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BOARD MEETING NOTICE

Meeting No. 230

DATE: Thursday, December 9, 2010
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
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CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

PRESENTATIONS/ ANNOUNCEMENTS
PRESENTATION

Presentation of Certificate of Appreciation to Julie Lancelle, Councilmember of the City of
Pacifica, for her years of dedicated service and contributions to C/CAG. p. 1

Presentation of Certificate of Appreciation to Sue Lempert, City of San Mateo, for her years of

dedicated service and contributions to MTC. p.-3
Presentation by State Senator Leland Yee. p.5
Presentation by Bay Conservation Development Commission p.-7

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

C/CAG’s 20™ Anniversary

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.

Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 229 dated November 18, 2010.
ACTION p. 9

Consideration of a Referral from the County of San Mateo, Re: Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a General Plan Amendment: San
Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element. ACTION p. 15

Consideration/Approval of a Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency
Review of a Referral From the City of Redwood City, Re: Downtown Precise Plan Public
Review Draft 8/31/2010. ACTION p. 41

Review and approval of Resolution 10-65 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Department of Housing for Cooperative
Pursuit of Housing Solutions and to share costs for consulting and staff support services at a net
cost to C/CAG of not to exceed $100,000 for the fiscal year 2010-11.

ACTION p. 53

Update on the San Mateo County Energy Watch, Local Government Partnership with Pacific
Gas and Electric Company. INFORMATION p. 63

Review and accept the Quarterly Investment Report ending September 30, 2010
ACTION p. 67

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.

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 p. 73

Review and approval of Resolution 10-64 (1) accepting the certificate of the Chief Elections
Officer as the statement of the result of the vote as determined by the official canvass of the
November 2, 2010, Measure M election; (2) declaring and accepting the passage of Measure M;
and (3) imposing a $10 Vehicle Registration Fee on vehicles registered in San Mateo County in
accordance with Measure M. ACTION p. 79

Quarterly update on the implementation of the San Mateo County Smart Corridor project.
INFORMATION p. 109
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Review and approval of Resolution 10-63 reauthorizing the San Mateo County Congestion
Relief Plan for four years from July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2015 (Special voting procedures apply).
ACTION p. 111
Review and approval of Resolution 10-66 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement with the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) for travel demand
forecasting model license and services for a three (3) year term in an amount not to exceed
$575,000. ACTION p. 125
COMMITTEE REPORTS
Committee Reports (oral reports).

Chairperson’s Report.

Boardmembers Report

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

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.

Letter from Chair Kasten to the Honorable R. Sean Randolph, Chairman, San Francisco Bay
Conservation Development Commission, dated 11/1/10. RE: San Francisco Bay Conservation
Development Commission’s (BCDC) proposed Bay Plan amendment. p. 137

Letter from Chair Kasten to All Councilpersons of San Mateo County Cities and Members of
the Board of Supervisors, dated 11/18/10. Re: Vacancies on the Congestion Management and
Environmental Quality Committee (CMEQ) and the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee (BPAC). p- 139

Letter from Chair Kasten to the Honorable Ross Mirkarimi, Board Chair, San Francisco

County Transportation Authority, dated 11/22/10. Re: C/CAG’s opposition to the Mobility,
Access and Pricing Study (MAPS) Scenario 3. p. 141

ADJOURN

Next scheduled meeting: January 13, 2011 Regular Board Meeting.

PUBLIC NOTICING: All notices of C/CAG Board and Committee meetings will be posted at
San Mateo County Transit District Office, 1250 San Carlos Ave., San Carlos, CA.



PUBLIC RECORDS: Public records that relate to any item on the open session agenda for a regular
board meeting are available for public inspection. Those records that are distributed less than 72 hours
prior to the meeting are available for public inspection at the same time they are distributed to all
members, or a majority of the members of the Board. The Board has designated the City/ County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG), located at 555 County Center, 5th Floor,
Redwood City, CA 94063, for the purpose of making those public records available for inspection.
The documents are also available on the C/CAG Internet Website, at the link for agendas for upcoming
meetings. The website is located at: http://www.ccag.ca.gov.

NOTE: Persons with disabilities who require auxiliary aids or services in attending and participating in this
meeting should contact Nancy Blair at 650 599-1406, five working days prior to the meeting date.

If you have any questions about the C/CAG Board Agenda, please contact C/CAG Staff:
Executive Director: Richard Napier 650 599-1420  Administrative Assistant: Nancy Blair 650 599-1406

FUTURE MEETINGS

December 9, 2010  Legislative Committee - SamTrans 2° Floor Auditorium - 5:30 p.m.

December 9, 2010  C/CAG Board - SamTrans 2™ Floor Auditorium - 6:30 p.m.

December 16,2010 Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee (RMCP)

December 16,2010 CMP Technical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2™ Floor Auditorium — 3:00 p.m.
December 21,2010 NPDES Technical Advisory Committee - to be determined - 10:00 a.m.

December 27,2010  Administrators’ Advisory Committee - 555 County Center, 5" F1, Redwood City — Noon
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CiTY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
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A PRESENTATION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF
SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG) EXPRESSING APPRECIATION TO
JULIE LANCELLE

FOR HER DEDICATED SERVICE TO C/CAG
A A A A

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

Whereas, Julie Lancelle has served the City of Pacifica community in many
capacities; and,

Whereas, Julie Lancelle has served as Mayor and Council Member for the City
of Pacifica for ten years; and, ‘

Whereas, Julie Lancelle has served on the C/CAG Board of Directors,
representing the City of Pacifica; and,

Whereas, Julie Lancellle has served on the C/CAG Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC) from 2004 to 2010.

Now, therefore, the Board of Directors of C/CAG hereby resolves that C/CAG
expresses 1its appreciation to Julie Lancelle for her many years of dedicated public
service, and wishes her happiness and success in the future.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9" DAY OF DECEMBER, 2010.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

ITEM 4.1.1
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A PRESENTATION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF
SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG) EXPRESSING APPRECIATION TO
SUE LEMPERT

FOR HER DEDICATED SERVICE TO C/ICAG
****************

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

Whereas, Sue Lempert has served the City of San Mateo community in many
capacities; and,

Whereas, Sue Lempert has served on the Bay Area Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) representing cities of San Mateo County;

Whereas, Sue Lempert has served on the C/CAG Board of Directors,
representing the City of San Mateo; and,

Whereas, Sue Lempert has served on the C/CAG Congestion Management and
Environmental Quality (CMEQ) Committee and the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee (BPAC).

Now, therefore, the Board of Directors of C/CAG hereby resolves that C/CAG
expresses its appreciation to Sue Lempert 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.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9™ DAY OF DECEMBER, 2010.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair







C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director
Subject: Presentation by State Senator Leland Yee

(For further information please contact Richard Napier at 650-599-1420)

A verbal report will be provided at the meeting.

ITEM 4.1.3






C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Presentation by Bay Conservation Development Commission

(For further information please contact Richard Napier at 650-599-1420)

A verbal report will be provided at the meeting.

ITEM 4.1.4






C/CAG

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

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

Meeting No. 229
November 18, 2010

1.0 CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
Chair Kasten called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. Roll Call was taken.

Coralin Feierbach - Belmont

Terry Nagel - Burlingame

Joe Silva - Colma

David Canepa - Daly City

Carlos Romero - East Palo Alto (6:50)
Linda Koelling - Foster City

Naomi Patridge - Half Moon Bay

Tom Kasten - Hillsborough

Paul Seto - Millbrae

Julie Lancelle - Pacifica

Maryann Moise Derwin - Portola Valley
Alicia Aguirre - Redwood City

Bob Grassilli - San Carlos

Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit District
Deborah Gordon - Woodside

Absent:
Atherton
Brisbane
Menlo Park
San Bruno
San Mateo
San Mateo County

Others:

Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG

Sandy Wong, Deputy Director - C/CAG

Carol Woodward, C/CAG - Legal Counsel

Nancy Blair, C/CAG Staff

Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff

John Hoang, C/CAG Staff

Jean Higaki, C/CAG Staff

Matt Fabry, C/CAG Staff

Jim Bigelow, Redwood City/San Mateo County Chamber, CMEQ Member

Onnalee Trapp, CMAQ Committee, League of Women Voters of San Mateo County ITEM 5.1

555 COUNTY CENTER, 5™ FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063 PHONE: 650.599.1420 FAX: 650.361.8227
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Christine, Maley-Grubl, Peninsula Congestion Relief Alliance
Joe La Mariana, San Mateo County - Public Works

Kim Springer, San Mateo County - Public Works

Joel Slavit, San Carlos

Margaret Pye, San Carlos

Cathleen Baker, San Mateo

David Alfano, Menlo Park

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE led by David Boesch

PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

None.

RESOLUTIONS OF APPRECIATION / PRESENTATIONS/ ANNOUNCEMENTS
Strategies for improving food and physical activity environments in San Mateo County.

Jean Fraser, Chief, San Mateo County Health System, gave a presentation and answered
questions.

CONSENT AGENDA.

Boardmember Koelling MOVED approval of Consent Items 5.1, 5.2, 5.4.1, 5.5, 5.6, 5.7, and
5.8. Boardmember Gordon SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 228 dated September 9, 2010.
APPROVED
CONSENT AGENDA

Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 228 dated September 16, 2010.
APPROVED
Review and approval of Resolution 10-60 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement between C/CAG and the County of San Mateo for up to $49,999 for staff services
provided to the Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee and for C/CAG as
the Local Task Force. APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 10-61 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement between C/CAG and Kema, Incorporated for Consulting Services for the Bay Area
Air Quality Management District Climate Action Plan Template Grant Project in an Amount
not to Exceed $49,500. APPROVED

C/CAG Chair approved agreements in accordance with the adopted Procurement Policy.
Agreement Between C/CAG and the County of San Mateo to Provide Staff Services for a

Climate Action Plan Template Project in an Amount not to Exceed $20,000.
INFORMATION
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5.5  Review and Approval of Resolution 10-58 Authorizing the C/CAG Chair to Execute a Two-
Year No-Cost Extension to the Agreement with the County of San Mateo to Construct a
Sustainable Green Street and Parking Lot Demonstration Project. APPROVED

5.6 Review and Adoption of Resolution No. 10-59 Authorizing the C/CAG Board of Directors to
Submit an Application to Caltrans to Receive and Accept State Grant Funds and Certify
C/CAG’s Share of Matching Funds to Prepare an Update of the Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for the Environs of Half Moon Bay Airport. APPROVED

5.7  Review and accept the C/CAG State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) PPM Final
Audit Report through January 30, 2010. APPROVED

5.8  Review and approval of the call for projects for the st Cycle of the Transit Oriented
Development Housing Incentive Program. APPROVED

Items 5.3 and 5.4.2 were removed from the Consent Calendar.

5.3  Review and approval of Resolution 10-61 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement between C/CAG and Kema, Incorporated for Consulting Services for the Bay Area
Air Quality Management District Climate Action Plan Template Grant Project in an Amount
not to Exceed $49,500. APPROVED

Boardmember Matsumoto MOVED approval of Item 5.3 with correction to the language.
Boardmember Nagel SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

5.4.2 Executed contract with Alta Planning & Design for an amount not to exceed $32,000 for
development of the Toolkit of Programs for the San Mateo County Safe Routes to School
Program. INFORMATION

Boardmember Matsumoto MOVED approval of Item 5.4.2. Boardmember Romero
SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

NOTE:  All items on the Consent Agenda are approved/accepted by a majority vote. A request must
be made at the beginning of the meeting to move any item from the Consent Agenda to the
Regular Agenda.

6.0 REGULAR AGENDA

6.1  Review and approval of C/CAG Legislative priorities, positions, and Legislative update.
(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously identified.)
ACTION
No action was taken.

6.2  Review and approval of the 2011 C/CAG Board Calendar. APPROVED
Boardmember Koelling MOVED approval of Item 6.2. Boardmember Nagel SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

555 COUNTY CENTER, 5™ FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063  PHONE: 650.599.1420 FAX: 650.361.8227
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Review and appointment of four public members to the C/CAG Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee. APPROVED

The BPAC had four vacant seats for public members. Staff distributed a recruitment letter, and
received seven responses. The following individuals responded:

Joel Slavit, San Carlos Margaret Pye, San Carlos
Tony Panero, San Carlos Cory Roay, Belmont
Cathleen Baker, San Mateo Judi Mosqueda, Millbrae

David Alfano, Menlo Park

The Board voted by ballot. Cory Roay , Cathleen Baker, Judi Mosqueda, and David Alfano
were elected to fill the four vacant seats for a public member.

Receive Update on Pre-Tax Commuter Outreach Efforts. INFORMATION
A presentation was provided, and questions were answered.

Review and Approve Resolution 10-62, authorizing continued staff support for the test claims
filed by member agencies with the State Commission on Mandates related to requirements in
the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit, and authorizing the Executive Director, acting on
behalf of C/CAG and the Countywide Program, to serve as the spokesperson and representative
of those member agencies making such a request in writing. APPROVED

Boardmember Gordon MOVED to approve Resolution 10-62 in accordance with staff
recommendation. Boardmember Patridge SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

Review and approval of C/CAG staff support for the Sustainable Communities Strategy
including formation and support of a Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA)
Sub-region for San Mateo County including the 20 cities. APPROVED
Boardmember Nagel MOVED approval of Item 6.6. Boardmember Gordon SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Committee Reports (oral reports).

Chairperson’s Report.

Boardmembers Report

Boardmember Nagel encouraged Boardmembers to have their city write a letter supporting the
High Speed Rail, and provided a sample letter.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

C/CAG’s accomplishments were highlighted.
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9.0  COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

Copies of communications are included for C/CAG Boardmembers and Alternates only. To
request a copy of the communications, contact Nancy Blair at 650 5991406 or
nblair(@co.sanmateo.ca.us or download a copy from C/CAG’s website — www.ccag.ca.gov.

9.1 Letter from Richard Newman, ALUC Chairperson, to Hon. Tom Kasten, Chairman, C/CAG
Board of Directors, dated 10/13/10. RE: Request C/CAG Chair to write to the County
Planning Commission, the Board of Supervisors, and the Community Development Director,
requesting an extension of time for the notice pertod for the Final Environmental Impact Report
(FEIR) for the Big Wave Wellness Center and Office Park, from 20 days to 60 days.

9.2  Letter from Chair Kasten to Mr. Jim Eggemeyer, Community Development Director,

San Mateo County Planning Commission, dated 10/18/10. RE: Request San Mateo County
Planning Commission to extend the notice period for the Final Environmental Impact Report
(FEIR) for the Big Wave Wellness Center and Office Park, from 20 days to 60 days.

9.3 Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to John L. Martin, Director, San
Francisco International Airport, dated 10/27/10. RE: Chaptering of SB 1333 (Yee).

9.4  The Mercury News, Updated 10/09/10. RE: Measure M would add $10 to vehicle registration
fee for San Mateo County drivers.

9.5  San Mateo Daily Journal, dated 10/18/10. RE: Local Vehicle Fee Hike on Ballot.

10.0 CLOSED SESSION (Pursuant to Government Code Sec. 54957):
The Board recessed to closed session at 8:25 p.m.

10.1 Public Employee Performance Evaluation
Title: Executive Director

10.2  Conference with Labor Negotiators
C/CAG Representatives: Tom Kasten

Unrepresented Employee: Executive Director

11.0 RECONVENE OPEN SESSION
The Board reconvened the open session at 9:10 p.m.
11.1  Report on Closed Session.

No reportable action was taken.

555 COUNTY CENTER, 5" FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063  PHONE: 650.599.1420 Fax: 650.361.8227
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12.0

13.0

14.0

APPROVED 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.
APPROVED

Chair Kasten, on behalf of the Board, thanked the Executive Director for his hard work and
expressed the Board’s appreciation for his efforts. Due to the present economy, there will be no

compensation adjustment.

Boardmember Koelling MOVED to approve. Boardmember Gordon SECONDED. Vote was
taken by roll call. MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

Approval of the Performance Objectives for FY 10-11 for the City/County Association of
Governments (C/CAG) Executive Director. APPROVED

Boardmember Lancelle MOVED to approve the Performance Objectives for FY 10-11.
Boardmember Moise Derwin SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

ADJOURN

Board adjourned at 9:30 p.m.
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CCAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010
To: C/CAG Board of Directors
From: David F. Carbone, C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff

TEL: 650/363-4417; FAX: 650/363-4849; email: dcarbone(@co.sanmateo.ca.us

Subject: Consideration of a Referral from the County of San Mateo, Re: Comprehensive
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a General
Plan Amendment: San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, determine that the
relevant content of the San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element document, is consistent
with the applicable airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for the environs of all three
airports in the County (Half Moon Bay Airport, San Carlos Airport, and San Francisco International
Airport) and with relevant state law, based on the following condition:

Revise the text in Chapter 1 “Introduction”, on the bottom of p.4 of the draft document, to read as
follows:

“Consistency With the Relevant Airport/land Use Compatibility Criteria in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as Amended

Government Code Section 65302.3 requires that a local agency general plan/general plan
amendment and/or any affected specific plan/specific plan amendment must be consistent with the
applicable airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the relevant adopted comprehensive
airport land use plan (CLUP). Adoption of this document will amend the County General Plan.
The housing policies, goals, programs, and any other provisions to accommodate future housing
development, as specified herein, are consistent with and do not conflict with the relevant
airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for the environs of all three airports located in the
County (Half Moon Bay Airport, San Carlos Airport, and San Francisco International Airport).”

FISCAL IMPACT
None.
BACKGROUND

The State of California requires each governing body of a city, county, or city and county, to adopt a
comprehensive, long-term general plan for the physical development of the community. The housing
element is one of seven mandated elements of a local general plan (the general plan also includes a
land use element and a noise element, among others). Housing element law mandates that local
governments adequately plan to meet the existing and projected housing needs of all economic

segments of the community.
ITEM 5.2
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C/CAG Agenda Report December 9, 2010; Re: Consideration of a Referral from the County of
San Mateo: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review
of a General Plan Amendment: San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element

Page 2 of 5

The County of San Mateo has referred its San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element to
C/CAG, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, for a determination of consistency with relevant
airport/land use compatibility criteria in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan
December 1996, applicable to the environs of all three airports in the County (see Attachments No.1
and 2). The draft document is a general plan amendment and therefore, subject to ALUC/C/CAG
review, pursuant to PUC Section 21676 (b). The 60-day review period will expire on January 14,
2011. Due to its limited meeting schedule and holiday limitations, the C/CAG ALUC did not review
this referral.

