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BOARD MEETING NOTICE  

 
Meeting No. 241 

 
 DATE: Thursday, December 8, 2011 
 
 TIME: 6:30 P.M. Board Meeting  
 

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

 
PARKING: Available adjacent to and behind building. 

 Please note the underground parking garage is no longer open. 
 

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

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

 
1.0 CALL TO ORDER/ ROLL CALL  
 
 
2.0 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
 
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 Certificate of Appreciation to Linda Koelling, C/CAG Board Member, for her years of 

dedicated service and contributions to C/CAG. INFORMATION p. 1 
 
4.2 Certificate of Appreciation to Tom Kasten, past Chair of C/CAG Board, for his service as 

C/CAG Chair for two years. INFORMATION p. 3 
 
4.3 Certificate of Appreciation to Christine Maley-Grubl, Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief 

Alliance Executive Director, for her years of dedicated service and contributions to C/CAG.  
  INFORMATION p. 5 
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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. 240 dated November 10, 2011. 

 ACTION p. 7 
 
5.2 Review and approval of update to the C/CAG Administration Assistant salary structure.

 ACTION p. 13 
 
5.3 Review and acceptance of C/CAG Audits. 
  
5.3.1 Review and accept the C/CAG Single Audit Report for the year ended June 30, 2011. 

 ACTION p. 15 
 
5.3.2 Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the year ended June 30, 

2011.  ACTION p. 21 
 
5.3.3 Review and accept the Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the Fiscal Year ended June 

30, 2011.  ACTION p. 29 
 
5.4 Review and approval of the appointment of Councilmember Nadia Holober to the Congestion 

Management and Environmental Quality (CMEQ) Committee. ACTION p. 47 
 
5.5 Review and approval of the appointment of Councilmember Len Stone to the Bicycle and 

Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC). ACTION p. 51 
 
5.6 Review and approval of C/CAG Executive Director to serve on the Board of Directors for Joint 

Venture Silicon Valley ACTION p. 53 
 
 
NOTE: All items on the Consent Agenda are approved/accepted by a majority vote.  A request must 

be made at the beginning of the meeting to move any item from the Consent Agenda to the 
Regular Agenda.  

 
 
6.0 REGULAR AGENDA 
 
6.1 Review and approval of C/CAG Legislative priorities, positions, and legislative update. 

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

6.1.1 Review and approval of the proposed C/CAG legislative policies for 2012  ACTION p. 55 
 
6.1.2 Presentation from Advocation. PRESENTATION p. 65 
  
6.2 Review and approval of appointments to the C/CAG Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory 



 
 

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

www.ccag.ca.gov 
 

Committee (BPAC) for two-year terms. ACTION p. 67 
 
6.3 Conduct public hearing and adoption of the Final 2011 Congestion Management Program 

(CMP) for San Mateo County. (Requires Special Voting Procedures) ACTION p. 93 
 
6.3.1 Conduct public hearing and consider comments on the Final 2011 Congestion Management 

Program (CMP) for San Mateo County.   
 
6.3.2 Review and approval of Resolution 11-65 adopting the 2011 Congestion Management Program 

(CMP) for San Mateo County. (Requires Special Voting Procedures) 
 
6.4 Review and endorse the final list of projects for San Mateo County to be submitted to the 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for inclusion in the Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP). ACTION p.97 

 
 
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 (Pursuant to Government Code Sec. 54957): 
 

10.1 Public Employee Performance Evaluation 
 
Title: Executive Director 

 
10.2 Conference with Labor Negotiators 

 
C/CAG Representatives: Bob Grassilli 
 
Unrepresented Employee: Executive Director 

 
11.0 RECONVENE OPEN SESSION 
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11.1 Report on Closed Session. 
 
 
12.0 Action on Compensation Adjustment for Executive Director.  Consideration of Amendment to 

the Agreement between the City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) and 
Richard Napier regarding annual compensation for services as Executive Director. 
 ACTION 

 
 
13.0 Approval of the Performance Objectives for FY 11-12 for the City/County Association of 

Governments (C/CAG) Executive Director.  ACTION 
 
 
14.0 ADJOURN 
 
 
Next scheduled meeting: January 12, 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 
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FUTURE MEETINGS 

 
December 8, 2011 Legislative Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 5:30 p.m.   
December 8, 2011 C/CAG Board - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 6:30 p.m.   
December 9, 2011 Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee (RMCP) - - 555 County Center, 5th Fl, 

Redwood City - 3:00 p.m.  
December 15, 2011 CMP Technical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 3:00 p.m.  
December 20, 2011 NPDES Technical Advisory Committee - to be determined - 10:00 a.m.  
December 27, 2011 Administrators’ Advisory Committee - 555 County Center, 5th Fl, Redwood City - Noon 
January 26, 2012 Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee - Conference Room C - 7:00 p.m.  
January 30, 2012 CMEQ Committee - San Mateo City Hall - Conference Room C - 3:00 p.m.  
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A PnnsnNTATroN oF THE Bo¡.ru oF DIREcToRS oF THE

Crrv/CouNTy AssocrauoN oF GovnnNivlENTS oF

Sm Marno CouNry (C/CAG) ExrnnsslNc AppRncr¿,rloN ro
Lnvu¡. Konr,r,rxc

FoR HER DnITC.ITED SERVICE TO C/CAG
***tr********:k?k*rr

Resolved, by the Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of
Governments ofSan Mateo€ounty (C/CAG); that,

Whereas, Linda Koelling served as Council Member for the Cþ ofFoster Cþ
between November 2003, and December 201t, and Mayor in 2005; and,

Whereas, Linda Koelling served on the Congestion Management Environmental

Qualþ Committee (CMEQ) between F ebruary 200 6, and D ecemb er 20 I 1, the C/CAG
Legislative Committee, and onthePeninsulaTraffic CongestionReliefAllianceBoard
ofDirectors, and,

Whereas, Linda Koelling served on the C/CAG Board of Directors,
representing the Cþ of Foster Cþ, from 2005 to 20lI; and,

Now, therefore, the Board ofDirectors of C/CAG herebyresolves that C/CAG
expresses its appreciation to Linda Koelling for her many years of dedicated public
service, and wishes her happiness and success in the future.

P.lssnn, AppRovED, AND ADoprED THIS 8th o,lv or December 2011.

Bob Grassilli, Chair
ITEM 4.1
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A PnnsnNTATroN oF THE Bo¡,nn oF DIRECToRS oF THE

Crrv/CouxTy AssocrATIoN oF GovERNMENTS oF

S.uv Mlrno CouNTy (C/CAG) ExrnnsslNc AppRncr¡.rloN To

Trrovr¡,s M. K¡.srnN

FOR HIS DNNIC¡.IED SERVICE TO C/CAG
rt * * :k * * * * ?t ìt tr tr tr tr *

Resolved, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Goveflrments

of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that,

Whereas, Thomas M. Kasten has been serving on the C/CAG Board of Directors,
representing the Town of Hillsborough, as a Member since 2003; and

Whereas, Thomas M. Kasten has dedicated his services to the people of San Mateo
County as Chair to the C/CAG Board of Directors from April 2009 to March 20lI; aîd,

Now, therefore, the Board of Directors of C/CAG hereby resolves that C/CAG
expresses its appreciation to Thomas M. Kasten for his years of dedicated public service,

chairmanship, and appreciates his continued service on the C/CAG Board.

Passnn, AppRovED, AND ADoPTED THIs 8th o¡.v oF December 201L.

Bob Grassilli, Chair
ITEM 4.2
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A PnnsnNTATroN oF THE Boann oF DIREcToRS oF THE

Crrv/CouNTY AssocIATIoN oF GovERNMENTS oF

SlN M¡.rEo C9UNTY (C/CAG) ExrnnsSING AppnncrarloN ro
CHRISTINE MALEY.GRUBL

Fon Hnn Drorc¿.rnD SERVIcE ro C/CAG
* tr,r àk * ?k * tr,r * ?k tr * * :k *

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

WherèáS, ChristinoMaléy-G¡o6l hasßérved ás thé Executivè DiièCto¡ of the

Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (Atliance) since April o12002; and,

\ilhereas, the Alliance implemented the Countywide Voluntary Trip Reduction

Program partially funded by C/CAG; and,

Whereas, under Christine Maley-Grubl's leadership the Alliance received the

2010 Association for Commuter Transportation (ACT) Marketing and Outreach:

Partnership award; and,

Whereas, under Christine Maley-Grubl's leadership the Alliance received the

20lO Clean Air Award for Transportation from Breathe California; and,

Whereas, under Christine Maley-Grubl's leadership the Alliance received the

2009 Sustainable San Mateo County Award.

Now, therefore, the Board of Directors of C/CAG hereby resolves that C/CAG

expresses its appreciation to Christine Maley-Grubl for her many years of dedicated

public service and her contribution to the betterment of San Mateo County, and wishes

her happiness and success in the future.

PlSSnu, ArrROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 8rH DAY OF DnCnvlnnRr 2011.

ITEM 4.3

Bob Grassilli, Chair

CICAG
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CIrv/Couxrv AssocIATIoN or GovBnxMENTs

oFSANMATEO EOUN T

AthertonoBelmontcBrisbanecBurlingamecColmaoDaUCil,tEastPaloAlto.FosterCilycHaUMoonBayoHillsboroughcMenloPark
Millbrae o Paciûca. Portola Valley. p¿¿*ood Ciry t 5an Sruno c San Carlos o San Mateo o San Mateo County o South San Francisco'Woodside

Meeting No. 240
November 10,2011

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Chair Grassilli called the meeting to order at 6:33 p.m. Roll Call was taken.

Jerry Carlson - Atherton
Sepi Richardson - Brisbane
Terr)' Nagel - Burlingame
David Canepa - Daly City
Carlos Romero - East Palo Alto
Linda Koelling - Foster City
Naomi Patridge - Half Moon Bay
Tom Kasten - Hillsborough
Kirsten Keith - Menlo Park
Marge Colapietro - Millbrae
Mary Ann Nihart - Pacifica
Maryann Moise Derwin - Portola Valley (6:35)

Rosanne Foust - Redwood City, San Mateo County Transportation Authority
Bob Grassilli - San Carlos
Brandt Grotte - San Mateo
Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit District

Absent,
Belmont
Colma
San Bruno
San Mateo County
Woodside

Others:
Richard Napier, Executive Director, C/CAG
Sandy'Wong, Deputy Director C/CAG
Inga Lintvedt, C/CAG Legal Counsel
Matt Fabry, C/CAG Staff
John Hoang, C/CAG Staff
Joe Kott, C/CAG Staff
Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff
Dave Carbone
Art Kiesel, Foster City

555 couìì"ry cENrEn, 5'" FLoon, R¡pwooo clry,CA94063 Psou¡: 650.599.1420 Ftx:650.361.8227
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Kevin Mullin, South San Francisco
Jim Cogan, Roy Surges, Alain Billot, PG&E

3.0 PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

Kevin Mullin, MTC Commissioner and Mayor of South San Francisco, provided the Fall 2011
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Report and invited C/CAG members to the
January 10,2012,5:00 p.m., workshop on Plan Bay Area at the San Mateo Public Library.

Jim Cogan and Roy Surges, PG&E, provided an update on the recent PG&E pipeline tests.

PRESENTATION

Certificate of appreciation to Dave Carbone, C/CAG Staff, for his years of dedicated service
and contributions to C/CAG.

Matt Fabry, C/CAG Staff, announced that C/CAG received the American Society of Landscape
Architects' National Honor Award in the Communications Category for the "San Mateo County
Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Design Guidebook".

Alain Billot, PG&E, presented the Russell City Interconnect project.

4.1

5.0 CONSENT AGENDA

Board Member Koelling MOVED approval of Items 5.2.2,5.3,5.4.1,5.4.2, and 5.5.
Board Member Carlson SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 16-0.

5.2.2 Funding agreement between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Transit District for C/CAG to
provide $25,000 as local match for the "Pilot Regional Bike-Sharing Program".

5.3 Review and approval of the 2012 CICAG Board calendar. APPROVED

5 .4 Review and Approval of Resolutions I l-62 and I 1 -63 authorizing submittal of Urban Greening
Grant Applications. APPROVED

5.4.I Review and Approval of Resolution ll-62 approving the application for grant funds for the
Urban Greening Grant Program Under the Safe Drinking Water, 'Water 

Quality and Supply,
Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 84) for
Mission Street in Daly City. APPROVED

5.4.2 Review and Approval of Resolution 11-63 approving the application for grant funds for the
Urban Greening Grant Program Under the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply,
Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 84) for
El Camino Real in South San Francisco. APPROVED

Review and approval of the 3rd Cycle Lifeline Transportation Program Call for Projects
conditioned on the Metropolitan Transportation Commission's adoption of their Program

5.5

Guidelines.

-8-
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Items 5.1, 5.2.I, and 5.6 were removed from the Consent Calendar'

5.i Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 239 dated October 13,2011.
A?PROVED

It was requested to reflect that Board Member Koelling asked if the Board will move forward

by documenting some of the questions in letter to PG&E and CPUC, and that the letters be

discussed at the next meeting.

5.2.1 Funding agreement between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Transit District for C/CAG to
provide $25,000 as local match for the "Making The Last Mile Connection Pilot Program".

INFORMATION

It was requested that further information be provided to the Board regarding the $675, 450 for
car share as shown on page 17 ofthe packet under "project budget".

Review and accept of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program Report for the Year

Ending June 30, 2011. APPROVED

It was requested that updated population figures be used in the future to calculate payments

made to jurisdictions.

Vice ehair Grotte MOVED approval ofltems 5.T;52.1, and 5.6. Board Member Catlson

SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 16-0.

5.7 Addendum - Review and Approval of Resolution 11-64 Authorizing the C/CAG Chair to

Execute an Agreement (Memorandum of Understanding) Between C/CAG and the San

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

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

Francisco International Airport and Related C/CAG Staff Costs in the Amount of $ 1 00,000 to

be Paid to the C/CAG Board in FY 201112012. APPROVED

Board Member Foust MOVED approval of Items 5.7. Vice Chair Romero SECONDED.

MOTION CARRIED 16-0.

REGULAR AGENDA

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

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

No action was taken on this item.

Receive and accept the progress report on the Countywide Transportation Plan 2035.
INFORMATION

Joe Kott, C/CAG Staff, presented the policy outlines of the CTP. Board members had the

follow comments:

555 cour.ì"ry cENrrR, 5r" FLooR, R¡owoo¡ crry, CA 94063 PHo¡rs: 650.599.1420 F¡xi 650.361.822'l
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6.1

6.2
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A. Develop a process for outreach and agendize for discussion at a future Board meeting.

B. Address the East-'West transportation needs.

C. Address the special transportation needs on the coast side.

D. Address the nèed for maintaining exìstiñg transpofrationlñfrastructure
E. Replace "support" with "consider" for congestion pricing on toll bridges for policy #5.4 on

page92.

6.3 Review and approval of a letter to PG&E.

Board members made edits to the letter to PG&E.

APPROVED

Vice Chair Grotte MOVED approval of 6.3. Board MemberNihart SECONDED. MOTION
CARRIED 16-0.

6.4 Review and approval of a letter to CPUC. APPROVED

Board members made edits to the letter to CPUC.

Board Member Nihart MOVED approval of Item 6.4. Board Member Koeliing SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 16-0.

7.1 Committee Reports (oral reports).

None.

7.2 Chairperson'sReport.

Chair Grassilli announced the Closed Session has been postponed to the next meeting. The

C ompensation Committee needs more information.

7.3 Board Members Report

Board Member Colapietro acknowledged that this was Board Member Koelling's last meeting

and thanked her for her hard work.

Board Member Koelling said she enjoyed her work at C/CAG and found the C/CAG Board of
Directors an extremely effrcient Board.

Vice Chair Romero asked for car share information.

Board Member Richardson ran for ABAG Vice Chair and lost by a very naffow margin due to
some ballots that were sent late by ABAG.

8.0 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT

Executive Director Napier thanked Board Member Koelling for her contribution to CiCAG. He

also mentioned the Contract List was provided to Board members.

