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BOARD MEETING NOTICE  
 

Meeting No. 250 
 
 DATE: Thursday, October 11, 2012 
 
 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  
 
 
3.0 PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA  
 Note: Public comment is limited to two minutes per speaker. 
 
 
4.0 PRESENTATIONS/ ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
4.1 Presentation on Water from Bay Area Water Supply and Conservation Agency - Art Jenson 
 
 
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. 249 dated September 13, 2012. 

 ACTION p. 1 
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5.2 Review and Approval of the Appointments of Jay Walter from San Carlos and Brian McMinn 
from South San Francisco to fill seats on the Congestion Management Program Technical 
Advisory Committee (CMP TAC).  ACTION p. 7 
 

5.3 Contracts approved by the C/CAG Chair and Executive Director in accordance with the 
C/CAG Procurement Policy. INFORMATION 

 
5.3.1 C/CAG Chair executed a contract with DKS Associates for $49,000 for professional services 

for the Countywide Transportation Plan Update.  p. 11 
 
5.3.2 Executive Director executed a contract with iKorb for $15,000 for professional services for 

supporting the San Mateo County Energy Watch website.   p. 17 
 
5.3.3 Executive Director executed a contract with William Klein for $5,000 for professional services 

for supporting the San Mateo County Energy Watch.   p. 27 
 
5.3.4 Executive Director executed a contract with Climate Corps Bay Area for an AmeriCorps 

volunteer for the San Mateo County Energy Watch program for $17,500.   p. 33 
 
5.4 Review and approval of Resolution No. 12-61 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a 

funding agreement with the County of San Mateo Department of Public Works and Parks to 
provide C/CAG with funding to assist in the preparation of an update of the Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport in an amount not to 
exceed $50,000. ACTION p. 43 

 
5.5 Review and approval of Resolution No. 12-62 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a 

funding agreement with the State of California Department of Transportation  
(CAAP NO.: SM-1-10-1) to provide C/CAG with funding to prepare an update of the 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport in 
an amount not to exceed $135,000. ACTION p. 47 

 
5.6 Review and approval of Resolution 12-59 authorizing the C/CAG chair to execute Amendment 

No. 2 to the Agreement with Mokhtari Engineering Inc. for an additional $240,000 for a new 
amount not to exceed $490,000 and a 18 month time extension for project management 
services on the Smart Corridors Project, and approval to waive the Request for Proposal (RFP) 
process.  ACTION p. 55 

 
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 policies, priorities, positions, and legislative 

update. 
(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously identified.) 
 ACTION p. 67 

6.2 Review and approval of Resolution 12-60 authorizing the acceptance of $2,000,000 to perform 
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the High-Occupancy Vehicle lane (HOV) Hybrid Study on US 101 from Whipple to south of 
the I-380 interchange. ACTION p. 71 

 
6.3 Introduction and Public Hearing for the update of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 

(ALUCP) for the environs or San Francisco International Airport.  
 
6.3.1 Presentation, Public Hearing, and introduction of recommendation from the Airport Land Use 

Committee for adoption of the Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the 
Environs of San Francisco International Airport. ACTION p. 77 

 
6.3.2 Presentation, Public Hearing, and introduction of recommendation from the C/CAG Airport 

Land Use Committee for adoption and certification of the Initial Study and Negative 
Declaration for the Comprehensive Land Use Plan for the Environs of San Francisco 
International Airport. 

  ACTION p. 91 
 
6.4 Review and approval of a Call for Projects for the One Bay Area Grant Congestion Mitigation 

and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds consisting of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement Program 
and Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program.  ACTION p. 105 

 
 
 
7.0 COMMITTEE REPORTS  
 
7.1 Committee Reports (oral reports). 
 
7.2 Chairperson’s Report 
 
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.  

 
 
10.0 CLOSED SESSION 

 
Public Employee Appointment 
 
Title:  Executive Director 

 
11.0 ADJOURN 
 



 
 

555 COUNTY CENTER, 5TH
 FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063     PHONE: 650.599.1420    FAX: 650.361.8227 

www.ccag.ca.gov 
 

 
Next scheduled meeting: November 8, 2012 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 

 
October 11, 2012 Legislative Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 4:00 p.m.   
October 11, 2012 One Bay Area Grant Workshop 2nd Floor Auditorium - 5:00 p.m.   
October 11, 2012 C/CAG Board - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 6:30 p.m.   
October 12, 2012 Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee (RMCP) 
October 16, 2012 NPDES Technical Advisory Committee - to be determined - 10:00 a.m. 
October 18, 2012 CMP Technical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 3:00 p.m. 

Conference Room C - 7:00 p.m.  
October 22, 2012 Administrators’ Advisory Committee - 555 County Center, 5th Fl, Redwood City – Noon 
October 25, 2012 Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) - San Mateo City Hall - 
October 29, 2012 CMEQ Committee - San Mateo City Hall - Conference Room C - 3:00 p.m.  
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Meeting No. 249
September 13,2012

1.0 CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CN-L

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

Jerry Carlson - Atherton
Ch¡istine Wozniak - Belmont (6:35)
Clarke Conway - Brisbane
Terry Nagel - Burlingame, San Mateo County Transportation Authorþ
David Canepa - Daly City
Carlos Romero - East Palo Alto
Art Kiesel - Foster City
Naomi Patridge - Half Moon Bay
Kirsten Keith - Menlo Park (6:35)
Marge Colapietro - Millbrae
Maryann Moise Derwin - Portola Valley
Alicia Aguine - Redwood City
Irene O'Connell - San Bruno
Bob Grassilli - San Carlos
Brandt Grotte - San Mateo
Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit District
Deborah Gordon - Woodside

Absent,
Colma
Hillsborough
Pacifica
San Mateo County

Others:
Richard Napier, Executive Director, C/CAG
Sandy'Wong, Deputy Director, C/CAG
Nancy Blair, C/CAG
Inga Lintvedt, C/CAG Legal Counsel
Matt Fabry, C/CAG Staff
JohnHoang, C/CAG Staff
JeanHigaki, C/CAG Staff
Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff
Jim Bigelow, Redwood CitylSan Mateo County Chamber, CÀ/ßQ Member
Jim Cogan, PG&E

ITEM 5.1
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30

Sepi Richardson, Brisbane
John Ford, Alliance

PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON TI{E AGENDA

Jim Cogan, PG&E, provided an update on what PG&E is currentþ working on in San Mateo
County. They are in construction on Line 109 replacement work in the south part of the County,
they have started mobilization in doing work in the Hillsborough area, the golf course, and the
Baywood Highlands Park area. They have a lot of replacement, hydro-testing valve automation
work scheduled. PG&E is finishing up the valve automation job at Delaware and Birch in the City
of San Mateo. PG&E thanks everyone on the CICAG Board of Directors and the San Mateo
County Community for being patient with PG&E's construction, as this has affected their
commutes dramatically.

It was noted that the Isle of Man - Clean Tech Road Show is coming to Foster City on September
20,2012. The Isle of Man is building an international network of clean tech experts. The event
will afford the opportunity to connect leadership, technology, manufacturing and finance pieces of
the proverbial 'clean techptzzle'. In addition, it will also provide a platform for discussion on why
the Isle of Man is considered a hub for trials of new clean technologies and describe the economic
development opportunities for the Isle of Man, Silicon Valley, and the Bay Area.

PRESENTATIONS/ ANNOI.INCEMENT S

John Ford, Executive Director of the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance provided an
overview on what the Alliance is, what they do, highlighted the benchmarks of the previous year,
and outlined their strategic work plan for the current year. Mr. Ford answered questions.

CONSENT AGENDA

Board Member Matsumoto MOVED approval of Items 5.I,5.3,5.4,5.5, and 5.6. Board Member
Colapietro SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 16-0-1. Board Member Keith abstained.

Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 248 dated August g, 2072.
APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 12-57 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a funding
agreement with the City of San Carlos for constructing a green street tre ent retrofït project on
Bransten Road for an amount not to exceed $300,000. APPROVED

Review and approval of the Indepêndent Auditor's Reports and Schedule of Expenditures of
Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program Manager Fund Projects for project period ended June
30,2071. APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 12-57 authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to execute a cooperative
agreement with San Mateo County Department of Housing for cooperative pursuit of housing
solutions andto share costs for consulting and staffsupport services forFY2OL2-13 at anet costto

40

4t

5.0

54

51

5.3

55

CICAG of not to exceed $125,000.
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5.6 Review and approval of Resolution l2-58, authorizing stormwater pollution prevention expenditure
programs for accumulated countl.wide $4 Vehicle License Funds. APPROVED

Item 5.2 was removed from the Consent Calendar.

5.2 Review the attendance reports for the 2012 CICAG Board and Committees. INFORMA'TION

Correction was made to the C/CAG Board of Directors Roster. Robert Ross is the Alternate for
the City of San Mateo replacing the former Alternate Jack Mathews.

Board Member Grotte MOVED approval of Item 5.6. Board Member Nagel SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED I7-0.

60

6.1

REGULARAGENDA

Review and approval of C/CAG Legisiative policies, priorities, positions, and legislative update.
(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously identified.)

ACTION

There was no C/CAG Legislation meeting for September.

The State Legislature adjourned the 2017-12 regular session on August 3I,2012. Staffprovided a

summary of issues of interest that C/CAG has been monitoring over the course of the final
weeks. The Governor has until September 30 to either sign or veto legislation.

No action was taken.

Smart Corridor

Review and approval of the update on the implementation of the San Mateo County Smart
Corridor project. ACTION

Board Member Carlson MOVED approval of Item 6.2.7. Board Member Aguirre
SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 16-0-1. Board Member Keith abstained.

6.2

6 2.r

6.2.2 Review and approval of Resolution 12-52 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement
with Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. to provide all required software and hardware, including 5

years maintenance, for operation of all Smart Corridor traffÌc signals and to perform all related
professional services for an amount not to exceed $1,500,000. APPROVED

Board Member Canepa MOVED approval of Item 6.2.2. Board Member Colapietro SECONDED.

Vote was taken by Roll Catl. MOTION CARRIED 13-2-2. Board Members Conway and
Matsumoto opposed. Board Members Wozniak and Kiesel abstained.
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6.3 Receive an overview of the OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) call for projects schedule. ACTION

Board Member Keith MOVED approval of Item 6.3. Board Member O'Connell SECONDED.

MOTION CARR]ED 17-0.

6.4 Review and approve the definition of "proximate access" to a Priority Development Area (PDA) as

it relates to the OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) Program. ACTION

Board Member Patridge MOVED approval of Item 6.4. Board Member Gordon SECONDED.

MOTION CARRIED 17-0.

7.0 COMMITTEE REPORTS

7.1 Committee Reports (oral reports).

None.

7.2 Chairperson's Report

None.

7.3 Board Members Report

None.

8.0 E)GCUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT

None.

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.

1O.O CLOSED SESSION

Public Employee Appointment

Title: Executive Director

11.0 RECONVENE OPEN SESSION

The Chair announced that the Board will do a recruitment for the C/CAG Executive Director.

-4-



12.0 ADJOLIRN

The meeting adjourned at 8:33 p.m.
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Date:

To:

X'rom:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
October 71,2012

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and Approval of the Appointments of Jay Walter from San Carlos and

Brian McMinn from South San Francisco to fill seats on the Congestion
Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (CMP TAC)

(For further information or questions contact John Hoangat363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board review and approve the appointments of Jay Walter from San Carlos and Brian
McMinn from South San Francisco to fill seats on the Congestion Management Program

Technical Advisory Committee (CMP TAC).

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

The Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (CMP TAC), provide
technical expertise for the Congestion Management and Environmental Quality (CMEQ)
Committee and the C/CAG Board. The TAC is made up of engineers and planners from local
jurisdictions in addition to one representative each from Caltrans, SMCTA /Peninsula Corridor
JPB/Caltrain, MTC, and C/CAG.

As approved by the C/CAG Board, the maximum number of CMP TAC members is 25 and the

total vary depending on vacancies and/or interest from the city staff. Currently, there are two
vacantpositions. To fill vacant positions, staff typically solicits C/CAG member agencies that

are not currently represented on the Committee. Cities/Towns interested in being represented on

the TAC are asked to submit a letter of interest to C/CAG for appointment consideration.

C/CAG received a letter of interest from the City of San Carlos, which recommended Jay Walter,
Public'Works Director, to serve on the CMP TAC. The appointment would backfrll one vacant
position. C/CAG also received a letter from the City of South San Francisco requesting the

appointment of Brian McMinn, Assistant Director of Public V/orks/City Engineer, in place of
current member Dennis Chuck, Senior Civil Engineering, on the CMP TAC. Replacement of the

South San Francisco representative does not affect the membership total. The process of frlling
the remaining vacant position is ongoing. 

ITEM S.2
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ATTACHMENTS

- Current CMP TAC Roster -2012
- Letter from City of San Carlos

- Letter from City of South San Francisco

-8-



CITYCoUNCI-

IvfATTCROC01T, MAYOR

ROBERT GRASS(TI, VICE MAYOR

KARENCI.APPER

RONCOLLINS

MARKOLBERT

CITY OF SAN CARLOS
CITYMANAGER

600HÀ4STPJET

SÆ{ CARI¡S, CALIFORNIA 940?0.3 085

TEnruo}ü : (ó 5 0) 8V)- 4228

FÆc (650) 595-6729

\¡ÆB : http/^vww.cityoßancarlos.org

August 24,2012

Richard Napier
Executive Director
C/CAG
555 County Center, 5h Ffoor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Subject:Appointment to the C/CAG Congestion Management program TAC

Dear Mr. Napier,

This letter is to recommend that Jay Walter, the newly appointed Public Works Director/City
Engineer for the City of San Carlos, be formally appointed to the GiCAG Congestion Management
Program TechnicalAdvisory committee (TAc) at the september Board Meeting.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need additional information.

Sincerely,

City Manager

6!:F¿f""
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crTY couNcrL 2012

RICI-LqRO A. GARBARINO, MAYOR
PEDRO GONZALEZ, VICE MAYOR
MARK ADDIEGO, COUNCILMEMBER
KARYL MATSUMOTO, COUNCILMEMBER
KEVIN MULLIN, COUNCILMEMBER

BARRY M. NAGEL, CITY MANAGER

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGEÊ

September 21,2012

Mr. Richard Napier
Executive Director
CityiCounty Association of Governments of San Mateo Corurty
555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Subject: Replacement of South San Francisco Engineering Representative on the City/County
Associatìon of Governments of San Mateo County Technical Advisory Committee.

Dear Mr. Napier:

The City of South San Francisco is requesting appointment of Mr. Brian McMinn, Assistant
Director of Public Works/City Engineer in place of Mr. Dennis Chuck, Senior Civil Engineer on
the Technical Advisory Committee for the City/County Association of Govemments of San

Mateo County.

If you have any questions, you can contact Mr. Brian McMinn at (650) 829-6664.

Bany M.
CityManager

cc: Terry White, Director of Public Works
Brian McMinn, Assistant Director of Public Works/City Engineer
Dennis Chuck, Senior Civil Engineer

John Hoang
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County
555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

City Hall: 400 Grand Avenue . South San Francisco, CA 94080 . P.O-Box 711 ' South San Francisco, CA 94083

Phone: 650.877,8500' Fax; 650.829,6609

-10-



C/CAG AGEI\DA REPORT
Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

October 71,2012

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier

Agreement between C/CAG and DKS Associates for the development of San Mateo

Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP) update in an amount not to exceed $48,945

(For further information or questions contact sandy wong at 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board receive a copy of the agreement between C/CAG and DKS Associates for

the development of San Mateo Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP) update in an amount not to

exceed $48,945 executed by the C/CAG Chair in accordance with the adopted procurement policy.

FISCAL IMPACT

The $48,945 has been included in the adopted C/CAG 2012113 Budget.

FUND SOURCE

Funding source for this project comes from MTC Surface Transportation Program (STP) planning

grant.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

C/CAG is in the process of updating the San Mateo Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP). The

staff person dedicated to deliver this project is no longer with C/CAG. It is decided that it would be

more efficient to contract with a qualified consultant to provide service to complete the update of
the CTP. DKS Associates has been identified as the qualified consultant to provide that services.

Section 7 of the C/CAG Procurement Policy provides that for contracts between $25,001 and

$4g,g9g, a formal RFP procedure is not required. The results of another public agency's selection

process may be used to satisfy the process used to select a contractor that is qualified and that the

cost is competitive.

I112010, the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (JPB) conducted an extensive process including

a Request for Proposals to provide on-call transportation planning and program support for the San

Mateo County Transit District, the JPB, and the San Mateo County Transportation Authority. The

solicitation was advertised in a nerwspaper of general circulation and website. The solicitation

notices also were sent to interested firms, small business enterprises, and disadvantaged business

enterprises. Final recommendation was made by an evaluation committee and approved by the JPB

Board of Directors for a three-year on-call contract. The V/ilbur Smith Associates Team is the

highest-ranked team seiected by the JPB, and DKS Associates is on the V/ilbur Smith Team.

ATTACHMENT

. Agfeement between C/CAG and DKS Associates for the development of San Mateo

Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP) update in an amount not to exceed $48,945 CTP

uPdate' 
rrEM 5.3.r

-l_ 1-



AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

AND
DKS ASSOCIATES,INC

This Agreement entered this I 3 day of -Îrot".nt.,. ,2072,by and between the
City/County Aisociation of Governments of San U"["o Co.rtty, a joint p-o*.r, agency,
hereinafter called "C/CAG" and DKS Associates, Inc, hereinafter called "Contractor."

WITNESSETH

VIIIEREAS, C/CAG is a joint powers agency formed for the purpose of preparation,
. adoption and monitoring of a variety of county-wide state-mandated plans; and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG is prepared to award funding for development of San Mateo
Countywide Transportation Plan update; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that Contractor has the requisite qualifications to
perform this work.

NO'W, THEREFORE,IT IS HEREBY AGREED bythe parties as follows:

1. Services to be provided by Contractor. ln consideration of the payments hereinafter set
forth, Contractor agrees to perform the services described in Exhibit A, attached hereto
(the "Services"). All Services a¡e to be performed and completed March 37,2013.

2. Payments. In consideration of Contractor providing the Services, C/CAG shall reimburse
Contractor based on the cost rates set forth in Exhibit A up to a maximum amount of
forty-eight thousand nine hundred and forty-five dollars ($48,945) for Se¡vices provided
during the Contract Term as set forth below. Payments shall be made to contractor
monthly based on acceptable invoice submitted by contractor that identifies expenditures
and describes services performed in accordance with the agreement. C/CAG shall have

-thetight to.'receive;upon-requeshdocumentation-substantiating charges-billed to e/eAG; - -

3. Relationship of the Parties. It is understood that Contractor is an Independent Contractor
and this 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 Independent Contractor.

4. Non-Assiqnability. Contractor shall not assign this Agreement or any portion thereof to a
third party.

-L2-



6.

5. Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect as of and shall
terminate on March 3I,20L3; provided, however, C/CAG may terminate this Agreement
at any time for any reason by providing 30 days' notice to Contractor. Termination to be
effective on the date specified in the notice. In the event of termination under this
paragraph, Contractor shall be paid for all Services provided to the date of termination.

Hold Harmless/ Indemnity: Contractor shall indemnify and save harmless C/CAG, its
agents, officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions to the extent caused by
the negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Contractor, its agents, officers or
employees related to or resulting from performance, or non-performance under this
Agreement.

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

Insurance: Contractor or any subcontractors performing the services on behalf of
Contractor shall not commence work under this Agreement until all Insurance required
under this section has been obtained and such insurance has been approved by the
C/CAG Staff, Conhactor shall furnish the C/CAG Staff with Certificates of Insurance
evidencing the required coverage and there shall be a specific contractual liability
endorsement extending the Contractor's coverage to include the contractual liability
assumed by the Contractor püsuant to this Agreement. Contractor shall provide thirty
(30) days' notice, in writing, to C/CAG of any pending change in the limits of liability or
of non-renewal, cancellation, or modification of the policy. Such Insurance shall include
at a minimum the following:

'Workers' 
Compensation and Employer Liability Insurance: Contractor shall have

in effect, during the entire life of this Agreement, Workers' Compensation and

Employer Liability Insurance providing full statutory coverage.

Liability Insurance: Contractor shall take out and maintain during the life of this
Agreement such Bodily Injury Liability and Property Damage Liability Insurance as

shall protect CICAG, 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 the Contractor or by any sub-contractor or by anyone directly or
indirectly employed by either of them. Such insurance shall be combined single limit
bodily injury and property damage for each occurrence and shall be not less than

$1,000,000 unless another amount is specified below and shows approval by C/CAG
Sraff.

7.

-13 -



Required insurance shall include:
Required
Amount

$ 1,000,000

$ Statutory

Approval by
C/CAG Staff

if under
$ 1,000,000

a. Comprehensive General Liability

b, Workers' Compensation

C/CAG and its officers, agents, employees and servants shall be named as additional
insured on any such policies of insurance, which shall also contain a provision that the
insurance afforded thereby to C/CAG, its officers, agents, employees and servants shall
be primary insurance to the full limits of liability of the policy, and that if C/CAG, or its
officers and employees have other insurance against a loss covered by such a policy, such
other insurance shall be excess insurance only.

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

Non-discrimination. The Contractor and any subcontractors performing the services on
behalf of the Contractor shall not discriminate or permit discrimination against any
person or goup 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 disability or veteran's status, or in any
manner prohibited by federal, state or local laws.

Compliance with All Laws. Contractor shall at all times comply with all applicable laws
and regulations, including without limitation those regarding services to disabled
persons, including any requirements of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

Substitutions: If particular people are identified in this Agreement are providing services

-under-this-Agreement,-the 
Gontraetor-will-not-assign others-to work-in their place without

written permission ftom C/CAG. Atry substitution shall be with a person of
coÍìmensurate experience and knowledge.

Sole Property of C/CAG. Work products of Contractor which are delivered under this
Agreement or which are developed, produced and paid for under this Agreement, shall be
and become the property of C/CAG. Contractor shall not be liable for C/CAC's use,
modification or re-use of products without Contractor's participation or for purpose other
than those specifically intended pursuant to this Agreement.

9.

10.

11.
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L2. Access to Records. CiCAG, or any of their duly authorized representatives, shall have
access to any books, documents, papers, and records of the Contractor which æe directly
pertinent to this Agreement for the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts, and
transcriptions,

The Contractor shall maintain all required records for three years after C/CAG makes
final payments and all other pending matters are closed.

Merger Clause, This Agreement, including Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated
herein by reference, constitutes the sole agreement of the parties hereto with regard to the
matters covered in this Agreement, and correctly statos the rights, duties and obligations
of each party as of the document's date. Any prior agreement, promises, negotiations or
representations between the parties not expressly stated in this document are not binding.
Any subsequent modifications must be in writing and signed by the parties. In the event
of a conflict between the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein and those in
Exhibit A attached hereto, the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein shall
prevail,

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.

Notices. All notices hereby required under this agreement shall be in writing and
delivered in person or sent by certified mail, postage prepaid and addressed as follows:

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County
555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063
Attention: Sandy Wong

Notices required to be given to conffactor shall be addressed as follows:

DKS Associates
1970 Broadway, Suite 740

Oakland,-CA -9-46.12
Attention: William R. Loudon

13.

t4.

15.
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IN I{îTNESS.I4I,I{EBEOF, thç portie.s hereþ have,:affi*ed thçir hands on ;the ðuy,uud
ye.. ar fisl abo. ve w.iittçn

Cily/Couri1y".¡l¡csoiatfo¡of Gov.e*nments.{€y€.AG)

Bob Gr¿issÍlli, CICAG Chair

CIC.AG l-esâl Cormst>t
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I)ate:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

October 11,2012

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Funding agreement between C/CAG and iKorb, Inc. for professional services for

supporting the San Mateo County Energy Watch website for $15,000

For further information contact Richard Napier at (650)599 -1,420 or Kim Springer

at (650)599-1412.

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board receive a copy of the funding agreement between C/CAG and iKorb, Inc.

for professional services for supporting the San Mateo County Energy Watch (SMCEW) website

for $t5,OO0 executed by the C/CAG Executive Director in accordance with adopted procurement

policy.

FISCAL IMPACT None

SOURCE OF FUNDS

This agreement for services for the SMCEW program is paid for under the C/CAG - PG&E

Local Government Partnership (LGP) agreement. $10,000 of the funds are expected to be spent

by the end of calendar year 2012. An update for the SMCEW 2013-14 transition period contract

is expected to be presented to the C/CAG Board at the December 2012meeting. The remaining

funds will be charged to this new contract.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

San Mateo County Energy'Watch is a LGP between C/CAG and PG&E and is managed and

staffed by RecycleWorks, a program of the County of San Mateo. The SMCEW program

establishes its own website: www.smcenerq)¡watch.com in April 2009, which includes content

for the public, businesses and the cities in San Mateo County'

Recent developments in website design allow staff to edit the content on the website without

calling on outside support, via a content management system. Approximately $10,000 of the

funds will be used to set up the website with this new system'

The SMCEW program has been spending approximately $6,500 per year to set up, enhance and

maintain the website. Use of anew content management system will add flexibility and speed for

content management and, in the long run, should reduce the cost of maintaining the website.