The current San Mateo Housing Element of the County General Plan was adopted in 2003. The San
Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element is a policy document that identifies goals, policies,
programs, and other county actions to address projected housing needs in the unincorporated areas of
the county. There are no specific development projects or proposals included in the document.

The Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) projected regional housing share for the
unincorporated San Mateo county area, known as the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA)
number, is 1,506 housing units by 2014. A total of 288 units have been built since June 30, 2007,
which count toward the County’s RHNA number.

DISCUSSION

A. Potential Housing Sites Within the Unincorporated Portion of the Environs of Each
Airport in the County

The planning area for the San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element consists of all
unincorporated lands under the county’s jurisdiction. The state-mandated inventory of developable
new housing sites is summarized in “Chapter 9 Adequate Site Inventory and Analysis” of the Draft
Housing Element, in Tables 9 -2, 9-3, and 9-4. The data in the tables indicate the residential
development capacity for each unincorporated community/area in the County. The text on p. 186 in
Chapter 9 states the following:

“All of the sites shown in the following tables have access to infrastructure and do not have any
environmental or other constraints that might preclude development unless otherwise noted. In no
cases are sites assumed to be developable at densities greater than those allowed by zoning
regulations, site requirements....and General Plan land use designations......

It is important to note that the fact that [if] a site appears in this inventory [it] does not mean that
development will occur on the site, or that the County assumes, intends, or encourages
development of any specific site or in any specific area of the County.”

The potential housing sites of interest to C/CAG, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, are
those located within the environs of each of the three airports in the County (see Attachments 2-4).
The environs are defined by the configuration of the Airport Influence Area B for each airport. The
Area B boundary defines a geographic area that includes the following for each airport: (1) aircraft
noise contours, (2) FAA airspace protection parameters, and (3) runway safety zones.
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C/CAG Agenda Report December 9, 2010, Re: Consideration of a Referral from the County of
San Mateo: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review
of a General Plan Amendment: San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element

Page 3 of 5

The data in the following tables (Tables 1, 2, and 3) indicate the potential residential development
capacity for the communities/areas that are located within the Airport Influence Area B boundary for
each airport in the County.

Table 1
Potential Residential Development Capacity (Units) Within Half Moon Bay Airport Influence
Area B in Unincorporated San Mateo County Territory'

Community/Area Parcels Residential Development  Default Density
Capacity (Units) Unit Capacity”
El Granada 279 299 54
Miramar 2 2 0
Montara 4 7 0
Moss Beach 40 47 0
TOTAL 331 503 54

1. Data Source: San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element document Chapter 9, Table 9-2
2. The Default Density Unit Capacity is the number of dwelling units that could be built on sites that allow densities
of more that 30 units per acre.

Table 2
Potential Residential Development Capacity (Units) Within San Carlos Airport Influence
Area B in Unincorporated San Mateo County Territory1

Community/Area Parcels Residential Development  Default Density
Capacity (Units) Unit Capacity”

Harbor Industrial 0 0 0

TOTAL -0 0 0

1. Data Source: San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element document Chapter 9, Table 9-2
2. The Default Density Unit Capacity is the number of dwelling units that could be built on sites that allow densities
of more that 30 units per acre.

Table 3

Potential Residential Development Capacity (Units) Within San Francisco International Airport
Influence Area B in Unincorporated San Mateo County Territory'

Community/Area Parcels Residential Development Default Density
Capacity (Units) Unit Capacity”
Burlingame Hills 7 7 0
Country Club Park 2 2 0
TOTAL 9 9 0

1. Data Source: San Mateo County 2007-2014 Drafi Housing Element document Chapter 9, Table 9-2
2. The Default Density Unit Capacity is the number of dwelling units that could be built on sites that allow densities
of more that 30 units per acre.
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B. Airport/land Use Compatibility Related to Future Housing Development in
Unincorporated San Mateo County

There are three airport/land use compatibility issues addressed in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, that are applicable to the
environs of each airport in the County: These include: (a.) Height of Structures, Use of Airspace, and
Airspace Compatibility, (b.) Aircraft Noise Impacts, and (c.) Safety Criteria. The San Mateo County
2007-2014 Draft Housing Element document contains five goals and 51 policies to address the
County’s housing needs from 2007 —2014 within its unincorporated territory. However, there are no
specific goals or policies in the draft document to address the compatibility of new housing
development that would be located within the environs of each of the three airports in the County.

California Government Code Section 65302.3 states that a local agency general plan and/or any
affected specific plan must be consistent with the applicable airport/land use compatibility criteria in
the relevant adopted airport land use plan (CLUP). A reference to the consistency of the Draft
Housing Element with the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996,
as amended, is shown under the heading of “Consistency with Comprehensive Airport Land Use
Plans” at the bottom of p. 4 in Section 1 “Introduction”. Staff recommends that the text in that
paragraph be revised to read per the text in the recommended consistency condition shown on p. 1 of
this report to be more accurate and comprehensive. The San Mateo County Project Planner for the
Housing Element update has no objection to the proposed text revision at the bottom on p. 4.

C. Real Estate Disclosure of Potential Airport/Aircraft Impacts

Chapter 486 Statutes 2002 requires disclosure of the location of real property within an airport
influence area as part of the sale of such property. It also requires specific notice (disclosure) to a
potential buyer that the subject real property is located near an airport and may experience certain
impacts from airport and aircraft operations (i.e. noise, fuel particles, etc). The issue of real estate
disclosure would be appropriately addressed as part of a future ALUC/C/CAG review of a specific
housing development proposal within an Airport Influence Area B boundary.

GUIDANCE FROM THE CALIFORNIA AIRPORT LAND USE PLANNG HANDBOOK
JANUARY 2002

C/CAG Staff reviewed the relevant content of the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook

January 2002 to prepare this report. The staff analysis and recommendation contained herein are
consistent with and guided by the relevant content of the Handbook.
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Attachment No. 1:

Attachment No. 2:

Attachment Nos. 3-5:

Letter to Dave Carbone, C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC)
Staff, from Steve Monowitz, Interim Deputy Director, San Mateo
County Planning and Building Department, dated November 18, 2010,
re: submittal of the San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing
Element to the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) for a
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) consistency review and
determination. ’

Title Page, Table of Contents, and “Chapter 1 Introduction” of the San
Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element

Three graphics: Location of Potential Housing Sites in Unincorporated
San Mateo County Within the Environs of (1) Half Moon Bay Airport,
(2) San Carlos Airport, and (3) San Francisco International Airport
(Housing site inventory source: Chapter 9, San Mateo County 2007-
2014 Draft Housing Element)
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County of San Mateo ATTACHMENT NO. 1
Planning & Building Department

455 County Center, 2nd Floor Mail Drop PLN122

Redwood City, California 94063 pingbldg@co.sanmateo.ca.us
650/363-4161 Fax:650/363-4849 www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/planning

November 18, 2010

Dave Carbone

Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) Staff
455 County Center, 2nd Floor

Redwood City CA 94063

Dear Mr. Carbone:

SUBJECT: Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) Review and Action
Regarding the San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element

The San Mateo County Planning and Building Department hereby submits the proposed
San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element to the Airport Land Use Commis-
sion (C/CAG Board) for a Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) consistency
review and determination. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions
regarding the draft document or need additional information.

Sincerely,

Steve MonowitzW

Interim Deputy Director

SM:fe - SAMU0866_WFN.DOC
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ATTACHMENT NO. 2

SAN MATEO COUNTY 2007-2014 DRAFT
HOUSING ELEMENT
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1. INTRODUCTION

Overview

The San Mateo County Housing Element is one of seven mandatory elements of
the County’s General Plan, required by state law. California Government Code
states that the Housing Element shall “consist of standards and plans for the
improvement of housing and for the provision of adequate sites for housing,” and
shall “make adequate provision for the housing needs of all segments of the
community.” The Housing Element is the document that the County uses to:

o Analyze current and future housing needs for all areas of the
unincorporated County and all types of housing;

. Determine existing and potential housing constraints, resources, and
opportunities;

. Establish the County’s housing objectives and the policies and programs
intended to achieve these objectives;

o Identify sufficient housing sites to meet the County’s share of Regional

Housing Need, as determined by the State Department of Housing and
Community Development.

San Mateo County’s Housing Element addresses the housing needs of the entire
unincorporated County. The Housing Element recognizes that housing affects all
parts of the community, and that meeting the County’s housing needs requires
the effort of multiple partners'in the public, private, and non-profit sectors. The
Housing Element has been created in collaboration with a broad range of
stakeholders, and with extenswe public participation and community input, as
described in Section 2.

The County first adopted a Housing Element as part of the General Plan in
October 1991. The Housing Element is the only element of the General Plan that
must be regularly updated, on a schedule established by state law. The San
Mateo County Housing Element was most recently updated in 2003, and state
law requires that it be updated again in 2009. Once adopted by the Board of
Supervisors, this Element will supersede the current Housing Element and will be
incorporated into the County’s General Plan.

This Housing Element is a. comprehensnve update of the 2003 Element. Major
revisions include: (1) updating demographic and housing data to reflect current
conditions; (2) revising assessments of the County’s current and future housing
needs; (3) reviewing the County’s progress in implementing the policies and
meeting the goals and objectives of the 2003 Housing Element; (4) revising the
County’s analysis of available sites for.housing production; (5) incorporating new
requirements of State law, and (6) developing new policies and programs to
encourage the production, preservation, availability and affordability of housing in
the unincorporated areas.

San Mateo County 1 Draft Housing Element Update
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The programs and policies in the Housing Element are the responsibility of a
variety of County departments and agencies. The implementing programs
described in Section 10 show:the entities responsible for implementation.

While the programs and policies in the Housing Element are primarily focused on
the unincorporated County, the Housing Element also recognizes that housing is
a countywide and region-wide concern, and that housing issues and needs are
shared across jurisdictional boundaries, and sometimes require soiutions that are
similarly shared across jurisdictions. Where appropriate, the analysis and the
policies and programs included in the Element reflect this fact.

The Housing Element covers the state-mandated Planning Period from June 30,
2007 to July 1, 2014. The five-year program for implementation of the policies
and programs established in the Housing Element covers the period from June
30, 2009 to July 1, 2014,

State Housing Element Requirements
All cities and counties in California must adopt and periodically update a Housing
Element as one of the mandatory elements of the General Plan. Detailed
requirements for preparing, revising, and adopting Housing Elements are
contained in the California GOVernment Code.

o hﬂ : .
Substantive Requirements 3
The California Government code establishes substantive requirements for the
contents of the Housing Element. The Housing Element must contain the
following components:

J A description of current conditions in the County, including demographic,

housing, and other conditions

. An assessment of current and future housing needs

. A review of the Countys progress in meeting the goals, policies and
programs established in the prior Housing Element

. An assessment of available and adequate sites for housing, and an

analysis of the sufficiency of these sites to meet the County’s Regional
Housing Needs Allocation

o A statement of goals, policies, and programs to meet the County’s current
and future housing needs, as determined in the current housing element,
and a statement of quantified objectives for meeting those needs

. An assessment of constraints to meeting the County’s housing need,
including governmental and non-governmental constraints
. A description of the CoUntys efforts to ensure comprehensive public

participation in the creatlon of the Housing Element

San Mateo County 2 Draft Housing Eiement Update
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Procedural Requirements

California Government Code also establishes procedural requirements for
revision and for State Department of Housing and Community Development
(HCD) review of housing elements.

Public Participation

Housing Element Law states that “The local government shall make a diligent
effort to achieve public participation of all economic segments of the community
in the development of the housing element, and the program shall describe this
effort.” The public parﬂc:patlon process implemented by the County for the
current updated is described in‘Section 2.

HCD Review

The County must submit a revision or amendment of the Housing Element to
HCD for review at least 60 days prior to adoption. HCD must review drafts and
report findings within 60 days of receipt of the draft revision or amendment. If
HCD’s comments are available within the prescribed time limits, they must be
considered by the County Board of Supervisors prior to adoption of the Housing
Element.

Local Adoption
The revised Housing Element must be adopted by the local legislative body.

Notification to Retail Water and Sewer Providers

Once the Housing Element revision is adopted, Government Code Section
65589.7 requires that the County distribute copies to all public and private water
and sewer service providers within the unincorporated area. The purpose of this
requirement is to ensure that water and sewer providers give priority to proposed
housing developments for lower income households in their current and future
resource or service allocations. - Local public and private water and sewer
providers must grant a priority - for service hookups to developments that help
meet the County’s share of the regional need for lower income housing.

SB 1087, adopted in 2005, strengthened these notification requirements, by
requiring distribution of copies of the Housing Element to providers within one
month of adoption. The revised and adopted Housing Element will be distributed
to all providers within one-month period after adoption.

Coastal Zone Affordable Housing Requirements

Government Code Section 65590 establishes specific affordable housing
obligations for jurisdictions with coastal zones, and Government Code Section
65588(d) establishes review requirements for these obligations, including review
of housing units created, demolished, rehabilitated, and preserved within the
coastal zone. A description of the County’s obligations under Section 65590 and
a detailed review are provided in Section 3.

San Mateo County REEE SR 3 Draft Housing Element Update



New Requirements Since Adoption of the 2003 Housing Element

Since the adoption of the prior.Housing Element, in 2004, the State Legislature
has enacted several laws that change the required contents of the Housing
Element. The most significant of these are:

o AB 2348, requiring that the Housing Element contain more extensive
analysis of available residential development sites. These requirements
are described in Section 9, Adequate Sites Inventory.

o SB 2, establishing a requirement that local governments plan for
development or location of emergency shelters as by-right uses within
selected zoning districts. The County’s compliance with SB 2 is described
in Section 10.

Relationship of the Housing Element to Other County
Plans and Programs -~

Consistency with Other Elements of the General Plan

Government Code Section 65300.5 states that the Housing Element must be
consistent with all other elements of the General Plan. The County General Plan
has 17 topic areas or elements: Vegetatlve Water, Fish and Wildlife Resources;
Soil Resources; Mineral Resources; Visual Quality; Historical and Archaeological
Resources; General Land Use: Urban Land Use; Rural Land Use; Water Supply;
Wastewater; Transportation; Solid Waste; Housing; Natural and Man-made
Hazards; and Air Resources. The revised Housing Element has been reviewed
for consistency with the General Plan, and is consistent with all elements of the
Plan.

Consistency with Area Plans

As part of the General Plan, the County has also adopted the following area
plans for specific communities in the unincorporated area: North Fair Oaks
Community Plan, Emerald Lake Hills Community Plan, Montara-Moss Beach-El
Granada Community Plan, San Bruno Mountain General Plan Amendment,
Skyline Area General Plan Amendment and the Colma BART Station Area Plan.
Each of these area plans contains housing-related policies that apply to the
specific area. Because the Housmg Element and area plans are all part of the
General Plan, they must be .consistent pursuant to State Government Code
Section 65300.5. The Housing. Element has been reviewed for consistency with
the area plans, and is consistent with each of these plans.

Consistency with Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plans

Government Code Section 65302.3 requires that the elements of a local agency
general plan must be consistent with the applicable airport land use compatibility
criteria in any relevant adopted airport land use plan. The Housing Element has
been reviewed for consistency and is consistent with the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan, adopted in 1996.

San Mateo County 4 Draft Housing Element Update
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Consistency with Local Coastal Program

San Mateo County has a Local Coastal Program (LCP) that addresses land use
issues in the County’s coastal zone. LCPs consist of Land Use Plans and
Implementation Programs that have been certified by the California Coastal
Commission as being consistent with, and adequate to carry out, the Coastal Act
of 1976, which established policies for development throughout the state Coastal
Zone. LCPs establish the standards of review for coastal development permits
issued by local governments, some of which can be appealed to the Coastal
. Commission. :

San Mateo County’s LCP was certified by the Coastal Commission in 1981 and
has been amended numerous times. The LCP Land Use Plan is a General Plan
Area Plan that includes a background document, policies, and maps. The
Implementation Program is comprised of the County’s zoning, subdivision,
grading, and tree removal regulations.

The Housing Element must be consistent with the LCP. Accordingly, the analysis
of available developable sites contained in Section 9 considers LCP development
standards and restrictions, and the policies and programs contained in the
revised Housing Element are consistent with all aspects of the LCP.

R ARINER L T,
Organization of the Housing Element
The Housing Element is divided into 11 sections:

e Section 1 is the introduction.

» Section 2 summarizes the public outreach, participation, and input process
for the Housing Element update.

e Section 3 describes existing conditions in the County, including basic
geographic, demographic, and jurisdictional information, housing
conditions, economic conditions, and other current information.

» Section 4 describes the potential governmental and nongovernmental

~ constraints to housmg production in the County, including regulatory,
economic, physical, and other condltlons that might pose barriers to new
housing.

» Section 5 describes the County’s housing needs, including the County’s
share of the State-mandated Regional Housing Need.

e Section 6 addresses energy conservation.

e Section 7 evaluates the programs and policies included in the prior, 2003
Housing Element, and makes recommendations for continuation,
modification, or discontinuation of those policies.

s Section 8 summarizes the resources available to the County to address
housing needs. oo h:

e Section 9 presents an' i‘nventory of all of the sites in the unincorporated
County that might potentially be developed with new housing, including an
assessment of realistic development potential for each site.

San Mateo County ; 5 Draft Housing Element Update
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o Section 10 describes the new and continued policies and programs the
County will implement over the planning period (2007 to 2014) to address
the County’s housing needs.

o Section 11 presents the County's housing objectives for the 5-year period
from 2009 to 2014.

» The Appendix presents additional information and input from the public
participation process i

A Note on Data Sou ata Availabili

For description of existmg condmons, analysis of housing needs, and other

demographic, economic and housing data, the prior (2003) Housing Element

relied mainly on the 2000 U.S. Decennial Census, the most comprehensive
source of data for the County and for sub-county areas. Because the Census
only occurs once each 10 years, new Census data will not be available until
some time after 2010. This Element continues to rely on the 2000 Census,
supplemented by other data sources that are more current, but less
comprehensive than the Census, and which in some cases are estimates or
projections rather than definitive survey data. However, some types of
information provided in the 2003 Housing Element are no longer available,
because no source other than the Census provides them, and the 2000 Census
data, now 9 years old, is too outdated to be meaningful. This includes data for
small areas within the unincorporated County, such as North Fair Oaks, Ladera,
the San Mateo Highlands, and others. Therefore, the nature and level of detail of
data in this Housing Element is in some cases substantially different than the
2003 Element, and direct comparisons with past data are not always possible.

