide loans to the Ceneral Fund-uses that generally would not be permitted

under the measure. The initiative also would limit the state's authority to increase redevelop-

ment payments to schools (beyond the $350 million required in 2010-11 under existing law) or
make other changes in local fínance.

Another measure would amend the Constitution to broaden the definition of a state tax,

local special tax, and state tax increase to include many measures that the Legislature and local

governíng bodies currently may approve by a majority vote. Under the measure, more revenue

measures would require approval by a two-thirds vote of the Legislature or two-thirds of the lo-
cal electorate. By expanding the scope of what is considered a tax or a tax increase, the mea-

sure would make it more difficult for the state to enact a broad range of measures that generate

revenues or modify existing taxes. The measure specífies that any state legislation enacted after

January 1,2010, that is inconsistent with its provisions would become inoperative 12 months

after the state's voters approve the initiative, unless the Legislature reenacts the legislation in

compliance with the initiative's provisions. (As such, any implications of the measure on en-

acted measures would not be felt until 20"11-12.)

Other lnitiatives Would Raise General Fund Resources. On the other hand, several pro-
posed measures would improve the state's fiscal condition by adding additional revenues. One

measure would reverse recent budget actions that lower corporate tax revenues. lf passed, the

measure would increase corporate tax receipts by hundreds of millions of dollars in 201011,
growing in subsequent years. ln addition, a measure to impose a vehicle surcharge would allow
a reduction in costs to operate state parks, and a measure to legalize marijuana-related activi-
ties could increase state tax revenues.

20
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Reiect Eliminqtion of CqIWORKs cnd
Ghild Core

The Covernor's May Revision proposes to

eliminate the CaIWORKs program effective

October 1,2O1O, and state-funded child care

programs effective )uly 1,2010. Combined with
savings assumed in January, these proposals

would reduce Ceneral Fund spending by over

$2.5 billion. These programs are core pieces of
the state's safety neÇ and we therefore recom-

mend that the Legislature reject these proposals.

Core Programsfor Súafe's Neediest Fami-

/ies. Since the 1930s, CalWORKs, or its federally

authorized predecessor program, has provided

low-income families with children with cash

assistance to meet their basic needs. Following

enactment of the 1996 federal welfare reform leg-

islation, the program added a substantial welfare-

to-work component, whereby able-bodied adult

recipients were provided with child care and/

or other training and services so that they could

enter the labor force. The cash grants, in combi-

nation with food stamp benefits, provide families

with enough support to stay out of deep poverty
(which is defined as 50 percent of the federal

poverty level). Similarly, subsidized child care

helps current and former CaIWORKs recipients as

well as other low-income families maintain em-

ployment serving as an important complement

to adults' efforts to obtain and keep jobs. Because

existing eligibility criteria restricts services to

families earning less than 75 percent of the state

median income, the child care program helps

some of the neediest families in California.

Both Programs Provide Access to Large

Federal Funding. By eliminating CaIWORKs and

child care, the state would be foregoing major

amounts of federal funding. ln CalWORKs, the

state would forego the annual $3.7 billion federal

LEGISLATIVE ANALYST'S OFFICE

Temporary Assistance to Needy Families (TANF)

block grant. Moreover, California would forego

hundreds of millions of dollars in Emergency

Contingency Funds (ECF) authorized by the 2009

federal stimulus package. (The ECF provides

B0 percent federal financial participation in costs

for cash Brants, nonrecurring short-term assis-

tance, and subsidized employment which exceed

their corresponding costs in 2OO7.) Although the

ECF is scheduled to expire on September 30,

2010, both the President's budget and the Cover-

nor's budget assume it will be extended for one

more year.

Despite the elimination of all state child care

funding, the Covernor assumes the state would
continue to receive all anticipated federal fund-

ing for child care and could thereby continue to

offer care to a small subset of currently served

children. (Federal child care funds total about

$660 million in 201011, including $SSO m¡l-

lion in ongoing federal block grant funds and

$110 million in one-time stimulus funds.) lt is

unclear, however, if California could continue to

receive the same level of federal funding given

the absence of state funding. While California

might be able to use state funding for preschool

and applicable local funds to help meet some

federal match requirements, the state could lose

at least some federal funding.

Proposal Would Såift Costs to Counties

and Elsewhere. Counties are responsible under

state law for providing cash assistance to families

who are both unable to support themselves and

ineligible for other state and federal programs.

The elimination of CaIWORKs would make most

low-income families eligible for county general

assistance (CA) programs, potentially resulting

in county costs exceeding $1 billion annually.

It is not clear how counties would pay for this

AN LAO REPORT
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obligation-particularly in the context of the

recession's hit on counties' own revenues and

the Governor's other proposals that would be

financially detrimental to counties. Counties have

no such obligation to provide welfare-to-work

services and child care. Absent these services,

however, it will be difficult for many families

to become self-sufficient and exit county CA
proSrams.

The administration's proposal would also

result in some eligibility determination costs

being shifted from CaIWORKs to Medi-Cal. The

budget plan does not take this into account.

We estimate these state costs to be roughly

$200 million annually.

Programs Can Still Contribute Savings.

While we recommend rejecting the complete

elimination of these programs, we believe that

the state can generate substantial Ceneral Fund

savings in these two program areas. For example,

the state could make targeted child care reduc-

tions while still providing subsidized care to the
needíest families. Most notably, as outlined ín
our February report, The 2Ol0-11 Budget: Propo-

sition 98 and K-12 Education, the state could

reduce eligibility ceilings and provider reimburse-

ment rates. While this would achieve notably less

savings than completely eliminating subsidized

child care, targeted reductions would allow the

state to preserve services for the lowest income

families. Moreover, by applying the same eligibil-
ity reforms across all child care programs, the

state could address some existing inconsistencies

between the state's CaIWORKs and non-Cal-

WORKs child care programs. (Currently, former

CaIWORKs recipients who begin to earn more

can continue to receive child care services even

as children from lower income families linger on

waiting lists.)

Civen the 80 percent federal funding stream

which is likely to exist through October 2011,

we believe there is limited Ceneral Fund benefit
from making substantial CaIWORKs reductions

during 2010-11. However, once the ECF expires,

all savings from CaIWORKs reductions accrue

to the state General Fund with no loss of federal

funds (because the block grant is fixed). Accord-

ingly, given our projections of ongoing deficits,

the Legislature may need to make substantial

reductions in CaIWORKs in 201112.

Alternqlive Proposols Would
Help Preserve Core Progroms

Throughout the spring, our office has pro-

vided alternative spending reduction proposals

to the Legislature. (Our web site-www.lao.
ca.gov-contains an online list of our updated

2010-11 budget findings and recommenda-

tions, as well as our published reports.) ln many

areas/ our alternatives reduce program spending

by a lesser amount than the Covernor in order

to preserve services for those most in need. ln

some areas of the budget, we recommend that

the Legislature adopt more savings than imposed

by the Covernor. ln particular, we believe the

Legislature should achieve substantially more

savings from the universities, trial courts, and

public safety local assistance programs. These

spending reductions-in conjunction with other

budget actions-could facilitate maintenance of
the state's core programs.

More Revenues Could Ameliorate the Most
Seyere Cut Proposals. The Covernor presents

Californians with a clear vision of the types of
severe program reductions that are necessary if
the budget were balanced without some addi-

tional revenue increases this year. Alternatively,

some of the most severe cuts proposed by the

LEGISLATIVE ANALYST'S OFFICE22
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Governor could be avoided by adopting selected

revenue increases-from fee increases and other

nontax revenues/ changes to tax expenditure

programs, delays in previously scheduled tax re-

ductions or expirations, and targeted tax increas-

es. We urge the Legislature to put these types of

solutions in the mix.

We have previously presented the Legislature

with a menu of revenue options to consider from

the following categories:

Reductions or Expirations. ln its Janu-

ary trigger proposals (withdrawn as part

of the May Revisíon), the administration

suggested delaying the implementation

of recent tax changes (such as the op-

tional single sales factor) by one year.

We recommend the Legislature consider

delaying these provisions for two years

in recognition of the 2010-1"1 budget

challenges, as well as the loss of nearly

$10 billion in other temporary taxes in

2011-12.

Tax expenditures are credits, exemptions,

and deductions intended to produce a

particular policy benefit through the tax

code. Yet, some of these programs have

failed to prove their effectiveness-such

as enterprise zones-and others result in

a disparate treatment of income. As with

programs on the spending side of the bud-

gef we recommend that the Legislature

eliminate those lower prioriÇ programs in

order to preserve more critical ones.

efit the Ceneral Fund and make sense

from a policy perspective. For example,

we have proposed the establishment of

a wildland fire protection fee-an al-

ternative to the Covernor's emergency

response initiative proposal-that would

place a charge on owners of structures

in areas where the state has responsibil-

ity for wildland fire management. We

also have recommended community

college fee increases, which would not

affect financially needy students (because

they are eligible to receive full fee waiv-

ers) and would be fully offset for most

middle-income students (who quality for

federal tax credits).

we have suggestod the Legislature could

consider targeted tax rate increases.

Civen the fragile state of the economy

and the level of these taxes relative to

other states, we discourage increasing

the state's broad-based big three taxes

(personal income, sales and use, and

corporation taxes) above their current

levels. We have, however, suggested

two proposals that would raise other tax

rates while adhering to sound tax policy

principles. First, many economists believe

that taxes on alcohol do not fully com-

pensate for the societal costs associated

with drinking. Since alcohol tax rates

have not been updated for inflation since

1991, such an adjustment could produce

over $200 million of Ceneral Fund ben-

efit. ln addition, we suggest permanently

aligning the VLF-currently increased

temporarily under provisions of the Feb-

ruary 2009 budget package-with local
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property tax rates, as it represents a tax

on property.

Think Now About the Longer Term

The last decade has provided some of the

state's most challenging budget situations-includ-
ing last year's plan addressing roughly 960 billion
in solutions. Yet this year's budget situation may

prove to be the most difficult in recent memory.

All of the major options available to the Legislature

to close the budget gap will be difficult. The two
basic avenues to balancing this budget-sharply
lower spending in some programs and higher

revenues-each result in negative consequences

for the economy, jobs, and the Californians most

directly affected. While much of the budget pro-

cess will focus on how to minimize the damage

to taxpayers and program service levels, we urge

elected leaders to use this crisis to better prepare

the state's budget and its government to cope with
future economic downturns. By thinking now

about the longer term, the Legislature and the

Covernor can help bring the long-term structural

deficit down. Among the actions that policy mak-

ers could consider this year are:

with others, we have proposed improved

mechanisms for setting aside unexpected

budget surpluses to build a stronger state

rainy day fund.

has proposed to give local governments

responsibility and funding for criminal
justice programs that they can better

administer. Our office, legislative lead-

ers, and others have suggested additional

shifts. For instance, the state-local rela-

tionship for the provision of some health

and social services should be reconsid-

ered, particularly within the context of
federal health care reform.

Structural Deficit. With a continuing

structural deficit, the state needs to adopt

actions that may require implementa-

tion time but can save money later. For

example, we recommend the state take

actions now relating to kindergarten and

after school programs that could achieve

more than $900 million in savings in

2011 -12. Similarly, sharply increasing

pension and retiree health costs should

prompt consideratíon of major changes

in these benefits for future state and local

hires, which would save billions in future

decades.

Taking steps in these areas now would signifi-

cantly improve the state's future prospects.

LAO Publicotions

The Legislotive Anolyst's Office (LAO) is o nonportison office which provides fiscol ond policy informotion ond
odvice lo lhe Legislolure.

To request publicolions coll (9'ló) 445-4656. This report ond others, os well os on E-moil subscriplion sewice,
ore ovoiloble on lhe LAO's lnlernel sile ol www.loo.co.gov. The LAO is locoled ol 925 L Slreet, Suite 1000,
Socromenlo, CA 95814.
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ATTACHMENT C

ST'MMARY OF SELECTED PENDING

STATE LEGISLATIVE MEAST]RES

ACA 4 (Blumentíeld) Locøl governmentJinancing: voter approval

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 l%olimit for a rate imposed by a city, county, city and

county, or special district, as defined, to service bonded indebtedness incurred to fund specified

public improvements and facilities, or buildings used primarily to provide sheriff, police, or fire
protection services, that is approved by 55% of the voters of the city, county, cþ and county, or

special district, as applicable. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

Recommendation : S upport.

AB 710 (Skinner) Locøl plønning: ínJill and transit-oríented development

The Planning and Zorunglaw requires specified regional transportation planning agencies to

prepare and adopt a regional transportation plan directed at achieving a coordinated and balanced

regional transportation system, and requires the regional transportation plan to include, among

other things, a sustainable communities strategy, for the purpose of using local planning to

reduce greenhouse gas emissions. This bill would state the findings and declarations of the

Legislature with respect to parking requirements and infrll and transit-oriented development, and

would state the intent of the Legislature to reduce unnecessary govemment regulation and to

reduce the cost of development by eliminating excessive minimum parking requirements for

infrll and transit-oriented development. This bill contains other related provisions and other

existing laws.

Recommendation : Support.

555 County Center, 51h Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Pnour: 650.599.1406 Fnx: 650.361.8227
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SB 517 (Lowenthøl) High-Speed Raíl Authorìþ.

Existing law creates the High-Speed Rail Authority in state govemment with specified powers

and duties relative to development and implementation of a high-speed train system. The

authority is composed of 9 members, including 5 members appointed by the Governor. This bill
would place the High-Speed Rail Authority within the Business, Transportation and Housing
Agency. The bill would provide for the Secretary of Business, Transportation and Housing to
serve on the authority as a nonvoting, ex officio member. The bill would require the secretary to
propose an annual budget for the authority upon consultation with the authority. The bill would
require the members of the authority appointed by the Governor to be appointed with the advice

and consent of the Senate. The bill would provide for the members that are appointed to have

specified background or experience, as specified. This bill contains other related provisions and

other existing laws.

Recommendation : Ílat c h.

SB 582 @mmerson) Commute benelït policies.

Existing law requires transportation planning agencies to undertake various transportation
planning activities, including preparation of a regional transportation plan. Existing law requires

transportation planning agencies that are designated under federal law as metropolitan planning

orgarrjza{rons to include a sustainable communities strategy as part of the regional transportation

plan for their region. Existing law creates air quality management districts and air pollution
control districts with various responsibilities relative to reduction of air pollution. This bill,
beginning on January 1,2013, subject to certain exceptions, would authorize a metropolitan
planning organization jointþ with the local air quality management district or air pollution
control district to adopt a commute benefit ordinance that rêquires covered employers operating

within the common area of the orgarization and district with a specified number of covered

employees to offer those employees certain commute benefits. The bill would require that the

ordinance specify certain matters, including any consequences for noncompliance, and would
impose a specified reporting requirement. The bill would impose a requirement for all
metropolitan planning organizations within the region served by a specified air district to jointly
elect to adopt the ordinance together with the district. The bill would exclude from its provisions

an air district with a trip reduction regulation initially adopted prior to the 1990 Federal Clean

Air Act Amendments as long as it continues to have a regulation that allows trip reduction as a

method of compliance. The bill would make its provisions inoperative on January 1,2017.
555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA?4O63 Pnoxe: 650.599.1406 Fpx. 650.361.8227
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Recommendation: Watch.

AB 441 (Monning) Støte plønnìng.

Existing law requires certain transportation planning activities by the Department of
Transportation and by designated regional transportation planning agencies, including

development of a regional transportation plan. Existing law authorizes the California

Transportation Commission, in cooperation with regional agencies, to prescribe study areas for

analysis and evaluation and guidelines for the preparation of a regional transportation plan. This

bill would require that commission to include health issues, as specified, in the guidelines

promulgated by the commission for the preparation of regional transportation plans. This bill
contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

Recommendation: Watch.

555 County Center, 5th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Ptroxs:650.599.1406 Ftx: 650.361.822'1
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: June 9, 2011

TO: C/CAGBoard ofDirectors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 11-30 approving the C/CAG 2011-72 Program
Budget and Fees

(For further information or response to question's, contact Richard Napier at 650 599-1420)

Recommendation:

Review and approval of Resolution 11-30 approving the C/CAG 20lI-12 Program Budget and Fees in
accordance with the staff recommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

In accordance with the proposed C/CAG 20ll-12 Program Budget.

Revenue Sources:

Funding sources for C/CAG include member assessments, cost reimbursement from partners, local sales

tax Measure A, private and public grants, regional - State - Federal transportation and other funds,

Department of Motor Vehicle fees, State - Federal earmarks, and interest.

B ackgro u n d/Dis cuss ion :

' Staffhas developed the C/CAG Program Budget for 2071-12. Refer to the following:
o Attachment A: Budget Executive Summary. The complete detailed Budget will be provided

in a separate attachment for reference.
o Attachment B. Member Assessments. The Member Assessments remain the same as in FY
10-11 in recognition of the difücult budget climate for the cities and the County.
. Attachment C: A graphical presentation of the budget
. Attachment D: Resolution 1l-30 adopting the C/CAG 2071-12 Program Budget and Fees

o Attachment E: A comparison of the FY 2010-11 Projection vs. FY 2010-11 Updated
Budget
. Attachment F: Key Budget Definitions/ Acronyms

The C/CAG Budget was introduced at the 5ll2ll1 Board Meeting and is recommended for approval at

rhe 619111 Board Meeting.

C lCAG 20ll-12 Program Budget Assumptions :

Revenue Assumptions ITEM6.2
1- General Fund/ Administrative - Member Assessments - Same as last year due to budget issues
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with the cities and County.
2- IIFY 10-11 negotiated funding for the Airporl Land-Use Commission (ALUC) of $100,000

from San Francisco International Airport and $20,000 from the County of San Mateo. Must
continue to pursue ongoing funding for ALUC.

3- Congestion Management - Member Assessments - Same as last year due to financial issues with
the cities and County.

4- Smart Corridor - Assumed $2,400,000 in STIP, $700,000 in TLSP, and $3,000,000 of Measure

A funds all of which flows through CiCAG Budget. This is for the construction of the local
portion of the Smart Corridor Project.

5- Included increased negotiated level of funding of $903,000 for planning from the Metropolitan

Transportation Commission (MTC) and $460,000 from the State Transportation Improvement

Program (STIP).
6- Transportation Authorþ (TA) cost reimbursement funding is included in the FY 11-12 Budget.

7- San Mateo Congestion Relief Program assumes $200,000 in funding for climate action planning.

This includes cost for climate action partnerships to assist the cities and County as was done in
the 2010-2011 C/CAG budget.

8- Includes revenue from AB 1546 of $2,600,000 and Measure M of $6,700,000.

Expenditures Assumptions
9- Smart Corridor - Beginning construction phase of the Smart Corridor in FY 11-12 will

significantþ increase expenditures.
10- Congestion Management - Modeling - Funding for VTA as the primary C/CAG modeler.

1l-2020 Gateway - Phase 2 consists of the following:
Implementation Proj ect Match of $ I 00, 000 for'Willow-University proj ect.

12- San Mateo Energy Watch - Local Government Partnership - $220K pass through to County.

Receive $220K in cost reimbursement from PG&E, so there is no net cost to C/CAG. Also
includes $239,000 for Climate Action Planning.

13- San Mateo Smart Corridor Program.- Assumes construction of the Smart Corridor project
($6,996,000).

I4-NPDES - Programmed projected cost for the new Municþal Regional Permit for FY 11-12.

Will use Measure M funds as necessary to address the $500-750K per year ongoing funding

structural deficit.
15-DMV Fee - Transfer out $400,000 to the Smart Corridor fund and $344,490 to the NPDES

tund.
16- Measure M - Will pay back $550,000 to AB 1546 Fund for the cost of the election.

17- Allfunds except the LGP Energy Watch and Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund will
proportionately share the cost of financial, legal, office space and miscellaneous fixed support

cost.
18- TFCA - Programmed Projects are l00Yo reimbursed in the current and budget year. Due to

lower revenues received than programmed, may have a larger commitment than revenues. Will
adjust the final payments to the programmed projects such that they stay within the funds

available.
19- For FY 10-11 and FY 11.-12 it is assumed that all the allocations to each agency will be made

from the DMV Fee (AB 1546 and Measure M) Program.
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C/CAG 2011-12 Program Budget Overview:

Fund Balance:
Beginning - There is a 14.1olo increase of 51,267,681 of which $1,289,119 is due to:

o the DMV Fee Program inc¡ease of $25 8, 105 .

o the Congestion Management and San Mateo Congestion Relief net increase of $198,508.
o the Smart Corridor increase of $604,535.
o NPDES Programincrease of $227,971.

Ending - There is a l0.33Yo decrease ($1,060,064,824) of which $1,030,570 is due to the decrease in

fund balance for the Transportation Programs (5629,704), Smart Conidor ($546,000), NPDES
($155,816) and the DMV Fee Program (-$300,950). This is due to the implementation of the

countywide projects and Smart Corridor project implementation.

Revenues:
Total - Revenues increased lI\yo. The Revenue increase of $12,486,653 of which $11,810,075 is due

to: $5,085,075 increase in State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds for the Smart

Corridor Project and $6,725,000 from the new Measure M revenue.

PPM-STIP - There is a2353Yo increase ($1,685,075) of which $2,400,000 is due to the State

Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds for the Smart Corridor.

TA Cost Share - Increased 120.29% or $3,073,320 due to $3,000,000 cash advance for the Smart

Corridor Project to address cash flow for the project.
Interest - Assumes nominal interest rate.

Expenditures:
Total - There is a744.4Yo increase ($14,564,398) of which $ 13,864,098 is due to:

. An increase in the Transportation Programs project implementation ($355,735)

. Measure M distributions of 84,77 5,673

. The San Mateo Congestion Relief Program increased project implementation ($898,080) for the

Smart Corridor project
o The Smart Corridor.Project ($6,285,610)
. DMV Fee Countywide Programs ($1,549,000).

Professional Services - There is a ll.5%o increase (8216,927) due to increase in staff due to fuIl time

NPDES program manager .

Consulting Services - There is a267o/o increase ($8,869,571) of which 98,223,537 is due to:
o The Transportation Programs ($197,064) increased project implementation including

transportation model update
o The SanMateo CongestionRelief Program($1,172,000) dueto CountywideProgram

implementation.
o Smart Corridor project implementation ($6,309,000)
o DMV Fee Program ($545,473) project implementation.

Distributions - There is a 136.54Yo of 55,538,000 of which 55,728,200 is due to:
. MeasureM ($4,228,200)
o DMV Fee ($1,500,000)

Reserve Balance: Increased Reserves by 66.47%o ($250,000) to $626,112. This yields an average

reserve of 22Yo of the operating cost ($2,841,475). Not necessary to establish a reserve for LGP

Energy Watch, TFCA, and AVA.
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C/CAG 2010-11 Program Budget Issues:

The C/CAG FY 11-12 Budget is conservative and balanced. Staffwill need to do the following.
o Continue to develop sources of revenue to fund the Airport Land Use Commission activities.
o Manage for cash flow the implementation of the Smart Corridor Project which will cause a

significant increase in expenditures.
. Reduce the large ending balance (5I,525,295) of the San Mateo Congestion Relief Program and

the DMV Fee Program (54,653,379).
¡ Address the AVA balance of $563,523 by distributing the funds or returning it to the state.

