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BOARD MEETING NOTICE

Meeting No. 182

DATE: Thursday, August 10, 2006
TIME: 7:00 P.M. Board Meeting
PLACE: San Mateo Counly Transit Diistrict Oftice

1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium
San Carlos, CA

PARKING: Available adjacent 1o and behind bulding.
Please note the underground parking garage is no longer open.

PUBLIC TRANSIT: SamTrans Bus: Lines 261, 293, 297, 590, 391, 397, PX, K3
CalTrain: San Carlos Station
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CALL TO ORDER/ ROLL CALL

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

ANNOUNCEMENTS/ PRESENTATIONS

CONSENT AGENDA

Consent Agenda items ure considered to be routing and will be enacted by one motion. There will be
no separate discussion on these itemy unless members of the Board, staff or public request specific
items fo be remaved for separaie action.

Review and approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 181 dated June 8, 2006.
ACTION p. |

Review and approval of potential candidatc projects for the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account
(CMIA) component of the ITighway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Qualily, and Port Security Bond
Act of 2006 (subject to approval by the voters in November 2006), ACTION p. v

Rcview and approval of Resolution 06-20 authorizing the execution ol an agreement with the
Peninsula Tratfic Congesiion Relief Alliance for the support of an employer-based shuttle program in
the City of South San Francisce for a maximum amount of $110,000. ACTION p. 15
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Review and approval of Resolution 06-21 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an amendment
to the agreement with Hexagon Transportation Consultants increasing the maximum amount by
$162,451 1o perform travel forecasting services for the Transporiation Authority, that will be cost
reimbursed, for the {ollowing projects: ACTION p. 25

»  Willow-11.5. 101 Interchange Project
+  Transportation Authority Strategic Plan Update

Review and approval of Resolution 06-22 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement with
the County of San Mateo for eonstruction contract administration to 1nstall ramp melering equipment
at the US 101/Willow Road Separation and to reimburse the County of San Mateo the local share ol
project cost not to exceed $82,000. ACTION p. 41

Review and approval of an amendment to the C/CAG Bylaws changing the name of the Congestion
Management & Air Qualily Committee {CMAQ) to the Congestion Managemen! & Environmental
Quality (CMEQ) Committce. ACTION p. 49

Review and approval of the Quarterly Investment Report and the authorization ol staff to open an
investment account with the San Mateo County Investment Pool. ACTION p. 33

Review and approval of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement {AVA) Program Reports for the Second
Quarter FY 05-06 ending December 31, 20035 and the Third Quarter FY 05-06 ending
March 31, 2006. ACTION p. 57

Review/ Approval of (1) Resolution 06-23, to accept a grant olfer of $300,000 and relaled assurances
and condilions from the Federa! Aviation Administration (FAA) for the purpose of preparing a land
use compatibility study for the Environs ol San I'rancisco International Airport, per the relevant
provisions of Section 160 of Vision 100 - Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act and {2) Resolution
06-24 to authorize C/CAG staff (o initiate an RFQ/RTP process to select a qualified consultant(s) Lo
assist C/CAG stafl in the preparation of the above-referenced land use study. ACTION p. 73

Acceptance of the Amicus Brief for the NPDES Stermwater Pollution Prevention Program (STOPPF)
transmitted in accordance with the C/CAG Board approved Legislative Delegation process.
ACTION p. 109

Review and approval of Resolution $6-25 authonizing the C/CAG Lixecutive Director to submngit a
propasal to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District for $46.200 to pay the incremental cost ol
two compressed natural gas (CNG) shuttle buses that can subscquently be converled to operale on a
('NG and Hydrogen blended fucl. ACTION p. 125

Review and approval of Samceda workshop contract for two workshops at $7,500 per meeting for a
total of $15,000. ACTION p. 129

All items on the Consent Agenda are approved/accepted by a majority vote. A request must be
made at the beginning of the meeling to move any item from the Conscnt Agenda 1o the Regular
Agenda.

REGULAR AGENDA

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

ACTION p. 137

Review and approval of Resolution 06-28 to adopt the Policy on Traffic Impact Analysis (LITA) to
determine traffic impacts on the Congestion Management Program (CMP) roadway network resulimg
from roadway changes. general plan updates, and land use development projects. ACTION p. 175

Review and approval of C/CAG role in facilitating and supporting a Sub-regional Housing Needs
Allocation Process (RHNA) within San Mateo County. ACTION p. 203
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Review and approval of Resolution 06-26 authorizing the programming ol'$1,544,000 in Yederal
STP/CMAQ funds as lollows: $1,500,000 for the Highway 92 and Main Street projec cosl increasc
in the City of Halt Moon Bay; $44,000 for an appropriate project as determined by the C/CAG
Executive Director ACTION p. 207

Revicw and approval of Resolution 06-27 authorizing the C/CAG Executive Director to negobiate un
agreement with Parking Company of America (PCA) to implement a demonstration shuttle service
for the Coastside for an amount not to exceed $153.956.38 through December 31, 2006, and autherize
the C/CAG Chair to execute said agreement subject to approval as 1o form by C/CAG Legal Counsel.
ACTION p. 223

Review and Approval of policy for the performance evaluation and compensation of the Executive
Direclor. ACTION p. 227

COMMITTEE REPORTS
Committec Reports {oral reports).

Chairperson’s Report.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT
COMMUNICATIONS - Intormation Only

Letter from Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staft, to Deanna Chow, Sr. Planner, City ol Menlo Park, dated
6/31/06. Re: 321 Middlefield Road Project. - 229

Letter from David Carbone, C/CAG ALUC Staff, 10 Tom Passanisi, Principal Planner, City ol
Redwood City, dated 6/01/06. Re: C/CAG Amport Land Use Commitiee (ALUC) Comments on a
Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Drafl Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Redwood City
Downtown Precise Plan. p. 231

Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG, to Judy Williams, Executive
Administrator, Sustainable San Mateo County, daled 6/05/06. Re: Sustainable San Mateo County
2006 Report Card. p. 233

Letter from Honorable James M. Vrceland Ir., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Wesley Chesbro,
Calilomia State Senate, dated 6/08/06. Re: SB 1225 - Suppor. p. 233

Letter from Honorable James M. Vreecland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Christine Kehoe,
California State Senate, dated 6/08/06, Re: Opposition for SB 1627, p. 237

Letter from Honorable James M. Vrceland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to US Senator Dianne Femstein, US
Senalor Barbara Boxer, US Congresswoman Anna Lishoo, TFS Congressman Tom Lantos, and US
Congressman James Sensenbrenner, dated 6/08/06. Re: Support for HR 5417 - Telecommumecations
Reform. p. 239

Letier from Honorable Jumes M. Vreeland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Jackie Speier, Califorma
State Scnate, dated 6/08/06. Rc: AB 2987 - Oppose. Letter also scnt to Honorable Joscph Simitian.
p. 2435
1 ctter from Honorable James M. Vreeland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Martha Escutia, Chair,
Senate Fnergy, Utilities & Communications Commiltee, dated 6/08/06. Re: ADB 2987
(Nirhiez/]evine), as amended 5/31/06: Cable and Video Service - Notice of Opposition. p. 249
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Leiter from Honorable Phillip L. Mathewson, Mayor, City of Belmont, to IHonorable Martha Escutia,
Chair, Senate Energy, Utilities &Communications Committee, dated 6/08/06. Re: AD 2987
(Nirfie/Levine), as amended 5/31/06: Cable and Video Service - Notice of Opposition. p. 251

1 etter from Honrorable James M. Vrecland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Dianne Feinstein, United
Stutes Senatc, dated 6/08/06. Rc: Opposition for 8 2686 - Telecommunications Relorm. Letter also
sent to Honorahle Barbara Boxer and Honcrable Ted Stevens. p. 253

Letter from Hlonorable James M. Vreeland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Tom Lantos, U.S.

Congress, dated 6/08/06. Re: Concerns with HR 5252 - Telecommunications Reform. Letter also
zent to Henorable Anna Eshoo. p. 259

Lelier from Richard Napicr, Executive Director - C/CAG, to James Corless, Metropolitan
Transportation Commission, dated 6/15/06. Re: Support for the Daly City Mission Street Pedestrian/
Transit Improvemcnts TLC Proposal. p- 263

Letter from Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff, to Susy Katkin, Principal Planner, City of South San
Francisco, dated 6/19/06. Re: TDM Plan - 681 Gateway Boulevard Project. p- 265

Leiter from Honorable Deborah Gordon, C/CAG Vice Chair, to Juliet E. Cox, Atlomey at Goldfarb
and Lipman, dated 6/20/06. Re: Legislative Committee Presentation on Fmment Domain. — p. 267

Letter from Richard Napicr, Executive Director - CACAG, to Jumes Corless, Melropolitan
Transportation Commission, dated 6/21/06. Re: City of Redwood City Transportation for Livable
Communiiies El Camino Real Funding Application. p. 269

Letter from Richard Napicr, Executive Dircctor - CHCAG, to James Corless, Metropolitan
Transportation Commission, dated 6/22/06. Re: City of Menlo Park Transportation for Livable
Communities El Camino Real lunding Application. p. 273

Ietier from Richard Napier, Fxecutive Director - C/CAG, to James Corless, Metropolilan
T'ransportation Compission, dated 6/22/06. Re: City of Belmont Transpottation for Livable
Communities Fl Camino Real Funding Application. p. 275

Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG, to the Members of the Califorma Statc
Legislature, dated 6/29/06. Re: Preliminary Report on the Implementation of the Vehicle I'ee for
Congestion and Stormwater Management Programs in San Mateo County in Accordance with
California Government Code Section 65089.11.ET SEQ. p. 279

Letter from Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff, to Steve Carlson, Sr. Planner, City of South San Francisco,
dated 7/17/06. Re: Home Depot Project Transportation Demand Management Plan. p. 311

Letter from Richard Napicr, Lxecutive Director - C/CAG, to Henorable Tom Harman, Califomia
State Senate, dated 7/18/06. Re: Congratulations on Election to the California Senate. p. 313

MEMBER COMMUNICATIONS

ADJOURN

Next scheduled meeting: September 14, 2006 Regular Board Mecting



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

NOTE: Persons with disabifities who reguive auxiliary aids or services in attending and participating In this meeting should
condact Nancy Blair at 630 399- 1406, five working days prior to the meeting daic.
If you have any questions about the C/CAG Roard Agenda, please contact € A Srafft

Executive Director: Richard Napicr 650 559-1420  Administrative Assistant: Nancy Bloir 630 300-14006

FUTURE MEETINGS
Augost 2, 2006 2020 Peninsula Gateway Corridor Study TAC - 2:00 P.M. - Menlo Park City Hall.
Aupust 9, 2006 20120 Peninsula Gateway Corridor Study PAC - 4:00 .M. - Menlo Park City Hall.

August 10, 2006 Legislative Commitiec - SamTrans 2™ Floor Auditorium - 5:00 .M.
August 10, 2006 C/CAG Board - SamTrans 2™ Floor Auditorium - 7:00 P.M.,
August 15, 2006 NPDES Technical Advisory Committee - TBD - 10:00 aumn,
August 17, 2006 CMP Teehnical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2™ Floor Auditorium - 1115 P.M.
August 17, 2006 Ultilitics Working Group - 155 Bovet Rd., San Mateo - 3:00 .M,
August 24, 2006 Airport Land Use Committec - 4:00 P.M. - Burlingame City Hall.
Aungust 24, 2006 Bikeways and Pedestrian Advisory Committee - San Mateo City Hall -
Conference Room C - 7:30 PM. - CANCELLED
Auzust 28, 2006 CMAQ Committes - San Mateo City Halt - Conference Reom C - 3:00 P.M.
September 5, 2006 Administrators” Advisory Committee - 355 County Center, 5 Floor, Redwood City - 8:00 A.M.
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Weeting No. 181
June 8, 2006

CALL TG ORDER/ROLL CALL

Chair Vreeland called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm. Roll call was taken.

James Janz - Atherlon

Phil Mathewson - Belinont (7:07)

Sepi Richardson - Brisbane

Donna Rutherford - East Palo Alte

Pam Frisella - Foster City

Naomi Patridge - Half Moon Bay

Tom Kasten - Hillsborough

Nichelas Jetlins - Menlo Park

Madia Holobar - Millbrac (left 8:02)
Jim Vreeland - Pacifica

Diane Howard - Redwood City

Irene O Cannell - San Brune

San Carlos - Bob Grassilli

Carole Groom - San Mateo

Rose Jacobs-Gibson - County of San Matco
Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco
Deborash Gordon - Woodside

Absent:

Burhingame
Colma

Daly Cily
Portola Valley

Ohers:

Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG

Nancy Blair, Administrative Assistant - C/CAG

Miruni Seosaipillai, C/CAG - Legal Counse!

Walter Martone, C/CAG

Sandy Wong, C/CAG

Tom Madalena, C/CAG

John Houng, C/CAG

Brian Lee, San Matco County - Public Works

Pat Dixon, SMCTA - CAC

Ray Raravi, South San Francisco - City Engineer ITEM 4.1
Julia Bott, $San Mateo County Parks and Recrcation Foundation

£55 DOUNTY CENTRR, 577 FLOOER, RELwO0n O1TY, CA 94063 PHOME: 650 5991420 Tax: 650.361.8227
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Wes Lugun, Advocation

Chuck Cole, Advocation

Christine Maley-Grubl, Executive Director, Peninsula Congestion Reliel Alliance
Jim Bigelow, Redwood Cily/San Mateo County Chamber, CMACQ)

Mo Sharma, City of Daly City, Public Works

Lec Taubeneck, CALTRAINS, District 4

Sue Lempert, MTC

Public Comments

Fim Bicelow, representing the Redwood City/San Mateo County Chamber, talked about how the
Chamber is supportive of the Infrastructure Bond which will be on the November 2006 Ballot. The
Chamber and the Port of Redwood City have recuived inquires to submit projects that are Jand-
related, as well as, water-related. The next time the Coantywide Transportation Plan 1s updated,

Mr. Bigelow would like to see a chapter entitled “Goods Movement” be added to 1t. He then praised
the C/CAG staff for being extremely helpful Lo the business community.

ANNOUNCEMENTS/ PRESENTATIONS

Richard Napier, Executive Director, announced that at 10:30 a.m. the California Transporlation
Commission voted an allocation of $40 million for the 3 to Millbrae Project. This was
accomplished by a lot of hard work from the stalf of C/CAG, TA, MTC, and CALTRANS. Thisisa
$100,000,000 projcet that will highly benefit San Mateo County.

Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance Presentation - Christine Maley-Grubl

Christine Maley-Grubl, Executive Dircctor, thanked the C/CAG Board and staff for their conunuing
support of the Alliance. Established in May 2000, the primary mission of the Albance is to reduce
the number of single occupant vehicles traveling (rom, to, and through San Mateo County while
reducing vehicle emissions to improve air quality. Ms, Maley-Grubl provided a presentation and
overview of the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Regional Issues Presentation - Sue Lempert

MTC held a retreat in Half Moon Bay focusing on the high cost of transit operations. Sue Lempert,
MTC s Represcntative of the Cities” of San Mateo County, provided a committes report on the reireat
and answered quesiions.