Where possible, information |s provnded for the unincorporated County, and for
discrete unincorporated subareas, such as North Fair Oaks, Broadmoor, Ladera
and others. In cases where data is unavailable for the unincorporated County
and/or sub-County areas, data is provided for the aggregated County as a whole,
including both incorporated and unincorporated areas.

San Mateo County 6 Draft Housing Element Update
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010
To: C/CAG Board of Directors
From: David F. Carbone, C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff

TEL: 650/363-4417;, FAX: 650/363-4849; email: dcarbone(@co.sanmateo.ca.us

Subject: Consideration/Approval of a Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP)
Consistency Review of a Referral From the City of Redwood City, Re: Downtown
Precise Plan Public Review Draft 8/31/2010

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, determine that the
relevant content of the Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan Public Review Draft 8/31/2010
document is consistent with the applicable airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the San
Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for the environs
of San Carlos Airport and with relevant state law, based on inclusion of the revised text in Section
i.1.5, as shown in Attachment No. 5 to this Agenda Report. This determination only applies to the
portion of the Precise Plan that falls with Airport Influence Area B for San Carlos Airport.

FISCAL IMPACT
None.
BACKGROUND

The City of Redwood City has submitted its Downtown Precise Plan Public Review Draft 8/31/2010
document to C/CAG, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, for a determination of the
consistency of the relevant content of the document, with the applicable airport/land use
compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan
December 1996 (CLUP), as amended, for the environs of San Carlos Airport (see Attachment No. 1).
This consistency review is limited to the portion of the Precise Plan area that is located within the
Airport Influence Area B boundary for San Carlos Airport (see Attachment No. 2). The Precise Plan
is subject to C/CAG review, pursuant to PUC Section 21676 (b). The 60-day state-mandated
airport/land use compatibility review period will expire on January 7, 2011. Due to the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) meeting schedule and the City’s review/action schedule for the
Precise Plan, the ALUC did not review this referral.

The Downtown Precise Plan document sets forth specific land use parameters, development
standards, and urban design criteria to guide future development of the Redwood City downtown core
area over the next 20 years. The development criteria will be implemented as new buildings are
constructed and when existing buildings are modified. The Precise Plan area covers approximately
183 gross acres in the central retail/business core of Redwood City. The planning area is roughly
bounded by El Camino Real on the southwest, Brewster Avenue on the northwest, a portion of
Veterans Boulevard on the northeast, and Maple Street on the southeast (see Attachment No. 3).

ITEM 5.3
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The existing general plan designations within Airport Influence Area B include Mixed Use
(Commercial and Residential), Office Park, Public and Quasi-Public Government (County
Government Center), and Multi-Story Office and Retail Uses (Central Business District). The
existing zoning designations within Area B include CBR (Central Business Retail), CB (Central
Business), CA Central Administrative, PF (Public Facility) and CG (General Commercial). These
designations allow limited residential uses by restricting density to 40 units per acre and in the CA
zoning district, only permitting residential units within 1,500 feet of the Caltrain Station. The
proposed Precise Plan encourages a mix of uses within the entire planning area. The total number of
residential units that could be built within the Area B boundary is unknown at this time. However,
since the Plan includes an overall cap of 2,500 unites, it is not expected that development of new
housing in the Area B portion of the planning area would exceed 1,200 units over the 20 year life of
the Plan (per input from Redwood City Planning Staff).

A previous version of the Downtown Precise Plan was reviewed by the C/CAG Board at its May 8,
2007 Regular Meeting. At that meeting, the Board unanimously determined that the relevant content
of the Downtown Precise Plan document was consistent with the applicable airport/land use
compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan
December 1996, as amended, for the environs of San Carlos Airport and with relevant state law.

DISCUSSION

Based on a legal challenge (non airport/land use related), the City of Redwood City had to set aside
its previously adopted Downtown Precise Plan and prepare a new one. The new version submitted to
C/CAG for review/action contains a section (Section i.1.5 “Conformance to the Airport Land Use
Plan”) devoted to conformance with the compatibility criteria contained in the comprehensive airport
land use compatibility plan (CLUP) for the environs of San Carlos Airport (see Attachment No. 4).
The new version also includes compliance with all of the consistency conditions imposed by the
Board in its 2007 consistency evaluation and some additional text about aircraft oveflight of the
downtown area. C/CAG Staff worked with Redwood City Planning staff to revise the draft text in
Section i.1.5 to be accurate and more comprehensive than the original draft text in that section (see
Attachment No. 5)

None of the content of the Precise Plan document appears to be inconsistent with or conflict with
relevant state law and the airport land use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for the environs of San Carlos
Airport. Therefore, C/CAG staff has proposed the recommendation shown on page one of this report.

GUIDANCE FROM THE CALIFORNIA AIRPORT LAND USE PLANNING AHNDBOOK
JANUARY 2002

C/CAG Staff reviewed the relevant content of the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook
January 2002 version to prepare this report. The staff analysis and recommendations contained
herein are consistent with and guided by the relevant provisions contained in the Handbook.
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ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment No. 1:

Attachment No. 2:

Attachment No. 3:

Attachment No. 4:

Attachment No. 5:

Letter to Dave Carbone, CCAG Airport Land Use Committee, dated
November 17,2010, from Tom Passanisi, Principal Planner, City of Redwood
City, re: request for C/CAG review of the Redwood City proposed new
Downtown Precise Plan for a determination of consistency with the San Mateo
County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan for the environs of San Carlos
Airport.

Graphic: Location of the Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan Area within
Area B of the San Carlos Airport Influence Area (AIA) Boundary

City of Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan Public Review Draft 8/31/2010
Title Page and Table of Contents

City of Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan Public Review Draft 8/31/2010
Original text of Section i.1.5. Conformance to the Airport Land Use Plan

City of Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan Public Review Draft 8/31/2010
Final draft revised text for Section i.1.5. Conformance to the Airport Land Use
Plan (per C/CAG Staff collaboration with Redwood City Planning Staff)

ccagagendarptRWDCITYDPP11190.doc
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Attachment No. 1

Phone (650) 780-7234

Fax (650) 780-0128

TDD (650) 780-0129
http://www.redwoodcity.org/phed

Planning, Housing and Economic
Development Department

1017 Middlefield Road

PO Box 391

Redwood City, CA 94064

November 17, 2010

Mr. Dave Carbone

Airport Land Use Committee
City/County Association of Governments
555 County Center

5" Floor

Redwood City, California

Dear Dave:

The City of Redwood City would like to formally request that the City/County Association of
Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) at its December 9, 2010 meeting review the
City’s proposed new Downtown Precise Plan (DTPP) for a determination of consistency with
the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan. As indicated on the San
Carlos Airport Influence Area Boundary Map, a small portion of the new Downtown Precise
Plan area falls within the “San Carlos Airport Influence Area B Boundary”. This location plus
the fact that the DTPP requires a change to land use policy (General Plan and Zoning
Amendments) necessitates review by the City/County Association of Governments of San

Mateo County (C/CAG).

The DTPP is the City’s planning tool which will guide development in the Downtown over the
next 10 -15 years. The Plan covers approximately 183 acres of land and replaces the
existing zoning ordinance with new urban design guidelines and standards. It also describes
a maximum amount of allowable housing units, and other land uses allowed in the Precise
Plan area. The vision of the DTPP is to create a downtown that is an exciting and vibrant

place to work, live, and play with special priority given to pedestrians.

Normally, this would first require review by the Airport Land Use Committee, a
recommending body to C/CAG. However, as you mentioned in our meeting several weeks
ago the Airport Land Use Committee will not meet until next year, so you are willing to take
the DTPP straight to C/CAG for their consideration. You also mentioned that this item could

go on the consent calendar.

A Downtown Precise Plan was in fact initially submitted for ALUC review in February, 2007.
That document was recommended for approval by the ALUC to C/CAG. C/CAG ultimately
determined that the document was consistent with the applicable airport/land use
compatibility criteria for the environs of San Carlos Airport.

An Equal Opportunity / Equal Access Program dedicated to opening the doors of equal opportunity
to all residents and users of Redwood City programs, services and facilities.
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However, a new DTPP and its accompanying Environmental Impact Report had to be
prepared to address issues raised in a lawsuit filed against the City. This new plan (a copy
was provided to you under separate cover) not only addresses the Court related issues, but
has added a section i.1.5 (Conformance to the Airport Land Use Plan) which describes the
San Carlos Airport Influence area and ways to comply with the land use compatibility criteria
for the environs of San Carlos Airport, as contained in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan dated December 1996, as amended. This action has
resulted in a new plan which better addresses the ALUC concerns while also remaining
faithful to the vision and goals of the original plan adopted by the Council.

Other relevant changes to the new Draft DTPP include:

e In areas with concentrations of historic resources, heights are reduced for the front of
all properties to maintain the historic character of these buildings.

e Around key public open spaces heights are reduced in order to preserve a
reasonable amount of sunshine, so that they can be as enjoyable as possible as

often as possible.

e Application of downtown architectural character styles which calls out materials for
roofs, wall claddings and trim. Materials tend to be wood, stucco, and stone.
Reflective glass should not be used as a primary wall cladding material.

In conclusion, Redwood City believes that the new Downtown Precise Plan is an excellent
planning document that will guide and promote exceptional quality development. Overall, the
new Downtown Precise Plan is a better planning document than the existing zoning
ordinance and is in line with the County’s Airport Plan. The new Plan has reduced the height
in some areas and calls for building materials that match the architectural character of the
Downtown. The City hopes that the C/CAG will find this Plan consistent with the San Mateo
County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Pian. Please feel free fo call me at 780-7237 if
you have any questions or need any additional copies of the document. The DTPP is also
available on the City's web site at www.redwoodcity.org. Thank you.

Sincerely,

™~
T/ G

Tom Passanisi, AICP
Principal Planner

C: Jill Ekas, Director of Planning, Housing, and Economic Development
Dan Zack, Downtown Development Coordinator
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Attachment No. 5

Final draft revised text (per C/CAG Staff collaboration with Redwood City
Planning Staff)
i.1.5 Conformance to the Airport Land Use Plan

California Government Code Section 65302.3 states that a local agency general plan and/or any
effected specific plan must be consistent with the applicable airport/land use compatibility
criteria contained in the relevant adopted airport land use plan (ALUP). The goals, objectives,
policies, and development criteria contained herein are consistent with the applicable airport/
land use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for San Carlos Airport.

All of the Precise Plan area is located within Airport Influence Area A. Therefore, all new
subdivided land for sale or lease in the planning area, since the effective date of the statute, is
subject to the real estate disclosure requirements specified in Chapter 496, Statutes 2002.

Aircraft operating to and from San Carlos Airport frequently fly over the DTPP area. These
aircraft typically weigh less than 12,500 pounds and include single-engine piston-driven
propeller aircraft, twin-engine piston-driven propeller aircraft, light turboprop aircraft, very small
jet aircraft, and small helicopters. The DTPP area is also occasionally overflown by commercial
jet aircraft inbound (on arrival) to San Francisco International Airport. However, these aircraft
are much higher in altitude over the DTPP area than the general aviation aircraft operating to and
from San Carlos Airport.

The northwestern part of the Downtown Precise Plan is also within Airport Influence Area B. The
configuration of Airport Influence Area B is based on federal airspace protection parameters for San
Carlos Airport. Proposed development located within the Area B portion of the DTPP area is subject to
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) review. The review consists of an aeronautical study conducted
by FAA staff to determine if the maximum height, building materials, and other features of the proposed
development will create any airspace impacts/hazards to aircraft in flight, including affects on aircraft
navigation and communications. The findings of the FAA aeronautical study should be considered by the
City as part of its review and action on the proposed development.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 10-65 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute

an agreement between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Department of Housing
for Cooperative Pursuit of Housing Solutions and to share costs for consulting and
staff support services at a net cost to C/CAG of not to exceed $100,000 for the
fiscal year 2010-11..

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

Recommendation:

Review and approval of Resolution 10-65 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement
between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Department of Housing for Cooperative Pursuit of
Housing Solutions and to share costs for consulting and staff support services at a net cost to
C/CAG of not to exceed $100,000 for the fiscal year 2010-11 in accordance with the staff
recommendation.

The two agencies will continue joint efforts, outlined in the attached FY2010-11 Workplan, to
address the housing supply shortfall identified in C/CAG’s Housing Needs Study.

Fiscal Impact:

C/CAG has programmed $100,000 for these activities.

Revenue Source:

Congestion Relief Program and Congestion Management funds.

Background:

In 2007 C/CAG published the 2006 Housing Needs Study, which quantified a projected housing
shortfall of between 35,000 and 50,000 homes through 2025. C/CAG then sponsored production
and distribution of a booklet and slideshow that reached approximately 1,000 opinion leaders
countywide. The Board asked staff to propose ways C/CAG might address the shortfall.

In 2009 Board reviewed proposed housing related activities in four broad topical areas— policy
leadership, promotion of housing in transit corridor, cost-effective responses to State regulatory

mandates, and local funding to meeting housing goals —and gave staff general direction. In
response, staff brought back a suite of programs that the Board approved. Some of these ITEM 5.4
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programs are major projects managed by C/CAG directly such as the Transit Oriented
Development Incentive Program (TODI) and the Corridor Study. Other programs are managed
by cooperating agencies with partial sponsorship by C/CAG, for example the Economic and
Housing Opportunity Study (ECHO) by SamTrans, and the collection of activities proceeding
under contract with San Mateo County Department of Housing.

The intent of all these programs, taken together is as follows: C/CAG provides tools, technical
support and financial incentives to help member jurisdictions plan and produce housing in the
transit corridor, downtowns, station areas and El Camino Real at densities that support frequent
mass transit and reduce climate impact while strengthening local neighborhoods and the regional
economy.

Discussion:

The purpose and scope of the proposed contract between C/CAG and San Mateo County
Department of Housing is summarized in the contract recitals as follows:

Whereas, for more than thirteen years C/CAG has taken a leadership role in certain countywide policy
matters related to the housing/transportation/land-use nexus, notably including the 1997 Housing
Needs Study, 2007 Housing Needs Study, Transit Oriented Development Housing Incentive
Program, Transit Corridor Planning Grant program, and more;

Whereas, in 2005, San Mateo County formed the Department of Housing (DoH) to further the
emergence of a countywide housing strategy consensus, encourage the development of housing
affordable to the full spectrum of households, and strengthen and support related initiatives led by
affiliated organizations, notably including C/CAG;

Whereas, in 2006 through 2009, a successful collaboration between C/CAG and DoH (in concert
with other able partners) has accomplished the following:

* Secured additional grant funding for C/CAG's Housing Needs Study;

* Developed and distributed a pamphlet and slideshow summarizing C/CAG's Housing Needs
Study to 1,000 civic leaders;

* Developed and distributed policy primer promoting infill, transit-oriented development
consistent with C/CAG's Countywide Transportation Plan;

* Developed and distributed about the housing implications of the aging of the County’s
population;

* Organized and administered the successful Sub-Regional Housing Needs Allocation process
(SubRHNA), which attracted matching funding from Silicon Valley Community Foundation
and won civic leadership awards;

* Represented San Mateo County on Bay Area FOCUS working committees and cooperated
in-county to define "priority development areas" in the transportation corridor and support
planning grant applications by C/CAG member jurisdictions;

* Conducted the 21 Elements project through which all C/CAG member jurisdictions
cooperated to complete the state-mandated update of their respective housing elements;
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The parties desire to continue their cooperative efforts through activities outlined in the FY2010-11
Workplan, attached as an exhibit to the proposed contract.

Proposed FY 10-11 Workplan:

The detailed workplan is provided in Exhibit A of the attached contract. Highlights of the
workplan include the following:

e Support the Grand Boulevard Initiative

e Continue 21 Elements Project

e Develop Countywide Housing Strategy

e Support Sustainable Community Strategy and Sub-Regional effort of the Regional
Housing Needs Assessment

Attachments:
Resolution 10-65

Cooperative Agreement between City/County Associations of Governments and San Mateo
County (Department of Housing), including FY2010-11 Workplan (Exhibit A of contract).
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RESOLUTION_10-65

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN
AGREEMENT BETWEEN C/CAG AND THE SAN MATEO COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING FOR COOPERATIVE PURSUIT OF
HOUSING SOLUTIONS AND TO SHARE COSTS FOR CONSULTING
AND STAFF SUPPORT SERVICES AT A NET COSTTO C/CAG OF NOT
TO EXCEED $100,000 FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2010-11

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

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

WHEREAS, C/CAG has developed the Countywide Transportation Plan that also
encourages linking land-use and transportation; and

WHEREAS, The C/CAG Board has requested that the Staff develop policy options and
potential solutions for consideration to try to address the issues identified in the Countywide Housing
Needs Study; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has developed numerous past successful partnerships with the San
Mateo County Department of Housing such as: 1- The Countywide Housing Needs Study and 2-
Organized and administered the successful Sub-Regional Housing Needs Allocation Process
(SubRHNA); and

WHEREAS, C/CAG would like to develop additional partnerships with the San Mateo
County Department of Housing;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the C/CAG Chair is authorized to execute an
Agreement between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Department of Housing for costs not to
exceed $100,000. The draft agreements are attached hereto and the final agreements will be reviewed
and approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel as to form.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OF DECEMBER 2010.

Thomas M . Kasten, Chair
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COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT BETWEEN
C1TY/ COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (C/CAG) AND
SAN MATEO COUNTY (DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING)

This Cooperative Agreement, effective as of July 1, 2010, is by and between the CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY, a joint powers agency formed
for the purpose of preparation, adoption and monitoring of a variety of county-wide state-mandated
plans, hereinafter called "C/CAG" and the County of San Mateo, by and through its Department of
Housing, hereinafter called "DoH".

Whereas, for more than thirteen years C/CAG has taken a leadership role in certain countywide policy
matters related to the housing/transportation/land-use nexus, notably including the 1997 Housing
Needs Study, 2007 Housing Needs Study, Transit Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program,
Transit Corridor Planning Grant program, and more;

Whereas, in 2005, San Mateo County formed the Department of Housing (DoH) to further the
emergence of a countywide housing strategy consensus, encourage the development of housing
affordable to the full spectrum of households, and strengthen and support related initiatives led by
affiliated organizations, notably including C/CAG;

Whereas, in 2006 through 2009, a successful collaboration between C/CAG and DoH (in concert with
other able partners) has accomplished the following:

e Secured additional grant funding for C/CAG's Housing Needs Study;

e Developed and distributed a pamphlet and slideshow summarizing C/CAG's Housing Needs Study
to 1,000 civic leaders;

® Developed and distributed policy primer promoting infill, transit-oriented development consistent
with C/CAG's Countywide Transportation Plan;

e Developed and distributed about the housing implications of the aging of the County’s population;

e Organized and administered the successful Sub-Regional Housing Needs Allocation process
(SubRHNA), which attracted matching funding from Silicon Valley Community Foundation and
won civic leadership awards;

® Represented San Mateo County on Bay Area FOCUS working committees and cooperated in-
county to define "priority development areas” in the transportation corridor and support planning
grant applications by C/CAG member jurisdictions;

e Conducted the 21 Elements project through which all C/CAG member jurisdictions cooperated to
complete the state-mandated update of their respective housing elements;

WHEREAS, the parties desire to continue their cooperative efforts.
Now, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the parties as follows:

1. Services and Activities.

A. DoH and C/CAG will continue to closely coordinate activities related to housing policy and
planning, and to look for opportunities to further mutual objectives.