C/CAG - Member Fees Highly Leveraged and Cost Savings:

The Member Assessments for FY I 1-12 remains the same as in FY 10-1 1. 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 11-12 Revenue is leveraged 10.67 to
1. Including the funds that CiCAG controls, such as State and Federal Transportation funds, increases

the leverage to 20.96to l.

Through the C/CAG functions revenues are provided to member agencies that exceed the Member
Assessments or fees. Furthermore it would be more costþ 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 Finance Committee met on 5ll2ll1 and provided comments on the detailed Budget.
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) met on 5ll9ll1 on the C/CAG Budget. All Committees
recommend approval of the budget as presented.

Attachments:

Attachment A - CitylCounty Association of Governments 2011-12 Program Budget Executive
Summary
Attachment B - Member Assessments FY 11-12
Attachment C - Graphical Representation of C/CAG Budget
Attachment D - Resolution 11-30 adopting the C/CAG 2017-12 Program Budget and Fees

Attachment E - FY 2010 - I 1 Projection vs. FY 2010 - 11 Updated Budget
Attachment F - Key Budget Definitions/ Acronymns

Alternatives:

1- Review and approval of Resolution 11-30 approving the C/CAG 2011-12 Program Budget and

Fees in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

2- Review and approval of Resolution 11-30 approving the CiCAG 2011-12 Program Budget and

Fees in accordance with the staffrecommendation with modifications.

3- No action.
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ATTACHMENT A

CitylCounty Association of Governments 201L-I2Program Budget Executive Summary

(Detailed Budget Provided Separateþ)
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|06101l11

BALANCE

'PROJEGTED

Cost Reimbursements-SFIA
'MTC/ Federal
:Grants
;DMV Fee
iNPDES Fee

:Assessment
:TLSP

Total Revenues

PROJECTED
EXPENDITURES

Administretion

Prof. Dues &
Conferences &

Publications
Distributions

Total

iTRANSFERS
'Transfers ln
Transfers Out
Administrative Allocation
iTotal Transfers

TRANSFER TO RESERVES

;ENDING FUND BALANCE

0 00%

0 00o/o

0 00%
25 59o/o

0 00o/o

14.09%

62.54o/o

0.00%
46.320/.

159.95%
0.85%

720 29o/o

143 42o/o

133.330/"

109 960/o ,

67.58o/o

11.50%
266.97o/o
41.370/0'

7.92o/o

38.37o/o
54 83%

-39 98o/o

136.54olo ,

144.37%

19.63%
19.63%

0.00%

-163.90%

0.007o

-'t0.33%

45 40o/o

0 00%

NET INCREASE

BALANCE

-L99-

66.47o/o



-200-



AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
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CITY/ COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF
sAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)

FACT SHEET . FY 2OII-I2

Description: Joint Powers Authority of the 20 Cities and the County in San Mateo County. Functions as the Congestion
Management Agency for San l\4ateo County including progamming State and Federal discretionary funds. Also acts as the
Local Task Force for Solid Waste Management, Airport Land Use Commissior¡ Water Pollution Prevention Program and

Transportation Fund for Clean Air manager. Facilitates long range plarming to link land use and tranqportation,

X'ull fime Equivalent @TE): FY 10-ll 8.5 F"IE FY 11-12 9.0 FTE
No change NPDES Program Manager went from part time to firll time

Maj or Budget Assumptions :

Assumptions include: 1- No change in member assessment, 2- For NPDES budget assumed the new Municlpal Regional
Permit 1evel and partially fi:nded ($344,490) by DMV Fee Program, 3-Smart Corridor Implementation including
$6,100,000 in tanqportation funds flows tlrough the C/CAG budget, 4- San Mateo County Energy Watch ($303,500), 5-

Climate action plarming frrnding ($200,000) is provided from the San Mateo Congestion Relief Program, and Measure M
funding of $6,700,000.

C/CAGBudget:

Begiming Balance:
Resewes:
TotalRwenues:
Total Sources ofFunds:
Total Expenditures:
Transferto Resewes:
TotalUse of Funds:
Ending Frmd Balance:
Reserve Fund Balance:

Resewes are not included in Total Sources of Funds.

Capital:

O¡rerating:

Consulting - $12,191,853 Distributions - $9,594,200

s2,866,47s

Major Programs/ X'unds:

General Fund
Transpofation Fund

FY 10-11 FY 11-12 Change PerCent
Projection Budget
$ 8,997,830 $10,265,511 $ 7,267,681 l4.09yo
s376,rr2 9376,tt2 $ O 0%
$11,355,811 523,842,464 $12,486,653 109.96%
$20.353.641 s34.10',1-97s sr3-154.334 6',7.s8%

$10,088,130 s24,652,528 $14,564,398 14437yo
$ o $ 2s0,000 $2s0,000 N/A
$10.088.130 fi24.902.528 $14.814.398 r46.8syo
$10,265,511 $ 9,205,447 ($1,060,064) -10.33%
s 376,112 g 626)12 $ 250,000 66.5%

Tot¿l - $21,786,053

C/CAG Budget Over.siew:
Revenues increased ll0o/oarrdExpenditmes increased 144.4yo. The Revenue increase of $12,486,653 of which
$11,810,075 is due primarily to the $5,085,075 increase in State Transpofation Improvement Program (STIP) funds for tlrc
Sma¡t Corridor Project and$6,725,000 fromnew Measure Mrevenue. The Expenditures increase of $14,564,398 of which
$13,864,098 is a due to tlre project implementation ($6,285,610) for the Smart Corridor project, an increase in
Transportation Programs of $355,735, new Measure M local distributions of 64,'7'75,6'73, San Mateo Congestion Relief
increase of $898,080 due to Sma¡t Corridor Project support and climate actiorl and DMV Fee Program implementation cost

of $1,549,000 Ending Fund Balance decreased l033yo or by $1,060,064. The Reserve Fund Balance between FY 10-1f
and FY 11-12 increasedby $250,000 to $626,112 whichis 22Vo of tllre operating cost.

San Mateo Congestion Relief
Program $1,936,198 $ 2,175,000 S 2,322,000 fi 263,903
Sanlvfateo Smart Corridor $ 563,768 $ 6,100,000 $ 6,996,000 ($350,000)

LGP Energy Watch $ 5,503 $ 303,500 $ 459,000 ($175,874)

TFCA S 2,102 $1,006,000 $1,004,000 $ 3,517

NPDES $1,578,445 $ 1,688,533 $ 2,182,578 ($338,229)

AVA $602,023 $ 661,500 $ 700,000

DMVFees $5,149,022 $ 9,350,000 $ 8,197,200 $ 751,850

C/CAG - Total $10.266.511 $23.842.464 $24.6s2.528 $ 0

Balance Revenues Expenditures Transfers Balance
Beginning Ending
$ 13,975 $ 352,024 $ 520,500 ($158,626) s 4,126

fi 474,4'75 $ 2,205,907 g 2,2',77,250 $ 153,458 $ 195,673

sr,525,295
$ 17,768

s 2s,8'7',7

$ s8s
$r,422,629
s 563,523

s5,449,972
s9.20s.44'.7
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San Mateo Congestion Relief Program $ 1,525,295

San Mateo Smart Corridor Program $17,768

Undesipated Balance:

Major Programs/ X'unds:

General Fund

Transportation Fund

LGP EnergyWatch
TFCA
NPDES

AVA
DMVFees
C/CAG-Total

Balance

Ending

s 4,126

$195,673

$25,877

$s8s

sL,422,629

$563,523

$5,449,9',72

99,20s,447

Designated

Expense

$o

$1s0,000
$823,000

$17,768

s2s,8'7'7

$s85

$1,000,000

$180,000

$3,500,000

s5,697,230

Designated

Revenue

$o

$o

$100,000

$o

$o

$o

$o

$o

$o

$100,000

Designated

Net
-$o

-$150,000
-$723,000

-9r7,'768

-s25,877

-$s8s

-$1,000,000

-$180,000

-$3,500,000

-gs,s97,230

Undesignated

Balance

54,L26

fi45,6'73

$802,295

$o

$o

$o

s422,629

$383,523

fir,949,9',72

s3,608,217

C/CAG NORMALTZED F'IVE YEAR HISTORICAI REVIEW :

FY 06-07 Thru tr'Y 10-11
(Normalized to 2006)

$ 1 2,000,000

s1 0,000,000

$8,000,000

$6,000,000

$4,000,000

$2.000,000

$0

,f.--.--¡
I ,/ -Ë---{

0&07 07-08 08-09 0$10 10-11

X'Y 11-12 Thru F'Y 15-16
(Normalized to 2011)

$30,000,000

$25,000,000

$20,000,000

$1 5,0O0,000

$10,000,000

$5,ooo,ooo

$0

\*=

-.Þ-

11-12 12-13 13-14 1+15 1$16

X'Y 06-07 Thru FY 10-11.
(Normalized to 2006)

FY 11-12 Thru FY 15-16
(Normalized to 2011)

$l 0,000,000

$9,000,000
$8,000,000

$7,000.000

$6,000,000
$s,000,000

$4,000.000

$3,000,000

$2,000,000
$1,t00,000

$o
11-12 12-13 13-14 14-15 15-1ô

fssues: l- Need to continue to get firnding for the Airport Land Use Commission activities.
2- New NPDES Storm-water Permit will significantly increase the cost of the program although budget balanced

tlrough FY 13-14. Measure M should address the $750,000 per yeff deficit. Must pursue additional revenue.

3- Implementation of the Smart Corridor Project will cause a sigrrìfrcant increase in ex¡renditures that requires tlte

cashflow to be managed.
4- Staffneeds to reduce the large balance (fi4,653,379) of the DMV Fee Program'
5- Ending Balance will drop signifrcantly due to project cash flow, however, it should not be seen as a problem.

6- Need to program or returntlre AVAbalance of $563,523.

Reserves: Have resen¡es of $626,112 out of an Operating Budget of $2,866,47 5 or 22o/o. Howeve¡; the Undesignated

Balance of S3 ,827 ,47 5 provides funding capacity for unexpected issues or cost growth in progrzms. This will cover 1.9

years of the CiCAG fixed labor cost ($1,950,000).

$1 0.000,000

$9,000,000

s8,000,000

$7,000,000

s6,000,000

$5,000,000

$4.000,000

s3.000,000

s2,000,000

s1,000,000

s0

.,
,À- -f/\+/

./

t l=-----H
06.07 07-08 08-09 09-10 f0-11
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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF' GOVER}IMENTS
2OII-I2 PROGRAMBUDGET
JULY l,20t1. - JIIIYE 30,2012

(byflmd)

ADMII\ISTRATIVE PROGRAM - GE¡[ERAL F'I]NI)

Pnocn¿,u DEscRrPTroN: The General Fund finances the administrative functions of C/CAG. The Arport Land Use Commission and
Waste Management Programs are also included, The FY 11-12 member assessment is the same as for FY 10-11.

Issues: The FY 11-12 Budget assumes fhat all the Funds except for the AVA Program and Sma¡t Cor¡idor will share proportionally some
administrative costs. As a result of this C/CAG policy the General Frurd is in a balanced position. Need to get continued firnding
($100,000) from San Francisco International Airport and ($20,000) from County of San Mateo for Airport Land Use Commission
functions.

Reserves: Importantto have adequate reseryes

ESTIMATED BEGII\¡IING BAI"ANCE

RESERVE BALA}ICE

PROJECTED REVENUES

Interest Income
Member Assessments (General Fund)
Miscellaneous/ SFIA
Grants

TOTAL PROJECTED REVENUES

TOTÄL SOURCES OÌ'FUNDS

PROPOSED EXPEI\DITURES
Administrative S ervice s

Professional Services
Consulting Services
Supplies'
Professional Dues & Memberships
Conferences & Meetings
Printing and Postage

Publications
Miscellaneous
BankFee
Audit Serwices

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

TR,{NSF'ERS

IYET CIIANGE

TRANSF'ERTO RESERVES

TOTALUSE OF'X'UNDS

Currentlevelof$43,346isminimal. Wouldliketomaintainatleastl5%inthefirture.

$13,975

s43,346

$2,000
$2s0,024

$0

$100,000

s3s2.024 s3s2,024

$365,999

$117,000
$2ss,000

$30,000
s71,000

$1,7s0
s8,000

s20,250
$4,000
$2,500
$2,000
$9,000

$s20,s00

($1s8,626)

($e,8so)

$o

$361,874

$s2s,000

($1s8,626)

EI\DrNG FIIND BALANCE (6t3on2)

RESERVE FI]IV) BALANCE

tlncludes offrco leaso and oporating ex¡lenses.

Note: Begirming/ Ending Rosorve Fund Balanc.e is not included in Beginning/ Ending Fund Balance

-20s-
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CITY/COI]NTY ASSOCIATION OF' GOVERNMEI{TS
2OII-I2 PROGRÂM BUDGET
JULY t,20lt - JII¡IE 30,2012

(bytund)

TRÄNSPORTATION PROGRAMS F'I]NI)
Pnocnlu DEscRrPTroN: Transportation Programs includes Congestion Management Program, Countywide Transportation plan, MTC
Transpofation Plus Land-use, Ride-share, Bikeways and Pedestrian Advisory Committee @Þ,qc) and TDA Frurd M-anagemen! the
Peninsula 2020 Corridor study, and the 2020 Corrido¡ Phase 2 implementation of Willod University ITS improvementsl

Issues: TheFYll-l2memberassessmentisthesameasforFYl0-11. CoordinatedtheC/CAGbudgetwiththeTransportationAuthority
Budget for consistency. Assumed no firnding beyond the negotiated level of firnding for planning from the Metropolitan iransportation
commission (lvfrc) and the state Transportation knprovement program for Fy rl-r2.

Reserves: Transferred $50,000 to reserves. The reserve barance is $1g1,g63.
ESTIMATED BEGII\IIING BALANCE

RESERVE BALANCE

PROJECTED REVENUES

s4r4,475

s13 1,863

Interest Earnings
Membe¡ Contribution (CMP 111)
Miscellaneous
Federal Frurding - MTC
PPM-STIP
Grants/VTA
TA Cost Share

TOTAL PROJE CTED RDVENUES

TOTÄL SOIIRCES OF' F'I]NDS

PROJECTED EXPE¡IDITURES

Administration
Professional Services
Consulting Services
Supplies
Conferences & Meetings
Printing/ Postage
Publications
Distributions
Miscellaneous

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

TRA¡ISF'ERS

¡¡-ET CHANGE

TRA¡ISF'ERTO RESERVES

TOTAL USE OF F'UI\DS

ENDING FUÌ\D BALANCE (6 t30 I t2)

RESERVE F'I]I{D BALA]\CE
Note: Beginning/ Ending Reserve Fund Balance is not
included in Beginning/ Ending Fund Balance.
TA provides funding for potential TA requested studies.

$3,000
$390,907

$0
$973,000
$460,000
$179,000
$200,000

s2,20s,901

$115,000
$1,1s0,000

$920,7s0
$2,000
$3,000
$s,s00
$4,000

$70,000
s1,000

s2,27r,2s0

$103,458

($168,80i)

$s0,000

s2,424,108

s2,20s,907

s2,620,381

s2,nr,2s0

$103,4s8

($168,801)
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CITY/COI]NTY ASSO CIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
2O1I-I2 PROGRAMBUDGET
JULY l,20tl- JIIIYE 30,2012

(by fund)
SA¡I MATEO CONGESTION RELIEF PLA}[ PROGRAM F'UI\D

Pnocnnu DESCRTPTToN: The San Mateo Congestion Relief Plan (SMCRP) goal is to increase
transit ridership ftomíTo Io 20Vo and reduce automobile usage from 94 to 80%. The plan focuses on
the operating efficiency of the transpofation system through shuttles, Transportation Demand
Management hrtelligent Transportation Systems and creating incentives for transportation friendly
land use. C/CAG will work with SamTrans, the Transportation Authority, and the Peninsula
Congestion Relief Alliance to implement this program. New programs include Countywide Housing
Element Update and Energy Local Government Partnership.

Issues:C/CAGandTAstaffcoordinatedtheSamTrans/TAcontributionforFYll-12. Primary
focus has been on local shuttles. Need to reduce the Ending Balance.

Reserves: Established a reserve of $50,000. Not critical to develop a reselve since the projects are
adjusted to fit the funds available.
ESTIMÀTED BEGII\I\INGBALA¡ICE $1,936,198

RESERVE BAI,A¡ICE

PROJECTED REVENUES

Lrterest Earnings $25,000
Member Contribution (Gas Tax - See Attachment B) $i,850,000
Cost Reimbursements
MTC/ Federal Funding $0
Grants $0
TA Q.tote 1) $300,000
PPM-STIP $O

TOTAL PROJECTED REVENUES

TOTAL SOURCES OX' T'UNDS

PROJE CTED EXPE¡IDITURES

$2,17s,000 $2,175,000

$4,1 1 1,198

Administration
Professional Services $20'ooo

$1s0,000
Consulting Services (Studies) 

$i,210,065lTS/ Ramp Metering - $200,000
Countywide TDM - $505,000
ECR Incentive/ CRP - $467,000

Distributions $940,000
Shuttles - $790,000
ECR Incentive Prog¡am - $150,000

Other
Transfer - Climate $2'ooo

$200,000

TOTALEXPENDITURES 
V2,322,OOO

TRANS*'ER. 
$ 2r3,o3. 

$213,903
IYET .HANGE 

($360,903)

TRÄNSFERTO RESERVES 
$s0,000

TOTALUSE OF FIINDS 
$2,s8s,9030

EIIDINGFIIND BÄLANCE (6130t11) $1F25¿9s

RESERVE F'I]ND BÄLANCE $5O,OOO

Note 1 Funcls proposed by TA stafl Budget will be adjusted ifnecessary to refleot final approvecl amount.
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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
2OII-I2 PROGRAM BUDGET
JULY t, 20tt- JUI\E 30, 20L2

(bytund)

SMART CORRIDORPROJECT - SMART CORRIDOR F'I]NI)

Pnocn¡u DEscRrPTroN: Design, conshuotion, and test of the San Mateo Smart Corridor Project (S20-25\Æ).

fssues: Implementation of the Smart Corridor Project will cause a sigrufcant increase in expenditures that requires the cash flow to be
managed.

Reserves: Transferred $50,000 to reserves fo¡ a total reserve of $50,000.

ESTIMATED BEGINI\ING BALANCE

RESERVE B,{LA]|[CE

PROJECTED REVEI\UES

lrte¡est Income
TA Cost Share

PPM - STIP
TLSP

TOTAL PROJE CTED REVENUES

TOTAL SOURCES OX' F'I]NDS

PROPOSED EXPE¡IDITURES
Admlnistrative Servi ces

Professional Services
Consulting Services
Supplies'
Professional Dues & Memberships
Confe¡ences & Meetings
Printing and Postage
Publications
Project Management
Bank Fee

Audit Services
TOTAL EXPENDITURES

TRANSX'ERS

IYET CHANGE

TRANSF'ERTO RESERVES

TOTALUSE OFF'I]NDS

E¡IDING Fr]l\D BALANCE (6 t30 I 12)

RESERVE FI]¡ID BALA¡ICE

tlncludes 
offroe lease and operating experses.

$0
$3,000,000
$2,400,000

$700,000

$6,100,000

$563,768

$6,100,000

s6,663,768

$6,996,000

($4oo,ooo)

$o

$21,000
$12s,000

$6,750,000
$o

$o

$o
$o

$0
$100,000

$o
s0

$6,996,000

($400,000)

($496,000)

$s0,000

$6,646,000

Note: Beginning/ Ending Reserve Fund Balance is not inoluded in Beginning/ Ending Fund Balance

-2LL-
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$s0,000



ccccEggEgE
888888888

888388888cgcEãEgg5¡
EECãECEC

oâ6â

-l

-l
¿

oooâ

cidddcidd
@e966@

ts

ooo

Noo;;ø

-21,2-



CITY/COI]NTY ASSOCIATION OX' GOVER¡IMENTS
2OII-I2 PROGRÁ.M BUDGET
JULY t,20tl- JI^[E 30,2012

(bytund)

LGP EITERGY WATCH F'I]NI)

Issues: C/CAG formed a Local Government Parhrership with PG&E. The objective is to market and provide incentives to implement
energy savings projects. Also includes various climate programs.

Reserves: The reserve balance is $0. Not necessary to have reserves since it is a cost reimbursement program.

ESTIMAITD BE GII\IIING BALANCE

RDSERVE BALANCE

PROJECTED RDVEI\UES

Ìrterest Earnings
Member Contribution (CMP 111)
Miscellaneous
Federal Funding - MTC
PPM-STIP
Grants/VTA
TA Cost Share

TOTAL PROJE CTED REVEI\UES

TOTAL SOIIRCES OF' F'T]NDS

PROJECTED EXPEIIDITURES

Administration
Professional Services
Consulting Services
Supplies
Conferences & Meetings

TOTAL EXPE¡IDITURES

TRANSX'ERS

NET CIIÄNGE

TR.{NSF'ERTO RESERVES

TOTALUSE OX'F'I]NDS

EI\DING X'UND BALANCE (6 t30 I 12)

RESERVE F'I]I\D BALANCE
Note: Beginning/ Ending Reserye Fund Balance is not
included in Beginning/ Ending Fund Balance.
TA provides funding for potential TA requested studies.

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$303,s00
So

$303,500

$8,000
$287,000
$161,000

$o
$3,000

$4s9,000

($17s.874)

s20,37s

$o

s283,126

$5,503

$303,500

$309,003

($17s,874)

$2s,871

s0

$0

s0

-2L3-
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CMY/COUITTY ÄSSOCIATION Otr' GOVER}IMENTS
20 II-I2 PRO GRAM BIID GET
JULY t, 201.t- - JII¡IE 30, 2012

@ytund)

TX'CAPROGR.A.M F'UI\D

Program Description: The BayAreaAir QuatityManagement District @AAQI\IÍD) is charged underAB 434toIevy a surcharge on
motor vehicle registration fees to fllrd projects and programs to reduce air pollution. Tlus provides the revenues for the Transportation
Frurd for Clean Air (TFCA) Program Forf (a0) percent of the ¡evenues generated within San Mateo County are allocated to C/CAG to be
used to frrnd local programs implementing specified fransportation control measures to improve air quality in the San Francisco Bay Area.
Primary focus in San Mateo County is on shuttles and Corurtywide Transportation Demand Management.

Issues: The actual firnds received were less than programmed; therefore, must reduce paynent to project sponsors.

Reserves: Current reserve is $0. Not important to develop a reserve since the projects are adjusted to fit the firnds available.

ESTIMATED BEGI¡INING BALANCE1

RESERVE BALA¡ICE

PROJECTED REVENUES

Interest Earnings
TFCAMotor Vehicle Fee Revenue2

TOTAL PROJECTED REVEI\IUES

TOTAL SOURCES OF' X'UNDS

PROPOSED EXPE¡IDITURES

Adminishation S ervice s

Professional Services
Proj ect Sponsor Reduction
Conferences & Meetings
TFCA Dishibutions (See Attached Details)

TOTAL EXPEI\IDITURES

¡IET CTIANGE

TOTAL TRA¡ISF'ERS

TRÁ.NSF'ERTO RESERVE

TOTA,LUSE OFX'I]I\I)S

EI\DING FIIÌ\D BALANCE (6ts0tl2)

RESERVE I'UI[I) BALANCE

$6,000
$1,000,000

$1,006,000

$8,000
$35,000

$0
$961,000

$1,004,000

($1,s17)

$3,s 17

$0

$1,007.s17

s2,102

$1,006,000

$1,008,102

$1,004,000

$3,s17

$0

$58s

t TFCA Funds a¡e good for two years. Programming issuos, interest and cost reimbrusement result in a balance carried fo¡wa¡d.