CONSENT AGENDA

Board Mcmber Richardson MOVEI approval of Consent Jlems 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.5, and 4.6.
Board Member O Connell SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 17-0 on all lterns except [tem 4.1.
Item 4.] passed 16-0-1 with Board Member Vreeland Abstaimng.

Review and approval of the Minutes of Board Mecting No. 179 (Relreat) dated Apn} 13, 2006 and
Regular Busincss Meeting No. 180 dated May 11, 2006. APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 06-12 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute amendments o the
agreements with various cities to extend the provision of jocal based shuttle services for a total
additional cost of not o cxceed $361,377 from July 1, 2006 through June 30, 2007. These funds are
derived from the Congestion Relicf Program with matching funds from the Transportation Authority.
APPROVED
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4.3

4.5

4.6

Review and approval of Resolution 06-18 adopting a list of programs to be funded by the

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) under the LifeLine Transportation Program for a
total amount of $1,.294,560. APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 06-19 authorizing implementation management of the Parks for
the Futurc Measure if approved by the voters. APPROVED

Update on the Hydrogen Fueling Station Proposal concept in response to the California Air Resources
Board Request for Proposals. INFORMATION

item 4.4 was removed {rom the Consenl Calendar.

4.4

5.0

2.1

5.1.2

Review and acceptance of the California Department of Transportation (CALTRANS) and
City/ County Association of Governments of San Maleo County (C/CAG) El Camine Real Definition
and Joint Principles for inclusion in the El Camino Real Incentive Program. APPROVED

Lee Taubeneck, CALTRANS, District 4 summarized the need for through capacity on Ef Caminoe
Real and answered questions.

Board Members urged that flexibility be provided. C/CAG stafl suggested that the document be
accepted as rccommended with C/CAG staff to faciliate flexibility between the Cities and
CALTRANS.

Board Member Jellins MOVED to approve ltem 4.4 in accordance with the staff recommmendation and
directed C/CAQG staff to facilitate flexibility batween the cities and Caltrans. Board Mcmber
Matsumoto SECONDED. MOTIONED CARRIED 17-0.

REGULAR AGENDA

Review and approvat of C/CAG Legislative positions and Legislative updale.
(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legistation not previously identilied.)

Review and approval of the monthly npdate report on pending legislation. APPROVED

Friday, June 2, 2006, was the deadline for bills to get out of their house of origin - 18 of the bills
being followed by C/CAG did not make it and are now dead.

Review and approval of recommendations from the C/CAG Legislative Committee for positions on
various bills. APPROVED

a) SB 1059 — Transmission Line Comidors - Remove C/CAG’s opposition, the Leagne of Cities

has been working with the anthor of the bill to make it permissive and not mandatory.
by Telecommunications Reform -

i) $B 2686 to esiablish a national franchise system for broadband-video providers - Oppose
i) HR 3417 to protect an open Internct - Support
iii) Senator MeCain bill io cut franchise fees - No position.

iv) AD 2987 as amended on May 23, 2006 continues to by-pass local franchising requirements -
Continue to Oppose

v} SB 1627 to require administrative approval of wireless facilitics - Oppose

5%5 COUNTY CENTER, 57 Fuo0f, REDwoop Crry, Ca 8063 Paong: 630.599,1420 Fax: 630.3001,8227
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5.2

5.3
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5.5

¢} SB 1225 to increase the Vehicle Registration Fee for the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement {(AVA)
Program - Support

Eminent Domain - Goldfarb & Lipman Atworneys, Oakland, provided a thorough jmpartial
presentation on Eminent Domain and varivus bills. Ne position is recommended at this point, but
Legisiative Committee members arc more knowledgeable on this subject matter.

Board Member Howard MOVED to support these positions. Board Member Jacohs-Gibson
SECONDED. MOTIONED CARRIED 17-0.

Receive verbal update from C/CAG’s Sacramento Lobbyist, Advocation. ORAL REPORT

Chuck Cole and Wes Lujan, Advocation, provided a political overview of what is going onin
Sacramento. They briefly discussed the budget, bonds, and the election. Wes Lujan provided
additional insight into the priority legisiation for C/CAG.

Review and approval of Resolution 06-17 adopting the C/CAG 2006-07 Program Budget and
Fees Review, APPROVED

A detailed report was given at the May C/CAG Board meeting. This was a follow up with
explanations regarding any changes since the May mecting.

Status repori on Devil's Slide road closure. ORAJL REPORT

CALTRANS is working to fix the slide as soon as possible. The estimated date of completion is
September 2006.

Report and recommendations from C/CAG Staff on potenal future role of C/CAG in the Regional
Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) - Sub-regional delegation process. APPROVED

After discussions with the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) it was determined the
following must be done in order to meet the 8/31/06 deadline:

1. Must provide resolutions from all participating Cities and County by 8/31/06 - it is not
neecssary to have the plan or process defined.

Staff will work with the Cities and County to develop interest in this delegation process, take it 1o the
June City Managers meeting, and follow up with the Planning Directors and Planners. Staff will draft
a sample staff report, resolutions, and will expedite the City/County adoption of the resolutions, Tins
will be brought back to the August Board meeting for status and final determination whether to
pursuse the process or pot..

Review and approval of an appointment to the 2020 Peninsula Cotridor Gateway Program Policy
Advisory Committee representing the C/CAG Board.

Councilmember Kelly Fergusson, Menlo Park, withdrew her application.

Board Member Janz MOVED approval of Board Member Jacobs-Gibson o continue in this pesition.
Board Member Kasten SECONDIET. MOTION CARRIED 17-0.
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5.7

6.0

0.1

6.2

7.0

8.0

8.1

8.2

Authorization for the C/CAG Executive Director to negotiate an agreement with Parking Company of
America {PCA) to implement emergency shutlle services for the Coastside for an amount not to
exceed $160,000 through September 30, 2006, and authorization for the C/CAG Chair to execute said
agreement subject to approval as to form by CfCAG Legal Counsel. APFPROVED

As aresull ol the closure of Route 1 at Devil’s Slide, there has been major disruption in the
transperlation for the residents of Coasiside Communities and individuals traveling to the Coastside,

An emergency shuttle program could help to alleviate some of the traffic congestion and help make
{he commuting expenence more tolerable.

Board Member Janz MOVED to support liem 5.6, Board Member Jacobs-Gibson SECONDED.
MOTIONED CARRIED 17-0.

Update on Development of Compensation Policy INFORMATION
Earlier this year, the Board asked the Compensation Committee to develop a recommended process
and policy to establish the compensation for the Executive Director of C/CAG. The Board authorized

the retention of Bryce Consulting to conduct the rescarch, analysis, and survey work required for this
task. Board Member Kaslen provided an update and answered questions.

COMMITTEE REPORTS
Committee Reporis {oral reports).
Chairperson’s Report.

Maone.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Richard Napier commented on a handout, which was a Memorandum from Transportation California
regarding: Distressing June 6 Election Results for Self-Ilelp Counties. There were five statewide self
help county measures on the ballol and 21l failed. This gives credit and recogmition to San Mateo
County for having their self-help measure be approved by 75%. This shows cheosing the right
election is a factor, but it also says a lot about the current environment.

COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

Letter from Mary Amnold, City of San Carlos Police Department, to Richard Napier, Executive
Ditector C/CAG, dated 3/10/06. Re: AV A report for quarter ended 12/31/03.

Letter from South San Francisco Mayor Joseph Fornekes to [Tonorable Gene Mullin, Assembly
Member 19™ District, dated 4/25/06. Re: Opposition o Assembly Bill 2922 dealing with
redevelopment funds.

555 COUNTY CENTER, 57 FLODR, REDwWOND CITY, CA #4063 PHOMNE: 650,599, 1410 Fax: 630.361.8227
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8.7

8.8

8.

8.13

8.14

Letter from South San Francisco Mayor Joscph Fernekes to Honorable Simon Salinas, Assembly

Member 28" District, dated 4/25/06. Re: Opposition lo Assembly Bill 2922 dealing with
redevelopment funds.

Letter from David Carbone, ALUC Stalf, o City of San Carlos Planning Department, dated 4/28/06. -
Re: C/CAG Airport Land Use Commutles (ALUC) Staff Comments on a [att Environmental Impact

Report {DEIR} lor the Proposed Palo Alto Medical Foundation San Carlos Center at 301 Industrial
Road.

Letter from David Carbone, ALUC Staff, to Stove Carlson, Sr. Planner, City of South San Francisco
Planning Division, dated 5/01/06. Re: CACAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Statf
Comments on a Draft Focused Environmental Impact Report (DFEIR} for a Proposed Lowe’s Home

Improvement Warehouse Building, a Lowe’s Garden Center, and Related Parking at 700 Dubuque
Avenue.

Letter from James M. Vreeland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Joseph Simmtian, California State
Senate, dated 5/01/06. Re: SB 1611 - Support.

Letter from fames M. Vreeland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Joseph Simitian, California State
Senate, dated 5/01/06. Re: 5B 369 - Support.

Letter from James M. Vreeland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Loni Fancock, Califomia State
Assembly, dated 3/01/06. Re: AB 707 - Support.

Letter from James M. Vreeland Jr., C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Dave Cox, Califormia Senate, dated
5/01/06. Re: Support for SB3 1431.

Letter from James M. Vreeland Jr., C/CAG Chair, 1o Honorable Dianne Feinstein, United States
Senale, dated 5/01/06. Re: Telecommunications Reform. Letter also sent to Honorable Zoe Lofgren,
Honorable Barbara Boxer, Honorable Barbara Lee, Honorable Fortney Pete Stark, Honorable Michael
b. Honda, and Honorable Anna 3. Eshoo.

Letter from David Carbone, ALUC Staff, to Susy Kalkim, Principal Planner, City ¢f South San
Francisco Planning Division, dated 5/11/06. Re: C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC)
Staff Comments on a Recirculalion of a Draft Envirommental Impact Report (DEIR} for the

249 East Grand Avenue Office/ R&D Project.

Letter from Richard Napier to William Gin, FAA Airports District Office (ADO), dated 5/11/06.
Re: C/CAG Action to Initiate Preparation of an Update of the Airport Land Use Plan for the
Environs of San Francisco Intermational Airport, Based on Its Receipt of a Federal Grant, Per
Secction 160 of Fision 100,

Letter from David Carbone, ALUC Staff, to Allison Knapp, Consulting Planner, City of East P'alo
Alto Planning Division, dated 5/12/06. Re: C/CAG Airport Land Usc Committee (ALUC) Staff
Comiments on a Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed
Tara Road Indusirial Condominiurns at 151 ‘Fara Road.

Letter from David Carbone, ALUC Staff, to David Mandel, Sr. Planner, City of East Palo Alto
Planning Division, dated 5/12/06. Re: C/CAG Airport Land Use Commitiee (ALUC) Staff
Comments on a Nolice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed Pulgas
Mixcd-Use Projoct Near the Intersections of Pulgas Ave. and Bay Road.
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8.17

8.18
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8.20

8.21

5.0

10.0

Letter {rom David Carbone, ALUC Staff, to Maureen Riordan, Sr. Planner, City of Redwood City,
dated 5/17/06. Re: C/CAG Airport Land Use Commitlee ( ALUC) Staff Comments on a Notice of

Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Sequoia Hospital Campus Precise
Plan Project.

Letter fromx Honorable Anna G. Eshoo, Congresswornan - 14" District of California, 1o Honorable
Jim Vreeland, Chairman, C/CAG, dated 5/17/06. Re: Telecommunications reform legislation, H.R.
5252, the Communications Opportunity, Promotion, and Enhancement (COPE) Act of 2006.

Letter from Nicholas P. Jellins, C/CAG Vice Chair, to Honorable Gene Mullin, California State
Assembly, dated 5/22/06. Re: AD 2503 - Support with Amendments.

Letter from Nicholas P. Jellins, C/CAG Vice Chair, to Honorable Lois Wolk, Califorma Assembly,
dated 5/22/06. Re: Support for AR 2338,

Letter from Nicholas P. Jellins, C/CAG Vice Chair, 1o Honorable George Runner, California Senate,
dated 5/22/06. Re: Support for 5B 1812,

Letter from David Carbone, ALTIC Staff, to Shannon Allen, Contract Planncr, City of East Palo Alto

Planning Division, dated 5/30/06. Re: C/CAG Airport Land Usc Committee (ALUC) Staff

Comments on a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Clarke and Weeks Townhomes
Project.

Letter from Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff, to Elizabeth Cullinan, City of San Carlos, daled 4/28/06.
Re: Palo Alto Medical Foundation - San Carlos Center.

MEMBER COMMIUNICATIONS

ADIJOUEN

Meeting adjourncd at 8:55.

555 COUNTY CENTER, 37 FLOOR, REDWooD crv, CA 94063 Poone: 6305951420 Fax; 6510161 8227
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date; August 10, 2006
To: C/CAG Board of Dhrcctors
From: Richard Napier, Execulive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF POTENTIAL CANDIDATE PROJECTS FOR
THE CORRIDOR MOBILITY IMPROVEMENT ACCOUNT (CMIA)
COMPONENT OF THE HIGIIWAY SAFETY, TRAFFIC REDUCTION, AIR
QUALITY, AND FORT SECURITY BOND ACT OF 2006 (SUBIECT 10
APPROVAL BY THE VOTERS IN NOVEMBER 2006)

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Bourd review and approve the poteniial candidate projects for the Cormder
Mobility Iimprovement Account {CMTA} in the cvent that voters approve the Scnate Bill (5B}
1266 - Highway Safety, Traffic Reduclion, Air Quality, and Port Secuniy Bond Act of 2006.

FISCAL IMPACT

Funding wiil be from the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Qualhity, and Poit Secunty
Bond Act of 2006 if approved by voters on November 7, 2006,

SOURCE OF FUNDS

SI3 1266 15 subject to voler approval at the November 7, 2006 statcwide general election. It
would authorize $19.925 billion of staic peneral obligation bonds for specified puposes,
including $4.5 billion for the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA).

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The Highway Salety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 walil be
hefore Califorma volers on November 7, 2006, If approved, it will include $19.925 hillion for
high-priority transportation cerrider improvements, State Route 99 corridor enhancements, trade
infrastructure and port security projects, schoolbus retrofit and replacement purposes, siate
transportation improvement program aagmentation, transit and passcnger rail improvements,
state-local parinership transportation projects, transit security projects, local bndge scismic
retrofit projects, highway-railroad grade separation and crossing mmprovement projects, state
highway saftty and rehabilitation projects, and local street and road improvement, congestion

relief, and traffic safety. ITEM 4.2

FAUSERSWCAGWIDATABOND 2006 Transportalion'Bond to CCAG Board.doc
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Of the $19.925 billion, $4.5 billion will be in the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account
(CMIA). Funding in the $4.5 billion CMLA wili be at the California Transportation
Commission’s {CTC) discretion based on guidelines lo be adopted, and subject to northem and
southern California split. The CTC will adopt guidelines for the CMIA by December 1, 2006.