B. In particular, DoH and C/CAG will continue to cooperate to accomplish the projects outlined in
Exhibit A, attached hereto. DoH and C/CAG may engage in cooperate efforts in other projects

Page 1 of 2
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by mutual agreement. Specific project scopes shall be defined and agreed upon by C/CAG
Executive Director and DoH Director.

2. Payments.

C/CAG and DoH will share, on a 50/50 basis, staff costs including salary and benefits and other
direct costs (e.g., consulting contracts) of cooperative joint projects that they may mutually agree
to, at a cost to C/CAG not to exceed $100,000 for fiscal year 2010-11.

3. Relationship of the Parties.

The parties will cooperate and undertake activities in their mutual interest, but it is understood and
agreed that this is an Agreement by and between Independent Contractor(s) and is not intended to,
and shall not be construed to, create the relationship of agent, servant, employee, partnership, joint
venture or association, or any other relationship whatsoever other than that of Independent
Contractors.

4. Contract Term.

This Cooperative Agreement shall be in effect as of July 1, 2010 and shall terminate on June 30,
2011. The parties may extend, renew or amend the terms hereof, by mutual agreement in writing.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have affixed their hands to this Cooperative Agreement,
effective as of July 1, 2010.

SAN MATEO COUNTY

By:

Duane Bay, Director Date
San Mateo County Department of Housing

David Boesch , County Manager Date
County of San Mateo

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (C/CAG)

By:

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chairperson Date

C/CAG Legal Counsel (Approved as to Form)

By:

C/CAG Legal Counsel Date

Page 2 of 2
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Exhibit A: C/CAG — SMC-DOH FY2010-11 Workplan

_ initiative

},Ta'sks -

Grand Boulevard
Initiative

Working Group Committee

Participate in Working Group Committee,
particularly advocating housing production

21 Elements Project

GIS Corridor Mapping

Countywide Transportation
Plan

GHG/AB32/SB375 Working
Group

Preparation for next
Housing Needs / Element
Cycle

Meeting Annual Reporting
Requirements

Rationalization /
Streamiining of Housing
Services Countywide

 Create and maintain web-based inventory of all
housing sites identified in Housing Elements

» Coordinate with ISD: functionality of tool, project
timeline, tool capacity & cabalities

» Draft summary memo on findings

Attend meetings and collaborate in regards to
policy development in regards to land use element

Provide direction and staff support (with
consultant) to this working group of the TAC

« Provide leadership and technical assistance
to carry the 21 Elements project into next
cycle

+ Convene subregion and adopt workplan for
RHNA-5 cycle

Provide leadership and technical assistance to
make housing element progress reporting easier
for staff and more accessibie for public.

Provide leadership and technical assistance to
make state-mandated housing production reports
easier for staff and more accessible for public.

Coordinate various inter-related efforts (see
separate cluster), especially as included in various
jurisdictions™” housing elements.

Rationalization /
Streamlining of
Housing Services
Countywide

Homebuyer Assistance
Programs & Below Market
Rate (BMR) Programs

Honusing Rehabilitation
Programs

Project manager for NCBCI study of BMR
program practices. Produce summary report of
findings

Convene countywide, multi-jxn dialog process on
coordination /cooperation /consolidation of BMR
program administration.

Convene countywide, multi-jxn dialog process on
coordination /cooperation /consolidation of
homebuyer assistance programs

Convene countywide, multi-jxn dialog process on
coordination /cooperation /consolidation of
housing rehab programs.
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Exhibit A: C/CAG - SMC-DOH FY2010-11 Workplan

~ Initiatve | Project Tasks
- Staff Countywide Housing Strategy Advisory
Committee (quarterly)
» Update Strategy Statement (annually)
Publish Strategy Documents | - Update Partners' Research / Accomplishments
(annually)
Countywide

Housing Strategy /
Housing Solutions
Network

Visible Strategies

* Produce Housing Policy Primer booklet series
#4: "Housing & Environment"

+ Updating Website
* Buy-In from Countywide Housing Solutions
Network

* Development of metrics (identifying appropriate
metrics and partners willing to maintain the metric)

HEART

Dedicated Revenue Source
for Affordable Housing

» Participate in creating a dedicated revenue
source for affordable housing, working with
legislative staffs of HEART, C/CAG and
County

*  Advance discussion of pooling municipal
housing funds pursuant to AB 1206 and other
scenarios

Health Department
Collaborations

Health and the Built
Environment

» Participate in Working Group Committee

* Provide Technical Assistance when appropriate
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010
To: C/CAG Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Kim Springer, County Staff to C/CAG

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

(For further information contact Kim Springer at 599-1412 or Richard Napier at
599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

Receive an informational update 6n the San Mateo County Energy Watch (SMCEW); Local
Government Partnership (LGP) with Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) for the 2010-
2012 program cycle.

FISCAL IMPACT

All SMCEW program costs are paid for under the C/CAG ~ PG&E LGP agreement.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The SMCEW partnership with PG&E began on January 1, 2009 under a bridge period contract
per the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). Since that time, the CPUC, through a
number of decisions, decided to hold the 2009 calendar year as a stand-alone bridge funded
period and established & new, three-year program cycle from January 1, 2010 through December
31,2012.

C/CAG and County staff completed the negotiations and signing of the new, three-year program
cycle contract in December of 2009.

SMCEW 2010-2012 Program Update

Program Sectors:

In the new program cycle, the SMCEW has continued to accomplish energy savings in a variety
of cities in San Mateo County in both its municipal and commercial program sectors. As
intentionally planned, a low-to-moderate-income (MIDI) residential sector program under the
SMCEW will not begin until January 2011.

Energy Savings Results:

In January through October 2010, the municipal and commercial portions of the SMCEW
program, have accomplished approximately 2,178 Megawatt hours and 378 peak kilowatts of
energy savings, on track to meet the 2010 goals for electricity saving within its overall three-year

goals. ITEM 5.5
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In addition, the program has an established “pipeline” of approximately 3000 Megawatt hours
and 600 peak kilowatts of energy savings going into the 2011 program cycle year.

In January through October 2010, the municipal and commercial portions of the SMCEW
program, have accomplished approximately 5000 Therms of energy saving of the approximate
125,000 Therm saving goal. These saving are far below the 2010 year goal. However, it is
expected by both staff and PG&E that larger Therm saving projects will come later in the three-
year program cycle, as it takes time to discover, engineer and fund large Therm-saving projects
such as boilers, retrocommissioning, or HVAC system replacements.

The program has approximately 25,000 Therms of energy saving projects in its “pipeline” going
into the 2011 program year.

Customers Served:

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

Numerous energy-efficiency retrofit projects at public agencies have been completed to date
including a server virtualization project in South San Francisco, lighting retrofits at municipal
parking garages in Redwood City, refrigeration retrofits at County buildings and a pool boiler
replacement at Menlo Park. Many other projects are in queue including high-tech energy-
efficiency retrofits at SamTrans and Foster City and an HVAC replacement at Millbrae's
Recreation Center.

Also since 2009, Energy Watch has completed lighting and/or refrigeration retrofit projects at 14
non-profits and 62 small businesses across San Mateo County.
A set of charts showing the San Mateo County Energy Watch savings verses goals for the 2010

through 2012 program cycle is attached for your review with this staff report.

ATTACHMENT

San Mateo County Energy Watch 2010-2012: Energy-Savings Goals vs. Energy-Savings Achieved
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San Mateo County Energy Watch 2010-2012:
Energy-Savings Goals vs. Energy-Savings Achieved
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG

Subject Review and accept the Quarterly Investment Report ending September 30, 2010

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

Recommendation:

Review and accept the Quarterly Investment Report ending September 30, 2010 in accordance
with the staff recommendations.

Fiscal Impact:

None.

Revenue Source:

All C/CAG revenue sources.
Background:

C/CAG’s financial agent (City of San Carlos) provides a quarterly report of investments.
Attached is the Quarterly Investment Report as of September 30, 2010. The portfolio increased
during the first quarter of the fiscal year due to receipt of annual contributions from the member
agencies. Average interest was essentially flat at 0.76 per cent. Staff recommends acceptance of
the report.

On June 10, 2010 the C/CAG Board adopted the Revised C/CAG Investment Policy. Per the
adopted policy, C/CAG staff will work with the Board and the Finance Committee to establish an
Investment Advisory Committee. This advisory committee will analyze the portfolio quarterly
against the policy objectives and recommend changes as necessary. Staff needs the Boards
assistance in finding qualified candidates.

Attachments:
Quarterly Investment Report as of September 30, 2010
Alternatives:

1- Review and accept the Quarterly Investment Report ending September 30, 2010 in
accordance with the staff recommendations.

2- No action.

ITEM 5.6
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CITY AND COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
Board of Directors Agenda Report

To: Richard Napier, Executive Director
From: Rebecca Mendenhall, Acting Administrative Services Director
Date: November 2010

SUBJECT: Quarterly Investment Report as of September 30, 2010

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the C/CAG Board review and accept the Quarterly Investment
Report.

ANALYSIS

The attached investment report indicates that on September 30, 2010, funds in the
amount of $9,692,618 were invested producing a weighted average yield of 0.76%.
Accrued interest this quarter totaled $16,094.

Below is a summary of the changes in the portfolio:

Qtr Ended | Qtr Ended Increase
09/30/10 06/30/10 (Decrease)
Total Portfolio $ 9692618 $ 8677271 | $ 1,015,347
Woagtd Avg Yield 0.76% 0.75% 0.01%
Interest Earnings $ 16,094 | $ 15,348 | $ 746

The portfolio increased in the first quarter of the fiscal year due to the receipt of annual
contributions from the member agencies. The increase in interest income is due to the
slight increase in market rates. Although the portfolio grew in the first quarter, the timing
of the increase was in the last month. Therefore, interest income in the second quarter
will increase due to the slight increase in yield on a larger portfolio balance.

Historical cash flow trends are compared to current cash flow requirements on an
ongoing basis to ensure that C/CAG'’s investment portfolio will remain sufficiently liquid
to meet all reasonably anticipated operating requirements. As of September 30, 2010,
the portfolio contains enough liquidity to meet the next six months of expected
expenditures by C/CAG. All investments are in compliance with the Investment Policy.
Attachment 2 shows a historical comparison of the portfolio for the past seven quarters.

The City’s Investment Advisory Committee has reviewed and approved the attached
Investment Report.

Attachments

1 — Investment Portfolio Summary for the Quarter Ended September 30, 2010
2 — Historical Summary of Investment Portfolio

CCAG Quarterly Investment Report 09-30-10 Page 1
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CITY & COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

SUMMARY OF ALL INVESTMENTS
For Quarter Ending September 30, 2010

Weighted
Average
Interest HISTORICAL GASB 31 ADJ
Category Maturity Rate Book Value Market Value
Days | Months
|Liquid Investments: - ]
Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) 1 0.51% 7,133,941 7,133,941
San Mateo County Investment Pool (COPOOL) 2 1.45% 2,558,677 2,558,677
|Agency Securities - R |
|Total - Investments - 0.76%| | 9,692,618 | | 9,692,618 |
IGRAND TOTAL OF PORTFOLIO. ) 0.76%] | 9,692,618 | | 9,692,618 |
Total Accrued Interest this Quarter 16,094
Total Interest Earned (Loss) Fiscal-Year-to-Date 16,094
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City/County Association of Governments W
Historical Summary of Investment Portfolio

12,000,000
10,000,000
8,000,000
#SM County Pool
6,000,000
mLAIF
4,000,000
2,000,000
Dec-08 Mar-09 Jun-09 Sep-09 Dec-09 Mar-10 Jun-10 Sep-10
City/County Assaciation of Governments Investment Portfolio
Dec-08 Mar-09 Jun-09 Sep-09 Dec-09 Mar-10 Jun-10 Sep-10
LAIF 5,703,382 5,540,310 6,318,815 7,342,689 6,606,282 6,116,947 6,125,449 7,133,941
SM County Pool 3,087,734 2,508,254 2,519,784 2,534,221 = 2539947 2,546,235 2 551,821 2,558,677
Total $8791,116 $8,048,565 $8,838599 $9,876910 $9,146,229 $8,663,182 $8,677,271 $9,692,618
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of C/CAG Legislative priorities, positions and

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

(For further information or questions contact Joseph Kott at 599-1453)

RECOMMENDATION
That the C/CAG Board adopt the proposed set of 2011 State Legislative Priorities.

FISCAL IMPACT
Many of the priorities 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/DISCUSSION
Each year, the C/CAG Board adopts a set of legislative priorities to provide direction to its
Legislative Committee, staff, and its Lobbyist. In the past, the C/CAG Board established the
policies and priorities that:
e C(learly defined a policy at the beginning of the Legislative Session.
e Identified specific priorities to be accomplished during this session by the Lobbyist
e Limited the activities of C/CAG to areas where we can have the greatest impact.

The adoption of a list of priorities 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 support the program.

ALTERNATIVES
1. Accept proposed C/CAG Legislative Policies and Priorities for 2011 with changes
2. Postpone decision until next meeting.

ATTACHMENT

C/CAG Proposed Legislative Policies and Priorities For 2011

ITEM 6.1
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ATTACHMENT

PROPOSED C/CAG LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES FOR 2011

Priority #1 -
Protect against the diversion of local revenues including the protection of redevelopment
Junds and programs.

1.1 Support League and CSAC Initiatives to protect local revenues.
1.2 Protect and preserve the 20% redevelopment housing funding set aside.
Priority #2 -

Protect against increased local costs resulting from State action without 100% State
reimbursement for the added costs.

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

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

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

Priority #3 -

Secure stable funding to pay for increased NPDES mandates.

3.1 Primary focus on maximizing funds from the adopted infrastructure bonds.

3.2 Support efforts to exempt NPDES from the super majority voting requirements, imposed
by Proposition 218.

3.3 Include NPDES as a priority for funding in new sources of revenues (e.g. water bonds).

34 Advocate for C/CAG and San Mateo County jurisdictions to be identified as a pilot
project to receive earmarked funding.

3.7 Support efforts to place the burden/ accountability of reporting, managing and meeting
the NPDES requirements on the responsible source not the City or County.

3.8 Oppose efforts to require quantitative limits and Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)

measures since there are insufficient scientific methods to evaluate the benefits. For this
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reason C/CAG instead supports the implementation of Best Management Practices
(BMP’s) to the maximum extent practicable.

3.9  Pursue/Support NPDES Program appeals from the new Municipal Regional Permit to the
Commission on State Mandates

Priority #4 -
Support lowering the 2/3rd super majority vote for local special purpose taxes.

4.1 Support bills that reduce the vote requirement for special taxes but increase the vote
requirement for general taxes.

4.2 Oppose bills that lower the 2/3rd super majority threshold for the special tax category,
but impose restrictions on the expenditures, thereby reducing flexibility.

4.3 Support modification or elimination of Proposition 26 requirements.

Priority #5-
Encourage the State to protect transportation funding and develop an equitable cost-sharing
arrangement to pay for any cost overruns on the construction of the Bay Bridge.

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

5.2 Oppose efforts to divert any of the Regional Measure 2 funds to pay for any Bay Bridge
cost overruns.

Priority #6 -
Advocate for revenue solutions to address State budget issues that are also beneficial to Cities/
Counties

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

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

Priority #7 -
Support reasonable climate action/Greenhouse Gas legislation

7.1 Support incentive approaches toward implementing AB32.

7.2 Support county-based planning for sustainable communities in SB 375.
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7.3 Oppose climate legislation that would conflict with or override projects approved by the
voters.

Priority #8 -
Support energy conservation

8.1 Support local government partnerships to foster energy conservation.

Priority #9 -
Other

9.1 Support/sponsor legislation to allow transportation planning funds to be used
to fund comprehensive land use plans for airports.

9.2 Support efforts that will engage the business community in transportation
demand management.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 10-64 (1) accepting the certificate of the Chief

Elections Officer as the statement of the result of the vote as determined by the
official canvass of the November 2, 2010, Measure M election; (2) declaring and
accepting the passage of Measure M; and (3) imposing a $10 Vehicle
Registration Fee on vehicles registered in San Mateo County in accordance with
Measure M.

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 10-64 (1) accepting the certificate of the
Chief Elections Officer as the statement of the result of the vote as determined by the official
canvass of the November 2, 2010, Measure M election; (2) declaring and accepting the passage
of Measure M; and (3) imposing a $10 Vehicle Registration Fee on vehicles registered in San
Mateo County in accordance with Measure M.

FISCAL IMPACT

The estimated revenue from the fees to be collected is $6.7 million annually for 25 years (May
2011 to April 2036). The DMV initial setup and programming cost is estimated to be $37,000.
The cost of placing Measure M on the ballot is estimated at $300,000.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funds are derived from the imposition of $10 Vehicle Registration Fee (VRF) on each motor
vehicle registered in San Mateo County pursuant to California Government Code 65089.20 and
approval of Measure M by the voters on November 2, 2010.

The cost for the DMV initial setup and programming and cost of placing the Measure M on the
ballot will be advanced by C/CAG from either the current VRF program or the Congestion Relief
Program Funds and be repaid from the new $10 VRF.

ITEM 6.2
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BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

C/CAG placed Measure M (copy attached) on the November 2, 2010, ballot seeking voter
approval of the imposition of an annual fee of ten dollars ($10) on motor vehicles registered in
San Mateo County, through a simple majority vote ballot measure, with the proceeds of the fee to
be used for transportation-related congestion mitigation and water pollution mitigation programs.
Measure M, which was approved by the voters of San Mateo County, and enables C/CAG to
generate an estimated $6.7 million annually ($167 million over the next 25 years) to help fund
various transportation programs for the 20 cities and the County.