ATTACHMENTS

. Agreement between C/CAG and iKorb, Inc.

-17 -
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AGREEMENT BETV/EEN
CITY/COI.INTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

AND
IKORB

This Agreement entered this _ day of ,2012, by and between

the City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, a joint powers

ageîcy,hereinafter called "C/CAG" and iKorb, hereinafter called "Contractor."

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, C/CAG is a joint powers agency formed for the purpose of
preparation, adoption and monitoring of a variety of county-wide state-mandated plans;

and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG is prepared to award funding for improving the San Mateo

County Energy V/atch (SMCEV/) website to provide integrated program information on

SMCEV/ and other C/CAG related energy and greenhouse gas related programs, and to

make changes to the website to allow staff to make ongoing updates to that website ; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that Contractor has the requisite

qualifications to perform this work.

NOV/, THEREFORE,IT IS HEREBY AGREED bythe parties as follows:

1. Services to be provided by Contractor. In consideration of the payments

hereinafter set forth, Contractor agrees to perform the services described in
Exhibit A, attached hereto (the "services"). All Services are to be performed and

completed by December 31,2014

2. Pa)rments. In consideration of Contractor providing the Services, C/CAG shall

reimburse Consultant based on the cost rates set forth in Exhibit A up to a
maximum amount of fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000) for Services provided

during the Contract Term as set forth below.

3. Relationship of the Parties. It is understood that Contractor is an Independent

Contractor and this Agreement is not intended to, and shall not be construed to,

create the relationship of agent, servant, employee, partnership, joint venture or

association, oÍ aîy other relationship whatsoever other than that of Independent

Contractor.

-t_8-



4.

5.

Non-Assignability. Contractor shall not assign this Agreement or any portion

thereof to a third party.

Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect as of September 1. 2012 and

shall terminate on December 37,2014; provided, however, C/CAG may

terminate this Agreement at any time for any reason by providing 30 days' notice

to Contractor. Termination to be effective on the date specified in the notice. In
the event of termination under this paragraph, Contractor shall be paid for all

Services provided to the date of termination.

Hold Harmless/ Indemnity: Contractor shall indemnify and save harmless

C/CAG from all claims, suits or actions to the extent caused by the negligence,

erïors, acts or omissions of the Consultant, its agents, officers or employees

related to or resulting from performance, or non-performance under this

Agreement. C/CAG shall indemnify and save harmless Contractor from all
claims, suits or actions to the extent caused by the negligence, elrors, acts or
omissions of C/CAG, its agents, officers or employees related to or resulting

from C/CAG's performance or non-performance under this Agreement.

The duty of the parties to indemnify and save harmless as set forth herein, shall

include the duty to defend as set forth in Section 2778 of the Califomia Civil
Code.

Insurance: Contractor or any subcontractors performing the services on behalf of
Contractor shall not commence work under this Agreement until all Insurance

required under this section has been obtained and such insurance has been

approved by the C/CAG Staff. Contractor shall furnish the C/CAG Staff with
Certifrcates of Insurance evidencing the required coverage and there shall be a

specific contractual liability endorsement extending the Contractor's coverage to

include the contractual liability assumed by the Contractor pursuant to this

Agreement. These Certificates shall specify or be endorsed to provide that thirty
(30) days notice must be given, in writing, to c/cAG of any pending change in
the limits of liability or of non-renewal, cancellation, or modification of the

policy. Such Insurance shall include at a minimum the following:

'Workers' Compensation and Employer Liability Insurance: Contractor shall

have in effect, during the entire life of this Agreement, Wotkers'

Compensation and Employer Liability Insurance providing full statutory

coverage.

Liability Insurance: Contractor shall take out and maintain during the life of this

Agreement such Bodily Injury Liability and PropertyDamage Liability Insurance

as shall protect C/CAG, its employees, officers and agents while performing

6.

,7
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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 the Contractor or by any sub-

contractor or by anyone directly or indirectly employed by either of them. Such

insurance shall be combined single limit bodily injury and property damage for

each occurrence and shall be not less than $1,000,000 unless another amount is

specified below and shows approval by C/CAG Staff.

Required insurance shall include:
Required
Amount

$

$ 1,000,000a. Comprehensive Generalliability

b.'Workers' Compensation Statutory

C/CAG and its officers, agents, employees and servants shall be named as

additional insured on any suchpolicies of insurance, which shall also contain a

provision that the insurance afforded thereby to C/CAG, its officers, agents,

ãmployees and servants shall be primary insurance to the fulllimits of liability of
thepoiicy, and that if C/CAG, or its officers and employees have other insurance

against a loss covered by such a policy, such other insurance shall be excess

insurance only.

In the event of the breach of any provision of this section, or in the event any

notice is received which indicates any required insurance coverage will be

diminished or canceled, the C/CAG Chairperson, at his/her option, may,

notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement to the contrary,

immediately aectare amatenalbreach of this Agreement and suspend all further

work pursuant to this Agreement.

Non-discrimination. The Contractor and any subcontractors performing the

services on behalf of the Contractor shall not discriminate or permit

discrimination against any person oI group of persons on the basis or race, color,

religion, nationai origin or ancestry, age, Sex, sexual orientation, marital status,

prrlru*y, childbirth or related conditions, medical condition, mental or physical

ãiruUitityor veteran's status, or in any manner prohibited by federal, state or local

laws.

Compliance with All Laws. Contractor shall at all times comply v¿ith all

Approval by
C/CAG Staff

if under
1,000,000

8.

9.

-20-



10.

11.

12.

13

applicable laws and regulations, including without limitation those regarding

services to disabled persons, including any requirements of Section 504 of the

Rehabilitation Act of 7973.

Substitutions: If particular people are identified in this Agreement are providing

services under this Agreement, the Contractor 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.

Sole Property of C/CAG. Work products of Contractor which are delivered under

this Agreement or which are developed, produced and paid for under this

Agreement, shall be and become the property of C/CAG. Contractor shall not be

liable for C/CAG's use, modification or re-use of products without Contractor's
participation or for pu{pose other than those specifically intended pursuant to this
Agreement.

Aqreement Renewal. This Agreement may be renewed or extended for up to an

additional three (3) years by the mutual agreement of the parties and when in
accordance with C/CAG's procurement policies.

Access to Records. C/CAG, or any of their duly authorized representatives, shall

have access to anybooks, documents, papers, and records of the Contractor

which are directly pertinent to this Agreement for the purpose of making audit,

examination, excerpts, and transcriptions.

The Contractor shall maintain all required records for three years after C/CAG
makes final pal.rnents and all other pending matters are closed.

Merser Clause. This Agreement, including Exhibit A attached hereto and

incorporated herein by reference, constitutes the sole agreement of the parties

hereto with regard to the matters covered in this Agreement, and correctly states

the rights, duties and obligations of each party as of the document's date. Any
prior agreement, promises, negotiations or representations between the parties not
expressly stated in this document are not binding. Any subsequent modifications
must be in writing and signed by the parties. In the event of a conflict between the

terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein and those in Exhibit A attached

hereto, the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein shall prevail.

Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of
Califomia and any suit or action initiated by either party shall be brought in the

County of San Mateo, California.

T4

15.
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"Exhibit A" Proposed Services and Fees

I. Services
iKorb will provide the following web services and skills for C/CAG, as needed and at the sole discretion of

C/CAG.

a. WebPageProductionÀ4aintenance
i. )GITML(hand-coding)
ii. CSS (including device/print specihc ouþut)
iii. JavascriptlDHTMl
iv. TemplateProduction
v. PDF Generation
vi. Archiving and File Organization

b. V/eb Design
i. Image Optimization
ii. Original GraPhic Design
iii. User Interface Desigr/ Accessibility
iv. Flash / Action ScriPting
v. GIF Animation

c. Programming
i. PERL/CGI
ii. MySQL
iii. PHP
iv. C
v. Functional Specification Generation

d. Standards Compliance
i. ADA / Accessibilþ ComPliance

ii. Familiarity with San Mateo County Information Technology Requirements

e. Content Management Systems & Weblog software (blogging software)

i. Joomla
ii. Drupal
iii. WordPress

f. Search Engine Optimization

C. Email List Maintenance
i. Savicom
ii. YahooGroups
üi. MailMan

h. NewMedia
i. YouTube Integration
ü. Web Conferencing SuPPort

iii. Content SYndication
1. RSS

2. Podcast

-23-



System Administration
i. Local mirror of RecycleWorks site in place

ii. Facilitation of launch and/or move of site to new servers (have helped with two

moves of the RecycleWorks site).
iii. Troubleshooting server performance issues with ISP.

Training
i. In-house workshops on content development and other maintenance related

topics.
ii. User guide, training manual, and site documentation development.

Non-Technical Skills
i. Excellent communication and availability

48-how (work day) turn around time on routine maintenance. Guaranteed not to

exceed quotes on more substantial work requests. Dedicated project manager for
each client.
Attention to detail and ability to work independentþ
Consulting
Ability to advise San Mateo staff on a variety of technical topics, from ADA
accessibility guidelines to digital video.
Web branding, marketing, and promotion.

II. Hourly Rate, Bilhng & Other Costs

iKorb will not bill C/CAG above a maximum monthly amount of $2,500 without prior approval of work by
C/CAG or C/CAG contracted staff, for the term of this contract.

iKorb will continue to offer San Mateo County projects a reduced flat rate of $85/hour for all services for
the term of the proposed new contract and the potential extension. Any services that require "Rush",

dehned as work required to be done with 4 hours will be charged double the rate. iKorb will make every

effort to handle rush requests immediately, and will confrrm whether such a request can be handled.

iKorb prorates all maintenance work to the second, with no minimum charges or deposits required. We

provide detailed monthly invoices identifying individual tasks, times, pwchase order dates, and rates for
maintenance performed.

Any jobs outside the scope of routine maintenance may be specified and quoted at clients request. iKorb is
happyto prepare guaranteedNTE (not to exceed) quotes for work whenrequestedby client.

From time to time iKorb may purchase stock photography or stock art for use on client's website at client's

request. These mate¡ials will be billed to client at the same cost charged to iKorb'

iKorb offers some more strictly defined web services (ex: static comp design) at set fees. We also license

our web-based applications (shopping cart, job board, etc.) for annual fees and a one-time set-up fee. The

iKorb price sheet outlines these set fees and is available upon request.

IV. Guaranteed Response Time

iKorb guarantees a 48-hour maximum tum-around time on routine maintenance requests. The 48 hour

period includes normal Monday tlrough Friday work days and excludes federal holiday.

k.

ll
llt

tv.
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V. Anticþated Response Time (8+ hours)
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGEI\DA REPORT

October II,2012

City/County Association of Governments, Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Funding agreement between C/CAG and William Klein for professional services

for supporting the San Mateo County Energy V/atch for $3,200

For further information contact Richard Napier at (650)599-1420 or Kim Springer

at (650)599-I4r2.

RECOMMENDATION

That the CiCAG Board receive a copy of the funding agreement between C/CAG and'William

Klein for professional services for supporting the San Mateo County Energy Watch for $3,200

executed by C/CAG Executive Director in accordance with adopted procurement policy.

FISCAL IMPACT None

SOURCE OF FUNDS

This agreement for services for the SMCEV/ program is paid for under the C/CAG - PG&E

Local Government Partnership (LGP) agreement.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

San Mateo County Energy Watch is a LGP between C/CAG and PG&E and is managed and

staffed by Recycle'Works, a program of the County of San Mateo.

For the last three years, the SMCEV/ program has leveraged the national AmeriCoprs program,

administered by Bay Area Community Resources, which places graduated college students into

local govemments and nonprofits in the Bay Area region. The term of service for the

AmeriCorps volunteer is 1700 hours of service over ten months'

In2011, the SMCEV/ hired V/illiam Klein, who worked on specific projects, such as: targeted

energy efficiency service outreach to nonprofits, energy report cards for each local govemment in
San Mateo County, coordinatingdalauploading into the Hara software in support of the RICAPS

project, and monthly newsletters from SMCEW to local govemments and the general public.

This agreement was used to help bridge the two-month gap between the ten-month AmeriCorps

program cycle and calendar year, and to support the SMCEW on projects in needing completion.

ATTACHMENTS

o Agreement between C/CAG and William Klein
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COIJNTY

AND WILLIAM KLEIN FOR SUPPORT SERVICES TO THE SAN MATEO COTINTY

ENERGY WATCH PROGRAM

This Agreemententeredthis I dayof A"1u'.f{,20l2,byandbetweenthc
City/County Aisociation of Governments of San Matdo County, a joint powers agency'

hereinafter callecl"C/CAG" and William Klein, hereinafter called "Contractot."

WITNESSETH

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 and other programs and

plans; and,

V/HEREAS, C/CAG is prepared to award funding for contracted stafftime to support

ongoing work on the San Mateó Côunty Energy'Watch and related climate action planning; and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that Contractor has the requisite qualifications to

perform this work.

NO'W, THEREFORE,IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the parties as follows:

l. Services to be provided by Contractor. In consideration of the payments hcreinafter set

forth, Controãoi ugt..s to perform the services described in Exhibit A, attached hereto

(the "services";. Àl1 Services are to be performed and completed by December 31,

2073.

2. payments. In consideration of Contractor providing the Services, C/CAG shall reimburse

Consultant based on the cost rates set forth in Exhibit A up to a maximutn amount of
Three Thousand - Two Hundred dollars ($3,200) for Services provided during the

Contract Term as set forth beiow. Payments shall be made to contractor based on an

invoice submitted by contractor that identifies expenditures and describes services

performed in accordance with the agreement. C/CAG shall have the right to receive,

upon request, documentation substantiating charges billed to c/cAG.

3. Relationship of the parties. It is understood that Contractor is an Independent Contractor

and this Agreement is not intended to, and shall not be construed to, create the

relationshþ of agent, servant, employee, partnership, joint venture or association, or any

other relationship whatsoever other than that of Independent Contractor.
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4.

5.

6

1.

8

Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect as of Augusl1,2012 and shall

terminate on Decemb er 3!,2072; provided, however, C/CAG may terminate this

Agreement at any time for any reason by providing 30 days' notice to Contractor.

Termination to be effective on the date specified in the notice. In the event of
termination under this paragraph, Contractor shalÌ be paid for all Seryices provided to

the date of termination.

Ilold Harmless/ Indemnity: Contractor shall indemnify and save harmless CiCAG, its

"æ"tr, 
officers and employees from ali claims, suits or actions to the extent caused by

the negligence, efiors, acts or omissions of the Consultant, its agents, officers or

employees related to or resulting from performance, or non-performance under this

Agreement.

The duty of the parties to indemnify and save harmless as set forth herein, shall include

the duty to defend as set forth in Section 2778 of the Califomia Civil Code'

Sole Property of C/CAG. Work products of Contractor which are delivered under this

Àgreemônt or which are developed, produced and paid for under this Agreement, shall

be and become the property of C/CAG. Contractor shall not be liable for C/CAG's use,

modification ot re-use of products without Contractor's participation or for purpose other

than those specifically intended pursuant to this Agreement'

Governing Law. This Agreement shall be govemed by the laws of the State of Califomia

and any suit or action initiated by either party shali be brought in the County of San

Mateo, Califomia.

Notices-. All notices hereby required under this agreement shall be in writing and

dclivcred in person or scnt by certifred mai1, postage prepaid and addressed as follows:

city/county Association of Govemments of San Mateo County

555 County Center, 5th Fioor
Redwood City, CA 94063
Attention: Kim SPringer

Notices required to be given to contractor shall be addressed as follows:

1450 Guererro St. #3

San Francisco, CA 941 1 0

Attention: William Klein
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IN UIITNESS IMHEREOF, t]re parties hereto have'afñxedtheirhands ont]re day and
year first above written.

li/illiam Klein (Contractor)

urgfu*

g'!

C/CAGIJesal Counuel
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EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF SERVICES

Task 1: San Mateo County Energy Watch - Energy Report Cards

Contractor shall work to complete energy report cards, one for each city in San Mateo County

and for unincorporated County.

Report cards shall meet all requirements for data and written materials by PG&E under the San

Mateo County Energy'Watch.

Task 2: Ongoing RICAPS support to San Mateo County Cities

Contractor shall work with the cities and County staffto complete 2005 GHG emission baseline

inventory uploads for community and government operations, into the Ha¡a Software production

website.

Contractor shall further support County søff by helping to assign user access logins for city staff,

updating instructional materials describing processes used in the data organizing and uploading

process and by training County staff on Contractor's knowledge of the processes described

above,

Cost - Rates:

Contractor shall invoice C/CAG for hours of work performed, up to a maximum of $3,200, at a

rate of$20 per hour.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGEI\DA REPORT

October 71,2012

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

MOUÆunding agreement between C/CAG and Climate Corps Bay Area for an

AmeriCorps volunteer for the San Mateo County Energy Watch program for

$17,500

For further information contact Richard Napier at (650)599-1420 or Kim Springer

at (6s0)599-1412.

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board receive a copy of the MOUÆunding agreement between C/CAG and

Climate Corps Bay Area for an AmeriCorps volunteer for the San Mateo County Energy Watch

program for $17,500 executed by C/CAG Executive Director in accordance with adopted

procurement policy.

FTSCAL IMPACT NONE

SOURCE OF FUNDS

This agreement for services for the SMCEW program is paid for under the C/CAG - PG&E

Local Government Partnership (LGP) agreement.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

San Mateo County Energy'Watch is a LGP between C/CAG and PG&E and is managed and

staffed by RecycleWorks, a program of the County of San Mateo. A portion of the staffing for

the SMCEW program is use of an AmeriCorps volunteer. This is the third year the progtam has

participated in the AmeriCorps program, leveraging the Bay Area Community Resources

progru*, which provides college graduates to local governments for 1700 hours over ten months'

The new AmeriCorps volunteer, Samir Dhebar, will be undertaking energy efficiency outreach to

the nonprofit, government and other sectors, to be determined as scope of work and contract

negotiaiions are completed with PG&E for the 2013 and2074 transition period of the San Mateo

County Energy'Watch program. Samir will also support the RICAPS project, write monthly

newsletters and analyze energy and financial data for the local government projects.

ATTACHMENTS

o MOUÆunding Agreement between C/CAG and Bay Area Community Resources
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Thank you for your partnership with

Climate Corps Bay Area

To cornplete the application pl.ocess fol the 2012-2013 Clinrate Cot'ps service yeat', an MOU ol' Colttt'act rvith Ba1'

Ar.ea Cor¡rnn¡ity Resources, Clirnate Corps' legal applicant, rnust bc fulty cxecuted. Tltis clocutllent rvill be tlscd

to confimr thc infounation yotr agl'ecd rtpon itt yotrl Application.

Your orgauization can eitlier:

L Use gre Climate Cor¡ls MOU to cxccutc yolu' coÍìmitnrcl¡t, Fol'this optiott, ¡rlease use the DoctrSign

electrollic signing pl'ocess or exectlte this cloctltuertt matttrally.

Z. fncor¡ror.¿te ¡re MOU belorv i¡to a Ilost Agency SpccifTc Contlact. lf yotrl' orgattizatiotl tvottlcl p|efel

to iucor.por.ate the Clilllate Cor.ps MOU into a ntore in clepth coutact, please notily l(ristin Bt'tlbakcr at

kbLubakeL@bacr..org, rvho call assistyou through tltat process.

Clilnate Corps Staff is available to assistyou in evcry stcp of this itelative plocess. We are happy to help yotr

cleci¡e if a Contr.act or MOU best fits yonl organizatio¡r's neecls, as rvell as pLoviclc sattrplc Cotltt'acts fi'oul

prcvious service years. .A.clclitionally Site Paltnels nray choose to colltlttit additional ftrnding ill this MOU, tbl'to

¡se for conrrnuti¡g costs, t¡ailrirìgs, ol' benefits at the outset of thc proglal:t. lf yorr at'e illtelested in this o¡ltiou,

Clirnatc Cor.ps Sraff sho¡lcl bc notifiecl to etrsure the set arnourtt is itrcludecl in yottr MOU/ContLact,
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Clirnate Corps Bay Area MOU Sttmmary Page

Clinratc Cot'¡ts Mcnrbcl Activitics:
During Ser,vice Hours, Me¡tber.s are allolecl only to complete tasks l'elatecl to gt'eetthottse gas etnis'sion t'edttctiolt

a¡d volunteer l.ecruitlnent aucl support, All tasks unlelatecl to these pct'forntattcc lììcastll'cs at'e cottsiclel'ecl ulì-

arva¡clecl activities a¡cl therelble are plohibitecl. Mernbels cornpleting rttt-arvat'cled tasl<s lvill not bc ablc to log

houl.s f'or tlris ti¡re, rvhic¡ pray r.esult in them being unable to hit the nliltimalgoal of 1700 total hotl|s by tlte eltcl

of the eleveu-¡routh prograrn cycle. Aclclitionally, Menrbcls caunot be usecl to cotttplete tasks tltat lestllt itt

displacerttettt of existing statï.

Betrveerr Seltt, 4, 2012 and J¡l¡, 26, 2013, Menrbels can only be lriLcd, part titlre, by Parttlct' Sites to coln¡rlete

rvor.k ¡nrelatecl to their.CCBA ploject, pel Article II, "l-Iost Agency agrees to:", brtllet lttltllbet'ltìttc, [:clorv.

By signing the MOU, as a Pat'tttet'Agency you agree to:

¡ Allorv Meltrber to complete olly CCBA arvat'clecl ancl allorval.¡le activities, as clelinecl by

CaliforniaVol¡¡teers (frr¡thet infolrnation on allorvable activities catt bc fotlrlcl in Enclosrrrc Ä)

o ¡ the case tftat it is foullcl that a site is participating itt ttttallotvable activities tnttltiple titnes,

Melnbcrs' houl's lvill be clisallorvccl atrcl the site bc tvarltccl atlcl assistecl in t'etttoviltg tlte

ulla I[otvable activities.

o lf unallorvable activily continues to occul aftel CCBÂ has clisallorverl it, thc site rvilljeopardize

t¡eir eligibility to [ave a Climate Colps Meurber in tlie fìrture attcl ntay lose theil'ctlmettt CCBA

Melnber rvith llo refttttcl of nratclt paitl.

o Refiain flont rrsing the ArneliCorps nrernber lor dis¡llacenleltt o1'a ltost agency cnrployce.

Su¡tcrvisiou:
Each par.tuer Age¡cy ¡rust select'a Site Supelvisor for each CCBA position they rvill host. Site Stlpewisot's tttttst

be able to conl¡it to a rni¡im¡ur of l0 hours / urontlr of superi,isiou, trainittg, ol' o[e-on-otle tvo¡'k tirrie rvith the

Melnbers. Aclclitio¡ally, ç,c irrvite all Sits Snpelvisols to bc involvcclilt ottt'Adviso|y Cottttttittee, whiclt nleets

r¡orrtlrly to p¡ovicle CCBA rvitft fleeclback to irnplove the ¡lrogrant, or to be irlvolvecl in hosting or partici¡ratilrg in

a Monthly'frainirtg.

Payruetrt:
Vlatch invoices l,ill be selrt tlre filst day of the uronth of Octol¡er attcl Februat'y, rvith thc lnatch bl'okcll cvcrtly

acrossinvoices. Ifpartner,Age¡ciesrvishtosetasicleacklitionalfirnclsfot'Menlbet'stottseclttt'ingtlteserviceyear
(fo¡ conmlrting assistarrcc, traiuiug costs, ctc), this rvill bc chalgccl in thc first itlvoice. If a Mertll¡el' ilecides to

leave t¡e CCBA pl.ograur plior to the end of the selvice year', ancl bef'ot'e May lst, a t'eftrttcl w'ill be available for'

part¡er Agcrrcies, If a lvlenlbel lcavcs plior to Novcrnbcr lst, a replaccllrcDt Mctllbcl'calì bc ltiLcd.
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Mellro t'alttlttnl of Ulttlerstnntlílr g (MOU) bchvccrt

Bay Area Colnruurrity lìesorrlces a¡rrl Sa¡t M:rteo Cotrrtty f,incl'gy lYatclt

SePt. 1, 20LZ - Aug. 30,2013

SUBJECT: Climate Couts Bav Alcn

This MEMORANDUM OF UNDË,RST^NDING is lreleby macle aild eDtered into by artcl bettveeu Bay At'ea

Co¡rrnunity Resour,ces, ¡er.ei¡after lelerLeclto as "BACR" ancl thc City ancl Cottn$ Âssociatiotl of Govet'turlellts

(C/CAG), ¡er,eiuafter.r.efelr.ecl to as "Host Agency", Collectively, BACR and C/CAG are hcreittaftcl' t'cfcl'lcclto as

the "Parties" ol' individtlally as "Pal'l¡/,"

ÄRTrCLn r - BACI(GROUND AND OBJTCTIVEq
BACR is collal¡orati¡g rvith public ancl nonplofìt olganizations in tlte San Francisco Bay Area to tect'ttit, traitl,

ancl place Ar¡er.iCor.¡rs Menit:er,s at public and non¡llofit olganizations, tvltel'e they rvill assist irl irnpletncntiltg

gree¡lro¡se gas recluction plogranrs. Thc Mcrnbers' ternt of set'vice is fi'otr Sept. zl, 2012to Jtrly 26,2013' While

rvor.king for t¡e Host Agency, Merrrbers rvill com¡rlete I 700 hou¡'s to t'cccivc atl cdt¡catiolt a\r'arcl of $5,500'

Dur.ipg tlreir to¡nr of ser.vicc, Mcnrbels rvill irnplcnreut llrograms tltat save ellelgy, tetltlce gLeenhottse gas (CI-IG)

er¡issio¡s, ancl raise cornmunity elìgagenerlt rvithin envirouurental arvalettess activitics' Metnbcl's $'ill clcvotc an

avel.age of 32 hor¡r.s per.rveek to training for anct clilcctly rvolkiug on eutissiolls Lecltlctiott ¡lt'ojects, altcl alt avelage

of 8 hours per 1veek to recluiting aucl su¡r¡rolting volunteels, If a meltrber is ultable to cornplctc thcir filll 1700

hour.s by Jtrly 26,2013 clue to auy unfoLeseen cilcr¡urstances cluring theil terur tltey tnay, at the clisc|etion of

BACR and the Host Agency, be allowecl tillre to conr¡llete lheir hours at the Flost Agetrcy, or at allotltcl' ap¡rt'ovccl

agelìcy rv¡er.c ther.e are ser.vicc op¡lortunitics available, 'fhe last clay rttetrtl-:et's are eligible to ealll hotlt's for the

2012-2013 plograrn year rvill be Atrgrrst 23tb2013.