2 Estimate fo¡ 2011-12 is $1,000,000 direstto San M¿teo.

3 Beginning/ Ending Reserve Fund Balance is not inoluded in Beginning/ Ending Fund Balance

-215-
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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
2OII.I2 PROGRAM BUDGET
JULY t,20tt _ JUI\IE 30,2012

(bytund)
¡IPDES STORMWATER MÄNAGEMENIT PLAìI PROGRAU TU¡ID
Pnocnau
byfederal/ sed

stormwater
Prevention

Issues : New NPDES storm-water permit will significantly increase the cost
Approximately a $750,000 per year deficit. Must pursue additional ¡evenue.
Proposition 21 8 seriously limits the ability to increase revenue in response to
cost of a Proposition 218 vote and a claim with the commission on riandates.
Reserves: Current reserves are $200,903. Need to try to increase the reserves to llVo ($200-250,000) over next few years.

ESTIMATED BEGII\¡IING BALANCE

RESERVE BALANCE

PROJECTED REVENUES

Lrterest Earnings
Member Contribution
Grants

Miscellaneous
MDES Feel (See Attachment B)

TOTAL PROJECTED REVENUES

TOTÄL SOURCES OF' F'I]I\DS

PROPOSED EXPENDITURES

Administration Services
Professional Services
Consulting Services2
Conferences & Meetings
Professional Dues & Membership
Printing & Postage
Publications
NPDES Distributions
Miscellaneous

TOTAL EXPEI\DITURES

NET CHANGE

TRAI\SF'ERS

TRANSF'ER TO RESERVES

TOTÁ.L USE OF'F'UI\DS

E¡IDING F'I'Ì\I) BALANCE (6 t30 I t2)

RESERVE X'I]I\D BALAI\{CE

$1,578,445

$200,903

$1s,000
$109,000
s129,943
ST24,60I

$1,309,989

$ 1,688.s33

$25,000
$s l,ss9

$1,94s,103
$1,s00

$133,416
$1,s00
$s,000

$20,000
$1,000

s2,r82,s78

($1ss,816)

($338,22e)

$o

sr,844,349

$1,688,533

s3,266,978

$2,182,578

(s338,22e)

jyOnS.fe 2010_l I plus a COLA forthe supplemental fee
-uonsurung County.3Beginning/ 

ded in Beginning/ Endìng Funcl Balance.

-2L7 -

sL,4221629

$200,903
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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMEIYTS
2O1I-I2 PROGRÂMBUDGET
JULY t,20tt- JII|IE 30,2012

(bytund)

ABANDONED VEHICLE ABATEMEIYT SERVICE Á.UTHORITY FUI\D

rssues: Need to program the uncommitted funds which is over $400,000.

Reserves: current reserve is $0. Not important to develop a reserve since the projects are adjusted to frt the funds available.

ESTIMATED BALAI\ICEI

RESERVE BALANCE

PROJECTED REVENUES

Inte¡est Earnings
Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fee Revenues2

TOTAL PROJECTED REVENUES

TOTAL SOURCES OX' F'T]I\DS

PROPOSED EXPENDITURES

Administration S ervices
Professional Services
AVA Dishibutions3 (See Attached Distributions)
Miscellaneous

TOTALEXPEIIDITURES

NET CHANGE

TRANSF'ERTO RESERVES

TOTALUSE OX'I'UNDS

ENDING FI]ND BAr"AtlcEl 6ß0n2)

RESERVE X'I]ND BALANCE

$3,000
$6s8,500

$661,s00

$0

$o
$67s,000
s2s,000

$700,000

($38,soo)

$0

$700,000

$602,023

$661,s00

sl,263,s23

$0

$700,000

$563,523

t* t: t, effeotive January l, 1996, requires robating surplus funds baok to the State of califomia 90 days after the preceding year ends.not ¿feoted.
2Assumed 

fhe same cont¡ibution rate as 20 I 0-l l.
'Tho samo agency ¡eimbursome¡rt level as 2010-l I was assumod.
o Beginning/ Ending Resewe Fund Balance is not included in Begfuiing/ Ending Fund Balance.

$0

Surplus gonerated prior to fhis dale is

-2r9-
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PnocnauDESCRJPTrON: ABl546wassignedintolawandtookeffectonJanuaryT,2oosandreauthorizedassB34gin200s. It
registered within San Mateo County for a plogram
unty. The Board initialty authorized the

- Iementation in November 200g. Both traffic congestion and storm-water pollution programs include support for local programs and new countywide programs. An allocation for each ug;"y i, provided tosupport the local programs.

fssues: Delay rn impiementation of new countywide programs (50% of flnds) for both congestion relief and storm-water pollution
programs have resulted in the large increasing firnd balance. Howeve grants were awarded to cities in Fy 200g/0g. As cities continue tosubmit invoices as projects are completed, the f,¡lrd balance will be ¿rawn ¿olvn. Need to reduce the large balance ($4,653,37g) of theDMVFee Program.

DMV T'EE PROGRAM

Reseryes: Transferred $50,000 to reserves for a total of $50-000.

ESTIMATED BEGINI\ING BALANCE

RESERVE BAII\NCE

PROJECTED REVEI\IUES

Interest Income
DMVFee
TA Cost Share

TOTAL PROJECTED REVENUES

TOTAL SOURCES OF F'I]I\DS

PROPO SED EXPEI\IDITURDS

Administrative S ervices
Professional Services
Consulting Services
Supplies'
Professional Dues & Memberships
Co¡ferences & Meetings
Publicatons
Distribution

TOTAL EXPEI\DITURES

TRAÀISÌ'ERS

I\IET CHANGE

TRA¡ISF'ERTO RESERVES

TOTALUSE OÌ'FUI\DS

ENDING X'rn\D BALANCE (6130tt2)

RESERVE FI]I\D BALANCE

Note: 1- Beginning/ Ending Reserve Fund Balanoe is not included in Beginning/ Ending Fund Balance
2- Assumed full allocafionto Cities/ County.

CITY/COI]NTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNME¡ITS
2OII-I2 PROGRAM BUDGET
JULY l,20lt _ JIINE 30,2012

(bvfimd)

$2s,000
$2,600,000

$o

$2,62s,000

$20,000
$2s,000

$12s,000
$o

$2,000
$

$2,700,000

s2,872,000

$198,170

($44s,170)

$s0,000

$3,i20,170

$5,148,549

$2,62s,000

s7.773.s49

$198,170

$0

-22L-

$4,653J79

$s0,000
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$3,500,000

$3,000,000

$2,500,000

$2,000,000

$1,500,000

$1,000,000

$500,000

$0
06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10_11

$6,000,000

$s,000,000

$4,000,000

$3,000,000

$2,000,000

$1,000,000

$0
06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 1o-11

$,5m,000

J3pm,mo

s2,5m,m

s2,0m,000

st,5m,m0

st,0m,mo

s5m,0m

s0

07-08 08-09 ß-10 to-l ¡

s3,500,000

$3,000,000

s2,500,000

$2,000,000

$1,500,000

$1,000,000

$500,000

$0
11-'t2 12-13 13-14 14-1s 15-16

s3.000.000 m

s2,500.m000

9,000,æ000

s1,500,@0 00

s1,000.m0 00

$500,00000

$0 00
1t-t2 l2-t3 13_14 t4-15 1516

not invest in reflring progams so as to not create a futue unfi[ded
in FY 13-14



CITY/COUNTY ASS OCIATION OF' GOVERNMENTS
2OII-I2 PROGRAMBUDGET
JULY t, 20tt _ JUNIE 30, 2012

(bytund)

MEASURE M
A$l
llbe rsgoodfor2Syears. itwillraise

ects, basis. Theremaininghalfwillprovide

fssues : Need to implement the countywide projects on a timeþ basis..

Reservec: Transfered $50,000 to reseryes for a total of $50,000.
ESTIMATED BEGIIIIIINGBAII\¡ICE 

5473

RESERVE BALANCE

PROJECTED REVEI\UES

Interest Eamings
Member Contributon (CMp 111)
Miscellaneous
FederalFunding - MTC
PPM-STIP
DMVFee
TA Cost Share

TOTÄL PROJECTED REVENUES

TOTAL SOURCES OF' F'UNDS

PROJE CTED EXPENDITURES

Administration
Professional Services
Consulting Services
Supplies
Conferences & Meetìngs
Distributions

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

TRANSF'ERS

I\ET CIIANGE

TRANSF'ERTO RESERVES

TOTALUSE OT'F'UNDS

ENDING F',UND BALAI\ICE (6 t30 I 12)

RESERVE FUI\D BAII\NCE
Note: Beginning/ Ending Reserye Fund Balance is not
included in Beginning/ Ending Fund Balance.
ïA provides funding for potential TA requested studies.

$s53,680

$0

$2s,000
$0
$o
$o
$o

$6,700,000
$0

$6,72s,000

$20,000
$2s,000

$1,050,000
$0

$2,000
s4,228,200

ss,32s,200

$ss3,680

$846,120

$s0,000

$s,928,880

$6,725,000

s6,12s,473

$796,s93

$s0,000

-223-
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ATTACHMENT B

MEMBER ASSESSMENTS FY II-72
(Same as FY l0-11)
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C/CAGX'EE CONGESTION RTLIEF' PROGRAM ASSESSMENT COUNTYWIDE HOUSING ELEMENT
F"r 11-12 FY lt-12 F r 11-12

A.sency % General Funr Gas Tax fotal Agency YoofTnp Congesfion Agencv % Element
Popul t'ee X'ee Fee Gene¡ation Relief Popul. Up¡late
¿s of l/7/06 $250,024 $390,907 as of 1/l/06)

{lherton 1.00% $2,507 $3.92[ 96,428 {thelon l.34Vo $24,845 Atherton l-00Yo s0
Belmont 354% $E.856 $13.846 s22.702 Belmont 3.56% $65,884 Belmont 3 54o/o $0
Brisbane 12) 0.52% $1293 $2.02r $3-314 Brisbane (2) l.l8o/o g2l,77a Brisbane l2l 0.52% s0
Bu¡lineame 3.9t% s9,779 $1s.290 $25,069 Burlingame 5.79Yo $107,193 Burlingame 3.9lol $0
Colm¿ 0.22o/o $544 $850 $1,394 lolma 0.50o/o s9224 Colma 0.22o/t $0
Daly Cify 14.48o/o $36,193 $56,587 $92.780 )alv Cifv lO.79o/o $199,610 D¿lv Citv 14.4801 $0
East Palo Alto 4.43o/o $11.078 $17J20 $28.398 East PaIo Alto 2.30o/o $4,ß3 East Palo Alto 4.43o/¡ SO

Fostsr Citv 4.13o/o $10,324 $16,141 s26,466 Foster Citv 4.9001 $90.679 Foster Citv 4.L30L $0
llalf Moon Bav 1.7601 $4.39r $6,87? stt.276 HalfMoonBav I.2701 $23,451 HalfMoonBav 1.76o/c $0
Flillsboroueh 151% $3.786 $5.919 s9,706 [Iillsboroueh 1.270/ s23,491 [Iillsborough l.slY" $0
Menlo Park 4.25o/o $10,61[ $16,600 82'7.218 Menlo Pa¡k 5.5701 $103,109 Menlo Park 4.25o/o s0
Millbrae 2.86Yo $7,160 $11,194 s18,353 Millb¡ae 3.27o/t $60,419 Millb¡ae 2.860/o $0
Pacifica 5.35o/o $13J76 $20.913 s34,289 Pacifica 3 5oo/o 964,742 Pacifica 5.35o/o s0
Portola Vallev 0.63% $1,572 $2,4s8 $4.03c Portola Vallev 0 4L% $7.607 Portola Vallev 0.63%io $0
Redwood Citv 70.51% s26.272 s41,076 s67.347 Redwood Citv 13¿2% 9248.197 Redwood Citv 10.51% $0
San Brunol 5.73Vo $14,335 $22,412 s36-746 lan Brunol 5.55o/o $102.604 San Brunol 5.73% SO

San Carlos 3.90% $9.760 $15.259 s25,0 l 8 San Carlos 4.77Yo $88,246 San Carlos 3.90o/o $0
SmMateol 13.03% $32,566 $50,916 $83.482 SanMateol 16.Ilo/o $298,110 San Mateol 13.03% $0
South Sa¡r Francisco 8.54o/o $21,341 $33,376 s54.723 South San Fra¡rcisco 899% $166¡2s South SanFrancisco 8 5401 $0
Woodside (3) 0.76% $1.901 82.97s 94.874 Woodside 13) O 6îo/n $11.1E9 Woodside l3l 0.76Yo $0
SanMateo Countv 8.94% $22,s59 $34,9s8 $57.3 18 SanMateo Countv 4.90o/a $90,667 SanM¿teo Countv 8.94o/o s0

0

TOTAL t0c s250,024 $390.907 $640.93 I TOTAL t00.0% $1,t50.000 IOTAI l0O.OOo/o $0

- Same C/CAG Fee âs in FY 08-09. FY 09-10- and FY 10-1r l- Tr¿nsmitted to Cities and Cor¡ntv for olarrrins Dumoses
Z- Tra¡smitted to Cities and Countv for ol¿nnins pumoses 2- Tlrc o/otno sene¡ation was und¿ted. There mav be slìglrt

variation betweør agencies in oZ chanee ftomihe orieinal orosam.
- Same C/CAGFee as FY 08-09, lY 09-10. and FY 10-1



I\IPDES MEMBERASSESSMENT
FY 11-12

Agency o//o ¡IPDES NPDES |[PDES NPDES
Pooul. Basic (1) Extended (l) Extended 11.5 Totar (1)
(as of 1/1/06) 2.50Y"

Atherton r.00% $10,906 $8,518 s8-731 619,63',7
Belmont 3.54yo $30,446 $23.780 $24,375 $54,821
Brisbane (2) 0.52yo $8,664 s6,767 $6,936 $ 15,600
Burlingame 3.91% s34,339 s26,822 s27.492 $61,83 I
Colma 0.22% $2,933 s2r29l $2,348 $s,281
Dalv CiW 14.48% $81,ss3 $63.699 $65.291 $146,844
East Palo Alto 4.43% $17.681 $13,811 $14,156 $3 1,837
Foster Citv 4.73V. s32,692 $25,535 $26-173 $58,865
Flalf Moon Bay l.76Vr $ 18,581 $14.5 r3 $14,876 $33,45',7
Flillsboroueh l.5l%r $14,105 $11,017 $1r.293 $2s.398
Menlo Park 4.25Yo $42,98s $33.575 $34,415 s'17,40c
Millbrae 2.86Yo s22,529 $7'7,s97 $18,037 $40.566
Pacifica 5.35yo $4s,183 $3s.291 $36,174 $81,356
Portola Vallw 0.63Y" $7,227 $5,645 $s,786 $r3.0r3
Redwood City I0.5IYo $78.17s $61.061 s62,58',7 s140,762
San Bruno 5.73% s42,460 $33,165 $33.994 s76,4s4
San Carlos 3.90Yo $39,176 $30.599 $3 1,364 $70.s4c
San Mateo 13.03Y" $94,938 s74,154 $76,007 s170^945
South San Francisco 8.54Yo s73.973 ss7 -7'19 $59,223 $133,196
Woodside (3) 0.76Y" $9,046 $7,066 s7,243 $16.289
San Mateo Countv 8.94% $82.636 $64.s4s $66,159 $148,795

TOTAL 100.00% $790,22'7 $617,230 s632.660 sr,422,897

l- Except those in bold is collected by the San Mateo County Flood Control District
2- Bold indicate Cities pay it from thefu General Fund.
3- Woodside pays for Both NPDES Basic ancl NPDES Extended from Cit' Funds
4- Estimate of fees. Budget includes approximately $1,425,000.
5- Increasedby 1olo.

6- The Column Headings shoum in Bold are the FY 11-12 Proiected Fee
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ATTACHMENT C

Graphical Representation of C/CAG Budget
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Member oues Memlfr Fees

1% *'osMCRP

4%

C/CAG MEMBER DUES/ FEES HIGHLY LEVERAGED

C/CAG REVENUES FY 2011.12

Leverage= 10.6764 to 1

(Less SMCRP Funds)

C/CAG CONTROLLED FUNDS FY 201'1.12

Leverage= 20.968 to 1

(Less SMCRP Funds)

Member Dues
1Yo

Member Fees
7% SMCRP

8o/o

Leveraged
Revenue

84%
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ATTACHMENT D

Resolution 11-30 adopting the C/CAG 20ll-12 Program Budget and Fees
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RESOLUTION 11.30

¡t¡t¡k¡t**tr****

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCTATION OF GOVERNMENTS

oF sAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG) ADOPTING THE C/CAG 20rt-12 PROGRAM
BUDGET AND FEES

¡t * tt ¡t ¡l ìt ?t ?t * * * :l *

RESOLVED, bythe Board of Directors ofthe CitylCountyAssociationof Governments of SanMateo
County (C/CAG), thaq

WHEREAS' C/CAG is authorized as a Joint Powers Agency to provide services for member agencies;
and

WHEREAS, CiCAG is required to adopt a program budget and establish fees arurually, and

WIIEREAS, C/CAG must use the latest population data avallable from the State of California, dated
l/01106, in establishing the member assessments; and

WHEREAS, a C/CAG 2071-12 Program Budget and fees has been proposed;

NOW' THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLYED thatthe CrtylCountyAssociation of Governments of San
Mateo County (C/CAG) adopts the C/CAG 20lI-12 Program Budget and Fees.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAy OF JUIIE 2011.

Bob Grassilli, Chair
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ATTACHMENT E

FY 2010 - 11 Projection vs. FY 2010 - 11 Updated Budget
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i 06/01/1 1

;PROJECTED
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ATTACHMENT F

Key Budget Definitions/ Acronyms
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Key Budget Definitions/ Acronyms

AB 434 - Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program
AB 1546 Program - San Mateo County Environmental/ Transportation Pilot Program
AVA - Abandoned Vehicle Abatement
BAAQMD - Bay A¡ea Air Qualrty Management District
BPAC - Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Cat PUC - California Public Utilities Commission
C/CAG - CitylCounty Association of Governments
CMAQ - Congestion Mitþation and Air Quality
CMP 111 - Congestion Management Program (Proposition 111)

DMV - Department of Motor Vehicles
ECR - El Camino Real
ISTEA - Intermodal Surface Transportation Equity Act
ITS - Intelligent Transportation Study
LGP - Local Government Partnership with PG&E and CaI PUC
Measure A - San Mateo County Sales Tax for Transportation
Measure M - C/CAG $10 Motor Vehicle Fee
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
SMEW - San Mateo Energy'Watch
STIP - State Transportation Improvement Program (State and Federal Transportation Funds)

STOPPP - Storm-water Pollution Prevention Program
STP - Surface Transportation Program (Federal Funds)
TA - San Mateo County Transportation Authority
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 - ParL of Proposition 1B Infrastructure Bond
VTA - Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
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CICAG AGENDA REPORT
Date: June 9, 2011

To: citylcounty Association of Government Board of Directors

X'rom: Kim Springer

Subject: Presentation on PG&E and BAAQMD Grant, Climate Action Plan template
Project, Scope of Work and Timeline

(For further information, contact Kim Springer at650-599-1412 or Richard
Napier at 650 -599 -l 420)

RECOMMENDATION

Receive a presentation on the BAAQMD/PG&E grant to develop a Climate Action Plan (CAP)
Template and Tool set for the cities in San Mateo County.

FISCAL IMPACT

Not to exceed $45,000.

SOURCE OF'F'T]NDS

Funding for staff work for the completion of deliverables for the BAAQMD and PG&E grants
are paid through agreements between C/CAG and the County of San Mateo in FY2010-11 and
FY2011-12, from Congestion Relief Funds.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

On September 16, 2010, the C/CAG Board adopted a Resolution No. 10-53, giving the Chair
authority to sign Grant Agreement 2010-083 between C/CAG and the BAAQMD for $50,000 to
complete a CAP template project for the cities in San Mateo County and Cupertino. On March
10,2011, the C/CAG Board adopted Resolution No. 1l-11 for a PG&E Contract Work
Authorization No. 2500458103 between c/cAG and pG&E for $125,000.

The following is a simplified list of deliverables required by the grant agreements:
o CAP Template

o CAP Template Outline
o List of CAP Measures
o Draft CAP Template
o Final CAP Template
o CAP Template User's Manual

o CAP Forecasting and Calculation Tool
o List of Tool Attributes
o Final CAP Tool
o CAP Tool LJser's Manual

o List of Consultants and RFps ITEM 6.3
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o 
"": "ffif":r selection

. Final CAP Template Consultant (Kema,Inc.)
o CAPTool

: ä:,?f,"filîå"*,n*,
o cA: rïliilå:,::ffi'

. Final CAP Technical Assistance Consultant
. Workshops for Cities

o Draft of Workshop Material
o Attendance Lists

. Completed CAPs
o Two CAPs by l2l3llll for BAAQMD Grant
o CAP for CountywidelClCAG by l2l3lll2
o Five CAPs by l2l3Ill2 for PG&E Contract V/ork Authorization

C/CAG staff believe that the C/CAG Board should be given greater details on the project and its
progress, in order to help solicit involvement by cities in San Mateo County to complete the
required eight (8) climate action plans.

The CAP Template Project Timeline, BAAQMD Grant AgreementNo. 2010-083 and PG&E
CAP Template Outline and Timeline are provided as attachments to this staff report.

Attachments

BAAQMD Grant Agreement No. 2010-083
PG&E CAP Template Project Outline and Timeline
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BAY AREA AIR QUÀLITY II{ANAGEMENT DISTRICT

GRÄNT AGREEMENT

GRANTNO.2Ol(H}83

i.:u:ú*;,;.

PARTIES - The parties to this Agreement ("Agreement") a¡e the Bay A¡ea Air Qualtty
Ivfanagement District ("DISTRICT) whose address is 939 Ellis Stree! San Francisco, CA 94109,
and City/County Association of Governments (*GRANTEE') whose address is 555 County
Cent% SthFloor, Redwood City, CA 94063.

RECITALS
A. DISTRICT is the local agency with primary responsibility for regulating stationary source air

pollution in the Bay Area Air Quality Management Dstrict in the State of Califomia
DISTRICT is authorized to enter into this Agreement under California Health and Safety
Code Section 40701-

B. DISTRICT desires to award GRANTEE a grant for the activities described in Attachment A,
V/ork Plan.

C. All parties to this Agreement have had the opportunity to have the Agreement reviewed by
their attorney.

TERM - The term of this Agreement is from AuguS 1,2010 to January 30,2012, unless fiuther
extended by anendment of this Ageement in writing or temrinated earlier.