Projects nominated for this category shall be submitted to the CTC for consideration by no laler
than January 13, 2007,

The Bay Arca region, including Calirans, the Mctropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC),
and the nine Bay Area counties have initiated dialogue at the regional level to collaborate on this
1ssue in the event that voters approve.

Additional comments from the CYIP Technical Advisory Committee (TAC):

» Focus on good projects ihat will compete well at the regional and State levels.
How about auxiliary lanes on Tnterstate 280 north or Laterstate 3807

e  Belween now and the time of November election, put this as a recurring item on all TAC
meeling agendas.

ATTACHMENT

s San Mateo County Potential Candidate Projects for the Transportation Infrastructure
Bond.

= Elements of 8B 1266 (Perata/Nunez) Bond Package.
» Bay Area Share of SB 1266 Local Street and Road Funds.

FAUSERSICCAGWEDATABOND 2006 Transpostation'Bond to CCAG Board doc
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e N
Elements of 8B 1266 (Perata/Nuncz) Bond Package

Amount
Tunding Category {in m iilions}
Public Transportation Modemuzation,
Improvemnent and Service Enhancement' 4 3,600
Intercity Rail 5 4036
Corndor Mobilitg” $ 4 500
Stale Route 99 b 1,006
State Transportation Improvement 'rogram } 2,000
Local Streets and Roads ] 2,000
State [lighway Operation and Prolecrion Program | $ 500 |
Local Streets and Road ITS b 250
State-Locsl Dacmnership Program ' § 1,000
Coods Movement ;- 2,000
Air Quality - Goods movement 3 1,000
Air Qualily - School Bus Diess] Rerrofit ¥ 200
Transit Security 5 1,000
Pott Securiey b3 11
I.ocal Match for Bridge Seismic Rewolit § 125
Highway Railroad Grade Separanons ¥ 250
Toral & 19,925
N ——
1 Visaribenod aecording to the State Traasit f“ﬁéﬂﬂf_@’?!]_“.lﬂ. - -

{2 feleaed by the California Teansponation Comnission and subject to Lhe

Inatrh/ south sphi, pugsuant o Seaion 188 of the Streels smd Highways Code
|
!

FrUSERSCCAGYWPDA TAMBOND 2006 Transportatinn'3ond te CCAG Roard doc
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|Ba}r Area Sh_age of SB1266 Local Street and Road Funds

FALSERSWCOCARWEDATAROND 2006 Transportation'Bend 19 CCAG Baurd dog

id-

Miote: AN Tuubers are estiamales it slflljm' fo chanue _]
STATEWIDE AMOUNT —__Is 2000000000 R .
BAY AREA SHARK. s 375,435,420 N |
DISTRIBUTIONS TO COUNTIES b 167.675,7H
DISTRIBUTIONS TO CITIES § 207,759, 626
DIRECT DISTRIBU'TIONS TO COUNTIES ALLOCATION
Alameds - 351,250,390 .
Contea Costa L _¥74.570,278 i
Main _. 338178 _ |
[Mapa [V [ 34,908,243 )
Sun Prandsos 2 AL L
SaaMawo CREATZETY ; :
Santa Gl RO RO 1.\l L e e
folane - e ITH :
Sonoma — - $16,922,286
Rerion $167.675,794] N
SAN MATEO R I (SN A
ATHERTOM . Ik aoooof o n
priony T NS elases) L
BRISBANE L : B ol
BURLINGAME 71 I
COLMA . T F XY DN N
DALY CITY | _ I I 51 A I i
EAST PALG ALTO N 10195 J .
FOSTER CITY ___ _ . 13 _sangso| o
HATF MOON BAY e ' ENTREE I
HILLSBOROUGIL 5 an0000 |
MENLOPARK $ 976,964 _
MILLERAE _ L 6T B
PACIFICA § 1207l
PORTOLA VALLEY 3 400,000
REDWOON 1LY s . 2,417,375 ._
AN BRUNO T3 iases| ]
SAN CARLOS I A
SAN MATEO § 2,996,500 1
SOUTH SAN FRAMNCISCOD b ] 1,364 223 .
WOHOPELE 3 A0, 00 o
COUNTY TOTAL 3 228057 |
| -
Sources City caleulmtions provided ’b-, the: Teagme ol California Cities I:nascd i pcmu]ulim] dara from |an1.|ﬂn' 2006
|County clalations provided by the Califomis State Assodation of Counties. | |
i I







C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 10, 2006
To: City/County ﬁssuciatiuﬁ of Governments Board of Directors
Erom: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 06-20 AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTION OF AN AGREEMENT WITH THE PENINSULA TRAFFIC
CONGESTION RELIEF ALLIANCE FOR THE SUPPORT OF AN
EMPLOYER-BASED SHUTTLE PROGRAM IN THE CITY OF SOUTH
SAN FRANCISCO FOR A MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF $110,000.

(For further information contact Walter Martone at 599-1465)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board approve Resolution 06-20 autherizing the execution of an agreement
with the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance for the support of an employer-basced
shuttle program in the City of South San Francisco for a maximum amount of $110,000.

FISCAL IMPACT

There is $500,000 in furding available during the fiscal year 2006-07 funding cycle for the
employer based shuttle program. This recommendation, if adopted, will obligate a total of

$110.000 at this time. No other obligations under this funding category have been made for
2006-07.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

‘Ihe source of the funds will be the C/CAG Member assessments that were adopted under the
Countywide Congestion Relief Plan. This shuttle program also receives matching funding from
SamyTrans in the amount of $194,415 and the Joint Powers Board in the amount of $142,649.

BACKGROUNIYDISCUSSION

The intent of the Employer Based Shuitle component of the Congestion Relief Plan is to either
expand existing shuttles or begin new shuttles that connect a rail transit station with major
employment centers. SamTrans and/or the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance work
with local employers to create these services and continue to assist in the implementation by
providing management and oversight. These shuttles have been extremely successful in
increasing the use of CalTrain and BART as methods of commuting by providing a frce and
convenient connection between the rail station and the employment locations. Currently there
are twelve employer-based shuttles operating in the County that receive some financial support

ITEM 4.3
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from C/CAG.

The Alliance operates and manages four routes in South San Francisco that connect the South
San Francisco BART and Caltrain stations with the east of US 101 business parks in South San
Francisco (Oyster Point and Utah-Grand areas). This service is offered during the moming and
evening peak comnmute times. Over the last year this group of shuttles transported a combined
105.071 riders. The implementation of the pilot shuttle pass program on these routes has
added seven additional employer participants since April 2006, farther strengthening the
financial stability of the shuttle services. Over the next year the Alliance will continue to
actively work with the new employers whose workers are benefiting trom this service, to
increase the level of employer fimancial contribution, thereby reducing the contribution
required by C/CAG.

ATTACHMENTS

s Resoluiion 06-20
o Agreement with the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance
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RESOLUTION 06-20

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCTATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT
WITH THE PENINSULA CONGESTION RELIEF ALLTANCE FOR AN
EMPLOYER-BASED SHUTTLE PROGRAM IN THE CITY OF SOUTH
SAN FRANCISCO FOR A MAXTMUM OF $110,000.

WHERFEAS, the Board of Directors of the Cliy/County Asscciation of Govermnents at its
February 14, 2002 meeling approved the Countywide Trallic Congestion Reliel Plan; and,

WHEREAS, one component of that Plan was support for the Employer Based Shuttle
Program; and,

WHEREAS, the Peninsula Congestion Relief Alliance administers 2 number of these
shuttles including one in City of South San Francisco.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board ol Dhrectors of the Cily/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Chair is autherized to execute an
agreement with the Peninsula Congestion Relief AlHance for a maximum amount ¢f'$1 10,000, This
agreement i3 attached hereto and is in a form that has been approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel.

PASSED, ATPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF AUGUST 2046.

James M Vreeland Jr., Chair

=-17=
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCTIATION OF GOYVERNMENTS AND THE
PENINSULA CONGESTION RELIEF ALLIANCE

This Agreement entered this 10" Day of August 2006, by and between the CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY, a joint powers agency
formed for the purpese of preparation, adoption and monitaring of a variety of county-wide state-
mandated plans, herginafter called “C/CAG™ and THE PENINSULA TRAFFIC CONGESTION
RELIEF ALLIANCE, hereinafier called “the Alhiance.”

WHEREAS, C/CAG is prepared to award funding for the implementation of shuitle programs
under the “Emplover Based Shuttle Program™ component of the Congestion Relief Plan; and

WHEREAS, The purpose of Employer Bascd Shuttle Program are to increase the use of public
transit by individuals whosc place of employment is wilhm San Mateo County, thereby reducing
regional and lecal congestion; and.

WHEREAS, The C/CAG Board has reviewed the Alliance’s request for {unding and has
determined that it is consistent with the Plan: and

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

1. Services o be provided by the Alliance. In consideration of the payments hereinafier set
forth, the Alliance shall provide services in accordance with the terms, conditions and

spocifications set forth hercin and in Exhibit A attached herelo and by 1his reflerence
made a part hereof.

2. Payments. In consideration ol the services rendered in accordance with all terms,
conditions and specifications sct forth herein and in Exhibit A, C/CAG shall make
payment to the Alliance for its actual costs minus those expenses reimbursed to the
Alliance under the grants provided to il by the San Mateo County Transit District
{SamTrans) and the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (JPB). Payment shall be
bascd on monthly invoices submitted by the Allance, for a maximum amount not to
gxceed one hundred and ten thousand dollars (5110,000).

3. Relationship of the Parties. It is understood that this is an Agreement by and between
Independent Contractor(s) and is not intended to, and shall not be construed to, create the
rclationship of agent, scrvant, employee, partnership, joint venture or association, or any
other relationship whatsoever other than that of Independent Contractor.

4. Non-Assignability. The Alliance shall not assign this Agreement or any porticn thereof
to a third party without the prior writien consent of C/CAG, and any attemprted
assignment without such prior written consent in violation of this Section automatically
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shall terminate this Agreement.

Contract Term. This Agreement shalt be in cffect as of July 1, 20006 and shal) lerminate
on Juue 30, 2007; provided, however, the C/CAG Chairperson may terminate this
Agreement at any time for any reason by providing 30 days™ notice to the Alliance.
Termination to be effective on the date specified in the notice. In the event of termination

under this paragraph, the Alliance shall be paid Jor all services provided to the date of
lermination.

Hold Harmless/ Indemnily: The Alliance shall indemmily and save harmless C/CAG
from all ¢laims, suits or actions resulting from the performance by the Alliance of its
duties under this Apreement. C/CAG shall indemnify and save harmless the Alliance

frorn all claims, suits or actions resulting from the performance by C/CAG of its duties
under this Agreement.

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

Tnsurance: The Alliance or ifs subcontractors porforming the services on behalf of the
Alliance shall not commence work under this Agreement until all Insurance required
uncer this section has been obtained and such insurance has been approved by the
CHCAG Staff. The Alliance shall furnish the C/CAG Stait with Certificaies of Insurance
evidencing the required coverage and there shall be a specific contractual liabilily
endorsement extending the Alliance's coverage to include the contraciual liability
assumed by the Alliance pursuant to this Agreement. These Certificates shall specify or
be endorsed to provide that thirty (30) days notice must be given, in wniting, to C/CAG
of any pending change in the limils of liability or of non-renewal, cancellation, or
modification of the policy. '

Workers’ Compensation and Employer Liability Insurance: the Alliance
shall have in eflect, during the entire life of this Agreement, Workers’

Compensation and Employer Liability Insurance providing full statutory
coverage.

Liability Insurance: The Alliance shall take out and maintain during the life of this
Agreement such Bodily Injury Liability and Property Damage Tiability Insurance as shall
protect the Alliance, its cmployees, officers and agents while performing work covered
by this Agresment from any and all claims for damages for bodily injury, including
accidental death, as well as any and all operalions under this Agreement, whether such
opecrations be by the Alliance or by any sub-contractor or by anyone directly or indircetly
employed by either of them. Such insurance shall be combined single limit bodily injury
and property damage for each occurrence and shall be not less than $1,000,000 unless
another amount is specificd below and shows approval by C/CAG Stall.



10.

11.

12.

13,

Requin:ﬂ insurance shall include:

Required Approval by
Amount C/CAG Staff
1l under
$ 1,000,000
a. Comprehensive General Liability $ 1,000,000
b, Workers’ Compensation $  Statutory

CHCAGG and its officers, agents, employeess and servants shall be named as additonal
insured on any such policies of nsurance, which shall also contain a provision that the
insurance afforded thereby to C/CAG, 11s oflicers, agents, employees and servants shall be
primary insurance to the full limits of hability of the policy, and that if C/CAG, or its
officers and employecs have other insurance against a loss eovered by such a policy, such
other insurance shall be excess insurance only.

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

Non-discrimination. The Alliance and its subcontractors performing the services on
behalf of the Alliance shall not discriminate or permit discrimination against any person
or group of persons on the basis or race, color, religion, national origin or ancestry, age,
sex, sexual orientation, marital status, pregnancy, childbirth or related conditions,
medical condilion, mental or physical disability or veleran’s slalus, or tn any maruer
prohibited by federal, state or local laws.

Accessibility of Services to [isabled Persons. The Alliance, not C/CAG, shall be
responsible for compliance with all applicable requirements regarding services lo

disabled persons, including any requirements of section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973,

Substitutions: If particular people are identified in Exhibit A as working on this
Agreement, the Alhance will not assign others lo work in their place without written
perrmission from C/CAG. Any substitution shall be with a person of commensurale
expericnec and knowledge.

Sole Property of C/CAG: Any system or documents developed, produced or provided
under this Agreement shall become the sole property of C/CAG.

Agreement Renewal, This Agreement may be renewed only as specified in Exlibit A.
Access Lo Records. C/CAG, or any of theiwr duly authonized representatives, shall have

acecss to any books, documents, papers, and records of the Alhance which are directly

pertinent to this Apreement for the purpose of making andit, examnination, excerpts, and
transcriptions.



14,

15.

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

Merger Clanse. This Agreement, including Exhibit A attached herelo and incorporated
herein by reference, conslitutes the sole agreement of the parties herelo with regard to the
mattcrs covered in this Agreement, and correctly states the rights, duties and obligations
of each party as of the docoment’s date. Any prior agreement, promises, negotiations or
representations between the parties nol expressly stated in this document are not binding.
All subsequent medifications shall be in wrniting and signed by the C/CAG Chairperson.
In the event of a conflict between the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein
and those in Bxhibit A attached hereto, the terms, conditions or specifications set forth
herein shall prevail.

Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Calilomia
and any suit or action initiated by either party shall be bronght in the County of San
Mateo, California.

IN WITNESS WHEREOL, the partics herete have alfixed thewr hands on the day and year

first above wrilten.

Peminsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance

By

Dianne Howard, Alliance Chairwoeman Date

Alliance Legal Counsel

By

City/Connty Association ol Govemments (C/CAG)

By

James M. Vreeland, Jr. F T Date
C/CAG Chairman

C/CAG Legal Counscl

By

Mirini Soosaipillal, C/CAG Counsel
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EXHIBIT A

Under this agreement the Alliance agrees to operate an employer based shuttle that commects the
South S8an Frunciseo BART and Calirain stalions with the east of US 101 business park in
South San Francisco (Oyster Point and Utah-Grand), This service is offered during the
moming and evening peak commute times. The Alliance will provide program and (iscal
management lor this program and wili contract for the actual operation of the shuttle service with
a qualified vendor that has been approved by the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans).
Additional funding to support this program in the amount of $194,415 will be provided by
SamTrans and $142,649 from the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board {JPI) through existing
agreements with the Aliance. Cperation of these shuttle programs will be as set forth in the
agreements belween the Alliance and SamTrans and the JPB for these shuttle programs.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 18, 2006
To: City/County Association of Governments Beard of Directors
From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 06-21 AUTHORIZING THE
C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT
WITH HEXAGON TRANSPORTATION CONSULTANTS INCREASING
THE MAXIMUM AMOUNT BY §$162,451 TO PERFORM TRAVEL
FORECASTING SERVICES FOR THE TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY,
THAT WILL BE COST REIMBURSED, FOR THE FOLLOWING
PROIECTS:

= Willow-1.8. 101 Interchange Project
» Transportation Authority Strategic Flan Updale

{For further infermation or questions contact Walter Martone at 559-1465)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Buard review and approve Resolution 06-21 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an amendment to the agreement with Hexagon Transperiation Consultants increasing
the maximum amount by $162,451 to perform travel forecasting services for the

Transportation Autherity, that will be cost reimbursed, for the following projects:
»  Willow-1.5. 101 Interchange Project
+ Lransportation Authority Strategic Plan Update

FISCAL IMPACT

The two projects included with this amendment are being conducted for the Transportation
Authority and will be fully reimbursed by the Authority. Thercfore there will be no impact to

C/CAG s funds.
SOURCE OF FUNDS

The [unds to support this additional modeling work will be 100% reiinbursed to C/CAG by the
San Mateo County Transpertation Authority under its half-cent transportation sales tax
proceads.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

As the Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County, C/CAG is required 1o
maintain a travel forecasting model that has been determined by the Metropolitan
ITEM 4.4
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Transportation Commission (MTC) as being consistent with the regional travel forecasting
model maintained by MTC. C/CAG strongly encourages and in many cases mandates that its
model be used when doing forecasts for projects that will have transportation impacts in San
Mateo County in order to ensure that forecasts are done consistently, include the same and
most current base data, and will hold up to scrutiny by Caltrans and MTC. Frequently the
entities that are in nced of forecasting work prefer to have the consnlting firm that C/CAG has
selected to mainiain and operate the model, perform the forecasting work for them. This i3
because the use of the model requires a high degree of technical expertise, and familiarity with
the most recent update of C/CAG™s model.

The San Mateo County Transportation Anthority currently has two projects for which they
have requested travel forecasting work. The first project is to forecast the impacts of a mmber
of improvement alternatives for the Willow Road Interchange at U.S. 101, The forecasts are
required as part of the environmental analysis of the project. The second project is to forecast
the impacts on travel time and improvements to congestion thai will result from the
construction of various projects and combinations of projects that have been proposed in the
recently adopted reauthorization of the Measure A Half Cent Sales Tax Transportation
Program for San Mateo County. This information will be used by the Transportation Authority
to update its Strategic Plan and priotitize projects for implementation.

ATTACHMENTS

*  Resolution 06-21
»  Amendment to the Agreement with Hexagon Transportation Consultants
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RESOLUTION_06-21

BEE E ok B B ok ok k kb

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEQ COUNTY (C/CAG) AUTHORIZING THE CHAIR TO
EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT WITH HEXAGON
TRANSPORTATION CONSULTANTS INCREASING THE MAXIMUM
AMOUNT BY $162,451 TO PERFORM TRAVEL FORECASTING
SERVICES FOR THE TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, THAT WILL
BE COST REIMBURSED, FOR THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS:

s  Willow-U.S. 101 Interchange Project
» Transporiation Authority Strategic Plan Update

EEE N R EEEEEE RN

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 respousible
for the development and implementation of the Congeston Management Program for San
Mateo County; and

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

WHEREAS, on December 8, 2005 C/CAG enlered into an agreement with Ilexagon
Transportation Consultants for the maintenance and operation of C/CAG's Travel Forecasting
Model; and

WHEREAS, additiona! travel forccasting services utilizing the Model are required in
support of the following two projects:

»  Willow-U.5. 101 Interchange Project
= Transportation Authority Strategic Plan Update

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Govemments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to
enter into an amendment to the agreement with Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Inc.
increasing the maximum amouunt of the agreement by $162,451 to provide these services. The
San Matec County Transportation Authority will fully reimburse C/CAG for this added work

...2'?.—-



and cosi. The new maximum grand total ameunt of the agreement with Hexagon Transportation
Consultants will therefore become four hundred and sixty-two thousand and four hundred fifty-
one dollars ($462,451). In accordance with C/CAG established pelicy, the Chair may
admindstratively autherize up to an additional 5% of the total contract amount in the event that
there are untoreseen costs associated with the project. This amendment to the agreement sha!
be in a form approved by C/CACG Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF AUGUST 2006.

James M. Vreeland Jr., Chair

=28~



CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF
SAN MATEO COUNTY
AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments
(hereinafter referred to as C/CAG), at its December 8, 2005 meeting, approved an agreement with

Hexagon Transportation Consultants (hereinafter referred to as Consultant) for the provision of
modeling services; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that additional travel forecasting services using this
model are needed; and

WHEREAS, Consultant has reviewed and accepled this amendment o the agreement
originally executed on December &, 2003,

IT IS HEREBY AGREED by C/CAG and Consultant that:

1. This amendrment shall be to provide travel forecasting and modeling services for
two San Mateo County Transportation Authority projects as set forth in the two Scopes of
Work included as Exhibits A and B, attached to this amendment; and

2. The added funding provided 10 Consultant by C/CAG under this amendment
will be up to one hundred sixty-two thousand four hundred and fifty-one dolars ($162,451),
thereby making the new total contract maximum amount four hundred and sixty-two thousand
four hundred fifty-one dollars ($462,451). These additional funds will be provided to
Consultant on a time and materials hasis for this added work and will be paid based upon the
receipt of invoices for the actual costs; and

3. All other provisiens of the original agreement between C/CAG and Consultant
dated December 8, 2005 shall remain in [ull force and effect; and

4, This amendment to the agreement shall take effect upon signature by both
parties.
For C/CAG: For Consultant:
James M. Vregland Jr., Chair Nignature
By:_ Jill §. Hough, Principal
Date: Augnst 14, 2006 Date:

Approved as to form:

Miruni Soosaipillai, C/CAG Legal Counsel
29—
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Exhibit A
Travel Demand Model Refinement for US 101/Willow Interchange PA-ED
Scope of Work (5/15/2006)

This scope of work consists of re-validating the Willow Road/US 101 sub-area of the C/CAG
San Mateo Countywide travel demand model system. The proposed study is in response to a
project approval process and environmental document that is ultimately being prepared by
Caltrans and the San Mateo County Transportation Authority {SMCTA). The proposed work
program will be divided into approximaiely & tasks.

The breakdown of work tasks 10 be completed during the project follows.

Task 0: Finalize Scope of Work

The Consuitant will attend an initial kick-off meeting with the Consultant Team for Willow
Road/TFS 101 Imterchange PA-ED.

Task 1: Refine Trayvel Demand Model Networks for Subarea

The Consultant will refine the travel demand model networks to reflect specific characteristics
of the study area intersections and interchanges associated with the Willow Road/US 101
Intcrchange PA-ED. This activity involves coding additional intcrchange ramp details and
intersection driveways that support the requirements of the subseguent and separate operations
analysis phase of the project; refining the placements of centroid connectors in the stdy area;
and other sinular achivities.

The other component to Task 1 will be to develop year alternative 2030 networks (o reflect up
10 six scparatc proposed interchange configurations. Fach of the alternate networks will be
coded with the appropriate sct of background transportation improvemenls that have been
coded for the C/CAG countywide travel demand model system for year 2030. These consist of
the highway and transit projects that are coded in the MTC Regional Transportation Flan
network for all counties outside San Mateo County. For inside San Mateo County, the San
Mateo County Transportation Authority provided input on a project-by-project basis regarding
the set of highway and transit projects to include by year 2030, The Project Team will review

the list of future projects that have been coded within the county and determine any changes
that may be necessary.

Task 2: Refine Traffic Count Database for Subarea

The Consultant will prepare a traffic count database to be used in the highway assignment and
validation. The database will comprise grourid counts that will be obtained from several
sources. Counts for the Route 101 freeways and ramps will be obtained from Caltrans. The
counts for the local street system will be obtained through the Project Team. The counts will
be refined to balance between adjacent intersections, links, and segments. The resulting
preduct will be a 2003 highway count database for the subarea.

Hexagon Transporiation Conswitants, inc.
Scope of Wark for Witlow Foad US 101 Interchange Travel Demand Model Re-validaifon g
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Task 3: Traffic Assignment and Highway Validation

The Consultant will refine the highway validation associated with the C/CAG Trave! Demand
Model Update “Z1033”. The peaking factors and the resulting highway assignment will be
adjusted in the Willow/US 101 stdy area, based on the 2005 traffic count database prepared
in Task 2, resulting in a 2005 validation focused on the Willow/US 101 study area.

The existing validation appears to be somewhat high on Marsh, particularly
easthound/northbound; low on University Avenne; and reasonably cleser on Willow Road,
especially in the eastbound direction. In addition to adjusting the peaking factors for the study
area, the networks will be refined with respect 1o the placement of centroid cennectors and the
definitions of link types (i.e., free-flow speed and capacity characteristics). The network
refinements of link types will be done judiciously to avoid overstating or understating the
coded speed compared to the actual speed of the roadway in question. Adjustment of centroid
connectors and re-casting of link types should contribute to better loading patterns and
improved distribution of traffic amongst routes.

Hexagon will work clasely with Caltrans travel forecasting branch and C/CAG 1o achicve an
acceptable traffic validation. The validation guidelines will consist primarily of Caltrans-
suggested validation goals related to project level evaluation. These are shown below

Performance {oals for Peak Period Validation

The perfermance goals may consist of setting a minimum percentage of counted roadway links
that conform 1o a set of error tolerances relative to how close the model-estimated volume
malches the counts, The following table illustrates some potential performance goals:

Link-Level Validation Goals by Facility Type [or
Highway Assignments within Project Study Area

Minimum Percent Meeting

Roadway Facility Error Tolerance Error Tolerance
Freeways 75% < =10% error
Major Arterials (> 10000 vehicles per 75% < =15% error
day)

Minor Artertals (< 10000 vehicles 75% < =20% ecrror
per day}

Collector Roadways 5% < =25% crror

As shown in the table, ideally 75 percent of treeway segment volumes estimated by the model
will match within 10 percent of the segments” counted volume. For the other roadway
facilities, the error margins will be slightly higher than 10 percent, as shown the table.

Hexagon Transportation Consuflants, fne,
Scope of Work for Witlow Road US 107 Inferchange Travel Demand Modef Re-validation 7
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The above validation goals will act as gudelines for developing an acceptable validation in the
Willow/US 101 study area. The peak period will be defined as a four-hour period. The
C/CAG ravel demand model has an AM and PM four-heur validation period. Outside the

unmediate Willow Road/US 101 study area, the C/CAG countywide model validation will be
preserved.

Task 4: Model Application for Year 2030/ Year 2035

The Coensultant will develop estimates of year 2030 trip geperation, trip distribution, and trips
by mode. The results of each sub-model will be examined with respect to forecasting
reasonable growth compared to 2005 and compared to the C/CAG medel assumption of
growth. The year 2030 AM and PM peak pericd trip tables will be “fratared” against 2035
projections of households and jobs. The Consultant will develop countywide estimates of
households and jobs for 2035 for San Matee and Alameda Counties.

With respect to households, previons ABAG projections for year 2030 have assumed mumbers
of households for Alameda and San Mateo that are higher than the current 2030 estimates.
These higher household projeciions (from the ABAG Projections 2003 series) can beused as a
surmogate for vear 2035 households: The thinking being that the difference between the lower
2030 projections and the higher 2030 projections are a matler of timing (i.e. the higher
numbers may not be achieved by 2030 but rather in a later year}. The projections of 2035 jobs
conld utilize a similar approach, and will probably rely more on identifying specific large
commercial developments in San Mateo County and Alameda County through discnssions with
the respective Congestion Management Association. The assumptions and results of these
activities will be clearly documented and discussed with the project eam prior 10
implementation, yielding a suitable estimate of aggregate numbers of jobs and households for
vear 2033 deemed appropriate by Calwrans, C/CAG and the SMCTA. Assignments of AM and
PM peak period traffic will be produced by the 2035-assigned trip tables.

This task will cesult in a fumre no buld or basc, plus 6 interchange alternative model runs, for
a total of seven sets of AM and PM peak four-hour model runs. The results will be presented
in the form of link volume plots, indicating approach f{and departing) volumes at intersections,
as well as imterchange ramp and freeway segment volumes for cach of the alternatives. Also

included will be intersection turning movements for year 2035 at twenty {20) study
intersections.

Task 5: Prepare Documcentation

The Consultant will prepare draft technical documentation presenting the travel demand model
results of the various interchange alternatives. Ihe documentation will be focused on (1) the
performance of the subarea mode! relative to the validation goals and (2} the results of the
2035 Willow Road US 101 interchange forecasts. The draft technical memorandum will be
reviewed by C/CAG and Caltrans staff and subsequently revised based upon their input, Four

copies of final technical documentation will be prepared and delivered to the SMCTA, C/CAG
and Caltrans.

Hexagon Transpodation Consultants, Ing,
Soope of Work for Wilfow Road US 107 Inferchange Travel Demand Mode! Re-validation g
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Task 6: Attend Meetings

The Consultant will attend up to three (3) meetings with staff in conjunction with this project
{in addition to the initial scoping meeting). Mectings are anticipated to occur either with
Caltrans staff or the project team for the Willow Read US 101 PA/ED project. Other meetings

at which the attendance of the Consultant is deemed necessary, are not included in this scope
of work.

Additional Services

Any work not specifically referenced in the above Scope of Work-for example analyzing
additional scenarios, producing additional model outputs, revising transportation network
assumptions-shall be considered additional services.

Cost Estimate and Schedule

The cost estimate to create all of the products contained in Tasks 0 through 6 is $78,519,
which includes $323 in other direct costs. A summary of the level of effort, and person hours
and costs by task is presented in the {ollowing table.

The project calibration and validation phase is expected to span a 4 week period. The travel
demand mode! development would be completed within 4 wecks of commencement, while the
next seven (7) wecks will consist of preparing the 2030 future base model run, the fratared
2035 trip tables and the 2035 traffic assignments documentation materials, 2035 turning
movements and link velumes.