Tlre objcctives of the pl'ogl'allt ate as follorvs:

r Host Agency tvill be ablc to lc¡rort measurable CFIG lecluctions tltat theil rvot'k is |esportsible [or'

thtougltottt tlte ¡llacetnent,
o Menrbel.s u,ill bc able to clevelop a plactical skill sct artclexpet'tise in the l'c¿rlnl of clintate clttlnge

rìrattagelneltt at tlie cottuttttnity level'

r I,lost Agetrcy conlntunities ,¡vill be able to incrcasc comutrtnity participatiort tolvnt'cls ftr|ther CHG

re¿uctio¡s tlrroug¡ vo¡tnteet.o¡rportuuities that ale createcl ancl/ot'inct'easecl th|ouglr thc participation of

the Menrber.

'l'he parties rvill *,ork irr ¡lartrrelslri¡r to prornote this MOU, ancl its benefits to the CCIIA p|oject antl cotntttttttity

at large.
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ARTICLE II _ STÀTEIVIENT Oì] PROJECT ACTryITI.ES

Tlrough Clirnate Colps ßay ALea, RACR agrees to:

o Recr.uit ancl assist in selectiotr of an AnieliCor'¡rs Mentbel foL n conttnittltent of t700 hottt's ovel a periocl

of ll rttotitlts,etc,
o Tr.aiu ancl support Membel rvith a conrplehetrsive tlainirrg progralìì that incltldes a training ltlattttnl, a

seve¡-cla1, orieutatio¡ lecl by atì Íìl'l'ay of cxpclts, tnonthly tt'aittiltgs, a nticl-yeal'2-clay rctt'ettt, attcl ttvo

pclfolrnance t'evie'ivs,

o Vy'ork n ith the Host Agency to rlevelo¡r a specifrc Scope of Sen,ice plan fol Mettibel' that aligns rvith tlte

GI-IG recluction initiativcs ¡tloviclccl by I'Iost -Agency.

e plovicle assistance in clefinirrg ancl clevelo¡ring rnetLics fol the Melubel to llteasUte attd tt'acl< tlte pt'ogt'ess

of GHG reclt¡ction tltlortghorrt tlte placetnetlt.

c Plovicle monthly folloiv-ups to levierv llrogtess rvith Site Sttpetvisol attd lvletnber.

. Define ancl inrplenrent auy correctiorrs to Mernber''s ¡llnrt detet'ntittecl to be tteccssary based oll feetlbacli

coIlectecl fì'orn Mentbel'and Flost Agettcy.

o pl.ovicle lr.aining fol Flost Agencies ancl Site Supe:'visot's regaLcling CCBA delive|ables attd expectations

througltottt the service Yeat'.

Host Agency aglees to:

o 'l'ake paLt i¡ t¡e l.ccl.¡itr¡e1t allcl i¡ter.vieq, procoss to iclerrtif¡, an AnreliColps Menrbel best fitted foL tlte

specific proj ects' tleecls.

o provicle ollc to tlrrcc spccific GflG rccluctiou itritiatives that MclnbcL can rvol'k on clttl'ing their tclm of

set'vice.

o Initiatives lnust be rvell-cle{ined, applove d for intpletnetttation anel illcltlclc spccific GLIG

recluction targets, ol'have the capacity to tlefine specific reclttction tat'gets.

o l-lost Âgcncy rvillrvolk rvith BACR to finalizc a nlrtually agreecl-u¡lotr rvorlt plan inclucling

co¡rpleting a Scope of Set'vice plior to the stalt of tlte service yeal' artcl clefine<l ntetrics no later

tltart 1 tnotltlt aftet Mertrl¡ct'begins rvot'k.

n Allorv Meurber to conr¡rlete only CCBA arvarrled ancl allotvalile activities, as clefìnecl by

Califol'¡iaVolunteers ([tn'tlrct'ínfonnotiott on ctllotvqble sctit,ilie:¡ cm befomtt[itt Enclosure Á)

o ¡i the case tlìat it is founcl that a site is palticipnting in unallorvable activities ntttltiple times,

Melnbcl.s' hours n,ill bc rlisallorvcrl ancl thc sitc bc wartlecl and assistecl itt rentovittg tlte

unallo'rva ble activ ities.

o If unallorvable activity continues to occur after CCBÂ, has tlisallorvccl it, thc site rvilljcoparrlize

t¡eir.eligibility to have a Climate CoL¡rs Menrber in the lirtule attcl tnay lose theil ctlrt'ent CCBA

Mentbet'rvitlt lto reftlltcl of natch paicl.

o Ellsul'e that Mernber cloes not rvork clilectly on ¡lolicy clevelo¡rrncnt ol policy ath'ocacy cfforts'

n Assign a Sitc Super.visor.rvho rvill conlmit to no fcrvcr than ten (10) hotrLs pet'ntontl: of one-olt-olte titlte,

in-kind hottLs, rvith Metnber.

o CCBA f¡lrclcLs cxpcct a t¡inilll¡rn of total, progLaln-rvicle, irt-kittcl ltotlt's reflective of $ I 32,800

wort¡ of sulte¡visoly tirne, rvhich bleaks clorvtt to appt'oxilnately i0 hotlls ¡ler tltontlt pcL CCBA

Melnber.

. Cornplete tnotrthly repolting to BACR inclicating u4rethel pl'ogl'ess is beirlg lnatlc olt thc initiativcs.
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e Ploviclc lbecll¡ack on tlìe l)t'ogt'anì's eltþctiveness: two tintes pct yoar, fill out an(l subrnit arr htclivicltlal

Developntent Plan to plovide fccdback on ivfcrnber activities alcl offel clata on specifìc GI-lG recluction

ntetlics.

¡ Attencl ol scncl a representatíve to BACR Partuer Olientation artcl qualterly haining calls,

o Only lrire menrbel to ivork palt-tintc in ploglanr ol scrv.ice atea unlelatecl to BACR cotlututtity service

proglants; Agency nray not hire the AnreliCor'¡ls rnembet'f'ol lil<e projccts turtil anclurtles.s tnetnbet'

conr¡rletes lris/her entire prograrn yeal of service.

o Reflain flour using the Anlet'iCor'Ps nrcrnbcl foi' clisplaccrtertt of a host agcncy cntployce, ancl lvill scre oll

positions pliol to the start of the sel'vìce year to ensure:

o AnleriColps metnbels won't be placed in positions tltat s,ct'e lecently occupiecl by paicl stafï.

o No AnreliCorlls nrenlbet's,ill bc placcd into a positiort for rvhich a rcccntly t'csignccl or'

dischargeclern¡rloyee has lecall liglrts as a result of a collective bargairting agreettrettt, fì'ottr

rvhich a leccntly lcsignccl ol clischalgccl crnployce \vas l'crììovccl as a t'csult of a t'ccluctiott itt force,

or'fi'orn rvhich a lecently resignerl/clischargecl entployec is ort leave ot'stlil<e,

n Allorv BACR to share restrlts floru this plogt'âlìr thlough grttrtt repolting attcl othet'means as BACR cleetus

applopliate,

o Supllolt and encourage the promotion of National Selvice throtrgh the follorving:

o Post ArneriCor¡rs and National Selvice intblnratiott at all seLvice sites

o Ensule Meurber wears allpropliate unifolnrs as t'equit'etl by ììACR
o Af lotv Mernber to leave progrant site to participate in ¡rle-alrangecl National Selvice iclentity

activities.
e PLovicle prograrn-wide srrppolt through either:

o Delively of at lcast I all-clay tlailring cvcnt fol all ntcrnbct's, oL

o Participation in an aclvisoly cornnrittee lhat meets orìce a rnonth fot'at least I hout fot' B rnolltlts.

ARTICLE III _ TERM OF AGRDrcMENT
Tlris MOU rvill becoure effectivc on thc clatc of frnal signatulc and shall continr¡c i¡r full folcc ancl cffcct tlrrouglr

Arrg, 30, 2013. ht the clrance that the MOU lnust be telnrinatecl pliol to Aug, 30, 2.013, a t'eintbursetncnt,'vill be

issuecl for nlatch fitucls, u¡l until till May I ,2013.'l'he nratch is r¡sed tltrougltout tlte yeal fol Menrber stipeltcls,

beuefits, tmirring, ancl¡rlogranlnlatic costs; all I-Iost Agerrcy matclr funds rvill ltavc bccn absorbccl by thc pt'ogranl

by the Ma¡, 15¡ deadline.

^s1rv
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ARTICLN IV - KBY OIIIÌICIAIS
'Ihe indivirluals listed bclow arc iclcntificcl as hey ¡rersontrel cousiclerecl csserttial to the ¡l'oject being peilbt'rnecl

run der th i s Me¡n ol'a ncl r¡ nr of Un cl elsta ncl i rt g

For B.A.CR

Job Titlc:
Narne:

Aclch'ess:

Phone Contact:

Etnail Cotitact:

For'&st Asertcy

Job Title:
Name;

Aclch'ess:

Phone Contact:

ErnailContact:

Executive Director, BACR
Marty Weinstein

171 CaLlos Dr', Satt Rafael, CA 94903

5 1 0-525-9980

mrvei nste in@bact', olg

Resource Couservation PlogLaltt Mattaget'

Kinr Springer'

555 County Center'- 5'r' Floot', Rcdrvoocl City

(6s0) s99-r4t2
kspr i ngcr'@smcgov. ol'g

No clrangc in kcy officials rvill be nracle by cithcl BACR or I'lost Agency rvitltout u,r'ittelt ttotif,tcatiolt thirty tlays

in aclvance of the ploposed clrange. The llotificatiolr rvill include a justitìcatiort ilr .sufficictrt clctailto pclrnit

evaluation of the inrpact of such a change on tlte scope of rvot'l<,

ARTICLD V -PAYMENT
Flost Agency rvill ¡l'ovicle BACR rvith $ 17,500 per nrernbet ancl requcsts 1 rnct¡rl"rct' for thc rctttailtittg progralìl

yeal for a total payntelìt arnount of $ 17,500 to sup¡lolt the ini¡rlenrentation of the plogratn, Flost Agency lvill
cornplete paytnellts rvitlrirr 30 days of teceiving invoices, The invoiccs rvill be clispersecl accolcling to the

follorving scltedulc:

. Invoice l:
o Duc: Octobe r I ,2012
o Arnor¡ut: $8,750

r Invoice 2:

o Due: FebnraÐ, 1,2013

o Aurount: $8,750

All aclditionalanrouut of $0 u,ill be chargccl in thc fiLst invoice, Tltcse funds rvillbe available fol'the Flost

Agetrcytousefol'conlnlutingcosts,tt'aitiings,anclotlterbenefitsasseenÍìsnccessaty. IlostÂgctrcicstvill beablc

to access funds by com¡lletitrg a Clilltate Corps Bay Area Ðxpense lte¡lort atrd subnlitting it to the RACR Clilllate

Colps Directol', Fr¡ncls rvill be able to be clis¡relsecl to N4enrbers, Sitc Supelvisots, attd other ilclivicluals

specif-rcally iclentifiecl rvithilt the Host Agency. BACR lequests a montlr rtotice for distlibutiott of tltcsc funcls,
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ARTICLE VI - TDIIMS
It is ntrtually agreetl by Parties that:

r parties rvill revierv t¡e effectiveness of the MOU aftcr thc fir'st ycar attcl cvalttate ¡lotential nroclitications

tltat luot'e adeqtrately aclch'ess the pttrpose of this lvlOu'

o Ilt tlts event that Par,ty no longel appl'oves intpletuerttatiott of any of thc provisions rcfcfcltcctl ilt this

MoU, pa'ty agr.ees to pronrptly confer.to cletelniine rvhat, il'any, ntoclif-tcatiolts totltis lvlOU shotrlcl bc

nlaclc to acldrcss tlte isstre(s) of cotlcet'tt,

o Iu the event that party no longer clcsilcs to bc a part of tlris MOU oI alìy rnoclilicatiorr(s), then Party, at

their. sole cliscretion, rnay tcrrninate theit' telatiolrslrip lvithin this MOU.

n Vy'ritten notice rnust be ploviclecl by the Party clcsiring to rvitlrclral fioltt the Mou at lcast thiLty days

prior.to ter.t¡inatiou. Eaclr par.ty agrees that it rvill be responsible lbl its orvll ¿rcts arlcl the restllts tltereof

a'cl s¡all liot be responsible for the ncts of tlìe othcl Palty ancl tltc t'cstllts thclcof, Each Pat'ty, thet'efore,

agtees that it rvill assuuìe all risk ancl liability to itselt its agents or ettiployees, for any injttLy to PeISor'¡s

or property resulti¡g i¡ any tnanlìel' fì'our the concluct of its orvtt opet'atiotts, ancl the oper¿ìtiolì of its agcnts

or ern¡lloyees ¡¡cle¡ this MOU, fol any loss, cost, clarnagc, or cxpclìsc t'cstrlting at arty tilnc fì'ont any ancl

all ca.ses cl'c to a¡y act ot' âcts, negligence, ol' tlte failtu'e to exercise proPel'pt'ecatttions, of ol by itsclf ol'

its age¡ts or.its orv¡ employees, rvhile occupying ol visiting tltc pt'crniscs urtclct'attd Prttsttattt to tlte

MOU.

ARTICLE VII - AUTIIORTZTNG STGNATUTjS

IN WITNESS I-IEREOF, the paÏties heleto have executed tltis MOU oll thc datc(s) sct fortlt bclorv'

n Cornmtulity llesottt'ccs

ilìlr
ï')

Malty Wbinstein

City a

Richalil Napi

Executive Dircctol'

Associatiol Governrnelts

/ ¿---

Exectttive Director'
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engage in the follorving activities;

(l) Attcrnpting to influetrce legislation;

(2) Or.ganizing or, eugaging irr plotcsts, lletitiotts, boycotts, ol str'ìkes;

(3 ) Assisting, ¡lt'otnotittg, ol cletet'r'ing ttn ioll ot'gart izi ng;

(4) It¡paír.i¡g existing contracts fol'scrviccs ol' collective bargaining agt'eetttetlts;

(5) Bngagi¡g in paltisan potitical activities, ol' othel activities clcsigned to illflttcltcc tllc otltcotne ol att

electiott to atty prrblic ot'ftce;

(6) paLticipating in, or endorsing, events or actiyities that aic lil<ely to inclutle aclvocacy fol or agaitlst

political¡larties, political ¡llatfornrs, political cattcli<lates, ploposed legislation, or clcctccl officials;

(7) E'gagirrg in religious instluction, colcluctirtg rvorslrip set'vices, ¡ll'oviding instLttction as pat't of a

p.ogr.atìt that incl¡cles rnauclatory lcligious instrurction ol worsltip, cottstltrctitlg ot'o¡rct'atittg facilitics

clevote4 to religious instr.uction or rvorship, maintaining facilities pritnaLity ol inhet'erltly clevoted to

r.eligio¡s instruction ol rvolship, or engaging irr arty fot'nr ol'religiotrs proselytization;

(8) Il'ovicling a clirect benefìt to-
(i) A business otgatrizecl fol plofit;
(ii) A laboL ttttiott;

(iii) A paltisatt political ot'gatrization;

(iv) A nonprofit organization that fails to comply rvith tlre lestrictiotts corltaitlccl in scctiolt

501(cX3) of the Inter.nal Ilevenue Cocle of I 986 cxcept that nothing in this sectiotl shall be collstt'tlecl to

pl.eveltl participants tì.orrr cngaging in advocacy activities unclel'takctr at thcir o'rvll iltitiatiYe; ancl

(v) An or.ga¡izatiou engaged in the religioirs activities clesclibecl in paLaglaph (g) of this section,

ullless Co¡po¡atio¡ assistancc is lrot usccl to stt¡rpot't those I'eligiotls activitics;

(9) Co,clucting a voter registration ctrive ol using Colpolation hntds to coltclttct a t'otet' r'egistration drivc;

(10) provitli¡g atro¡tion sclvices or referrals lbr receipt of strclt set'viccs; attcl

( I l) Such othcl' activities as the Corporation Inay plohibit'

(b) I¡clivicluals rnay exercise theiL r.iglrts as privatc citizens an<l rnay ¡ralticipate in the activitics listccl abovc ort

t¡eir initiative, orì rron-ArneliCorps tirne, arrcl using lron-Colpolation fitncls, ìnclivicluals slroulcl ltot rveat'the

AnreriColps logo rvhile cloirtg so.

BACR National Service Policy_Rggar'dins Un-Atlory!þlc-¡¡¡d Urr-Ar¿artlcd A,ctivities

'flle BÀCRNational Ser.t,ice policy is that Cor'¡ls Meurbels at'e not allorvcclto ¡lct'fot'ltt activities tltat are ttot

specifrcall¡, arva¡clecl i¡ the approvecl perfolnrarìcc mcasllle . Tn acldition, Cot'¡ls N4enlbels ¿rLc trot allorvccl to

perfor.rn cler.icaltasks or ot¡cr un-allowable activities. By signing thc CCBA Mol.J, Pat'tnet' Agettcies agt'ee to

tbllorv the guiclelincs ¡egatcling unallorvable ¿urcl un-arvalclccl activitics, Pat'tttel' Agettcies tltat are fottncl allotvillg

Mem6ers to engage i¡ tllese prolribitecl activitics rvilljeo¡ralclize theil eligibility to have ccB^ Mclttbct's in filttlt'e

service )/€ât's.

Enclosgre A: AmeriCorps Mernbels' Plohibitecl Activitics

(a) While char.ging tiule to the AnreriCot.ps pl'ogralì1, accumulating set'vice ot'ttaittittg ltottl's, ot'otltei'wisc

perfor.¡ring activities su¡lpolte cl by the ArncriCor'¡ls l)roglant ol the Corporatiott, staff arlcl tllctllbcts tnay ttot
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CONTRACTS Processirtg

CI-IECKLIST FACE SHEET
,'t lt

Nanreof Co¡1ract. L. i i '.{ vÇ C ,,i,r1-,/ /l':5u( . 0í

Purpose t C, t r1{i rt.r€ (t, irf 5 I /l,l L' iTt fi¡ P
,. j I

Terni of Cotract: \' lì;ü | ¡7 Anrouut S,-l ,Çut)
/\

*'Project Cocler ('/'L 
1

,'l tl ' -t

Cost Cerrter': C C ç Soutce Cocle: í -t "/

PLDASE KDEP THIS CHECI(LIST WITH INDIVIDUAL CONTII,ACT.A.ND FILtr \ryITH
NULLY EXECUTED CONTRACT COPY

Procedure Bv (please initial) Date

1. New contract receivecl & Approved (By Progranl mgrs., Wight,
MJW,,N4W, etc,)

( lc'ti c -l
2. Aliproved contlact leceived by Peggy Alfrey
lPAl for orocessinq. Attaches face sheet+*

,.), {
]' ít

-.!l/t'¡ _ I ---'íltÀl l':>
x3. CFO (or t ancl

soulcs cocles

attacires any-.

4. Contract levierved bf CEO)or COO ancl all
couies are sisnedx * {-'--/ tvL w ql,-1,-
5. Signecl copies & clistribution by Peggy**
1 copy scaruled to S¡lencel i-r"

f1

l't-i

'I

(11

I

6. Contlact & facesheet entet'ecl into SalesFolce
as a "Pencling" contLact, and is flaggecl for
follorv-uu by Slrencer.'---i
7, S i gn e cl contraclúi ail e c1, g*rai led,--oflfãxed-
back to funclel folhrndef-s firtal sigiratut'e(s) by
l'eggy

/i/) Í - ,t ¡ ¡ ¡ ') í fttt

8. Fully execntecl contlact receivecl by Peggy

9. Hald copy of ftrlly executecl contract pages to
Suencer rvith comnletecl facesheet,

a1
,i': t¿ t

/ tt r{l;)l-t
10. Spencer changes "penclirtg" status to "Fuily
executecl" in SalesForce ancl accortnting dept.

notified to besin invoicins.
1 1. I-IaLcl copy of fully executive contract filed irt
SpenceL's office (alons lvith face sheef)

* +Steps saure fol amerclecl contlacts
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C/CAG AGET{DA REPORT
Date: October 71,2072

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution No. 12-61 authonzingthe C/CAG Chair to execute a

funding agreement with the County of San Mateo Department of Public 'Works 
and Parks

to provide C/CAG with funding to assist in the preparation of an update of the Airport

Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport in an

amount not to exceed $50,000.

(For further information contact Sandy Wong at6501599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution No. 12-61authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute a funding agreement with the County of San Mateo Department of Public 'Works 

and Parks to
provide C/CAG with funding to assist in the preparation of an update of the Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport in an amount not to exceed

$50,000.

FISCAL IMPACT

Execution of this funding agreement will provide sufficient funds to meet the local funding match
requirement for C/CAG to receive a State grant to prepare an update of the Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport.

BACKGROUNDIDIS CUS SION

In its role as the Airport Land Use Commission for the county, the C/CAG Board is responsible for
preparing, adopting, and implementing an airport land use compatibility plan (ALUCP) for the environs
of each of the three airports in the county: Half Moon Bay Airport, San Carlos Airport, and San

Francisco International Airport. The compatibility issues at each airport include height of
structures/airspace protection, aircraft noise impacts, aircraft overflight, and safety concerns. The overall
goal of the ALUCP update for the environs of the Half Moon Bay Airport is to: (1) promote airport
compatible land use planning and development as a means to enhance the safe and effrcient operation of
the airport and protect the public health and welfare and (2) protect the viability of Half Moon Airport as

alocal,regional, and state air transportation facility. Since Half Moon Bay Airport is owned and

operated by the County, through its Department of Public Works and Parks, it is willing to provide
C/CAG with up to $50,000 over the next two fiscal years (FY 201212013 and FY 201312014) to provide
the local match to assist in the preparation of the ALUCP update.

ATTACHMENTS

o Resolution No. 12-61
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RBSOLUTIOI{ NO. T2-6I

A RESOLUTION OF' THT' BOARD OF'DIRECTORS OF'TIIE CITY/COLINTY ASSOCIATION

oF GOVERNMENTS OF s¡.N M¡.rno COIINTY (C/CAG) AUTHORIZING TIIE C/CAG CHAIR
TO EXECUTE A F'T]NDING AGREEMENT WITH THE COI]NTY OF SAN MATEO

DEPARTMENT OF PI]BLIC WORKS AND PARKS TO PROVIDE C/CAG WITH FI]NDNIG TO

ASSIST IN TTìT', PREPARATION OF AN T]PDATE OF' TIìT', AIRPORT LAND USE

COMPATIBILITY PLAN (ALUCP) F'OR TIIE ENVIRONS OF HALF'MOON BAY AIRPORT
IN AN AMOI]NT NOT TO EXCEED $5O,OOO.