-i.0 -



9.0 COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

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

requesl a copy of the comrunic¿tions; eontactNancyBlair¿t 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 (Pursuant to Government Code Sec' 54957):

10.1 Public Employee Performance Evaluation

Title: Executive Director

10.2 Conference with Labor Negotiators

C/CAG Representatives: Bob Grassilli

Unrepresented Employee : Executive Director

1 1.0 RECONVENE OPEN SESSION

11.I Report on Closed Session.

12.0 Action on Compensation Adjustment for Executive Director. Consideration of Amendment to

the Agreement between the City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) and

Richard Napier regarding annual compensation for services as Executive Director.
ACTION

13.0 Approval of the Performance Objectives for FY 11-12 for the City/County Association of
Govemments (C/CAG) Executive Director. ACTION

Items 10.0, 11.0,12.0, and 13.0 were postponed.

14.O ADJOURN

The meeting \ilas adjourned in honor of Board Member Koelling.

555conNrycENTER,5nFr-oon,REDwooDclry,CA94063 PHoNs:650.599.1420 F¡x:650.361.8227
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date:

TO:

From:

Subject:

December 8, 2011

C/CAG Boa¡d of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG

Review and approval of update to the CICAG Administrative Assistant salary
structure.

Recommendation:

Reviery and approval of update to the C/CAG Administrative Assistant salary structure in
accordance with the staff recommendations.

Fiscal Impact:

Increase the salary range 3e/o in accordance with the aegotiated change in the Redwood City
classification for an equivalent position. This will make the range $3,467 to $6,250 a month.
Curent salary cost are within this range and included in the adopted C/CAG budget. Therefore,
this is not an increase in cost.

Revenue Source:

All C/CAG revenue sources.

Background:

At the C/CAG Board meeting of 2ll1l10 the Board adopted the C/CAG Administrative Assistant
as based upon an equivalentjob

s provided for a salary review ofthe
The Crty of Redwood Ctty

iff;'åli åií;¡u:n'r'* 
the saiary

this position is tied to Redwood City,
it is requested that the trative Assistant be increase d 3% to 

'

93,467 - $6,250. The directed by the C/CAG Executive Director
to apply the benefit ch irector and Administrative Assistant.

C/CAG Administrative Assistant Recommended Salary Range

1- Administrative Assistant - 53,467 to $5, i44
2- Senior Administrative Assistant - $5,145 to $6,250

Thereforg Clc4c-staffrecommends approval of the C/CAG Administrative Assistant salary
raîge to 53,467 - $6,250.

ITEM 5.2

(For further information or response to questions, contact Richard Napier at 650 5gg-1420)
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€/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 8, 2011

TO: C/CAGBoard ofDirectors

From: Richard Napier - C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and accept the C/CAG Single Audit Report for the Year Ended June
30,2011

(For further information or response to question's, contact Richard Napier at 650 599-1420)

Recommendation:

Review and accept the C/CAG Single Audit Report for the Year Ended June 30, 2QII in
accordance with the staff recommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

None.

Revenue Source:

Member assessments, parcel fee, motor vehicle fee (AVA/ TFCA/ AB 1546) and State/ Federal
Transportation Funds.

Background/ Discussion :

An independent Single Audit Report was performed on C/CAG for the year ended June 30, 2011.

This audits the federal funds C/CAG received for programs. No issues were identified that
required correction.

Attachment:

C/CAG Single Audit Report for the Year Ended June 30, 2011 - Excerpt Provided

Alternatives:

1- Review and accept the C/CAG Singie Audit Report for the Year Ended June 30, 2017 in
accordance with the staff recommendation.

2- Review and accept the C/CAG Single Audit Report for the Year Ended June 30, 2011 in
accordance with the staff recommend ation with mo difi cations.

3- No Action.
ITEM 5.3.1
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C/CAG Single Audit Report for the
Year Ended June 30, 2011 - Provided separately

Also available on-line at www.ccag.ca.gov

-16-



CITY/COU NTY ASSOCIATION
OF GOVERNMENTS

OF SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

SINGLE AUDIT REPORT

JUNE 30, 201 1
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CITY/ COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO GOUNTY

SCHEDUEFOFEXPË¡TDITURES OFFEDERAE AWARD
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30,2011

Federal Pass-Through
CFDA Grantor's

Federal Gra ntor/Pass-Th rouqh G rantor/Program Title Number Number Expenditures

U.S. Department of Transportation
Passed through the State of California,

Department of Transportation:
Highway Planning and Construction*

Total U.S. Department of Transportation

Total Federal Expenditures

20.205 STPCML-6084(152) $ 647,695
srPcML-6084(137) 70,000

717,695

$ 717,695

* Major Program

Note a: Refer to Note 1 to the schedule of expenditures of federal awards for a description of
significant accounting policies used in preparing this schedule.

Note b: There was no federal awards expended in the form of noncash assistance and insurance in effect
during the year.

lote c: Total amount providedlo,subrecipientsdur:ing the year was$0.

5
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CITY/ COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2O1I

SECTION I- SUMMARY OF AUDITORS'RESULTS

Financial Statements

Type of auditors' report issued: Unqualified Opinion

lnternàl control over financial reporting:

. Significant deflciencies identified? yes X no

. Significant deficiencies identified that are
considered to be material weaknesses? yes X none reported

Noncompliance material to financial
statements noted? yes X no

FederalAwards

lnternal control over major programs:

. Significant deficiencies identified that are
considered to be material weaknesses?

ves X no

yes X none reported

Type of auditors' report issued on compliance for major programs: Unqualified Opinion

Any audit findings disclosed that are required to be
reported in accordance with Section 510(a) of
Circular A-133? Ves X no

ldentification of major programs:

CFDA Number(s)

20.205

Dollar threshold used to distinguish
between type A and type B program $300,000

Auditee qualified as low-risk auditee? yes X no

7
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EICAGAGENDA REPORT

Date: December 8,20II

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

From. Richard Napier - C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year
Ended June 30, 201 1

(For further information or response to question's, contact Richard Napier at 650 599-1420)

Recommendation:

Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended June
30,2011 in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

None.

Revenue Source:

Dedicated Motor Vehicle Fee.

Background/ Discussion :

A separate independent audit was performed on the AB 1546 Fund for the year ended June 30,
201I. No issues were identified that required correction. The complete audit is provided in the
packet separateþ.

Attachment:

AB 1546 Fund Balance Sheet

AB 1546 Fund Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance

AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the Year Ended June 30, 2011 -
Provided separateþ

Alternatives:

1- Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended
June 30, 2011 in accordance with the staffrecommendation.
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2- alemcnts (Audit) for the YearEnded
June 30, 2011 in accordance with the staffrecommendation with modifïcations.

3- No Action.
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AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the
Year Ended June 30, 2011 - Provided separately

Also available onJine at www.ccag.ca.gov
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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION
OF GOVERNMENTS

OF SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

AB 1546 FUND

FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

JUNE 30,2011
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT

Goveming Board of City/County Association
of Governments of San Mateo County
San Mateo, California

We have audited the accompany¡ng financial statements of the AB 1546 Fund of the City/CountyAssociation
of Governmentsof SanMateoCounty(C/CAG),CaliforniaasofandfortheyearendedJune30,20ll. These
financial statements are the responsibility of C/CAG's management. Our responsibility is to express an
opinion on these flnancial statements based on our audit.

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of
America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Gouernment Auditing Standards
issued bythe Comptroller General of the United States. Those standards require that we plan and perform

lhe-audit to obtain-reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free-of material
misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures
in the flnancial statements. An audit also includes assessing the accounting principles used and significant
estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall financial statement presentation. We
believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion.

As discussed in Note'1, the financial statements present onlythe AB 1546 Fund and are not intended to
present fairly the financial position and results of operations of C/CAG and the results of its operations of its
governmental fund types in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of
America.

ln our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the financial
position of the C/CAG AB 1546 Fund as of June 30, 2011 , and the results of its operations for the year then
ended in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America.

ln accordance with Government Auditíng Standørds, we have also issued our report dated
November 3,2011, on our consideration of C/CAG's internal control over financial reporting and on our tests
of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements and other
matters. The purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our testing of internal control over flnancial
reporting and compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on internal control over
financial reporting or on compliance. That report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with
Gouernment Auditing Standards and should be considered in assessing the results of our audit.

ñ,¿r/o4¿,¿,#
Brea, California
November 3,2011

lance, Soll & lunghard, LLP 203 Norlh Brea Boulevard ' Suite 203 . Brea, CA 92821 .
41185 Golden Gate Circle . Suile 103 . Murriela, CA 92562

I EL'. 7 1 4.67 2.0022, tax'. 7 1 4.67 2.0331 www.lslcpas.com
. TEL: 951.304.2728 . tax: 951,304.3940
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CITY/GOUNry ASSOCIATION OF GOVERN MENTS
OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

AB 1546 FUND
STATEMENT OF NET ASSETS AND GOVERNMENTAL FUND BALANCE SHEET
JUNE 30,2011

Assets:
Cash and investments
Accounts receivable

TotalAssets

Restricted for AB 1546

Total Fund Balance

Liabilities and Fund Balance:
Liabilities:

Accounts Payable $ 123,152 - 123,152

TotalLiabilities 123,152 - 123,'152

Fund Balance:

AB 1546 Statement of
Fund Adjustments Net Assets

$5,277,400 $ $5,277,400
203,727 - 203,727

$ 5,481,127 - 5,481,127

5,357,975 (5,357,975)

_ 5,357,975 {5,357_,975)

5,357,975 5,357,975

$ - $ 5,357,975

Total Liabilities and Fund Balance

Net Assets:
Restricted for AB 1546

Total Net Assets

$ 5,491,127

See lndependent Auditor's Report and Notes to Financial Statements
2
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CIryCOUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

AB 1546 FUND
STATEMENT OF ACTIVITIES AND GOVERNMENTAL FUND

REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30,2OII

Revenues:
From other agencies
lnvestment income

Total Revenues

Expenditures:
Professional services
Administrative services
Distributions

Total Expenditures

AB 1546
Fund

$ 2,612,717
28,406

2,64',1,123

128,383
34,010

1,155,855

1,3',18,248

Adjustments
Statement of

Activities

$ 2,612,717
28,406

2,641,123

128,383
34,010

1 ,1 55,855

1,319,249

Excess (Defìciency) of Revenues
Over (under) Expenditures

Other Financing Sources (Uses):
Transfers out

Total Other Financing Sources (Uses)

Net Change in Fund Balance/Net Assets

Fund Balance/Net Assets at Beginning of Year

Fund Balance/Net Assets at End of Year

1,322,875

(855,818)

(855,818)

467,057

4,990,918

1,322,875

(855,818)

(855,818)

467,057

4,890,918

$ 5,357,975 $ 5,357,975

See lndependent Auditor's Report and Notes to Financial Statements
J
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CICAG AGENDAREPORT

Date: December 8,20II

TO: C/CAGBoard ofDirectors

From: Richard Napier - C/CAG Executive Director

Subject. Review and accept the C/CAG Financial Statements (Audit) for the Fiscal Year
Ended June 30, 201 1

(For further information or response to question's, contact Richard Napier at 650 599-1420)

Recommendation:

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

June 30, 207I in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

None.

Revenue Source:

Member assessments, parcel fee, motor vehicle fee (AVA/ TFCA/ AB 1546) and State/ Federal

Transportation Funds.

Background/ Discussion :

An independent audit was performed on C/CAG for the year ended June 30, 201 1. No issues

were identified that required correction. Management's Discussion and Analysis is attached and

included in the audit. The complete audit is provided in the packet separateiy.

Attachment:

Management's Discussion and Analysis for the Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the

Fiscal Year Ended June 30,2071

C/CAG Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the Fiscal Year Ended June 30,2071 -

Provided separately

Alternatives:

1- Review and accept the C/CAG Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the Fiscal Year
Ended June 30, 207I in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

-29-

ITEM 5.3.3



2- Review and accept the C/CAGFinancial Statements (Complete Audit) for the Fiscal Year
Ended June 30, 2011in accordance with the staffrecommendation with modifications.

3- No Action.
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Management's Discussion and Analysis for the Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the
Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2011

-31 -



MANAGEMENT'S DISCUSSION AN D ANALYSI S

The Ínformation presented in the "Management's Discussion and Analysis" is intended to be a
narratíve overview of the City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County
(C/CAG) financial activities forthe fiscal year ended June 30,2011. We encourage readers to
consider this information in conjunction with the accompanying financial statements, notes,
supplementary and statistical information located hereÍn.

ln June L999, the Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB), which sets the financial
reporting rules, "Generally Accepted Accounting Principles" (GAAP) for all State and Local
Governments, establÍshed a new framework for financial reporting. This new framework
represents the bÍggest sÍngle change in the history of governmental accounting. These changes,

which are collectively known as GASB Statement #34: Bosic Finqncíol Statement - and
Management's Discussion ond Analysis -for State ond LocalGovernments, were required to be

irnplemented by June 30, 2003.

The changes to the financial statements in the Government-wide section now provide repofting
that is similar to private sector companies by showing financial statements with a "Net Assets"
bottom line approach. However, government agencies are mandated to account for certain
resources and activities separately, thereby necessitating a fund-by-fund financial format as

shown in the Fund FinancialStatements section. The presentation of these two differenttypes
of statements together in one report requires the inclusion of two reconcíliations to better
assist the reader.

FINANCIAL STATEMENT OVERVI EW

This discussion and analysis is intended to serve as an introduction to the C/CAG Annual
Financial Report. The C/CAG basic financÍalstatements are comprised of three components: 1-)

Government-wide Fínancial Statements, 2) Fund Financial Statements, and 3) Notes to the
FinancialStatements.

Government-wide Financial Statements: The Government-wide Financial Stotements are
designed to provide readers with a broad overview of the C/CAG finances. These statements
ínclude o//assets and lÍabilities, usingthe full accrualbasis of accounting, which is similartothe
accounting used by most private-sector companies. All revenues and expenses related to the
current fiscal year are included regardless of when the funds are received or paid.

o The Statement of Net Assets presents all of the C/CAG assets and liabilities, with the
difference repofted as net øssets. Over time, increases or decreases in net assets may
serve as a useful indicator to determine whether the financial position of C/CAG is

improving or deteriorating.

o The Statement of Activitíes presents information showing how the C/CAG net assets
changed during the fiscal year. All changes in net assets (revenues and expenses) are
reported when the underlying event giving rise to the change occurs, regardless of the
timing of the related cash flows. Accordingly, revenues and expenses are reported in

this statement for items that will result in cash flows in future fiscal periods (e.g.,

uncollected tax revenues, and accrued but unpaid ínterest expenses).
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MANAGEMENT''S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

The services of C/CAG are cons¡dered to be goveinmentãl actiVities in-luding Gêneral and

special purpose Government. All C/CAG activities are financed with investment incorne,

City/County fees, State/Federal/Regional grants, Motor Vehicle Fees, and County discretionary
State/FederalTranspoftation funds. The Government-wide Financial Statements can be found
on page 1-8-19 of this report.

Fund FinancialStatements: A fund is a grouping of related accounts that are used to maintain
control over resources that have been segregated for specific activities or objectives. C/CAG

used fund accounting to ensure and demonstrate compliance with finance-related legal

requirements. All of the C/CAG activíties are repofted in governmentalfunds. These funds are

reported using modified accrual accounting, which measures cash and all otherfinancial assets

that can readíly be converted to cash. The governmental Fund Financial Statements provide a

detailed view of the C/CAG operations. Governmentalfund information helps to determine the
amount of financial resources used to finance the C/CAG programs.

Notes to the Financial Statements: The notes provide additional information that is essential

for a full understanding of the data provided in the Government-wide and Fund Financial

Statements.

FINANCIAL HIGHLIGHTS

o CCAG total assets increased by 52,355,449

¡ CCAG total liabilities increased by S55l-,857

. The combined C/CAG revenues were 5l-l-,303,793

¡ The combined c/cAG expendÍtures were S9,500,201

. C/CAG total net assets increased by S1,803,592

. The Transportation/Environmental Program (AB 1546) uses a 54 motor vehicle fee to
fund programs to address the congestion and environmental impacts (water quality)

caused by motor vehicles. The 54 motor vehicle fee is only for vehicles in San Mateo

County and is dedicated and controlled by C/CAG. This program provided 52,612,717
for the fiscal year and will expire tlotll3.