Hexagon Transporation Consultants, e
Seope of Work for Wilow Road US 101 Interchange Travel Dethand Mode! Re-validalion g
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Exhibit B
Scope of Work (6/02/06)

TRAVEL DEMAND MODELING/FORECASTING SUPPORT FOR
THE SAN MATEQ COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
STRATEGIC PLAN UPDATE

Task 1: Develop Future Year Transportation Networks

Hexagon will use the CCAG travel demand model networks for creating future year
2030 transportation networks for the San Mateo County Transportation Authority
(SMCTA) Measure A Strategic Plan Update. The networks need to reflect the various
highway orojects listed in the Measure A Expendittre Plan that have been defined by
SMCTA amd the project tcam as suitable for evaluation with the County’s travel
dernand forecasting system. The transportation networks and basic model data being
used for this work consists of a C/CAG countywide travel demand model system that
was validated against year 2005 groumd counis. The future networks will refiect 27
individual projects defined by SMCTA and the Project Team, cach alternative
reflecting a single project for purposes of evaluating (e benefits of each project. These
projects are listed in the following table.

The future alternatives will all include the RTP Track 1 praject list for the cight
surrounding Bay Area counties. For the future year, both financially constrained and
fiscally projected projects will be included in the background transportation networks,

though the projects listed in the attached table will be excluded from the 2030 Base
Case or No Build.

Task 2: Develop Year 2020/2030 Trave!l Demand Forecasts

Hexagon will use the C/CAG travel demand forecast modcl system to create travel
forecast scenarios for the transportation aliernatives described in Task 1. This model
will be used as the basis for developing travel forecasts and measutes of effectiveness
for 27 future alternatives {see Task 1). For each scenario, volumes for the AM and PM
peak 4-hour periods will be generated.

Task 3: Evaluate Travel Demand for Allernatives

Hexagon will prepare a series of medel outputs for the 28 individual alternatives.
Hexagon will analyze the AM and PM peak (4-hour) period results of these model runs
and provide the following picces of informarion:

+ VMT/VHT Analysis,
= Vehicle hours of delay (by scgment), and
« Planning level of service (i.e.,V/C Ralios).

Haxagon Transporlafion Consilfants, fac.
Scope of Work to Conduct Travel Demand Forscasting Analysis for the Measure A Stralegic Plan Highway
Prejects 11
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SMCTA MEASURE A STRATEGIC PLAN

HIGHWAY PROGRAM
Model . . Model
Run #| S°"- #{Project Title Priority
1 ’ US-101: Construct Auxiliary Lanes Between Sierra Paint 1
Parkway and San Francisco County Line
5 n US-101: Construct Auxiliary Lanes Beiween Sierra Point 1
Parkway and San Bruno Avenye
3 4 |US-11; Geneva Avenue: Extend i
4 6_ |US-101: Reconstruct Produce Avenusa Iiterchange 1
3 8 |US-101: Reconstruct FPeninsula Avenue Interchange i
5 12 US-101: Construct Auxiliary Lanes Between Marsh Road and 1
Santa Clara County Line
- 16 I-280: Canstruct Audliary Lanes Between 1-380 and Hickey i
Blwd.
a8 17 |1-280/i-380 Interchange: Make Local Access lmprovernents 1
9 19 |SR-1: Fassler Avenue to Westport Drive ("Callara"} 1
SR-1: Make Safety and Operational Improverments in the
10 21  |Vicinity of Half Moon Bay (0.4 miles South of Miramontes Pt |
to Capistrans Road)
SR-92: Construct Auxiliary Lanes and Interchange
11 24 |Improvemants Between 1-280 and the San Mateo Hayward 1
Bridge
SR-84; Woodside Road: Widen Between US-101 and El
12 25 . 1
Camino Real

13 26 |3R-B4: Extend Bayfront Expressway (Marsh to Woodside)

-

14 27 |SR-35 Widen Betwaeen i-280 and Sneath Lane 1

15 | 28 |Triton Drive {Foster Gity): Widen 1

16 3 |US-101: Reconstruct Candlestick Point Interchange 2

17 5 US-101: Replace Sicrra Point Parkweay Interchange and 2
Extend Lagoon Yary

15 7 |US-101: Reconstruct Broadway Interchange 2

18 10 |US-101: Reconstruct Woodside Road Interchange 2

20 14 |1-280: Widen John Daly Blvd Overcrossing (N Side) 2

21 15 |1-280: Reconstruct 1-280¢SR-1 Interchange 2

22 23 |SE-92: Add Truck Clirmbing Lane Between 1-280 and SR-35 2
US-101: Make Operational Improvermnents From Hilisdak to

23 9 SR-02 3
LS-101: Makea Improvements Between SR-84 and Santa

24 11 |Clara County Line, Including Accass Improvements to 3
Durmbarton Bridge

25 13 |US-101: Reconstruct Willow Road Interchange 3

26 22 |5R-82: WidenvFoothill to Pitarcitos Creek 3

o7 R Juripero Serma Bhad: Make Improvemnents in Daly City, Colma 3

and South San Francigen

MHexagon Transportation Consuffants, Ing,
Soope of Work to Condtct Travel Demand Forecasting Analysis for the Measure A Sirategic Plan Highway
Projects 12
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Task 4: Document Analysis and Prepare Traffic Demand Forecasting Model
Memorandum '

Hexagon will prepare draft technical documentation presenting the results of the travel
‘demand forecasts. The evaluation data developed in Task 3 will be incorporated into
the travel demand forecasting technical memorandum. Plots of volume-to-capacity
ratios will be included.

Task 5: Attend Meetings

Hexagon will attend up to four meelings in conjunction with this study. The meetings
may be with SMCTA staff, C/CAG staff or a combination of the two.

Any results, analyses, model outputs or services not described in the above tasks are
considered extra scrvices and would be subject to a supplemenial add-on to the nital
scope of work.

Schedule

The analysis and the drafi memorandum of the forecast results will (ake approximately
10 weeks 1o complete, which will include draft review by SMCTA. It is anticipated
that another two to three weeks will be nceded (beyond the initial 10 weeks) to respond
to any remaining questions and concerns by SMCTA or C/CAG.

~ Cost

The cost estimate to prepare this analysis and document the results is contained in a
separate table,

Hexagon Transportatior Constiftants, Inc.
Seope of Work lo Conduct Travel Demand Forecasting Analysis for the Measure A Siralegic Plan Highway
Frojacis 13
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 10, 2006
To: City/Counly Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napicr, Cxceutive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 06-22 AUTHORIZING THE
C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT WITIHL TIIE COUNTY OF
SAN MATEO FOR CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION TG
MNSTALL RAMP METERING EQUIPMENT AT THE US 101/WILLOW
ROAD SEPARATION AND TG REIMBURSE THE COUNTY OF SAN
MATEO THE LOCAL SHARE OF PROJECT COST NOT 'TO EXCEED
$82,000.

(For further information or questions contact Sandy Wong at 399-1409}

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve resolution (06-22 authorizing the C/CAG Chwr to
execule an agreement with the County of San Mateo fur construction contract administration to
install ramp mctering equipment at the US 101/Willow Road Scparation and to remmburse the
County of San Mateo the local share of project cost not to exceed $82,000,

FISCAL IMPACT

Through C/CAG and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC}, $500,000 in Federal
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds has beent programmed to fund a projeet to
install ramp meler equipment at the US 101/Willow Road Separation. Federal CMAQ funds
have a requirciient of minimuim local match of 11.49%,. The local match fund is included in the
2006/07 C/CAG budget under the Ramp Metering category of the Congestion Relicf Program.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The local match funds will come from the C/CAG Congestion Rehel Program.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

In Nevemnber 2005, the C/CAG Board of Dhreclors approved the San Mateo County Ramp
Metering program for Route US 101 and Interstate 280 north of 1-380.  The first phase of
implementation will tum on the ramp meters on US 101 between Route 92 and the Santa Clara
County Line. Metering equipment within phase 1 has been installed as parl of past freoway

ITEM 4.5
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widening prajects, with the exception of the US 101/Willow Road interchange. A capital project
to mstall metering cquipment at this tocation 1s necessary.

The San Mateo County Transporiation Authority (SMCTA) has retained an engineering
consultant to prepare the design package for this project. It is proposed that the County of San
Mateo Public Works Department carmies the project through the construction phase, That is
because the neither C/CAG nor SMCTA is set up to administer construclion contracts using
Federal {funds, while the County of San Mateo is. -

Since the County of San Matco is willing and able to administer this project at the request of
C/CAG, the County of San Mateo will perform such work at no cost to the County. $500,000 is
Federal CMAQ funds is available to this project. C/CAG will provide the required local match.

ATTACHMENTS

= Resolution 06-22
s Agreement wilh the County of San Mateo



RESOLUTION_06-22

A RESCLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY!/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEQ COUNTY
(C/CAG) AUTHORIZING THE CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT WITH
THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEQ FOR CONSTRUGTION CONTRACT
ADMINISTRATION TO INSTALL RAMP METERING EQUIPMENT AT THE US
101/WILLOW ROAD SEPARATION AND TO REIMBURSE THE COUNTY OF SAN
MATEO THE LOCAL MATCH FOR FEDERAL FUNDS NOT TO EXCEED $82,000

FE kT A kT dTooon

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the Caty/County Association of Govermments
of San Mateo County (CAZAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG has adopted the Ramp Melenngz Program for San Mateo County on
7% 101 and on Interstate 1280 from north ol 1-380; and

WHEREAS, Mctering cquipment needs to be instalied at the US 101/Willow Road
Interchange as part of the phase 1 Ramp Metenmyg Program; and

WHEREAS, $500,000 in Federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAG)
funds has been programined to a project to install metenng equipment at the US 101/Willow
Road Separation (Projeet), and Federal funds require a minimum of 11.47% local match; and

WHEREAS, County of San Mateo {County) is willing and able to adnyinister the
constraction contracts for said Project using Federal funds and local match provided by C/CAG,
and C/CAG has budpcted the funds needed for local match; and

WHEREAS, C//fCAG agrees to rennburse the County 11.47% of the aclual conslruction
cost of the Project as the local match to the Federal CWMAQ [unds. C/CACG also agrees to
reimburse the County 11.47% of the federal reimbursable construction enginesring costs plus auy
addilional federal non-rembursable admimstraiive costs not to cxeced three porcent (3%4) of the
total construction cost. The total reimbursement from C/CAG to County in local match and
admunstrative costs should not cxcced $82,000

NOW, THEREFORE, BE I'T RESOLVED that the Chair is hereby awthortzed to sign
an agreement with the County of San Maleo for the Project and to reimburse the County of San
Mateo the local share of project cost not to exceed $82,000.

In accordance with C/CAG established policy, the Chair may administratively authonze up o an
additional 5% of the total contract amount in the event thal (here are unloreseen costs agsociated
with the project.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF AUGUST 2006,

James M. Vreeland Jr., Chair
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
AND THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEO FOR CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
ADMINISTRATION TO INSTALL RAMP METERING EQUIPMENT AT THE 1S
1 WTLLOYW ROAD SEPABRATION

TIIS AGREEMENT is enterad into as of the day of

2006, by and between the City/County Assoctalion of Governments (C/CAG) and the County uf San
Maleo (County).

WITNESSETH:
WHEREAS, ramp metering equipment nceds to be installed at the US 101/Willow Road
Interchange (Project) as part of the San Mateo County Ramp Melenng Program; and

WHEREAS, a project to install said ramp-metening cquipment gualifies for grant funding,
and the San Mateo County Transit Authority (SMCTA) is in the process of having plans and

specifications prepared for the work, and is working with Callrans to securce an cncroachment penmit
for the proposed construction; and

WHERLAS, $500,000 in Federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds
can be made available to finamce said project; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has requested the assistance of the Departrent of Public Works
(DPW) as SMCTA has not done contract administration or construction inspection for road related

nrojects, and as Caltrans has indicated that the project would be delayed if it were integrated inlo
their construction schedule.

NOW, THEREFORE, 1T IS HEREBY AGREED by the parties hereto, as follows:

1. SCOPE OF SERVICES

County agrees to administer the conslruciion contract to install ramp-metering equipment at

the US 101/Willow Road Separation (Project) and as described in said plans that are being prepared
by SMCTA.

2. TIME QOF PERFORMANCE

The services funded by this agreement shall commence on or afler full execntion of this
agreemenl and shall be lerminated by Project close out. Terminahon ol this agrecment prior to

project close out shall be in written mutually agresment between the County Public Works Direclor
and the C/CAG Exceutive Lirector.

3. FUNDING AND METHOD QF PAYMENT
a. County agrees to submit the necessary application for federal funding to the
Melropolilan Transportation Commission in order to secure federal lnding in the

amount of $500,000 that can be made avajlable for the Projcct.
b. County agrees to milially finance the work from its own funds once federal funds are
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4,

secured and further agrees that it will submit the nccessary documentation in order to
reeeive reimbursemcit of costs with federal funds as may be made available through
MTC.

C/CAG agrees to reimburse the County for any costs that the County may meur and
which are expected to be reimburscd with federal funds should said funds not be
available to the County once costs by the Counly are ineurred.

CHCAG also agrees to reimburse the County 11.47% of the actual consiraction cost
of the Project as the local malch 1o the Federal CMAQ) funds. C/CAG also agrees to
renmburse the County 11.47% of the federal reimbursable construction enginesning
costs plus any additienal federal non-reimbursable admimsirative costs nol to exceed
three percent {3%) of the total construction cost. The total reimbursement from
C/CAG to County in local mateh and administrative costs should not exceed

582, 0{H). _ '

County shall submit billings, accompanied by the activity reports and by invoices
1ssued by contractor as prool that services were renderved and pnd for by the County.
Upon receipt of the invoice and its accompanying documentation, C/CAG shall pay
the amount claimed under this agrecment within thirty {30} days of receipt of Lhe
inveice, delivered or matled to the County as follows:

County of San Mateo

Director of Public Works

535 County Center, 3" Kloor
Redwood City, CA 94063-1665

Subject to duly executed smendments, should the lowest contractor's bid poce
cxeeeds the funding conpmitment under this agreement plus the 560,000 Federal
CMAQ fund, a amendment lo this agreement will be required for C/CAG o provide
the additional funding required to complete the Project. C/CAG will notify the
County in writing within 30 days to advise whether that the proposal is acceptable.
Otherwise, County will immediately terminate this agreement and will be reimbursed
for the incurred costs up to termmmation.

AMENDMENTS

Any changes in the services to be performed under this Agreement shall be incorporated in

written antendments, which shall specify the changes in work porformed and any adjustments in
compensation and schedule. All amendments shall be executed by C/CAG and the County. No

claim for additional comipensation or extension of time shall be recognized unless contained 1 a
duly executed amendment.

5.