TERMINATION - DISTRICT shall have the right to terminafe this Agreement at its sole
discretion at any time upon thirly G0) days written notice to GRANTEE- The notice of
termination shall speci$ tl¡e effective date of terrrination, which shall be no less.than thity (30)
calendar days from the date of delivery of the notice of terrninatior¡ and shall be delívered in
accordance wíth the provisions of section l0 below Immediately upon receipt of the notice of
terminatiott, GRANTEE shall cease all activities under this Agreemenl except such activities as

are specified in the notice of termination. Within forty-five (a5) days of receip of written notice,
GRANTEE is required to:
A. Submit a final written report describing all work performed by GRANTBE;
B. Submit an accounting of all grant funds expended up to and,including the date of ærmination;

and,
C. Reimburse DISTRICT for any unspent frrnds.

NO AGENCY RELATIONSHIP CREATED / INDEPENDENT CAPJCITY - GRANTEE and
the agents and employees of GRANTEE, in the perfomrance of this Agreemen! shall act in an
independent capacity and not as ofücers or employees or agents of ÐISTRICI and nothing
herein shall be constn¡ed to be inconsistent with that relationship or status. DISTRICT shall not
have the right to direct or control the activities of GRANTEE in performing the sewices provided
herein.

CONTRACTORS / S{.JBCONTRACTO.RS / SUBGRANTEES
A. GRANTEE will be entitled to make use of its own staffand such contractors, subcontractors,

and subgranæss as are mutually acceptable to GRANTEE and DISTRICT. Any change in
contractors, subcontractors, or subgrantees must be mutually acceptable to the parties.
Immediæely upon tenninatìon of any such contact subcontract, or subgrant, GRANTEE
shall notify DISTRICT.

Page I of9
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7.

B. Nothing contained in this Agreemørt or oúrerwise, shall créate any contractual relation
between DISTRICT and any contractors, subcontractors, or subgantees of GRANTEE, and
no agreement with conüactors, subcontractors, or subgrantees shall relieve GRANTEE of its
responsibilitíes and obligations hereunder. GRANTEE agrees to be as fully responsible to
DISTRICT for the acts and omissions of its contractors, subcontractors, and subgrantees and
of persons either directly or indirectly employed by any of them as it is for the acts and
omissions of persons directly employed by GRANTEE. GRANTEEs obligation to pay its
conûactors, subcontactors, and subgrantees is an independent obligation from DISTRICT's
obliption to make payments to GRANTEE. As a r€sult, DISTRICT shall have no obligation
to pay or to enforce the payment of any moneys to any contractor, subcontractor, or
subgrantee.

INDEMNIFICATION - GRANTEE ag¡ees to indemnif, defend, and hold harmless DISTRICT,
its offioers, employees, agents, r€presentatives, and successors-in-interest against any and all
liability, demands, clainx, oosts, losses, damages, recoveries, settlements, and expenses
(including reæonable attomey fees) thal DISTRICT, its officers, employees, agents,
representatives, and successors-in-interest may incru or be required to pay arising from the de¿th
or Íljury of any person or penions (including employees of GRANTEE), or from destructÌon of or
damage to any property or properties, caused by or connected with the perforrrance of this
Agreement by GRANTEE, ils employees, subcontractors, subgrantees, or agents.

PAYMENT
A. DISTRICT agrees to award CRANTEE a grant of fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) for the

activities described in Afiacbment A,'Scope of Worlç and Attachment B, Cost Schedule.
This fee shall be payable in five installments, as follows:
Ð $5000 upon DISTRICT's receipt of October 31, 2010 Progress Report and

documentation of completion of deliverables attributed to that progress report as tisted in
Attachment A, Scope of Worh and Attachment B, Cost Schedule;

ä) $15,000 upon DISTRICT's receipt of February 29, 2011 hogress Repor and
documentation of completion of deliverables attributed to that progress report as listed in
Attachment A, Scope of Worþ and Attachment B, Cost Schedule;

äi) $15,000 upon DISTRICT's receipt of June 30,2011Progress Report and documentation
of completion of deliverables attributed to that progrcss report as listed in Attachment A,
Scope of Worlç andAttachment B, Cost Schedule;

iv) $5,000 upon DISTRICT's receipt of September 30, 2011 Progress Report and
documentation of completion of delíverables attributed to that progress r€port as listed in
AttachmentA, Scope of Work, and Attachment B, Cost Schedule;

v) $10,000 upon DISTRICT's receipt of December 31, 2Ûll hogress Report and
documentation of completion of deliverables attributed to that progress report as listed in
Attachment A, Scope of Work, and Attachment B, Cost Schedule;

B. GRANTEE shalt carry out the work described on the Work Plan in accordance with the
Payment Schedulg and shall obtain DISTRICT's w¡itten approval of any changes or
modifications to the lrl/ork PIan or the Payment Schedule prior to perfomring the changed
work or incuning the changed cost. If GRANTEE fails to obtain'such prior written approval,
DISTRICT, at its sole discretior5 may refuse to provide funds to pay for such work o¡ costs.

C. Payment will be made only to GRANTEE.

'AUTIIORIZED REPRESENTATIVE - GRANTEE shall contínuously maintain a representative
vested with signature authority authorized to work with DISTRICT on all grant-related issues,

Page2 of9
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GRANTEE shall, at all tirnes, keep DISTRICT inforned as to the identity of the authorized
representative,

10. NOTICE$ - All notices that are required under this Agreæment shall be provided in the manner
set forth herein, unless specified otherwise. Notice to a party shall be delivered to the attention of
the person listed below, or to such other person or peßons as may hereafter be designated by lhat
parry in writing. Notice shall be in writing sent by e-mail, facsimilg or regular first class mail. ln
the case of e-mail and facsimile communications, valid notice shall be deemed to have been
delivered upon sending, provided the sender obtained an electonic confirmation of delivery. E-
maíl and facsimile communications shall be deemed to have been received on the date of such
tansmission, provided such date was a business day and delivered prior to 4:00 p.m. PST.
Otherwisg receipt of e-mail and facsimile communications shall be deemed to have occu¡red on
the following business day- In the case of regular mail notice, notice shall be deemed to have
been delivered on the mailbg date and received five (5) br¡siness days afrer the date of mailing.

DISTRICT: Bay Area Air Quality Management District
939 Ellis Street
SanFrancisco, CA 94109 '

Attn:Abby Young

San Mateo City/Corrnty Assoc. ofGovern¡nentsGRANTEE:
555 Couty Center, Sth Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063
Atn: Richard Napier

11. ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS - All attachmen(s) to this Agreement are expressly incorporated
herein by this reference and made a part hereof æ though firlly set forth.

12- ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS - GRANTEE shall acknowledge DISTRICT support each time the
activities fi:nded, in whole or in part, by this Agreement are publicized in 

"ny 
news medþ

brochures, or other type of promotional material. The acknowledgement of DISTRICT support
must state "Funded by a Giant from the Bay Area Air Quality Management District." Initials or
abbreviations for DISTRICT shall not be used.

13. AD\IERTISING / PUBLIC EDUCATION - GRANTEE shall submit copies of all drafr public
education or advertising matsrials to DISTRICT for review and approval prior to GRANTEE's
use of such materials.

14. FrNAì{çrrAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
A. GRANTBE shatl be responsible for maintaining an adequate financial management system

and will immediately notifu DISTRICT when GRANTEE cannot comply with the
requirements in this section.

B. GRANTEE's financial management systetu shall provide for:
Ð Financial reporting: accurate, cuænt, and complete disclosure of the finar¡cial results of

each grart in conformþ with generally accepted principles of accounting and repofing
in a fomrat that is in accordance with the financial reporting requirements of the grant.

ii) Accounting records: ¡ecords that adequately identif the source and applicarion offirnds
for DISTRICT-supporûed activities. These records must contain information pertainingto
grant awards and authorizations, obligations, unobligated balances, assets, liabilities,
outlays or expendihres and income.

Page 3 of9
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iii) Intemal control: effective internal and accounting controls over all funds, property and
other assets. GRANTEE shall adequately safeguard all such .ìssets and assure that they
are used solely for authorized purposes-

iv) Budget control: comparison of actual expenditures or outlays with budgeted amounts for
each grant

. v) Allowable cost: procedures for determining reasonableness, allowabilþ, and allocability
of costs generally consistent with the provisions of federal and state requirements-

vi) Source documenfation: accounting records that are supported by source documentation.
viÐ Cash management: procedures to minimize the time elapsing between fhe advance of

funds from DISTRICT and the disbursement by GRANTEE, whenever funds are
advanced by DISTRICT.

C. DISTRICT may review the adequacy of the financial management system of GRANTEE at
any time subsequent to the award of the grant. If DISTRICT determines that GRANTEEs

'accounting system does not meet the standards described in paragraph B above, additional
information to monitor the grant may be required by DISTRICT upon written notice to
GRANTEE, until suchtime as the system meets with DISTRICT approval.

15. AUDIT / RECORDS ACCESS - GRANTEE agrees that DISTRICT shall have the right to review
and to coPy any records and supporting docunentation pertaining to the perforrrance of this
Agreement. GRANTEE agrees to maintain such records for possible audit for a minimum of three
(3) years afrer final payment unless a longer period of records reûention is stipulated, or until
completion of any action and resolution of all issues which may arise as a result of any litigatior¡
dispute, or audit whichever is later- GRANTEE agrces to allow the desipated representative(s)
aooess to such records during normal business hours and to allow interviews of any employees

: who might reasonably have inforrration related to such records. Further, GRANTEE agrees to
include a simila¡ right of DISTRICT to audit reco¡ds and interview staff in any contrac!
subcontract, or subgrant related to performance of this Agreement

.16. FOIIFEIT OF GRANT FUNDS / REPAYMENT OF FUNDS IMPROPERLY EXPENDED .If
grant funds are not oçended, or have not been expended, in accordance with this Agreønent, or
ifreal or personal prope(y acquired with grant fi¡nds is not being used, or has not been used, for
grant puÌposes in accorda¡ce with this Agreement, DISTRICT, at its sole discretion, may take
appropriate action under this Agreement, at law or in equity, including requiring GRANTEE to
forfeit the unexpended portion of the grant funds and/or to repay to DISTRICT any firnds
improperly expended.

17. COMPLIANC,P - GRANTEE shall comply firlly with all applicable federal, statg and local laws,
ordinances, regulations, and permits. GRANTEE shall provide evidence, upon request, that all
local, $ate, and/or federal permits, licenses, registrations, and approvals have been secured for the
purposes fo¡ which grant frmds are to be expended. GRANTEE shall maintain compliance with
such requirements throughout the gant period. GRAÀITEE shall ensue that the requireurents of
the Califomìa Environmental Quality Act are met for any approvals or other reqriirements
necessary to carry out the terrns of this Agreement Any deviation from the requirements of this
section shall result in non-payment of grant funds.

18. ASSIGNMENT - No party shall assigr¡ sell, license, or otherwise tansfer any rights or
obligations under this Agreement to a third party without the prior written consent of the other
party, and any attempt to do so shall be void upon inception.

19. WAI\ÆR - No waiver of a breach, of failure of any conditior¡ or of any right or remedy
contained in or granted by the provisíons of this Agreement shall be effective unless it is in
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writing and signed by the party waiving the breacl¡ failure, right, or remedy. No waiver of any
breach, failure, righg or remedy shall be deemed a waiver of any other breacl¡ whether or not
similar, nor shall any waiver c¡nstitute u .on1¡¡rring waiver unless the writing so specifies.
Furthe¡ the failure of a party to enforce performance by the other party of any term, covenan! or
condition of this Agreement and the failu¡e of a party to exercise any rights o¡ remedies
hereunder, shall not be deemed a waiver or relinquishment by that party to enforce ñlture
performance of any such temrs, covenants, or conditions, ol to exercise any flrture righæ or
remedies.

20. FORCE MAJET¡RE - Neither DISTRICT nor GRANTEE shall be liable for or deemed to be in
default for any delay or failure in performance unde¡ this Agreement or intemrption of services
resulting, directly or indirectly, from acts of God" enerny or hostile govemmental action, civil
commotion, stikes, loc,kouts, labor disputes, fire or other casualty, judicial orders, govemmental
controls, regulations or restrictions, inability to obtain labor or materials or reasonable substitutes
for labor or materials neæssary for performance of the services, or other caus€s, except financial,
that a¡e beyond the reasonable contol of DISTRICT or GRANTEE, for aperiod of time equal to
the period of such force majeure event, provided that the party failing to perform notifies the
other party witttin fifteen calendar days of discovery of the force majeure even! and provided
firttrer that that party takes all reasonable action to mitigate the damages resulting from the
failure to perform. Notwitbstanding the above, if the cause of ttre force majeure event is due to
party's own action or inaction, then such cause shall not excuse that pafy from performance
underthis Agreement

21. SEIÆRABILITY - If a court of competent jurisdiction holds any provision of this Agreement to
be illegal, unenfo¡ceable or invalid in whole or in patt for any reasoû the validity and
enforceability of the remaining provisions, or portions of them will not be affected.

22. IIEADINGS - Headings on the sections and paragraphs of this Agreement are for convenience
and reference only, and the words contained therein shall in no way be held to explafut modiry,
ampliff, or aid in the interpretalion, construction, or meaning of the provisions ofthis Agreement.

23. DLPLICATE ÐGCUTION - This Agreement is executed in duplicaæ. Each sþed.opy rúAt
have the force and effect ofan original.

24. GOVERNING LAW - Any dispute that arises under or relates to this Agreement shall be
governed by Califomia law, excluding any laws that direct the application to another
jurisdiction's laws. Venue for resolution of any dispute that a¡ises under or relates to this
Agreement including mediation, shall be San Francisco, Califomia

25. FI{IIRE AGREEMENT Aì.ID MODIFICATION - This Agreemenl represents the final,
complete, and exclusive statement of the agreement between the parties and supersedes all prior
and contemporaneous understandings and agreements of the parties. No party bas been induced to
enter into this Agreement by, nor is any parry reþing upon, any representation or warranty
outside those expressly set forttr herein- This Agreement may only be amended by mutual
agreement ofthe parties in writing and signed by both parties.

26. SURVIVAL OF TERMS. - The provisions of sections 7 Qndemnification), 15 (Audit / Records
Access), 16 (Forfeit of G¡ant Funds / Repayment of Funds Improperly Expended), 18
(Confidentiality) shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreemenl
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n,l TI4TNESS WIIEREOF, the parties to this Agreeme,nt have caused this Agreement to be duly
executed on their behalf by their autho irznd rept esentatives.

BAY AREAA]RQUAIITY
DISTRICT

CITY/COTJNTY MAI.IAGEMENT
ASSOCIATION OF GO\¿ERNMENTS
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Approved as to form:
C/CAGLeg;al Counsel
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ATTACHMENTA
SCOPE OF WORK

GRANTEE will complete the following tasks. The results of the work will be a developed
climate action plan (GAP) template including calculator tool for estimaling greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions reductions from a wide variety of policies and measures.

Phase I - Scooe and Develoo GAP Temolate and Tools

Task 1.1: Establish working group and develop outline of the CAP template. Leverage
working group to develop desired athibutes of boÛt the forecasting and calculation tools.
Examine existing CAP calculation tools and settle on list of measures to be included in the
CAP template and tool "package'. Complete a competitive procurement process for
consultants to support the writing of the CAP template and/or the developnient of the CAP
tools.

Deliverables:
1. GAP template outline
2. List of desired attibutes of the forecasting and calculation tools
3. List of measures to be included in the GAP template and tools
4. List of selected consultants and/or staff and roles

Task 1.2: Complete the CAP template and develop the calculations methodologies and
coeffcients for the measures to be included in the GAP template and tool "package'. The
CAP template will contain a list of GHG emission reduction measures (approximately 40
measures) that the city can choose from to include in their GAP. This deliverable will be
reviewed by the BAAQMD for feedback, in order to establish that the resulting CAP template
and tool "package" meet existing CEQA guidelines.

Delíverables:
1. Completed Draft CAP template

. 2. Completed Draft calculation methodologies and coefficients for selected measures

' Task 1.3: Develop GAP Forecasting and Calculation Tools, leveraging existing tools
available, collaborating with organizations io customize existíng tools, or develop an entirely
new set of tools. The CAP Forecasting and Calculation Tools will:

¡ allow input of the cities'2005 GHG emission inventory levels as a baseline
r allow a "business as usual" o/o trend for future GHG emissions growth to be included
r allow the city to set an emissions reduction goalfor 2050 and interim goals in

alignment with their adopted climate protection commitment
o provide calculations for the measures contained in the CAP template
r providê approximate cost and GHG emission reduction potential, hopefully for all the

CAP template measures
. allow calculations through the input of simple data by the city
o leverage real world cost and outcome data when ever possible
. leverage commonly accepted coeffcients, G\Â/Ps, etc., such that the outcome of the

CAP meets with commonly accepted protocols, etc.
o have a graphic output thatwill generate a chart or table that can be used in the GAP

report

Page7 of9
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Deliverable:
1- CAP Forecasting and Calgulation Tooltied to measures on CAP template

Phase ll - Develop Workshoos and Glimate Action Plans

Task 2.1: Develop workshop materials and provide workshops for staff from the cities in San
Mateo County.

Delíverable:
L Workshop materials
2. Attendance lists

Task 2.2: Work with a minimum of two (2) cities in San Mateo County to complete
Government Operation and Community-Scale CAPs using the developed CAP template and
tools.

Deliverables:
1. A minimum of two completed CAPs covering govemment operation and community-

scale GHG ernissions. The CAPs will meet the standards of "qualified GHG
'Reduction Strategiesl as defined in the Air Disficfs 2010 CEQA Guidelines.

2- Sample staff repoil and resolution for presentaüon to city ortown council

Page 8 of9
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ATTACHMENT B
COST SCHEDULE

The following is a schedule forproviding documentation of deliverables as required by the
District. Documentation of completed deliverables must be received before payment will be
released- Determination ofwhether a deliverable has been completed is at the sole discretion
of the Distict. Invoices may be submitted prior to the due dates shown in the table below,
provided all required deliverables have been completed and documentation oftheir
compløion is included with the invoice. The District will not pay forwork completed
prior to contract execution.

CONTRACT TOTAL COST NOT TO Ð(CEED: $5o,o00

Page 9 of9

TASKS DOCUMENTATION OF COMPLETED DELIVERABLES

Task l.l: Establish Working Group
and CAP Template Outline

1. CAP template ouüine
2. List of desÍred attributes of the forecasting and

calculation tools
3. List of measures to be included in the GAp template and

tools
4- List of selected consultants and roles

lask 1.2: Complete the CAP
template and develop calculations
methodologies

1. Gompleted Draft CAP template
2. Completed Draft calculation methodologies and

coefficients for selected measures

Task 1.3: Develop CAP
Forecasting and Calculation Tools

1. CAP Forecasting and Calculalion Tooltied to measures
on CAP template

Task 2.1 : Provide Workshops for
'Local Government Staff

Workshop materials
Attendance lists

1

2

þ!!!: Completion of 2 CAPs
1. 2 completed CAPs
2. Sample staff report and resolution for presentation to

city or town council
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Climate Action Plan Template Project Outline

Task L.L

PG&E Contract Work Authorization # 2500458103

4/30/2011

CMEQ\Attachment 2 CAP Template Task 1 Report V2.docx
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The following project outlíne follows the scope of work as outlined in Contract Work Authorization
(cwA) #2s004s8103.

TASK 1- Develop Outline and Memo Describine Timeline and Deliverable Details:

Task 1.1 Write CAP Template Project Outline and Memo describing specifics of deliverables and a Time

Line associated with the project under this Contract Work Authorization (CWA).

Deliverable Description: This CAP Template Project Outline is the deliverøble for Task 1.1

C/CAG will provide San Mateo County cities, the County, and Cupertino with a software tool that will
track greenhouse gas emissions, forecast future emissions, and project future emissions under different
climate action planning measures. C/CAG will conduct a formal Request for Proposal (RFP) process to
identify the vendor/developer for this tool.

The tool will be a secure "software as a service" (SaaS), so the software will be web-based and location-

independent. The tool will allow cities to track emissions data for their municipal operations (energy,

fuel and water used; miles traveled; solid waste generated; and fugitive emissions from refrigerants, fire
suppression, etc.), as well as data for their jurisdiction's community (energy, fuel, and water used; miles

traveled; solid waste generated; fugitive emissions from wastewater treatment and landfills). The

software will be able to send emails to appropriate city staff to remind them to enter data on a regular

basis, and will also be able to run data consistency checks and generate reports showing potential data

input errors. This tool will allow cities to track emissions data on an ongoing basis and generate a

greenhouse gas emissions inventory report easily, replacing the current time-consuming process of
collectíng data and generating a report every five years.

The tool will also forecast future emissions to assist cities in creating climate action plans to meet their
emissions-reduction targets. The tool's vendor will upload into the tool C/CAG'S menu of 30 to 50

potential emissions-reduction measures, which is currently being created by a consultant through a

grant from the Bay Area Air Quality Management District. Each measure will include an estimate of the

2l
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amount of greenhouse gas emissions the measure would reduce if implemented by the city. The tool
will be able to take the city's current emissions data and project multiple scenarios through wedge

graphs: a business-as-usual scenario and scenarios based on selecting different measures from the
C/CAG menu. These wedge charts will also show the amount of emissions that wíll be reduced by new

state laws (Renewable Portfolio Standard, Pavley, etc.), based on the consultant's calculations.

Users will be able to easily export the tool's graphs and charts into Word and Excel for the city's reports.

The vendor will provide initial trainings for a local administrator and the cities, and provide ongoing

customer service.

Several designated users at each city will be able to access the tool, and C/CAG and County staff will be

able to access the cities' emission totals in order to track emissions countywide.

Funding from PG&E's Green Communities program will cover the cost of the energy-related portions of
the tools; C/CAG will provide matching funds for the portions of the tool related to transportation, solid

waste, etc.

Task 2.1 - Complete Specifications for the Tool, including the structure, sample GHG reduction

measures and calculation methods, required graphic capabilities, etc.

C/CAG - County Staff will write a more formal list of specifications for use in the eventual RFP for the

CAP tool than that presented above. This list will include the requirements and capabilities for the tool
and also requirements for customization of the tool.

Task 2.2 - Write and Post Request for Proposal (RFP). Complete RFP document and post to C/CAG

website and notify interested parties of posting.

C/CAG - County Staff will prepare the RFP for the procurement of the CAP tool, including all required

specifications noted in Task 2.1. The RFP will be provided to at least four (4)vendors for consideration.

Task 2.3 - Select Vendor - Complete SaaS vendor selection process and award contract.

C/CAG - County Staff will collect responses to the RFP for the CAP tool and, by committee, will select a

vendor to develop the CAP tool that will forecast and calculate GHG emissions, and allow the cities in

San Mateo County to track sources of GHG emissions for their cities and communities.

Task 2.4 - Develop Tool - Complete the development of the Tool with the selected vendor and load GHG

reduction measures, making the Tool ready for presentation at city wor:kshops in Task 4.

C/CAG - County Staff willwork closely with the vendor selected in Task 2.3 to complete the
development of the CAP Tool, to ensure that it meets all the requirements outlined in the RFP (Task 2.2).

3l
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TASK 3 - Develop Users Manual for Workshops:

TASK 3.1 - Write Draft Use/s Manual for the CAP template and tool package as a starting point for
future editing, based on user feedback.