. The San Mateo Congestion Relief Program uses an assessment to the cities and County

to address the impact of their economic development. The revenues are used to fund

countywide transportation solutions such as shuttles, ramp metering, and lntelligent
Transpoftation System solutions. This program provided S1-,850,000 for the fiscal year

and will expire 6/30/2}tt if not reauthorized bythe C/CAG board. This is accounted for
under Congestion Management in the audit.

4
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MANAG EMENT''S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

. Measure M adds StO to the annual fees associated with registering a vehicle in San

Mateo County and will last for 25 years. This fee will generate 50.2 million per year or
SfZOV over 25 years to the county and is dedicated and controlled by C/CAG. The $fO
motor Vehicle Licensing Fee (VLF) took effect for fees due July 1.,201I and later. Half of
the funds will be allocated to the cíties and the County for Water Pollution Prevention
Programs and Congestion Management Programs. The remaining half will go to transit
operations, safe routes to schools, lntelligent Transportation System projects, and
County-wide Water Pollution Prevention Programs. ln FY 2010-11 S295,130 was
received.

PROGRAM HIGHLIGHTS

lmplementatíon of the Local Government Partnership (LGP) between C/CAG and PG&E

is underway. The objective of the LGP is to provide incentive funding to encourage
projects that will result in ongoing energy savings. Over the three year period funding of
53.5M will be provÍded to San Mateo County agencies with S5O0K to C/CAG for
marketing and administration.

The design of the Smaft Corridor Project is underway. This project will provide signal

coordinated corridors on El€amino Real between l- 380and tle Santa ClaraCountyline
and on major arterials between El Camino Real and US 1-01. A communications and

monítoring system is included that will allow monitoring and operation from the
Caltrans Traffic Management Center. State transportation funding of $20M has been
committedtothe project. ln FY 10-LL SStg,gSO was spent on the detailed design. This

is accounted for under Congestion Management in the audit.

Annual implementation of the Congestion Management Program (Congestion

Management and Congestion Relief), NPDES Water Pollution Prevention Program
(WPPP), Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Program (AVA), Transportation Fund for Clear
Air County (TFCA) Program, Transportation/ Environmental Program (AB 1546), TDA
Afticle 3 Program, Airport Land Use Commission, and State Legislative Program.

The C/CAG Motor Vehicle Fee Program provided Sl-,L55,855 to the cities and County for
congestion management and water pollution projects. The remaining funds (5162,393)
were used for admÍnistration and countywide programs such as green streets, Smart
Corridor Design, lntelligent Transpoftatíon Solutions projects, and water pollution
prevention projects. Since the funds expire on t/Ot/t3 unless renewed, the funds were
used only for projects that need one time funding so as not to create a future obligation
potentially without funding. A loan of 5550,000 was provided to pay forthe Measure M
election. Thís will be paid back over the next few years from Measure M. Funds of
SSOO,OOO was transferred to support the Smart Corrídor program.

The cost of the NPDES Municipal Regional Permit (MRP) for the Water Pollution
Preventíon Program (WPPP) is projected to significantly increase. To minimize the cost
of the MRP an appeal has been filed with the State Water Resources Control Board and

a claim filed with the Commissíon on State Mandates.

t
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MANAGEM ENT''S DISCUSSION AN D ANALYSIS

GOVERN MENT-WIDE FINANEIAL ANALYSIS

The government-wíde analysis focuses on the net assets (Table L) and changes in net assets
(Table 2) forthe C/CAG governmental activities.

Statement of Net Assets
Year Ended June 30, 2011

Table 1

Governmental
Activities

2010 2O!t $ Change % Change
Assets

Cash and investments (note 2)

Accounts receivable

Total Assets

Liabilities

Accounts payable

Accrued payable

TotalLiabílities

Net Assets

Restricted for:
Congestion management
NPDES

AB 1546

Air quality (BAAQMD)

Abandoned vehicle abatement
Energy Watch
Measure M

Unrestricted

I,t7O,444 2,1,32,623

621,684 211,362 (410,322) -66.0%
t,792,L28 2,343,995 55t,857 30.8%

Total Net Assets 9,373,945 LL,177,537 1,903,592 Lg,z%

6
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9,777,532 12,3!2,777 2,535,245 25.9%
1.,389,541 !,209,745 (179,796) -12.9%

tL,t66,O73 L3,52L,522 2,355,449 2L,L%

962,r79 82.2%

2,243,261,

L,55I,379
4,890,919

1L,282
615,523

(183)

61,765

3,223,446
1,590,413

5,357,975
30,tt7

619,1_30

12,OOg

286,241,

58,206

980,185 43.7%
39,034 2.5%

467,057 9.5%
18,835 166.9%
3,607 0.6%

I2,t92 -6662.3%

286,24! n/a
(3,ss9) -5.8%



MANAG EMENT''S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

SFate me nt of N êt Assêts(TãblFl) Cha nge Analþis :

As of June 30,201,I, the City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County has total
assets of S13.5 million and total liabÍlities of $2.3 million resulting in net assets totaling S11.18
millÍon.

Assets
¡ Cash and investments totaline itZ.Z million. This amount includes S7.2 million held

with Local Agency lnvestment Fund, $2.6 million in San Mateo County lnvestment Pool,
andS2.5millionofcashinbank. Themajorityoftheseamountswereheldinshortterm
investments as outlined Ín Note 2 to the financial statements.

¡ Accounts receívable totaling S1-.2 million are general receivables. This amount includes

S612K in the CongestÍon Management Fund, Szo¿f in the AB 1546 Fund, St80K in the
Abandon Vehicle Abatement Fund, $116K in the General Fund program and the
remaining SSSf in other programs.

Liabilities
o Liabilities totaling SZ.¡ million are general accounts payable. Thís amount includes

p,ayaþle qf 5715K in Co¡gestion Fund, s+gOr in NPDES, $+S+t< in 3ay Air Qualjty
Management and S169K in Abando¡ed Vehicle Abatement and the remaining S442Kin
other programs.

Net Assets
¡ AB 1546 - lncreased 5467,057 or 9.5/' due to decrease fund distribution to members for

Countywide Project Progra m.

¡ CongestÍon Management - lncreased SggO,tgS or 43.7% due to cost reimbursement of
SaOO,OOO from AB 1546 for design of the Smart Corridors Project and excess revenues
over expenditures of $636,502 in Congestion Relief Program

¡ Measure M, which adds 5l-0 in fees associated with registering motor vehicles in San

Mateo County, collected revenue in FY 20L0-11 with net assets of 5286,241, at the end
of the year. Measure M was not in effect ln FY 2009-L0.

e NPDES - Slightly increased 539,034 or 2.5To primarily due to increase in collection of
NPDES storm-water fee.

Remaining categories were within the normalvariations.

7
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MANAGEM ENT''S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

Jtatement of Activities with
Changes in Net Assets

Year Ended June 30, 2011

Table 2

Governmental
Activities

2070 2017 Change Change

Revenues
Program Revenues:

Charges for seruices
O perating grants and contributions

General Revenuesl
Other general revenues

Total Revenues

Total Expenses

Inc (Dec) in Net Assets

Beginning Net Assets

Ending Net Assets

8,394,937 7,987,772
2,811,674 3,260,927

84,581 61,100

(473,76s)
449,307

(23,481)

-4.9o/o

16.00/o

-27.80/o

Expenses
General government 594,761
Congestion management 4,596,287
Air quality (BAAQMD) 1,00s,965
NPDES stormwater 7,250,882
Abandoned vehicle abatement 672,764

AB 1546 7,739,758
Energr watch 293;926
Measure M

tl,29L,732 t7,303,793 !2,661

493,910 (100,2s11

3,845,237 (751,050J

992,420 (13,s45)
7,378,776 127,834
677,848 5,684

7,378,248 (427,570)
23s,323 [s8;603J
558,505 558,505 n/a

O.7o/o

-76.90/o

-763%
-1.3o/o

70.2o/o

0.8%
-24.20/o

;19.9o/o

L0,L53,737 g,50O,zOL

t,L37,995 7,803,592

8,235,950 9,373,9+5

(652,936)

665,597

7.737.995

-6.4o/o

5B.s%

t3.Bo/o

9,373,945 17,177,537 1,803,592 19,2o/o

Statement of Activities w¡th Changes in Net Assets (Table 2) Change Analysis:

Revenues
. Program Revenues:

- Charges for Service decreased S+tE,tGS or 4.9% mainly due to decrease in program
reimbursement and member contributions which were the same as the prior year.

- Operating grants & contributions increased 5449,307 or 1.6yo due to increase funding
from the Metropolítan Transportation Commission (MTC) for transpoftation
plan n ing.

o General Revenues:
- Other general revenues decreased $2Z,4At or 27.8% compared to prior year due to

lower investment income.

Total revenues increased 512,661 or O.I% compared to FY 2010. The minimal increase ís a

result of similar program activity as the prior year.

8
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MANAGEM ENT''S DISCUSSION AN D ANALYSIS

Expenses
o Generalexpenses decreased S100,251 or 16.9% due to decrease in the expenditures for

the San Francisco lnternational Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan,

o Congestion Management decreased 5751,050 or 1,6.3% due primarily to 5605,891- in

lower design cost in the Smart Corridor Project. The Congestion Management Program
had an increase of 5139,256 and the San Mateo Congestion Relief Program a decrease
of 5284,4LL.

. Energy Watch decreased $SA,SO: or 19.9% due to decrease fund distríbution in Energy
Watch Program and was shoft one staff for part of the year.

o Change in Abandoned Vehicle Abatement is within the normal variances from year to
year.

¡ NPDES storm water increased StZl,gZ+ or !0.2% mainly due to increase of professional
services which were caused by the work of new Municipal Regional Permit.

e AÍr Quality program decreased 513,545 or I.3% due to decrease of mernber distribution
caused by reduced motor vehicle fee revenues.

9
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MANAGEMENÏ''S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

o AB l-546 decreased 5421,570 or 24.2% due to the delay of the implementation of the
countywide program and the lack of receipt of invoice for cost reimbursement of
projects underway or completed.

¡ Measure M had a onetime payment of 5558,505 made to County which related to
November 2010 ballot costs. Measure M was not in effect in FY 2009-10.

o The total expenses decreased 6.4% or $652,936 compared to FY 2009-1-0. This is

primarily due to reasons as discussed above.

c/cAG FUND FTNANCIAL STATEMENTS

At year-end the C/CAG governmental funds repoÈed combined fund balances of $11,L77 ,537 .

C/CAG Combined H ighlights

o The combined c/cAG revenues were 5l-l-,303,793 (actual) versus Sl-7,059,0E9 (budget)

or 55,755,845 under the budget. The decrease was primarily related to the delay in

State Transportation lmprovement Program funds forthe Smaft Corridor Project.

10
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MANAGEMENT''S DISCUSSION AND ANALY5IS

(budget) or $8,510,007 under the budget. The decrease was due to delays in
implementation of the CongestÍon Management (CongestÍon Management and
Congestion Relief Programs) and the Smart Corridor Project implementation.

¡ The combined C/CAG ending fund balance was $LL,1-77,537 (actual). This is $1,803,592
hígher than the prior year, primarily due to the decrease in AB L546 program's fund
distribution to members of $467,058, Measure M revenue of $28e,24L, an increase in
congestion Management of Sg80,l-87, and STo,toe for the remaining programs.

FinancialAnalysis of the CCAG's Programs

11
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MANAGEMENT''S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

12
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MANAGEMENT''S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

General Fund

. Revenues decreased 5122,643 or 25% mainly due to less funding from the Federal
Aviation Administration Grant for the San Francisco lnternational Airport
Comprehensive Land Use Plan update.

¡ ExpendÍtures decreased $1-00,251, or 16.9% mainly due to decreased expenditures
caused by a delay in the San Francisco lnternational Airpoft Comprehensive Land Use
Plan update.

. Fund Balance decreased 53,559 or 5.8% due to recognize the fair market value of the
investment at the end of the year.

¡ lnvestment interest is received into the General Fund and then proportionately
allocated to each fund quarterly.

o A policy was adopted bythe C/CAG Board to share ceftain General Fund costs with the
other funds. This ís shown by the Transfer in to the General Fund.

o Revenue includes member contributions of S250,024 which is the same as in Fy O9-i_0.

Congestion Management

¡ Consísts of Congestion Management, San Mateo Congestion Relief Program, and Smart
Corridor Project.

r Revenues decreased by 5214,706 or 4.4%. are mainly due to $143,1,2O of reduced cost
reimbursement from the San Mateo County Transpoftation Authority and SZt,sgO in
miscellaneous other minor factors.

o Expenditures decreased by 5751,OSO or 16.3% due primarily to S605,89L in lower design
cost in the Smart Corridor Project. The Congestion Management Program had an
increase of 5139,256 and the San Mateo Congestion Relief Program a decrease of
5294,41,1..

o Fund Balance increased 5980,185 or 43.7%from$2,243,261-to 53,223,446 due to excess
revenues over expenditures of $elG,SOZ in Congestíon Relief Program and transfer from
AB 1546 of 5300,000 for Smaft Corridor Design reimbursement.

o Revenue includes member contributions of 52,240,906 and intergovernmental
reimbursement of 51,260,287 and cost reimbursement of 5'J,,'J,42,842. Remaining
revenues are interest and other revenue.

¡ lmplementation is underway for the Smaft Corridor Project that provides an lntelligent
Transportatíon System for incident and event management.

o Congestion Relief studies and implementation are underway. These include the 2O2O

Gateway Study (implementation), Highway 280 Ramp Metering Study (implementation),
lntelligent Transportation System Study (implementation), and the Smart Corrídor
Project (implementation). Other studies initiated or underway include US 101 High
Occupancy VehÍcle (HOV) Conversion Analysis, and Highway 92 - US l-01 Area Study.
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MANAGEMENT''S DISCUSSION AN D ANALYSIS

NPÞES

o Minimal change in revenues,Sl-4,343 or 1..02% was up from prior year. This is due to
minor escalation of the parcel fees.

o Expenditures increased $1-27,834 or t}.z% compared to prior year mainly due to
increase of professionalservices which is caused by the work of new Municipal Regional
Permit.

o Revenue includes NPDES parcel fees of 5L,302,97O.

o Fund balance íncreased 539,034 or 2.s% from $l-,551-,379 (beginning) to S1,590,413
(ending) primarily due to increase in NPDES storm water fee collection and increase in
interest revenue.

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

¡ Minimal change in revenue Sg,t4O or 0.8%o was down from prior year.

o Expenditures decreased by 513,545 or 1.3% due to decreases totaling 52z,ooo in fund
distribution to projects and an increase of $8,500 in administrative and professional
services. The expenditures were lowered to match the revenues received.

. Fund balance increased S18,835 due to the decrease in fund dÍstribution and received
interest allocation.

¡ Revenues received are completely disbursed to participating agencies and the
admin istrator.

Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Program

o Revenues received are completely disbursed to participating agencies and the
administrator. Therefore revenues and expenditures had minimal change compared to
prior year.

. Fund balance increased 53,607 or 0.6%o from $615,523 to 56l-9,L30 which resulted from
the investment interest allocation.

AB 1546

o Revenues from intergovernmental reimbursement (motor vehícle fees) slightly
increased by 528,251 or 1.08% compared to prior year.

o Expenditures decreased S42l-,510 or 24% due to decrease in fund distribution and
consultant fee of SZIZ,ZZA and 5239,008 respectively. This reduction was due to the
Smaft Corridor Design being moved to a separate fund.

14
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MANAGEM ENT''S DISCUSSION AN D ANALYSIS

. Fund balance increased 5461;057 or 9.5/¡ from $4;890,918 to 55;357,975. Tlrß is

prÍmarily resulted from the transfer of 5550,000 to Measure M, reimbursement of
5300,000 to Smaft Corridor Design and the decrease of fund distribution to members
for Countywide Projects program.

o This was the sixth year of the AB 1546 Program which provides a $4 motor vehicle fee
for C/CAG for congestion and environmental impacts caused by motor vehicles. This
program provided 52,6L2,717 for the fiscal year and will expire on UOt/tg.