WIIEREAS, in its role as the Airport Land Use Commission for the county, the C/CAG Board is

responsible for preparing, adopting, and implementing an airport land use compatibility plan (ALUCP) for

the environs of each of the three airports in the county: Half Moon Bay Airport, San Carlos Airport, and San

Francisco International Airport; and

WHEREAS, the overall goal of the ALUCP update for the environs of the Half Moon Bay Airport

is to: (1) promote airport compatible land use planning and development as a means to enhance the safe and

efficient operation of the airport and protect the public health and welfare and (2) protect the viability of Half
Moon Airport as a loca1, regional, and state air transportation facility; and

WIIT'.RUS, C/CAG has been awarded a grant ($135,000) from the State of California Department

of Transportation Division of Aeronautics to prepare an update of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

(AIUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport; and

WITF.nUS, the Half Moon Bay Airport is owned and operated by the County of San Mateo,

through its Department of Public Works and Parks, the County is willing to provide C/CAG with up to

$50,000 over the next two fiscal years (FY 201212013 and FY 201312014) to provide the local match to the

State grant to assist in the preparation of the ALUCP update.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOL\{ED that the C/CAG Board of Directors hereby authorizes

the C/CAG Chair to execute a funding agreement with the County of San Mateo Department of Public

Works and Parks to provide funding to C/CAG to assist in the preparation of an update of the Airport Land

Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport, in an amount not to exceed

$50,000 over the next two fiscal years (FY 201212013 and FY 201312014) and further authorize the C/CAG

Executive Director to negotiate the final agreement prior to execution, with approval by C/CAG Legal

Counsel as to form.

pAssED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS llTlr DAY OCTOBE& 2012.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

October ll,20l2

City/County Association of Govemments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution No. 12-62 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a

funding agreement with the State of Califomia Department of Transportation (CAAP

NO.: SM-1-10-1) to provide C/CAG with funding to prepare an update of the Airport

Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport in an

amount not to exceed $135,000.

(For further information contact Sandy'Wong at 6501599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution No. 12-62 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to

execute a funding agreement with the State Department of Transportation (CAAP NO.: SM-1-10-1) to

provide C/CAG with funding to prepare an update of the Airport Land Use CompatibilityPlan
(ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport in an amount not to exceed $135,000.

FISCAL IMPACT

Execution of this funding agreement (CAAP NO.: SM-1-10-1) will provide C/CAG with grant funds to

prepare an update of the state-mandated Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs

of Half Moon Bay Airport.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

In its role as the Airport Land Use Commission for the county, the C/CAG Board is responsible for
preparing, adopting, and implementing an airport land use compatibility plan (ALUCP) for the environs

of each of the three airports in the county: Half Moon Bay Airport, San Carlos Airport, and San

Francisco International Airport. The compatibility issues at each airport include height of
structures/airspace protection, aircraft noise impacts, aircraft overflight, and safety concerns. The overall

goal of the ALUCP update for the environs of the Half Moon Bay Airport is to: (1) promote airport

compatible land use planning and development as a means to enhance the safe and efficient operation of
the airport and protect the public health and welfare and (2) protect the viability of Half Moon Airport as

a local, regional, and state air transportation facility.
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S135.000 State Grant $1 72,000 Half Moon Bay ALUCP
50,000 County of San Mateo (Public V/orks) 43.000 CEOA Documentation

30,000 C/CAG Local fund
$215,000 TOTAL $215,000 TOTAL

The overall project revenue and costs are shown as follows:

PROJECT REVENUE PROJECT COSTS

Execution of the funding agreement with the State Department of Transportation will ensure the grant

funds are distributed to CiCAG as specified in the agreement.

ATTACHMENTS

o Resolution No. 12-62
o Funding Agreement with the State of California Department of Transportation

(CAAP NO.: SM-1-10-1)

CCAG Boa¡d Repof STATEFundjngagreementHAFALUCP.docx
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RESOLUTION NO.12-62

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG) AUTHORIZING

THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE A FUNDING AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE OF

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (CAAP NO.: SM-1-10-1) TO

PROVIDE C/CAG WITH GRANT FTJNDNIG TO PREPARE AN UPDATE OF THE
AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN (ALUCP) FOR THE ENVIRONS OF HALF

MOON BAY AIRPORT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $135,000.

WHEREAS, in its role as the Airport Land Use Commission for San Mateo County, the

C/CAG Board is responsible for preparing, adopting, and implementing an airport land use

compatibility plan (ALUCP) for the environs of each of the three airports located in the county: Half
Moon Bay Airport, San Carlos Airport, and San Francisco International Airport; and

WHEREAS, the overall goal of the AIUCP update for the environs of the Half Moon Bay

Airport is to: (1) promote airport compatible land use planning and development as a means to enhance

the safe and efficient operation of the airport and protect the public health and welfare and (2) protect

the viability of Half Moon Airport as a local, regional, and state air transportation facility; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has been awarded a grant ($135,000) from the State of California

Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics to prepare an update of the Airport Land Use

Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport (CAAP NO.: SM-1-10-1);

and

WHEREAS, execution of this funding agreement will provide C/CAG with grant funds to

prepare an update of the state-mandated Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the

environs of Half Moon Bay Airport, per the terms stated in the agreement.

NO\ü, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the C/CAG Board of Directors hereby

authorizes the C/CAG Chair to execute a funding agreement with the State of California Department of
Transportation Division of Aeronautics (CAAP NO.: SM-1-10-1) to prepare an update of the Airport

Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the environs of Half Moon Bay Airport, in an amount not

to exceed $135,000, per the terms stated in the agreement.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS llTH DAY OCTOBER,?0LZ.
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STATE OF CALTFORNI,A,
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

AIRPORT: Half Moon Bay Airport
CAÄP NO.: SM-1-10-1

CALIFORNIA AID TO A.IRPORTS PROGRAM GRANT AGREEMENT
AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBLITY PLAN

THIS AGREEMENT, MADE AND ENTERED INTO ON THIS DATE, September 7,2072, BY AND BET\ryEEN

THE STATE OF CALIFOR¡IIA, Deparbnent of Transportation (Department), hereinafterrefered to as "STATE,"
AND City/County Association Governments of San Mateo County (CiCAG), the designated body serving as the

Half Moon Bay Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC), hereinafter refened to as "PUBLIC ENTITY."

SECTION I

l. WHEREAS, Section 21683 of the Califomia Public Utilities Code authorizes the Califomia Transportation

Commission to allocate funds for the acquisition or development of aþor1s in accordance with the policies and standards

established by the Department, upon the recommendations of the Department and pursuant to Deparfment regulations as set

forth in Tifle27, Chapter 2.5, Subchapter 4, Sections 4050, et seq., ofthe Califomia Code of Regulations; and

2. WHEREAS, pursuant to the above authority, the California Transpofiation Commission allocated the sum of
5135,000 from the Aeronautics Account in the State Transportation Fund by Resolution Number FDOA-20104, dated

August 70,2011 Q0l0/2011 Fiscal Year).

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants and conditions hereinafter expressed, the parties agree as

follows:

SECTIONtr

1. PUBLIC ENTITY shall perform or contract for the performance of all work necessary to complete the following

described Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP), hereinafter refened to as the "PLAll":

Airports: Half Moon Bay Airport

Detailed Project Description: Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

Total Estimated Project Cost $150'000

Cost of estimated local sponsor $15,000

Cost of Estimated State Participation: $135,000

MAXiMUM OF STATE FLINDING PARTICIPATION: $135,000

Conditions: The project scope of work must be in accordance with

' the approved draft work program prepared for the PLAN(s) for Half Moon Bay Aþort is on file with the

STATE and
. the current Califomia Aþort Land Use Planning Handbook.

2. PUBLIC ENTITY shall also comply with all special conditions as may be set forth in the Letter of Allocation

issued by the STATE.

3. PUBLIC ENTITY shall deposit the sum of $15,000, which represents PUBLIC ENTITY's participatioa share for

the PLAN, in the C/CAG ALUC Special Aviation Account in accordance vvith California Public Utilities Code Section

21684. All other monies received from STATE or the Federal Government for performance of the PLAN shall also be

placed in this account. PIIBLIC ENTITY shall also place in this account an additional 10 perceút ofthe estimated total
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PLAN cost as a contingency for any increased cost of any added or revised work items pertinent to the PLAN, which added

or revised work has been approved in writing by both STATE and PUBLIC ENTITY.

4, PUBLIC ENTITY shall enter into all necessary contracts to develop the PLAN by not later than October 15,

2012, and shall cause all work to be successfully completed by April 15,2014, or such subsequent date as may be

authorized in writing by STATE.

5. PUBLIC ENTITY shall carry out and complete the PLAN in accordance with the work program, which has been

approved in witing by STATE. Any changes to, or modification of, said PLAN shall require prior rvritten approval by
STATE.

6. PUBLIC ENTITY shall allow authorized STATE Tepresentatives to review all PLAN work and products at any

time during the term of this Agreement and subsequently upon the request of STATE.

7. PUBLIC ENTITY agrees to retain all books, records, and accounts relating to the PLAN and this Grant

Agreement for a minimum of three (3) years from the date of fural payment to PUBLIC ENTITY after completion and

adoption ofthe PLAN, and shall make these documents available for examination by STATE or shall provide copies to

STATE upon request.

8. PIIBLIC ENTITY shall provide a draft document ofthe PLAN to the STATE for 30 day review.

9. PUBLIC ENTITY shall provide three (3) copies ofthe final PLAN to the STATE along with an electronic,

editable file (portable document format) including graphics, Geographic Information System (GIS) maps and a compatible
disc.

10. PUBLIC ENTITY shall comply with all applicable Federal and STATE laws and regulations.

1 l. PUBLIC ENTITY shall indemnit, and hold harmless the Califomia Transportation Commission and the STATE
and all officials and employees thereof from all claims, suits or actions of every kind, brought for, or on account of, any

injury damage or liabilþ occurring by reason of, or resulting from: arything done or omitted to be done by PUBLIC
ENTITY under this Grant Agreement with respect to the completion and final acceptance of the PLAN or any act or

omission by the PUBLIC ENTITY's consultant or agents during the process of developing the PLAN. The PUBLIC
ENTITY's dufy to indemnifo and hold harmless shall include the duty to defend, as set forth in Section 2778 of the Civil
Code.

12. All federal monies received by PUBLIC ENTITY to cover the cost of STATE's share of the PLAN shall be

repaid to STATE within 30 days of PUBLIC ENTITY's receipt of those Federal funds paid either before, during, or after

completion of the PLAN. Repay.rnent to STATE need not exceed the amount of monies actually disbursed by STATE to

PUBLIC BNTITY pursuant to this Grant Agreement.

SECTION III

1. STATE shall disburse the STATE's share of the project cost, up to the maximum STATE participation of
$135,000 in the manner described nparagraph2 of this section. However, in no event shall the total STATE disbursement

exceed that sum of $135,000 unless additional flurds are authorized by supplemental allocation from the Califomia
Transportation Commission and an amendment to this Agreement.

2. Upon receipt of a signed request for payment by PUBLIC ENTITY, STATE agrees to make pal.rnents by one of
the following methods:

(a) PUBLIC ENTITY may, no more often than monthly in arrears, submit certifications of the percentage of the

work then completed, multiplied by 90 percent of the maximum STATE-funding participation identified in

paragraph 1 ofthis Section.

(b) PUBLIC ENTITY shall submit copies of Consultant's invoices for materials and services delive¡ed as a lump-

sum payment request after development of PLAN has been completed.

3. Regardless ofthe number of progress payments submitted, l0 percent of the STATE's maximum,authorized

funding share identified in paragraph 1 of this Section shall be retained by STATE until fmal receipt of documentation

acknowledging final acceptance ofthe PLAN by PUBLIC ENTITY.
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4. After adoption of the PLAN by the C/CAG and written approval by STATE of the fural approved PLAN, STATE
will pay PUBLIC ENTITY the balance of the grant agreement progress payment sums retained by STATE.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PUBLIC ENTITY'S ACCEPTANCE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

I hereby certify that the sum of $15,000 has been Division of Aeronautics
deposited in the C/CAG ALUC Special Aviation
Account within the PIIBLIC ENTITY's Special Aviation
Fund to match the sum of money granted by the STATE By:
as provided by Section 21683 of the Public Utilities GARY CATHEY, Chief
Code. Division of Aeronautics

EXECUTEDTHIS OF 2012. I hereby certify upon my oìiln personal knowledge that
allocated funds are available for the period and purpose

ofthe expenditure stated above.

TITLE:
DATE

DEPARTMBNT OF TRANSPORTATION
ACCOUNTING OFFICER
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

October II,2072

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution12-59 authorizing the C/CAG chair to execute

Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement with Mokhtari Engineering Inc. for an

additional $240,000 for a new amount not to exceed $490,000 and a 18 month

time extension for project management services on the Smart Corridors Project,

and approval to waive the Request for Proposal (RFP) process.

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve of Resolutionl2-59 authorizing the C/CAG chair to

execute Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement with Mokfitari Engineering Inc. for an additional

$240,000 for a new amount not to exceed $490,000 and a 18 month time extension for project

management services on the Smart Corridors Project, and approval to waive the Request for

Proposal (RFP) process.

FISCAL IMPACT

This amendment is for additional time and material for an amount not to exceed $240,000. This

amount is included in the Smart Corridor project budget.

SOURCE OF FTJNDS

Fund source of the Smart Corridor Project Management Services will come from a combination

of Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP), State Transportation Improvement Program

(STIP), and local funds.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUSSION

The San Mateo County Smart Corridors project will implement inter-jurisdictional traffic

management strategies by deploying integrated lrtelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) elements

along the portions of the US 101 corridor, SR 82 (El Camino Real), and local arterial streets.

The Smart Corridors project, from I-380 in the City of San Bruno to Whipple Avenue in

Redwood City, was awarded $10M from the TLSP Program (Traffic Light Synchronization

Program). C/CAG also programmed $11M in the 2008 STIP (State Transpofiation Improvement

Program) for a total project implementation (design and construction).
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On February ll,2}}g,the Board approved execution of a consultant contract with Moktrtari

Engineering, In.., fot $232,960, to provide project management services for the San Mateo

Cointy Smãrt Corridors Project foione year. Per that authorization, any extension or

continuation beyond the current funding level would be presented to C/CAG Board for final

approval.

On February 11, 2010, under the new procurement policy, the contract with Mokhtari

Engineering, Inc. was extended by one year to February 12,2011 with no additional funds added

to the contract.

On February 10, 2011 a new contract for $100,000 was executed with Mokhtari Engineering, Inc'

for Project Management services for one year during the Smart Corridors construction and

integration phase.

on August 17, 2011, Amendment No.1 was executed to add $150,000 and one year of service to

the contract for the addition of Segment 3, which extended the southem limits of the Smart

Corridors to the Santa CIata county line.

Reason for Amendment

Molhtari Engineering is being asked to invest more time and effort to oversee the construction

and integration workãot anticipated under the current contract. The resulting expenditures will

exhaust the agreement funds Uy ttre end of December. As a result of the additional level of effort,

staff is requesting an amendment to add $240,000 for a new total not to exceed $490'000'

The existing project management agreement is scheduled to terminate in February 2013;

therefore staff is requesting a time ãxtension to change the existing contract termination date of

February IZ,2013 tã a nÑ termination date of August30,2014' This is the date that

construction of the local segment of the Smart Corridor is expected to be completed'

Mokhtari Engineering, Inc. was originally selected through a formal RFP procedure' It is

requested that the RFÞ process be waived, for this contract, as the Project Manager has been

suócessfully functionin! as the project manager from the concept of operations through design'

per Section 9, of the June 2010 adopted C/CAG Procurement Policy, the C/CAG Board may

waive the solicitation of RFP's when it determined that it is in the best interest of C/CAG to do

so. A listed appropriate situation for waiving RFP process is "when it is determined by the

C/CAG Board that the added time required for another firm and/ or individual to acquire this

knowledge base would create an unacceptable delay in the delivery of the service or not result in

significant cost savings."

Mokhtari Engineering is aprimary focal point on the Smart Corridors project' He has an

institutional knowledle orìne project, and has developed a working relationship with Caltrans,

the design consultantJ, and the cities since 2009. Mokhtari Engineering also is highly familiar

with the details of the current project limits and has facilitated development of segment 3 in a
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very condensed schedule.

Conducting a request for proposal (RFP) to bring in a new project manager at this time would not

benefit thùroJ;t in time or cost as it is expected to delay the project by several months. A new

project manager would not know the history of this project, would have to rebuild the working

iedtionstrips with Caltrans and the cities, and would not be aware of the project details that have

transpired over the last several years.

ATTACHMENT

. Resolution 12-59

. Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement with Molùtari Engineering Inc'
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RESOLUTION 12.59

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)

AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE
AGREEMENT WITH MOKHTARI ENGINEERING INC. FOR AN ADDITIONAL

$240,000 To A NEW AMOIJNT NOT TO EXCEED $490,000 AND A 18 MONTH TIME
EXTENSION FOR PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES ON THE SMART

CORRIDORS PROJECT

RESOLVED, bythe Board of Directors of the City/CountyAssociation of Governments

of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG was awarded $10M in funding from the Traffic Light
Synchronization Program (TLSP), which is part of the Proposition 18 State Infrastructure Bond,

and obtained an additional $10M from the 2008 State Transportation Improvement Program

(STIP) to implement a Smart Corridors ITS Project; and

\ilHEREAS, C/CAG determined that consulting services were needed to provide project

management services for the Smart Corridors project; and

WHEREAS, the C/CAG selection committee selected Mokhtari Engineering,Inc. to

provide these services; and

\ilHEREAS, Moktrtari Engineering, Lrc. has been providing project management

services for the Smart Corridors project since February 2009; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that additional level of effort is needed for project

management services; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that an additional two hundred forty thousand

dollars ($240,000) is estimated to complete the additional work; and

WIIEREAS, C/CAG has determined that continued project management services are

required through construction completion and integration phase of the Smart Corridors ITS

project; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that an additional 18 month time extension is

needed to provide project management services through project completion under the original

agreement;

NO'\ry, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to

execute Amendment No 2. to the agreement with Mokhtari Engineering, Inc. to add $240,000 for
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a new total not to exceed $490,000 and for a time extension to August 30,2014. It is also

resolved that the C/CAG Executive Director is authorized to negotiate the final terms of said

agreement prior to its execution by the C/CAG Chair, subject to approval as to form by the

C/CAG Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS llTH DAY OF OCTOBER 2012.

Bob Grassilli, Chair
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AMENDMENT NO.2 TO TIIE AGREEMENT
BET\ilEEN

THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY AND

MOKIITARI ENGINEERING, INC.

This Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement between the City/County Association of
Governments of San Mateo County and Mokhtari Engineering, Inc. ("Amendment") is entered

into by and between the City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, a joint

porilers agency for the development and implementation of the Congestion Management

Þ.ogru- for San Mateo County ("C/CAG") and Molhtari Engineering, Inc. ("Consultant").

C/CAG and Consultant shall be known as the Parties.

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, at its February 10,2011 meeting, C/CAG approved the Agreement Between

the City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County and Mokhtari Engineering,

Inc. ("Agreement"); and

WHEREAS, at its August 71,2011 meeting, C/CAG approved the Amendment No. 1

between the City/County Association of Govemments of San Mateo County and Mokhtari

Engineering, Inc. ("First Amendment"); and

WHEREAS, the Agreement provides that Consultant will provide certain project

management services ("Services") for the San Mateo County Smart Corridors project

("Project"); and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that additional hours of Services are needed for the

construction and integration phase of the Project; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that continued Services are required through

construction completion and integration phase of the Project; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that an additional two hundred forty thousand

dollars ($240,000) is estimated to complete the additional Services; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that an additional eighteen (18) month time

extension is needed to provide Services through Project completion under the Agreement; and

WHEREAS, Consultant has reviewed and accepted this Amendment.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the C/CAG and Consultant that:

1. Amendment to Section 2.Section 2 "Payments" sha1l be amended as follows (additions in

it alics, deletions in strilæthror*gþ :

Mokhtari Engineering, Inc. Amendment No. 1

-61-

page 7 of2



In Consideration of Consultant providing the Services, C/CAG shall reimburse

Consultant on a time and materials basis based on a $160 hourly rate up to a maximum of
hve hundred and fifty theusand éellars ($250;000) four hundred and ninety thousand

dollars (8490,000).

Amendment to Section 5.Section 5 "Contract Term" shall be amended as follows
(additions in italics, deletions in s#iketåre*gþ :

This Agreement shall be in effect as of February 10, 2011, and shall terminate on

e*ruar¡jÉoZgß August 30, 2014 unless otherwise extended or terminated as set forth
herein. C/CAG may terminate this Agreement at any time for any reason by providing 30

days' notice to Consultant. Consultant may terminate this Agreement at any time for any

reason by providing 30 days' notice to C/CAG. Termination to be effective on the date

specified in the notice. In the event of termination under this paragraph, Consultant shall

be paid for all services provided to the date of termination. C/CAG may extend the term

of this Agreement until such time as the maximum, not-to exceed pa1'rnent amount

specified in section 2 above has been earned by Consultant.

Amendment to Exhibit A "Project Description, Scope of Work, and Fee Schedule" is

hereby deleted in its entirety and replaced with Exhibit A as attached hereto.

Full Force and Effect. All other provisions of the Agreement shall remain in full
force and effect.

5. Effective Date. This Amendment shall take effect upon signature byboth Parties.

IN V/ITNESS WHEREOF, C/CAG and Consultant, by their duly authorized representatives, have

affixed their hands.

Mokhtari Engineering, Inc. (Consultant)

By: ParvizMokhtari Date:

Cityi County As sociation of Governments (C/CAG)

By: Bob Grassilli, Chair Date:

C/CAG Legal Counsel

By: Inga B. Lintvedt, Deputy County Counsel

2.

3.

4.

Mokhtari Engineering, Inc. Amendment No. 1
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EXHIBIT A

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Smart Corridors project involves civil work, extensive Intelligent Transportation Systems

(ITS) device installati,ons, communication networking, traffic engineering efforts, and signaV

detection integration.

The objective of the Smart Corridors project is to identiff a well-defined alternate route, utilizing

artenalstreets to handle naturally diverted trafftc,in the event of a major freeway incident on

USl01. Signal phasing along these identified routes would be optimized and signage would be

added to effectively manage traffic on alternate routes-

The San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project will deploy and/or integrate:

. Traffic signal improvements (controller upgrades and signal coordination)

. On-ramp metering (existing)

. Signal lnterconnect

. Communicationsnetwork

. Non-intrusive arterial vehicle detection system

. Arterial travel time data

. Arterial electronic trailblazer signs

. Fixed and pan-tilt-zoom CCTV cameras

. Integration with Caltrans TMC

This project's interactive/integrated transportation management and information system willbe

based on real-time, computer assisted transportation management and communications.

Implementing partners include, the CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG), Caltrans

Oistrict 4, County of San Mateo, Town of Atherton, City of Belmont, City of Burlingame, City of

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

of Menlo Park, City of East Palo Alto, Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), and

San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA).

Although they are not funded for ITS equipment deployment at this time, additional partner

agenciÃ, invãlved in the development of the project (Con Ops) included the City of South San

Francisco.

The project's funding partners include CiCAG, SMCTA, and MTC. The Smart Corridors total

projËct úudget is appióximately 25 million dollars in State and Federal funding. An additional

iO -illion dollars in State Funds may be added to the project to extend the project limits south to

the Santa Clara county line.
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Completed Items of Work

The following items of work are either completed or are in the process of being completed:

. Design of local arterial porlion of the project from I-380 in San Bruno to the Santa Clara

county line.
. Design of the state portion of the project from I-380 in San Bruno to the Santa Clara

county line.
o Project StudyReport
o Project Report
o EnvironmentalDocument
o Concept of Operations
o Alternate Routes for Traffic Incident (ARTI) Guide

SCOPE OF \ilORK

Attend technical meeting and other meetings as directed.
o Attend project team meetings
o Work with regulatory agencies, Caltrans, and local agencies to remove delivery

obstacles as directed.

Obtain written documentation and technical buyoff from the Cities and (email response, signed

memo, or signature) other local agencies. Examples include but are not limited to:

o Obtaining written concurrence on right of way, construction, and integration

documents.
o Facilitate agreements between Caltrans and the stakeholder Cities to execute detailed

operation memorandums or agteements.
o Obtaining memorandums of concurrence containing local agency signatures.

. Obtaining buyoff or concurrence of technical decisions/ designs from local agencies

in the form of an email response from the agency.

o Obtaining necessary project permits.

Facilitate agency and.project team staff in the review and concurrence of Project deliverables to

ensure timely comment input and responses:
o Track local deliverables against the Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP)

baseline agreement schedule.
o Ensure delivery of integration deliverables and documentation.

Manage consultant contracts:
o Ensure that design consultant contracts stay within their respective scope, schedule,

and budget.
o Track and report on consultant expenditures on a regular basis as directed.

o Act as a liaison between the construction administrators (County of San Mateo) and

the consultants, where necessary.
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Make recoÍLmendations to the C/CAG Executive Director, C/CAG staft Steering Committee,

and C/CAG Board relative to the Project, in terms of corrective action plans to keep the project

on track.
. Bring major Project decisions and changes regarding design, maintenance, and

operations, to the attention of the C/CAG Executive Director.
o Inform C/CAG Executive Director and staff of technical issues and decisions made by

Caltrans.
o Inform C/CAG Executive Director and staff of decisions that need to be made on the

behalf of C/CAG or local agencies.
o Track Project expenses up to construction, including integration phase.

. Properly document and process any changes to the project's integration scope,

schedule, and budget.