NOTICES

All notices or other communications 1o cither party by the other shall be deemed given when

made in writing and delivered or mailed to such party at their respective addresscs as follows:
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To C/CAG: Attention: Richard Napier
City/County Association of Governments
555 County Cenier, 5% Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

To County: Attention: Neal R. Cullen, Director of Public Works
County ef San Mateo Department of Public Works
555 County Center, 5" Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

6. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

County and its employces, agents and consultants shall be deemed independent contractors
of C/CAG. Nothing herein shall bc deemed to create any joint venture or partnership arrangement
between the Counry and C/CAG,

7. MUTUAL HOLD IIARMLESS

. It is agreed that C/CAG shall defend, save harmless and indemnify County, its officers
and employees from any and all claims which arise out of the terms and conditions of

this Agreement and which result from the negligent acts or omissions of C/CAG, its
officers and/or employees.

b. Tt 15 agrecd that County shall defend, save harmless, and indemnify C/CAG, its officers
and employees from any and all claims for injuries or damage to persons andfor property
which arise out of the terms and conditions of this Agreement and which result from the
negligent acts or omissions of Counly, its officers and/or employees.

c. In the event of concurtent negligence of County, its officers and/or employees, and
CACAG, its officers and/or employees, then the liability for any and all claims for injuries
or damage to persons and/or property which anise out of terms and canditions of (his

Agreement shall be apportioned according to the California theory of comparative
neglipence.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Apreement has been exceuted by the parties hereto as of
the day and year first written above,
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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF COUNTY OF SAN MATEO

GOVLERNMENTS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
Tames M. Vreeland Ir., C/CAG Chair Jerry Hill, President of the San Mateo CD‘I.ll‘l.t.}.,' Board
of Supervisors

Approved as to form:

Miruni Soosaipillai, C/CAG Altormey Dcborah Pam‘ly Bennett, County Counsel
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date; August 10, 2006
To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Diirectors
From:; Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF AN AMENDMENT TC TIIE C/CAG
BYLAWS CHANGING THE NAME OF THE CONGESTION
MANAGEMENT & AIR QUALITY COMMITTEE (CMAQ) TO THE

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT & ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY (CMEQ)
COMMITTEE

{For further information or questions contact Waller Martone at 599-1463)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve an amendment to the C/CAG Bylaws changing the
name of the Congestion Management & Air Quality Commitlee {(CMAQ) Lo the Congestion
Management & Environmental Quality (CMEQ) Comunittee.

FISCAL IMPACT
None,

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Not applicable.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

Om April 14, 2005, the C/CAG Board approved a recommendation o expand the scope of the

Congestion Management & Air Quality Commitiee (CMAQ) 10 include environmental, sofid
waste and hazardous wasle programs.

At the CMAQ meeting on Tune 26, 2006, the Committee adopted the following mission
statement:
The Congestion Management and Air Quality Committee (CMAQ) provides advice and
recommendations o the C/CAG Board of Directors on all matters relating to traffic
congestion management, fravel demand management, coordination of land use and
transportation planning, mobile source air guality programs, energy resources and
conservation, and other environmental issues focing the local jurisdictions in San

Maten County.
Y ITEM 4.6
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This role of the CMAQ Committee alse includes making recommendations to the
C/CAG Board on the allocation of funding for specific projects and activities
addressing these programmatic areas. Some of the individual programs and activities
that the CMAQ Commitiee oversees and/or provides input on include:
Congestion Management Program

Countywide Transportation Plan

Measure A Strategic Plan

Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program

C/CAGs Vehicle Registration Fee Program

C/CAG's Congestion Relief Propram

Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan

Green Building Program

Energy Program

10. Water Conservation Program

11, Greenhouse Gas Emission Program

12, Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program

13. Land Use Monitoring and Impact Analysis Program

f4. Shuttle Programs

13, El Caming Real Incentive Program

16, Traffic Impact Analysis Program

17. Transportation Demand Management Program

18. Roadway and Transit Capital improvement Program

o B RN I L T I o

In recognition of these new responsibilities, the Members decided that the name of the
Committee should be broadened to inciude all environmental programs instead of only air
guality programs. The initial selection of the “air quality” compenent of the name was because
when the Comunittee was created, the funding sources it was oversceing included congestion
management funds and the Transportation Fund for Clean Air. Now that the scope of the
Committee has expanded, a change in name appears to be in order.

ATTACHMENTS

Excerpt of C/CAG Bylaws as amended on June 10, 2004 dealing with “Committees.” The
change in name for the CMAQ Committee is noted with steikeowt and itafics,



EXCERPT OF C/CAG BYLAWS AMENDED ON JUNE 10, 2004
ARTICLE V.. COMMITTEES
Section 1. The Board of Directors may establish and appoint membcrs to committees and

advisory boards wherever necessary. The following standing committess have been established to
assist in accomplishing C/CAG’s goals:

Administrators’ Advisory

Airport Land Use

Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory

Congestion Management & Ade Emvironmental Guality

Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Commuttee
Finance
Hacardous Wasie Management Plan Advisory
Sohid Waste Advisory
NPDES
NPDES Technical Advisory Committee
Scction 2. Persons who are net members of the Board of Directors, including other clected
officials and public members, may be appointed to serve on any committec or advisory board
established by the Board of Direclors.
section 3. During any consecutive twelve month period, members will be expected to attend
at least 75% of the scheduled meetings and nol have more than Lhree consecutive absences. If the
number of absences excesd these limits, the seat may be declared vacant by the C/CAG Chair.
Attendance by designaled aliernales, where included in the composition of the cominittes, will not
¢ount toward meeting the attendance requirement of the member. Appointments to fil} the vacant

seats will be made at the next regularly scheduled C/CAG meeting from existing waiting lists if

_51_



available. Hnot, a recruitment process will be initiated and the appointiment will be made as soon ag
practical.

{Note from discussion at C/CAG mecting where this attendance item was discussed: Appointments
to Hill vacancies on committees should also make every attempt to balance the representation to
include the different regions of the County. Although ihis is not always possible, it should become a
prime consideration of the Board when conducting recruitments and making appointments. The
C/CAG Executive Director will notify the C/CAG Char if and when there is the necd to apply this

new policy, and will also periodically report on the attendance of member jurisdictions at meetings

of the full Board.)
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 10, 2006
Ta: City/County Assoclation of Governments Board of Directors
From: Fichard Napier, Executive Dhrector

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE QUARTERLY INVESTMENT
REPORT AND THE AUTHORIZATION OF STALT TO OPEN AN
INVESTMENT ACCOUNT WITH THE SAN MATEO COUNTY
INVESTMENT POOL

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve the quarterly investment report and authorize staff
to open an investment account with the San Matco County Invesument Pool,

FISCAL IMPACT

Potential for higher yield from C/CAG investments and greater diversification.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

[nvesuments in public investment pools.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

Currently all of C/CAG’s investments are with the Local Agency Investment Fund. As
C/CAG's Fiscal Agent, the City of San Carlos manages C/CAG’s finances and provides
advice on investments. In order to potentially increase investment proceeds and provided for a
more diversified investigent strategy, the City is recomunending that C/CAG also open an
account with the San Mateo County Investment Pool. Both of these investment Funds have
risk-averse investment strategies.

ATTACHMENTS

Report and recommendations from Richard Averett, Finance Director, City of San Carlos.

ITEM 4.7
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CITY AND COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS]
Board of Directors Agenda Report

To: Richard Napier, Excentive Dirccior
From: Richard Avercit — Finance Bireclor
Dale: May 22, 2006

SUBJECT: Quarterly Investment Report as of March 31, 2006

RECOMMENDATION:
1t is recommended thal the C/CAG Board review and accept the Quarierly Investment Report,
and authorize staff to open an investment account with the San Mateo County Tovestment Pool,

ANALYSTS _

C/CAG’s only investment vehicle ta date has been the Local Ageney Investment Fund (LAIF),
The balunce in the Local Agency Investment Fund as of March 31, 2006 was $2,272 827 earning
4.03% interest, Total accrued interest for the quarter ending Mareh 31, 2006 was $22,582, with
a total fiscal year to Jate inlerest earnings of $63.318.

San Mateo County also operates an investment pool.  Botl pools have risk-averse investment
strategies, but Jifler slightly in maturity and weighting of nvestment vehicles, FThese differences
result in different pool yields, depending on larger imarket factors such as rising or falling fixed
interest rales. This is the second quarter in some time that T.AIF is paying a higher current
quarierly yicld than the County Pool.  Currentty LAIF is paviog 42 basis poinls more than the
County ool but we belicve the County has taken steps to adjust their returns. The San Malco
County March Invesiment Report states that “in March managemen decided to undergo a one
time portfolio reposilioning strategy in order to raise additional cash. This mowve resulted in a
one time lower than normal monthly rate. 1lowever, this strateey will allow ihe portfolio to take
advantage of increases short-1emm interest rates going forward.” owever, LAIF i3 more [lexible
in ransfers out of the pool to mect cash Now requirements.

Having a choice of investment poals would provide an allemative for both vield and
diversification. Preservation of principal and inceting cash flow needs of C/CAG remain the top
pricrities, Establishing an account with the San Matco Counly Pool lurthers those goals with the
added benefit of enabling staff to maintain competitive yiclds among conservatively invested
public investment pools. While not curcently yieldmg maore, the County Poel has traditionally

yiclded a higher return than LAIF, and having the County Pool as an optional investment choice
would give staff added flexibility in adjusting to market conditions.

Attachments
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CITY & COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

SUMMARY OF ALL INVESTMENTS
For Quarter Ending March 31, 2006

Weighted
Average
interest HISTORICAL GASE 31 AL
Category Maturity Rate Book Value Market Valua
Days | Months
[Ligisid:nvestmants s
Local Agency Investmeni Fund {LAIF) 1 4 3% 2272 B2V 2,2?2,52?[
[Auency:Securnies .. 3
[TotdlzInvestiments:™ o i von s 40 4.03%| | 2,272,827 | 2,272,827 |

IG Rﬂiﬁ_ﬂ':'[ﬂ'l'hl-.‘ QF PORTFOQLI w03 |

Total Accrued Interest this Quarter
Total interest Eacned Fiscal-Year-tp-Date

—-BE=-

I 4,03%I I 2,2?2,52?' l

2,272,827 |

22,582
63,318




C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Trate: August 1{}, 2006

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Mapicr, Exceutive Director - C/CALT

Subject: Review and Approval of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program

Reports for the Second Quarter I'Y 05-06 ending December 31, 2005 and Third
Quarter FY 053-06 ending March 31, 2006

(For {urlher information or response to quesiion’s, conlact Richard Napicr at 650 399-1420)

Recommendation:

Review and Approval of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program Reports for the
Second Quarter FY 05-06 ending December 31, 2005 and Third Quarler FY 05-06 cnding March
31, 20046 in accordance with the staff recommendation.

Fiscal Impact:
MNone.
Revenoe Source:

Departinent of Motor Vehicle Fees that are provided 1o the County for Abandoned Vehicle
Abatcment.

Background/THscussion:

C/CAG acts as the San Mateo County AVA Service Authonty. The objective of the program is
the abatement ol abandoncd vehicles. Reimbursement is provided to the agencics through
revenues provided from vehicle registration fees. The revenues are disbursed to participating
agenciss 50% bascd on pepulation and 50% based on the proportionate share of the abatements
in the County. If a participaling agency does not perform any abatements then (hal agency’s
population share is retumed to the State.

Second Quarter FY 05-U6:

During the Second Cuarter — 6,362 vchicles were abated for a year to date tolat of 13,713
vehicles, All revenues received 1ess administration costs were disbursed 1o (he participating
agencies. In aceordance with the C/CAG Board-apptoved program, major purchases of $0.00
were made which came from the sstablished reserves. Total agency disbursements were Second
Quarter - $152,652.13 and year to date $322,912.05. Administrative cost for the Second Quarter

ITEM 4.8
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FY 05-06 was $3,817.48 lor a rate of 2.44%,

Third Quarter FY (15-06:

During the Third Quarter - 6,446 vehicles were abated for a year to date total of 20,159 vehicles.
ATl revenuies reccived less adminisiration costs were disbursed to the participating agencies. In
accordance wilh the C/CAG Board-approved program, major purchascs ol $0.00 were made
which came from the established reserves. Total agency disbursements were 1hird Quarier -
$173,578.46 and year to date $496,490.51. Administrative cost Tor the Third Quarter FY 05-06
was $4,834.33 lor arale 0l 2,71%,. A summary report for the year is provided for the Board.

Attachment

AVA Program Summary FY 2005-06

Abandoned Vehicle Abatement {AVA) Program Quarterty Status Report ending Decamber 31,
2005 (FY 05-06) for San Mateo County

Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program Quarierly Status Reporl ending March 31, 2000
(FY 05-06) for San Matco County

Alternatives:

}- Review and Approval of the Abandoned Vchicle Abatement (AW A) Program Reports for
the Second Quarter FY 05-06 ending Decentber 31, 2005 and Third Quarter FY 05-06
ending March 31, 2006 in accordance with the staff recommendation.

2- Review and Approval of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program Reports for
the Second CQarter FY 05-06 ending December 31, 2005 and Third Quarler FY 053-06
ending March 31, 2006 in accordance with the staff recomimendation with modifications.

3- MNo action.



_55_

] TBSLOT BG10Z | ELIEL 152 QLA 2ANEINWING|
65102 L0 avre 7980 = s)UBWSIETY [2J0L
ZLLE ~14z01 706 181 {sjusLiiey)smal
1¥DLE _ BL¥S 851 019 sjuswaleqy AJRWN|OA

L ~ i w poleCY S32IYSA

|
%OP'ZT %000 %L |%bPT %we0Z ajey UOHEASIIPY
0£'152'€81% 0€'16.'¢81$ | 06716/%81$ | 0€'1G2€81 | DELGLEBIS __ 8nesay EI0]
00°0$ R 0008 go'0s oo 00 0% u| J8jsuel ]|

DELGL'E8LE | 0E1G2E8LS | 0E152°€8L [ OE'1G.'e8LE | O£ 1SL €8IS BuiuuiBeg

B . 3AY353Y

7/'90.'805% 0003 BLZIFE/LS i VOBBY'OSLE | ZEVER'ELIS |PISINGS|Q+UNLDY [HOL

LG 0BF 98VS | LGOBY'96PS  SO'ZIETEES | TB'E5Z0.LS AL1A WN3 PRsINgsiqg

LG 067 96YS 000$ or'8iG'c LS £1'260'75l8  EBBSZ0/LS pasINgsIq 18301
o003 . S3SELINS Jolely
00'0% © T snoaue|Easv
000 ] palIMay spuUnd|
00’03 sanUSAaY papuadxaun
LS 08P D6FS ] . or'8/5€/le  C12S9ZSIS  2BBSZO0LIS Juawes.mgsig
12912'21$ © 000s cePee v gr' L18'eS OF ¥95°CS UONERSIUIUPY B0
12°812'ZLS EEPES VS 8r 2LL9'Eh OF ¥95'€$ so|ddnggsaineg
[alalaiy [BUUCEISH
00°0% VOID

uclesIupyY
] 51503
| 24°902'806% 00'0% |ezziv'eits _ 19699518 ZEVTRELS R
0008 | . . ekl )
£2°00/'805% j 6LZI78ZLE  L9BOYOSLE | CEVWIB'ELLS s994 Uojjensiioy
_ SBNUIADY

. 210 “laueny Jspend: | EnenD JayEnD | B

lea ) [BIS14: Lpno pAYL puooag 15114
90-G00Z Ad AHVINWNS NYHD0Yd YAY Q0/LZIL0



_EG_



Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program Quarterly Status Report ending December 31,
2005 (FY 05-06) lor Han Matco County
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Inv. # 31006
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Abandoned Vehicle Abatement {AVA) Program Quarterly Status Report ending March 31, 2006
(FY 05-06) for San Mateo County
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CITY OF SAN CARLOS

POLICE DEFARTMENT
G0 EIM STRERET
SAN CARTOS, CATTFORNTA 530769025

TELEFHONE (415} B02HL27T
FAX (413} 055048

JUL 1.0 2603

July 3, 2006 DEFASTIS U PURLIC WOAKS
_ _ COLRITY OF SA4 MATEQ

Mr. Rachard Napier

Executive Direclor

CACAG

555 County Center (5™ Floor)
Redwood City, CA 94063

Drear Mr. Napicr:

Please find enclosed a copy of the AV A report for 3™ quartcr ended (3/31/06, together
with the Payment Autlmrimtinns which require your signature.