Energy Watch

Revenue of $227,5I5 cost reimbursement was received from PG&E for the Energy Local
Government Paftnership. This is 51.8,772 or 9% over the prior year due to increased
implementation of the San Mateo County Energy Watch. Total expenses for the year
were $235,323; mainly 5229,889 was passed through to the County for implementing
the program. Remaining costs of 55,434 was for Executive Director and administratíve
support. This is a decrease of 558,603 or 20% over the prior year and was due to a

shoftage ofone stafffor part ofthe year.

Transferred SZO,OOO from the Congestion Relief Program to support Climate Action
Pla nn ing (CAP) development.

Fund balance increased 51.2,192 compared to prior year which resulted from the
transfer from the Congestion Relief Program.

Measure M

San Mateo County Vehicle Registration Fee was approved by the voters on November
2010 ballot. This Vehicle Licensing Fee (VLF) took effect for fees due July L,2OI1and
later. Revenue of SZgS,tgO vehicle registration fee received from Depaftment of Motor
Vehicle duringthe year. Measure M was not in effect in FY 2009-10.

Total expenses for the year were $558,505, mainly paid to the County for Measure M
election. A loan from the San Mateo Congestion Relief Fund of 5550,000 was provided
to pay forthe Measure M election. This will be paid back overthe next few years from
Measure M.

At the end of the year there was fund balance of S286,241. The program will provide

56.7M annually and will last for 25 years.

coNTACTING THE C/CAG FtNANC|AL MANAGEMENT

This financial report is designed to provide our citizens, taxpayers, and creditors with a general
overviewoftheC/CAGfinances. lfyouhaveanyquestionsaboutthisreportorneedadditional
information, please contact the Executive Director of the City/County Association of
Governments of San Mateo County at 555 County Center Fifth Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
or the C/CAG Financial Agent which is the Finance Department at the City of San Carlos, 600
Elm Street, San Carlos, CA 94070.
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CICAG Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the
Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2011 - Provided separately

Also available online at www.ccag.ca.gov
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CICAG AGENDAREPORT
Date: December 8,207t

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of the appointment of councilmember Nadia Holober to the

Congestion Management & Environmental Qualify (CMEQ Committee

(For further information or questions contact Sandy Wong at 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board review and approve the appointment of Councilmember Nadia V. Holober of Millbrae
to fill avacant elected seat in the Congestion Management & Environmental Quality (CMEQ)

Committee.

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

Currently, there is one vacant eiected seat on the Congestion Management and Environmental Quality
Committee (CMEO committee. Recruitment letters were sent to all elected ofTicials in San Mateo

County. One letter of interest was received from Councilmember Nadia Holober of Millbrae.

The CMEQ committee provides advice and recommendations to the full C/CAG Board on ali matters

relating to transportation planning, congestion management, and selection of projects for state and

federal funding. The Committee also has the specific responsibility for the development and updating

of the Congestion Management Program and the Countywide Transportation Plan.

It is expected to have two additionaTvacarÍ elected seats on the CMEQ due to member Linda Koelling
of Foster City and member Daniel Quigg of Millbrae did not seek re-election. Staff will go through the

recruitment process and bring forward any applications to the C/CAG Board at a future meeting.

ATTACHMENTS

. Roster for the CMEQ Committee
o Letter from Councilmember Nadia V. Hoiober
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CMEQ 2011 ROSTER

Chair
Vice Chair -

Staff Suppotl:

Barbara Pierce
Richard Garbarino
Sandy Wong (slwong(O co.sa nmateo,ca. us)
(650) 5ee-1409

Name Representing

Jim Bigelow Business Community

Zoe Kersteen-
Tucker

San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans)

Arthur Lloyd Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (CalTrain)

Lennie Roberts Environmental Community

Onnolee Trapp Agencies with Transportation lnterests

Steve Dworetzky Public Member

SepiRichardson City of Brisbane

Linda Koelling City of Foster City

NaomiPatridge City of Half Moon Bay

DanielQuigg City of Millbrae

Gina Papan City of Millbrae

Barbara Pierce City of Redwood City

lrene O'Connell City of San Bruno

Rich Garbarino City of South San Francisco

Kevin Mullin MTC

Vacant Elected

-49 -



City of Millbrae
ó2J Magnolia Avenue, A4illbraerGA

November 15, 2011

Bob Gassilli, Chair
City/County Association of Govermrents of San Mateo County

County Office Building
555 County Center

Fifth Floor
Redwood City, California 94063

Deat Chair Grassilli and C/CAG Board of Ðirectors:

I anr writing to express my interest in serving on the Congestion Managemetlt and Envirorunental

Quality Commíttee (CMEQ). I have experience in botli congestion nranagetnent and envitonrnental

issues stemming fi'om my 10 years experience on the Miilbrae Cily Council, my four years of service on

the League of California Cities Environmental Quality Policy Cornnritteeand rny past service on the

Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance. I serve on the Senior Mobility Task Force, which was

established in recognition of our aging population and need to addtBss transportation beyond the plivate

passenger vehicle. In addition, in mypractice asaland use lalv and government law attorney, I work

extensively with irnpleurerfing the Califouria Envilonniental Quality Act, green building and otirer

environmental and air quality stanclards, ancl lvith traffic reporting and mitigation issues.

As a member of the Environmental Quality Policy Comrnitteq I regtrlarly review legislation impacting

waste rnanagement and recycling, energy policy and environmental sustainability. I served on the

Committee's Subcommittee orr Climate Change, and helped to draft guidelines fol the League's sttppoi't

of legislation irnpacting climate change and Cities' responses to it, I enjoy this lvolk ttemenclously. Just

as I bring our County's coûcelrrs to the state level on theEnvironmental Quality Policy Comnitteg I
look forlvard to bringing the Policy Committee's infornration and resources to C/CAG's Congestion

Management and Environmental Quality Cotnmittee.

I have had the honor ofserving on several boards and conrmissions in our County over the yeals and

take conrmittee attendance and participation very seriously, If chosen to set've on CMEQ, I will serve

r¡'ith equal dedication,

Thank you fol considering my application for appointment to the Corrgestion Managetnent ancl

Environmental Quality Comlnittee. I look folward to 'rvolkirig with each of you and the Congestion

Management and Environmental Quality Committee rnembers for the betterment of our County in the

near fttture and in tlie years to come.

Very Sincerely,

N¿\DIA V. HOLOBER
Councilwoman

Nadia V. Holober

City Corurcil/Ci q' ì\f arta gcry'Cily Clerk
(6s0) 25t-2334

Flrc
(6s0) 259-2400

Ilu l ld ln g Di visi o¡/Pclnt its
(6s0) 2s9-2330

Police
(6s0) 2s9-2300

Conrnrunify Dcvelopntenl
(6s0) 25913'll

Public \ìtorks/Engirtccl'itt g

(6501 2se-2339

Finn¡rcc
(6s0) 259-23s0

Recreation
(6s0) 2s9-2360
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CICAG AGEI{DA REPORT

Date: December 8,20LI

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of the appointment of Councilmember Len Stone to the
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC).

@or further information please contact Tom Madalena at 650-599-1460)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and appoint Councilmember Len Stone to the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) in accordance with staff recommendation.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

There will be no fiscal impact.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Not appiicable

BACKGROUNDIDIS CUS SION

Currently the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) has one vacant seat for an
elected official. Staff distributed a recruitment letter to the elected ofnicials and city managers in
San Mateo County requesting letters of interest for appointment to the BPAC. Staff received one
letter of interest for the elected official seat. The letter of interest was from Len Stone,
Councilmember from the City of Pacifica. Staff recommends that the Board appoint
Councilmember Len Stone to the vacant seat.

ATTACHMENTS

. Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee letter of interest from Len Stone

-51 -

ITEM 5.5



CITY HALL
170 Santa Maria Avenue . Pacifica, California 94044-2506

MAYOR

Mary Ann Nihart

MAYOR PRO TEM

Scenic ?adlim

CITY MANAGER,S OFFICE

rEL. (6s0) 738-730r
FAX (6s0) 3s9-6038

CITY ATTORNEY

rEL. (6s0) 738-7409

FAX (6s0) 359-8947

CITY CLERK

TEL. (6s0) 738-7307
FAX (6s0) 3s9-6038

ctTY couNcI
TEL. (6s0) 738-730r
FAX (6s0) 3s9-6038

FINANCE

TEL. (6s0) 738-7392
FAX (6s0) 738-7477

FIRE ADMINISTRATION

rEL. 16s0) 991-8138

FAX (6s0) 991-8090

HUMAN RESOURCES

TEL. (650) 738-7303
FAX (6s0) 3s9-6038

PARKs, BEACHES &
RECREATION

TEL. (6so)738-7381

FAX (6s0) 738-216s

PLANNING

TEL. (6s0) 738-7347
FAX (6so) 3s9-s807
. Building

rEL. (6s0) 738-7344
r Code Enforcement

TEL. (650) 738-7341

POLICE DEPARTMENT

TEL. (6s0) 738-7314
FAX (550) 35s-!tt2
PUBLIC WORKS

TEL. (6so) 738-3760
FAX (650) 738-9747
. Engineering

rEL. (6s0) 738-3767
FAX (6s0) 738-3003

. Field Services

TEL. (6s0) 738-3760
FAX (6s0) 738-9747

www,cr pac .org Peter DeJarnatt

couNctL
Sue Digre

James M. Vreeland, Jr.

Len Stone

October 3,2071

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

CitylCounty Association of Governments

555 County Center, 5'h Floor

Redwood Ciry, CA 94063

Dear Director Napier:

I respectfully ask for your consideration of my appointmenl
Advisory Committee (BPAC).

to the SMC C/CAG Bicycle Pedestrian

I meet the basic requirements of being an elected official currently serving as a Councilmember in
the City of Pacifica, one of the twenty City Councils in San Mateo County,

I believe that I would bring value to the BPAC Committee since I have a keen interest in seeing that
bike and pedestrian facilities are provided throughout the County to serve as a recreational resource

and as an alternative to vehicle trips.

I look forward to working with colleagues on the BPAC Committee relative to the matters relating
to bicycle and pedestrian facilities planning and selection of projects for state and federal funding.

Please feel free to contact me if you require additional information.

Thank you,

ij

--¿'
ì

,¡'--rê-
Len Stone

Councilmember

Path of Portola 1769 . San Francisco Bay Discovery Site
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

December 8,201),

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of C/CAG Executive Director to serve on the Board of Directors

for Joint Venture Silicon Valley

(For further information or questions contact Richard Napier, 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board review and approve the C/CAG Executive Director to serve on the Board of Directors

for Joint Venture Silicon Valley.

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

C/CAG Executive Director, Richard Napier, received an invitation from the Joint Venture Silicon
Valley to serve on their Board of Directors. Joint Venture Silicon Valley provides analysis and action

on issues affecting the region's economy and quality of life. The organizationbrings together

established and emerging ieaders from business, goveÍrment, academia, labor and the broader

community to spotlight issues and work toward innovative solutions. The 5GmernberJointVentureBoard

ofDirecton includes seniorJevelrepresentatives frombusiness,local andregional govemment açaÃernarlabor and

wodcforce organizations arld the broader community. The board meets quarterly to review and act on Joint Venture's

initiatives and progmûìs.

Having the C/CAG Executive Director on the Joint Venture Silicon Valley Board of Directors will
increase the representation of San Mateo county on regional initiatives.

ATTACHMENTS

Email from Joint Venture.
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Page 1 of 1

Richard Napier - Joint Venture board?

From: "Russell Hancock" <hancock@,jointventure.org)
To: "RichardNapier" <rnapier@co.sanmateo.ca,us)
Date: 1112112011 9:45 AM
Subject: Joint Venture board?

Hi Rich:

I was wondering if you would consider becoming a member of the Joint Venture board? The contribution
you are making through our contract relationship makes you a very logical candidate, and we would be so
fortunate to have your experience and expertise represented on the board. It would also solidifiz our standing
and presence in San Mateo county.

Perhaps most importantly, it would install a proven regionalist in our board. The things you do in your
county are exemplary, and I'm anxious to showcase all of itin Santa Clara county, and to have a strong
voice like yours assuring people thatClCfuG-style approaches can really work.

Would like you to get together to chat about it? I would be very happy to come see you.

Yours,

Russ

Russell Hancock
President & Chief Executive Officer
Joint Venture Silicon Valley
100 West San Fernando Street, Suite 310
San Jose, California 95113
(408) 298-9330 www.jointventure,org

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pwuser\Local Se$4es\TempDGgrpwise\4ECA1D9FDPW . 1112912011



CICAG AGEI\DA REPORT
Date: December 8,2017

To: City/County Association of Govemments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of the proposed C/CAG Legislative Policies for 2072
(For further information or questions contact Joseph Kott at 599-1453)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve the proposed Legislative Policies for 2012.

FISCAL IMPACT

Many of the policies listed in the attached document have the potential to greatly increase or
decrease the fiscal resources available to C/CAG member agencies.

SOURCE OF FUNDS
New legislation.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION
Eachyear, the C/CAG Board adopts a set of legislative policies to provide direction to its
Legislative Committee, staff, and Lobbyist. In the past, the C/CAG Board established the
policies that:

. Clearly defined a policy framework at the beginning of the Legislative Session.
o Identified specific policies to be accomplished during this session by the Lobbyist
. Limited the activities of C/CAG to areas where we can have the greatest impact.

The adoption of a list of policies will hopefully maximize the impact of having a Lobbyist
represent C/CAG in Sacramento and will also significantly reduce the amount of C/CAG staff
time needed to supporl the program.

ALTERNATIVES
1. Accept proposed C/CAG Legislative Policies for 2012 with changes
2. Posþone decision until next meeting.

ATTACHMENT

Attachment A: Monthly Legislative Report
Attachment B: C/CAG Proposed Legislative Policies for 2072
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ATTACHMENT A

S Hav / Y o n rR /ANrw rH, ¡n".
LE6ISLATIVE ADYOCACY . ASsOCIATION IIAIIåÊEI,IEIIT

RE: STATELEGISLATIVEUPDATE-NOVEMBER
The legislature completed its business and adjourned Session for the year on September gth.

Barring a Speqial Session, the legislature will not reconvene until January 4. The following is a
list of issues of interest to C/CAG that we been monitoring during the interim.

Bond Sales
The Governor recently announced that the State acquired $1.8 billion through the fall bond sale.
Of that amount, $450 million will be allocated to the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) to
continue the State's investment in key infrastructure projects. Given that the Department has
over $2 billion to cover Proposition 1B highway projects, we expect that a significant share of
these funds will be directed towards the Public Transportation Modernization, lmprovement and
Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) for transit capital expenditures, including rolling
stock purchases.

The state has over $11 billion on balance sheets across various sectors (namely natural
resources), which has gone unspent. Transportation makes up about $1 billion of that total
although, that amount will be drawn down by year's end. Governor Brown does not want to pay
bond debt service if the money cannot be put to use immediately. ln addition, the use of truck
weight fees is being used to transportation bond debt service is reimbursing the General Fund
through the use of truck weight fees which places an artificial cap on the amount

As a result, future bond sale efforts may become more limited.

FY 12-13 State Budqet Forecast
On November 16, the Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO) released its projections for the FY
2012-13 State Budget. The report provides projections of current-law state General Fund
revenues and expenditures for 2011-12 through 2016-17 .

The repoft's contents contain the following important notes:

,Anvoc,{TIoÌ.{

November 29,2011

TO:
FROM:

Board Members, City/County Association of Governments, San Mateo County
Advocation, lnc. - Shaw / Yoder / Antwih, lnc.
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The oroiected deficit for FY 2012-13 is $13 billion.

. The current year shortfall is estimated to be $3.7 billion (the enacted budget projected
that the state would receive $88.5 billion in revenues and transfers; the LAO says it will only get
$84.8 billion.). Therefore, the total deficit is $16.7 million.