TASK 3.2 - Present CAP Template and Tool Package to two new users (city staff) and record any
challenges they fínd using the package. Develop solutions for any issues discovered, and modify the
draft User's Manual accordingly. Finalize Use/s Manual in preparation for workshops.

Task 4.1 - Develop workshop materials including: Agenda, PowerPoint presentation, copies of CAp

Template package, Use/s Manual described in Task 2 and attendance sheets including city affiliations.
The workshop and the workshop materials are meant to give the city "use/' the means to get started on
the development of a CAP for their city.

Task 4.2 - Complete Two (2) CAP Launch Workshops. The workshops are meant to give the city "user"
the means to get started on the development of a CAP for their city. There will be two workshops, held
at a facility with computer terminals so that city staff will be able to access and "test run" the CAp

Template and Tracking tools. Two (2) workshops will be held to offer choice of times and dates to the
cities.

Strateevl:

As in all other tasks provided in this CWA, funds will be used to provide assistance to cities with (at least)

equal matching funds from C/CAG. Because energy consumption, be it from building energy use, water
transport or renewable fuels for transportation, comprises approximately 50% of GHG emissions (the
remaining 50% coming from the transportation sector), all funds from this CWA will be directed to
efforts compatible with energy related public good charges under the auspices of the CpUC.

Task 5.1 - Define technical assistance requirements and complete a procurement process for a

consultant to provide technical assistance to the cities (and County) and C/CAG for completion of Task 4
above.

4¡
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Task 5.2 - Complete Climate Action Plans (Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategies):

C/CAG - County Staff will support connections between the cities and the technical assistance
contractor to support the completion of 6 CAPs. One of the six CAPs will be for C/CAG as a countywide
entity. The remaining 5 CAPs will be completed, using the CAP Template and Tool package.

Because C/CAG - County staff has no ultimate control over the adoption process of CAps by individual
cities, completed CAPs for these deliverables will not require the completion of the adoption of the CAp
by the city. However, the completed CAP will be the CAP intended to be taken to the city Council by the
city staff and may include the staff report and resolution for adoption.

outlined in the CWA for Tasks 1-61:

C/CAG - County Staff will report on and invoice PG&E as deliverables of Tasks !,2,3, 4 and 5 are
completed, or at completion of the total task, per the task budgets in Section 3 of the CWA and the
Timeline provided with this report. Reports and invoices will include information on the specific Task for
which the invoice applies and the report will include all deliverables included in the CWA for the task
completed.

C/CAG - County Staff will submit quarterly reports within 30 calendar days of the end of each quarter,
with due dates starting April 30,2OL7 and ending September 30,2012, unless the scope of the CWA to
which this report applíes is completed before the final date of the term of this CWA.

C/CAG - County Staff will submit a Final Program Report to the PG&E Program Manager no later than 60
days after the completion of the completed portion of the Scope of Work as outlined in the CWA. The
final report will be delívered no later than I/3L/2013 and will include:

o Program Overview
¡ Summary of Program Accomplishments
o Program Act¡vities

¡ CustomerSatisfaction

o Description of Challenges and Lessons Learned

Coordination with Other Grant Fundine:

The scope of work and deliverables for CWA 2500458103 coordinate with funding from two other
sources: the BAAQMD (S50K) and C/CAG (up to S175K).

Grant Timeline:

The attached Timeline shows the proposed timing for the deliverables of this grant and the coordination
of deliverable to the BAAQMD grant mentioned above.

sl
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CICAG AGEI{DA REPORT
Date: Jun 9, 2011

To: city/county Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: RichardNapier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 1l-35 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an agreement between C/CAG and the County of San Mateo to Provide
Staff Services for the administration of the Bay Area Air Quality Management
District Climate Action Plan Template Grant in an Amount not to Exceed $25,000
for fiscal year 20ll-12.

For further information contact Richard Napier at 650-599-1420 or Kim Springer
at650-599-1412.

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution I l-35 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement between C/CAG
and the County of San Mateo to Provide Staff Services for the administration of the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Climate Action Plan Template Grant in an Amount
not to Exceed $25,000 for fiscal year 20ll-12.

FISCAL IMPACT

Up to $25,000.

SOURCE OF'FT]NDS

Ftmds from the Congestion Relief Fund wilt pay for County staff time. Staff has attained funding
from the BAAQMD in an amount of $50,000 and PG&E in an amount of $125,000 for this
project.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUSSION

On September 16, 2010 the C/CAG Board adopted Resolution 10-53 authorizing the C/CAG
chair to execute an agreement with the BAAQMD to receive a $50,000 grant for a climate action
plan template and tool project.

Project deliverables include the writing of a template and development of a forecasting and
calculation tool, such that city staffcan fully understand:

o the steps and internal-city processes for completing their climate action plan (CAP)
. âpproximately 40 greenhouse gas emission reduction measures
o the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements for CAPs
o the calculation methodologies to establish cost and emission reductions for each

greenhouse gas emission reduction measure
. the staffing and monetary implications of each greenhouse gas emission reduction

measure ITEM 6J.f
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o a forecasting and calculation tool matched to the aforementioned list of greenhouse gas
emission reduction me¿ìsures

A majority of the grant funds will be used to contract with a consultant to write the CAP template
document, develop a menu of GHG reduction measures and to develop a forecasting and
calculation tool. C/CAG has set aside funding in its budget fund additional costs for this project.

The attached agreement is for County of San Mateo staff time to support the completion of
deliverables for this Grant.

ATTACHMENTS

ClCAG County Agteement for CAP Template Grant Project for Fiscal Year 20II-I2
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RESOLUTION NO. 11.35

A RESOLUTION OF'THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF'THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF'GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COT]NTY (C/CAG)

AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN
C/CAG AND THE COT]NTY OF SAN MATEO TO PROVIDE STAF'F SERVICES FOR

THE ADMINISTRATION OF'THE BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT
DISTRICT CLIMATE ACTION TEMPLATE GRANT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO

EXCEED $25,000 FOR X'ISCAL YEAR 20tt-2012.

RESOLVED, bythe Board ofDirectors ofthe CitylCounty Association of Governments of
San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

\ryHEREAS' C/CAG is committed to working with the cities in San Mateo County on issues
related to solid waste, resource conservation and climate protection; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG desires to obtain services from the County of San Mateo (County) to
provide staff services for a climate action plant template project related to the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District, Climate Action Plan template Grant Agreement, Grant No. 2010-083 and
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Contract Work Authorization No. 2500458103(Grants); and

LIEREAS, the County is committed to providing staff services for the grant;

NOW' THEREF'ORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe 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 County of San Mateo to provide staff services for the administration of the
Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Climate Action template Grant Agreement in an
amonnt not to exceed $25,000 for fiscal year 20lI-2012.

The C/CAG Board also authorizes the C/CAG Executive Director and Legal Counsel to negotiate
the final terms and conditions of the agreement.

PASSED, APPROVED' AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OX'JUNE, 2011.

Bob Grassillí, Chair
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COI]NTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY (C/CAG) AND THE COTINTY OF SAN MATEO TO PROVIDE

STAFF SERVICES FOR A CLIMATE ACTION PLAN TEMPLATE
PROJECT IN AN AMOI]NT NOT TO EXCEED $25,OOO FOR FISCAL YEAR

20tt-2012

This Agreement entered this Day of _ 2}ll,by and between the CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY, a joint powers agency
formed for the purpose of preparatior¡ adoption and monitoring of a variety of county-wide state-
mandated plans, hereinafter called *CICAG" and the COI-INTY OF SAN MATEO a subdivision
of the State of Califomia, hereinafter called "COUNTY."

wITNESSETH

WHEREAS, C/CAG is committed to working with the cities in San Mateo County on issues
related solid waste, resource conservation and climate protection; and

TWHEREAS, C/CAG desires to obtain services from the COUNTY to provide staff services for a
climate action plan template project related to Bay Area Air Qualþ Management District,
Climate Action Plan Template Grant Agreement, Grant No. 2010-083 (Grant) and Pacific Gas
and Electric company , contract work Authorization No. 2500458103; and

WHEREAS, the COLTNTY is committed to providing staff services for the Grant;

NO'W, TIIEREFORE,IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the parries as follows:

l. Services to be provided by COUNTY. The COUNTY shall provide seryices as
described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

2. Payments. In consideration of the services rendered in accordance with all terms, conditions
and specifications set forth herein and in Exhibit A, C/CAG shall reimbwse COUNTy for
eligible costs as set forth in Exhibit A, up to $25,000. Payments shall be made within 30
days after receipt and approval of monthly invoices from the couNTy.

3. Relationship of the Parties. It is understood that the COUNTY enters into this
Agreement as an Independent Contractor and the Agreement 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
lndependent Contractor.

4. Non-Assignability. COUNTY shall not assign this Agreement or any portion thereof to
a third party without the prior written consent of C/CAG, and any attempted assignment
without such prior written consent is in violation of this Section and shall be grounds for
termination of this Agreement.
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5. Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect and cover costs as set out in Exhibit
A from July l, 20rl and shall terminate on June 30, 2}L2;provided, however, c/cAG
may terminate this Agreement at any time for any reason by providing 30 days' written
notice to COUNTY. COUNTY may terminate this Agreement at any time for any reason
by providing 30 days' written notice to C/CAG. Termination will be effective on the
date specified in the notice. In the event of termination under this paragraph, COUNTY
shall be paid for all services provided to the date of termination.

Hold Harmless/Indemnity. COUNTY shall defend, indemnifu and save harmless
C/CAG and its member agencies and their employees, agents and officers from all
claims, suits, damages or actions arising from COUNTY's perfonnance under this
Agreement.

C/CAG shall defend, indemnifu and save harmless County and its member agencies and
their employees, agents and officers from all claims, suits, damages or actions arising
from C/CAG's performance under this Agreement.

The duty of the parties to indemnit and save harmless as set forth herein, shall include
the duty to defend as set forth in Section 2778 of the California Civil Code.

Workers' Compensation Coverage. Statutory Workers'Compensation Insurance and
Employer's Liability Insurance wilt be provided by the COI-INTY with limits of not less
than one million dollars ($1,000,000) for any and all persons employed directly or
indirectly by COUNTY. In the alternative, COUNTY may rely on a selÊinsurance
progr¿tm to meet these requirements so long as the program of self-insurance complies
fully with the provisions of the California Labor Code. In such case, excess Workers'
Compensation Insurance with statutory limits shall be maintained. The insurer, if
insurance is provided, and the COUNTY, if a program of self-inswance is provided, shall
waive all rights of subrogation against C/CAG for loss arising from worker injuries
sustained under this Agreement.

Liability Insurance. COUNTY shall take out and maintain during the life of this
Agreement such Bodily Injury Liability and Property Damage Liability Insurance as shall
protect COUNTY, 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 COUNTY or by any sub-contractor or by anyone directly or indirectly
employed by either of them. In the alternative, COI-INTY may rely on a self-insurance
program to meet these requirements so long as the program of self-insurance complies
fully with the provisions of the Califomia Labor Code.

In the event of the breach of any provision of this Section, or in the event any notice is
received which indicates any required insurance coverage will be diminished or canceled,
C/CAG, at its option, này, 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.

6.

7.

8.
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9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Non'discrimination. COI-INTY and its subcontractors performing the services on behalf
of the COTINTY 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 status, pregnancy, childbirth or related conditions, medical
condition, mental or physical disabilþ or veteran's status, or in any m¿ìnner prohibited
by federal, state or local laws.

Accessibility of Services to Disabled Persons. COUNTY, not C/CAG, shall be
responsible for compliance with all applicable requirements regarding services to
disabled persons, including any requirements of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973.

Substitutions. If particular people are identified in Exhibit A as working under this
Agreement, COUNTY will not assign others to work in their place without written
permission from C/CAG. Any substitution shall be with a person of commensurate
experience and knowledge.

Joint Property. As between C/CAG and COUNTY any system or documents developed,
produced or provided under this Agreement shall become the joint property of C/CAG
andthe COIINTY.

Access to Records. COI-INTY shall retain, for a period of no less than five years, all
books, documents, papers, and records which are directly pertinent to this Agreement for
the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts, and transcriptions, and shall provide
C/CAG, its member agencies, and or their auditors with access to said books and records.

COUNTY shall maintain all required records for five years after C/CAG makes final
payments.

Merger Clause. $/ith regard to the matters covered in this Agreement, this Agreement
constitutes the sole agreement of the parties hereto and any prior agreement, promises,
negotiations or representations between the parties not expressly stated in this document
are not binding.

Amendments. Any changes in the services to be performed under this Agreement shall
be incorporated in written amendments, which shall speciff the changes in work
performed and any adjustments in compensation and schedule. All amendments shall be
executed by the C/CAG Executive Director or a designated representative, and the
Director of Public'Works. No claim for additional compensation or extension of time
shall be recognized unless contained in a duly executed amendment.

Governing Law. This Agteement shall be govemed bythe laws of the State of California
and any suit or action initiated by either party shall be brought in the County of San
Mateo, Califomia.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have affixed their hands to this Agreement
to Provide Staff Services for a Climate Action Plan Template on the day and year first

16.
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above indicated.

County of San Mateo (COUNTÐ

By
James C. Porter
County Department of Public'Works - Director

Aooroved as to Form Rv
County Counsel

City/County Association of Govenrments (C/CAG)

Bv
Bob Grassilli
C/CAG Chair

Aooroved as to Form Bv
C/CAG Legal Counsel

Date

Date

Date

Date
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1.0

Exhibit A

STAFF SERVICES FOR A CLIMATE ACTION PLAN TEMPLATE PROJECT

SCOPE OF \ryORK

Introduction - The City/ County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG)
is committed to working with the cities in San Mateo County on issues related to solid waste,
resource conservation and climate protection. C/CAG desires to contract with the County of
San Mateo (County) to provide staff services for the administration and project management
of C/CAG's Climate Action Plan Template Project (Project) pursuant to the Scope of Work
outlined in the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Grant Agreement
Grant No. 2010-083 (Grant Agreement) between C/CAG and the BAAQMD and the Scope
of Work outlined in the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Contract Work Authorization No.
2500458103. The Project will be funded through C/CAG and the Grant Agreement.

Management and Staffing Oversight - the County shall provide staff support to C/CAG to
accomplish deliverables as provided in Section 3.0 below. The County shall provide project
administration and project management to include: coordination of a working group of city
staff, providing direction on procurement of consultants, managing the consultants, reviewing
and commenting on consultant submittals, preparing and submitting required BAAQMD
grant reports, and managing the Project in accordance with the stipulated timeline to ensure
completion of the Project in accordance with the Scope of Work and Cost Schedule as
outlined in the Grant Agreement.

Grant Scope of Work - the County shall:

3.1 Support the completion of the scope of work as outlined in the Grant Agreements
attached hereto and referenced herein, up to a maximum amount of $25,000 for this
agreement.

Reporting - The County of San Mateo shall report to the C/CAG Board and other C/CAG
committees and staff on activities and Project progress related to this scope of work upon
request during the term of this agreement.

Payments - The County shall submit invoices for services provided along with supporting
documentation including labor hours and rates for management and staffrng. C/CAG shall
pay invoices within 30 days of receipt.

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

June 9, 2011

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of a proposal to develop the Smart Corridor - Southern Segment

project (betwèen Wnippt. 
.5å 

in R.d*ooO Óity and the Santa Clara County Line)

(For further information contact Sandy Wong at 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve a proposal to develop the Smart Corridor - Southern

Segment project (between Whipple Ave in neåwood City and the Santa Clara County Line)'

FTSCAL IMPACT

It is proposed to proceed with environmental reev for Smart

Corridor - Southern Segment' Final contracts for sented to

C/CAG Board fo, apprãoa at alaler date' It is esti ign to be

up to $1.5 million, including:

.outsideconsultantforenvironmentalreevaluation
o Outside consultant for final engineering design

. Caltrans staffto conduct final engineering design

Funding is included in the Draft C/CAG 20llll2 Budget'

SOURCE OF FUNDS

It is anticþated the funding for environmental and design of Smart corridor Southern segment be

funded frómAB 1546 and CongestionRelief funds'

BACKGROT]ND/DIS CU S SION

The proposed Southern Segment fromwhipple Ave to lanta clara county Line is estimated at

$10.6M for construction. on March zl, zdit,the california Transportation commission (crc) has

ITEM 6.4

-27 3-



issued a call for projects resulting from project cost savings accumulated statewide in the CMIA
Transportation Bond program. Target award date for the CMIA Costing Saving call for projects will
be in June or August 2011. In response to that call for project, staff submitted an application for the
Smart Corridor - Southern Segment requesting for the $10.6M construction fund. Since the CMIA
fund is only for construction, environmental approval and engineering design must be funded via other
means.

In addition, one of the most important factors in the selection of the CMIA Cost Saving grant is
project readiness. Staffrecommend to immediateþ mobilize a project team to get this project ready
for construction by conducting environmental reevaluation and final desþn. It is to be prepared in the
event that the project receives the CMIA Cost Saving gran|, or other available grant funds.

ATTACHMENT

None.
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DATE:

TO:

FROM:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
June 9, 201 I

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Review and approval of Resolution 11-37 authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to execute
the Program Manager Funding Agreement with the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (BAAQMD) for the 20lll20l2 Transportation Fund for Clean
Air (TFCA) (40%) Program for San Mateo County for an amount up to $987,566.04.

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution ll-37 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute the Program Manager Funding Agreement with the Bay Area Air Quality Management
District (BAAQMD) for the 20lll20l2 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) (40%) Program
for San Mateo County for an amount up to $987,566.04.

FISCAL IMPÄ.CT

This agreement provides up to $987,566.04 in TFCA funding for FY 201112012. Included in this
amount is $46,566 to cover the administrative costs of the program.

SOT]RCE OF FI]NDS

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is authorized under Health and Safety
code Section 44223 and 44225 to levy a fee on motor vehicles. Funds generated by the fee are
referred to as the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) funds and are used to implement
projects to reduce airpollution from motor vehicles. Health and Safety Code Section4424l(d)
stipulates that fortypercent (40%) of funds generated within a county where the fee is in effect shall
be allocated by the Air District to one or more public agencies designated to receive the funds, and
for San Mateo County, C/CAG has been designated as the overall Program Manager to receive the
funds.

BACKGROUND/ DISCUSSION

C/CAG acts as the Program Manager for the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program in
San Mateo County. This program distributes Transportation Fund for Clean Air funds to qualiffing
projects that reduce emissions in the air. At the March 70,2071 C/CAG Board meeting the Board
approved the projects to be funded as part of the TFCA Program. The projects that were approved
include:
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C/CAG Administration $46,s66
SamTrans Shuttle Bus Prosram $527.000
Peninsula Traffic Congestion
Relief Alliance

County-wi de Voluntary Trip
Reduction Pro$am

$414,000

TOTAL $987,566

The attached funding agreement between C/CAG and the Bay Area Air Quality Management
District is for the receipt of the FY llll2 TFCA County program Manager funds.

ATTACHMENTS

o Resolution l1-37
o Funding agreement with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
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RESOLUTION 11.37

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVER}IMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE THE PROGRAM
MANAGER FI]NDING AGREEMENT WITH THE BAY AREA AIR QUALITY

MANAGEMENT DTSTRICT (BAAQMD) FOR TItr, 20tt t20t2
TRANSPORTATION FUND FOR CLEAN AIR (TFC A) (40%) PROGRAM FOR

sAt[ MATEO COUNTY FOR AN AMOUNT Up TO $987,566.04.

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

WHEREAS' the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of
Governments at its March 70,2011 meeting approved certain projects and programs for
funding through San Mateo County's 40 percent local share of Transportation Fund for
Clean Air (TFCA) revenues; and,

\ryIIEREAS, the City/County Association of Govemments will act as the
Program Manager for $987,566.04 of TFCA funded projects; and,

WIIEREAS' it is necessary to enter into a Program Manager Agreement with the
Bay Area Air Quality Management District setting forth the responsibilities of each party.

NOW THEREFORE' BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that on behalf of C/CAG
the Chair is authorized to enter into an agreement with the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District for the 201112072 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) San
Mateo County Program.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAy OF JUNE 20tt.

Bob Grassilli, Chair
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FUNDING AGREEMENT
BETWEEN

THE BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
AND

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

11-SM

This Funding Agrèement (Agreement) is entered into between the CitylCounty Association of
Governments, hereinafter referred to as "Program}l4anaget," and the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District, hereinafter referred to as "Air District," hereinafter referred to jointly as

"Parties." This Agreement includes Attachment A, which specifies the funding allocated under
this Agreement, and Attachment B, which pertains to insuranse requirements.

SECTION I
RECITALS:

1) The Air District is authorized under California Health and Safety (FIealth &- Safety) Code
Sections 44223 and 44225 to levy a fee on motor vehicles registered v/ithin its jurisdiction
("Motor Vehicle Fees"), a portion of r,vhich the Air Ðistiict recei-¡es and dedicaies tc its
Transporiaticn Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) program.

2) TFCA prograrÃ monies 'mary be allocated for plojects tc reduce air polluticn from moti¡r
vehicles and to implement transpoilation control measures included in the plan adopted-
pursuant to Flealth and Safbty Code Secti ons 4t233 " 4C717 , and 4A919.

3) In accord-ance with Health and Safety Code Secticn 44241(d), the Air District allocates nct
less than fofiy (40) percent of the TFCA monies rccei'¡ed to impieinent the TFCA Frogra-m
Manager program ("Program").

4) The Air District has been nctifieC, in a cornmunication Cated Jrily 29, 1992, that the Program
Manager is the duly autharized recipient of the ploportionate share of Progiam monies for
San Mateo County, and has been so designated by resolution(s) adopted by the San Mateo
County Board of Supervisors and by the city councils of a majority of the cities representing
amajoritT, of the population in the incorporated area of the county. The te¡ms and conditions
for the expenditure of the County's Frogram monies by the Program Manager are set forth in
the resolution(s).

5) On December 1, 201A, the Air District Board of Directors ("Board of Directors") approved
the TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for Fiscal Year 201112012 ("Policies").
The Policies set forth requirements, inciuding eligibility and cost-effectiveness requirements,
for plojects funded by TFCA funds in fiscal year ending (FYE) 2012. The Policies are
iucctporated as Appenclir,. l) a¡-d nade a par-t of the "Ccur,ti'Progiam l4anagel Fund
Expenditure Plan Guidance for Fiscal Year 201112012, December 22,2010- ("Guidance"),
and arc incorporated herein and made apart hereof by this reference as if fully set forlh
herein.

6) On or about March 31,2011, the Frogram Vlanager submitted an Expenditure Plan
Application to the Air District, .¡¡hich specified irferest income eamed by the Prograrn
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7)

8)

Manager and TFCA funds from previously funded TFCA projects available for
reprogramming to other projects.

On May 4,2071, the Board of Directors approved an estimated allocation of FYE 2012

TFCA Program monies of 5976,283 for San Mateo County. On this same date, the Board of
Directors approved an estimated total funding level for FYE2012 for San Mateo County to
be administered by the Program Manager (FYE 2012TFCA funds), plus interest reported by
the Frogram Manager and any reprogramming of previous TFCA monies rernaining from
projects from previous f,rscal years, of $987,566.04, which is coverecl under this Agreement
("TFCA Funds").