I would appre-:.:late you returnmg the signed authorizations to Marilyn Maytmn in our
Finance Department for processing,.

Thank vou.

Sincerely,

Mary Arnold

Enclosures

@ RECTCLED ' :
FAPCR —-68-



Stata Controller's Office
Divisicn Of Accounling And Reporling
Allocation Of $1.00 Slate Vehicle Registration Collections
For Abandoned Vehicle Abaternent
2005-2006 Fiscal Year

County

Alameda
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Contra Costa
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Kings

Lake
Madera
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Montersy
Nap=g
Nevada
Orange
Riverside
Sacramenis
San Behifo
San Diego
San Francisco
San Joaguin
San Maten
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta
Solans
Sonoma
Stanisiaus
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Trinity
Tulare
Tuolumne
Yuha
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ity Al
BELMOUNT : 5287 83
ERISBANE 125574
BUERLINGAME ad7o.06 -
DALY CITY 19340 .90
EAST PALC ALTO 7831.15
FOSTLR CITY 1130318
IIATF MOON BAY 1866.00
MENLOPARYK 4920 27
MILLBEAE 4216505
PACIFICA 11459226
PORTOLA VALLEY SBT.O98
YEDWOOD CITY 19783.70
SAN BRUNO 1295185
S5AN CARLOR HO47.53
SAN MATEG, CITY ' 2012544
SAN MATEC COUNTY 12126.63
S0UTII SAN FRANCISCD 1618154
WOODSIDE 73247
Admin Cost fo San Carles Qtr ending 3002008 4834.33
178412 77
Dhoso: A/31/06 AVA funds
I, # 215804
Feq. By hdary Armnold
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Vemdord
122.2
1716
139.1
3l
1712
488
732
1600
16401
352
1717
M3
1713
T251
767
680,25
354
1719
T251

AVA

00-ORG OBRFECT

CoI0500

520325
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SAN MATEO COUNTY ABANDONED VEHICLE ABATEMENT PROGRAM
3/31/2005

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF POLICE/FINANCE DEPARTMENT
' (ADMINISTRATICN COSTS)

Costs - Police Department

Personnel:
** 7 hours (@ $34.56/hr $241 .92
Program Audit 5200000

Costs - Financs Department

Finance Dept."™ Personnel F2,192.41
Finance Dept. Suppplies $400.00

** includes benefits

TOTAL EXPENSES $4,834.33

"all personnel costs include benefits

L



DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

August 10, 2006

City/County Association of Governments of San Matee County (C/CAG)
Board of Dircctors

Richard Napier, Executive Thrector

REVIEW/APPROVATL OF (1) RESOLUTION 06-23, TO ACCEPT A GRANT
OFFER OF $300,000 AND RELATED ASSURANCES AND CONDITIONS FROM
THE FEDERATL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION (FAA) FOR THE PURPOSL OF
PREPARING A LAND USE COMPATIRILITY §TUDY FOR THE ENVIRONS OF
SAN FRANCISCO TINTERNATIONAL AIRPORT, PR THE RELEVANT
PROVISIONS OF SECTION 160 OF VISION [00 — CENTURY OF AVIATION
REAUTHORIZATION 4CT AND (2) RESOLUTION 06-24 TO AUTHORIZE
C/CAG STAFY TO INITIATE AN RFQ/RIFP PROCESS TO SELECT A
QUALIFIED CONSULTANT(S) TO ASSIST C/CAG STAFF IN THI:
PREPARATION OF THE ABOVE-REFERENCED LAND USE STUDY

For farther information, contact Richard Napier at 650/599-1420 or Diavid F. Carbone,
C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee {ALUC) Stafl, at 650/363-4417.

RECOMMENDATION

That the £/CAG Board approve the following resolutions:

(1) Resolution 06-23_ accepting a grant offer of $300,000 and related assurances and conditions
from the Eederal Aviation Administration (FAA), to prepare a land use compatibility study
for the environs of San Francisco International Airport, per the relevant provisions of Section
160 of Vision 100 — Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act (sce Attachinent No. 5}

{2) Resolution 06-24, authorizing C/CAG staff to initiate a Request for (ualifications/Request for
Proposals (RFQ/RFP) process Lo select a qualificd consultant(s) to assist the staff in the
preparation of the above-referenced land use compatibility study (see Attachment No. 6).

FISCAL IMPACT

The federal grant will provide $5% ($300,000) of the total cost project cost. The required 5% match
(5§5,790) will be provided via the C/CAG General Fund (C/CAG Board Reselution No, (16-03). The
C/CAG Board will receive the federal [unds through a standard reimbursement process.

ITEM 4.9

_'?G_



C/CAG Agenda Report: Approval of C/CAG Board Resolutions #6-23 and (}6-24 Accepiing a
Federal Grant to Prepare a Land Use Compatibility Study for the Environs of San Francisco
Interpational Airport and Authorizing C/CAG Staff to Initiatc an RFQ/RFP Process to Obtain
Consultant Assistance to Prepare the Study

August 19, 2006

Page 2 of 4

BACKGROUND

In late 2003, Cengress passed Vision 100 — Cemtury of Aviation Reauthorization Act. Section 160 of
the Aet authorizes the Secretary of Transportation to make grant funds available to states and unils of
local government for compatible land use planning around large and medium hub airports acress the

nation. This is the first time federal funding has been sct-aside for this purpose.

Tn June 2003, the FAA released grant program information and a list of 33 eligible airports. San
Francisco Inlemational Alrpert (SFOY is a large hub airport and is included on the chgibility list. In
Septeniber of last year (September 23, 2005), the C/CAG Board, via the Executive Director,
submitted a letter to the manager of the FAA Aarports District Office {ADO) in Burlingame, to
request the FAA to determine the eligibility of C/CAG to apply for and receive federal grant funds
for airport/land use compatibility planning, per the rckevant provisions on Section 160 of Vision f00
(sce Attachment No. 1. An FAA rcsponse letter, dated November 3, 2005, states the following:

“We have determined that your orpanization meels lhe sponsorship requirements for an Airport
lmprovement Program {AIP) grant. We recommend that C/CAG submit an application for a land
use compatibility study by January 31, 2006, 1 altow our office to complete the administrative
process to award a grant prior to the end of our 2006 program year.”

The above statement recognizes the C/CAG Board, in its role as the as the airport land usc
commission for the county, as the appropriate local agency to receive federal funds to carryout this
program. This action was based, in part, on the make up of the C/CAG membership, which includes
all of the cilies in the county and that several of those cities have land use and zening authority within
the environs of SFO.

C/CAG staff submitted the grant application materials te the FAA at the end of JTanuary 2006. In
response to that application, the FAA has made a grant offer (ATP Project No. 3-06-0221-35) (o the
C/CAG Board that indicates the FAA has allocated $300,000 under the Fiscal Ycar 2006 Airpont
Improvement Program (ATP) to fund the project (see Attachments No. 2 a. and 2 b.). Itis important
to note that C/CAQ is the first unit of local government in the country to apply lor and receive a grant
under the Fision ) Section 160 pregram. Much of the funding will be speat on consullant
assistance to prepare the Jand use study.

_T4_



C/CAG Agenda Report: Approval of C/CAG Board Resolutions 06-23 and 06-24 Accepting a
Federal Grant io Prepare a Land Use Compatibility Study for the Environs of San Francisco

International Airport and Authorizing C/CAG Staff to Initiate an RFQ/RFP Process to Obtain
Consultant Assistance to Prepare the Study
Angust 10, 2006

Page 3 of 4

DISCUSSION

The product will consist of a comprehensive update of the existing CLUP (land use compatibility
planning document) for the environs of San Francisco International Airport. The document will
include policics and criteria te achieve aitpori/land use compatibility for future development within a
defined Airport Influcnce Area {AIA) boundary, including the most recent FAA-required Airport
Noise Exposure Map (NEM) and noise compatibility criteria for a broad range of land uses. The
content of the plan will be guided by the relevant provisions in the California Airport Land Use
Planning {landbook and by all relevant federal documents. Those requirements are consistent with
the current policics and practice of the C/CAG Board and the ALUC, regarding the content and
implemeniation of the existing airport/land usc compatibility plans for all three airports in the county
(IIalf Moon Ray Airport, 8an Carlos Airport, and San Francisco International Airporf). A description
of the proposed project and a preliminary estimated project budget, both dated Janvary 2006, are
shown in Attachments No, 3 2. and 3 b,

C/CAG Board acceptance of a federal grant offer will require the Board o agree to the attached grant
assurances and special conditions (sce Attachments No. 4 a. and 4 b)), These arc standard grant
assurancces that are required as part of any federal funding provided under the AP grant program.

C/CAG legal counsel hias reviewed the grant assurances and special conditions and has found no legal
issues related to those requirements.

The C/CAG Airporl Land Usc Committee {ALUC) will oversee the preparation of the land use study
that will ultimately be adopted by the C/CAG Board. The adopted study (CLUP update) will replace
the current version of the comprehensive airport land use plan (CLUP) for the environs of San
Francisco Intemational Airport, which, due to a lack of sufficient resources, has not been updated for
some time. Dave Carbone, C/CAG Airport Tand Use Comumittee (ALUC) staff, will be the project
manager. ‘The project will take about 2-3 years to complcte, including preparation of the appropriate
environmenial document.

Approval of the attached resolutions will inform the FAA that the C/CAG Board is ready, willing,
and able (o accept the grant allocation and related assurances and conditions. It will also give CACAG
staff authorization 1o begin the project by initiating a RFQ/REP process to select a qualified
consultant(s) to assisl in the preparation of the study.

_'?5_



C/CAG Agenda Report; Approval of C/CAG Board Resolutions 06-23 and 06-24 Accepting a
Federal (irant to Preparc a Land Use Compatibility Study for the Environs of San Francisco

International Airport and Authorizing C/CAG Stzff to Initiate an RFQ/RET Frocess to Obtain
Copsultant Assistance to Prepare the Study

August 10, 2004

Page 4 of 4

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment No., 1:

Attachment No. 2 a.

2. h.

Attachment No. 3 a.
b.

Attachment No. 4 a.
h.

Attachment No, 5:

Adttachment No. G

Letier o Andrew Richards, Manager, FAA Airports District Office (AT
Burlingame, from Richard Naiper, C/CAG Executive Dircetor, dated
September 23, 2006; rc: request for FAA determination of the eligibility of
C/CAG to apply for and reccive federal grant funds to preparc an update of the
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan {CLUP} for the environs of San
Francisco International Alrport (two pages)

Letter to Richard Napier, C/CAG Lixecutive Direclor, fTrom Andrew Richards,
Munager, FAA Alrports District Office (ADO), daled May 31, 2006, re: notice
of federal allocation of $300,000 for preparation of a land use compatibility
plan for the environs of San Francisco International Airpert (one page)

Leller to Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Direclor, from Andrew Richards,
Manager, FAA Airports Distonet Office (ADO), daled July 24, 2006, re: AlP
Project No. 3-06-0221-35 — three copics if a Grant Ofler, San Francisco
International Atrport/Planning Avea (one page)

Dcscription of the Proposed Project January 2006 {two pages)
Preliminary Estimated Project Budget Tanuary 2006 {one page)

Special Condition for Vision 100 Section 160 Compatible Land Use Planning
Project (one page)
Planning Ageney Assurances {9/99} (15 pages)

Resolution 06-23, te accept a Gant Offer and related Assurances and
Conditions from the Federal Awviation Administration (FAA) for the parpose of
preparing a land usc compatibility study for the environs of San Francisco
Tnternational Airport (SFO), per the relevani provisions of Section 160 off
Vision 100 - Century af Aviation Reauthorization Act {(one page)

Resolution (6-24 o authorize CACAG stall o inttiate a Request for
Qualifications/Request [or Propesals (RFQ/RFP) process to select qualified
consultant(s) to assist staff in the preparation of the land use compatibility
study (one page)

uzguzrendarplresetpacecpientzrantalliocationaogb6_doc
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C/ICAG

Crrv/CORNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEQ COUNTY

Atherran v Bolmont # Brishane # Burlingame % Colma v Dafy City ® East Pale Alta ® Faster Chty % Half Moot Bay * Hiftrborangh v Menla fak
Millhrae * Pacifica » Poriola Pafley * Redweod Cige » San Brumo & Sz Carlos » Sarm Majeo % Saa Males Comety * Sonth Sm Francizco * Faodside

September 23, 2003

Andrew Richards, Manager
FAA Alirports District Office
831 Mitten Road
Burlingame, CA 94010

Dear Mr. Richards:

RE:  Request for FAA Determination of the Eligibility of the City/County Association of Governments of

San Mateo County (C/CAG), Re: Grant Funding for Airport/Land Use Compatibility Planning Via Section 160 -
of Vision 108 — Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act (Vision 100}

San Francisco International Airport (SFO) is located within San Malee County and is one of the 13 eligible
airports identified in Section 160 of Vision 100 for grant funding for airportfland nse compatibility planning.
The City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County {C/CAG), in its role as the airport land use
commission for the county, is intcrested in applying for federal grant funding, via Section 160 of Fision 100, to
prepare up to date, comprehensive, airport/land use compatibility plans for all three airports located in the
county (San Francisco Imlernational Airport, Half Moon Bay Airport, and San Carlos Airport). The purpose of
this letier is fo request the FAA to detormine the eligibility of C/CAG fo apply for and receive federal funds
Jfor the above-stated purpese. Ashraf Jan, Special Assistant to the Associate Administrator for Airports at FAA
headquarters in Washington D.C., brought this grant opportunity to cor attention and has contacted our stafl
(David F. Carbone) In the past fow weeks to {ollow-up on the progress of our grant application. Mr. Carbone
has also been in contact with Joseph Rodriguez, of your staff, regarding this matier.