While the economy has some bright spots, including export growth and strength in technology-
related service sectors (which are important to California), weakness in the housing market
continues to affect both the construction industry and the financial services sector. The end of
the federalfiscal stimulus program and declining governmental employment also are limiting
economic growth. As a result, LAO estimates that California's unemployment rate will remain
above 10 percent through mid-2014 and above I percent through the end oÍ 2017.

ln addition, LAO's updated assessment of California's economy and revenues indicate that
General Fund revenues and transfers in2Q11-12will be $3.7 billion below the level assumed in
the 201 1-1 2 budget package passed in June. Under provisions of the FY 2011-12 budget
package, this revenue shortfall would translate into $2 billion of trigger cuts to various state
programs which will mainly impact education and health and human seruices programs.

The net effect of (1) the lower projected revenues for 2011-12, (2) the trigger cuts, and (3) the
expected inability of the state to achieve about $1.2 billion of other budget actions-as well as a
few other minor changes-would leave the General Fund with a $3 billion deficit at the end of
FY 2.011-12 (June 30, 201 1).

ln 2012-13, the state will face increased costs due, in part, to the expiration of a number of
temporary budget measures adopted in recent years which includes General Fund Proposition
98 costs-as well as "settle-up" payments to schools-are projected to rise by $6 billion in
2012-13. Moreover, in 2012-13, the state must repay the $2 billion Proposition 1A property tax
loan that was used to help balance the budget in 2009. The state General Fund's 2012-13
operating shortfall (the difference between annual General Fund revenues and expenditures)
will be $9.8 billion.

Accordingly, the LAO projects that the Legislature and the Governor will need to address a
$12.8 billion budget problem between now and the time that the state adopts a 2012-13 budget
plan.

One year ago, the state faced ongoing budget imbalances of around $20 billion per year. Now,
estimates that the General Fund's operating shortfalls will be between $8 billion and $9 billion
per year in 2013-14 and 2014-15 and then decline gradually to about $5 billion in 2016-17.
The LAO cites retirement obligations as a considerable cost driver.

The Governor will release his FY 12-13 State Budget proposal on January 10.

Hiqh-Speed Rail
On November 5, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) released a draft of its 2012
Business Plan, which calls for a $98.5 billion investment to build the high-speed train network.

According to CHSRA, construction of the initial Central Valley section (Phase 1) is expected to
generate 100,000 direct and indirect jobs over five years, an average of 20,000 jobs annually.
Direct and indirect jobs to build all of Phase 1 are estimated at 1.2 million to 1.4 million over 20
years, an average of approximately 65,000 jobs annually. The Phase 1 system will generate

-58 -



4,500 permanent operations and maintenance jobs. An estimated 100,000 to 450,000 new
statewide pgma¡enlþbs not related to HSR are expeeted þy 204O

The new business plan introduces a "building block" implementation approach to connect the
state's major Northern California and Southern California population centers with high-speed
trains. The project will be built incrementally as additional funding becomes available. Each step
represents a critical decision point about whether to continue moving the project fon¡rard and
each completed segment can be used on its own before a full statewide system is in place. The
plan lays out five critical decision points:

. Construction of a 130-mile stretch in the Central Valley for about $6 billion (year of
expenditure) with a combination of federal and state funding that has already been
identified. 2012 - 2017.

. Extending the initial construction section to create an initial operating section (lOS) either
from Merced to the San Fernando Valley or San Jose to Bakersfield. Once either of
those sections is completed, true high-speed rail service will be provided to passengers
for the first time in the U.S., projected ridership and revenue will be sufl'icient for the
initial system to operate at break even or better, and private investment will initially
materialize. Projected cost: IOS from Merced -San Fernando Valley: $27.2 billion; or
IOS from San Jose to Bakersfield: $24.7 billion. 2015 - 2021.

: 'lBay !qBqgin:" Bullding lhg ¡emaiqr¡g initial operation section either to the north or
south to provide a high-speed rail "Bay to Basin" system connecting the Bay Area and Los
Angeles basin population centers and integrating with MetroLink in Southern California and
Caltrain in the Bay Area. Projected cost: IOS from San Jose to Bakersfield: $21.1 billion; or IOS
from Merced-San Fernando Valley: $24 billion.2021 -2026.

. Adding additional railtransit improvements in the Los Angeles basin and Bay Area,
including electrification of existing rail systems, to create "blended" operations with high-
speed railto provide a "one-seat" ride from San Francisco to Los Angeles and Anaheim.
Projected cost: $23.9 billion. 2026 - 2030

. Start to construct Phase 2 extensions toward Sacramento and San Diego, or continue to
complete the full Phase t high-speed rail system between downtown San Francisco and
Anaheim through Los Angeles. Projected cost for full Phase 1: $19.9 billion: 2026 -
2033+

The cost assumptions take into account a nine-year construction schedule to account for
construction delays andfunding availability, an annual inflation rate of three percent, and $16
billion in contingencies for material cost increases.

ln addition to Proposition 1A bond revenues, funding required to build the high-speed rail
system will primarily be provided from the federal government and private investors. Local
support also remains an element of the overall funding plan.

Funds necessary to begin the IOS have been identified. This includes $3.3 billion in federal
funding and $2.7 billion in state bond funding. New funding will be identified before additional
construction begins. The plan assumes no additionalfederalfunding before 2014.

Once passenger seruice is provided on an initial operating section, ridership and revenue will
facilitate private capital to supplement public investments for future construction. The CHSRA is
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partnering with cities and transportation agencies to find early investment opportunities in the
south and north, such as grade separations or double tracking, which could po:þO!Þlly allow for
early development of "higher speed" rail in existing rail corridors and prepare those corridors for
eventual, true high-speed train service. lf resources become available earlier, construction
timelines can be accelerated.

Ridership estimates and models used to develop them were peer reviewed and approved by
international expert peer-review group. Projections are based on average HSR fares that are
83 percent of current airfares and reflect conservative assumptions on fuel prices ($3.80 per
gallon), population growth and pace of travel growth. No operating subsidy will be required
under any ridership scenarios.

Proiected annual ridership in 2040:
IOS South: 9.5 million - 14.0 million
IOS North: 7.6 million - 11.2 million
Bay to Basin: 16.1 million -23.7 million
Phase 1:29.6 million - 43.9 million

The legislature will hold informational hearings during the interim (November 30 and December
5) to discuss the business plan as well as the budget appropriations and allocations necessary
to keep the project on track. We will monitor and report back to the board a summary of the
discussion from both hearings.

Your advocacy team monitored the Assembly Transportation Committee's lnformation hearing
on the high-speed rail business plan On November 29.ln summary, several members remain
skeptical about the state's ability to fully fund the $98 billion project.

The most distinctive portion of the hearing was the discussion on ensuring that the system
would be fully funded and whether the state would be on the hook. Several members
commented that existing statute prohibits the use of public subsidies for operations. High-Speed
Rail Authority Board Member Mike Rossi stated that the estimates in the business plan are
conservative yet they anticipate High-Speed Rail to generate $11 billion within the first two
years of operations. Fares will cover the costs of running the system. After two years, the state
will sell the rights to operate the system to the private sector with no guarantee, unlike the
business plan of 2009.

Several committee members also discussed upgrading existing systems. High Speed Rail
Authority Board Member Dan Richard concurred and stated that it is best to view high-speed rail
as a master plan for rail. He recommended however that starting in the Central Valley is
cheaper and that we stand to lose the federal money ($3.9 billion) that we have received if we
deviate). He did mention that we could still spend down funds from the $950 million connectivity
pot, which Caltrain needs to electrify its system and comply with federal law to implement
positive train control (PTC). The Department of Finance however has only wanted to spend
money on PTC.
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ATTACHMENT B

PROPOSED C/CAG LEGISLATIVE POLICIES FOR 2012

Poliqt #1 -
Protect against the diversion of local revenues including the protection of redevelopment

nds and

1.1 Support League and CSAC Initiatives to protect local revenues.

1.2 Protect and preservethe20o/o redevelopment housing funding set aside.

Policy #2 -
Protect agøinst increased locøl costs resulting from Støte action witltout 100% Støte
reimbursement for the added costs.

2.1 Oppose State action to dictate wages and benefits for local employees.

2.2 Oppose State action to restrict the ability of local jurisdictions to contract for services.

2.3 Advocate for State actions that are required to take into consideration the fiscal impact to
local jurisdictions.

2.4 Require all State mandates to be 100% State reimbursed for added costs.

Prioríty #3 -
Support actions that heþ to meet municipal stormwøter permit requirements and secure stable

ndins to nav for current and future resulatorv mandøtes.

3.1 Primary focus on securing additional revenue sources for both C/CAG and its member
agencies for funding state and federally mandated stormwater compliance efforts.

à. Support efforts to exempt storm se\ryers from the super majority voting
requirements imposed by Proposition2T8, similar to water, sevr'er, and refuse
services.

b. Include water quality and stormwater management as a priority for funding in
new sources of revenues (e.g. water bonds).
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c. Track and advocate for resources for stormwater quality in State and Federal grant
and loan programs.

d. Support renewal of the $4 vehicle license fee for funding stormwater regulatory
requirements in the Municipal Regional Permit.

e. Support stormwater fee reform to 1) direct regulatory permit fees back to
Regional'Water Quality Control Board, 2) eliminate fee setting under emergency
regulations and coordinate process with local budgeting procedures, and 3) ensure
fees are consistent with level of service provided by state agencies.

f. Support efforts to identify regulatory requirements that are unfunded state

mandates and ensure provision of state funding for such requirements.

g. Pursue and support efforts that provide additional funding from Federal, State, or
locai governments outside the Bay Area to regional or statewide associations of
stormwater quality agencies (i.e., BASMAA - regional and CASQA - statewide)
for programs and projects that reduce or eliminate the need for C/CAG and its
member agencies to fund and implement similar programs and projects localiy.

3.2 Pursue and support efforts that help reduce trash and litter generation and promote true
source control and extended producer responsibility, such as statewide plastic bag and
polystyrene container bans and support for efforts such as the California Product
Stewardship Council and the Green Chemistry Initiative.

3.3 Support efforts to place the burden/ accountability of reporting, managing, and meeting
municipal stormwater requirements on the responsible source rather than the cities or
county, such as properties that are known pollutant hot spots and third party utility
purveyors.

3.4 Advocate for the development of statewide stormwater policies that establish consistent,
practical, and progressive approaches for stormwater regulatory and management
programs that heip protect water quality and beneficial uses.

3.5 Pursue and support pesticide regulations that protect water quality and reduce pesticide
toxicity.

3.6 Track stormwater-related regulatory initiatives that may impact member agencies, such
as the proposed statewide trash policy, Caltrans stormwater permits, special exceptions
for Areas of Special Biological Significance, and the Phase II General Permit.

Policy #4 -
lowering the 2/3rd supet majority vote for local specíal purpose tøces.

Support bills that reduce the vote requirement for special taxes.4.1
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4.2 I¡crease the vote requirement for general taxes.

43 Oppose bills thallower the 2/3rcl super majority thresh-ldT-or the special tax categor¡, that
also impose restrictions on the expenditures, thereby reducing flexibility.

4.4 Support modification or elimination of Proposition 26 requirements.

Urge the State to eliminate transfer of State transportation funds to the State General
Fund.

Oppose efforts to divef any of the Regional Measure 2 funds to pay for any Bay Bridge
cost ovemrns.

Support a gas tax increase or an alternative supplemental source of funding for highway,
transit, as well as iocal streets and roads projects.

Support a dedicated funding source for Caltrain.

Support measures to realign the property tax with property related services.

Support measures to ensure that local governments receive appropriate revenues to
service local communities.

Support incentive approaches toward implementing A832.

support county-based planning for sustainabre communities in sB 375.

Oppose climate legislation that would conflict with or override projects approved by the
voters.

Supporl legislation that would require recording of vehicle miles of travel (VMT) as part
of vehicle registration.

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

6.1

6.2

7.7

7.2

t-3

7.4

Encourage the State to protect transportøtion funding and develop øn equitøble cost-sharing
ørrangement to pay for any cost overuuns on the construction of the Bay Bridge.

Advocøte for revenue solutions to address State budget issues that are also beneficiøl to Cities/
Countíes

reas onable climate action/Greenhou s e Gøs
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Date: December 8, 2011

To: cityicounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Presentation from Advocation.

(For further information or questions contact Richard Napier at 599-1420)

An oral presentation will be provided at the December 8, 2011 C/CAG Board meeting.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

December 8,2011

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of appointments to the C/CAG Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC) for two-year terms.

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve appointments to the C/CAG Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC) for two-year terms.

FISCAL IMPACT

There will be no fiscal impact.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Not applicable

BACKGROUNDIDIS CUS SION

Staff issued a Call for Applicants for three vacant public seats on the BPAC and broadcasted the
announcement via the BPAC email distribution list as well as the C/CAG website. Two local
bicycle advocacy groups, Bike San Mateo County and Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition, also
posted the announcement on their websites. Staff received ten applications for the vacant seats.
The appointments to the three vacant seats will be for two-year terms.

At the November 9,2006 C/CAG Board meeting, the Board conciuded that it was necessary to
bring forward all of the applicants for vacant seats on the BPAC. Each of the applicants have
been invited to come before the Board and will have two minutes to speak as to why they would
make a good appointment and then answer any questions that the Board may have. The BPAC
has a membership policy that states that no more than two members, either elected or public,
should reside in the same jurisdiction. There are currently two members on the BPAC that reside
in Millbrae.
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iFtre tlnee¡¡acant seats are available due to the end oÊthe twoTear term forFrank Markowitz,
Steve Schmidt and Paui Grantham. Frank Markowitz and Steve Schmidt have reapplied. Frank
Markowitz and Steve Schmidt both have had excellent attendance records throughout their prior
term.

Attached please find the membership application and the ten applications that were received.

Applicant Citv of Residence

. Frank Markowitz San Mateo

. Sabrina Brennan Moss Beach (Unincorporated County of San Mateo)
o Steve Schmidt Menlo Park
. Bill Huber Moss Beach (Unincorporated County of San Mateo)
. Shandon Lloyd Ladera (Unincorporated County of San Mateo)
. Joel Slavit San Carlos
o Robef Bear Burlingame
o Andrew Boone East Palo Alto
o David Krieger Menlo Park
. Adele Della-Santina Belmont

ATTACHMENTS

. Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee Membership Roster 2011

. Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee Membership Application
o Ten BPAC membership applications received
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C/CAG
Crrv/Counrv Assocr¿,rroN oF GowRNMENTS

OF SA.NIVIATEO COUNTY

AtherlonoBelmonlcBrísbanetBurlíngame.Colma.DalyCitycEastPaloAltocFoslerCityc¡loyroonBayc¡7¡¡t6oroughoMenloPark
MillbraecPacífrcaoPortolaVallqtcReclwoodCityognnBntnocsanCarlos.SanMateooSanMaleoCounly.SouthsonFrancisco¡lloodside

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee Members
20tI

Member

Matt Grocott (ChaÐ
Judi Mosqueda (Vice-Chair)
Naomi Patridge
Karyl Matsumoto
CoryRoay
Ken Ibarra
Marge Colapietro
Cathy Baylock
Ian Bain
David Alfano
Cathleen Baker

City

San Carlos
Millbrae
Half Moon Bay
South San Francisco
Belmont
San Bruno
Millbrae
Burlingame
Redwood City
Menlo Park
City of San Mateo

Staff Support:

Tom Madalena (65 0) 599 -l 460 tmadalena@co. sanmateo. ca.us

S andy'Wong (65 0) 5 99- 1 409 slwons@co. sanmateo. ca.us

555 County Center,5'h Floor, Redwood Ciry, CA 94063 PuoNs: 650.599.1460 Fex: 650.361.8227
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C/CAG
Crrv/Couirry AssocIATroN on GovTRNMENTS

SAN MATEo Couxry

Alherton.Belmonl .Brisbane.BurlingomeoColma.DalyCitycEastPaloAlto.FosterCÌtyo¡¡nyroonBoyc¡¡¡¡t6oroughcMenloPark
MillbraecPacilica.PorlolaVallqtc¡"¿.ootlCitycSorBrunocsanCarloscsanMateooSanMateoCounty.southsanFranciscooWoodside

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Pubtic Membership Application

Please give brief ansÌvers to the following questions to be considered for appointment to the
City/County Association of Govemments (C/CAG) of San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC).