The Air District and the Program Manager, pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section

44241, hereby enter into this funding agreement io implement the Program within San Mateo

County; to select and fund projects that improve air quality in the San Francisco Bay Area
Air Basin ancl comply with the Polieies; and to oversee such funded projects to assure that
they meet, and are implemented in accordance with, the Policies and the terms of this
fundiirg agreernent ("Agreement"). Tiris Agreement coveÍs ihe funding alloeation set forth in
Paragraph'l abotte"

SECTIO}{ If

PROGR.AIV{ h4AÞJAGER AGFJES :

1) To implernent the FYE2.An Program r,vithin San h4ateo County in accordance with this
Agreeileüf aricl tire Poiicies.

2) l-o select and tbnd projects tirat improve atr quality in the San l-lancisco Bay Area Atr Ðasin

and tliat comply -"¡ith the Policies and ihe teims of this Agreeirient ("Progiam Projects").

Recipieuts of'TFCA Funds may include the Program Ìvlanager, rvhich undertakes its orvn

Countyprojects, and other entities ("Sulo-avrarclees"). The Program Manager shall designate

the Pragram Frojeets as FYE 2012ProgramPrajects for acíministrative puTpcses.

3) Except in the ease where theProgratnlvlanager is the Sub-awardee, to enter into a binding
agreement with each Sub-awaldee that sets forth the rr'aximum amount of TFCA Funds

awarcJed for each Frogram Project, and requires each Sub-a-wardee to comply -with ihe terms

of this Agreement and the Folicies and to implement l-he Program Projects as'àpprovçd by the

Progi'am Manager. The Program Nlanager shall maintain copies cr"the Program Manager's

written agreements with Sub-alvardees and any amendments thereto with Sub-awardees to

carcy out the Progiairi Projects.

4) To eircurnber and expend all TFCA Funds within Two (2) years of receipt of the first payment

of tjne TFCA Frurds. The Program Manager may extend this tirne limit to the last day of tlie
Tei'nr of this Asieemenl if co¡rsistent v¡i1h the Pclicies:

a.) The Program Mairager approves an applica-tion to extend the time to implement a

particular Frogran Project, which extended deadline v¡ill be later than two (2) years from
the da.te the Progra.m Mana.ger receives the first payment of TFCA Funds, or

FYE 201?.TFCþ, Ptogram Manager Agreeinent
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b) The Program Manager finds, based on the Sub-awardee's application that despite
significant progress on the particular Program Project, the Sub-awardee requires
additional time to implement the Program Project.

5) To return to the Air District any TFCA Funds and associated interest unexpended as per
Section II, Paragraph 4 unless either:

a) The Program Manager has approved an extension for a Sub-awardee to implement its
Program Project(s) as per Section ll,Pangraph4, or

b) The Air District and the Program Manager have amended this Agreement to provide for
f,lther extensions of time to expend such funds.

6) To maintain, af a7l times during the term of this Agreernertr, a separate account or sub-ledger
for all TFCA Funds and to withdraw funds from this separate account only for the
reimbursement of costs to implement Frogram Frojects. Failure to comply with this
paragraph shall constitute grounds for termination pursuant to Section IV, Paragraph 2
below.

l) To maintain, at eaûse tc be maintained, ad.equate reeorels to documeni and demonstrate to Air
Districî staff and auditors the receipt, interest aeerual, and expenditures of Air Distrist funds
to implement the Pragtam.

8) To tracli and report to the é,ir District all interest accrue1, fïom TFCA Funds.

a) The Program Manager shall nct use interest from TFCIA Funds for adminìshrati.¡e
purposes.

'u) The Prograrnb/í,anager': cljsiribulion of arìii ìnt--^p-i fLriils shalibesr,tlr¡e.djsereiicl oíthe
Program Manager, after consuitation .¡vith the Aii' District and shall be in accor dance with
the Policies a:rd applicable Staie la"¡¡.

9) To track and report to the Air District any TFCA Furids and associated interest
unei-rcumbercd aI the time of completion or terminaiton ct'T a Ptogram Project. The
distribution of any suoh funds and associated interest shali be atlhe diseretion of the Pi'ogram
Manager, afier corisultation i,.¿ith the Air District.

1t) To limit admínistraJive costs to conduct the Prograrn to no mors than five percent (5Ð/a) o'f the
FYE2012 TFCA monies reeeived by the Program Mønager.

i i) To aliow, andto require the Sub-awardees to alio..^¡, the Air District's staff, its authorized
representatives, and iis independent auditors, cf-uring the terin of this Agreenrent and for thlee
(3) years following compietion of each Program Project, to conduct performance and
f,rnancial audits of the County's Program and Program Projects andto inspect the Frogram
Projects. During audits, the Pr:ogram Manager will rnake available to the Air District in a
timelv n'ìanneï all teccrcls relating to the Fros¡"am Manap_er's implementation of the Progra,m
and of'Sub-awardees' erpenses and performance of their Prograin Projects. Dtrring
inspections, the Program Manager will provide, at the request of the Air District, access to
inspect a Sub-awai'dee's Program Projects and related records.

12)To keep, and to require Sub-av¡ardees to keep, all financia! and Program Project
implernentation recc.rds necessary to den-ronstrate compliance with this Agreernent and the
Program. Such records include the reports and those records required to comply with Section

FYE, 2012 TFCA Prcgram lvlanager Agreement P age 3 of 9
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II,Paragraphs 8, 9, 10, 1 1, 12,15, and21, Such records shall include documentation that
demonstrates significant progress made for those Program Projects seeking extensions to the
completion date. The Program Manager shall keep such documents in acentral location for a
period of five (5) years following completion of the projects and shall require each Sub-
awardee to keep its necessary records at a central Sub-awardee location.

13) To maintain, and to require that each Sub-arvardee maintain, employee time sheets

documenting those hourly labor costs incured in the implementation of this Agreement,
inelucling both administrative and Program Project implementation eosts, or to establish an
altemative method to docur¡ent staff costs charged to the funded project.

14) To distribute TFCA Funds ailocated to a Sub-awardee only as reirnbursement for
documented Frogram Froject costs that are eligible and approvable under the Policies.

15) To preparc and submit reports to the Air District as follows:

a) Semi-annual Funding Status Reporl: Beginning May 31,2Ð12, the Prograrn Manager
shall submit a report an\Ãay 3 i and Octobei 3 1 of each year until ail Program Projects
are completed that speeif,ies a) the Proglam Projects that have been cancelled, completeci,
and ccrrrpleted aÍ a- ccst less than the aliocation during the previous six-mc,nth perioci a.nd

if completed al a- lesser eost, the a,mount of associated unexpended funds; and b) the
Prograrn Projects for v¡hich the Frogr"am lvlanagt has extendeel ar'y deadlines and" fot
ihose prcjeets, the re-¡ised completion date and docuilentaticn of the Frogram Manager''s
certificationthat, pursuiant to Flealth and Safety Code Secti an 442t2,(cl), tlie Sub-a-warclee
had rnade signifrcant progress.

b) Finai äepcrts: BeginnirtgMa.y .-JI"2t!'2, the Program Þ,AarLager shall su-binii eaci:l"nlaj¡ i t

and Octobei: 31, until all iÌrogram Frojects are comi;1eLed-", a Final Re;cort for eacir

courpleterl Pro6¡raiu Project, -u¡iiich iten;izes (a) t1i<-: expencliture of ihr'; TFCA Funds" a-nc1

(b) tiie lesuits of the moniToring of tiie performance of each Progra-m Projeet oir Aii
Ðistr:ict-approved report forrns.

c) interinr Project Reports: Begiruring October 3i"2012,the,Ðrcgram NÍanagæ sirall subrni't
each Ocrober 31 an interim Project Report for each Program Fro.ject that ha-s not bc¡;n
ccmpleiecl and which iternizes (a)'the expenditure of the TFC,A Frmds, and (b) the status
of each Prograrr Project's implementation on Air District-approved report forms.

d) if the due date flr:r a repoi't specified above falls on a weekend or on a Stace holida¡,then
that report is due on the following liusiness day"

i 6) Tc rc,q*ire ail Sub-a-r¿'ardees io ackiro'"vledge the Air Distiict as a Program Piojeci's fänding
source during the implementation aí aProgram Projeet and to use the Air Ðistrict's approveci
logo as specified below:

a) 'fhe lc.t¡r qhall l-.e ltqei! nr-, sigrrq no"Jerl at 1l-.e s,ìte ci'.1nir F3"r.r1,¡1r¡rr P-r'oìer1 Cnn!'!nrtlio,-r.

b) The logc shall be displa-yed on any vehicles or equipment operatecl or obtained as part of
a Program Froject.

c) The logo shail be usec{ on any public infbnnation materiai rela.i.ingto a Program Project-,

such as websitcs and printed materials, including transit scheclnles, brochures- handbooks"
iriaps ancl other promotional mate¡ ials,

FYE 2412. TFCA Frogram Managei'Agreement
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d) The Frogram Manager shall retain documentation, such as photographs of vehicles and

copies of press releases, demonstrating that Air District logos are used and displayed as

required.

17)To assure that all TFCA Funds received under this Agreement are expended only in
accordance with all applicable provisions of law for projects that are implemented directly by
the Program Manager, and to require Sub-awardees to expend the funds only in accordance
with all applicable provisions of law.

18) To require thai Sub-awardees retum to the Program Manager all TFCA Funds that are not
expended in accordance with applicable provisions of lar¡'.

19) To the extent not otherwise plohibited by Ia.w, and to the extent required by the Califomia
Public Records Act (California Govemment Code section 6250 et seq.),to make availableto
the public anci to require that Sub-awardees make available to the public any software,
written documents, or other produets cleveloped with TFCA Funds.

2QTa require that Stib-awardees i'ecei'¡ing TFCA Funds for the purchase of any vehicles retum
to the Prograrn Manager any funds rcalized from t'ne saie of any vehicies purohased with
TFCA Funds if such saie occurs prior to the last day of the lastyear listed as a Project Years
of Effectiveness following the date of purchase of the -¡ehicles. The Project Years of
Effbcti.¿eness is the defauTt -¿alue stateC in Appendix G of the Guiciance for the applica}le
project type, urrless a different vahrc was apptoved and shown to yield a Project meeting the
cost-effectiveness requireinent in the Policies by theProgram Manager. The amount of funds
ret¡¡med Ia the Prcgram Manager shall be piopoilion al to the percentage of TFCA Funds
originaily used io pür'chase iirc vehicles" Any suclr 'f¡-rn.Js retutned to the Program Þfana-ger

shaä oe rea-liocaied tc eligibiePrcgram Projects.

2I)To cbta,in zaCt rna-ifüî'-in, a.nd io l'equ,irc thai, each Suii-a-wardec abta,:n and maictaia,
throughout the Terrn oi this Agreement" the insurance coverage speeified in "Insuralcç
RequiremenTs," Attachmefi B, and to r:omply with all insurance requirements set forth
tlreleiir, incluc.ling the provision of documenteitiorr of said insurance aoverage. Failure to
obtain andmaintain the irisurance covetage ancl io comply wit'nø.ll insurance requirerneirts is

abreach of this Agreement.

SECTIONT Iii

AiR. DISTRICI- AGREES:

1) To pay the FYE 2012TFCA mcnies, the amount of which is estimated on Attachrnent A,
Summary Infonnation, Line 1 and calculated as set forth in Section III, Paraglaphs ia and 1b

below, fcr Program Projects that are consistent with the Policies and this Agleement, iir two
payments. Payments shaii oe made atier thrs Agreement has been signed by botli the
Program Managel and the Air District. Noiwithstanding the above, the Air District is only
obligated to pay that portion of the FYE2012 TFCA monies that that constitutes that portion
of the fees subvenecl by the Califomia Depaitment of Motor Vehicles ("DMV") for calendai
year 2011 to the Air District for its aiiocation to the Plogram Manager fi'orn the Prograne
funds. To the extent the estimated FYE 2012TFCA monies exceed the Motor Vehicle Fees

that æe receivecl by the Air District and arc available to the Program Manager" the Program

FYE2012 TFCA Program Nlanageu Agreement
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Manager understands and agrees that the Air District will not pay the difference between the

Motor Vehicle Fees available and the estimated FYE 2012TFCA monies.

a) To endeavor to forward the first payment within thirty (30) business days of the Air
District receiving from the DMV all the revenues that comprise the payment. The first
paymenl shall represent the County's proportionate share of the Program revenues

generated from registration fees paid for motor vehicles that registered in San Mateo

County between January 1,2011, and June 30, 2A1l,less Air Ðistrict's administrative
and audit costs"

b) To endeavor to forward the second payrnent within thirty (3û) business days of the Air
District receiving iiom the Ðlrlv all the revenues that eoinprise the payment. The second

payment shail represent the Comty's proportionate share of the Frogram Íevenues

generated fi'om registration fees paid for motor vehicles that legistered in San Mateo

Countybetween Ju-ly 1,2011,andÐecernber3l,2ÐI7, less AirDistriet's administrative
a.nd audii costs.

2) T'o provide timely notiee prior to condueting un artdit.

3) To proirícle the Program Manager, and. any other requestingparty, a copy of the fiscal and

pelforrnance audits condueted pursuant tc Section 44242 of the Health and Saftty Code.

4) To provide the Frogram hÃxnag* ".ruith all Air District-approveci Frogra.rn Managei repoiling

ibrms required for the Prograa,Manager to submit pursuant to tiris Agreement, including ttre

repofis required ?:tirsuant to Seetic¡n !I,Paragtaph 15 above'

5) To ¡;roiiide ac)py oflii-re A'rr Ðisilict lcgo to ihe P";r:grai-;',, t'',íanager sciel;u i'or r,¡se i* fi-llfil1 th¡

cbliga'iior: uldel" SecLion II 'j 6 ai ihis Agi i:oilent.

SECTIOhI IV

I]. TS T'iTUT\J ALT-Y AGRÐED:

1) Term: The term oíth.is Agreeineirt shall be from the Ðffective Date of this Agreement until
iire end of the fburth year'û'om the date of Air Disti:ict Board of Ðirectors approval of the

iì-urding aliocation (lÃay 4,2015) ("Term"). unless it is telmi¡rated ot arrended as provicled

f'cr in Puagraphs 2 and I of this Section or elsev¿here in ihis Agreenient.

If thc Piogram ÞÃanager seeks tc extend the Term in arder to provide a- Sub-a'wardee

additicnal time fo coinplete its Progiam Pro.ject(s) beycnd- the tr,r,.a-yçat'extens\on already

grrovided by the Program ldlanager, the Program lvlanager shall submit ibat request to the

Air Ðistrict no later than 60 days prioi'to the end of the Tem.

7) Termination: Either Pafty may terminate this Agreetnent a-t an¡r 1l*t by giving rvlitten
ltotice ol te¡nrination to tire other Pariy r,vhicn shaii speciTy' tìre eiiectlr¡e date -tlìereoi.

Notice of tenlination rinder this paragraph shall be given aLleast ninety (90) days befcre

the effective date of such terrnination. unless the parties mulually agree to an ea.rlier

termination date. This Agreernent shalj also terminate at the eird of the fisca-l 1,ç3.1 during
which tlrc CitylCounf,v Asscoiation of (iovernments loses its clesignation as Program

Wlanager for San Viatcro Cor-rntr¡.

FYE 2012 TFC\ Pro¡¡ram fuianager Agreeirrent
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3) indemnity: The Frogram Manager shali indemnify and hold harmless the Air District, its
employees, agents, representatives, and successors-in-interest against ally and all liability,
loss, expense, including reasonable attorneys' fees, or claims for injury or damages arising
out of the performance by the Program Manager of its duties undel this Agreement and
shall require Sub-awardees to indemniff and hold harmless the Air District, its employees,
agents, representatives, and successors-in-interest against any and all liability, loss,
expense, including reasonable attorneys' fees, or claims for injury or damages arising out
of their performance of the project or operation or use of the equipment that is subject to
this Agreement.

l.{otices: Any notice which ma.y be required under this Agreement shail be in writing, shali
be effective when received, and shall be given by personal service, by U.S. Postal Selvice
maii, or by certified mail (return leceipt requested), to the addresses set forth below, or to
such addresses which rnay be specified in writing to the Parties hereto.

Executive Director
City I C dürfiy As s oeiaiion of Gover:rmenTs
555 County Cenier,5th Fl.
Redwood City,CA94063

Air" Follution Contrcl ûfficer
Bay Area Air Quality Managernent District
939 Eiiis Street
San Francisco, C,4- 94109

Frogiam Liaison: Within thirty (30) days fron.r the iiff.ectjve Iiate ol'ihis Agieerlerrl, fiie
Program Ìvlanager shaii notify the Aii'District of tlie Program fulanager's Pi'ograr-n Lia"isoü
and of the I-iaison's address, teiephone numbei, andemall aeldress. The Prograrn Lia-ison
shall be the liaison to tlic Air Ðistrict peilaining to implementation of this Agreement and

shall be the contact for inforcnation about the Program ærC Program Projects. The Program
l,Ã.anager shall notify tire Air District of the change of Program Liaison or of the Liaisou's
contact iirformation in writing no latel than thirty (30) days fi'om the date of any change"

Addirional Provisions aird A<Íditiorial Acts anri Docutnents: Each Pafi.y agrees to do aii
sueh things and take all such actions, and to make, execute and deliver such othei"

documents tha-t are rea-sonabl¡, required lo cany out the proiuisions, intent and puipose of
this Agreement' All attachments tc this Agreement are expressly incorporated herein by
this reference and made apart hereof as though fully set forth.

Integration: This Agreement, including all anachments hereto, represents the final,
complete, and exclusive statement of the agreement between the Air District and the
Program Manager related to the Fadies' rights and obligations and subject matter described
in this Agreenrent. an<l supei'secles all prir:r ancl other conten'ìporalleous nnclersta-ndings anci

agreements of the parlies. No Party has been induced to enter into this Agreement by, nor
is any Party relying upon, any representation or warcanty outside those expressly set forth
herein.

Amendmenl: This Agreement may not be modifieC except in vrriting, signed by both
Parties hereto, and any attempi at. oral modifìcatioir of this Agreemen'i shall be void ancl of
no effect.

F Y F. 2A 1 2 T t^ C, A, P ro gram l,tlanager Agree m e nt

4)

s)

6)

7)

8)
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e)

10)

l l)

l?l

i3)

Olndependent Contractor: Neither the Program Manager nor its officers, employees,

agents, or representative shall be eonsidered employees or agents of the Air District.

Assignment: Neither Party shall assign, sell, license? or otherwise transfer any rights or
obligations under this Agreement without the prior written consent of the other Party.

Waiver: No waiver of a breach, of failure of any condition, or of any right or remedy
contained in or granted by the provisions of this Agreement shall be effective unless it is in
writing and signed by the Party waiving the breach, failure, right, or remedy. No waiver of
any breach, faiiure, right, or remedy shall be deemed a waiver of any other breach, whether
or not similar, nor sirall any waivel constitute a continuing waiver unless the writing sc

specifies. Frrther, the failure of a Party to enforce performance by the other Party of any
term, covenalt, or condition of this Agreement, ancl the failtu'e of aPafiy to exercise al,v
riglrts or remedies hereunder, shall not be deemed awaiver or relinquishment by that Party
to enforce future performance cf any such terms, oovenants, or conditions, or to exercise

any futuro rights or remedies.

Severability Ii acoufi of corapeïentjurisdietion holds airy provision of this Agreenient tc
be illegal, unenf,orce able or irnalid in '¡¡hoie ar in pa* far an1, teason, the i,alidity aüd

enforcea.bility of the remaining provisions, or pottions of them will not be affected.

Foree lVajeure : irleither the Air J-]istrict nor the ProgramManagel sha-ll be liable 'fûr t-'r

deerneC tc be in dofault for any d,elay ol failure in perforrnance '¡rdelthis Agreeneertf c,';

interruption of services resulting, directil' or indirectiy, ?rom acts of Gcd, eneta.y ci irc;'ciie
governmental action, civii commotion, stlikes, iockouts, labor dispr.rtes, 'fire or other

tasaa.ity,judíciai orders, gc./etnmefl.tai contr"ols, regriiations or restlictioiis, inabiiity ic
a'olain lalror ot"rnateriais <>t rcasonal:ic siil-¡stitutes fb¡ Ia):ai t:'t' lnatei'i¿ls itecessary fot
perfonnance of tliis Agleement, or other sauses, except frnancíalIhaI arcbeyand the
reasonable control of the Aii Ðistrict or the Progratr' fulanager.

Governing Law: Any dispr-rte that arises under or relaTes to this Agreernent shall be

governed by CaliforniaTavt, exciuciing any laws that direet the applicaticn of another
jurisdiction's lal'r's. Vçnne for resolution of any dispute that arises nnder or relates to ti-iis
Agreerrerit, including mediatiotr, shail be S¿n Francisca, California.

Effective Date: The effèctive date of tlis Agreement is the date the Air Ðistrict Executive
AfftcerlAir Pollution Ccntrol ûfficer executes the Agreernent (the "Effecii.¡e Ðate'").

Survival of Terms: Any terms of this Agreernenî. ihat by their nat¡tre exiencl beyçn¡l- 6¡.
tenrr (or termination) cf this Agreement sha.ll remain in effect until fì;lfilled, and s;t'rall apply
to both parties' respective silccessors and assigns. Sueh terms ìnclude. but rnay not be

limited to, the auditing requirements set forth in Faragraph ,iI, Paragraph i i "

þ- YE 2 0 12 T F C A Prc, grar'r llia nagel Agreement

14)

iq\

t6)
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IN WITNESS'TIVHEREOF, the Program Manager and the Air District have entered into this
Agreement as of the date listed below.

FOR PROGRAM MANAGER: FOR AIR DISTRICT:

by: Date:
Bob Grassilli Jack P. Broadbent
City/CountyAssociationofGovernments ExecutiveOfficer/APCO

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

Approved as to legal fornr (optional): Appr.oved as to legal form:

by: ,. by:
City/County Association of Govemments Brian C. Bunger, District Counsel

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

I?YE 2012 'IFCA Program Manager Agreenrent

by:

-287 -
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Attachment A f 1-sM FYÊ.2A12

SUMMARY INFORIVIATION

Program Manager Agency Name: Citv/Countv Association of Governments

Address: 555 County Center. 5th Fl., Redwood Citv, CA 94063

PART A: NEW TFCA FUNDS

1. Estimated FYE 2012TFCA. monies (based on projected CY2010 revenues): Line 1: $976,283.00

2. Difference between prior-year estimate and actual revenueT: Line 2: $-21,221.96

a. Actual FYE2010 TFCA monies (based on CY2009): $1,020,885.04

b. Estimated FYE2010 TFCA monies (based on CY2009): $1,042,117.00

('a' minus'b' equals Line 2.)

3. Estimated New Allocation (Sum of Lines 1 and 2): Line 3: $9sb,051.04

4. lnterest income. List interest earned on TFCA funds in calendar year 2010. Line 4: $1,537.00

5. Estimated TFCA monies budgeted for administration: Line 5: $46.566.00
(Note: This amount may not exceed 5% of Line 3.)

6. Total new TFCA funds available in FYE 2A12 Íor projects and ad¡ninistration Line 6: $956.588"04
(Add Lines 3 and 4. These funds are subject to the six-month allocation deadline.)

PART B: TFGA F¡.JNDS AVA¡!-ABLE FOR REPROGRAMMIh¡G

7. Tolial amount from previoursly funded projects available for
¡'eprograrnming to other projects. (Enter zero (0) if none.)