Schedule and organize coordination meetings, Project development team (PDT) meeting,

Steering committee meetings, Stakeholder meetings, and any other Project meeting needed to

facilitate project progress, as directed.

The Consultant will continue to report directly to the C/CAG Executive Director and will provide

other unspecified project related services as directed.

Deliverables:
o Provide weekly verbal Project updates to C/CAG Executive Director and staff.

o Document meeting attendance and Project activities monthly'
. Document major project decisions made atteam meeting.
o Deliver concurrence signatures on Project documents, described above, from partner

agencies.
o Provide an updated spreadsheet ofProject budget and expenditures on a regular basis

as directed.
o Provide other deliverables as requested by the C/CAG Executive Director.
o Provide draft and final relevant Project data and paper documentation for filing.

(electronic information to John Hoang and paper documentation to Jean Higaki).
. Provide other support to complete the project as needed and as directed.

FEE SCHEDULE

In consideration of the services provided by Consultant above, the City/ County Association of
Govemments (C/CAG) shall paythe Consultant based on the following fee schedule:

Project Manager $160/hour
And direct material costs as approved by C/CAG

In no event shall the total payment to Consultant under agreement exceed the maximum

obligation of $490,000.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: October II,2072

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of C/CAG legislative policies, priorities, positions, and legislative
update (A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously

identified)

@or further information or questions contact Richard Napier at 599-1420 or Sandy

Wong at 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve of C/CAG legislative policies, priorities, positions, and

legislative update (A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously

identifred).

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

NA.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

The State legislature adjourned the 201 l-12 regular session on August 31,2072. Please see attachment

on surnmary of update on State legislations of interest to C/CAG.

ATTACHMENTS

. State Legislative Update - October
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S Haruø / YonrR/Axrløt H, in".
LESISLATM ADY00¡ìCY . ASSOCIATIOtI I'lAllAGEl{EìlT

October 1,2012

TO:
FROM:

Board Members, CityiCounty Association of Governments, San Mateo County
Advocation, lnc. - Shaw / Yoder / Antwih, lnc.

RE: STATELEGISLATIVEUPDATE.SEPTEMBER

The legislature adjourned the 2011-12 regular Session on Friday, August 31. Barring a

Special Session, the legislature will reconvene in December with a new class of legislators.
The following is a list of issues of interest to C/CAG that we have been monitoring over the
course of the final weeks. The Governor had until September 30 to either sign or veto
legislation.

9, which appropriates funding for high-speed rail.

The appropriation includes $6 billion for the Central Valley ($3.3 billion of which is a federal
grant), $1 .1 billion for the "bookends", primarily Caltrain and Metrolink and $819 million for
connectivity project funding (including $106 million for intercity rail) for the 11 recipients
identified in the list approved by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) on June
27th.

As a result, Caltrain will receive $1.1 billion in Proposition 1A funding to use with local match
dollars ($1.+Zg billion total) to electrify its system along its existing right-of-way, implement
positive train control, and purchase new rail cars. The improvements would be completed by

2019, a full 12 years before high-speed rail service is being contemplated in the area.
Electrification will allow for member agencies to reduce their operating costs in half while
increasing service from 45,000 to 70,000 riders per day.

The CTC has been granted authority by the Department of Finance (DOF) to issue
allocations immediately to begin over the Fall, Unlike recent years, DOF is not waiting for a
bond sale prior to funding a project. lnstead, they will borrow against existing transportation
pots and reimburse those sources within the fiscal year after a sale has occurred. This
traditional strategy will help ensure that projects are expedited while reducing the state's
liability of incurring bond debt service.

On September 27, Caltrain applied for and received a $39 million allocation from the CTC to

implement its positive train control system to comply with the 2015 federal mandate to
implement the safety system. Failure to do so would result in a shutdown of the system. This
investment also moves us down the road of the initial work towards a high-speed train
system.

Caltrain also received a $9 million allocation from the CTC for a grade separation project in

San Bruno from the Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account.

Kev Bills
1. AB 1780 (Bonilla) assigns responsibilities, including cost-sharing responsibilities between
local transportation planning agencies and Caltrans, for completion of project study reports
(PSRs), or equivalent planning documents. lt also directs Caltrans to review and approve
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pSRs or equivalent planning documents that are prepared by other entities for. projects on

the State Highway System. tt4andates that, for state highway projects that are in an adopted

regional tran-'sporlatión plan, a voter-approved county sales tax measure expenditure plan, or

otñer voter-approved transportation program, Caltrans is to review and approve the PSR or

equivalent planning document at its own expense; for other projects, Caltrans's costs for

r"ui"* and'approvál of the PSRs or equivalent planning documents are to be paid by

the entity performing the work.

pSRs and equivalent planning documents (referred to collectively as project initiation

documents, or PIDS) are useá to document the initial stages of a project's development.

They contain specific information related to a project idea such as the identification of the

tranáportation problem that is to be addressed, an evaluation of potential alternatives to

address the problem, and the justification and description of the preferred solution. Each
pSR also includes the estimated cost, scope, and schedule of the project-information needed

to decide if, how, and when to fund the project. Existing law requires PSRs to be completed

before a project can be included in an adopted STIP and the California Transportation

Commission (CfC) administratively requires PSRs for projects to be included in the State

Highway Operation and Protection Program'

Caltrans' efforts related to preparing and providing oversight for PIDS, including development

of pSRs, have come under scrutiny in the last couple of years, focused largely on a

significant over-production of PlDs and resultant wasteful costs. Much of the scrutiny was as

a iesult of the Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO) budget analyses that identified deficiencies

in the program, irrctuOing (in addition to the over-production issue) a lack of any cost-sharing

arrangeménts with othei agencies for the development of PlDs. As a result, the Legislature

r"qu"it"d Caltrans to collaborate with external stakeholders to identify ways to improve the

project initiation process, including consideration of potential cost-sharing arrangements and

a streamlined PID process.

Caltrans responded to LAO's concerns and recommendations by working with local agencies

and the CTC to streamline PlDs. These efforts sought to ensure that PSRs did not include

more information than was prudent to collect at the beginning stages of a project's

development and that PSRs were not being done for more projects than could reasonably be

expected to be developed.

Budget discussions are continuing this year and continue to focus on: 1) identifying the

appópriate source of funding for ÞSRs and other planning documents; and 2) resolving the

appropriate content and scope of these documents. Previous attempts by the Legislature to

ensure that Caltrans be responsible for costs for locally-sponsored state highway projects

have been twice vetoed by ihe Governor, who directed, instead, that Caltrans' costs for the

work be reimbursed by local agencies.

A deal was finally reached with DOF to do the following:
. Specify thãt the PID development and oversight will not be charged indirect costs'
. Add reimbursement for locally-sponsored oversight and PID development
. Assumes SHA funding for state and joint sponsored projects'
. Contains language regarding cooperative agreements to reinforce the effort to

create a standard agreement that will be easier for locals.

The contents of the agreement were inserted into AB 1477 (Budget) which was signed by the

Governor.

2. SB 1339 (Yee) authorizes the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and the

Bay AreaAir ôuality Management District (BAAQMD) to jointly adopt a commute benefit

2
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ord¡nance that requires covered employers operating within the common area of the 2
agencies with an average of 50 employees per week to offer those employees certain

commute benefits.

Last year, MTC and BAAQMD sponsored similar legislation (SB 582) for purposes of
authorizing a metropolitan planning organization (MPO), in conjunction with the local air
quality management district, to adopt a regional commute benefit requirement, for
businesses of 20 or more.SB 1339 raises the threshold to apply to companies/businesses
that employ 50 people. The intent of the bill is to help reduce congestion, cut air pollution,

and achieve the mandated transportation-related greenhouse gas reduction targets adopted

by the Air Resources Board (ARB) in 2010, consistent with Senate Bill 375 (Steinberg,

2008).

The bill was signed by the Governor.

3. SB 843 (Wolk) establishes a new business model that would allow developers of
renewable projects to sell electricity to customers of lnvestor Owned Utilities (lOUs).

The billfailed passage in the Assembly Utilities and Commerce Committee.

4. ACA 23 (Perea) this bill would amend the Constitution to lower the vote threshold,

from 66% to 55%, for local transportation sales tax measures'

As expected, the bill died on the Assembly Floor because the author failed to acquire any

Republican votes to meet the required twothirds vote threshold.

5. AB 485 (Ma) would add public transportation agencies to the list of entities that are

eligible to receive a credit by the California Public Utilities Commission for rate increases
paèsed on to ratepayers by investor-owned utilities (lOUs) from the purchase of Cap and

Trade emissions credits. Currently, residential, small business, and emission-intensive
trade exposed customers (glass manufacturers, cement mixers) qualify to receive such

credits.

The bill died on the Senate Floor. Legislation will be introduced next year to address the
problem.

J
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
October II,2012

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 12-60 authorizing the acceptance of
$2,000,000 to perform the High-OccupancyVehicle lane (HOV) Hybrid Study on

US 101 from Whþle to south of the I-380 interchange.

(For further information or questions contact Jean Higaki at 650-599-1462)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution12-60 authorizing the acceptance of

$2,000,000 to perform the High-Occupancy Vehicle lane (HOV) Hybrid Study on US 101 from

Whipple to south of the I-380 interchange.

FISCAL IMPACT

$2,000,000 in Measure A funds will be accepted by C/CAG'

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The source will be Measure A funds provided by the San Mateo County Transportation Authority

(sMCrA).

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

Throughout the US 101 corridor, there are four (4) through travel lanes in each of the northbound

and southbound directions with auxiliary lanes in many of the segments. Of the four through

travel lanes, one lane is designated as carpool lane from the Santa Clata County Line to Whipple

Ave in Redwood City. There is no carpool lane between Whipple Ave and the San Francisco

County Line. In general, carpool lanes provide incentive to carpool and hence reduce single

driver trips. Carpool lanes also benefit buses and other multi-passengers vehicles such as van-

pools and reduce greenhouse gas emission.

On May 24,2012, the SMCTA issued a call for projects for their Measure A Highway Program,

to solicit projects that reduce congestion in commute corridors. The program focuses on

removing bottlenecks in the most congested highway commute corridors, reducing congestion,

and improving throughput along critical congested commute corridors. On June 29,2012,
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C/CAG submitted aproject application to study a staged approach to provide HOV lanes on US

101.

On October 4,2012, SMCTA prograÍrmed funds for the HOV Hybrid Study, on US 101 from

Whipple Avenue in Redwood City to south of the I-380 interchange, but has not allocated funds

to the project, due to existing policy language in the 200I CICAG adopted Countywide

Transportation Plan (CTP). The 2001 CTP language does not support conversion of multi-flow

or auxiliary lane conversions to HOV.

C/CAG is in the process of updating the CTP as congestion conditions and forecast have changed

significantly since 2001. As the CTP update is still in process, SMCTA allocation of funds is

contingent on a C/CAG board resolution in support of the HOV study.

In2Ol1, an MTC, C/CAG joint sponsored HOV Lane Feasibillty Analysis was completed that

evaluated two options to extend the HOV lane within the county. One option was to add a new

HOV lane in each direction, while the other option was to "convert" the existing number one

lane (left-most lane) to an HOV lane in each direction. The "add lane" option would result in a

very high cost and have adverse negative impacts in terms of right-of-way and adjacent land use.

The "convert" option required no additional right of way but would adversely impact travel time

in the mixed-flow lanes.

A "Revised Traffic Analysis Memorandum" was developed in November 2011 to evaluate a

"hybrid" HOV lane option. The hybrid option would be a compromise where some right of way

would be required but not at the same level of an "add lane" option. The hybrid option would

also require portions of auxiliary lane conversion, but not a full conversion.

The "Revised Traffic Analysis Memorandum" evaluated traffic operation effects of a hybrid

HOV lane option that combined the best features of the "add lane" and the "convert lane"

options, and evaluated if the hybrid HOV lane option is operationally feasible or shows benefit.

A final mainline report was completed March,2012 which showed positive travel time benefits.

The traffic operations effects, design concepts, and cost estimates of the hybrid lane pointed to a

fourth option that was then evaluated - a "staged hybrid lane" - that would consist of a hybrid

HOV lane from Whipple Avenue to just south of the I-380 interchange in San Bruno. This

staged hybrid alternative was introduced because most of the operational benefits from the hybrid

HOV lane are identified in the southern portion of the corridor while most of the costs,

associated with reconstruction of the overpasses, are identified north of the I-380 interchange.

Staff believes that there is value in the study of the US 101 corridor to evaluate the benefits

versus the cost and impacts that an HOV lane would have on the system, therefore staff
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RESOLUTION 12-60

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

THE ACCEPTANCE OF $2,000,000 TO PERFORM THE HIGH-OCCUPANCY
vEHrcLE LANE (rroÐ HYBRTD STUDY ON US 101 FROM WHTPPLE TO SOUTH

OF THE I.380 INTERCHANGE.

\ilIIEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments has

been awarded funds for the HOV Hybrid Study on US 101; and,

\ilHEREAS, the San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA), is providing
Measure A grant funding for this study, conditioned on the approval of a resolution in support of
the study; and,

WHEREAS, the C/CAG is aware of the 2001 Countywide Transportation Plan language;
ffid,

\ilHEREAS, the C/CAG is aware that congestion conditions and forecast have changed
significantly since 2001; and,

\ilIIEREAS, C/CAG desires to access the funds to proceed with study efforts,

NO\il, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Board authorizes the
acceptance of $2,000,000 to perform the High-Occupancy Vehicle lane (HOV) Hybrid Study on
US 101 from Whipple to south of the I-380 interchange.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS llTH DAy OF OCTOBER 2012.

Bob Grassilli, Chair
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Date.

TO:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

October 1I,2012

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier - Executive Director, C/CAG

Presentation, Public Hearing, and introduction of recommendation from the
Airport Land Use Committee for adoption of the Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport.

(For further information or response to questions, contact Richard Napier at 650 599-1420)

Recommendation:

Presentation, Public Hearing, and introduction of recommendation from the Airport Land Use
Committee for adoption of the Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the
Environs of San Francisco International Airport in accordance with the staff recommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

Function of the number of consistency reviews performed annually. Approximately $25-50,000
annually and $4,000 to $8,000 per consistency review.

Source of Revenue:

Funding is provided in the adopted C/CAG Budget under the General Fund. Staff is pursuing
funding from the airport operators and other sources to reduce the funding necessary from the
General Fund.

Background:

C/CAG as the Airport Land Use Commission for San Mateo County is responsible for
developing an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for all four airports in San Mateo
County. These airports include San Francisco International Airport (SFIA), Half Moon Bay, San

Carlos, and Palo Alto (shared with Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Commission). These

plans must be developed consistent with the California Department of Transportation Division of
Aeronautic s Airport Land Use Planning Hand.book,2011. Because the update of the ALUCP
was partially funded by a grant from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), the plan update
process also must comply with Federal guidance. The AIUCP for all four airports are outdated.

C/CAG has begun updating the ALUCP. The first ALUCP to be updated is for San Francisco
International Airport.
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C/CAG hired Jacobs Consultancy, which subcontracted with Ricondo & Associates, Inc., to
develop the ALUCP for SFIA. In addition to the FAA grant, C/CAG received grants from the
California Division of Aeronautics, and SFIA to update the ALUCP for San Francisco
International Airport. This update was initiated in 2008. It was delayed due to FAA approval of
updated noise contours, delay in completing the Aeronautics Handbook 2011, and approval of
the Runway Safety Area Program at SFIA. A draft Final of the Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport is completed and available online at

the C/CAGwebsite at . www.ccas.ca.sov/aluc.html .

Process:

C/CAG established a Project Advisory Committee to aid in the development of the ALUCP
(CLUP) for San Francisco International Airport. The Committee met three times and received
initial presentations from the consultant. It was clear given the complex issues for the update of
the ALUCP (CLUP) for SFIA and the controversy raised at the Project Advisory Committee
meetings that the process needed to be modiflred. The process that was followed was for the
ALUC staff and the C/CAG Executive Director to meet individually with the City Managers and
Planning Directors of the primary cities impacted. These included Daly City, Brisbane, South
San Francisco, San Bruno, Millbrae, and Burlingame. ALUC staff and the C/CAG Executive
Director then met with SFIA Director and Planning Manager. This approach was followed
several times on the various critical issues such as noise contour, avigation easement and

process, height limits, and Runway Safety Area Program. Each issue was worked until both the
Cities and SFIA were satisfied with the approach. After all the major issues were addressed,

Ricondo was directed to develop a draft" of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the
Environs of San Francisco International Airport consistent with the agreement on the issues

between the cities and San Francisco International Airport.

C/CAG staff and the consultant have been working with the stakeholders and the Airport Land
Use Committee to make afnal recommendation on the ALUCP for the Environs of San

Francisco International Airport. ALUC Meetings were held on February 76,2072,March22,
2072, June 27,2012, August 23,2012, and September 27,2012 to review, comment and provide
direction on the SFIA AIUCP. All the ALUC meetings were noticed on the C/CAG Website
with the August 23, 2072 and Septemb er 2'7 , 2012 meetíngs also noticed in the newspaper. The
October 71,2012 and Novemb er 8,2012 C/CAG Board Meetings were also noticed in the
newspaper.

The draft Final ALUCP is completed and is being brought to the C/CAG Board (Airport Land
Use Commission) for presentation, public hearing and introduction.

Major Issues:

The SFO ALUCP has four primary areas of concern:

. Aircraft Noise - To reduce the potential number of future airport area residents who could be

exposed to noise impacts from airport and aircraft operations.
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. Safety of Persons on the Ground - To minimizelhe potential number of future residents and
land use occupants exposed to hazards related to aircraft operations and accidents.

. Airspace Protection and Safety of Aircraft in Flight - To protect the navigable airspace around
the Airport for the safe and efficient operation of aircraft in flight and to avoid potential hazards
to aircraft in flight.
. Overflight Notification - To establish aî aÍea within which flights to and from the Airport
occur frequently enough and at a low enough altitude to be noticeable by sensitive residents.
Within this area, real estate disclosure notices are required, pursuant to State law.

The airport/land use compatibility policies and criteria in the ALUCP apply only to new
development. Under State law, the Airport Land Use Commission (the C/CAG Board) has no
jurisdiction over existing development, except for nonconforming uses that are proposed for
expansion or enlargement. The policies and criteria of the ALUCP, which are intended to
promote the compatibility of new development with the Airport, are discussed in detail in the
ALUCP. The major issues are discussed below.

Avigation Easement - The ATUCP requires Avigation Easements to be granted to SFIA by
developers of cerlain "conditionally compatible" land uses in the Airport Influence Area. The
purpose of the Avigation Easement is to grant an easement to SFIA for the normal operation of
aircraft. These include over-flight, vibration, and noise from normal aircraft operation. These

easements allow SFIA to operate without a waiver required. The property owner retains all
rights associated with regard to abnormal arcraft operation. The Avigation Easement includes a

trigger that if the sound increases 3dB for three out of four quarters that the easement is no
longer in effect until the noise level is reduced to below 3 dB. The easement must be granted
upon receipt of the building permits. Upon notice from the cities that the project is not being
built, SFIA must relinquish the Avigation Easement. The detailed language is shown in
Appendix G pages 10 thru 17.

Noise - As a result of aircraft engine technology that significantly reduces the sound, the
respective noise contours (60, 65,70 dB CNEL) have significantly been reduced since the
original 1980 ALUCP was amended and adoptedin 1996. The old noise contour for 70dB is

now essentially the current 60 dB contour. This has significantly reduced the overall noise
impact from operations at San Francisco International Airport. Due to increased operations it is
likely that the noise contours will likely increase in the future. The ALUCP specifically defines
the allowable land uses for the greater Ihan 65,70, and75 dB CNEL areas. New housing,
hospitals, schools, and places of public assembly within the CNEL 65 dB contour must be
sound-insulated. With one exception, these uses are not allowed within the CNEL 70 dB

contour. New housing is allowed between the CNEL 70 and 75 dB contours on existing lots of
record, subject to sound insulation. It is important to note that this does limit some housing
development in San Bruno and South San Francisco on El Camino Real. San Francisco
International Airport has an ongoing noise monitoring program. The detailed noise contours are

shown in Chapter III - Exhibit I[-1 and Appendix D - Figure D-2 and Figure D-3 The
Projected 2020 Noise Contours in this ALUCP are slightly increased over the 2006 Noise
Contours. This created a transition issue for a housing project in South San Francisco. This
housing project was compliant with the 2006 Noise Contour since it fell just outside the 70dB
CNEL Contour. However, it falls just inside the 70dB CNEL 2020 Noise Contour included in
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this updated ALUCP which would prohibit housing. Gven that it was a transition issue the
following language was include in the updated ALUCP.

Any proposed development action located between the 2006 NEM and 2020 Forecast

70 dB CNEL noise contours, that has an application deemed complete perthe California

government code by the local agency prior to adoption of this ALUCP, will be evaluated

for noise consistency only under the 2006 NEM 70 db CNEL noise contour provided that
the proposed development action meets all other requirements of this ALUCP. See

attached Exhibit I I l-1.

Height

A mapping effort was done by San Francisco International Airport to illustrate the critical
aeronautical surfaces. The aeronautical surfaces include those established in accordance with
FAA Order 8260.38, Terminal lnstrument Procedures (TERPS), and One Engine Inoperative
(OEÐ departures from 28L (to the west through San Bruno Gap). These are mapped and shown

in Exhibit IV- 1 6, Exhibit IY -77 , and Exhibit IV- 1 8. These exhibits depict the lowest elevations

from the combination of the OEI procedure surface and all TERPS surfaces. These surfaces

indicate the maximum feasible height at which structures can be considered compatible with
Airport operations.

An Interactive Airspace Tool has been developed that reflect the critical airspace surfaces that
will allow Planners to easily determine the heights thal are acceptable on a particular piece of
property. This will signifîcantly simplify the task for the city Planners.

The updated ALUCP adopted the lowest critical airspace as the height limit. The only change is

the One Engine Inoperative Surface may be the height limit in some areas. The remaining height
limits are the same as the prior ALUCP and FAA requirements. The biggest difference is the

iAIP tool provides much more information that makes it easier for the planners to use in
evaluating a project. This also lets the land use planner know what the likely height limit that

will be required by the FAA.

Safety Zones

The California Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics Airport Land Use

Planning Handbook,20l ladvises the creation of five sets of safety zones associated with each

runway at air carrier airports. For the SFIA CLLiP, five safety zones were established for
Runways 10L-28R and 10R-28L and Runways 1L-19R and 1R-19L. The fifth zone, the Sideline

Zote, was minimized since all land covered by that zone is on Airport property and inside the

Airport security fence. SFIA's obligations to comply with FAA airfield design requirements

ensures that these areas will remain compatible with Airport operations. The five safety zones

include 1- Runway Protection Zone (WZ), 2- Inner Approach/ Departure Zone (IADZ),3-Inner
Turning Zone (ITZ), 4- Outer Approach/ Departure Zone (OADZ) and 5- Sideline Zone. All the
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zones are shown in Exhibit IV-7. Adjustments were made to the size and shape of the Caltrans

recommended zones based on the geographical and operation characteristics of the runways.

Land use restrictions in the safety zones would prohibit the development of new residential

areas, schools, hospitals and nursing homes, places of public assembly, critical public utilities,
and the manufacture, processing, and storage of hazardous materials. Because the areas within
the safety zones are fully developed, however, the land use restrictions within the safety zones

have little pracliLcal effect. Existing residences off the west and south ends of both sets of
runways would become nonconforminguses. Off the south end of Runways 1L-19R and 1R-

l9L, two places of worship, one hospital and one school would become nonconforming. Parts of
Peninsula Hospital and Mills High School are also inside the proposed safety zones and would
become nonconforming uses. Nonconforming buildings may be modified, and they may be

reconstructed if destroyed by calamity as long as the degree of nonconformity is not increased.

This means that additional dwelling units cannot be added to nonconforming residences, and the

size of nonresidential uses cannot be increased. A special, case was made for Peninsula

Hospital and Mills High School that would allow them to expand the buildings on site provided

no additional land was added to the nonconformity.

The safety zones off the north ends of Runways 1L-l9R and 1R-19L and south ends of 10L-28R

and 10R-28L have no impact since they are oveÍ San Francisco Bay.

Densit]¡

Caltrans Department of Aeronautics raised a concern that density was not used in the ALUCP as

a limiting factor in the Safety Zones. It is important to keep in mind that San Francisco

Internatiónal Airport is located in an urban area with established development on three sides.