FOR INCUMBENTS:

1. Why do you want to be reappointed to the BPAC?
2.Do you have any suggestions for making the BPAC more effective?
3. How long have you served on the BPAC?

FOR NEW MEMBERS:

1. What expertise/experience do you have pefaining to serving on this committee?
2.Why do you want to serve on this committee?
3. What special strengths would you bring to the committee?
4. What is the role of the countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee?
5. Have you ever attended a meeting of this committee? If so, when?

FOR ALL APPLICANTS:

A. The C/CAG BPAC meets on the fourth Thursday of the month from 7:00 - 9:00 p.m., do you
have other commitments that will keep you from attending meetings?
B. Are you a member of any other committees/organizations?
C. Please mention the city in which you reside.

Applications willbe reviewed and presented to the C/CAG Board for appointment to the BPAC.
Please email, fax, or mail your application to Tom Madalena.

tmadalena@co. sanmateo. ca.us

650-361-8227 fax

555 County Center
5th Floor
Redwood City, CA94063

555 county center, 5th Floor, Redwood city, cA 94063 pr¡oNp: 650.599.1460 Fts.: 650.361.8227
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C/CAG
CIryiCounrY ASSOCIATI0N oF. GoVERNMENTS

r Sxl\-MarooeouNTy

Atlterton¡BelnonlcBrisbnneoBurlingame.Colmn.DalyCiÐ,cEastPaloAIto.FosterCity.¡TnyroonBaycll¡¡¡t6oroughcMenlopark
MillbraetPacífica.PortoltValleycRedwoodCityognnBtanooSanCarlosoSanMateo.SanMnteoCounty.SouthsanFranciscoollootlsitle

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Public Membership Application -

Frank Markowitz

Please give brief answers to the following questions to be considered for appointment to the
City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC).

FOR INCLIMBENTS:

1. \ilhy do you want to be reappointed to the BPAC?

I have enjoyed my term on the BPAC very much, and I believe I have contributed significantly to
its work. Now that I have a stronger understanding of the BPAC and San Mateo County
transportation issues, I believe that my contributions will be more substantial in a second term.

I have provided some unique perspectives to the BPAC while attending every meeting during my
term. I am a fulltime senior transportation planner for the City of San Francisco, specializing in
pedestrian and transit station area planning. This is vaiuable in providing technical background,
an understanding of transportation funding sources and broad planning trends/processes, and
agency and stakeholder needs.

BPAC members typically have more experience and interest on the bicycle side, although there
certainly is a balance. I add more pedestrian facilities knowledge, e.g., in the effectiveness of
different devices or treatments for which grant applications may seek funding.

My expertise is supported by my Professional Transportation Planner certi.fication by the Institute
of Transportation Engineers (ITE). I have successfully chaired two national technical
committees, most recently on a pedestrian topic (automated pedestrian detection). I regularly
attend relevant conferences, such as the Walk21 international pedestrian conference in
Vancouver, Canada.

My knowledge of local bike/pedestrian needs stems pafily from running on trails and streets
throughout San Mateo County as an active long distance runner, and from occasional bicycling.
My daughter has walked to school at all three levels of public school in San Mateo City and
attends classes aiso at CSM, increasing my appreciation for "safe routes to school" issues.

555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Pr¡ow¡: 650.599.1460 Ftx: 650.361.822'7
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C/CAG
CITy/CouNTy AssocIATroN oF GovERNMENTS

o¡ S¡,x MaTEoCoUNTY

AthertonoBelmontoBrísbanecBurlingame.Colmo.DalyCilyoEostPoloAlto.FoslerCityo¡¡n¡¡roonBayoHillsboroughoMenloPark
MitlbraeoPactfcaoPortolaValleyoll¿¿*oodCitycSanBruno.SanCnrlos.SanMaleo.SanMoteoCounty.SoulhSanFrancisco¡llootlsítle

2.Do you have any suggestions for making the BPAC more effective?

I believe that BPAC could be more effective through: (1) orientation and training of new

members, (2) more active involvement in planning projects that go beyond purely "bike/ped"
projects, (3) greater acceptance as a BPAC serving the whole county, not strictly a C/CAG
advisory ro1e. In general, this would broaden the focus of the BPAC.

It would be helpful to new members to participate in a half-day to whole-day training session on

topics such as transportation funding sources, planning processes, and existing plan documents.

At the least, they could receive a packet of materials. I wouid be happy to help organize such

training.

Most transportation projects have or should have a bike/ped component. This is particularly true
of such large scaie planning projects as the El Camino Real Grand Boulevard initiative and rail
station planning. The BPAC could provide valuable input into such projects.

The 2011 joint call for TDA,4vIeasure A applications and the scoring process revealed that even

anothff countywide agency does not necessarily consider the BPAC a true countlrvide bike/ped
CAC. While city bikeþed plans and projects occasionally voluntarily come before the BPAC,
this could be significantly increased to take advantage of the BPAC's expertise and its concem
with promoting connections at city borders.

3. How long have you served on the BPAC?

One term (two years).

FOR ALL APPLICANTS:

A. The C/CAG BPAC meets on the fourth Thursday of the month from 7:00 - 9:00 p.m.,
do you have other commitments that will keep you from attending meetings?

I do not have conflicts. I did not miss any meetings during my term and was very punctual.

B. Are you a member of any other committeeslorganizations?

I am an active member of the Institute of Transportation Engineers and also belong to the

Association of Pedestrian & Bicycle Professionals (APBP), providing technical expertise. I
belong to running clubs (Pa1o Alto Run Club and Bay Area Orienteering Club), contributing to
familiarity with local trails. Membership in my local neighborhood association
(BeresfordÆIillsdale) helps keep me informed about local government issues. I have previously
belonged to the San Mateo County Historical Museum and bicycle clubs in other areas.

555 County Center, 5th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Psone: 650.599.1460 Ftx: 650.361.822'7
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Crrv/CouNrv Assocr¡,uon o¡' GovnRNMENTS

AlherlonoBelmontoBr[sbaneoBur]ingøne.Colma.DalyCíryoEostPaloAlîocFoslerCity)HalfMoonBoyt¡1¡¡¡t6oroughoMenloPark
MillbraecPacifrcaoPortolaValleyo¡"¿*ootlCitytgnnS*no.SanCarloscSanMateo.SanMateoCounty.SouthSanFranciscotllootlsùle

C. Please mention the city in which you reside.

San Mateo.

Applications 'will be reviewed and presented to the C/CAG Board for appointment to the BPAC.
Please email, fax, ar mail your application to Tom Madalena.

tm¿dalena@co. s anm ateo. ca. u s

650-361-8227 fax

555 Counfy Center
5th Floor
Redwood City, CA94063

555 Counfy Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, C,{ 94063 PnoNs: 650.599.1460 Fp,x.: 650.361.8227
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From: "sabrina brennan" <sabrina@dfm.com>
Jo: <tmadalena@co,sanmateo.€a-us>
Date: 111712011 2:05 PM
Subject: BPAC Application
Attachments: DigitalFusionMedia_logo.gif; Part.002

Hello Tom,

Please read my response below to the BPAC Public Membership Application.

1.) I have over 20 years of entrepreneurial, sales, management, and consulting experience in private,
non-profit, and government sectors. I successfully founded and currently run Digital Fusion Media, lnc. a
digital printing and event graphics company in San Francisco. lfounded the Coastside Bicycle Coalition, a
non-profit advocacy organization, partnering with community groups, government agencies and other
non-profit organizations. My public service includes completing a term on the Midcoast Community
Council, an elected advisory council to the San Mateo County Board of Supervisors. I currently serve on
the San Mateo County Harbor District Coastal Trail Committee, I'm a board member of Midcoast Park
Lands and I'm a member of the Midcoast Community Council Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee.

2.) I'm interested in increasing countywide transpoñation options, reducing auto travel, improving safety,
and promoting fitness through healthy exercise. I would like to learn more about countywide bicycle and
pedestrian safety and planning improvement opportunities. I would like to serve in an advisory role and
help communicate countywide needs regarding bicycle and pedestrian improvement opportunities. I

would also like to communicate back to the unincorporated Coastside regarding bicycle and pedestrian
imp rovement opportu nities.

3.) My professional experience includes managing complex global projects, meeting budget
requirements, and managing a diverse group of people. I have strong verbal and written communication
skills and a passion for public service.

4.) BPAC advises C/CAG on planning, design, funding, and implementation of bicycle and pedestrian
projects of countywide significance.

5.) I arrived at San Mateo City Hall for the Oct.27th BPAC meeting and it was canceled. This year I

attended a C/CAG meeting regarding the Draft San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan. I worked with members of the Midcoast Community Council to comment on the Draft
SMC Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.

A.) I do not have any commitments that would prevent me from attending the BPAC meetings.

B.) Yes. I'm a member of the Midcoast Community Council Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee, San Mateo
County Harbor District CoastalTrail Committee and a board member of Midcoast Park Lands.

C.) Moss Beach, CA

Please let me know if you need any additional information.

Thank you,
Sabrina Brennan
415.816.6'1 11

www.dfm.com
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Steve Schmidt
C/CAG

Crry/CouNry AssocIATIol'¡ or GovnRNMENTS
or S¡,n M¡.rno Corlrurv

Atherton¡BelmontcBrisbanecBurlingame¡ColmøoDalyCityoEastPaloAhooFosterCityo¡ToyroonBayc¡7¡¡t6oroughoMenlopark
MillbraeoPocificaoPortolaYalleyc¡"¿roodCttyoSanBrunocsanCnrlostsanMateoesanMateoCounty.southsnnFrancíscocllootlside

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Public Membership Application

Please give brief answers to the following questions to be considered for appointment to the
City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC).

FOR INCUMBENTS:

1. Why do you want to be reappointed to the BPAC?
I bring years of experience as an everyday cyclist and an elected ofnicial who has worked
successfully with colleagues and the staff of the County and cities. My presence on the BPAC
makes it stronger and more credible. I enjoy working with my colleagues including the BPAC
staff and Rich Napier.

2.Do you have any suggestions for making the BPAC more effective?
There should be a closer relationship between BPAC and the County. For example, the
Countywide Bicycle Plan recently approved by CCAG should also be made apartof the
County's General Plan. The expertise of the BPAC should also be applied to all bicycle and
pedestrian project funding requests in the County, including those currently evaluated by the
Transpof ati on Authority.

3. How long have you served on the BPAC?
Currently two years, and I was on an advisory committee that became the BPAC and the new
BPAC from 1991 unrtil2002.

FOR NEV/ MEMBERS:

1. What expertise/experience do you have pertaining to serving on this committee?
2.Why do you want to serve on this committee?
3. What special strengths would you bring to the committee?
4. What is the role of the countyvide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee?
5. Have you ever attended a meeting of this committee? If so, when?

555 county center, 5'h Floor, Redwood ctty, cA 94063 PsoNe: 650.599. I 460 F tx: 650.361 .g227
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C/CAG
Cny/CouNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

rSïrqM¡rro eouxrv

AthertonoBelnonl .BrisbanecBurlingameoColmacDalyCityoEaslPaloAlto.FosterCity.¡¡n¡¡roonBay¡HillsboroughoMenloPark
MitlbraeoPacificaoPortolaValleytRedwootlCityoSors*nooSanCarlostSanMateo.SanMoleoCountyoSoulhSanFranciscooWootlside

FOR ALL APPLICANTS:

A. The C/CAG BPAC meets on the fourth Thursday of the month from 7:00 - 9:00 p.m., do you

have other commitments that will keep you from attending meetings?

B. Are you a member of any other committees/organizations? Yes, Peninsula Committee of the

Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition,
C. Please mention the city in which you reside. I've lived in Menlo Park since 1976.

Applications wil1be reviewed and presented to the C/CAG Board for appointment to the BPAC.

Please email, fax, or mail your application to Tom Madalena.

tmad alena@co. sanm ateo, ca. us

650-361,-8227 fax

555 County Center
5th Floor
Redwood City , CA 94063

555 County Cenrer, 5'h Floor, Redwood Cìty, CA 94063 Puo¡r¡: 650.599.1460 F¡x: 650.361.8227
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WILLIAM L HUBER 14ó Crescnel Ave, PO Box 82
9403

I 650-922-3544
wlhuber@Gmoil.com

www. cudiblesi ght. cor,

November 10,2011
Tom Madalena
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
555 County Center
Redwood City, CA 94063
tmadalena@co.san mateo.ca.us

Dear Tom,

I am applying to be a member of the Bicycle and pedestrian Advisory committee.

l-. I have over 30 years experience as an executive of a food service company and am well versed in
management and budgeting issues. Working cooperativelywith an understanding of the need to
build a consensus is also someth¡ng I strive for.

2. Participating in our representative government and contributing to the public aood is a responsibil-
ity of us all. Being a member of th is comm¡ttee is one of my ways to make a contribut¡on.

3' I ride a bicycle for for both pleasure and exercise and have competed a number of 300 mile plus
bike tours. I understand the importance of bicycle et¡quette and have seen the benefits great trail
systems.

4. Working within regulatory and economic constraints do everything possible to make sure that bicy-
cle and pedestrian trail systems and facilities are well though out, properly maintained, and acces-
sible to all the citizens of San Mateo County.

5. I have not attended a meeting of the committee.

a. I have no commitments that will prevent me from attending meet¡ngs and to fully participate.

b' lam on the board of directors of the Coastside Democrats and am Co-President of the BayArea
chapter of the Foundat¡on Fighting Blindness. lalso provide iPhone VoiceOvertraining for blind
individuals and operate a website: www.audiblesight. com.

c. I reside in Moss Beach an unincorporated area,

Sincerely yours,

William Huber
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Page I o12

Tom Madalena - BPAC Application

From: "ShandonLloyd"<shandonl@gmail.com>
To: <tmadalena@co.sanmateo.ca.us)
Date: 1lll4l20l1 11:08 AM
Subject: BPAC Application

Dear M¡. Madalena -

Please see below my application to the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee. I believe that I
would be a good addition to the committee. Thank you for your consideration.

Best,
Shandon Lloyd
490La Mesa Dríve
Portola Valley, CA 94028
650-233-81 10

FOR NEW MEMBERS:

1. What expertise / experience do you have pertaining to serving on this committee?

I have been an avid cyclist in San Mateo County for twenty years - amateur racing, recreational riding,
and leading group rides for kids. I became interested in advocacy in November 2070 in response to the
cycling fatality on Alpine Road at 280.I worked with community members and San Mateo County
engineers on plans to redesign that intersection.

2.Why do you want to serve on this committee?

Development needs more input from the bicycling and pedestrian com,munity. Often their interests are
not considered. For example, last year's proposals for traffic calming on Sand Hill Road in Menlo Park
did not consider cycling safety at all. Another example is Portola Valley's new trail along Alpine Road,
which is difficult to access due to Alpine's heavy traffic and unsafe crossings. I want to represent the
cyclists and pedestrians in this community and help create a safer place for all of us. I believe that as a

member of BPAC I can accomplish more towards safety than I could as just an individual resident of
unincorporated San Mateo County.

3. IVhat special strengths would you bring to the committee?

I would bring my insight and long time experience as a cyclist and resident, as well my passion for
change to the committee.

4. What is the role of the countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee?

I believe that BPAC's primary role is to work with the County to promote the safety of bicyclists and

pedestrians. I know that much of their responsibility deals within the realm of making recommendations
on which bicycle and pedestrian projects to fund in the County.

5. Have you ever attended a meeting of this committee?

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pwuser\Lo.uf Sät?iåg's\TempU(Pgrpwise\4Ec0F697DP... if.n6l20II



Page 2 of 2

led.

FOR ALL APPLICANTS:

A. The CiCAAG BPAC meets on the fourth Thursday of the month from 7:00 - 9:00 pm, do you have
other commitments that will keep you from attending meetings?

No.