The California Elections Code provides that the Chief Elections Officer, within 28 days of an
election, is to inspect, process, and count all ballots and prepare a certified statement of the
result, and to deliver a Certificate of Election declaring the results thereof. C/CAG has received
such a certificate from the Chief Elections Officer with regard to Measure M and pursuant to
Elections Code §15400 C/CAG is authorized to declare the election results as to Measure M.

As indicated in the Expenditure Plan approved by this Board at its special meeting on July 8,
2010, 50% of the net proceeds will be allocated to cities/County for local streets and roads and
50% will be used for Countywide Transportation Programs such as transit operations, regional
traffic congestion management, water pollution prevention, and safe routes to school programs.
The estimated distribution of $3.18 million to the cities and County is included in the attached
allocation table. An Implementation Plan will be developed over the next several months with
detailed program information including defining the percentages breakdown for the Countywide
Transportation Programs.

The Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) has requested that C/CAG submit authorizing
documentation including 1) Board resolution indicating that the fee is consistent with California
Government Code 65089.20 and that the Board authorizes the collection of the fee, and 2)
Certification of Election Results.

The San Mateo County Chief Elections Officer certified the election results on November 29,
2010. The official result indicates that Measure M passed with a majority vote of 54.92%
approving (110,549 — Yes, 90,740 — No). A copy of the certification is attached.

The initial setup and programming costs for collection of the new $10 Vehicle Registration Fee
(VRF) is estimated to be $185,000, to be divided by the five counties that passed the measure
(San Mateo, Alameda, Marin, San Francisco, and Santa Clara), therefore, the cost to C/CAG is
estimated at $37,000. After the initial startup costs, the DMV has indicated that they will charge
an administrative fee of approximately $0.005 (one-half of a cent) of the gross amount collected.
The actual administrative fee that is charged will be established by the DMV at a later date. For
comparison, the administrative fee for the current $4 VRF is $0.00125.
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ATTACHMENTS

- Resolution 10-64

- Certificate of Chief Elections Officer

- Measure M (Resolution 10-37) - Full text as presented on the ballot. Includes Expenditure
Plan as part of Attachment A

- Measure M - Local Streets and Roads Allocations
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RESOLUTION 10-64

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/ COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (1)
ACCEPTING THE CERTIFICATE OF THE CHIEF ELECTIONS OFFICER
AS THE STATEMENT OF THE RESULT OF THE VOTE AS DETERMINED
BY THE OFFICIAL CANVASS OF THE NOVEMBER 2, 2010, MEASURE M
ELECTION; (2) DECLARING AND ACCEPTING THE PASSAGE OF
MEASURE M; AND (3) IMPOSING A $10 VEHICLE REGISTRATION FEE
ON VEHICLES REGISTERED IN SAN MATEO COUNTY IN
ACCORDANCE WITH MEASURE M.

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

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the designated Congestion Management Agency for San
Mateo County (the “CMA”) created pursuant to Chapter 2.6, of Division 1, of Title 7, of the
California Government Code, responsible for the development and implementation of the
Congestion Management Program for San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, Pursuant to California Government Code Section 65089.20, C/CAG
placed Measure M on the November 2, 2010 ballot seeking voter authorization for the
imposition of an additional fee of ten dollars ($10) on each motor vehicle registered
within San Mateo County (the “Vehicle Registration Fee”); and

WHEREAS, the Chief Elections Officer has completed the official canvass of the
complete returns of the votes cast at the election held throughout the County of San
Mateo on November 2, 2010, has prepared a certification of the results of that election
indicating that Measure M passed by a majority vote, and has presented a copy of that
certification to C/CAG as the Governing Body responsible for the measure; and

WHEREAS, the Measure M Expenditure Plan approved by this Board on July 8,
2010, allocates up to five percent of the proceeds to be used for program administration
with fifty percent (50%) of the net revenue allocated to the 20 cities and the County for
local streets and roads and 50% allocated to countywide transportation-related congestion
and water pollution mitigation programs in San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 9250.4 authorizes C/CAG to
request the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) to collect the $10 vehicle registration
imposed pursuant to Section 65089.20 of the California Government Code and that
C/CAG shall pay for the initial setup and programming costs identified by the DMV and

WHEREAS, the Vehicle Registration Fee is to apply to each original vehicle

registration in San Mateo County occurring on or after six months following the
November 2, 2010 election and to a each renewal of registration in San Mateo County
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with an expiration date on or after that six-month period.

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND DETERMINED,
that:

1. The certificate of the Chief Elections Officer as the statement of the result of
the vote as determined by the official canvass of the November 2, 2010,
Measure M election, is accepted.

2. The passage of Measure M is hereby declared and accepted.

3. The $10 Vehicle Registration Fee per the passage of Measure M and in
accordance with California Government Code Section 65089.20, is imposed
and the State of California, Department of Motor Vehicles is directed and
authorized to collect the annual fee of ten dollars ($10.00) on motor vehicles
registered within San Mateo County beginning on the date that is six months
after November 2, 2010, and continue for a period of 25 years, in accordance
with California Government Code Section 9250.4.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED, THIS 9™ DAY OF DECEMBER 2010.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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CERTIFICATE OF CHIEF ELECTIONS OFFICER

In the Matter of the Canvass of Votes Cast
at the Gubernatorial General Election
Held on November 2, 2010

S e

I, WARREN SLOCUM, Chief Elections Officer of the County of San
Mateo, State of California hereby certify;

THAT an election was held within the boundaries of the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County on Tuesday, November 2,
2010, for the purpose of submitting Measure M to the qualified electors and;
I caused to have processed and recorded the votes from the canvass of all
ballots cast at said election within the boundaries of the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County.

I HEREBY FURTHER CERTIFY that the record of votes cast at said
election are set forth in the results report attached hereto and incorporated
herein by reference as though fully set forth at length.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto affix my hand and seal this 29th
day of November, 2010 and file this date with the Executive birector of the

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County.

Warren Slocum
Chief Elections Officer &
Assessor-County Clerk-Recorder
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RESOLUTION 10-37

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN
MATEO COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE IMPOSITION OF A $10
VEHICLE REGISTRATION FEE TO BE COLLECTED ON
VEHICLES REGISTERED IN SAN MATEO COUNTY BY PLACING
A MEASURE ON THE NOVEMBER 2, 2010 BALLOT

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

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the designated Congestion Management
Agency for San Mateo County (the “CMA”) created pursuant to Chapter 2.6,
of Division 1, of Title 7, of the California Government Code, responsible for
the development and implementation of the Congestion Management
Program for San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, as defined in Government Code section 65089.20 (the
“Act”), the countywide transportation planning agency means the congestion
management agency, and therefore C/CAG is the County of San Mateo’s
countywide transportation planning agency, and may therefore be referred to
herein as either the countywide transportation planning agency or the CMA;
and

WHEREAS, C/CAG manages the countywide water pollution
prevention program (WPPP) that includes programs to address pollutants
from motor vehicles; and

WHEREAS, the Act authorizes the CMA to impose an additional fee
of up to ten dollars ($10) on each motor vehicle registered within the county
by a majority vote ballot measure, to be used for transportation-related
congestion and pollution mitigation programs and projects; and

WHEREAS, the C/CAG Board proposes that a fee of $10 per motor
vehicle registered in San Mateo County be imposed to fund the congestion
and pollution mitigation programs and projects set out in the Expenditure
Plan (Attachment A) and that a special election be called on whether such
resolution should be approved, and consolidate the election on such measure
with any other election being conducted in the jurisdiction of San Mateo
County on November 2, 2010, the date of the statewide general election; and

1
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WHEREAS, the regional transportation plan is the Transportation
2035 Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area and includes projects and
programs for San Mateo County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of
Directors of the City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo
County, acting as the CMA, on July 8, 2010 at a noticed public hearing, by a
majority vote of the Board, hereby acts, resolves and finds as follows:

L.

Call a special election on November 2, 2010 for the approval of a
measure (the “Measure”) imposing an additional fee of $10 on
each motor vehicle registered in San Mateo County for 25 years
herein referred to as the “Vehicle Registration Fee” or “VRF”.

Makes the following finding of fact:

a. The projects and programs to be funded by the VRF are
consistent with the regional transportation plan (as set forth
in Attachment B), and

b. The projects and programs to be funded by the VRF have a
relationship or benefit to the persons paying the VRF (as set
forth in Attachment B)

The CMA will administer the proceeds of the fee to carry out the
purposes described in the Expenditure Plan.

The proceeds of the VRF shall be used solely for the programs and
purposes set forth in the Expenditure Plan and for the
administration thereof, as well as the cost of the election and the
cost to develop the plan (as referenced in Sections 10 and 11
below).

Pursuant to the Act, up to five percent (5%) of the proceeds will be
allocated to the administration of the programs including the
development and amendment to the Implementation Plan (which
Implementation Plan is further described in section 7 below and in
Attachment A hereto), with the net revenue used to fund the
Expenditure Plan.
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6. The Expenditure Plan for the VRF allocates fifty percent (50%) of
the net revenue to the 20 cities and the County for local streets and
roads and 50% towards countywide transportation programs, as
indicated in Attachment A.

7. An Implementation Plan describing the detailed programs and
projects will be adopted by the CMA and updated every five years.

8. Pursuant to California Vehicle Code section 9250.4, the initial
setup and programming costs identified by the Department of
Motor Vehicles to collect the fee upon registration or renewal of
registration of a motor vehicle shall be advanced by the CMA and
repaid from the fee. Any such contract payment shall be repaid to
the CMA as part of the initial revenue available for distribution.
The costs deducted pursuant to this paragraph shall not be counted
against the five percent administrative cost limit specified in the
Act.

9. The proceeds of the VRF shall be spent for projects and programs
only inside the geographical limits of San Mateo County. None of
the proceeds, with the exception of the costs incurred by the
Department of Motor Vehicles to collect the fee, or any routine
license fees, permit fees or taxes, shall be available to, or taken by,
the State of California.

10.The costs of placing the Measure authorizing imposition of the
VREF on the ballot as advanced by the CMA, including payments to
the County Registrar of Voters and payments for the printing of the
portions of the ballot pamphlet relating to the Measure, up to a
maximum of $§950,000, advanced by the CMA, shall be paid from
the proceeds of the VRF, and shall not be counted towards the 5%
limit on administrative costs. At the discretion of the CMA, these
costs may be amortized over a period of years.

11.The costs of preparing the Expenditure Plan and associated
activities, up to a maximum of $100,000, as advanced by the
CMA, shall be paid from the proceeds of the VRF subject to the
5% limit on administrative costs. At the discretion of the CMA,
these costs may be amortized over a period of years.
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12.1f any provision of this resolution or the application thereof to any
persons or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder of the
resolution and the application of such provision to other persons or
circumstances shall not be affected. If any proposed expenditure
based on this resolution or the Expenditure Plan is held invalid,
those funds shall be redistributed proportionately to other
expenditures in accordance with the Expenditure Plan.

13.The authorization granted by this Resolution shall become
effective at the close of polls on the Election Day it is approved by
a majority of the electors voting on the Measure. Notwithstanding
the effective date of this authorization, the first collection of the
VREF shall occur at the earliest time as permitted under the Act.

14.The Title of the Measure shall be “Local Transportation
Improvements In San Mateo County”.

15.This Resolution is intended to govern the imposition and collection
in San Mateo County of an additional ten dollar ($10) fee for
transportation-related programs and projects that provide a benefit
to or otherwise have a relationship with the persons who will be
paying the fee. The additional fee authorized by this Resolution
shall be imposed on each original motor vehicle registration, and
on each renewal of registration with an expiration date, occurring
on or after six months following the adoption of the Measure,
unless terminated by the voters of San Mateo County.

16.The proposed ballot question shall be submitted to the voters on
the ballot in the following form:

To help maintain neighborhood streets, fix potholes,
provide transportation options, improve traffic
circulation, provide transit options including senior
and disabled services, reduce congestion, reduce Yes
water pollution from oil and gas runoff, and provide
safe routes to schools, shall the Congestion
Management Agency for San Mateo County levy a
$10 registration fee, for 25 years, on vehicles No
registered in San Mateo County, requiring annual
audits and all funds be spent for programs and
projects in San Mateo County?

4
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17.0Officers of the Board and C/CAG's Executive Director, Legal
Counsel and staff are hereby authorized and directed, jointly and
severally, to do any and all things and to execute and deliver any
and all documents which they may deem necessary or advisable in
order to proceed with the Measure and otherwise carry out, give
effect to and comply with the terms and intent of this Resolution.
Such actions heretofore taken by such officers, officials and staff
are hereby ratified, confirmed and approved.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 8TH DAY OF JULY
2010.

/s/ Bob Grassilli, Vice-Chair

ATTACHMENT A

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS IN SAN MATEO
COUNTY

Vehicle Registration Fee for Local Transportation Improvements in San
Mateo County

The City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, the
Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County (CMA), is
requesting an additional $10 motor vehicle registration fee for congestion
and pollution mitigation. The fee will be imposed for a period of 25 years.
San Mateo County has significant unfunded transportation needs, and this
money would help fund some of those needs. All funds will be spent for
programs and projects in San Mateo County.

Expenditure Plan

The Expenditure Plan includes two categories: Local Streets and Roads and
Countywide Transportation Programs. Up to 5% of the proceeds will be
allocated to the administration of the programs with the net revenue used to
fund the Expenditure Plan. Unused administration funds will be distributed
to the Local Streets and Roads and Countywide Transportation Programs.

Fifty percent (50%) of the net revenue collected under the $10 Vehicle

5
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Registration Fee (VRF) will be allocated to local jurisdictions for local
streets and roads using the distribution formula described in Table 1 on a
cost reimbursement basis. Jurisdictions have the flexibility on how to use
the funds for congestion mitigation and pollution mitigation programs and
projects. The distribution formula for the Local Streets and Roads category
shall be based on 50% population and 50% road miles for each jurisdiction
modified for a minimum guaranteed amount of $75,000 for each
jurisdiction. The formula shall be updated every five years based on
population updates provided by the State of California Department of
Finance and road miles updates provided by the jurisdictions. The other
50% will be allocated to Countywide Transportation Programs.

A summary table of the Local Transportation Improvements In San Mateo

County Expenditure Plan, based on an estimated $6.7 million annual
revenue, is shown below:
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Local Transportation Improvements In San Mateo County Expenditure

Plan
Category Local Streets and Roads | Countywide Transportation
Programs
Administrati Up to 5% (estimated $335,000)
on
Net Annual 50% 50%
Allocation (estimated $3.18 million) (estimated $3.18 million)
Programs |- Congestion Mitigation - Transit Operations
Programs (Roadway including Senior and
maintenance, pothole Disabled Services
repairs, and traffic - Safe Routes to School
congestion management) |- Regional Traffic
- Pollution Mitigation Congestion Management
Program (Water - Water Pollution Prevention
Pollution Prevention) Program
Benefits - Maintains neighborhood |- Provides transit service and
streets and roads local mobility options
- Reduces traffic - Reduces vehicle trips to
congestion and delays schools
- Reduces air pollution - Improves countywide
- Reduces water pollution traffic circulation
from oil and gas runoff |- Reduces impacts of
transportation on the
environment

Implementation Plan Updated Every S Years

A detailed Implementation Plan to carry out the Local Streets and Roads and
Countywide Transportation Programs will be adopted by the CMA and will
then be updated every five years. The Implementation Plan will include
detailed project information for each program and for the Countywide
Transportation Program specify percentages of the funds allocated to each
program and project.

Annual Independent Audit
The CMA will have an annual independent audit performed on the Local

Transportation Improvements In San Mateo County Program.

Local Streets and Roads — 50% of net revenue
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Allocated to local jurisdictions for local congestion mitigation and pollution
mitigation programs using the distribution formula described in Table 1.
Allocations will be on a cost reimbursement basis. Jurisdictions have the
flexibility on how to use the funds for congestion mitigation and pollution
mitigation programs and projects.

Congestion Mitigation Program (Roadway Maintenance, Pothole
Repair, and Traffic Congestion Management)
Maintains optimal roadway conditions, facilitates the efficient
movement of vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians, and improves
traffic safety. Typical projects include:

* Roadway (pavement resurfacing, rehabilitation)

» Pothole repair

» Signage and striping

» Traffic signal system (replace/upgrade hardware and software;

signal timing, interconnect, and coordinate, detection systems)
» Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)
» Tocal shuttles/transportation

Pollution Mitigation Program (Water Pollution Prevention)
Addresses the negative impact on creeks, streams, bays, and the
ocean caused by motor vehicles and the infrastructure supporting
motor vehicle travel. Typical projects include:

" Street sweeping

= Roadway storm inlet cleaning

= Street side runoff treatment

Countywide Transportation Programs — 50% of net revenue
Programmed by the CMA to various transportation-related and pollution
mitigation programs with countywide significance as listed below:

Transit Operations including Senior and Disabled Services (Caltrain
and Samtrans)

Safe Routes to School

Regional Traffic Congestion Management (ITS and Smart Corridor)
Water Pollution Prevention Program

TABLE 1
Local Transportation Improvements In San Mateo County
Local Streets and Roads Allocation
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The distribution formula for the Local Streets and Roads category shall be
based on 50% population and 50% road miles for each jurisdiction modified
for a minimum guaranteed amount of $75,000 for each jurisdiction. The
formula shall be updated every five years based on population updates
provided by the State of California Department of Finance and road miles
updates provided by the jurisdictions.

The table below provides an estimated annual distribution based on the
above formula with net revenue of $3,182,500 for Local Streets and Roads
and a minimum guaranteed amount of $75,000 for each jurisdiction.