(Note: Reprogrammed funds originating from pre-2006 projects are not
subject to the six-month allocation deadline.)

PART G: TOTAL AVA¡LABLE TFCA F[."!h¡E]S

8" Tota!Available TFCA Funds (Sum of Lines 6 and 7)

9. Estimated TotalTFCA funds available for projects (Line I minus Line 5)

Line 7: $30,978.00

Line 8: $987.566.04

Line 9: $941,000.04

t At the time of Expenditure Plan Application, the FYE 2011 actual revenues (based on CY201O) were not available
from DMV. Thus the difference between the FYE 2011 estimated and actual TFCA monies is not included in this
form.

TFCA Funding Agreement for Gounty. Program ManagersBAAQMD

-289-
Page 1 of 1



Attaehnrer¡t Ë 1'í-S[r,i FyE Z01Z

¡ ñIS U RAruÇ E RËQU ! REIVT ËrST$

\/erifïcatiorÅ of Coverage

The Program Manager shall obtain and maintain certificates andlor other er¡idence of the
insurance coYerage required below. The Air District Teserves the l'ight to require the Frogram
ÍÃar'ager to provicie camplete, oefüfied copies af any insurancc offeled in corrrpliance with these
specifications. Cerlificates, poiicies anci other evidence prorrided shatl speciS that the Air
Distriet shali receive 30 days advanaed. notice aí çarrceäation liorn tire insurers..

1\4Ínimuffi Scople of. [nsurar¡ee

Throughout tÌre Term as defirred in Seetion I\¡ of the Agreemert, the Program Manager sha-ll
ot:tain a:rtë,tnairúain in fuii forçe e;tð. effecltheLiability Insurance as set forth below, arrd shali
require e¿rch Sui;-av¡arc,ee to rsb'ta.in and rnainie,in in full force zrtð. effect the Liability lnsura-nce
and Prapert), Ii:sura¡rce z".s sÈt forih belc-v¿:

I . I-ial-rÍlå$' trrrsurar¡ee v.'itJ: a iiilit cf not iess tha;: $ 1,000,t00 per' ûccLtÍe¡rce. Slrch
iäsura¡ec. sliail I¡e ol"i-ire type usuai anC customary Lc the business af ihe Prograni
Itl¡çtnager ai:rd Srib-art¡?,rdae, ani to tlre opera-tion of ihe rreiricles" t¿essels, engines or
e q r.ii .om e nt ap ela!* t) lsv íl Le S ¡i: - av¡ at åee.

:1.. Yr'+pe"'i1' IEl,sl¿i"*.L,'r:e il', '¿:í) ?;¡trûi:,r'r. of rtlL iess tiian íi¡* ios-L¡r'a.hle r¡aÌrre c¡f, Slill-attve,¡,,ii-=r.,'¡^
-'/ehicles -'ogsfriJ., *i :gi:res 3r'c'i:-riÞme:ri fuirriecl a'¡der ii:e Aglecri:elit, àítð- coveling a-il
rislçs oi !cs s. d.z-,7tta;':e or desLrt:+tiori of sucir rrehicie s, vessels, ergines or equipment.

Ac'le¡;ta[riËiÉy *f" ]. ¡-rs;¡ ;'ers

Insuranirc is io t-e ''p'iaued -r,,,iih ins¡jrers .,¿ritir e currerlt A.il4. Best,s ra.ti11g of no iess.Lhari A: -\¡Ii.
Tire Air Disiriçt; rnay, at its sole cliscietion, w-air¡e cr a-lter tiris requirerrrent or accept seif-
insLiran,;e in Lir¿r c'f at>,- ]:eq¿lt-"¿ polic¡, of i¡:s,.rra-i:¿e.

BAAQMD TFCA Funding Agreernent for Gounty Program Managers Fage 1 of {
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C/C¡åG
CXTY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVBN¡{UNNTS

or Sa¡q Mrrno Cotn{T'v

Atherlon a Belmonr ø Brisbane ø Burlingame o Colma ø Daty City o East Palo Alto e Foster City " ¡Toyroon Bay o Hillsborough o Menlo Park

MillbraeoPaciîcaøPorlolaVatley"ReÄuoodCityasanBrunoøsanCarlosaSanMateoøsanMateoCountyeSouthSanFranciscooWoodsid¿

May l7,20ll

Doug Kimsey
Flanning Manager
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
101 Eighth Street
Oakland, CA 94607-4700

Subject: Frojects recomlnended for Ênclusion in R.egional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (R.TF/SCS) from San Mateo County

Dear Mr. Kimsey,

The San Mateo CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG) Board of Directors approved

the attached list of projects recommended for inclusion in the 2040 Regional Transportation

Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) at its NÍay 12,2011 meeting. Individual
Project Submittal Forms for the projects were submitted online tlrough the BayArea2040
website.

The2040 R.TP/SCS Froject list was presented, at the ll;4ay 12,2004 meeting, of the City/County
Association of Govemments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) Board for review and approval as to
which projects to recommend for inclusion in the RTP/SCS. The Board meeting agenda is

attached for your information (see Item 6.3).

The initial "call for projects" was issued to public works directors of the county's 2l local
jurisdictions with copies sent to the respective city managers, plaruring directors, as well as MTC
policy advisory council members (in San Mateo), C/CAG board members, C/CAG committee

members, and low-income community based orgarization stakeholders.

C/CAG staff worked with the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans), the San Mateo

County Transportation Authority (SMCTA), Caltrain, and others, to develop project lists for
Measure A, transit, and multi-county projects. Coordination meetings with MTC and California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) staffwere held to discuss mutual priorities.

To comply with outreach requirements, the "call for projects" was posted on the C/CAG website

and has been distributed to the public upon request. A press release from CiCAG was issued on

March 71,2071 and a Public Hearing on the Draft List of Projects was held on March 28,2011
with notification posted in local a county newspaper.

ITEM 9.1

-29L-



Page 2
Doug l(msey
}lay 77,2071

A draft RTF list of projects, based on request received from partner agencies in the County, was
presented at the March 17,2071 Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) meeting for review and comment. A public hearing to review the draft list
was held at the Congestion Management Frogram and Environmental Quality Committee
(CMEQ) on March 28,201i . The draft list was presented to the CICAG Board on April 14,2011
for review and comment.

The Final list was recommended for approval by the TAC on April 21,2011 and the CMEQ on
April 25,2011 . Online project applications for projects on the attached list were submitted to
MTC by4pri129,2011.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (650) 599-1420 or Jean Higaki of my
staff at (650) 599-1462"

Executive Director
City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County

Attachments:

Final Listing of San Mateo County 2040 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP/SCS) Projects
C/CAG Board }'4ay 12,2011 meeting agenda
"Call for Froject" schedule

555CorrNryCENr¡n5ruFloon,RnpwoooCnv,CA94063 Pso¡r¡:650.363.4105 F¡x:650.361.822'l

1,

2.
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San M¿ rnty
2040 Regionâl TEnsporla ¿n (RTPiSCS) projects

(Costs are shown in $ millions)

2040 RTP Project List

I
N
\o
(^)

I

New or Ref #
of Existing

Project
Sponsor Project Title Project Description Total Cost (in

millions)

RTP
Financial

Constra¡nt (in
millions)

Vlsion -

Beyond
Financial

Constralnt (in
millionsl

Funding Source

21602

SMCTA,
Caltrans,

City of
Burlinoame

Reconstruct U.S. I 0liBroadway interchange Reconstruct ¡nterchange and ramps at
US 101 and Broadway. s74.5 $74.5 $00 STIP, Meas A, Local

21603 SMCTA Modify U.S. l0lMoodside Road interchange Vodify U.S. 1014 /oodside Road
nterchanoe s66 0 $66.0 $0.0 STIP, Meas A, Local

21604 SMCTA
Construct modified auxiliary lanes on U,S. 101
from Oyster Point to San Francisco County line

Construct mod¡fied auxiliary lanes on
U.S. 101 from Oyster Point to San
Francisco County line

$72.0 $72.0 $0.0 STIP, Meas A,

21606 SMCTA Reconstruct U.S. 1 01 ¡lVillow Road interchenge Reconslruct U.S. l0llWillow Road
interchanoe $57.0 $57.0 $o.o STIP, Meas A, Local

21607
East Palo

Alto
University Avenue Overpass Bike/ Ped Facility

Stage 2 operational and safety
improvements of this interchange over
two phases: Phase 2A includes
construction of a diagonal southbound
off-ramp, widening of University
Avenue overcrossing for pedestrians
on the north s¡de of the structure and
adding approximately 400 meters of
auxiliary lane on the southbound.
Phase 2A will include new design
elemenls to improve the overall
design quality of the project by adding
new landscape elements and
streetscape elemênts to the pOect.
Phase 28 of the project w¡ll ¡nclude
w¡dening the over-crossing structure
on the south side as well as the
approaches on both sides of the
structure to accornmodate b¡ke lanes.

$7.0 $7.0 $0.0 Federal Earmark HPP 3769, Local

21608 SMCTA
Construct auxiliary lenes (one in each direction) on
U S. 101 from Marsh Road to Embarcadero Road

Construct auxiliary lanes (one in each
direction) on U.S. 101 from Marsh
Road to Embarcadero Road

$119.9 $119 I $0.0
STIP, MeasA, Proposition 1B Corridor
Mobility lmprovement Accounl funds

21609 SMCTA
mprove local access from Sneath Lane and San
Jruno Avenue to l-280/l-380 ¡nterchange (study
rhase only)

lmprove local aciess from Sneath
Lane and San Bruno Avenue to l-280/l
380 interchange (study phase only)

$25.8 $4.s $21.3 STIP, Meas A

21612 SMCTA

lmprove access to/from wesl side of Dumbarton
Bridge on Route 84 connecting to U.S. 101
(includes flyovers, interchange improvements and
conversion of Willow Road between Route 84 and
U.S. 101 to expressway)

mprove access toifrom west side of
)umbarton Br¡dge on Route 84
:onnecting to U.S. 101 (includes
'lyovers, interchange improvements
rnd conversion of Willow Road
letween Route 84 and U.S. 101 to
Sxoresswav)

$367.9 $62.4 $305.5 STIP, Meas A, Local

RTP May 201 1 RTP Project L¡st
5/12/201 1 Page 1



San Counly
2040 Regional Transpot.- r, Plan (RTP/SCS) projects

(Costs are shown ¡n $ millions)

2040 RTP Project List

I

N
r.o
È

I

New or Ref #
of Existing

Project
Sponsor Project Title Project Description Total Cost (in

m¡llions)

RTP
Financial

Constraint (in
mill¡ons)

V¡sion -

Beyond
Financial

Constraint (in
millionsl

Funding Source

21613 SMCTA

lmprove Route 92 from San Mateo-Hayward
Bridge to l-280 (includes widening and uphill
passing lane from U.S. 101 to l-280 & modification
of Route 92lEl Camino Real Interchange)

lmprove Route 92 from San Mateo-
Hayward Bridge to l-280 (includes
widening and uphill passing lane from
U.S. 101 to l-280 & modification of
Route 92/El Camino Real interchange

$ 1 74.s $32.1 $142.4 :ederal Earmark 3m¡1, STIP, Meas A

21615
SMCTA /

City of Daly
Cilv

Reconstruct l-280/Route 1 interchange (Daly City),
¡ncluding ramps

Reconstruct l-28O/Route I
interchange, including ramps $119.5 $18 I $100.6 iTlP, Meas A, Local

21892
SMCTA/

RWC
/Viden Woodside Road from 4 io 6 lanes from El

lamino Real to Broadway

Widen Woodside Road from 4 to 6
lanes from El Camino Real to
Broadwav

$16.0 $2.8 $13 2 STIP, Meas A, Local

21 893 SMCTA

Widen Route 92 from Half Moon Bay city límits and
Pilarcitos Creek (includes w¡dening shoulders and
travel lanes to standard widths and straightening
curves)

Widen Route 92 from Half Moon Bay
city lim¡ts and Pilarcitos Creek
(includes widen¡ng shoulders and
travel lanes to standard widths and
straiqhtenino curves)

$34.0 $so $29.0 STIP, Meas A. Local

22227
Brisbane/
SMCTA

Geneva Avenue Extension

Extend Geneva Avenue from its
current term¡nus at Bayshore
Boulevard through new Candlestick
lnterchange (see Ref lD 22756) and
connect to Harnev Wav

$87.0 $87.0 $0.0 Prop 18, Meas A, STIP, Local, Developer

22229
Brisbane/
SMCTA

US '101-Sierra Point Parkway

Reconstruct Sierra Point Parkway
on/off ramps at western join to US 101

and extend Lagoon Way from this
improved interchange to Bayshore
Boulevard

$80.7 $ 14.1 $66.6 Prop '18, Meas A, STIP, Local, Developer

22230
SMCTA /

City of Daly
ôilv

Construct Auxiliary Lanes between l-380 and
Hickey Boulevard (Daly Clty,
South San Francisco. San Bruno)

]onstruct auxiliary lanes (one in each
l¡rection) on l-280 from l-380 10

=lickev Boulevard
$74.3 $12.8 $61.5 STIP. Meas A

22232
City of Daly

City

Construct streelscape improvements in Planned
Development Areas on Mission Street (Route 82)
from John Daly Boulevard to San Pedro Road and
on Geneva Avenue from city limit to city limit

Design and construction of enhanced
sidewalks, landscaping, improved
street crossings, landscaped median
islands, and pedestrian-scale street
lighi¡ng in Planned Development
Areas along and adjoining Mission
Street (Route 82) from John Dal¡r
Boulevard 10 San Pedro Roed end
Geneva Avenue from c¡ty limit to c¡ty
limit.

Projects to be phased for
implementation in both design and
construction-

$50 4 $5.4 $45.0 Local, Developer

22239 Pacifica
Widen Manor Dr¡ve overcrossing at Route 1

(includes new traffic signals at intersection)

Widen Manor Drive overcrossing et
Route 1 (includes new traffic signals
ât ¡nlêrqêel¡ônì

$12 3 $12.3 $o.o STIP, Meas A, Local

RTP Mav 201 1 RIP Proiect List



San Ma lnty
2040 Regional Transportã ¿n (RTP/SCS) projects

(Costs are shown in $ m¡llions)

2040 RTP Proiect L¡st

I
N)
\o(¡

I

New or Ref #
of Existing

Project
Sponsor Project Title Project Description Total Cost (¡n

millions)

RTP
Financial

Gonstraint (in
millions)

Vislon -

Beyond
Financ¡al

Constraint (in
m¡ll¡ôñcì

Funding Source

22261 Pacifica ìeplace San Pedro Creek Bridge over Route 1
Replace San Pedro Creek Bridge over
Route 1

$8.0 $8.0 $00 Fed Earmarks, Meas A, STIP

22271 SMCTA
rViden Skyline Boulevard (Route 35) from 2 to 4
anes belween l-280 and Sneath Lane

Widen Skyline Boulevard (Route 35)
from 2 to 4 lanes between l-280 and
Sneath Lane

$21.9 $3.8 $18 1 STIP, Meas A

22279
South San
Francisco/
SMCTA

J.S. 101/Produce Avenue lnterchange

Conslruct new U.S. 101/Prodtrce
Avenue interchange (includes
replacement of Produce Avenue on-
and off-ramps and South Airport
Boulevard ramps to U S. 101 at
Wondercolor Lane) connecting to
South Airport Boulevard and San
Mateo Avenue.

$107.3 $ 107.3 s00 SïlP, Meas A, Local

22282 SMCTA lmprove U.S. 101 operations near Route 92
lmprove U.S. 10'l operaiions near
Route 92 $53.8 $53.8 $0.0

Phase I (Phased construction - 40mil), ST|P,
Meas A. Local

22751 Half Moon
Bay

lmprove operations and safety of Route 1 ìn Half
Moon Bay (includes extending Route I to Half
Moon Bay city limits and channelization at local
intersections)

lmprove operations and safety of
Route 1 in Half Moon Bay (includes
extending Route 1 to Half Moon Bay
city limits and channelization at local
inlersections)

$16.3 $16.3 $00 STIP, Meas A, Local

22756
Brisbane/
SMCTA

US 101-Candlestick Point lnterchange

Reconstruct Candlestick Point
interchange at US 101, including
through connectìons on west to an
extended Geneva Avenue (see Ref lD
22227) and on east to Harney Way

$1s2.0 s192.0 s0.0 STIP, Meas A, Local, Developer

94644 SMCTA Construct westbound slow-vehicle lane on Route
92 from Route 35 to l-280

lonstruct westbound slow-vehicle
ane on Route 92 from Route 35 to l-
¿80

9112.2 $1S 6 $92.6 \4eas A, STIP

98204
SMCTA/
Pacifica

Add travel lane (one in each direction) on Route 1

(Calera Parkway) between Fassler Avenue and
Westport Drive in Pacifica (includes trafiic signal
coordinalion on Fassler Avenue and Reina Del
Mar Avenue)

Add travel lane (one irì each direct¡on)
on Route 1 (Calera Parkway) between
Fassler Avenue ând Westport Dr¡ve ¡n

Pacifica (includes traffic signal
coordination on Fassler Avenue and
Reina Del Mar Avenire)

$45.7 $45.7 $00 Meas A, STIP, Local

230417
City of San

Carlos
JS 101/Holly Street lnterchange Modificat¡on

r¡1/iden EB to NB loop to 2 lanes and
-'liminate NB to WB Loop. Provide
lrade-separated pedestrien and
licvcle oath.

$18.5 $18.5 $oo Local, Developer

230428
City of

Redwood
CitY

Redwood City Blomquist Slreet Extension and
Blomquist Br¡dge over Redwood Creek

Extend Blomquisl Street to Bair lsland
Road/East Bayshore Rd which
includes a new Blomquist Bridge
crossinq Redwood Creek

$ 12.0 $12.0 $0.0 Developer

RTP May 201 1 RTP Project L¡st
5/12/20 t 1 Page 3



San County
2040 Regional Transpor ._ .., Plan (RTP/SCS) projects

(Costs are shown ln $ mill¡ons)

2040 RIP Project List

I
N
t\o
oì

I

New or Ref #
of Existing

Project
Sponsor Project Title Project Description Total Cost (¡n

mill¡ons)

RTP
Flnancial

Constraint (in
millíons)

Vis¡on -
Beyond

Flnancial
Constraint (in

millioncì

Fundlng Source

230592
East Palo

Alto
Bay Road lmprovements Project, Phase 2 &

Phase 3

Traffic calming and streetscape
lmprovements on Bay Road from
University Avenue to Cooley Landing.
Phase ll segment will be from Clarke
Avenue to Tara Road, and Phase lll
will be from Tara Road to Bay Trail.
lmprovements include : construction
of wider sidewalks, storm drainage
systems, pedestr¡an and street
lighting, Landscaped median,
planters, landscaped bulb outs, and
streelscape elements, bus stop stop
facilities, colored concrete pavement
(decorative) at intersections,
Resurfacing of the roadway, lighted
(LED) crosswalks, bike lanes,
irrigation and planting of shrubs and
tress in the median and on both sìdes
of the roadway, Relocation of existing
utilities, Construction of new ADA
ramps at all intersections and mid-
block crossings, and New pavement
striping.

$1 1.9 $11.9 $o.o
Federal Earmarks HPP #707, #3767 and
STP earmark CA 784, Local

230704
City of

Foster Citv
State Route 92/Chess Drlve Ramp Widening
Proiccl uVidening on and off ramps $2.4 ç2.4 $00 Developer, Local

New C/CAG US101 HOV/T lanes, Whipple to County Line
Modify existing lanes to accommodate
an HOV/T lane from Whipple to
Countv Line

$40 0 s40 0 $00 STIP, Local

New
City of Daly

City

Callan Boulevard / Serremonte Boulevard and
Lake Merced Boulevard / Southgate Avenue
lntersection lmprovements

lntersect¡on and signalization
improvements at the Callan Boulevard
/ Serramonle Boulevard intersection
and at the Lake Merced Boulevard /
Southgate Avenue ¡ntersection

$0.6 $0.6 $oo Local, Developer

New
City of

Millbrae
lalifornia Drive Extension

Extend California Dr¡ve north to the
intesection of Victoria and El Camino
Real

s7.4 $1.7 $s7 Local

New
City of

Millbrae
Millbrae Avenue and Rollins Road lntersection
lmprovement

Widen Millbrae Avenue between
Rollins Road and US101 southbound
onramp and resurface the intersection

$33 $0.7 $2.5 Local

New
City of

Millbrae
US'101 Millbrae Ave Bike/Ped Bridge

Across US101 north of and adjacent
to the existing Millbrae Avenue bridge;
Construct a new 1O-foot wide Class 1

mixed-use bike/ped overcrossing.

$12.4 $3.0 $e.4 Federal Earmark HPP # 2701, Local

RTP 
^À^v 
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San l\4at rnly
2040 Regional Transportal .n (RTP/SCS) projects

(Costs are showr ¡n g millions)

2040 RTP Projecf List

I

N
\o\¡

I

New or Ref #
of Exist¡ng

Project
Sponsor Project Title Project Descr¡pt¡on Total Cost (in

mlllions)

$ 1.5

RTP
Financial

Constra¡nt (in
millions)

Vis¡on -

Beyond
Financial

Constra¡nt (in
mlllioncì

Funding Source

New Foster City Trition Drive Widen Trition drive between Foster
City Boulevard and Pilorim $1.5 $0.0 )eveloper, Meas A, LocalNew
srgnat Coordination between $1.8New Menlo Park Willow Roar ü1.ö $0.0 -ocal, Measure A

230349 NPS/
GGNRA

lmprove local access to Nationat park Service
(NPS) lands in San Mateo

Adapetive Sional control $2.3 $23 $0.0 Locê1. Mee-srrrc A

lmprove local access to National park
Service (NPS) lands in San Mateo $0.4 $0. I $0.3

FHWA Federal Lands Highway program/
Park Roads and Parkways program (FLHp/
PRPP), Central Federal Lands Highways
(CFL) Division,

New SMCTA 101/Penisula Ave Wesl modifications
r\cuvilù(uur ru I Itrtstunangg Io aoo
on and off ramps from southbound
101

$35.0 $6.0 $29 0 Meas A, STIP, Local

New San Mateo
County Highway I Safety and Mobility project

$65.0

$7.7

P
br vehicles, bicycles, and
)edestrians, elong the Highway One
lorridor between Half Moon Bay and
)acifica

$13.8 $51.2 Local

New SMCTA/
Daly City

l-280/John Daly Boulevard Overcrossing
W¡den the north s¡de of John Daly
Boulevard þ280 overpass to
accommodate vehicular and Bike/ped

$1.3 $64 Meas A, STIP, Locat

Sub lotal 18.1 $1 .217.8 $1 3

22226
City of

Brisbane
3ayshore lntermodal Station

Enhance existing Caltrain facility to
additionally accommodate SFMTA
buses, Samtrans buses, cross-
platform transfers between Caltrain
and SFMTA (connect with 3rd Street
Light Rail extension, see Ref lD
94632), and transfers from/to new
Geneva Ave/Harney Way Bus Rapid
Transit (see Ref lD 230207)

$48.6 $48 6
STIP, Local Funds, Measure A, and
Developer Exactions

230433
ully o1

Redwood
Cifv

Redwood Clty Ferry Service lmplementat¡on
lmplement ferry service from the
Redwood City ferry terminal to other
termainals in the Bav Area

$51.2 $s1.2 $oo
Transit Admin - Ferry Boat fund, USDOT (To
be submitted by WETA)

New
City of

Redwood
Citv

Redwood City Ferry Terminal
Construct a new ferry lerminal to be
located off Seaport Blvd edjecent to
the Port of Redwood City.