B. Are you a member of any other committees / organizations?

I am a member of the Silicon Valley Bike Coalition and I am currently applying for Portola Valley's
new Bicycle and Trafnic Committee.

C. Please mention the city in which you reside.

I reside in Ladera, which is in unincorporated San Mateo County.

file://C:U)ocuments and Settings\pwuser\Locat Sêfiåþs\TempUCPgrpwise\4EC0F697DP... 11/1612011



Bi eyele anèPedestrian Advi s ory Committee Pub lic Memb ership App li cation

Applicant: Joel Slavit

L Wat expertise/experience do you have pertaining to serving on this cotnmittee?

I previously served on the BPAC from 2009 through 2}l},participating in the
Committee's evaluation of bicycle and pedestrian projects proposed for grant funding and
providing input to the update of the San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan. I have a professional planning credential from the American Institute of
Certified Planners (AICP) and a B.S. degree in City and Regional Planning. I also have
over 13 years of professional planning experience with the City of San Jose and over 1 1

years of professional experience as a grant manager for the San Mateo County Transit
District,

My professional planning experience has included the development of policies to
promote and improve walking and bicycling as a mode of alternative transportation and
the planning for the implementation of specific projects, with a focus on muiti-use
bicycle/pedestrian trails. As a grant manager,I have an extensive working knowledge of
grant funding programs and a successful track record of effectivqly applytqg for and
managing grants from inception through project close-out. In addition to serving on the
BPAC, I have also served on other pedestrian and bicycle related grant scoring
committees helping to develop program criteria and evaluate proposals for the initial call
for projects for the Transportation and Land Use Coalition's (TALC's) Safe Routes to
Transit (SR2T) program and to disperse federally earmarked funds programmed to
SamTrans for the Grand Boulevard in San Mateo County. Last year, I participated in the
inaugural joint call for projects for the San Mateo County Transportation Authority's
(SMCTA's) Measure A and C/CAG's TDA Article 3 funds as a member of the SMCTA
staff scoring review committee. I have also served on two grant review committees for
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission's (MTC's) Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC) program.

2. lVhy do you want to serye on this cotnmittee?

During my prior term on the BPAC, I found it personally rewarding helping to contribute
to the improvement of the County's bicycle and pedestrian network and staying current
with community issues and concerns. I was gratefui to have been part of a dedicated
group of individuals who worked cooperatively to help enhance the quality of the built
environment for bicyclists and pedestrians in San Mateo County.

I believe that well planned and implemented bicycle and pedestrian facilities are an
essential component of smart growth. If appointed to serve for another term, I believe I
can continue to make a positive contribution in making recommendations to further
strengthen the connection between transportation and land use. In addition to my interest
from a work perspective, I have a personal interest as I frequently bicycle as my mode of
transportation between home and work.
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3. Wat special strengths would )tou bring to the comntittee?

I have an extensive amount of experience planning for the implementation of bicycle and

pedestrian facilities, both as a planner and as a grant manager. I have a solid
understanding of good design practices and funding programs for bicycie and pedestrian

facilities. As a planner, I recognizethe need to consider and weigh all potential impacts
that could occur from a proposal and the importance of developing positive working
relationships from my interaction with stakeholders, especially when there are competing

interests or potential conflicts. I can bring additional insight to the committee as a user of
bicycle facilities as well as pedestrian issues from my recent appointment serving on the

Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Advisory Committee.

4. Wat is the role of the countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee?

The role of the BPAC is to provide recommendations on ali matters pertaining to bicycle
and pedestrian facilities in the County, which may include the development of plans and

policies and input on proposals that are presented to the committee. The BPAC is
responsibie for providing recommendations on the award of various bicycle and

pedestrian grant funding programs and serves in an advisory role to the C/CAG Board.

5. Have you ever attended a meeting of this committee? If so, when?

I attended all of the BPAC meetings while serving as a member from 2009-2010. kr
addition, I also participated in the March 2011 meeting, representing SMCTA staff
during the special presentation session that was part of the joint cali for projects for the

combined TDA Article 3 and Measure A bicycle and pedestrian programs.

A. The C/CAG BPAC meets on thefourth Thursday of the monthfrom 7:00 - 9:00 p.m.,

do you have other commitments that will keep youfrom attending meetings?

There aÍe no other obligations that would prevent me from attending the regularly
scheduled BPAC meetings.

B. Are you a member of any other committees/organizations?

I am a member of the Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Advisory Committee, the American
Planning Association, the American Institute of Certified Planners and am serving on a
Transit Cooperative Research Program (TCRP) panel for evaluating state of good repair
implications for transit.

C. Please mention the city in which you reside.

San Carlos
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee

ew Publie Membership Applieation

My name is Robert (Bob) Bear and I am applying as a new member to serve on the San
Mateo Bicycle and Advisory Committee. I am a fifteen year resident of Burlingame and
feel I would be an excellent addition to the committee. The following are answers to the
questions formatted per your application. lf you need additional information please
contact me by email bobbear9@hotmail.com or cell phone 650.218.sgg8

FOR NEW MEMBERS:

1. What expertise/experience do you have pertaining to seruing on this committee?

I am an avid cyclist, active pedestrian, user of public transportation and driver. I feel
you must understand and have experience in all four of these points of view to bring a
common sense voice to this advisory committee. Having been a successful technology
executive for over thirty year:s, wjth both start ups and Jarge companies, I bring a broad
range of experience across a variety of disciplines. My strengths include leadership,
creative problem solving, adaptability, team motivation and financial analysis.

2. Why do you want to serye on this committee?

I would like to serve on this committee because I have recently semi-retired, to become
a stay at home dad to my two young daughters, and have the time to serve. While my
primary role will be caregiver to my daughters, one of my goals is to be able to give
back to my community and this committee is a perfect area for me to offer my
experience, expertise and time.

3. What special strengths would you bring to the committee?

I have an extensive background in manufacturing and industrial engineering, where I

have done design and layout of very large facilities / factories. These facilities have
incorporated many types of transportation systems to move people, materials and
information both indoors and out, which I feel will be very applicable to this committee.
I have strong project management skills and understand how to gather differing points
of view and develop a concise plan to achieve agreed upon goals, while understanding
the constraints of time, resources and money. I am also well versed ín data analysis
and blueprint and map reading, which will help in interpreting and improving the San
Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle Route Plan.

Robert Bear, 1510 Drake Ave, Burlingame, CA bobbearg@hotmail.com
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee

 -WhaLislhe role of the countywide Bicyele and Pedestrian Advisory Committeei

Per your website; the committee makes recommendations to C/CAG on bicycle and
pedestrian projects to be funded with Transportation Development Act (TDA)funds. lt
also serves as a County-wide forum for information on bicyciing issues ior local
bikeways committees.

5. Have you ever attended a meeting of this committee? rf so, when?

I have just learned of this committee and look fonruard to attending the next meeting in
January.

FOR ALL APPLICANTS:

A- The C/CAG BPAC meets on the fou¡fh Thursday of the month from 7:00 - g:00 p.m.,
do you have other commitments that wilt keep you from attending meetings?

I have no other commitments that will keep me from attending the normally scheduled
meetings and have the flexibility to participate at other times if required.

B. Are you a member of any other committees/organizations?

I volunteer extensjvel¡r at my daughters Elementary school (Lincoln, in Burlingame) and
am a member of the Dad's club.

C. Please mention the city in which you resíde.

I am a fifteen year resident of Burlingame. My wife is an executive at Oracle and we are
currently raising our two young daughters, who attend Lincoln Elementary school. Our
intention is to live in Burlingame the rest of our lives.

Additional personal information

My company website: http://www.rhbear.com/

My Li n ked I n profi le : http ://r¡n¿vu¡. I i n ked i n. co m/i n/bob bea r

Robert Bear, 1-510 Drake Ave, Burlingame, cA bobbearg@hotmail.com
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DearJom Madalena and e/eAG Bsar&Member

I'm excited about the opportunity to apply for a position on the City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (C/CAG) Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC).

1. lYhat expertise/experience do you høve pertøíníng to serving on this contmìttee?

I've attended the C/CAG BPAC since February 201I and have usually made public comments to give
feedback to the committee memberr oo irrr"r on theii agenda. I first got invólved beiause the initial draft of the
2011 San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan excluded Middlefield Rd through North
Fair Oals as a Priority North-South route. As a cyclist who frequently uses this route, I believed it should be
included since it's safer and more convenient than other routes in that area, and is already heavily used by
cyclists. With the help of other bicycle advocates and the Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition (SVBC), I was able to
convince the Department of Public V/orks to recorrrnend that it be included. They had legitmate conerns with
installing bicycle paths or lanes there, due to space constraints, but \Me were able to reach a compromise that
everyone was satisfied with.

Since then, I've given input on other bicycle and pedestrian plans, including the 2011 East Palo Alto
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan,lhe 2011 Palo Alto Bicycle * Pedestrian Transportation Plan, and the Menlo Park
Downtown/El Camino Real Downtown Specific Plan.I've used my personal experience with bicycling in these
cities and knowledge of the California Highway Design Manual (HD^4) and Calífurnia Manual on (Jniform
Trofrtc Control Devices (MUTCD) to make recommendations that are both effective and practical.

Over the past year, I've also taken courses at Stanford University and San Mateo County to become
familiar with how local governments make decisions. These courses included Managing Local Government,
taught by San Mateo County Manager David Boesch, Sustainable Transportation,taught by C/CAG
Transportation Planner Joeseph Kott, and San Mateo County Civics l0l, moderated by San Mateo County
Communications Director Marshall Wilson.

Because I don't own a vehicle, I rely on bicycling, walking, and transit for all of my daily transportation
needs. I've bicycled all over San Mateo County from Daly City and Brisbane to Menlo Park and East Palo Alto,
and from Pacifica to Half Moon Bay. I regularly bicycle between San Franisco and East Palo Alto, where I live,
crossing much of the urbanized area of San Mateo County. I participate in group bicycle rides that include riders
of various skill levels - including beginner cyclists, college students, racers, and parents with children. This
familiarity with the county's bicycle routes and practical experience with cyclists of varying skill levels has
given me a unique perspective on what specific bicycle improvements would be the most beneficial to the most
people.

For some trips, bicycling isn't practical so I use public transit (usually Caltrain) and then walk to my
destination. I often walk one or two miles from my apartment in East Palo Alto to the Ravenswood 101
Shopping Center in East Palo Alto, or to downtown Palo Alto or Menlo Park. These routes range from very
pedestrian friendly to very pedestrian un-friendly, so I'm familiar with improvements that can be made to make
walking safer.

2. Wy do yott want Ío serve on thìs committee?

I'd like to serve on the CICAG BPAC to share my knowledge and experience with walking and bicycling
in San Mateo County so that our leaders can make more informed decisions on how to spend the limited funds
available. I believe that bicycle and pedestrian improvements are wise investments that greatly improve our
resdients'health and safety, and our environment.
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3. What special strensths would vou brínø to the comtnittee?

I've worked as a professional engineer (in the wind energy industry) for six years and have developed
practical organizational and teamwork skills and high level of attention to detail as a result. I'm familar wiih
technical writing and able to understand complex technical documents. Due to my experience assisting with the
development of the East Palo Alto, Palo Alto, and Menlo Park bicycle and pedestrian plans, I'm familiar with a
wide variety of modern bicycle and pedestrian improvements and their associated cosis and benefits.

4. Wltøt is tlrc role of the countywide Bicycle and Pedestrìan Advisory Committee?

The Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) makes recommendations to the C/CAG Board
on bicycle and pedestrian projects that are funded by the Transportation Development Act (TDA). BpAC
members should be experts on bicycle and pedestrian issues and attend local bicycleipedestrian committees to
report on decisions made by the C/CAG Board and work conducted by C/CAG staffrelated to bicycle and
pedestrian projects.

5. Have you ever attended ø meeting of thß commíttee? If so, when?

Yes, I've attended most of the clc\G BpAc meetings since February 2011.

A. TIte C/CAG BPAC meets on the fourth Thursday of the month from 7:00 - 9:00 p.m., do you
Inve other commìlmenls lhat will keep youfrom attending meetings?

No, I don't have any commitments on fourth Thursdays from 7:00 - 9:00 pm.

B. Are you a member of øny olher committees/organízations?

Yes, I'm a member of the Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition (SVBC) Peninsula Commitee, which advises
that bicycle advocacy organization on San Maeto County bicycle issues, the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition
(SFBC), and the Loma Prieta Chapter of the Sierra Club. Monthly I attend the Palo Alto Bicycle Advisory
Committee (PABAC) and the Menlo Park Bicycle Commission. I've applied for a position on the East paio Alto
Public Works and Transportation Commission, which will be filled at either the Nov 29 or Dec 6 East palo Alto
City Council meetings.

C. Please mentìon the city in whích you reside.

East Palo Alto.

Thank you very much for considering my application.

Sincerely,

üte-. Ðãtzfr--- -
Andrew Boone
November 75,2077
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David Krieger

C/CAG
Crrv/Couxry Assocmrron on GovnnxMENTS

A¡T}I

AlherloncBelmonlcBrisbanecBurlingameoColmacDalyCity.'¿ortpnto¿no.FosterCitycHalfMoonEay.HillsboroughcMenlopark
MillbraeoPacilÌco'PortolaValleyoRedwoodCityc5o,Btano.SønCarlosoSanMateooSanMoteoCounty.SourhSanFranciscoolloodside

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Public Membership ApplÍcation

Please give brief answers to the following questions to be considered for appointment to the
City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo CountyBicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC).

FOR INCIIMBENTS:

1. Why do you want to be reappointed to the BpAC?
2.Do you have any suggestions for making the BPAC more effective?
3. How long have you served on the BPAC?

FORNEW MEMBERS:

1. What expertise/experience do you have pertaining to serving on this committee?

I have been a commute and recreational cyclist for over 15 years. I used to commute to
college mostly on bike, and then commuted to work every day, 15 miles each way. As such, I
am aware of the needs of commute cyclists, from road conditions to parking availability.

I was also trained as an LCI(League Cycling Instructor) by the League of American
Bicyclists, and co-taught two courses many years ago.

2. Why do you want to serve on this committee?

I would like to see cycling as a viable mainstream choice for transportation and recreation,
and see bike facilities as a key way to make this happen. I would also like to see people
walking more for daily activities, instead of needing to drive. I see the following main
constituencies for bike and pedestrian use:

. people who bike/walk because they see it as a better lifestyle choice than driving

. people who bike/walk recreationally for exercise

. people who bike/walk to public transit

. people who bike/walk because they are too poor to own a car, and public transit is
often slower than those options.

I see this committee as being able to assist all of these constituencies.

555 County Center, 5'h Floo¡ Redwood Clty, C1;å0j3 Puore: 650.599.1460 Fpx: 650.361.822i



C/CAG
Crrv/Couxry AssocrlTrox on GovnRNMENTS
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Atherton c Belmonl c Brisbnne c Burlingame c Colma o Daly City o East Palo Aho. Foster Ciry e ¡Toyroon Bay c ¡¡¡¡¡t6orough o Menlo Park
MillbraeoPacilicaoPorlolaYalleytRedwoodCityoSanBrunooSanCorloscSanMateocSanMaleoCountytSoulhSonFranciscoelloodside

3. 'What speciai strengths would you bring to the committee?

Trained as a physicist and a computer engineer, I can objectively study various options and

come to a conclusion as to the tradeofß of different plans.

4. 'What 
is the role of the countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee?

The BPAC provides recommendations as to the allocation of funding for Bike and Pedestrian
activities throughout the county.

5. Have you ever attended a meeting of this committee? If so, when?

Unfortunately, no. I would have attended the previous meeting, but it was cancelled at the
last minute.

FOR ALL APPLICANTS:

A. The C/CAG BPAC meets on the fourth Thursday of the month from 7:00 - 9:00 p.m., do
you have other commitments that will keep you from attending meetings?

No, I should be able to attend all meetings.

B. Are you a member of any other committees/organizations?

I am a lifetime member of the League of American Bicyclists, as well as the Silicon Valley
Bike Coalition.