Jurisdiction % of Total Estimated Net
Allocation | Annual Revenue
San Mateo County 12.15%} $ 386,806
San Mateo 11.02%]| $ 350,562
Daly City 9.62%] $ 305,999
Redwood City 8.82%| $ 280,747
South SF T17%| $ 228,162
Pacifica 4.34%| $ 153,891
San Bruno 4.76%] $ 151,514
Menlo Park 4.50%} $ 143,095
San Carlos 4.03%] § 128,341
Burlingame 3.95%] $ 125,668
Belmont 3.29%) $ 104,574
Foster City 3.12%]| $ 99,227
East Palo Alto 3.06%] $§ 97444
Hillsborough 2.81%]| $ 89,423
Millbrae 2.74%| $ 87,046
Atherton 2.36%]| $ 75,000
Woodside 2.36%] $ 75,000
Half Moon Bay 2.36%| § 75,000
Portola Valley 2.36%] $ 75,000
Brisbane 2.36%] $ 75,000
Colma 2.36%| $§ 75,000
Total 100%| $ 3,182,500
ATTACHMENT B

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS IN SAN MATEO
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COUNTY
FINDINGS OF FACT

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The Transportation 2035 Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area, which is the
current regional transportation plan adopted by the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC), represents the policy and vision of the
region’s transportation needs over the next 25 years. The Plan, which can be
found at www.mtc.ca.gov, encourages and promotes the safe and efficient
management, operation and development of a regional inter-modal
transportation system focusing on the following principles:

- Economy (includes maintenance and safety, reliability, security and
emergency management);

- Environmental (includes clean air and climate protection); and

- Equity (access and livable communities)

The City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, the
Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County (CMA) has
determined that the programs and projects identified in the Expenditure Plan
are consistent with the Transportation 2035 Plan and that the Expenditure
Plan supports the following:

- Maintaining local streets and roads pavement in good condition

- Reducing injuries and fatalities from motor vehicle and non-motorized
vehicles

- Enhancing traffic mobility by implementing transportation systems
management to improve local and regional operations

- Implementing traffic operations systems to manage traffic flow and
reduce delay and congestion on roadways

- Mitigating negative air and water pollution impacts caused by motor
vehicles

- Reducing motor vehicle discharges such as oil, gas, metals, and other
chemicals on the streets and roads infrastructure that eventually end
up in the water

- Sustaining transit services and improving access to transit to increase
mobility contributing to reduction in motor vehicles

- Reducing the impact of transportation on the environment

The CMA has requested the MTC to make an independent finding that the

10
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Expenditure Plan is consistent with the Transportation 2035 Plan (regional
transportation plan).

FINDINGS OF FACT

The findings of fact for the projects and programs identified in the
Expenditure Plan indicates that the fee payers have a relationship with, or
benefit by:

- Having roadways maintained and operating safely and efficiently

- Maintaining and expanding effective and efficient transit services

- Reducing vehicle trips for “at risk” drivers (seniors and disabled) by
providing local alternative transportation options and improve safety
for all on the roads

- Reducing vehicle trips to schools by implementing safe routes to
school programs enabling school children to walk and bike to schools
safely

- Regular street sweeping programs to prevent debris and trash from
accumulating on the side of the road that may potentially block storm
inlets during periods of rain and flooding the roadway

- Proper cleaning and maintenance of roadway storm inlet to reduce the
likelihood of the drains being clogged during rain periods and
flooding the roadway

- Reducing, diverting or treating water pollution from oil and gas runoff
caused by motor vehicle leakage

BENEFIT AND RELATIONSHIP ANALYSIS

The benefit and relationship analysis confirms the eligibility of the programs
and projects identified in the Expenditure Plan. The Analysis describes the
programs and projects in more technical detail, addressing the relationship or
benefit of the programs and projects to the persons who will be paying the
fees as intended by California Government Code section 65089.20.

Local Streets and Roads
Congestion Mitigation Programs

Maintains optimal roadway conditions, facilitates the efficient movement of
vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrian, and improves traffic safety.

- Roadway (pavement resurfacing, rehabilitation) and Pothole Repair
Streets and roadway maintenance such as pavement overlays and
rehabilitation and pothole repairs are on going activities that keeps

11
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pavement and the travel ways in good condition enabling safe and
efficient vehicle travels including automobiles (cars and trucks),
transit (bus and shuttles).

Signage and Striping / Traffic Signal System

Traffic congestion management involves making sure that traffic
signal systems are properly maintained and operational including
replacing and upgrading hardware and software, performing signal
timing, interconnect, coordination, synchronization and installing
detection. Proper signal operations contribute to efficient traffic
flows, minimizes unnecessary vehicle stops and braking, reduces local
traffic congestion, and maximizes traffic operations. Properly
maintained signage and pavement striping effectively regulates,
guides, and informs drivers, bicyclists and pedestrians assuring the
safety for all travelers.

Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)

ITS efficiently use the transportation system and includes elements to
improve transportation mobility, provide efficiency and safety,
manage traffic incidents and provide timely multi-modal
transportation information to transportation agencies and the public to
increase throughput, mitigate traffic congestion, and reduce air
pollution.

Local shuttles/transportation

Local shuttle services meet local mobility needs and provide access to
regional transit, therefore, reduces the number of vehicles on the
roadway.

Pollution Mitigation Program (Water Pollution Prevention)

Address the negative impacts of pollutants runoff caused by oil, gas, and
residue from motor vehicle parts (i.e., brake pads) and control trash
generated by the vehicles on transportation infrastructure by cleaning
roadway storm inlet and street side runoff.

Street sweeping / Roadway storm inlet cleaning / Street side runoff
treatment

Trash and debris are major sources of pollutant in the waterways and
accumulation of these pollutants on the side of the road may
potentially block storm drain facilities during periods of rain and
cause localized flooding on the roadway. Regular street sweeping,

12
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cleaning of storm drain inlets cleaning, and treating of street side
runoff removes debris from streets which otherwise would enter storm
drain inlets before discharging into the waterways. In addition, these
regular maintenance activities will keep the roadways clear of water
during periods of rain improving safety for the motorists and
pedestrians.

Countywide Transportation Programs

Transit Operations including Senior and Disabled Services

Expanding and preserving public transit services such as Caltrain and
Samtrans for regionwide commute and local shuttles and paratransit
provides traffic congestion relief by reducing the numbers of motorized
vehicles on the road. Providing targeted transportation services for
individuals that have special mobility needs such as seniors and disabled and
accessible services for individuals who would otherwise drive, therefore
reducing the aggregate congestion and air pollution.

Safe Routes to School

Providing safe access to schools enables and encourage children to walk or
bicycle to schools, which would reduce number of trips to schools resulting
in less traffic congestion due to school-related travels.

Regional Traffic Congestion Management

Providing operations and maintenance for the San Mateo County Smart
Corridors, the countywide advanced traffic management system, including
signal system hardware and software, signage, cameras, communication
equipments and devices, and vehicle detection system. The Smart Corridor
improves transportation mobility, provides efficiency and safety, manage
traffic, and provide congestion relief and timely multi-modal transportation
traveler information. Developing projects to reduce traffic congestion.

Water Pollution Prevention Program

Implementing projects that meet the requirements of the Municipal Regional
Stormwater Permit (MRP) to help mitigate the impacts of water pollution
runoffs caused by motor vehicles. Motor vehicles generate by-products that
can be discharged direct into and pollutes storm drains, streams and
waterways within San Mateo County and the Bay, which affects water
quality. Developing and applying best management practices to control and
reduce non-stormwater discharges mitigates pollutant discharges caused by
runoffs from streets and roads infrastructure into waterways.

13
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MEASURE M - LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS ALLOCATION

The table below provides an estimated distribution for the Local Streets and Roads
allocation based a formula consisting of 50% population and 50% road miles for each
jurisdiction modified for a minimum guaranteed amount of $75,000 for each jurisdiction.

Jurisdiction % of Total| Estimated Net Estimated Net
Allocation | Annual Revenue |25-Year Revenue

San Mateo County 12.15%]| $ 386,806 | $ 9,670,162
San Mateo 11.02%| $ 350,562 | $ 8,764,048
Daly City 9.62%| $ 305,999 | $ 7,649,974
Redwood City 8.82%| $ 280,747 | $ 7,018,666
South San Francsico 7.17%| $ 228,162 | $ 5,704,058
Pacifica 4.84%] $ 153,801 | § 3,847,269
San Bruno 4.76%| $ 151,514 | $ 3,787,851
Menlo Park 4.50%| $ 143,095 | $ 3577375
San Carlos 4.03%] $ 128341 | $ 3208,533
Burlingame 3.95%| $ 125,668 | $ 3,141,688
Belmont C3.29%]| 104,574 | $ 2,614,360
Foster City 3.12%| § 992278 2480671
East Palo Alto 3.06%| $ 97,444 | § 2,436,108
Hillsborough 2.81%| $ 89423 | $ 2,235,575
Millbrae 2.74%| $ 87,046 | $ 2,176,158
Atherton 2.36%| $ 75,000 | § 1,875,000
Woodside 2.36%| $ 75,000 | $ 1,875,000
Half MoonBay |  2.36%| § 75000 | $ 1,875,000
Portola Valley | 2.36%| $ 75,000 | $ 1,875,000
Brisbane . 2.36%| $ 75,000 | $ 1,875,000
Colma | 2.36%] $ 75,000 | $ 11,875,000
Total 100%] $ 3,182,500 | § 79,562,496

Notes:

1. Population totals are updated based on the State of California Department of Finance estimates
Figures may be slightly off due to rounding off errors.
Assumes constant annual revenue over the 25-year period.
Final net distribution amounts will take into account deductions for one-time election costs (which
could be amortized over a period of years) and DMV initial set up and programming costs.

AW
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Quarterly update on the implementation of the San Mateo County Smart
Corridor project

(For further information or questions contact Parviz Mokhtari at (408) 425- 2433)

RECOMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board receives this status update on the implementation of the San Mateo
County Smart Corridor project.

FISCAL IMPACT

The total estimated cost of the project is $26,000,000 and the sources of funds are as follows:

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) $11,000,000
Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) $10,000,000
Federal Funds $ 1,000,000
San Mateo County Transportation Authority $ 3,000,000
C/CAG $ 1,000,000

Total $26,000,000

$3,000,000 of these total funds was approved for design. Therefore; the total funds available for
construction is $23,000,000.

STATUS UPDATE

As it has been reported previously, the entire project has been divided into the following four
separate projects.

Project number 1

Project 1 consists of El Camino Real and other major streets in the City of San Mateo from
Hillsdale Boulevard to Highway 92 (The pilot project).

The design and construction of this project is administered by the City of San Mateo. The
construction of this project has been awarded to St. Francis Electric for total amount of
$2,177,288.00. Construction started on October 4, 2010 and estimated completion is July 1,
2011. The estimated total project cost, including contingencies and construction management
is $2,500,000.00 to be funded by $1,000,000 Federal funds, 1,000,000.00 TLSP funds and
$500,000.00 local funds

ITEM 6.3
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Project number 2

This project consists of all local arterials and streets (Local portion)

The design of this project has been completed and the plans and specifications have been
delivered to the San Mateo County Department of Public Works. The total estimated
construction and construction administration cost of this project is $6,500,000.00 to be funded
by $5,270,000.00 STIP funds and $1,230,000.00 local funds. Staff will be submitting a
Request for Allocation of the STIP funds to the California Transportation Commission (CTC)
to be placed on the CTC agenda of January 2011. The Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) has determined that all STIP funds for this project are Federal funds and
the project must meet all federal regulations before it can be advertised for construction. Staff
1s in process of preparing all the required federal documents to be submitted to Caltrans for
review and approval and it is anticipated that Caltrans will issue authorization to construct in
February 2011.

Project number 3

This project includes El Camino Real and all other locations within the State right-of-way and
some work within local streets (State portion)

Caltrans staff has completed the design of this project and plans and specifications have been
submitted to the Caltrans Headquarter for review and approval. It is estimated that District 4
will receive approval by mid-January 2011. The total estimated cost of this project is
$11,730,000.00 to be funded by $9,000,000.00 TLSP and $2,730.00 STIP funds. Caltrans
Request fro Allocation will be placed on CTC agenda of March 2011.

Project 4
Project 4 involves procuring software and some controllers for the Signal System and

integration of the entire project. A Request for Proposal (RFP) for the Signal System has been
prepared and released to qualified firms and posted on the C/CAG website. The deadline for
the firms to submit proposals is December 10, 2010 and it is estimated that the selection
process will be completed by late January 2011. Staff recommendation and the contract may
be placed on the C/CAG Board agenda of February or March 2011 for approval

The total estimated cost of this project is $1,600,000.00 to be funded by local funds.

Based on all estimated cost and schedules, the entire project will be on budget and will be
completed and be in operation by April 2012.

ATTACHMENT
None.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 09, 2010

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Congestion Management & Environmental Quality Committée (CMEQ)
Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 10-63 reauthorizing the San Mateo County

Congestion Relief Plan for four years from July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2015 (Special
voting procedures apply).

(For further information contact Richard Napier at 599-1420 or Jean Higaki at
599-1462)

RECOMMENDATION

Review and approval of Resolution 10-63 reauthorizing the San Mateo County Congestion Relief
Plan for four years from July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2015 1n accordance with the staff
recommendations. Special voting procedures apply.

FISCAL IMPACT

If reauthorized, the Congestion Relief Plan will receive $1.85 million per year for four years.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Annual funding to support the programs under the Congestion Relief Plan is derived primarily
from C/CAG member assessment of $1.85 million.

Annual matching funds for specific programs from the San Mateo County Transportation
Authority are as follows:

- Local/ Employer shuttle service program - $300,000 (up to)

- Ramp metering program - $100,000 (up to)

- Intelligent Transportation Systems $200,000 (up to)

Local jurisdictions applying for the Local Transportation Services Program are required to
provide a minimum 50% match for services provided.

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and/ or Federal Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality (CMAQ) are additional potential sources of funds that are available through
competitive grants. Competitive grant funds are not identified at this time.

ITEM 6.4
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BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The San Mateo Congestion Relief Plan was first adopted by C/CAG on February 8, 2002 in
response to traffic congestion measurements, at a number of locations throughout the County,
which exceeded the standards adopted by C/CAG under the Congestion Management Program

(CMP). The CMP is a legal requirement (California Government Code Section 65089(b)(1)(A)),
enforceable with financial penalties, and requiring deficiency plans when the congestion exceeds
set standards. The Congestion Relief Plan was developed to serve as a Countywide Deficiency
Plan such that the individual cities and the County would not have to do multiple deficiency plans
with corresponding implementation costs.

The alternative to a Countywide Deficiency Plan would be for each individual jurisdiction to
research, develop, fund, and implement its own Deficiency Plan. Agencies would potentially have
to contribute to multiple deficiency plans some outside their jurisdiction where they contribute
10% or more trips at the deficient location. This could result in unpredictable cost/ impact to the
local agencies.

In 2002, the C/CAG Board determined that a countywide approach would be more cost-effective
and provide more comprehensive benefits to the overall transportation system in the County. The
adoption of the Congestion Relief Plan relieved all San Mateo County jurisdictions from having to
fix the specific congested locations that triggered a deficiency, and any locations that might
trigger a deficiency in the subsequent five years.

The C/CAG Board also saw the Congestion Relief Plan as an opportunity to create a program
that could make an impact on congestion. The Congestion Relief Plan was developed to respect
and support the economic development efforts made by local jurisdictions. Since economic
prosperity tends to create severe traffic congestion which also threatens economic growth, the
Congestion Relief Plan was designed to find ways to improve mobility Countywide and in every
jurisdiction without halting economic growth.

The C/CAG Board authorizes the Congestion Relief Plan for a period of 4 years and all
jurisdictions make financial contributions to the Plan based on population and trip generation.
The last re-authorization in 2007 was based on 2006 population percentages and 2005 trip
generation data. The proposed assessment is updated to reflect 2009 population data and is
shown on Attachment A.
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PROGRAM ENHANCEMENT

The 2007 reauthorization of an annual $1.85 million in member assessments for the Congestion
Relief Plan was used to finance the programs shown on the table below. It is proposed that the
reauthorization of this Plan be held at the same 2007 member assessment level and that the Plan
include the revised programs as shown on the table below.

2007-2011 Plan

2011-2015 Proposed Plan

Employer-Based Shuttle and Local

Fmployer-Based Shuttle and Local Transportation

1 Transportation Services Program $500,000 Services Program $500,000
2 {Travel Demand Management $550,000  [Travel Demand Management $550,000
3 (Intelligent Transportation Systems $200,000 Intelhgent Transportation Syétems (TS)/ Traffic $200,000
Operational Improvement Strategies
4 |Ramp Metering $100,000  [Ramp Metering $100,000
Linking Transportation and Land Use:
SA. Major Corridors Planning Grants
5B. Transportation Improvement Strategy
. . to Reduce Green House Gases
5 [El Camino Real Planning Grants $500,000 5C. General Climate Action Plan Activities $500,000
5D. Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS)
Activities, Linking Housing with
Transportation.
Total $1,850,000 Total $1,850,000
ACCOMPLISHMENTS

The Congestion Relief Plan is C/CAG’s most cost effective program leveraging approximately
$25-30 million in congestion relief activities throughout the County. The Ramp Metering Process
recently received an award from the Metropolitan Transportation Commission and was funded by
the Congestion Relief Plan. The following list shows some of the activities performed under the
last authorization of the Congestion Relief Plan:

1- Funded Shuttle Programs and other local transportation services (Approximately $1.4
million in shuttle services provided by jurisdictions per year)

2- Expanded Transportation Demand Management Programs (Commute incentives
performed by the Peninsula Congestion Relief Alliance)

3- Leveraged funds to obtain a $10 million grant to implement the “Smart Corridors project”

4- Implemented a MTC award winning Ramp Metering project.

5- Awarded $200,000 (4 jurisdictions) in El Camino Real Planning Grants.

6- Under the 21 Elements program, reduced cost to jurisdictions by creating templates for
use in state required housing element development.

7- Under the 21 Elements program, identified barriers to infill and transit oriented
development and proposed strategies to overcome those barriers.

8- Funded the Government Energy Baseline Incentive Program to perform energy baseline
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inventories, which identified opportunities to reduce climate change impacts.
SAN MATEO CONGESTION RELIEF PLAN BENEFITS

Cities and County

Contribution to a Countywide Deficiency Plan is a fixed cost that provides immunity from
localized deficiency plans. This approach is more fiscally efficient than each agency developing
and implementing multiple localized Deficiency Plans.

Much of the Congestion Relief Plan assessment fees are distributed back to local agencies in the
form of planning grants, shuttle grants, use of the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance
services at low or no cost, and installation of intelligent transportation system equipment for
operational improvements at no cost, and development of model programs and templates for local
jurisdiction use.

PROPOSED CONGESTION RELIEF PLAN REAUTHORIZATION

Given the success of the Congestion Relief Plan programs, a similar Plan is proposed.

Attachment B provides details on the existing and proposed Congestion Relief Plan programs.
The major difference is the addition of the Transportation Improvement Strategy to Reduce Green
House Gases, Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Activities, Linking Housing with
Transportation, and General Climate Action Activities.