$15.0 $1s.0 $o.o l\4eas A (To be submitted by WETA)

New
vty ur

Redwood
Citv

Redwood City Street Car Construction and
lmplementation

Construct and implement street car
service on Broadway from Sth Ave to
downtown train station

$10.0 s'r0 0

New SamTrans SamTrans BRT lmplementation of BRT service in San
Mateo County on the El Camino Real $782 0 $'116.8 $665.2 Propositíon 18, Measure A sales tax, FTA

94667 SamTrans lncremental lncrease in Paratransit Service
lncrease in capacity of the SamTrans
paratransit fleet and seruice to meet
projected demand

$481.4 $45 8 $435.6
FTA Section 5310, District sales tax,
Meâsure A sales tax, Measure M veh. reg.
Fee

RTP May 201,1 RTp project List
5/12t201 1

Page 5



Sa, ) County
2040 Regional Transpo,.,.oa Plan (RTP/SCS) prcjects

(Costs are shown ¡n g milliôns)

2040 RTP Project List

3 $l,15S.4

New or Ref #
of Exist¡ng

Project
Sponsor Project Title Project Description Total Cost (in

millions)

RTP
Financial

Constra¡nt (¡n
millions)

Vision -
Beyond

F¡nancial
Gonstraint (in

milllonsl

Funding Source

230192 SamTrans iamTrans Rapid Bus

mprove SamTrans bus serv¡ce on the
ll Camino Real (¡nclude enhanced
iervice levels, transit priority
neasures, signal timing and related
)us imorovements)

$2.5 $25 Distr¡ct Sales Tax, Measure A sales tax,
Measure M veh. reg. Fee

Sub Total $1,390

I
N
tO
æ

I

230430 C/CAG 3icycle and pedestrian facilities and enhancement

Bicycle and Pedestrian facilities and
enhencements including class l, ll,
and lll facilities, Bicycle bridge
overcrossings, Bicycle / Ped Trails,
bicycle and pedestrian access, and
other related a¡r quality exempt work.

s60.0 $60.0 $0.0

$1,000mi1 covered under Regional Bike
Program #22247 to build out Regional Bicycle

Network as defined in MTC's Regional
Bicycle Master Plan

22423 C/CAG -ifeline transportation

Lifeline Transportation Program: fund
programs and services that address
transportation gaps specifìc to low-
income communities

$33.0 $33.0 $00

$400mil covered under Regional Lifeline
Program #22423 to'îund programs and

services that address hansportâtion gaps
specific to low-income communities

New C/CAG
\on-capacity increasing local road intersect¡on
rodificâtions and channelization

Make local intersection improvements
(includes street channelizet¡on,
overcrossings, and safety
¡mprovements)

$63.0 $10.0 $53.0

22274 C/CAG
lnstall an lntelligent Transportation System (l1S)
and a Traffic Operation System (TOS) countywide

lnstall an lntelligent Transportation
System (lTS) and a Traffic Operation
System (TOS) countywide

$73.7 873.7 s0.0 Prop 18, Meas A, STIP

22268 C/CAG Shuttles

Provide countywide shuttle service
between Caltrain stations and/ or
major activity centers (includes
ourchase of vehicles)

$175.0 $97.0 $78.0

New SamTrans
Transforming El Camino Real into a Complete
Street as part of the Grand Boulevard lnitiative

Planning and implementation of a
"complete streets" design for Miss¡on
StreeuEl Camino Real as part of the
Grand Boulevard lnitiative to
accommodate all modes of travel,
including but not limited to
curb/gutters, s¡dewalks, drainage,
street crossings, bike facilities,
streetscape, mediâns, utilities, traffic
channelizetion, signal improvements,
bulbouts, parking, bus and transit
access improvements

$r 75.5 $s0.0 $ 125.5 STIP-TE, CMAQ (TLC), Local

RTP Mav 201 1 RTP Pro¡ect Lisl
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San Mal rnty
2040 Reg¡onal TEnsportar n (RTP/SCS) projects

(Cosls are show,, ,rr g millions)

2040 RTP Profect Ltst

$468.7 $316 5

Torar* $4,3e4.0 $J,s1 7.8 ç2,476.2

* Tolal does not include Caltre¡n Projects

RTP May 201 1 RTP Project Lisl
5/12/20't 1

New or Ref #
of Existing

Project
Sponsor Project Title Project Descript¡on Total Cost (in

millions)

RTP
Financial

Gonstralnt (ln
millions)

Vísion -
Beyond

Financial
Constraint (in

millinncì

Funding Source

New C/CAG TLC/Streetscape
Planning and implementation of a
Complete Streets design to
accommodate all modes of travel.

$60.0 $50.0 $10 0

$2,200 mil covered under Regional TLC
Program #2l0l l to improve pedestrian,
bicycle and trans¡t access; and support
station development areas and FOCUS

21624 C/CAG Transit Oriented Development (TOD)
lmplement an incentive program to
supporl trânsitoriented developments
in San Mateo

$ 100.0 $50,0 $50 0

New C/CAG Transporlation environmental enhancements

Transportation-related capital
improvement projecfs that enhance
quality-ofJife, in or around
transporlation facilities as defined by
Caltrans TE program. lncludes slope
protection/ stabil¡zãtion and erosion
conlrol.

$2s.0 s2s.0 s00

230434 C/CAG lmplement local circulation improvements and the
local streets traff¡c management program

mplement local circulation
mprovements and the local streets
raff¡c meneoement orooram

$20.0 $20.0 $oo

New C/CAG
lmplement San Meteo County's Safe Routes to
Schools Program

mplement San Mateo County's Safe
ìoutes to Schools Program. lncludes
:apital and non-capital projects.

$9.5 $9.5 $00

Local. $400 mil covered by Regional Climate
Action Campaign #230550 for outreach and

educational projects l¡ke Safe Routes to
School/ Transit

Sub Total



Agency Name: Peninsula Conidor Joint powers Board
Date Submitted: 4hst2o11

Contact Name: Joel Slâvit
Contact Telephone: oso sos-o4zo

Contact E-mail:

GalTnain Pnoject l-ist

I(,
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Terminâl stat¡on lmprovement:
4th and K¡ng Station lmprovements

The project includes widening and lengthen¡ng the terminal platforms
reconf¡gur¡ng the track approach at the 4th & King Caltrain

. Track mod¡fications w¡ll support the Downtown San
rancisco extensìon to the Transbay Term¡nal. lmprovements will be

to support Cãltra¡n seru¡ce but the footpr¡nt will accomodate

th and King Station, San
rancisco, CA.

HSR, State Prop 1A HSR, FTA

a¡n Communicat¡onsBased Overlay
5¡gnal System (CBOSS) and Posit¡ve Tre¡n

¡s a system ofsignal¡zation, utiliz¡ng ontrack and offtrack
which allows for automated computerized coll¡sion

improved manual collision prevention, improved accident
and improved headways. Legal mandate requires pTC to

the entire Caltrain ROW. HSR, Prop 1A HSR, FRA Earmark, Prop lB

South Terminal Phase ll and ll ll of this project ¡s to construct an add¡t¡onal ma¡nline track and
s¡Enal controls north of D¡ridon Station to CEMOF. phase lll is to

an additional mainline track and s¡gnal controls south of Dir¡don
rtenance facility (CEMOF)
lnterstate 280 in San Jose,

FTA Section 5309, Prop 1B PTMISEA

Terminal Stat¡on lmprovement: Redesign of Dìridon to accommodate increased seru¡ce and demand
assoc¡ated with mode additions includints Bay Arëa Rapid Transit
(BART), High Speed Rail (CAHSR), Bus Rapid Transit, and peoptemover
a¡rport service These increases result ¡n an approximatelyfivefold
increase in tra¡n traff¡c. Uptraded station is expected to be one of the

transit hubs ¡nthe Western US. Listed costs are justthe
share of the projeqt.

Station, San Jose, CA.

HSR, Prop 1A HSR, JPB,

Grade Separations -
Mateo County

Grade separations at approx¡mately 2 to 3 high priority
Measure A candidate locations to separate vehicular and
rail traffìc for safety purposes.

TBD, along Caltrain corridor in

San Mateo County
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Agency Name: Pen¡nsula Corddor Joint powers

Date Submitted'. 4h3tzo11
Contact Name: Joel Slavit

Contact Telephone: !Þg qo8-94

Contact E-mail:

GalTrain Froject !-ist

Mateo, Santa Clara, and San
Francisco Counties

Separations - Phase 2: San
grade crossings throughout San Mateo, Santa Clara, and
San Francisco Counties- These projects will separate
vehicular and rail haffic for safety purposes under a
service scenario of 10 trains per hour in peak service with
HSR.

involves grade separat¡on on approximately 43 Remaining at-grade crossings
to be grade separated along

Caltrain Vehicle Expansion to
Support 6 Trains During Peak

Purchase of 14 EMUs will allow Caltrain to increase
service from 5 trains per hour to 6 trains per hour. An
electric multiple unit or EMU is a multiple unit train
consisting of self-propelled carriages, using electricity as
the motive power. An EMU requires no separate

, as electric traction motors are incorporated
one or a number of the

Rolling Stock procurement for
service between San Francisco
and San Jose w/ Electrifìcation

Caltrain Vehicle Expansion to
Support 10 Trains During Peak

72 addit¡onal EMUs will allow Caltrain to run
10 trains per hour. An electric multiple unit or EMU is a

unit train consisting of self-propelled caffiages,
electricity as the motive power An EMU requires no

locomotive, as electric traction motors are
within one or a number of the carriages

Rolling Stock procurement for
service between San Francisco
and San Jose wi Electrifìcation

Caltrain At-grade Crossing
lmprovements

This project will involve work to improve at-grade crossing
, signalization, crossing guards, striping, and

ignage. lnfrastructure will be installed in preparatíon for
compliant equipment to be installed. lncludes

stallation of four quad gates at all intersections, v¡deo
and alarm management system.

Along the entire Caltrain ROW

Federal Section 130 program, San
Mateo County transportat¡on tax, Santa

Caltrain Mid-Line Overtake his project involves the installation of passing tracks
San Francisco and San Jose Diridon Station,

ich will allow an express train to pass a local train in a
involving 10 trains per hour during peak serv¡ce.
is to be determined, and will likely be co-located

a planned high speed rail station.

To be determined location
between San Francisco and
San Jose Diridon Stations.



Agency Name: Peninsula Conidor Joint
Date Submitted: 4ti3t2o1 1

Contact Name: Joet Stavit

Contact Telephone: oso 508-6476

Contact E-mail:
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o
t\)

I

CalTnair¡ Froject List

ransit Enhancements -
Station Upgrades, Phase 1

improvements along the Caltrain corridor associated with
TOD development. Stations may include, bul are not

to: Hillsdale, Hayrvard Park, Bayshore, and San Carlos
include parking and bus, shuttle and bicycle and

May include, but are not lim
to the Hillsdale, Hayward Park,
Bayshore & San Carlos
stations.

ransit Enhancements - Caltrain
Station Upgrades, Phase 2

project involves system-wide access improvements
Caltrain stat¡ons associated with increased service and

due to an increase in 6 trains per hour with
lectrification. lmprovements include parking and bus,

and bicycle and pedestrian access improvements.

Between San Francisco and
San Jose with Electrification

Transit Enhancements - Caltrain
Station Upgrades, Phase 3

project involves system-wide access ¡mprovements
Caltrain stations associated with increased service and

and due to a planned increase to 10 kains per hour
Project covers all Caltrain stations. lmprovements include
parking and bus, shuttle and bicycle and pedestrian
access improvements.

Between San Francisco and
San Jose

in Electrifìcation between
Tamien and San Francisco

project includes the installation of traction power
substations, an overhead catenary system to supply
power to the trains, s¡gnal and grade crossing circuitry
changes, and related communications improvements.
The traction power substations will be small to medium
sized outdoor electrical facilities spaced about five to
seven miles apart. They will distribute the power along the
route. The main components of the overhead catenary
system are poles along side the tracks (spaced
approximately 180ft apart), which support the wires over
the tracks and supply the power to the trains. The
signaling, grade crossing and communications portions of
the project will be necessary changes to existing circuitry,
but be contained within exísting or new small enclosures,
and therefore be largely invisible.

San Francisco and

FRA HSR, Prop 1A HSR, FTA Section
5307, FHWA CMAQ, Prop'18



Agency Name: peninsula Corridor Joint
Date Submitted'. +nstzott

Contact Name:
Contact Telephone: 6so so8-6476

Contact E-mail:

I
(¡)
o(,

I

GalTrain Project n_ist

Please add additional rows if needed



C/CAG
Clry/CouNry AssocIATIoN on GovnnNMEt{TS

OF S,{NMATEO CoUNTY

AtherlonoBelmontoBrisbaneoBurlingameoColma"DalyCityøEastpaloAilocFosterCity"¡¡oyroonBay"HillsborougheMenlopark
Millbrae"PacifcooPortoltValleyø¡¿¿-oodCity"SonBrunoøSanCarlosøSanMateo"sinMateoCounty"SouthsanFranciscooWood.side

EOARD MEETING NOTICE

Meeting No. 235

DATE: Thursday, May l2,20ll

TXIVIE: 6:30 F.M. Board Meeting

Fn ,{CE: San Mateo County Transit District Office
1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium
San Carlos, CA

P,4RÌüÌ.{G: Available adjacent to and behind building.
Please note the underground parking garage is no longer open.

PUELTC rRANSrr: SamTrans Bus: Lines 261, 295, 2g7, 3g0, 3gl, 3g7,px, KX.
CalTrain: San Carlos Station.
Trip Flann er: http: I ltransit.5 1 l .org

** *** ***** ** **** ** **x *** ***t<*** * *****rk**** x****** ****rF*<** ******* *ì< +***

1.0 CAIL TO ORDER/ ROLL CALL

2"0 PLEDGE OF ALI,EGIANCE

3.0 PI.IBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON TIIE AGENDA
Note: Public comment is limited to two minutes per speaker.

4.0 PRESENTATIONS/ANNOLINCEMENTS

4.1 PRESENTATION

Certificate of appreciation for Joel Slavit for his dedicated service on the C/CAG Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC). 

1

555cot-¡¡{rvcENrER,5'"Floon,R¡nwoopcnv,CA94063 psoN¡:650.5gg.1420 F¡x:650.361.g22i
wtvlv.ccag.câ.gov
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5.0

51

CONSE\IT 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 pubiic
request specific items to be removed for separate action.

Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 233 dated March 10,2011, and
Regular Business Meeting No. 234 April 14,2011.

ACTIONp.3

Review and approval of Resolution 1 l-29 aúhonzingthe C/CAG Chair to execute Amendment
No' 1 to the interagency agreement between C/CAG and the Metropolitan Transportation
Committee (MTC) for Transportation Plaruring, programming, andTransportation Land-Use
Coordination for FY 2009110,2010111 and 20Il/12. ACTION p. 11

Review and approval of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program Report for the
Second Quarter ending on Decemb er 3I,2010. INFORMÀTION p. 15

Review and accept the Single Audit R.eport for the year ended June 30, 20ra.
ACTION p. 23

R-eview and approval of Resolution I l-27 authonzingthe C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement with the County of San Mateo for office space modifications for a cost not to exceed$7o,ooo. ACTION p. 39

R.eview and approval of R.esolution l1-25 authoriztngthe C/CAG Chair to execute an
amendment to the agreement between C/CAG and TJKM Transportation Consultants for time
extension for the Traffic Study on V/illow Road and University Avenue. ACTION p. 55

Review and appointment of Commissioner Kevin Mullin to fill the vacant MTC seat on the
Congestion Management & Environmental Quatity (CMEQ) Committee ACTIONp. 61

Review and accept the Quarterly Investment Report ending December 31,2010.
ACTION p. 65

All items on the Consent Agenda are approved/accepted by a majority vote. A request must
be made at the beginning of the meeting to move any itemfrom the Consent Agenda to the
Regular Agenda.

REGTILAR AGENDA

Review and approval of C/CAG Legrslative priorities, positions, and legislative update.
(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously iàentified.)

ACTION p. 69

hritial draft, assumptions, and input on the C/CAG 20ll-I2 Program Budget and Fees.

ACTIONp. 39

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

57

5.8

NOTE:

6.0

6.1

6.2
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Review and approval of the Final List of projects to be submitted to The Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) for inclusion in the Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). ACTioN r.pø itf

Receive report on the Pre-Tax Commuter Benefits outreach efforts and comment on a potential
process of implementing a Pre-Tax Commuter Benefits Ordinance. ACTION p. IZ7

Review and approval of the Resolution 7I-28 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a
ñinding agreement with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) in an amount not
to exceed 596,128 for analysis of extending carpool lanes on US 101 from V/hipple Ave to San
Francisco County Line (hybrid option).

COMMITTEE REPOR.TS

Committee Reports (oral reports).

Chairperson's Report.

Boardmembers Report

EXECUTIVE DIR-ECTOR' S REPORT

ACTION p. 133

9.0 COMMI-INICATIONS - Information Only

Copies of communications are included for C/CAG Board Members and Altemates only. To
request a copy of the communications, contact NancyBlair at 650 599-1406 or
nblajr@co.sanmateo,ca.us or download a copy from C/CAG's website - www.ccag.ca.gov.

1O.O ADJOURN

Next scheduled meeting: June 9,2011 R.egular Board Meeting.

PLIBLIC NOTICING: AIl notices of C/CAG Board and Committee meetings will be posted at
San Mateo County Transit Dishict office, 1250 San Carlos Ave., San Carlos, CA.

PLIBLIC RECORDS: Public records that relate to any item on the open session agenda for a regular
board meeting are avallable 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
membets, or a majority of the members of the Board. The Board has designated the City/ County
Association of Govemments of San Mateo County (C/CAG), located at 555 County Center, 5th Floor,
Redwood City, CA 94063, for the purpose ofmaking those public records available for inspection.
The documents are also available on the C/CAG lrternet Website, at the link for agendas for upcoming
meetings. The website is located at: htþ://mn'w,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.

6.3

6.4

6.5

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.G

8.0
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If you have any questions about the C/CAG Board Agenda, please contact C/CAG Staff:

Executive Director: Richard Napier 650 5gg-I420 Administrative Assistant: Nancy Blair 650 599-1406

FUTURE MEETINGS

May 12,2011
May 12,2077
May L7,2011
May 19,20Ll
May 79,2011

May 79,2071
May 23,20II
May 23,2017
May 26,2071

Legislative committee - samTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 5:30 p.m.
C/CAG Board - SamTrans 2"d Fioor Auditorium - 6:30 p.m.
NPDES Tech¡ical Advisory committee - to be determined - 10:00 a.m.

Protection Committee ßMCp)
e - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 3:00 p.m.

Airport Land Use Commission - Burlingame City Hall - Council Chambers - 4:00 p.M.
Administrators' Advisory committee - 555 county center, 5ft Fl, Redwood city _ Noon
CMEQ committee - San Mateo cityHall - conference Room c - 3:00 p.m.
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory committee (BPAC) - san Mateo city Hall -

-307-



2440 R-egional Transporration Fran (RTpiscs)
"Ca17 for Project" schedule

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

R-eview and Solicit Input on Draft carfor Frojects Guidance

MTC PTAC:
January 37,2011
R.egional RAWG:
February l,20Il
MTC PolicyAdvisory
Council:February g,Z0l7
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C/CAG
Crry/Couxry AssoclATroN op GovBnNMENTS

or San MarEo Couxry

Atherlon'Belmont'Brisbane.Burlingame.Colna.DalyCity.EastPaloAho.FosterCity.HatfMoonBay.Hillsborough.MenloPark.
Millbrae'Paclìca'Porlolaltalley,RedvtoodCity.SanBruno.SanCarlos.SanMateo.SanMateoCounty.SoulhsanFrancisco.Iloodside

May 16,2011

Honorable Jerry Hill
Member of the California State Assembly, 19th District
State Capitol room 2770, P.O. Box 942849
Sacramento, CA 9 4249-00 I 9

Re: AB 56

Dear Assembly Member Hill,

The Cityl County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) is composed of all 20
cities and the County in San Mateo County. At its meeting of May l2rh,the C/CAG Board of
Directors endorsed AB 56, legislation that addresses pipeline safety by increasing the accountability
of utilities and regulators for inspection and repair of California's pipeline infrastructure. Among
other provisions, AB 56 ensures thatratepayers will not pay for penalties and fee assessed on
utilities by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). This legislation also would require
the CPUC to establish minimum standards for automatic and/or remote shutoff valves where
feasible, as well as to prioritize the safety of pipelines close to areas of high seismic risk and to
prepare annual performance measure reports to the CPUC pertaining to any pipeline problems that
have been identified and any conditions that require pipeline repair.

C/CAG believes that AB 56 is essential to ensure public safety along natural gas pipelines. The
requirements of AB 56 will increase the accountability of natural gas utilities and reassure the public
that both utilities and government are doing all that is possible to protect life and property.

Thank you for being a champion of this effort.

Regards,

Richard Napier for
Bob Grassili
Chair

555 County Cente¡,5t Floor, Redwood Ctry,CA94063 pHoNE: 650 599.1406 FAx
w\¡'/\ry.CCag.Ca.gOV
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C/CAG
CI.|Y/COUNTì, ASSOCIATION OF GOI'ERI{ME¡.TS

oF SAr{ MrÏrpo Cou¡i'n'

AthertonoBelnont¡Drisbane.BurlinganeoColmatDolyCiry*oEastPolo,4lto.FosterCi0'.HølJMoonBoytltillsbo¡oughtj'4¿nloParl:
Ãlillbrae ¡ Poc[lìco t Ponoln ltallq,. Re(^rood CiD,. Sat lJ¡nno o San Corlos c Søn llateo t San llaleo Coutttt,t South San Francisco e ll]oodside

May 26,2011

Adrienne Tissier, Chair
Metropolitan Transportation Comnrission
101 Eighth Street

Oakland, CA 94607-4700

Subject: Support of the lVletropolitan Transportation Commission "fix-it-lirst" policl'

Dear Ms. Tissier,

On lt{ay 12,201I , the City/Count} Association of Governments (C/CAG) Board of Directors
met to review and approve of the final list of projects to be submitted to the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) for inclusion in the Regional Transpofation
Plar/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). During the discussion of this item, an issue

arose regarding the state of the freeways and highways in San Maleo Count¡'.

It was stated that the degradation of pavement on the state highway system, freeu'ay s¡'slem, and

major arterial system is clearly noticeable and that the funds needed to bring the system to a state

ofgood repair is severely inadequate,

The C/CAG Board strongly supporls the MTC "fix-il-first" policy and would like to see this
policy implenrented in the region.

If you have any questions, please feel free 1o contacl the Executive Director, Richard Napier at

(6s0) s99-1420.

Bob Grassilli, Chair
CitylCounty Association of Governments
of San Mateo County
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