This locational context resulted in three key objectives for the ALUCP update: 1- Protect all

aspects of the operations of SFO, 2- Reasonably balance acceptable land uses in this already

densely populated and developed area, and 3- Balance and address the relevant political issues

in the suiróunding cities. A key approach taken was to use height to control density. This was

especially significant given that the terrain increases in height toward the west. The ALUCP sets

thã strongerih.ight limit requirements for any airport. Therefore, allowable land use and height

were theãnly criteria used to effectively control density. This met the objective of protecting the

airport operations while providing more flexibility to the land use agencies'

Real Estate Disclosure and ALUC Review Area

The SFO ALUCP applies to geographic areas in various cities and unincorporated areas in San

Mateo County that arelocated within the Airport Influence Area (AIA) boundary established and

defined in Chapter 4 of the ALUCP. The AIA consists of two areas (Areas A and B). Area A,

depicted on ExhibitlV-l, is the larger of the two areas and includes all of San Mateo County. All
parts of the county are overflown by at least one flight per week to or from SFO at altitudes of
IO,OOO feet above mean sea level (MSL) or less. All properties in Area A must do a Real Estate

Disclosure in accordance with Appendix G of the ALUCP.
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Area B is the smaller of the two areas and lies within Area A. Area B, depicted on Exhibit IV-2
of the ALUCP, consists of areas exposed to aircraft noise attributable to SFO operations at levels

of CNEL 65 dB or greater, areas below the 14 CFR (Code of Federal Regulations)Part77
conical surface, and areas beneath the TERPS approach surface to Runways 28L and 28R and

the one-engine inoperative departure surface for Runways 28L and 28R. All properties within
Area B requires review by the Airport Land Use Commission for major planning actions as

specifïed in the ALUCP. Typically these actions are for rezoning and general Plan amendments.

ALUC Recommendation:

The Airport Land Use Committee at its September 27,2012 meeltngunanimously recommended

that the C/CAG Board (Airport Land Use Commission) adopt the Comprehensive Airport Land

Use Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport in accordance

with the ALUC and staff recommendations.

CEQA Documentation

C/CAG has contracted with Ricondo and Associates to do the CEQA anaþsis of the
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San Francisco
International Airport. The consultant has completed the CEQA Initial Study that shows a

Negative Declaration is justified.

The ALUC recommendation to the C/CAG Board (Airport Land Use Commission) is for
adoption/ certification of the Initial Study and Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive
Land Use Plan for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport.

Next Steps:

The C/CAG Board will have a presentation and public hearing and be asked to officially
introduce the Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibilþ Plan for the Environs of San

Francisco International Airport at the October I 1, 2012 meeting. The Initial Study and Negative
Declaration will also be submitted to the C/CAG Board on October 7I,2012. The Board will
hold a public hearing. The Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the
Environs of San Francisco International Airport will be placed on the November 8,2072 meeting

for final adoption. The Initial Study and Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Plan for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport document will also be

placed on the CiCAG Board agenda for Novemb er 8,2012 for final certification.

Attachments:

Comprehensive Land Use Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San Francisco International
Airport
Initial Study and Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport
Newspaper Notices

-82-



Document Availability :

Go to wwtu.ccag.ca.gov/plans reports.htntl
wv,v,. c cag. ca. g ov/a I u c. h tnt I
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARAT¡ON

FOR THE PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE AIRPORT tAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN

FOR THE ENVIRONS OF SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

The City/County Assocíation of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG), acting in its capacity as the

Airport Land Use Commission for the County of San Mateo, intends to adopt a Negative Declaration,

prepared pursuant to the Calífornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)1, for the proposed

Comprehensive Aírport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational

Airport (the ALUCP or proposed project).

Brief Project Description: The basic function of the ALUCP is to promote compatibility between San

Francisco lnternational Airport (Airport) and the land uses that surround the Airport. The ALUCP

includes specified limitations and conditions on the future development of new residential, commercial

and other noise- and risk-sensitive uses surrounding the Airport. The ALUCP provides land use

compatibilíty policies and criteria for the area surrounding the Airport, and includes components

describing the Airport, existing and planned land use ín the Airport environs, compatibility zone maps,

compatibilíty policies and critería, and procedural polices.

The geographic scope of the ALUCP íncludes the proposed Airport lnfluence Area (AlA). The AIA

includes two parts, Areas A and B. The largest, Area A, covers all of San Mateo County. lt is the area

within which the real estate disclosure requirements of state law would apply.2 Area B, the project

referral area, íncludes portions of the Cities of Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, Híllsborough, Millbrae,

Pacífica, San Bruno, San Mateo, South San Francisco and parts of unincorporated San Mateo County.

Wíthin Area B, agencies would be required to submit proposed general plan amendments, specific plans,

and zoning ordinances and amendments to C/CAG, in its role as the Airport Land Use Commission, for

determinations of consistency with the ALUCP. The AIA boundary will be establíshed by the C/CAG

Board after hearing and consultation with the ínvolved agencies, consistent with the requirements of

Section 21675(c) of the California Public Utílities Code.

Public Review Period: The lnitial Study and Negative Declaration will be available for public review and

comment for a 43-day period, beginning on Thursday , July L2,2012, and ending on Thursday, August

23,2OI2. Written comments must be received by mail, facsimile, or email no later than 5:00 p.m. on

Thursday, August 23, ZOLZ. Please direct all comments to:

Richard Napier

Executive Director

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County

555 County Center

Fifth Floor

Redwood City, California 94063

t California Public Resources Code, 52L000 et seq.t Cal¡fornia Business and Professions Code, S11010(bX13).

lnitial Study and Negative Declaration for the I
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport

July 2OI2

DRAFT
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Fax: 650.361.8227

E-mail: rnapier@co.sanmateo.ca.us

Document Availability: Copies of the lnitial Study, Negative Declaration, and all documents incorporated

by reference therein, will be available during normal busíness hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday

thru Fríday) at C/CAG's offices, located on the fifth floor of the county office building at 555 County

Center, Redwood Cíty, CA 94063. These documents also will be available online at

http://www.ccas.ca.qov/plans reports.html. Hard copies are available for review at the following
public líbraries:

Burlingame Library
480 Primrose Rd

Burlingame, CA 9401-0

(6s0) ss8-7400

San Bruno Public Library

701- Angus Ave W

San Bruno, CA 94066
(6s0) 616-7078

Millbrae Library
1 Library Avenue

Millbrae, CA 94030
(5so) 6s7-7607

San Carlos Library
610 Elm Street

San Carlos, CA 94070
(6s0) ss1-0341

Pacifica Sharp Park Library
L04 Hilton Way
Pacifica, CA94044
(6s0) 3ss-s196

South San Francisco Library
840 West Orange Ave

South San Francisco, CA 94080
(6s0) 82e-3862

Public Hearings: The C/CAG Airport Land Use Commíttee (ALUC)wíll hold a public hearing on the

proposed lnitial Study, Negative Declaratíon, and ALUCP on Thursday, August 23,2OL2,4:00 p.m., at the

following location:

Burlingame City Hall

50L Prímrose Road, Council Chambers

Burlingame, CA 9401-0

The C/CAG Board will hold a public hearing on the proposed lnitial Study, Negative Declaration, and

ALUCP on October I1,,2012,6:30 p.m., at the following location:

San Mateo County Transit District Office

1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium
San Carlos, CA

No action or proceeding may be brought under CEQA to challenge C/CAG's adoption of the proposed

Negatíve Declaration, or its approval of the proposed project, unless the alleged grounds for

noncomplíance were presented to C/CAG either orally or in wríting by any person during the public

comment period or príor to issuance of the notice of determinatíon.

lnitial Study and Negative Declaration for the 2

Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport

July 2012

DRAFT
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FOR THE PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN

FOR THE ENVIRONS OF SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAT AIRPORT

The City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG), acting in its capacity as the

Aírport Land Use Commission for the County of San Mateo, intends to adopt a Negative Declaration,

prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)1, for the proposed

Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational

Airport (the ALUcP or proposed project).

Brief project Description: The basic function of the ALUCP is to promote compatibility between San

Francisco lnternational Airport (Airport) and the land uses that surround the Airport. The ALUCP

includes specified limitations and conditions on the future development of new residential, commercial

and other noise- and risk-sensitíve uses surrounding the Airport. The ALUCP provides land use

compatibility polícies and critería for the area surrounding the Airport, and íncludes components

describing the Airport, exísting and planned land use in the Airport environs, compatibílity zone maps,

compatíbility policies and criteria, and procedural polices.

The geographic scope of the ALUCP includes the proposed Airport lnfluence Area (AlA). The AIA

includes two parts, Areas A and B. The largest, Area A, covers all of San Mateo County. lt is the area

within which the real estate disclosure requirements of state law would apply.2 Area B, the project

referrat area, includes portions of the Cities of Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, Hillsborough, Millbrae,

pacífica, San Bruno, San Mateo, South San Francisco and parts of unincorporated San Mateo County.

Within Area B, agencies would be required to submit proposed general plan amendments, specific plans,

and zoning ordinances and amendments to C/CAG, in its role as the Airport Land Use Commission, for

determínations of consistency with the ALUcP. The AIA boundary will be established by the c/cAG

Board after hearing and consultation with the involved agencies, consistent with the requirements of

Section 21-675(c) of the California Public Utilities Code.

public Review period: The lnitial Study and Negative Declaration was legally noticed and available for

public review and comment for a 43-day period, begínning on Thursday, July 12, 20L2, and ending on

Thursday, August 23,z}tzat 5:OO p.m. . Allverbal and written comments received were considered in

developing the final documents.

Document Availability: Copies of the lnítial Study, Negative Declaration, and all documents

incorporated by reference therein available at: http://www.ccag.ca.eov/plans reports.html

public Hearings: The C/CAG Board will hold a public hearing on the proposed lnítial Study, Negative

Declaratíon, and ALUCP on October LL,2OL2,6:30 p.m., at the following location:

San Mateo CounÇ Transit District Office

1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium

San Carlos, CA

t california Public Resources Code, 521000 et seq.

' cal¡fornia Business and Professions code, S1101-0(bXL3)'

lnítíal Study and Negative Declaration for the 1

Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport

October 2012

DRAFT FINAL
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Final adoption will be at the C/CAG Board Regular Meeting on November 8,2OL2 at 6:30 p.m. at the

same location.

No action or proceeding may be brought under CEQA to challenge C/CAG's adoption of the proposed

Negative Declaratíon, or its approval of the proposed project, unless the alleged grounds for

noncompliance were presented to C/CAG eíther orally or in writing by any person during the public

comment períod or prior to filing of the notice of determination'

lnitial Study and Negative Declaration for the 2

Comprehensive Aírport Land Use Compatibility Plan

for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport

October 2012

DRAFT FINAL
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Date:

TO:

From:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

October ll,2012

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier - Executive Director, C/CAG

Subject: Presentation, Public Hearing, and introduction of recommendation from the

C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee for adoption and certification of the Initial

Study and Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Land Use Plan for the

Environs of San Francisco International Airport.

(For further information or response to questions, contact Richard Napier at 650 599-1420)

Recommendation:

Presentation, Public Hearing, and introduction of recommendation from the C/CAG Airport

Land Use Committee for adoption and certification of the Initial Study and Negative Decla¡ation

for the Comprehensive Land Ùse Plan for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport in

accordance with the staff recommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

None on an on-going basis. The cost of implementation of the Comprehensive Land Use Plan

for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport is a function of the number of
consistency reviews performed annually. Approximately $25-50,000 annually and $4,000 to

$8,000 per consistency review.

Source of Revenue:

Funding is provided in the adopted C/CAG Budget under the General Fund. Staff is pursuing

funding from the airport operators and other sources to reduce the funding necessary from the

General Fund.

Background:

C/CAG as the Airport Land Use Commission for San Mateo County is responsible for

developing an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for all four airports in San Mateo

County. ih.r" aiiports include San Francisco International Airport (SFIA), Half Moon Bay, San

Carloi and Palo Alto (shared with Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Commission). These

plans must be developèd consistent with the California Department of Transportation Division of

Aeronautic s Airporf Land (Ise Planning Handbook,20ll. Because the update of the ALUCP

was partially funded by a granlfrom the Federal Aviation Administration @AA), the plan update

pro"ãr. also must comply with Federal guidance. The ALUCP for all four airports are outdated.
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C/CAG has begun updating the ALUCP. The first ALUCP to be updated is for San Francisco

International Airport.

ClcryGhired Jacobs Consultancy, which subcontracted with Ricondo & Associates, Inc., to

develop the ALUCp for SFIA. In addition to the FAA grant, C/CAG received grants from the

California Division of Aeronautics, and SFIA to update the ALUCP for San Francisco

International Airport. This update was initiated in 2008. It was delayed due to FAA approval of

updated noise contours, delay in completing the Aeronautics Handbook 2011, and approval of

the Runway Safety Area program at SFIA. A draft Final of the Airport Land Use Compatibility
plan for thã Environs of San Francisco International Airport is completed and available online at

the C/CAG website at . www.ccag.ca.gov/aluc'htm1.

The California Environmental euality Act (CEQA) requires C/CAG to do an Initial Study and

Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Land Use Plan for the Environs of San Francisco

Intãrnational Airport. At the Jwi26,2012 NrportLandUse Committee (ALUC) meeting the

Draft of the Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San

Francisco International Airport was approved. The Initial Study and Negative Declaration for

the Comprehensive Airport Land Use,Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San Francisco

Internatiãnal Airporl wãs developed. The CEQA document and ALUCP were noticed and

distributed for comments. ALUÒ received verbal and written comments at the August 23,2072

ALUC meeting. These comments were considered in making the draft Final documents. At the

September y7:2OIZALUC meeting a recommendation was made from the CiCAG Airport Land

Use Committee for adoption and certification by the C/CAG Board of the Initial Study and

Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Land Use Plan for the Environs of San Francisco

International Airp ort.

A draft Final of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the Environs of San Francisco

International Airport and the Initial Study ánd Negative Declaration is completed and available

online at the CiCAG website at . www.ccag.ca.gov/aluc'html '

Process:

C/CAG established a project Advisory Committee to aid in the development of the ALUCP

(CLUp) for San Franciscã International Airport. The Committee met three times and received

irritiut presentations from the consultant. It was clear given the complex issues for the updæe of

ttre RiUCp (CLUp) for SFIA and the controversy raised at the Project Advisory Committee

meetings that the pro".*, needed to be modified. The process that was followed was for the

Ar.UC staff and the C/CAG Executive Director to meet individually with the City Managers and

planning Directors of the primary cities impacted. These included Daly City, Brisbane, South

San Fraãcisco, San Bruno, Millbrae, and Burlingame. ALUC staff and the C/CAG Executive

Director then met with SFIA Director and Planning Manager. This approach was followed

several times on the various critical issues such as noise contour, avigation easement and

process, height limits, and Runway Safety Area Program. _Each 
issue was worked until both the

-Citi", 
and SFIA weró satisfïed with the approach. After all the major issues were addressed,

Ricondo was directed to develop a draft of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the
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Environs of San Francisco International Airport consistent with the agreement on the issues

between the cities and San Francisco International Airport.

C/CAG staff and the consultant have been working with the stakeholders and the Airport Land

Use Committee to make a final recommendation on the ALUCP for the Environs of San

Francisco International Airport. ALUC Meetings were held on February 16,2072,March22,

zllz,June 21, z}lz,RugUst 23,2012, and Septemb er 27,2012 to review, comment and provide

direction on the spIÂ ¡.rucp. All the ALUC meetings were noticed on the c/cAG website

with the August 23,2012 and septemb er 27, 2012 meettngs also noticed in the newspaper. The

october 71,2012 and Novemb 
"f 

8,2012 c/cAG Board Meetings were also noticed in the

ne\ /spapef.

The draft Final ALUCp and the Initial study and Negative Declaration is completed and is being

brought to the C/CAG Board (Airport Land Use Commission) for presentation, public hearing

and introduction.

Noticing Requirements.

In accordance with the California Environmental Qualrty Act (CEQA) noticing requirements a 
-

Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration for the Proposed Comprehensive Airport Land

use Compatibility plarrfor the Environs of San Francisco International Airport was drafted. The

Notice of Intent was advertised in the San Mateo Times the first of July. The notice listed the

Bl23lIZ ar1d 91271I2ALUC meetings and the l)lflllz and lIlSlI2 Airport Land Use

Commission (C/CAG Board) meetings. A Notice of Intent was advertised in the San Mateo

Times the first of october for the ociober l!,2012 and Novemb er 8,2012 c/cAG Board

meetings. See Attachment - Newspaper Notices. See Attachment - NOI Distribution List for

Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration'

C/CAG distributed both the Initial Study and N
Comprehensive AirPort Land Use

International Airport and the Draft
Environs of San Francisco International Airpo
Airport Land Use Committee. The documents were

web site. Consideration was given to the comments provided arlhe 8123l12 ALUC meeting and

the documents amended. ThÃe Addendums were provided and approved at the September 27,

2012 ALUC meeting.

Public Comments:

The Initial Study and Negative Declaration \ilas available for pubiic review and comment for a

43-day period, beginning-on Thursday, July 12,2olz,,and ending on Thursday, August 23,

zorz. This meets â[ teg-at noticing réquirements. All verbal comments from the 8123l2ol2

ALUC meeting and written commentsiere considered in developing the final documents'
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Initiat Study and Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Land Use Plan for the

Environs of San Francisco International Airport:

The SFO ALUCP has four primary areas of concern:
. Aircraft Noise - To reducã the pãtential number of future airport area residents who could be

exposed to noise impacts from airport and aircraft operations.

. Safety of persons onthe Ground - To minimizethepotential number of future residents and

land use occupants exposed to hazards related to aircraft operations and accidents.

. Airspace protection and Safety of Aircraft in Flight - To protect the navigable airspace around

the Airport for the safe and effrãient operation of aircraft in flight and to avoid potential hazards

to aircraft in flight.
. Overflight Notification - To establish aî areawithin which flights to and from the Airport

occur frequentty enough and at a low enough altitude to be noticeable by sensitive residents'

Within this area, real estate disclosure notices are required, pursuant to State law.

The airport/land use compatibility policies and criteria in the ALUCP apply only to new

development. Under Staæ law, the Airport Land Use Commission (the C/CAGBoard) has no

jurisdiåtion over existing development, except for nonconforming uses that are proposed for

ärpansion or enlargem.ãt. rnr policies and õriteria of the ALUCP, which are intended to

prämote the compitibility of new development with the Airport, are discussed in detail in the

ALUCP.

Real Estate Disclosure and ALUC Review Area

The SFO ALUCp applies to geographic areas in various cities and unincorporated areas in San

Mateo County thatàielocateã withrn the Airport Influence Area (ArA) boundary established and

defined in Exhibits 2 and3 of the Initial Study and Negative Declaration. The AIA consists of

two areas (Areas A and B). Area { depicted on Exhibit 2, is the larger of the two areas and

includes all of San Mateo County. All parts of the county are overflown by at least one flight per

week to or from SFo at altitudes of io,ooo feet above mean sea level (MSL) or less. Al1

properties in Area A must do a Real Estate Disclosure in accordance with Appendix G of the

AIUCP.

Area B is the smaller of the two areas and lies within Area A. Area B, depicted on Exhibit 3,

consists of areas exposed to aircraft noise attributable to SFO operations at levels of CNEL 65

dB or greater, *.u, b"lo* the 14 CFR (Code of Federal RegulationÐ Part 7'7,conical surface,

and areas beneath the TERPS approach surface to Runways 28L and 28R and the one-engine

inoperative departure surface f* R rr*uys 28L and 28R._ All propefües within Area B requires

,"ui"* by the 
^Airport 

Land Use Commission for major planning actions as specified in the

ALUCP. Typicaliy these actions are for rezoning and general Plan amendments'

Exhibits 5, 6, and'l andTables 3 and4 of the Initial Study and Negative Declaration identifies

the area for áisplac.JJ"rr"lopment and the magnitude. Approximately 322 dwelling units would

be displaced.
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Potential Displacement Due to Safet)¡ Pollcies

The Safety Compatibility Criteria is shown in Table 5 of the Initial Study and Negative
Declaration. Exhibits 8 and 9 show the Safety Compatibility Zones that could potentially create

displacement. There are some minor land use displacement issues due to the land use restrictions

in the Safety Zones.

Potential Displacement Due to Airspace Protection Policies

The Airspace Protection - Areas of Concern are shown in Table 6 of the Initial Study and

Negative Declaration. Airspace clearance heights are shown in Exhibits 10 and 11. There will
be some limitations due to height in the cities of Millbrae, Burlingame, San Bruno and South San

Francisco.

D evelopment Displacement Conclusions

Whether actual shifts in population and land use development would occur in areas surrounding
the Airport depend on a number of factors, including the actual need for development, the rate,

timing, location, and extent of development, economic and market conditions, the nature and

type of the project or projects, and project-level impacts to the environment and associated

mitigation.

The displacement analysis has determined that any development displacement that could be

caused by the proposed ALUCP is likely to be minor. The greatest effects would be caused by
noise policies limiting future redevelopment for housing within the CNEL 70 dB contour. Any
displacement effects attributable to the safety and airspace protection policies appear to be

negligible.

The ultimate authority for implementation of the ALUCP rests with local governments, as the

zoning and land use permitting authorities. These local governments have multiple options with
regard to how to implement the new policies and criteria in the ALUCP. Thus, the potential
displacement effects discussed in this analysis could change depending on the specific
implementation actions taken by the local governments.

Environmental Anal)¡sis Checklist

The proposed project would have less than significant impacts to the environmental factors listed

below.

Aesthetics/Visual Quality
Agriculture Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Geology and Soils
Hazards and Hazar dous Materials

Land Use Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population and Housing
Public Services
Recreation
Transp ortation/Circulation
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Hydrology and'Water QualitY Utilities and Service Systems

The analysis shows that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the

environment, and aNEGATIVEDECLARATION will be prepared'

ALUC Recommendation:

The Airport Land use committee at its September 27,2072 meeting unanimously recommended

that the C/CAG Board (Airport Land Use Òommission) adopt and certiff the Initial Study and

Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Land Use Plan for the Environs of San Francisco

Intãrnational Airport in accordance with the staff recommendation.

CEQA Documentation:

C/CAG has contracted with Ricondo and Associates to do the CEQA analysis of the

Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for tle Environs of San Francisco

International Airport. The consultant has completed the CEQA Initial Study that shows a

Negative Declaration is justified'

Next Steps.

The C/CAG Board will have a presentation and public hearing and be asked to officially

introduce the Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for tlrg Environs of San

Francisco International Airport afthe October 11, 2012 meeting. The Initial Study and Negative

Declaration will also be submitted to the C/CAG Board on october 17,2012. The Board will

hold a public hearing. The Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the

Environs of San Francisco International Airport will be placed on the November 8,2072 meeting

for final adoption. The Initial Study and Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Airport

Land Use plan for the Environs olsan Francisco International Airport document will also be

placed on the C/CAG Board agenda for Novemb er 8,2012 for final adoption and certification.

Attachments:

Newspaper Notices
NOt Distribution List for Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration

Comprehensive Land Use Compatibility Plan forlhe Environs of San Francisco International

Airport
Initial Study and Negative Declaration for the Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility

Plan for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport

Document AvailabilitY :

Go to www.ccag. ca. gov/plans-reports.html
tuww. c c ag. ca. gott/alu c. htm I
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FOR THE PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN

FoRTHEENVIRoNsoFsANFRANcIscoINTERNATIoNALAIRPoRT

The city/county Association of Governments of san Mateo county (c/cAG), acting in its capacity as the

Airport Land use commission for the county of san Mateo, intends to adopt a Negative Declaration'

prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)I, for the proposed

comprehensive Airport Land use compatibility Plan for the Environs of san Francisco lnternational

Airport (the ALUCP or proposed project)'

Brief project Description: The basic functíon of the ALUCP is to promote compatibility between san

Francisco lnternational Airport (Airport) and the land uses that surround the Airport' The ALUCP

includes specified limitations and conditions on the future development of new residential' commercial

and other noise- and risk-sensitive uses surrounding the Airport' The ALUCP provides land use

compatibility policies and criteria for the area surrounding the Airport' and includes components

describing the Airport, existing and planned land use in the Airport environs, compatibility zone maps'

compatibility policies and criteria, and procedural polices'

The geographic scope of the ALUCP includes the proposed Aírport lnfluence Area (AlA)' The AIA

includes two parts, Areas A and B. The largest, Area A, covers all of san Mateo county' lt is the area

within which the real estate disclosure requirements of state law would apply'2 Area B' the project

referral area, includes portions of the cities of Burlingame, colma' Daly city' Hillsborough' Míllbrae'

Pacifica, San Bruno, San Mateo, South San Francisco and parts of unincorporated San Mateo County'

within Area B, agencies would be required to submit proposed general plan amendments' specific plans'

andzoningordinancesandamendmentstoc/cAG,initsroleastheAirportLandusecommission'for
determinations of consistency with the ALUCP. The AIA boundary will be established by the c/cAG

Board after hearing and consultation with the involved agencies' consistent with the requirements of

Section 2I675(c\ of the California Public Utilities Code'

pubric Review period: The rnitiar study and Negative Decraration wiil be avairabre for public review and

comment for a 43-day period, beginning on Thursday , July !2,2012, and ending on Thursday' August

23,zItl.Writtencommentsmustbereceivedbymail,facsimile'oremailnolaterthan5:00p'm'on
Thursday, August 23,2012. Please direct all comments to:

Richard NaPier

Executive Director

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County

555 CountY Center

Fifth Floor

Redwood CitY, California 94063

I California public Resources Code, 521000 et seq.