Given the economic climate it is proposed that the Congestion Relief Plan assessments to the
Cities and County remain at the same total level of $1,850,000 as shown on Attachment A. The
Congestion Relief Plan costs are fixed for the term of the program. The assessment is based on
the 1/1/09 Population and the 2005 Total Trip Generation. The Congestion Relief Plan will
continue to be considered a Countywide Deficiency Plan, providing immunity for the Cities and
County from any deficiency plans for the 4-year term of this reauthorization.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) recommended
approval of this program on November 18, 2010 and the Congestion Management &
Environmental Quality (CMEQ) Program Committee recommended approval of this program on
November 22, 2010. CMEQ recommended that metrics be added to the program to track
effectiveness.

ATTACHMENTS

e Resolution 10-63 reauthorizing the San Mateo County Congestion Relief Plan
e Attachment A Congestion Relief Plan Assessment

e Attachment B San Mateo County Congestion Relief Plan Reauthorization Program Details for
7/11/2011-6/30/1015
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RESOLUTION 10-63

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY REAUTHORIZING
THE SAN MATEO COUNTY CONGESTION RELIEF PLAN FOR FOUR YEARS
FROM JULY 1, 2011 TO JUNE 30, 2015

WHEREAS, the City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo
County is the designated Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Mateo County; and,

WHEREAS, State law requires monitoring of the Congestion Management Network;

and,

WHEREAS, any deficient corridor or interchange will require the development of a
deficiency plan with mitigation that may include all the cities and the County; and,

WHEREAS, a Countywide Program to address these deficiencies is more effective; and

WHEREAS, the San Mateo County Congestion Relief Plan was in effect from FY
2007/08 thru FY 2010/11; and

WHEREAS, the San Mateo County Congestion Relief Plan has been demonstrated to be
an effective program that included ramp metering, Intelligent Transportation System Plans,
Countywide Travel Demand Management, and funded local and employer shuttles; and

WHEREAS, the reauthorization of the San Mateo County Congestion Relief Plan will be
modified to also include Freeway Operational Improvement Strategies and activities Linking
Transportation and Land Use; and

WHEREAS, the San Mateo County Congestion Relief Plan has proven beneficial to the
Cities and the County by providing a simple predictable way to address transportation deficiencies
caused by development.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County to reauthorize the San Mateo
County Congestion Relief Plan for a four-year term with an assessment of $1,850,000. The new
Congestion Relief Plan will start July 1, 2011 and expire June 30, 2015.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OF DECEMBER 2010.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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ATTACHMENT B

SAN MATEO COUNTY CONGESTION RELIEF PLAN
REAUTHORIZATION
PROGRAM DETAILS FOR 7/1/2011 - 6/30/2015

1. Employer-Based Shuttle Program and Local Transportation Services.

The Employer-Based Shuttle Program focuses on connecting employment centers to transit
centers (both BART and Caltrain) and the Local Transportation Services Program provides funds
for local jurisdictions or their designees to provide transportation services for its residents that
meet the unique characteristics and needs of that jurisdiction. Under the Local program,
jurisdictions have the flexibility to determine the best mix of services, which sometimes results in
combining commuter service, school service, services for special populations, on-demand
services, and mid day service.

Both Employer-Based Shuttle and Local Transportation Services Program funds are awarded
through a competitive process. The program requires that each project sponsor provide a match
of funds and in-kind services equal to 50% of the total service cost.

For both the Employer-Based Shuttle and Local Transportation Services Program, the San Mateo
County Transportation Authority reimburses C/CAG up to 50% of funds it disperses for shuttle
services upon invoice.

Proposed: There is no proposed change to program implementation. The annual fund level for
the two programs is currently $500,000 ($120K for Employer-Based and $380K for Local
Transportation). It is proposed that the new authorization remain at the same level of funding.

Proposed Goals:
e To increase shuttle usage, thereby increasing transit use, and thereby reducing congestion.
e Leverage fund sources to expand shuttle services.

2. Countywide Travel Demand Management Program.

The Countywide Travel Demand Management (TDM) Program is operated by the Peninsula
Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (Alliance). Examples of TDM type projects include but are not
limited to voluntary trip reduction program, work with employers to reduce peak commute trips,
employer based shuttle development and management, employer alternative commuting support
services, school carpool programs, alternative commute incentive programs.

The Alliance has been extremely successful in meeting the needs of the individual communities,
city and county governments, and employers throughout San Mateo County.

Page 1 of 6
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Proposed: There is no proposed change to program implementation. The annual fund level for
this program is currently $550,000. It is proposed that the new authorization remain at the same
level of funding.

Proposed Goals:

e Increase transit use and use of alternative commute options through education and
incentives.
¢ Reduce single occupant vehicle trips through education and incentives.

3. Countywide Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Program / Traffic
Operational Improvement Strategies.

Under the original Congestion Relief Plan a Countywide Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)
Plan was'developed. It is anticipated that funding under this Program will be used for consulting
assistance to design and implement individual components of the ITS Plan.

Currently Caltrans is developing a Corridor System Management Plan (CSMP) which studies the
US 101 Corridor from the San Francisco County line to Santa Clara County line. The CSMP
identifies current management strategies, existing travel conditions and mobility challenges,
corridor performance management, planning management strategies, and capital improvements. It
is anticipated that funding under this Program will be used for consulting assistance to study,
design, or implement roadway and freeway operational and safety improvement strategies.

Proposed: This program is expanded to include transportation corridor study activities and traffic
operational improvements within the County. The annual fund level for this program is currently
$200,000. It is proposed that the new authorization remain at the same level of funding.

Proposed Goals:
¢ Analyze the causes of congestion and identify solutions to mitigate congestion.
¢ Emphasize solutions that utilize technology for congestion reduction and traffic operation
improvements.
* Implement and operated the San Mateo Smart Corridors
o Define ITS strategies for US 101 and 1-280.

4. Ramp Metering Program.

Under the original Congestion Relief Plan a Ramp Metering Study was done for Route 101
(county line to county line) and Route 280 from Route 380 north to the county line. The program
implementation is mostly complete with installation of all metering equipment. South bound
Ramp meters on Route 280, and US 101 meters, north of Route 92, have yet to be turned on.
Funding under the reauthorized Congestion Relief Plan will be needed for the following:

e Designing the implementation of the remaining phase of the program.

¢ Consultant analysis and develop timing plans for meters that are not yet turned on.

e Conducting a before and after study to document the effects of implementing ramp

metering.

Page 2 of 6
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¢ On going monitoring of the program.
o Fine-tuning and adjusting the program to respond to changes in traffic patterns.
e Conducting an education and community outreach effort about the program.

Proposed: There is only a minor expansion of to this program to include the development of
timing plans. The annual fund level for this program is currently $100,000. It is proposed that
the new authorization remain at the same level of funding. The San Mateo County Transportation
Authority matches these funds on a reimbursement basis.

Proposed Goals:
e Implement the C/CAG approved Ramp Metering Program.

S. Linking Transportation and Land Use.

SA. Major Corridors Planning Grants.

On May 11, 2006, the C/CAG Board approved the El Camino Real Incentive Program and
authorized the use of the Congestion Relief Plan as the funding source for the Program. Under
this Program the jurisdictions along El Camino Real/ Mission Street will be eligible to receive up
to $50,000 as matching funds to support land use and transportation planning efforts along the
corridor.

Jurisdictions will also be eligible for an additional $50,000 in matching funds to support the
implementation of these plans. Some of the other activities that will be funded as part of the El
Camino Real Incentive Program include the development of a corridor study and design of
transportation system improvements to complement the land use changes adopted by the local
jurisdictions, and as matching funds to secure outside grants to support the overall El Camino
Real Program.

As part of this reauthorization, it is proposed to expand this program to apply to other major
corridors that are undefined at this time.

Proposed: It is proposed to change this program implementation to also include other major
corridors that are undefined at this time. The annual fund level for this program is currently
$500,000. To date C/CAG has awarded only $200,000 in four years. It is proposed that the new
authorization level be reduced to $200,000 to help fund other program expansions.

Proposed Goals:
* Increase the number of plans adopted by the Cities
¢ Provide incentives for jurisdictions to look at El Camino Real and other major corridors
from a holistic approach by integrating land use and multi-modal transportation planning.

Page 3 of 6
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SB. Transportation Improvement Strategies to Reduce Green House
Gases.

The Transportation Improvement Strategies to Reduce Green House Gases is a program to
provide matching funds to countywide or regionally significant transportation projects that reduce
green house gases. Example projects include the following:

e In 2010, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District), in partnership with
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), cities and counties, other government
agencies, industry, and local businesses and non-profits obtained a grant for a $9.9 million
Electric Vehicle (EV) Infrastructure Readiness Pilot Project (“Project”) in support of EV
deployment in the Bay Area. The project intends to fund the purchase and installation of
EV chargers in high-demand travel corridors and other strategic locations to addresses
one of the key adoption barriers to EV -- range anxiety.

According to the ABAG proposal, C/CAG will work with local stakeholders to deploy 50
charge points. These charge points will be located on transit nodes/ stations and on the El
Camino Real Corridor, in public parking facilities, near major commercial and workplace
centers.

Other entities are providing most of the match however C/CAG is contributing $100,000
from this program for a portion of the project match.

e In October 2010, Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) approved a $4.29
million grant to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) to fund a
Regional Bike-sharing Pilot Program to deploy approximately 1,000 bicycles at up to 100
kiosk stations around the Bay Area. The Regional Bike Sharing Program will implement
bike sharing along the peninsula transportation corridor: San Francisco, Redwood City,
Mountain View, Palo Alto, and San Jose. C/CAG is contributing $50,000 from this
program for a portion the project match

Proposed: This is a proposed new program. It is proposed that the new authorization be set at
$100,000.

Proposed Goals:

* As this is primarily a fund matching program, leverage funds towards projects aimed at
reducing GHG.

SC. General Climate Action Plan Activities.
In 2009, the C/CAG Board formed the Resource Management and Climate Protection (RMCP)
Committee and supported the development of countywide climate change related programs.

Program funds would be used to staff the RMCP Committee.

The RMCP Committee provides advice and recommendations to the Congestion Management
Page 4 of 6

122



and Environmental Quality (CMEQ) Committee and the full C/CAG Board on matters related to
energy and water use and climate change efforts in San Mateo County. The RMCP also reports
on the San Mateo County Energy Watch (SMCEW) and promotes the goals outlined in the San
Mateo County Energy Strategy, including: energy, water, collaboration between cities and the
utilities, leadership and economic opportunities related to the RMCP committee’s efforts. RMCP
staff also seeks additional funding to expand countywide climate change and resource reduction
programs.

Proposed: This is a proposed new program. It is proposed that the new authorization be set at
$50,000.

Proposed Goals:
» Develop a climate action plan template and model climate action plan that can be used by
local jurisdictions.
e Provide support for countywide climate action planning activities.
e Update the San Mateo County Energy Strategy..

SD. Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Activities, Linking
Housing with Transportation.

In 2008, state law SB 375 was approved which required the Bay Area Region to develop a
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), which must factor in and integrate land use planning,
transportation policies, and transportation investments.

California Air Resources Board (CARB) sets regional greenhouse gas emission targets by
September 30, 2010 and each region must incorporate its target in its Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) and Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA). Both RTP and RHNA plans must
be consistent with the development pattern developed in the SCS.

At this point is unclear what activities the local agencies in the County will be subjected to
however, it is felt that some funding should be set aside in anticipation of actives associated with
this planning effort. One potential example activity would be to fund activities needed to form a
RHNA sub region.

It is expected that Program funds would be used in part to staff RHNA efforts, develop affordable
housing programs, and promote best practices to stimulate infill housing in the transit corridor and
along El Camino Real. It is anticipated that projects of a similar nature would also be funded

under this program.

Proposed: This is a proposed new program. It is proposed that the new authorization be set at
$150,000.

Page 5 of 6
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Proposed Goals:
e Support San Mateo County RHNA/ SCS sub-region efforts.
» Develop an approved housing allocation for the County.

* Provide countywide technical support and analysis to C/CAG for countywide housing
planning efforts.

Total Funding

The total funding from C/CAG Member Agencies for reauthorization of the Congestion Relief
Plan is $1,850,000. It is recommended that the Congestion Relief Plan be reauthorized for an
additional four years which will meet the requirements of a Countywide Deficiency Plan for the
next two Congestion Management Program cycles (through June 30, 2015).

Page 6 of 6
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: December 9, 2010
To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 10-66 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an agreement with the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
(VTA) for Travel Demand Forecasting model license and services for a three
(3) year term in an amount not to exceed $575,000

(For further information contact Richard Napier at 599-1420 or Sandy Wong
at 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and Approve Resolution 10-66 authorizing the C/CAG Chair
to execute an agreement with the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) for
Travel Demand Forecasting model license and services for a three (3) year term in an amount
not to exceed $575,000.

FISCAL IMPACT

Execution of this agreement will authorize the expenditure of up to $575,000 over a three-
year term as follows:

e $200,000 model modification, plus license and set up fee

e $75,000 maintenance ($25,000 per year for three years)

e 3$300,000 specific projects on a task order basis (Estimated at $100,000 per year for
three years on an as-needed basis. Actual expenditures will be determined based on
specific tasks orders to be approved by the Executive Director.)

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funding for model license and maintenance will come from C/CAG congestion management
funds. The San Mateo County Transportation Authority, SamTrans, and Peninsula Joint
Powers Authority will reimburse up to one half of the cost.

Funding for project level modeling on a task order basis will come from specific projects.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

C/CAG is the designated Congestion Management Agency responsible for the development
and implementation of the Congestion Management Program (CMP) for San Mateo County.

ITEM 6.5
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California Government Code requires Congestion Management Agencies to develop and
maintain a computerized Travel Demand Forecasting Model within their jurisdiction.

The current C/CAG’s travel demand forecasting model was originally developed in 1994 and
was based on the old 1981 MTC FCAST model system. The model has been updated and
refined several times since then by various consultants but is becoming difficult to update
and maintain and is now considered out of date. The model is implemented in the older
version of the EMME/2 software.

In 2008 and 2009, as part of the Grand Boulevard Multi-Modal Corridor Plan Study
sponsored by C/CAG, VTA, and SamTrans, the VTA travel model was modified and
expanded to include added detail within San Mateo County. The VTA model is consistent
with the most current MTC BayCast 4-Step regional model and is fully GIS compatible. In
October 2010, C/CAG Executive Director has approved a task order for Dowling Associates,
Inc. to evaluate the VTA model for its suitability for long term use in San Mateo County.
The evaluation finding indicates that with some minor technical effort, the VTA model can
be a viable option for use as the countywide model for C/CAG.

The C/CAG Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (CMP-TAC)
was consulted on this matter at the November 18, 2010 meeting. The general consensus was
that using the VT A model in San Mateo County is a viable choice.

This agreement with VTA also includes the option of project level modeling service. Each
specific work scope and cost will be performed on a task order basis to be negotiated and
approved by the C/CAG Executive Director prior to execution of work.

A draft of the agreement is attached hereto and will be approved as to form by C/CAG legal
counsel prior to execution.

Benefits

VTA has several well-qualified in-house travel demand forecasting staff who are highly
respected in the industry. Partnering with VTA in model development and maintenance
would provide C/CAG with assurance in model quality. An alternative to obtaining VTA
model license and services is to contract with a consulting firm to rebuild the C/CAG model.
However, such alternative would have significantly higher cost, longer lead time to develop
the model, along with higher technical risks in model development.

ATTACHMENT

Resolution 10-66
Agreement between C/CAG and VTA on Countywide Transportation Model
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RESOLUTION 10-66

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
- ASSOCTATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)
AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT WITH THE
SANTA CLARA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (VTA) FOR
TRAVEL DEMAND FORECASTING MODEL LICENSE AND SERVICES FOR A
THREE (3) YEAR TERM IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $575,000

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

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

WHEREAS, the California Government Code requires Congestion Management
Agencies to develop and maintain a computerized Travel Demand Forecasting Model; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that its current travel demand forecast model
should be overhauled or replaced; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has decide to use the Santa Clara Valley Transportation
Authority (VTA) model for San Mateo County travel demand forecasting by obtaining copies
of license as well as on-going modeling services from VTA; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG will negotiate and execute individual task orders for specific
services on an as-needed basis.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the C/CAG Chair is
authorized to execute an agreement with the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
(VTA) for travel demand forecasting model license and services for a three-year term in an
amount not to exceed $575,000, and that the C/CAG Executive Director is authorized to
execute project task orders for on-call modeling services. Final agreement will be negotiated
by C/CAG Executive Director, approval as to form by C/CAG Legal Counsel, prior to
execution by C/CAG Chair.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OF DECEMBER 2010.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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EICENSE-AGREEMENT
BETWEEN SAN MATEO CITY/COUNTY ASSOCTATION OF GOVERNMENTS AND
THE SANTA CLARA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY FOR
COUNTYWIDE TRANSPORTATION MODEL

This AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), effective , 2010, is entered into by and
between the San Mateo City/County Association of Governments, public agency (“C/CAG”) and
the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, a public transportation agency and the
designated congestion management agency for Santa Clara County (“VTA”).

WHEREAS, for use as an advance transportation planning tool, VTA has developed a
software forecasting model of the transportation system of the San Francisco Bay Area that is
centered on Santa Clara County but accounts for transportation impacts from neighboring
counties and regional commute sheds (the “VTA Countywide Transportation Model”); and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has need of a transportation forecasting model in order to develop
travel demand analysis for San Mateo County;

WHEREAS, C/CAG wishes to license from VT A the VTA Countywide Transportation
Model and to purchase from VTA the datasets necessary to develop the travel demand analysis
for San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG wishes to contract with the VTA to provide maintenance and on-
call modeling services on a task order basis; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG and VTA wish to set forth in this Agreement their respective
obligations and terms for the license of the Model and subsequent annual updates and
maintenance.

NOW, THEREFORE, C/CAG and VTA agree as follows:

1. Grant of License.

a. For the term provided in this Agreement, VT A grants to C/CAG a- nonexclusive and,
except as provided herein, nontransferable license to use the Model, which includes the
following:

o Base year 20057 model and datasets;

Forecast year 2035 model and datasets;

TP+/CUBE scripts;

Standalone programs required to execute the models;
Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ) boundary shape files; and
Model documentation;

Agreement between C/CAG and VTA on Countywide Transportation Model
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25.

Within 1530 days of receipt by VTA of the final Agreement signed by both parties, VTA
shall provide C/CAG with a working copy of the Model (including 1g. modifications)
and supporting model documentation.