C. Please mention the city in which you reside.

Menlo Park

Applications will be reviewed and presented to the C/CAG Board for appointment to the BPAC.
Please email, fax, or mail your application to Tom Madalena.

tmadalena@co. s anmateo. ca.us

650-361-8227 fax

555 County Center
5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA 940ó3 PuoN¡: 650.599.1460 F¡x: 650.361.8227
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C/CAG
Crry/Comlry AssocrATIoN oF GovERNMENTs

oF SAN M.lrno CouNry

Adele Della-Santina

AlherloncBelmontcBrisbanecBurlingameoColma.DalyCityoEaslPøloAltocFoslerCitycHalfMoonBayoHillsboroughoMenlopark
Millbrae.PacifrcaoPortolaVallq'oRedwoodCityoSanBrunotSanCnrlosoSanMateocsonMateoCounty"gsul¡SanFrãnciscoellootlsitle

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Public Membership Application

Please give brief answers to the following questions to be considered for appointrnent to the
CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC).

FOR INCT]MBENTS:
1. Why do you want to be reappointed to the BPAC?
2. Do you have any suggestions for making the BPAC more effective? - Not at this time
3. How long have you served on the BPAC?

FOR NEW MEMBERS:
L What expertise/experience do you have pertaining to serving on this committee? Ex¡lerience (l
sat on the Transportation Authority, SAMTRANS and on C-CAG during the 90's while I u,as on
the Belmont City Council.
2. Why do you want to serve on this committee? I can be of vahre based on my experience and
desire to make pedestrian and bicycle mobilizatio¡r saÈr.
3. What special strengths would you bring to the committee? Project planning, evaluation and
execution.
4. What is the role of the countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commiuee? To evaluare
and advise on best use of project funding.
5. Have you ever attended a meeting of this committee? If so, when? I u,as on C-CAG. never ol1
this committee.

FOR AIL APPLICANTS:
A. The C/CAG BPAC meets on the fourth Thursday of the month from 7:00 - 9:00 p.m., do you
have other commitments that will keep you from attending meetings? -No.
B. Are you a member of any other committees/organizations? - No public organizations at this
time.
C. Please mention the city in which you reside. -Belmont

Applications will be reviewed and presented to the CiCAG Board for appointment to the BPAC.
Please email, fax, or mail your application to Tom Madalena.

tmadal ena@co. sanmateo. ca.us

650-361-8227 fax
555 County Center
5th Floor

555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood 
".r,r:;10:3 

P¡¡oN¡:650.599.1460 Fex: 650.361.8227
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CAGAGTI\ÐAR#PO
December 8, 2011

citylcounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Conduct public hearing and adoption of the Fínal2011 Congestion Management
Program (cNP) for San Mateo county (Require special voting procedures)

(For further information contact John Hoang3æ-a105)

Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board:

. conduct a Public Hearing and consider comments on the Final 2011
Management Program (ClvIP) for San Mateo County.

Congestion

' Approve Resolution 11-65 adopting the Final 2011 CMP for San Mateo County

FTSCAL IMPACT

Adopting the CMP in itself will not have any fiscal impact.

SOTiRCE OF'FUNDS

Not applicable.

BACKGROT]ND/DIS S CUS ION

Every two years, C/CAG as the Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County, is
required to prepare and adopt a Congestion Management Program (CMp). The role of a CMp
includes: identi$ing specific near term projects to implement the longer-range vision established
in a countywide plan; addressing the transportation investment prioritìes in a countywide context;
and establishing a link between local land use decision making and the transportatiôn planning
process.

State law establishing the CMPs include specific requirements for the content and development
process, the relationship between the CMP and the metropolitan planning process, and foi system
monitoring. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is respãnsible for reviewing
the CMP for consistency with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), evaluation of consisten-cy
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and compatibility of the CMP in the region, and inclusion of CMP projects in the Regional
r sportatiorrlmprovement Program{RTI?) in order to competefor state funding.

The C/CAG Board approved the Draft 2011 CMP on September 8, 2011 and authorized its release
for review and comments. The Draft2011 CMP was issued on Septemb er 23,201 1 to county and
regional transportation agencies and localjurisdictions. Staffdid not receive any external
comments by the close of the review period on October 14,2011, therefore proceeded to finalize
the 2011 CMP. In addition to minor editorial changes, the following updates were incorporated
into the Final2011 CMP:

. Updated Chapter 5: Included additional information regarding shuttle services in San
Mateo County.

. Updated Table 5-1: San Mateo County Employed Residents (Mode of Transportation to
'WorÐ to include 2010 data.

. Updated Table 8-1: Proposed20l2 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) to
include the latest project list (Board approved at the October 2071 meeting).

. Updated Chapter 9: Data Base and Travel Model incorporating new content to describe the
new C/CAG CMP Transportation Model and Database element,

. Updated Appendix F: Included the Final 2011 CMP MonitoringReport. The final report
includes an updated Table 7: Transit Ridership Totals.

. Updated Appendix G: Status of Capital Improvement Projects includes project status
updates since the 2009 CMP.

. Updated Appendix K: Checklist for Modeling Consistency

The updated version of the 2011 CMP was submitted to the MTC on October 14,207i, for a
consistency review. The "Checklist for Modeling Consistency" (Appendix K) was submitted
separately on October 24,2017.

The MTC, at its November 16, 2011 meeting, determined that the San Mateo County's 2011 CMP
is consistent with the current RTP (Transportation 2035 Plan) and the CMP is compatible with
other Bay Area CMPs. Once the2011 CMP is adopted by C/CAG, MTC will finalize its
consistency findings.

The Final 2011 CMP and Appendices can be view and/or downloaded from the following web
page: http://ccag.ca. gov/studies-20 1 i CongMgmtPrg.html

ATTACHMENT

' Resolution 11-65
. Final 2011 Congestion Management Program (CMP) for San Mateo County (Report only)

(Providedfor C/CAG Board and Alternqte members only and submitted separately. Other
interested parties may contact John Hoang at 650-363-4105 for copies)

-94-



RESOLUTION 11-65

A RESOLUTIOI\ OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUI.'ITY ASSOCIATIOI.{ OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO

COUNTY (C/CAG) ADOPTING THE FINAL 201,1CONGESTIOI',{
MANAGBMEI{T PROGRAM (CMP) FOR SAN MATEO COUNTY

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments

of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

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

\ryHEREAS, C/CAG has developed a Congestion Management Program for 2011 and has

circulated it for comment to local jurisdictions and other interested parties; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has conducted a Public Hearing in compliance with the

requirements for adoption of a Congestion Management Program; and

\ryHEREAS, C/CAG has considered the comments received in writing and at the Public
Hearing; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has voted to adopt the20l1 Congestion Management Program for
San Mateo County.

NO\il, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of C/CAG
hereby adopts the 2011 Congestion Management Program for San Mateo County.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 8TH DAY OF DECEMBER 2011.

Bob Grassilli, Chair

-95 -



-96-



CICAG AGEI{DA REPO
December 8,2077

City/County Association of Govemments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and endorse the final list of projects for San Mateo county to be
submitted to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for inclusion in
the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).

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

Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/AG Board review and endorse of the final list of projects to be submitted to the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for inclusion in the Regional Transportation
Plan/S ustainab le Communities Strategy (RTP/S C S ).

FISCAL IMPACT
None.

SOURCE OF FUNDS
NA

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (N4TC) issued a"call for projects" on February 14,
20Il for development of its long-range Regional Transportation PlarVsustainable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS). MTC has requested that project sponsors submit projects through their
respective Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for each county. The tounty level ,,cali for
projects" was issued on February 18, 201 1.

This "call for projects" was issued to public works directors of the 21 local jurisdictions with
copies sent to the respective city managers, plarming directors, as well as IVITC policy advisory
council members (in San Mateo), C/CAG board members, CiCAG committee members, and
low-income community based orgarization stakeholders. The "call for projects,, was also
posted on the C/CAG website, advertised in a press release and went through a Public Hearing
process.

C/CAG staff worked with the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans), the San Mateo
County Transportation Authority (SMCTA), Caltrain, and others, to developproject lists for
Measure A, transit, and multi-county projects. Coordination meetings witfr U1C and California
Department of Transpofation (Caltrans) staff were held to discuss mutual priorities.

ITEM 6.4
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OnMay 12,2017,thrClCAG board approved the$nal RTP list oÊprojeets tobgsubmitteËto
MTC, based on request received from partner agencies in the County. Since May, MTC has
processed our list and released financial projections which supersede the earlier financial
constraint for the RTP. A revised listing containing year of expenditure (yOE) project
projections was sent back to staff, with a request to fit a new discretionary fimít ìetly MTC.
Modifications to this list, fitting the new discretionary limit, are attached and shaded in grey.

MTC has been conducting'þroject-level performance assessments." The'þroject-level
performance assessment" is designed to identi$z projects and programs thaiadvance the
SCS/RTP goals, support the SCS land use strategy, and are cost-effective. The assessment is
similar to that performed as part of Transportation 2035.

MTC is currently conducting "detailed scenarios assessments". The "detailed scenario
assessment", performed after the 'þroject-level performance assessment," will capture the
interactions among transportation projects and land use.

MTC will be holding discussions regarding the "detailed scenario results" and will define the
draft funding policy and investment strategies for the various modes of transportation and land
use.

The overall RTP/SCS development is scheduled for adoption during November 2012 - Ap¡l
2013' It is anticipated that the RTP/SCS will continue to be updat.ã 

"urry 
four (4) years with no

mid term amendment.

ATTACHMENTS

' Listing of San Mateo County 2040 Regional Transportation Plan (RTp) projects
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PIan Bay Area Draft List of Significant Uncommitted projects
Version Date: October 17, ZO11

County RTPID Project Total Cost
(YoEs) . Benefit-

Cost Ratio
San Mãtêo 21602

2160!
US 101 / Broadway lnterchange Reconstruction

San Mateô 45.:
33.(

29-, 80( 5 46
s bh-t Ycs Yes

tan Mateo 77604
US 101 mod¡fied aux¡t¡ary tanes from Oyst"iÞõinäã]ãi'
Francisco County line

s 33( s l6 36.3
5 72 5 36.( S ¡o.o

t ,4,

> ¿.3

s

-5
4(

Yes

5 76 s 33t 5 429 s Yes Yes)an Mateo )160( JS 101/ Wìllow Road interchange reconstruct¡on s 7 s 3)1;an Mateo 2160-, Jnivers¡ty Overcrossin g s 24
60i s 341 265 Yes Yes

San Mateo 21609
l-280lt-380 tocal access improuements frcm-nããiEGiãìiã
san Bruno Avenue to l-3go 5 2

72 2 s s 4 Ycs

:
5

27.!

305.S

5 27 5 2 s 2 s 22
San Mateo 21,6t2

lmprove access to/ from west side of D¡mbilto" fidgm
Route 84 connectinR to US 101 lphase 1 I S sszr s 52¿ s 10c s 379 s 54 s 10 s 315 Yes Yes

San Mateo 2L6t-:
Route 92 improvements from San Mateo Bridge to l_2g0,
includes uph¡ll pass¡ng lane from US 101 to l-280 (phase 1)

S vq.: S tt.r

Sq.
5

) 1t

s 14i S L42.1 s 191 s 19 s 15! S 1s6.s Yes
San Mateo 21611 S rrg.:

S roor;an Mateo 21624 lransit Or¡êntcd Dpvplnnmonr 100 ( r27 5 10 s 10r ro7.

San Mateo 2t892
¡Viden Woodside Road from 4 to 6 lanes from El CanÍno to
[oadway

50i 50( S lsor s 7sr s 75? Yês
s 16C 5t

S2
s 732 5 18 5 20 ) 1.1 s 15(

5an Mateo 2189:
Route 92 between Half Moon Bay citv limits an¿ p¡tarc¡tos

3reek alignment and shoulder imorovementç s 34 ) 2 s 29.C s 36.; s 2 ) 2.7 s 30! Ycs
;an Mateo 221)( 5 s9.1

5 ¿eo

5- 8?.o

5 80.7

F- ?41

S so¿

San Mateo 2222(

Bayshore lntermodal Fac¡l¡tv lcross nlârf;;

s

ë 43 s 61 ( s t6 S ¿a.t s Yes

Street LRT at CaltraÌn Bayshore station and BRT & bus
connections)

5 s 48r s 51 E s s 51F Yes Yes

San Mateo 1

)
tan Mateo 2222a

U5 101/5ierra Point pârkwãv lntprrhansp
s 14

s 7 s 95( /b: s 19 1 s Yes Yes 2

Extension s s bbt s 887 s 15 (
s 732

ian Mateo ))a,(

5an Mateo 2223i -onstruct streetscape improvements in planned Development
lreas

s 6t s 61 ! 5 81.7 7 5 7( 5 67 Yes Yes

s s 45( s 759 s 81 s s 67t
;an Mateo 2226 S g.:

S rzsr;an Mateo 2226ç
5 30 s gf 5 67 31

5an Mateo 22271
W¡den Skyl¡ne Boulevard (Route 35) to 4-tane ,ãø."y tãñT
280 to Sneath Lane

520 7Ar S 263.f 678 78 s lr7 Ves 2
5 27! s s 18 1 s 25 5 2 s 2 s 27.2 Yes

Yes 16

San Mateo 22274
Intelligent Transportation System (tTS) improveãinEìnãiõ5
in San Mateo Countv s s s 30.r 5 5 111(

- 161r

s 65f s 452 s Yes
tan Mateo 2))7c JS 101/Produce Avenue interchanee Dro¡ect 107.1 Þ 50( s;an Mateo ?))Rt 5 200(

5 rs.:

s 86 5 s

San Mateo 22757 SR 1 Safety and Congest¡on lmprovements in Half Moon Bay

222 3 5 29t I tct' Yes Yes

s 8( s s 16r S e.t

s 168r

Sa.
t4¿

( Ye6
san Mateo 2215( U5 l0UCandlestick Point lnterchengp 5 192( 1St f 5 38.4

S g.e

s
San Mãteo 94644

Route 92 westbound slow vehicle lane between Route 35 and I

280 S 1t2r s 9t
Ves Yes

s 92.( 5 1191 s 104 s ro¿ 5 98(

San Mateo 9820¿
Construct Route 1 (Calera Pkwy) northbound and southbound
lanes from Fassler Avenue to Westport Dr¡ve in pacifica s!( ) 25t s 25 s-

5--J-63

5 533 s 26.t s 26t 5 Yes Yes

;an Mateo 23043( licvcle/Pedestrian Enhancements s 146 C 5

5

5f 7S(
;an Mateo 230434 s 20c

11q r 100.c

affic manaaement Droeram. 20( 5 s 30 5 s 30 I
San Mateo 2 30 qq, lay Road lmprovements, Phase ll& lll

;amTrans Bus Rap¡d Transit (BRT)
;amTrans Rap¡d Bus 5ervice (ExDress)

5 11 ! 5
5an Mateo Yes

)an Mateo 2400)
S 1s4¡ s 3( 151 

'
s S 1s9.r 156.; Yes 2

tan Mateo 2400)t
s 2\ s 1 s t.i 2 l_: 5 Yes

;an Mateo 24006(
s 10f s 22 s Rf s s 16.t s ?t 73 Yes

San Mateo 240064
100.c 10c s 70( S 117r 777 105 Yes

Yes
6s 300 ( )06 I s 30r S 640 S 46ot S 310.2 45.2 s 96t
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5an Mateo County's Safe Routes to Schools

Non-Capacity lncreas¡ng Locãl Road lntersect¡on Modific¿tions

lncreasing Local Roãd lntersection Modifi cations

Redwood City Street Car Construction and lmplementation

El Camino Real lnto a Complete Street as part of

Plan Bay Area Draft L¡st of S¡gnificant Uncommitted projects

Version Date: October 17, 2011

subtotal

Discretionary Financial Constraint

rr-¡dr,h¡^<dnr.6û. r'¿Þ!Jéí..rndñabr¡¿dh,¡il aÞftryh(rr.aÞ4dr ¡¿ñr¡kd¡.,., hhdud¡ñ 16.ÞbnÞ,æGr k.dJ¿,rdd¡ñrh finrdjþdrnjnd dri.

s

s

t,

2,009.2

2,009.2 S
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