' cal¡forniaBusinessandProfessionsCode,511010(bXL3)'

lnitial Study and Negative Declaratíon for the 1'

Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport
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Fax: 650.361.8227

E-mail : rnapier@co.sanmateo'ca'us

Document Availability: Copies of the lnitial Study, Negative Declaration, and all documents incorporated

by reference therein, will be available during normal business hours (8:30 a'm' to 5:00 p'm'' Monday

;;;;;"ì.i.oå,, offices, rocated on the fifth froor or the countv office buitding at 555 countv

center, Redwood city, cA 94063. These documents also will be available online at

l. Hard copies are available for review at the following

Burlingame LibrarY

480 Primrose Rd

Burlingame, CA 94010

(6s0) ss8-7400

San Bruno Public LibrarY

701 Angus Ave W

San Bruno, CA 94066

(6so) 616-7078

public libraries:

Millbrae LibrarY

L LibrarY Avenue

Millbrae, CA 94030

(6sol6s7-7607

San Carlos LibrarY

610 Elm Street

San Carlos, CA 94070

(6s0) ss1-034L

Pacifica SharP Park LibrarY

104 Hilton WaY

Pacifica, CA94044
(6so) 3ss-s196

South San Francisco LibrarY

840 West Orange Ave

South San Francisco, CA 94080

(6s0) 82e-3862

public Hearings: The c/cAG Airport Land use committee (ALUC) will hold a public hearing on the

proposed lnitial study, Negative Declaration, and ALUCP on Thursday' August 23' ZOLZ' 4:00 p'm'' at the

following location:

Burlingame CitY Hall

501 Primrose Road, Council Chambers

Burlingame, CA 94010

The c/cAG Board will hold a public hearing on the proposed lnitial study, Negative Declaration' and

ALUCP on October t!,2012,6:30 p'm'' at the following location:

San Mateo County Transit District Office

1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium

San Carlos, CA

No action or proceeding may be brought under GEQA to challenge c/cAG's adoption of the proposed

NegativeDeclaration,oritsapprovaloftheproposedproject,unlesstheallegedgroundsfor
noncompliance were presented to c/cAG either orally or in writing by any person during the public

comment period or prior to issuance of the notice of determination'

lnitial Study and Negative Declaration for the 2

Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECI'ARATION

FoRTHEPRoPosEDCoMPREHENSIVEAIRPoRTLANDUsECoMPATIBILITYPLAN

FoRTHEENVIRoNSoFsANFRANcIscoINTERNATIoNALAIRPoRT

The city/county Association of Governments of san Mateo county (c/cAG), acting in its capacity as the

Airport Land use commission for the county of san Mateo' intends to adopt a Negative Declaration'

prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)1' for the proposed

comprehensive Airport Land use compatibirity pran for the Environs of san Francisco rnternationar

Airport (the ALUcP or proposed project)'

Brief Project Description: The basic function of the ALUCP is to promote compatibility between san

Francisco lnternational Airport (Airport) and the land uses that surround the Airport' The ALUCP

incrudes specified rimitations and conditions on the future development of new residentiar, commercial

and other noise- and risk-sensitive uses surrounding the Airport' The ALUCP provides land use

compatibility policies and criteria for the area surrounding the Airport' and includes components

describingtheAirport,existingandplannedlanduseintheAirportenvirons'compatibilityzonemaps'
compatíbility policies and criteria' and procedural polices'

ThegeographicscopeoftheALUcPincludestheproposedAirportlnfluenceArea(AlA).TheAlA
includes two parts, Areas A and B. The largest, Area A' covers all of san Mateo county' lt is the area

within which the real estate disclosure ."ou,r"r"nts of state law would apply'2 Area B' the project

referral area, includes portions of the cities of Burlingame' colma' Daly city' Hillsborough' Millbrae'

Pacifica,sanBruno,sanMateo,southsanFranciscoandpartsofunincorporatedsanMateocounty'
within Area B, agencies would be required to submit proposed general plan amendments' specific plans'

and zoning ordinances and amendments to c/cAG, in its role as the Airport Land use commission' for

determinations of consistency with the ALUCP' The AIA boundary will be established by the c/cAG

Board after hearing and consultation with the involved agencies, consistent with the requirements of

Section 21675(c) of the California Public Utilities Code'

pub'c Review period: The rnitiar Study and Negative Decraration was regaty noticed and available for

public review and comment for a 43-day period, beginning on Thursday, July 12, 2O].2, and ending on

Thursday, August :23,[Otzat 5:00 p.m. . All verbal and written comments received were considered in

develoPing the final documents'

Document Availability: copies of the lnitial study, Negative Declaration' and all documents

incorporated by reference therein available at: http://www'ccag'ca'gov/plans reports'html

publicHearings:Thec/cAGBoardwillholdapublichearingontheproposedlnitialstudy'Negative

Declaration, and ALUCP on October L!' ZO!2' 6:30 p'm'' at the following location:

San Mateo County Transit District Office

1250 San Carlos Avenue' Second Floor Auditorium

San Carlos, CA

t california Public Resources Code' 521000 et seq'

' california Business and Professions Code' S110L0(bX13)'

lnitial Study and Negative Declaration for the t
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

for the Environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport
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Finaladoption willbe atthe C/CAG Board Regular Meeting on NovemberS,2OI2 at 6:30 p.m. atthe

same location.

No action or proceeding may be brought under CEQA to challenge C/CAG's adoption of the proposed

Negative Declaratíon, or its approval of the proposed project, unless the alleged grounds for

noncompliance were presented to C/CAG either orally or in writing by any person during the public

comment period or prior to fíling of the notice of determination.

lnitíal Study and Negative Declaration for the 2-

Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

for the Environs of San Francísco lnternational Airport
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Declaration

\ddress :mãil thone

:ontact Name

lrian Millar
133 goth Street Dalv Citv, CA 94015-1895 )millâr@dalvc¡ty.orq ;50-991-8000

:itvmenâqer@dalyc¡ty orq i50-991-8127
¡ E. Martel

;o Pâ¡k Plece. Br¡sbane, CA 94005-1310 swieck¡@ci-brisbane.ce us 415-508-2120
ohn Swiecki cholst¡ne@ci.br¡sbene.ce us r15-508-2110

:lav Holstine :¡ty Maneger
C¡ty ofSan Bruno ;67 El Camino Re¿1, San Bruno, CA 94066-4299 aaknin@ci.sanbruno-ca us i50-616-7074

terôn Akn¡n
567 El Camino Real, sân Bruno, CA 94066-4299 i50-616-7056

lonnie Jackson :ity Menãger C¡ty
i50-877-8535

ir<v Kâlkìn ,lenn¡ng Director Cilv of South 5en Frãnclsco __
Cityof South San Francisco __-
city of ¡4illbrae

c¡tv of M¡llbrãe

94083 rarry.naoel@sslnet ;so-977-8500

]arw Naqel :ity Manager
;21 Mãdnolia Avenue, Millbrae, CA 94030 iiortezavi@ci.millbrae ca us ;s0-259-2341

arhed Mort¿zav¡ :o ! r!!¡V ryE!9qr:llD,Egor _. ñrå¡nes(ôc¡-m¡llbree cã us ;50-259-2334

vlarcia Raines :¡ty Mãnager richâel Iauohl¡n@colha.ca.qov ;50-757-8888

\¡ìchãel Lauqhlin Acting C¡ty Plånner
Town of Colma

aura.allen@colma.ca.oov ;50-997-8318

Laure Allen
1800 Frencìsco Blvd, Pac¡fca, CA 94044 ùh¡teo(òci Dacifìca cå us t50-138-7347

ieorqe White )lahh¡nq D¡rector t50-738-730

;tephen A Rhodes :iV l\¡g!:gg___ C¡tv of Pãc¡ficâ

Primose Road, Burl¡nqame, CA 94010-3997 mbrooks@burl¡nqãre orq 650-558-7250

Brook5
City of Burl¡ngame 501 Primose Road, Burlingame, cA 94010-3997

1600 Floribunda Avenue, H¡llsborough, CA 94010

1Áññ El^r¡h"hd: ÀvêhÙF Hìll<hnhuoh CA 94010

350-66A-7255

]ill Meeker y Development Directot i50-31s-7472

\nthony Constãntouros -ity Menager
-own of H¡llsborough

¡cull¡nen(òh¡llsborouoh net iso-375-1416

:lizabeth cull¡nãn t ãñ.1 Plannino D¡rector
1.0 toster City Blvd., Foster Ci9, CA 94404 nenoer@fosterciMorq t50-577-0983

im Hardy Citv Btud . Foster Citv, CA 9¿1404 :dddirector(ôfosterc¡tv oro t50-286-3232

:urtis Bahks lhê Twin Pines Lånd. Belmont, CA 94002 i50-595-7408

C¡ty of Redwood C¡ty

C¡ty of San Carlos _
city of Menlo Perk

t50-780-7300

ìob Bell maltbie@c¡tyofsancârlos.org i50-aoz-4224

Þff Maltbie Manager
701 Laurel Street, Menlo Park, CA 94025 rdmcintvre@menlopark.glq 50-330-6610

\lex D. Mclntyre :iV Manãqer dellesânta(òci atherton cã us 50-752-0529

DpllåSânta Interim C¡ty À,4anagerrcity Clerk .euramârt¡nezfof epe@om¿¡l.com

(bryant@wood5¡detown org

s0-714-5337

Laura Martinez Mayor _
city of East Palo Alto_

2955 Woods¡de Roed, Woodside, CA 94062, (650) 851-6790 ;50-851-6790

(ev¡n Bryãnt Town Manager
Town of Portola Valley

oortolãvallev-net ;50-851-1700x215

!ick Pegueros Town Managea
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019 lsn¡demen@hmbcity com ;50-726-A270

snidemân C¡ty M¿nãger __ cA 90015 vano@iensehoartneE.com 2!3-74a-3437

; Yang Pãrtner for Architecture lEooemevef @co.5anmåteo-ca u5 i50-363-4161

Eggemeyer )irector 650-363-4500
;an Meteo County clerk's offce

obert.fiore@dotca.oov 116-654-5314

ìobert Fiore \ssociate TrãnsPortation Plãnner 10-464-6060

irace Crunican ;eneral Manaoer Bev Aree KePrd I lenslr (ÞAñ1, -800-660-4287

/i.hâel J Scanlon e Director
san Mateo county frensportation Authority 

--

hfo(ôsñcte com ;50-508-6200

,i.heel J- Scanlon e D¡rector 1-800-660-4287

",licheel J Scanlon !eneral Manager/cEo \en Måteo loun(v

Metropoliten Transport¿tion Commision 101 Eiqhth Stree! oãkland, Californie 94607 ;hem¡nger@mtc s10-817-5810

iteve Heminger Executive D¡rectot
101 Eiqhth 5t oãkland cA 94607 <ennethk@abaq cã gov i10-464-7955

r Kirkey )lanninq Director
San Francisco fnternationâl Airporl 94128 ôhñ bÊrõener(ôflvsfo.com i50-827-7A67

ohn Bergener Airport Plannihg Mãnager 94129 ôhh mãd¡nfòflvsfo.com i50-821-5000

ohn L l\4artin qirport Director eec(ôbsd k12.cå us ;50-259-3800

!4aqq¡e N4ådsaåc ;uperintendent
H-ilkborugh city Elementary school Distr¡ct

r-ro*¡^ t lninn Hi¿h School District

Millbrãe Elementâry School District

fOO tf Cer-rto Aw, Hillsborough, CA 94010 ¡reni¡@hcsd.k12-cã.us ;50-342-5193

\nthonv Ranii ;uper¡ntendent ,-qq s"*.ont" slud., +100, Daly city, californie 94015 I net i50-550-7960

Thoñâs Minshew Superintendenl ;5s Richmond Drive, M¡llbråe, CA 94030 lluha@mesd.k12 ce us ;5o-697-5693x29

ìndâ Luna Super¡ntendent dhutt@sbpsd k12 ca us ;50-624-3100

,âvid Hutt ;uperintendent hãrrisons@smccd edu ;s0-358-6755

Galatolo/5ue Herr¡son :hâncellor/Chancellols Ass¡stant iaòsmfc.k12.ca us i\o-7 t 2-7348

:vnth¡a Simms ;uper¡ntendent laurence@smuhsd.org t50-558-2201

;.ofr Låurence ;uperintendent rhôdãnaòssfusd.orq 650-588-8113

;uDerintendeht ¡brown(òdafucitv.orq î50-s91-8127

^tastewater 
OPerations {orth San Mateo County Sanftatron .h.-il fãh :6ñÞniñq'leheãlthcãred¡strictorq ìso-697-6900

:hedl A Fãma :hief Executive off¡cer )eninsule Health Cere District
oofrer@co.senmeteo cå us ;so-s99-1421

åmes C- Porter )irector ;an Mateo CounV Flood control District
Érbord¡strict@sm herboncom ;50-583-4611

ames J- Tucker loãrd of Comiss¡oners, Pres¡dent
s"r, M"teo County Mosquito & Vector Control Distr¡ct

t50-344-8592

I Lerner Board of Trustees, Pres¡dent
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: October 17,2012

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and recommend approval of a Call for Projects for the OneBayArea Grant
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAO funds consisting of the Bicycle
and Pedestrian Improvement Program and Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC) Program.

(For further information or questions contact Jean Higaki at 650-599-1462)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve of a Call for Projects for the OneBayArea Grant
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds consisting of the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Improvement Program and Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program

FISCAL IMPACT

Not applicable.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Approximately $11 million of Federal OBAG Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)
funds is available.

. Approximately, $6.5 million available for the Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement
Program

. Approximately, $4.5 million available for the Transportation for Livable Communities
(TLC) Program

If a program is under subscribed, C/CAG board has the flexibility to make adjustments to the
total amount of funds for each of these programs.

-105-

ITEM 6.4



BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

On May 17,2072 the joint Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and Association of
Bay Area Governments (ABAG) adopted Resolution No. 4035 outlining the "OneBayArea
Grant.

For San Mateo County, there willbe approximately the following amounts of federal funds:
. $8 million - Surface Transportation Program (STP)
. $13 million - Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)
. $2 million - State Transportation Improvement Program-Transportation Enhancement

(srIP-rE)
Note: Federal Safe Routes to School Funds are not part of OBAG.

Transportation Enhancement (S TIP-TE)

At the August 9,2012 the C/CAG board approved of the framework for Surface Transportation
Program (STP) funds for Local Streets and Roads. On June 9,2011, the C/CAG board approved
a funding commitment of the State Transportation Improvement Program-Transportation
Enhancement (STIP-TE) towards the construction of a "Grand Boulevard" project on the El
Camino Real. Consequently, STP and STIP-TE funds will not be open to competition.

Congestion Mitigation and Air Ouality (CMAO)

Approximately $13 million of OBAG is federal CMAQ funds. Projects applyrng for funds must
meet both OBAG and CMAQ eligibilityrequirements. Eligible project types consist of bicycle
/pedestrian improvements and transportation for livable communities (TLC). It is proposed that
the CMAQ funds be split between two programs, $6.5 million for bicycle /pedestrian
improvements and $6.5 million for TLC. Approximately $Z million of the $6.5 million in TLC
funds will be set aside for commitments made under the C/CAG 5th Cycle Transit Oriented
Development (TOD) program leaving $4.5 million available for a call for projects.
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Below is the proposed call for projects schedule for the Bicycle/ Pedestrian and TLC programs:

Bicycle/ Pedestrian
Program

Transportation for
Livable

Communities
Action Date Date

Public Workshop* at the BPAC meetins September 27.2012 September 27.2072
Public Workshoo* October ll.20l2 October Il.20I2
Call for Proiects approved by the Board October I1.2O72 October Il-2072
Call for Projects Issued to the Agencies/
Public October t5,2072 October 15.2012

Workshoo held for oroiect aoolicants EarlvNovember 2012 EarfuNovember 2012

Application due date December 74.2012 December 14-2012

Aoolications to TLC Selection Committee 2nd week ofJanuary 201!

Aoolications to BPAC Committee 2nd week ofJanuarv 2013

TLC selection committee meeting to select

TLC proìects Januarv 2013

BPAC proiect selection process Jan - April2013
Present TLC Project list to the TAC &
CMEO Februarv/ March 2013

Present Proiect list to the Board Mav 2013 Mav 2013

Proiect list to MTC MidMav 2013 Mid Mav 2013

Proiect submissions due in FMS Mid Julv 2013 Mid Julv 2013
* Public workshops are to inform the public of funding availability, to soiicit project

interest, and to comply with MTC public outreach requirements.

Screenins Requirements and Scoring Criteria

Because the funding is subject to both federal CMAQ requirements and MTC resolution 4035,

the project is subject to all Federal, State, and Regional requirements and deadlines. Projects

must also follow all the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Caltrans Local Assistance,

and MTC delivery procedures.

MTC requires a minimum of 70%" of all OBAG funds be invested in ABAG recognized Priority

Development Areas (PDAs). This means that after projects are ranked, projects will be funded as

ranked by keeping the running totals of PDA versus non-PDA funds. If non-PDA funds are

exhausted first, projects in PDAs may continue to get funded as ranked until the PDA funds are

exhausted. It may result in lower scoring PDA projects, being funded over higher scoring non-

PDA projects.

MTC also requires that half of all OBAG funds be submitted for construction obligation by

January 1,207.5. A1l Preliminary Engineering (PE) funds must be submitted for obligation by
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January 7,2075. All remaining OBAG funds must be submitted for construction obligation by
January 1,2016. Projects that cannot meet this deadline should not apply for OBAG funding.

As part of the OBAG guidelines MTC requires that staff develop evaluation criteria for projects
that place an emphasis on supporting projects in PDAs with high housing growth, projects that
support multi-modal access, projects located in Communities of Concem (COC), projects in
affordable housing PDAs, and mitigation projects in PDAs that overlap with Air District
"Community Air Risk Evaluation (CARE)" Communities.

Attached, is the C/CAG OBAG Call for Projects Guidelines for the Bicycle Æedestrian
Improvements Program and the Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program. These
guidelines have been presented to the committees for comments and recommendations as

described below. The minimum screening requirements are directives from either FHWA or
MTC. As mentioned above, scoring criteria are generated from an OBAG compliance checklist
that Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) must complete to demonstrate compliance with,
the MTC PDA Growth Strategy.

The draft call for projects guidelines, schedule, announcement, and application was presented to
the Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) on Septemb er 20,
2012. The TAC requested moving and combining sub-items in the PDA section, regarding
transit and employrnent centers, to the "connectivity'' section. It was further recommended to
drop the remaining PDA sub-item points and raise the "cor¡rectivity''points to reflect the move
in criteria. The TAC also recommended combining'þroject safety'' under "user benefit" and
raising the point level as well. All TAC recommendations have been incorporated.

The TAC revised draft was presented to the Congestion Management Program and
Environmental Quality Committee (CMEQ) committee on Septemb er 24,2012 withno further
revisions. The TAC revised draft was also presented to the C/CAG Bicycle and pedestrian

Advisory Committee (BPAC) on Septemb er 2'1,2012.

The BPAC requested to add 5 points to the "community support" section for a total of 10 points.
The BPAC also recommended a slight change in the schedule, bymoving out the "Applications

to the BPAC committee" to early January instead of mid-December, to give staff adequate time
to screen applications. The BPAC further recommended changes to the application by requesting
that project sponsors be required to submit a conceptual layout with the application package if
applicable (e.9. a conceptual layout would not be applicable for project installing countdown
pedestrian signal heads). All BPAC recommendations have been incorporated.
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Proiect Selection Process

The applications screening requirements, and scoring criteria for each program are identical

however project sponsors should not apply to multiple programs for one project. Lrstead, project

sponsors should review the program goals and typical project types associated with each program

and submit an application for the most suitable program. Applications will be screened for
duplication.

The C/CAG BPAC will score projects for the Bicycle /?edestrian Improvements Program and

make a recommendation to the C/CAG Board. It is expected that the Transportation for Livable

Communities (TLC) scoring panel, composed of staff from the San Mateo County Transportation

Authority, San Mateo County Transit District, and C/CAG will perform the initial scoring of
projects in the TLC Program. The TLC scoring panel's recommendations will be forwarded to

the TAC and CMEQ for final recommendation to the C/CAG Board.

Public Outreach

C/CAG will be expected to inform stakeholders and the public about the opportunities for public

comment on project ideas and to "assist" community -based organizations, communities of
concern, and any other underserved community interested in having project submitted for
funding.

To comply with MTC outreach requirements, C/CAG is hosting public workshops to inform the

public about funding opportunities and to solicit project ideas. C/CAG hosted apublic workshop

at the September 27,2012 BPAC meeting and solicited project ideas. Another public workshop

is scheduled on October 11, 2012. Staff has also performed additional outreach through

informational mailings and emails to approximately 140 community based organizations.

As C/CAG is not a potential project sponsor, staff will directl refer any public entities, with
project ideas, to partner with a local jurisdiction (Cities/ County).

ATTACHMENTS

1. C/CAG OBAG Call For Projects Guidelines

2. C/CAG OBAG Call For Projects Announcement

3. Application for C/CAG OBAG Program

4. MTC OBAG Formula Factors and Distribution V/ithin County
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MTC OBAG Program Goals
MTC's funding approach to better integrate the region's federal transportation program with California's climate law (Senate Bill 375, Ste¡nberg, 2Oo8) and the
SustainableCommunitiesStrategy. OBAGprogramgoalsdirectfundingtorewardlocalagenciesthatsuppôrtregionalland-useandhousingpolicies.

70% of OBAG Funds spent in
PDAs

MTC requires a minimum o170% of all OBAG funds be invested in ABAG approved Priority Development Areas (PDAS).

Timely Use of Funds
Countyw¡de, half of all OBAG funds must be submitted for construction obligation by January 1, 2015. All Preliminary Engineering (PE) funds must be
submitted for obligation by Janua ry I, 2OIS. All remaining OBAG funds must be submitted for construction obligation by January t, 2OL6.

Single Point of Contact

Every rec¡p¡ent of funds will need to identify a single point of contact for the implementation of all FHWA administered funds within that agency. This person
must have sufficient knowledge in the federal-aid delivery process to coordinate issues and questions that may arise from project inception to project close-
out.

Program Goals

. Encourage active transportation.

. Build out the bicycle and pedestrian network-

. Reduce vehicle trips.

. Create enjoyable and safe multi modal experiences.

. Fac¡litate multi modal mobility.

. Enhance connect¡ons between alternat¡ve modes oftransportation.

. Enhancements that create a "sense of place" to downtown areas,

commercial cores, high density neighborhoods, and transit
corridors,

Eligible Types of Projects

. New construct¡on and major reconstruct¡ons of paths, tracks, or
areas for the use by pedestrian or other non-motorized means of
transportation when economically feasible and in the public

interest,
. Permanent bicycle racks.
. Other ¡mprovements include bulb outs, sidewalk widening,
cross walk enhancements, audible signal modification, mid-block
crossings, pedestrian street l¡ghting, pedestrian medians and

refuges.
. Signal mod¡fication for bicycle detection.
. Secure bicycle storage facil¡ties and other facilities, including

bicycle lanes, for the convenience and protection of bicyclists, in

both public and pr¡vate areas
. Outreach and educat¡onal programs.
+ Note: Fund source is intended to reduce vehicle trips and

must not fund exclusively recreational projects.

o A combination of streetscape improvements such as improved sidewalks, street
furniture and fixtures, pedestrian scaled fighting, way finding signage, landscaping, and
bicycle pedestrian treatments that create e "sense of place."
. Other improvements include bulb outs, sidewalk widening, cross walk enhancements,
audible signal modification, mid-block crossings, pedestrian street lighting, pedestrian

medians and refuges,
. Streetscape improvements should strengthen the connect¡ons and facilitate the use

of alternate modes of transportation.
. Storm water management as part of a streetscape project (drainage, costs associated
with on-s¡te storm water management, permeable pavement).

CMAQ Project must be for new or expanded transportation project. Maintenance projects are not allowed.

Construction Phase
Projectcannotbeadesignonlyproject. Projectfundsmaycoversomedesigncostbutprojectmust¡ncludeafullyfundedconstruct¡onphase. Non-
infrastructure projects (e.9. Educational and Outreach) are federally categorized as a construction phase.

Map project location in
relation to a PDA

All projectlocationsmustbemapped. ProjectsnotlocateddirectlyinaPDAmustshowwhereprojectislocatedinproximitytoaPDA. Seedefinit¡onof
"proximate access to a PDA" on call for projects announcement. See scoring cr¡teria for further information,

Online Complete Street

Checklist
The Complete Streets onl¡ne checklist must be completed for each project application.

M¡n¡mum Local Match Federally required 77.47% oftotal project cost in local funds (non-federal).

Local Match L¡mitations No "ln-kind" match allowed. The minimum cash match is required for each "obligated" phase.

Eligible Applicants Federally recognized local agencies in San Mateo County (e.g. Cit¡es, County, San Mateo County Transportat¡on Authority, San Mateo County Transit District)

Minimum/ Max¡mum Grant

Size
Minimum 5250,000 per projectt. Maximum allowable grant funds per jurisdiction is 51,000,000 (for both programs).