C/CAG may only use the Model to develop travel demand analysis for San Mateo
County. Once C/CAG, its Member Agencies, or consultants under contract with C/CAG
or its Member Agencies, adapt the Model for such intended purpose, such model will
henceforth be referred to as the C/CAG Model.

d. C/CAG shall not to make electronic or other copies or reproduction of any part of
the Model except for those purposes necessary to complete travel demand analysis, and
will not distribute the Model or any of its derivative components to any person,
department, agency or firm other than to C/CAG employees, C/CAG Member Agencies
and consultants under contract with C/CAG or its Member Agencies. The total allowable
number of copies shall not exceed10 unless authorized in writing by VTA. If any such
distribution is made to the C/CAG member agencies or consultants, C/CAG shall obtain a
written agreement from those partles to ablde by the condmons of this license ;-and-will

Except as provided herein, no copying, reproduction, publication, modification,
adaptation, reverse-engineering, distribution or transfer is allowed. The Model (including
the software scripts, files, documentation, and datasets) is proprietary, protected by
copyright, and is the intellectual property of VTA. VTA retains all rights, title, and
interest in said intellectual property. C/CAG shall take affirmative steps as necessary to
prevent misappropriation or misuse of the Model by its employees, clients, member
jurisdictions, consultants or others.

All enhancements to the model will be done by the VTA. The VTA will provide archival
and nominal technical support for the C/CAG Model and Variations. Minor changes
made to the VT A model by a C/CAG consultant to perform specific model runs will be
provided to the VTA.

The VTA will make modifications to the VTA model prior to delivery to C/CAG to
address findings 1 thru 4 specified in the Dowling Associates Memorandum to C/CAG
titled C/CAG Model Evaluation and Strategic Plan dated November 24, 2010.

Fees and Payment.

C/CAG shall pay $260.000-teo-the VTA for items 1,2,3, and 4 as follows:thelicense-of the
Medel—Thise fee includes the items in the Seetiont-a-referenced sections above.
C/CAG shall remit said payment-within-45-days-after-exeeution-of this-Agreementas

defined below.

Section Task Cost Remittance

Page 2 of 8

Agreement between C/CAG and VTA on Countywide Transportation Model
130



la

Grant of License $200,000 45 days after agreement execution
Set Up Services Cost Included in la
Maintenance Service $ 75,000 Task Order Based

On Call Modeling Services  $300,000 Task Order Based

32. Set Up Services.

The license fee includes initial Model setup and implementation and 24 hours of
internet/telephone support.

4.3. Optienal-Maintenance Services.

C/CAG-may-purchase-optional- maintenance-services,-whereby-VT A willeuld provide updates of
the Model for an annual fee of $25,000 per year or $75,000 for the three year term of this

agreement. The updates include any updates of input data, model scripts, programs and/or
procedures implemented by VTA staff to improve the Model. Updates to the Model will, at a
minimum, be provided biannually in January and July of each calendar year. C/CAG will

authonze the malntenance services ona task order ba51s Sheu%d—G%GAG—e}eet—t&pufehase%he

54. On-Call Modeling Services.

a. VTA staff will provide On-call travel demand modeling services to C/CAG based on a
task order basis with a mutually agreed upon scope of services, budget, and schedule. On-
call modehng services will include but not be limited to the following activities:

i.
ii.

iii.

iv.

Vi.

Base year model calibration and validation model runs,

Development of general travel demand forecasts to support highway and/or
transit corridor studies,

Development of detailed traffic output volumes for site-specific development
traffic impacts analysis,

Implementation of FTA SUMMIT User Benefits procedures for transit cost-
effectiveness analysis,

Development of base and alternative land use scenarios for input into travel
demand forecasts,

Calculation of air quality analysis impacts to support Greenhouse Gas (GHG)
emissions reduction strategies, and

Page 3 of 8
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vii.  Development of advanced modeling applications for HOV Toll Modeling and

Congestion Pricing analysis.

b. Annual-en-call-modeling-services-are-estimated-at-approximately-$S0k-per-year-but
may-go-up-or-down-depending-on-schedule;need-and-scope-

Limited Warranty and Representation.

The Model is in a constant state of update and improvement. C/CAG acknowledges this
state and therefore accepts the Model "as is" at the time of purchase.

TO THE EXTENT PERMITTED BY APPLICABLE LAW, VTA MAKES NO
WARRANTY OF ANY KIND, EXPRESS, IMPLIED, STATUTORY, OR
OTHERWISE, AND DISCLAIMS ANY LIABILITY FOR THE MODEL,
INCLUDING BU NOT LIMITED TO, ANY EXPRESS OR IMPLIED
WARRANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR
PURPOSE.

However, the VTA will ensure that a fully operational version of the most recent Model
as of the date of this Agreement will be provided to C/CAG. VTA will provide output
files for C/CAG use to verify that the model results can be replicated on C/CAG
computers.

VTA warrants that it is the sole owner of the Model and has all proprietary rights therein.
The Model consists of scripts written in TP+/Cube together with data. C/CAG
acknowledges that it is aware that it must purchase or otherwise acquire the TP+/Cube
software from Citilabs the right to use the correct version of TP+/Cube or related
software to run the Model. VTA is under no obligation to supply TP+/Cube or other
software or hardware necessary to run the Model.

The VTA Model follows industry-accepted standards for accuracy. However, VTA
assumes no liability for its accuracy and or for the use of the Model, its networks, and
datasets by the C/CAG.

Limitation of Liability.

EXCEPT FOR THE PARTIES’ INDEMNIFICATION OBLIGATIONS UNDER
SECTION 6 OF THIS AGREEMENT, IN NO EVENT SHALL EITHER PARTY'S
LIABILITY ARISING OUT OF OR RELATED TO THIS AGREEMENT,
WHETHER IN CONTRACT, TORT OR UNDER ANY OTHER THEORY OF
LIABILITY, EXCEED IN THE AGGREGATE THE TOTAL AMOUNT PAID BY
C/CAG THE FOREGOING SHALL NOT LIMIT CUSTOMER'S PAYMENT
OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE "FEES AND PAYMENT" SECTION ABOVE.

IN NO EVENT SHALL EITHER PARTY HAVE ANY LIABILITY TO THE
OTHER PARTY FOR ANY LOST PROFITS OR REVENUES OR FOR ANY
INDIRECT, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, COVER OR
PUNITIVE DAMAGES HOWEVER CAUSED, WHETHER IN CONTRACT,
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TORT OR UNDER ANY OTHER THEORY OF LIABILITY, AND WHETHER
OR NOT THE PARTY HAS BEEN ADVISED OF THE POSSIBILITY OF SUCH
DAMAGES. THE FOREGOING DISCLAIMER SHALL NOT APPLY TO THE
EXTENT PROHIBITED BY APPLICABLE LAW.

8. Indemnification.

a. VTA shall indemnity, defend, and hold C/CAG harmless against any claim, demand, suit,
or proceeding ("Claim") made or brought against C/CAG by a third party alleging (i) that
the use of the Model as permitted hereunder infringes or misappropriates the intellectual
property rights of a third party, and shall indemnify C/CAG for any damages finally
awarded against, and for reasonable attorney’s fees incurred by C/CAG in connection
with any such Claim; provided that C/CAG (a) promptly gives VTA written notice of the
Claim, (b) gives VTA sole control of the defense and settlement of the Claim (provided
that VTA may not settle or defend any Claim unless it unconditionally releases C/CAG of
all liability), and (c) provides to VTA all reasonable assistance, at C/CAG’s expense.

b. C/CAG shall indemnify, defend, and hold VTA harmless against any Claim, whether
arising in tort or contract, brought by any third party for injury to or death of any person
or persons, or for loss of or damage to property arising out of or in any way relating to
use of the Model or the C/CAG Model by C/CAG, its Member Agencies, or consultants
under contract with C/CAG or its Member Agencies, excepting only those Claims caused
by the gross negligence or willful misconduct of VTA.

9, Term of Agreement.

This Agreement shall become effective upon full execution of the Agreement and shall
remain in effect for threugh-June30,-2042—three years from execution of the contract.
Upon end of the term of agreement C/CAG will retain access to the model as then
provided with no further support from the VTA.

10. Termination.

C/CAG-may-terminate-this License-Agreement-by-destroying the-media-upon-which-the Model
m&d&w&e@ﬂ%&@%@%@geﬁ%w&h—&ﬂ%epmpdﬁe&upgmdes—éeﬂvmeﬁﬁ
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11.

12.

13.

14.

Fee-for-the-use-of the-Medel-This contract may be terminated with a 60 day notice by either
party. If notice is provided prior to delivery of 1 then all aspects of the agreement are
terminated. If notice is provided after delivery of 1 then all aspects except 1 of the agreement
are terminated. Upon termination C/CAG will retain access to the model as then provided
with not further support from the VTA.

Parties’ Representatives.

The General Manager of VTA or his designee is hereby made the representative of VTA
for all purposes under this Agreement. The Chairperson for C/CAG or his designee is
hereby made the representative of C/CAG for all purposes under this Agreement.

No Waiver.

The failure of either Party to insist upon the strict performance of any of the terms,
covenant and conditions of this Agreement shall not be deemed a waiver of any right or
remedy that either Party may have, and shall not be deemed a waiver of their right to
require strict performance of all of the terms, covenants, and conditions thereafter.

Notice.

Any notice required to be given by either Party, or which either party may wish to give,
shall be in writing and served either by personal delivery or sent by certified or registered
mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

To VTA: Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
John H. Ristow, Chief, Congestion Management Agency
3331 North First Street, Bldg. B-2
San Jose, CA 95134-1906

To C/CAG: San Mateo City/County Association of Governments
Richard Napier, Executive Director
555 County Center, 5™ Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Notice shall be deemed effective on the date personally delivered or, if mailed, three (3)
days after deposit in the United States mail.

Dispute Resolution.

If a question arises regarding interpretation of this Agreement or its performance, or the
alleged failure of a Party to perform, the Party raising the question or making the
allegation shall give written notice thereof to the other Party. The Parties shall promptly
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meet in an effort to resolve the issues raised. If the Parties fail to resolve the issues
raised, alternative forms of dispute resolution, including mediation or binding arbitration,
may be pursued by mutual agreement. It is the intent of the Parties to the extent possible
that litigation be avoided as a method of dispute resolution.

15. Entire Agreement.

This Agreement constitutes the entire Agreement between the Parties pertaining to the
subject matter contained therein and supersedes all prior or contemporaneous agreements,
representations and understandings of the Parties relative thereto.

16. Amendments.
Future amendments to this Agreement shall be processed by mutual written agreement of
the Parties. Whenever possible, notice to amend this Agreement shall be provided ninety

(90) calendar days prior to the desired effective date of such amendment.

17. Warranty of Authority to Execute Aereement.

Each Party to this Agreement represents and warrants that each person whose signature
appears hereon has been duly authorized and has the full authority to execute this
Agreement on behalf of the entity that is a Party to this Agreement.

18. Severability

If any term, covenant, condition or provision of this Agreement, or the application thereof
to any person or circumstance, shall to any extent be held by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the remainder of the terms, covenants,
conditions and provisions of this Agreement, or the application thereof to any person or
circumstance, shall remain in full force and effect and shall in no way be affected,
impaired or invalidated thereby.

19. Governing Law.

This Agreement shall be construed and its performance enforced under California law.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on the dates set forth
below.

Santa Clara Valley

Transportation Authority San Mateo C/CAG
By: By:
Michael T. Burns C/CAG Chair
Page 7 of 8
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General Manager

Date

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

VTA Counsel

Date

Date

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Counsel

Date
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C/CAG

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

Atherion « Belmont » Brisbane * Burlingame * Colma » Daly City » East Palo Alto « Foster City + Half Moon Bay » Hillsborough » Menio Park » Millbrae
Pacifica » Portola Valley + Redwood City « San Bruno * San Carlos » San Mateo » San Mateo County « South San Francisco » Woodside

November 1, 2010

Honorable R. Sean Randolph

Chairman

San Francisco Bay Conservation Development Commission
50 California Street Suite 2600

San Francisco, CA 94111

Honorable Chair Randolph and BCDC Commissioners:

The City/ County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) is composed of one
representative from each of the 20 cities and the County. Through C/CAG the cities and the County work
together to address countywide issues including congestion and land-use.

San Francisco Bay Conservation Development Commission’s (BCDC) proposed Bay Plan amendment
would set land-use policies, priorities, and guidelines for property under threat of the projected 55-inch
sea-level rise by the end of the century. By your own estimates this is 213,000 acres with the vast majority
falling outside your current purview. This will have a significant impact on the land-use policies and
procedures of the cities and counties on the Bay. By all indications it appears there was minimal
substantive and adequate outreach to the affected cities and counties. It is critical that those most impacted
by this policy be part of its development in order to have a reasonable Bay Plan that doesn’t have negative
unintended consequences.

Therefore, it is requested that the Bay Plan amendment approval be delayed indefinitely and a much more
inclusive and broad-based outreach be made to the cities and the counties for their input on the proposed
amendment. In addition, I encourage you to include all interested stakeholders in this outreach effort. This
will ensure that the Bay Plan amendment meets the needs of all concerned.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.
Sincerely, -

Tom Kasten, C/CAG Board Chairperson

cc: Richard Gordon -San Mateo County Representative

Carol Groom - San Mateo County Representative
Mark Addiego - ABAG Representative

ITEM 9.1
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C/CAG

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

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

Date: November 18, 2010

To: All Councilpersons of San Mateo County Cities and
Members of the Board of Supervisors

From: Thomas M. Kasten, Chair, City/County Association of Governments

Subject: Vacancies on the Congestion Management and Environmental Quality
Committee (CMEQ) and the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(BPAC)

The City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) currently has vacancies on two of its
standing Committees for elected officials of City Councils and/or the Board of Supervisors.
Individuals wishing to be considered for appointment to either of these Committees should send a

letter of interest to:

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director
City/County Association of Governments
555 County Center, 5™ Floor

Redwood City, CA 94063

or fax to 650-361-8227

or e-mail to tmadalena@co.sanmateo.ca.us

Individuals must be an elected official of one of the twenty City Councils in San Mateo County or
an elected official of the County Board of Supervisors. Individuals may indicate interest in serving
on one or more of the committees where there are vacancies. The letter of interest should include
the reasons why the individual wishes to be appointed and any particular experience, background or
qualities that they feel would bring value to that Committee. All letters of interest will be '

considered by the C/CAG Board.
The current vacancies are on the following committees:

1. The Congestion Management and Environmental Quality Committee (CMEQ) provides advice
and recommendations to the full C/CAG Board on all matters relating to transportation
planning, congestion management, travel demand management, coordination of land use and
transportation planning, mobile source air quality programs, energy resources and conservation,
and other environmental issues facing the local jurisdictions in San Mateo County. The role of
the CMEQ Committee also includes making recommendations to the C/CAG Board on the
allocation of funding for specific projects and activities addressing these programmatic areas.
The Committee meets on the last Monday of each month from 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. in the San
Mateo City Hall. There are two vacancies on this Committee.

555 County Center, 5* Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063  PHONE: 650.599.1406 FAX: 650.361.8227 ITEM 9.2
www.ccCag.ca.gov
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2. The Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) provides advice and recommendations
to the full C/CAG Board on all matters relating to bicycle and pedestrian facilities planning, and
selection of projects for state and federal funding. This Committee has approximately six
meetings per year. They generally fall on the fourth Thursday of the month from 7:00 p.m. to
9:00 p.m. in San Mateo City Hall. There is one vacancy on this Committee.

All of these vacancies are for individuals who are elected city councilpersons or elected members of
the Board of Supervisors. If you would like to be considered for either of these Committees, or
would like to nominate an elected official for appointment to one or more of the Committees, please
submit your request to Richard Napier through letter, fax, or e-mail at the addresses provided at the

beginning of this letter by December 23, 2010.

If you have any questions about any of these Committees or this appointment process, please feel
free to contact any of the C/CAG Staff as follows:

Richard Napier ' Sandy Wong Tom Madalena
650-599-1420 650-599-1409 650-599-1460
slwong@co.sanmateo.ca.us imadalena@co.sanmateo.ca.us

Sincerely,

Thomas M. Kasten
C/CAG Chair

555 County Center, 5" Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063  PHONE: 650.599.1406 Fax: 650.361.8227
www.ccag.ca.gov
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C/CAG

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

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

November 22, 2010

The Honorable Ross Mirkarimi, Board Chair
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
100 Van Ness Ave, 26" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94102

Honorable Supervisor Mirkarimi,

The City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) as the Congestion
Management Agency for San Mateo County is strongly opposed to Scenario 3, “The Southern
Gateway”, of the Mobility, Access and Pricing Study (MAPS) that would place a $3 toll in both
directions on the San Francisco - San Mateo County border. Scenario 3 should be eliminated
from further consideration.

The Mobility, Access and Pricing Study (MAPS) Scenario 3, “The Southern Gatewa ”, would
collect a toll of $3 per crossing from cars crossing the San Francisco-San Mateo county line in
both directions in both the AM and PM peak hour”. This would have a significant, negative
impact on San Mateo County residents. Those who live in northern San Mateo County would be
impacted since they cross the county border daily to go to work and shop. In some instances, a
San Mateo County resident’s next block neighbor would be in San Francisco and vice versa.
Charging one resident each time they cross the border while not charging a neighbor who lives a
block away would be unfair and unrealistic. This would affect both San Francisco and San
Mateo County residents.

Moreover, Scenario 3 has the potential to force traffic from the main thoroughfares onto the local
streets in order to avoid the charge, thereby clogging local streets and roads with the attendant
negative effects of noise, pollution and wear and tear on streets not designed for that level of
traffic volume. It is unrealistic for the SFCTA to unilaterally implement Scenario 3. In addition,
it is likely that implementing this scenario would substantively change the traffic flows as people
on both sides reconsider their choices for work, shopping, and entertainment. While this may
positively affect San Mateo County businesses and services, the overall disruption and
unintended consequences may clearly be more than what San Francisco is anticipating. San
Francisco businesses, services, restaurants, entertainment venues will see their revenue drop as
San Mateo residents chose to stay in the county for their services rather than incur an additional
$6 cost just for traveling to and from San Francisco. For these reasons C/CAG is strongly
opposed to Scenario 3 C/CAG requests that Scenario 3 be deleted.

ITEM 9.3
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C/CAG understands that the draft of the Mobility, Access and Pricing Study (MAPS) is in

~ process and will be presented to the SFCTA Board in December. We request that the C/CAG
position and concerns identified be included in the report being drafted and that Scenario 3 be
eliminated from further consideration. We also request that you keep the C/CAG staff informed
as you proceed with the study. If you need any further information, please contact Richard
Napier, C/CAG Executive Director, at (650) 599-1420. Your consideration of this request is
appreciated.

Sincerely,

(Aot 47,
Thomas M. Kasten

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