Housing Element

Applicant agency ¡s required to have ¡ts general plan housing element adopted and certified by the California Department of Housing and Community
Development(HCD)for2007-14RHNApr¡ortoJanuary31,2013. Acitymayalsoprovideat¡meextens¡onapprovalfromtheJointMTCPlanning/ABAG
Administrative Comm¡ttee, howeverfunds will not be programmed until the housing element is approved by HCD.

Complete Streets Resolution or

Letter

Applicant agency must address complete streets policies at the local level through the adoption of a complete streets pol¡cy resolution no later than January

31,2OI3, A jur¡sdict¡on can also meet this requirement through a general plan that complies with the Complete Streets Act of 2008. C/CAG will accept a letter

of certification from jurisdiction's whose general plan is in compliance with the Complete Streets Act of 2008.

Locat¡on in relation to a

Pr¡oritv Development Area

Projects are located in a PDA or in Proximity to a PDA (Note: MTC mandates thaf.lj% of all OBAG funds are to be located in e PDA or in
proximate access to a PDA) (ln a PDA -10pts, ln proximate access to a PDA -spts)

10

Jurisdiction formula based on MTC OBAG distribution factors, which is based on population, RHNA, and housing production.
1to 5

Project is located in or near an affordable housing PDA.
2

Location in a BAAQMD CARE

Communities
lf project is in a BAAQMD defined CARE commun¡ty, mitigat¡on measures are in place to reduce resident exposure to particulate matter.

-2 to2

Community of Concern

Project locat¡on in relation to Commun¡ties of Concern (COC) as defined by MTC or locally identif¡ed as part of Community based

TransportationPlans. Project¡sidentif¡ed¡noneoftheCommun¡tyBasedTransportationPlansdevelopedinSanMateoCountyorthe
Countywide Transportation Plan for Low lncome Communities.
(Project is ¡n a CBTP -10pts, Project is located in a COC -5pts)

10

User Benefit

Project has a high need

Project ¡s a safety project

Project is expected to have high use

Project is expected to have a high return on investment
Project meets the intent and goals ofthe program (Bike/Ped or TLC).

18

Planning Project ¡s listed in an adopted planning document (e.9. bike plan, pedestr¡an plan, or area planning document).
5

Connectivity

Project connects or improves access to housing/ jobs/ "high quality" transit
Project connects a gap in a bicycle or pedestrian network.
Project encourages multi modal access with a "complete streets" approach.

18

Support Project has council approval and community support.
10

Match Funds Project exceeds the minimum match for the project (11.47-20% -2pts,2L-3Ù%-5pts,3O%-4O -7 pts, 40%+- 10pts)
10

Readiness Project is free of Right of Way complications (project has secured encroachment perm¡ts, or is entirely on c¡ty property) 5

Project has secured all regulatory agency permits (e.9. BCDC, RWQCB, CCC, USFWS)
5

Project is designed (1-5) 5

* ln a unique situat¡on the C/CAG Board has the d¡scretion to fund â project between 5100,000 -5250,000

Attachment 1

6.4 Attachment 1 oBAG Protram criteria Final
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Attachment 2

C/CAG
CIrv/Couxrv Assocr.q,rroN oF GovERNMENTS

or Se¡¡ M¡rno CouxrY

AthertoncBelmontoBrísbane¡BurlingameoColmacDalyCitycEastPaloAlto'FosterCityclúo¡¡roonBaycHillsboroughtMenloPark
Millbrae.pactjica.portolaltalleycRedwoodCi4toSonn*ro.SanCarloscsanMateocsanMnteoCountyoSouthsanFranciscoclYoodside

OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) Program
Call for Projects

F'iscal Years 201212013 - 201512016

Issued October "l'5' 2012

The City/County Association Govemments (C/CAG) of San Mateo County is pleased to

announce a cali for Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) and Bicycle and Pedestrian

Improvement projects *ã", the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) OneBayArea

Grant (OBAG) Program.

The TLC program and Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement Progtam are components of OBAG'

For the Fiscal y ear 201212013 - 201512016 cycle, there is a total of approximately $ 1 1 
'000,000

of Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program funds available on a

competìtive basis under OBAG. The minimum grant amount is set at $250,000. In a unique

situátion (e.g. non-infrastructure project) the C/CAG Board has the discretion to fund a

$100,000-$ZSO,OOO project. The maximum amount that can be allocated per agency is

$1,000,000, for boththe TLC Program and the Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement Program

combined. project applicants are limited to Local Public Agencies (LPAÐ such as cities/towns

in San Mateo County, ttre County of San Mateo, the San Mateo County Transit District

(SamTrans), the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (JPB) or the San Mateo County

iransportaiion Authority (SMCTA). 5ss htrp://www.dot.ca.gov/dist4/ola/contact/sm.Pdf for

listing of eligible local agencies'

For the OneBayArea Grant call for projects, there are two categories of eligible project types.

These two categories types are Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program and the

Bicycle and Peãestriurr l*prolr"-ent Program. Project sponsors should not submit the same

project to both programs. Þroject sponsors should review the program goals associated with each

ptogtuttr and submit an application to the most suitable program for the particular project'

Applications will be screened for duplication'

Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program

The TLC program is a transportation funding program that aims to improve the built

environment to promote alternative transportation as well as cteate inviting public spaces. The

program is intended to fund capital projects that support community-based transportation projects

555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Puoxs: 650.599.1462 F ax: 650.361 '8227
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that bring new vibrancy into downtown areas, commercial cores, high-density neighborhoods and

transit 
"õ11ido.r, 

enhancing their amenities and ambiance while making them places where

people want to live, work and visit'

The TLC program uses federal transportation funds to financially assist local jurisdictions to

construct proþcts that include amenities such as wider sidewalks, curb bulb outs, pedestrian

scale streel furniture, pedestrian scale street lighting, crosswalks, storm water management and

other streetscape enhancements. The program helps to construct these amenities in an effort to

revítalizepubfc spaces and promote and enhance altemative transportation such that ciÍízens will

be more inclined to utilize alternative transportation as a result of the built environment being

made safer and more attractive to use. These enhancements should encourage citizens to visit

downtowns, retail corridors and transit corridors without the use of the single-occupant

automobile.

There is approximately $4,500,000 available through the TLC Program.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement Program

The Bicycle and pedestrian Improvement Program support bicycle and pedestrian projects in San

Mateo County. This program is designed to build upon and enhance the San Mateo County

bicycle network and pedestrian environment to encourage the use of active transportation such as

*ititrg or bicycling. rft. goal of this program is to continue to build out bicycle and pedestrian

improvements to better connect San Mateo County to local destinations and the multimodal

transportation network. This program aims to improve air quality by reducing vehicle trþs and

projects must not be exclusively recreational in nature as they should be commute oriented as

i"q.tr"a for eligibility for federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ)

Program funds.

The Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement Program may fund a wide variety of bicycle and

pedestrian improvements such as Class I, II, and Itr bicycle facilities, bicycle education, outreach,

ùicycle sharing and parking, sidewalks, ramps, pathways and pedestrian bridges, user safety and

supporting facilities, and traffic signal actuation.

There is approximately $6,500,000 available through the Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement

Program.

Proximate Access to Prioritv Development Areas (PDA)

The OBAG Program is a new funding approach that better integrates the region's federal

transportation program with California's climate law (Senate 8il1 375, Steinberg, 2008) and the

Sustainable Communities Strategy. Subsequently, MTC requires that aminimum o170o/o of al
OBAG funds be invested in Priority Development Areas (PDAs). A project lying outside the

limits of a pDA may count towards the minimum if it directly connects to or provides proximate

access to a PDA. Please see the definition of "proximate access to a PDA".

555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 PsoNr: 650.599.1462 Faxl. 650.361.8227
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C/CAG Board of Directors on September 13. 2012:
The foll PDA"

L Project provides direct access

leads directly into a PDA; or
to a PDA...example, aroad, sidewalk, or bike lane that

2. Project is within %mlle of a PDA boundary.

Oriented Development Program (TOD)); or
(Modified from C/CAG's existing Transit

3. Project is located on a street that hosts a transit route, which directly leads to a PDA; or

4. Project is located within Yzmlle of one or more stops for two or more public or shuttle

bus lines, or within % mlle of a rail station or regional transit station, that is connected to

aPDA. (Modified from LEED.); or
5. Project provides a connection between a Transit Oriented Development (TOD), as

defined by C/CAG, and aPDA. (A C/CAG TOD is defined as a pennanent high-density

residential housing with a minimum density of 40 units per net acre, located within one-

third (1/3) of a mile from a Caltrain or BART station or on a frontage parcel of the El

Camino Real./Mission Street in San Mateo County.); or

6. Project is a bicycle/ pedestrian facility that is included in an adopted bicycle/pedestrian

plan within San Mateo County and is apart of a network that leads to a PDA.

Jurisdiction and Proiect Requirements

Selected projects will be subject to federal, state, and regional delivery requirements as noted in

MTC Resolution No. 3606. See http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/delivery/IvlTC-Res-3606.pdf.

. Jurisdiction must be in compiiance with the Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy

requirements at the time of project application.
. Jurisdiction must complywith all FHWA and Caltrans Local Assistance and MTC project

delivery and reporting requirements.
. Every recipient of funds will need to identiff a single point of contact for the

implementation of all FHWA administered funds within that jurisdiction. This person

must have sufficient knowledge in the federal-aid delivery process to coordinate issues

and questions that may arise from project inception to project close-out.

. Jurisdiction must provide a minimum FHV/A required local match of ll '47Y"'

. Jurisdiction must submit a complete package for funding obligation by January l't of the

year programmed. Example, a project programmed in FY 2014115, must submit a

complete package for obligation by January 1,2015. The failure to meet these deadlines

may result in the de-programming and redirection of grant funds to other projects.

. Jurisdiction is to submit a "resolution of local support" prior to programming. Template

for the resolution is found at:

. Jurisdiction is to input project information into the MTC Fund Management System

(FMS) project application, prior to programming.

Please see the attached C/CAG OBAG Call for Projects Guidelines for eligibility, program goals,

screening requirements, and scoring criteria. Adhere to the information stated in the scoring

555CountyCenter,5'hFloor,RedwoodCity,CAg4063 PnoN¡: 650.599,1462 F¡x 650'361 .8227
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criteria in your application. Applications should be no more than 20 pages. For the Bicycle and

Pedestrian Improvement Program, please submit 16 hard copies (one reproducible) and 1

electronic copy. For the TLC Program, please submit 6 hard copies (one reproducible) and 1

electronic copy. Applications must be completed using the Microsoft IVord project application

form posted at http : //www. c cag. c a. &ov/Call4pd -rfp.htrnl.

Applications are due December 14. 2012 by 5:00 p.m., attention Tom Madalena.

Tom Madalena
C/CAG
555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Additional information regarding regional OBAG requirements and policies can be found at:

http ://www.mtc.ca. eov/funding/onebavarea/RES-403 5-approved.pdf.

For any questions regarding the program or application process please contact Jean Higaki at

650-599-1462 or jhigaki@smceov.ors or Tom Madalena, at 650-599-1460 or

tmadalena@smc qov. org.

555 County Center,5th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 PuoNr: 650.599.1462 Ftx: 650.361.8227
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G/GAG ONEBAYAREA GRANT PROGRAM
APPLICATION FOR FISCAL YEARS 201212013 - 201512016

Section 1: General Project lnformation

1) General Project lnformation

Sponsor
Agency:

lmplementing
Agency:

Funds Requested
Minimum $250,000
Maximum $1,000,000:

Note:
. Maximum amount that can be awarded per Agency is $1'000'000
. ln a unique situation (e.g. non-infrastructure project)the C/CAG Board has the discretion to

fund a $100,000-$250,000 project.

2) Ghoose onlv one of the following programs to apply to'

n Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program

! Bicycle and Pedestrian lmprovement Program

Title:

Agency:

Phone
Number:

Email
Address:

Attachment 3

3) Single point of contact for all Federal Aid projects in your agency.

OBAG application final
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Section 2: Project DescriPtion

Project
Description:

Project
Location/Limits:
(lnclude sfreefs,
cross sfreefs,
and project
Iimits, as
appropriate)

Section 3: Screening Requirements

1) Required attachment for all capital projects, map(s) that include the following
elements (Please limit size to 11X17):

. Project location in relation to an ABAG approved Priority Development Area

(pDA). lnclude the PDA name and map the ABAG PDA boundary. lnclude

measurements if supporting a "proximate access" claim.

o lf project meets the definition of "proximate access" to a PDA, show details on

map and describe how it meets the definition per Question 4.

. Proposed project. A conceptual layout is required for applicable projects For

example; a cónceptual layout is not applicable for a pedestrian countdown signal

head installation but is applicable for a trail or bike lane installation. lf multiple

types of improvements are proposed throughout the project limits (e'9. a

iombination of Class 1 and Class 3 bicycle facilities), clearly indicate the limits of

each type of improvement on the map.

OBAG application final
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o Differentiate existing and new facilities, as applicable (e.g. bikeways, sidewalks,

crosswalks, traffic Jignals, etc.) lf this project is closing a gap, clearly illustrate

how project achieves this'

. Nearby transit facilities, activity centers and regional connectors (to the extent

feasible).

2) Required for all projects, fill out Gomplete Streets online project and checklist- 
information at http://completestreets.mtc.ca.qov/

. Create and fill out information for a new project

. Create and fill out information for a new checklist. Associate new checklist to the

newly created Project.

What is the inputted
Project Name?

What is the inputted
Checklist Name?

ls this project located within the boundary of an ABAG approved PDA?

! Yes - lndicate project location relative to PDA on required map'

¡No

ls this project in proximate access to PDA?

n yes - please see attached definition of "proximate access to a PDA" and include

documentation that supports this claim on attached map.

3)

4)

¡No

Note: MTC mandates lhatTO% of all funds are to be located in a PDA or in proximate

access to a PDA.

Description of
connection or proximitY
to a PDA:

OBAG application final
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5) Project Gost by Phase

Please fill in the funding table below.

ls this still a viable project if partially funded? Please explain below.

n Yes

nNo

Describe the source of "Other
Project Funds":

6) General Plan Housing Element

ls the jurisdiction's Housing Element of the General Plan been adopted and certified by

the State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) for 2007-14
RHNA?

! Yes - Please attach supporting documentation of HCD approval. Skip next

question.

trNo
lf no, will the Housing Element be adopted and certified by January 31,2013?

n Yes

! No - Please attach extension approval documentation from the Joint MTC

Planning/ ABAG Administrative Committee

Note: a jurisdiction without either a HCD approved housing element or an approved
extension from the Joint MTC Planning/ ABAG Administrative Committee is ineligible to

apply for funding.

Requested OBAG

Funds

Local Match
(minimum I!.47%l

Other Project
Funds

Total Project
Funds

Preliminary
Eneineerine

Construction
Capital

Construction
Su ooort

Total

OBAG application final
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7) Gomplete Streets Requirements

ls your jurisdiction's General Plan compliant with the California Complete Streets Act of

2008?

tr yes - Please attach a letter certifying that the general plan complies with the

Complete Streets Act of 2008. Skip next question'

nNo

lf no, is an MTC compliant Complete Streets Resolution adopted by your jurisdiction?

! yes - Please attach a copy of the adopted Complete Streets resolution'

n No - A Complete Streets Resolution will be adopted by Jan 31,2013 and

submitted to C/CAG.

Note: a jurisdiction without either a General Plan compliant with the Complete Streets

Act of 2OOg or a Complete Streets Resolution adopted by 1/31/13 is ineligible to receive

funding.

Section 4: Scoring Griteria

1) ls this project located near an affordable housing PDA?

tr Yes

List the PDA and
describe how the
agency preserves
affordable housing in

this PDA

rlNo

2) ls this project located in a Bay Area Air Quality Management Dis_trict (BAAOMD)' 
Communiiy Air Risk Evaluation (CARE ) lmpacted Community? See

http://www.baaqmd.gov/Divisions/Planning-and-Research/CARE-Program.aspx

¡ Yes

¡No
lf yes, are mitigation measures in place to reduce exposure to particulate matter?

! Yes

Describe the
mitigation measures.

!No

OBAG application final
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3) ls this project identified in a Community Based Transportation Plan developed in

San Mateo County or the Countywide Transportation Plan for Low lncome

Commu n ities? See http ://www. mtc. ca.qov/pla n n i nq/cbtp/ or
http://www.ccaq.ca.qov/plans repofts.html

E Yes

lf yes, please site the
planning document
and strategy number

¡No

ls this project located in or does this project serve a Community of Concern (COC) as

defined by MTC or locally identified as part of a Community Based Transportation Plan?

See http:i/wtryl.mtc.ca.gov/p|anning/snapshoU0-COC-Reference-Map -11-17.pdf
n Yes

Please describe how
this projects serves a
coc

nNo

4) Describe the user benefit of the proposed project'

Describe the project
need, the expected
use, and expected
return on investment.

Describe how the
project meets the
goals and intent of the
selected program.

ls this project a safety project?

! Yes

lf yes, please
describe/ substantiate
the safety problem to
be addressed.

nNo

OBAG application final
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S) ls this project identified in an adopted planning document (e.9. bike plan, pedestrian

plan, or specific area plan)?

tr Yes

lf yes, please provide
the plan names,
adopted date, and
page number.

f]No

6) Does this project provide connections to or improve access to housing?

tr Yes

Describe how the
project improves
access to housing.

¡No

ls this project located near transit, especially "high-quality" transit?

n Yes

Describe the transit
system and how the
project improves
access.

nNo

Does this project improve access to employment centers?

! Yes

Describe how the
project improves
access to employment
centers.

!No

OBAG application final
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Does this project connect gaps in the bicycle or pedestrian network?

¡ Yes

lf yes, please describe
the connections.

nNo

Does this project have "Complete Streets" multi modal components?

n Yes

Describe the multiple
components of this
projects multi modal
design.

nNo

7) Does this project have local community involvement in the planning process leading
to the project and local support and/ or council approval?

n Yes - Attach any supporting documentation (e.9. letters of support).

lf yes, please describe
the community
involvement and/ or
evidence of local
support.

trNo

Readiness

8) ls this project's schedule dependent on the progress of another project?

n Yes

lf yes, please
describe.

nNo

OBAG application final
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9) ls this project located entirely within the sponsor's right of way?

tr Yes

¡No

ls this project expected to involve utility relocation above that of utility cover

adjustments?

! Yes

lf yes, please list if any
identified utility
relocations?

lf no, please list if any
permits and/ or
easements been
identified and/or
acquired?

¡No

10)ls this project near the coast,
areas?

! Yes

lf yes, list expected
studies/ permits or
environmental issues?

trNo

Does this project require agreements with other jurisdictions or regulatory agencies?

¡ Yes

lf yes, list expected
agreements (example:
cooperative
agreements,
maintenance
agreements)?

trNo

bay front, refuge, or other environmentally sensitive

OBAG application final
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1 1)ls this project partially designed?

tr Yes

lf yes, indicate and
substantiate status
(e.9. 35%, 650/o,90%).
lndicate if the design
has been reviewed by
Caltrans design or
Caltrans permit office.

nNo

12)Please input the project schedule

Date

FHWA OBAG Program
Aooroval elLsl2oL3

Plannine Complete
Field Review/ Begin

Environmental Stud¡es

NEPA and CECIA Approval

R/W Certification

Complete PS&E

Obtain E-76 from Caltrans

Readv to Advertise

Contract Award

Note: Half of all OBAG funds must be submitted for construction obligation by January
1,2015. All Preliminary Engineering (PE) funds must be submitted for obligation no
later than January 1,2015. All rema¡n¡ng OBAG funds must be submitted for
construction obligation by January 1,2016.

OBAG application final
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Attachmeni 4

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
OBAG Formula Factors and Distribution Within Cou
April 2012

MATEO COUNTY

399 2.5
401 2.5
650 4.7
65 0.40/o

L,207 7.7
630 4.0
486 3.1
276 1.
86 0.

4s2 2.
275 1.
74 0.

1,856 11

973 6.20/o
599 3,8olo

3,051 t9.40/o
1,635 1O.4o/o

4l O.3o/o

0 0.0olo
210 t4.3o/o
192 L3.Lo/o

0 0.0o/o

31 2,Lo/o

33 2.20/o
272 t4.40/o
88 6,Oo/o

106 7.2o/o

15 1.0o/o

0 0,0olo

15 1.
106 7.
325 22.t

3t7 3.4
108 1.2
104 1.1
74 0.

4L6 4.
7L9 7.
533 5.
356 3.
84 0.

2t5 2,
262 2.
t79 1.

465 5.
378 4.
208 2.2

I,77 7 19.1
1,310 14.1

41- O.4

6,914 1

25,835 3
4,282 0

28,806 4
1,792 0.2

101,123 t4.!
28,155 3.
30,567 4.
7r,324 1.
10,825 L.
32,026 4.5o/o
2L,532 3.Oo/o

37,234 5.2o/o
4,353 O.60/o

76,8L5 l0.7o/o
4L,LL4 5.7o/o
28,406 4.Oo/o

97,207 13.50/o
63,632 8.

33 0.5
156 2.5
L57 2.5
255 4.t
26 O.4o/o

473 7.
247 4.0
191 3.1
108 1

34 0.
389 6.
L77 2.
108 1.
29 0.

L70
590 9

726 7L.80/o
382 6,20/o
235 3,8o/o

1,195 !9.4o/o
641 tO.4o/o

Atherton
Belmont
Brisbane
Burlingame
Colma
Daly City
East Palo Alto
Foster CiEy

Half Moon Bay
Hillsborough
Menlo Park
Millbrae

SANTA CLARA COUNTY
892 7.5o/o

t,L7O t.9o/o
1,615 2.7o/o

3I7 O.5o/o

81 O.Lo/o

562 O,9o/o

2,4a7 4.7o/o
4t 0.1

L,312 2.
2,599 4.
2,460 4.

34,72t 57.
s,873 9.

292 0.
4,426 7.

37 0.3
48 0.4

516 4,2
40 0.30/o

32 O.3o/o

86 O.7o/o

701 5.7o/o
19 O.2o/o

556 4.60/o
723 1.00/o

758 6.
61 0,

172 O.9o/o

483 4.Oo/o

344 2.
8,301 67.

1,339 2.
2,577 5.

261 0.
83 0,

6t7 1

402 0.
3,318 6.

1,397 2.

42L 2.

2,335 4.
7,484 3.

26,tt4 53.
4,763 9.

539 1.1
2,L67 4.4

Los Altos Hìlls
Los Gatos
M¡ìpitas
lnlonte Sereno
lvlorgan Hill
14ountain View
Palo Alto
San Jose
Santa Clara
Sa ratoga
Sunnyvale

39,349 2.2o/o
58,302 3.3o/o
48,821 2,70/o
28,976 7.6o/o

7,922 0.4o/o
29,413 L.7o/o

66,790 3.7o/o
3,341 O.2o/o

37,8A2 Z.Lo/o

74,066 4.
64,403 3,

945,942 53.1%
116,468 6.
29,926 L.

140,081 7.

32t 1

570 2.4
536 2.3o/o
764 0.70/o
46 O,2o/o

254 1-.!o/o

1,110 4.7o/o
22 0.!o/o

566 2.4
9s9 4.L

L,233 5.
L3,073 55
2,207 9

158 0.
t,7aL 7.

445 1.

SOLANO COUNTY
532 4.Lo/o
728 5.60/o

3,796 29.2o/o
t,279 9.4o/o

610 4.
2,9OL 22
3,100 23.

t82 9
00

249 L2
39 2.
80 4.

778 39.
5s3 28.
71 3.6o/o

4,406 28.5o/o
2,965 19.20/o

26,997 6.5
18,351 4.4

105,321 25.5o/o
7,360 1.8o/o

28,111 6.80/o

92,42A 22.4o/o
tL5,942 28.Oo/o

246 4,9o/o
295 5.90/o

1,435 28.5o/o
389 7.7o/o
282 5.60/o

1,222 24.3o/o
t,723 22.30/o

4t7 3.Lo/o
257 L.90/o

331 2.4o/o
L,945 L4.20/o
1,554 11.
6,534 47.

776 1.
353 2.
7L9 5.

163 3.2.Vo

It4 2.2o/o
188 3.
45t 8.
760 74.

1,929 37.70/o
5 0.1%

L79 3.5o/o
332 6.50/o
989 79.40/o

423 2.
520 2,
516 2,

t,144 6,
2,t24 11.
7,654 42.

t2t 0.
684 3,8

1,881 10.3

8,618 1.80/o

7,265 1.5
LL,254 2.3
57,94t L2.0
40,971 8.5

167,815 34,7
7,379 t.So/o

10,648 2,2o/o
26,801 5.50/o

145.186 30.0%

t32 2.
103 1.
119 2.20/o
874 16.20/o
602 Lt.2o/o

2,5L6 46.6o/o
60 Llo/o

128 2.4
328 6.1
536 9.

Sonoma
Windsor
Sonoma countY Uni

Bav AÌea Total 7.t5O,739 1O0.Oolo a3.940 100.oof 2L4,5OO 100.Oolo 39,513 1O0,0olo ta2.t2t 100.001
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