C/CAG wazs created In December 1990, under a Joint Pawers Agreement (JPA), to prepare, adopt, and |
implement state-mandated countywide plans and programs.. The Association membership includes an elected
representative (city council member) from each of the 20 cities in the county and a2 member of the county Board
of Supervisors. Staff support is provided by member-agency staff with expertise in C/CAG activities. The

- _Association is funded by membership fees, based on the population of individual member jurisdictions.

C/CAG serves as the state-mandated ajrport/land use commission for San Mateo County. State law requires
airport land use commissions “to assist local agencies in ensuring compatible land uses in the vicinity of all new
airports and in the vicinity of existing airports to the extent that the land in the vicinity of those airports is not
already devoted to incompatible uses.” (PUC Section 21674(a)). C/CAG carries out its airport land use

! C/CAG activities inchide several countywide functiens, as follows: Airport Land Use Commission,
Congestion Management Agency, Integrated Solid Waste Management Task Force, Transportation Fund

Manager for Clean Air, Service Authority for Abatement of Abandoned Vchicles, and Program Manager for the
Natiznal Pollutani Discharge Elimination System (NFDES).

Attachment Na,

555 County Center, 5™ Floor, Bedwood City, CA 94063 Prone: 550.599.1420 Fax: 63034618217
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commisgion function through two key activities: (1) prepates, adopts, updates, and implements a
comprehensive zirport fand vse plan (CLUF) for the environs of each airport in the county and (2) roviews
proposed local agency land use policy actions (i.e. general plans and zoning regulations) and airport master
plans for consistency with the relevant land use compatibility criteria for the appropriate airport.

The unique structure of C/CAG and its designated role as the Airporl Land Use Commission for San Mateo
County makes if the type of local government unit for which Section 160 of Fisiont 100 was intended. The all
encompassing membership of local Jand use and zoning authorities makes C/CAG uniquely qualified to plan,
adopt, and implement land use compatibility plans and conirol measures for the environs of all three airports in
the county. This is especially critical for the environs of San Francisco Intemnational Airport, which includes a
majority (11) of the C/CAG member agencies and almost half (47%) of the total population of San Mateo
County (approximately 342,500 people; source: California Departrnent of Finance estimate Janvary 1, 20050

Aircraft operations at SFQ affect all 20 cities in San Mateo County, from Daly City and Brisbane in the north to
Woodside and Portola Valley in the south. This high level of activity alse affects the airspace and aircraft
operations at Half Moon Bay and San Carlos Airports. ‘The complex airspace structure in the county, combined
with the existing pailtern of urban development, makes it imperative that C/CAG continue to view all thres
airports and their environs a5 an inlerconnected system that requires on-going, coordinated land use planning.

The loeation of San Francisco International Airport in San Mateo County bas also given the C/CAG board
members an appreciation for the complex interrelationships between the Airport and local, state, and federal
levels of government. Moreover, C/CA(G and San Mateo County have a long cooperative history with San
Francisco International Airport on a number of critical issues. Both organizations will continue o work closely
with Airport management to meet the requirsments of the Fision 100 grant program.

C/CAG is ready, willing, and able to camry out a comprehensive airport/land use compatibility planning
program, per the parameters of Section 160 of Vision f0{. The organization will also pursue appropriate
options to provide the required local fonding match (5%). The grant funds (95%) awarded to C/ICAG will allow
the Association to prepare and implement appropriate airpori/land use plans, with the goal of reducing existing
incompatible land uses and preventing the ittroduction of new incompatible uses in the vicinity of all three

airports in the county, as intended by Fision 108, We look forward 10 the FAA’s favorable determination of the
eligibility of C/CAG to recetve federal funding for this critical planning and quality of life effon.

Sincersly,

Richard Napier, Executive Director

cc: C/CAG Board of Directors
Joseph Rodriguez, FAA Aidrpords Districl Office, Burlingame, CA
Ashraf Jan, Special Assistant to the Associate Administrator for Airports, Washington, D.C,
John Martin, Director, San Francisco International Airport
Michae] MeCarron, Director, Boreau of Commmnity Affairs, San Francisco International Airport
Austin Wiswell, Chicf, Caltrans Division of Aeronautics
Tetry Barrie, Senior Transpottalion Planner, Calirans Division of Aetonantics
Neil Cullen, Director, Department of Public Works, County of San Mateo
‘Mark Larson, Airport Manager, County of San Mateo
Marcia Raines, Director, Environmental Servicss Agency, County of San Mateo
Lisa Grote, Community Development Director, County of San Mateo
David F. Carbone, Senior Flanner, County of San Mateo/Airport Land Use Commission (CFCAG) staff
Tom Lantos, Congressman, 12” Congressional District of Califoria
Annz Eshoo, Congresswoman, 14% Congressional Dislrict of Califoinia
Richard Mewman, CfCAG Afrport Land Use Committee Chair

555 County Ceater, 5 Floor, Redwond City, T4 94063 PHGNE: 650.599.1420 Fax: 650.361.8227
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o naricy COUY
Mr. Richard Napier FLP?ﬂ“'""lejy
Executive Director -
City/County Associatien of Governmentes

of San Mateo Counby (CfCRAG)
555 County Center, Fifth Floor
Redwond Ciry, California 94483

May 31, 4006

Dear Mr. Napier: San PFrancisce Tnternatiomal Adrport; -
' RIP Ho.2-08-0221-35
TENTATIVE ALLOCATION

In response to the request by the County of San Mateo, it i= a pleasure bo
advise vou that the Federal Awviation Administration has allecated
$300,000.00 under the Fiscal Year 2006 Alrport Improvement FProgram (AIP}
for further development of San Francisce International pirport. This
project, designated ATP #3-06-0221-35, is programmed only for khe
following specific development:

Prepare San Francisco Intermational alrport and City/Counly Assocliation
Governments Land Use Compatibility Plan.

This allocation of federal funds is the firet step leading to the issuance
of a Grant Offer. The issuance of a Crant Offer is contingent upon the
fact that all applicable federal reguirements have been met.

¥pur project manager, Mr. Bill Gim at {650 B76-277E, extenzlon §622, may
contact your airport representative in a few days for the purposs of
assuring a clear understanding of all reguirements, to egtablish a .
realistic work schedule for the project, aod to fix a firm date for the
acceptance of the grant offer. Failure of the County of San Mateo bo
conform to the schedule and Grant OFfer dakte, as established, may result
in the withdrawal of this allocation.

Eingceraly,

AL

Avdrew M. Richards
Manager, Alrports District Qffice

e CADOA

Attachment No, 2.a.
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S

.S, Departrnent San Francisce Airports District Office
of Transportation 831 Mitten Road, Room 214
Federal Aviation Burlingama, Galifornia 94010-1303

Administration

July 24, 2006
HAND DELIVER

Mr. Richard Hapier

Executive Director,

City/County Association of
Gowvarnments of San Makeo Counky
5585 County Center, Fifth Floor
Eedwood Cicy, California 34083

Neary Mr. Mapier:

airport: San Francises Inkl., CA; AIP Project No. 3-06-0225-35; Contract
Ro. OIFPRAGE-06-C-31712; Orant Cffer

Enclosed are three (3) original sets of the approved Grant Offer for the
above project.

Aoceptance of the Grant Offer will chligate the Sponsor to accomplish the
described development. The United States commite itself teo participate in
the allowable cost of the project net to exceed the amcunt shown on Fage 2 ot
the Grant Offer. The Offer must be accepted on or before August 21, 2006, as
gpecified in Condition 6, Page 2 of the Grank Offer.

Basic considerations are that mewbers of the Sponsor's governing body know
the full content of the Grant Offer and that the methed of acceptance
conforms to lecal law.

The official of the Sponsor authorized to accept the enclosed Orant Offer
shall accept same by signing said offer and insertimg the date in the epace
pravided under Part II' - Acceptance. The Sponsor's atterney shall certify
that the acceptance complies with all applicable laws and cangbitutes a legal
and binding c¢hbligaticn of the Sponsor by executing the "CERTIFICATE OF
SPONSOR'S ATTORNEY"., The date of sald certificate shall be the same ag, oF
latar than the date of execution.

Wiien the document is fully executed, certified, attested and appropriate
seals are impressed, pleage return two (2} sets of the three {3) ORIGINAL
sets gf the sxscuted Grahf/hgreement tc this cffice.

hndrew M. Ri@s y

Manager, Alrports District 0ffice

Attachment No, 2.b.

Enclosures
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Application for Federal Assistance
Standard Form 424 {Rev. 7-97)

Description of Prqposéd Project
January 2006

Tentative Project Title
Land Use Gémpatibil'lty Study for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport
Projec_i Sponsor

Cit:,rfCuuhty Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) - airport Iaﬁd Use commission
. for San Matec County, California ' ' '

Spons or Re presentatives
o _ .
Richard Napiger, CICAG Executive Director; TEL.; 650/599 -1420; FAX: 650/361 - 8227
- Email. rmapier@co.sanmateo.ca.us '
David F. Carbone, Project Manager, TEL.: 650/363 - 4417, FAX: 650/363 - 4849
: Email: dcarbone@co.sanmateo.ca.us :

Project Funding (see attached Prefiminary Estimated Froject Budget)

Federal Assistance (grant) : $300,000 {95%)
Local match {G/CAG Soard}) 15,790 (5%)
Product

The product will consist of a comprehensive land use compatibility plan (planning document) for the
environs of San Francisco International Airport. The preparation and draft content of the document
wilt comply with all relevant federal and state requirements, including those specified in Section 160 of
Vision 100 — Century of Aviation Reauthorizalion Act. The documeant content will include at least the
followinig: (1) scope of the plan, (2} policies and criteria to achieve land use compatibility for future
land use development within a defined airport influence area (AlA) boundary, (3) airport land use
commission review procedures, (4) a description of the airport master plan (summary) or airport layout
plan {ALP) {diagram) upon which the compatibility plan is based, and (5) supporting documentation.

Drafti Compatibility Plan Content

The centent of the draft document will primarily be guided by the relevant provisions in the California
Airport Land Use Planning Handbook January 2002. Al relevant federal documents that address
airport/land use compatibility will also be used for content guidance. The draft document will contain
text, graphics, maps, diagrams, etc., as needed, to describe and explain the following:

Scope of the Plan
Authority .
Overviewfauthority of the airport land use commission -
Airport Identification ' -
- (Secgraphic coverage
Affected jurisdictions {cities and county) . . v _ '
Limitations of the Plan _ L . Attachnient No. 3.a.
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Application for Federal Assistance {Standard Form 424] — Description of Proposed Project:
Land Use Gompatibliity Study for the Enwmns of San Francisco Internatmnal Airpot
January 21}05 ' .

F'aga 2 ﬂfE

Airport Informatlun
Ajurport Layout Plan (ALP) dlagram or Airport Master Plan {summary)
Existing and proposed airport operational levels; will mclur:ie forecast data of a:rpurt
operational actwnty for the next 20 years
Existing aircraft nmse abatement and mltlgatmn prngram

Identtt“ cation of Land Use Gnmpaﬂhﬂlty Policies and Criteria

' Noise Impacts (will include mast recent FAA-accepted FAR Part 150 Nulse Exposure Map
(NEM} will delineate 60, 65, 70 and 75 dB CNEL aircraft noise contours)
Overflight {will addréss annoyance and disclosure via real estate transactions
Safety (density and intensity of land uses) .
Airspace Protection (FAR Part 77, bird strike hazards, electronic and wsual hazards
Cther land use policies (new deuelapment exlstmg non-conforming fand uses, mfill

- development) .

Compatibility Zone Maps*
Base map Information (roads, water features, etc}
Noise contour map(s)
Safety Zones (boundaries and dlmensmns}
FAR Part 77 diagram (bass map will include topography and identification of ground
penetration of airspace protection surfaces)
Airport Influence Area (AJA) boundary map (will include a referral boundary and an overlight
boundary for real estate disclosure purposes, based on radar flight tracks)

Procedural Policies
List of proposed local agency tand use policy actions that must be reviewed by the Alrpnrt
Land Use Commission '
Proposed land use policy action information required for review
Timing of airport land use commission review
ALUC staff responsibilities
Airport Land Use Commission action choices

Additional Infnrma'hun*
Mapsfgraphics of existing genemllzed land uses, existing mcnmpatlhle Iand uses (e
residential, schools, hospitals, nursing homes, Isbranes etc.); potentlal and existing infill and
redevelopment areas
Criteria for granting an avigation easement to the airport proprietor
Supporting information {ALUC statutes, other relevant laws, regulations, glossary of terms}
Other relevant information, as neaded (see note below}

Note: This draft content list nr.:rt all inclusive. Information may be added, revised, or deleted,
as necessary. -
* All graphics, maps, and diagrams will be produced in a GIS furmat where feasible.

faagmntdss:rﬁ:rtlan-:fpfoposadpm]acﬁ.d oo
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~ Application for Federal Assistance
", City/fCounty Association of Governments
of San Mateo County, California (CICAG)

Proposed Project: Land Use Cum'p'atibii'ity Study for the Environs of
' " San Francisco International Airport :

Preliminary Estimated Project Budget
January 2006 ' '

Funding Breakdown:
Faderal Assistance:  $300,000; Local Match: $15,000  Total Budget: $315,000

Project Element " Estimated Budget Amount

Establish Project Advisory Committee PAC",
Hold first PAC meeting {project overview, _ _
schedule, coordination with PAC membersy $8,000

Data collection, basic mapping, preliminary :
research, related tasks _ ' 50,000

_ Secand. PAC meeting (review/discussion of

prefiminary research} . _ . 8,000
F'reparatiuﬁ of preliminanr draft plan ' 14ﬁ,ﬂﬂn
' ._Third. PAC meeting (review preiiminary draft plan} 8,000
CICAG Airpﬂrt.Land Lise Committee {aLu'c}
study session {review preliminary draft plan} _ §,000
CICAG study session (review 1t:vrelim_ir1'ar‘,.r draﬁ pian]. _ | - 8,000
Prepare f_inai clraﬁ plan : . | _ ES,EGD- -
ALUG study session (review final draft plan; make o _
recommendzation to CICAG) - 1D.EJQD
C!ﬁAG meetiﬁgs (at least two required) | ' 20,000

Miscellaneous costs (i e. priniing, public meetings, web site, efc) 20,000

TOTAL  $315,000

* PAC — Project Advisory Committes; membership would include key planning staff from
affected jurisdictions, Airport staff, and an FAA representative. Total PAG membership would
be about 10 -12 persons. o ) -
faagrantdescriptionoiproposedproject!.doc ' ' - Attachment No. 3.b..
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“SPECIAL CONDITION FOR VISION 100 SECTION 160
GDMFATIBLE LAHB USE PLANNING AND PROJECTS

in carr}rmg e the mpaﬁtﬂa Iam:i map&anning and projasts the Staie and/or local gnvmam
BPOTISON LS =S and wﬂﬁeswith respadt o s grant that; : :

. 1 will ad-ume fo the maximum extent po-aaible, :m‘npalﬁ:!a land Uses consistent wﬂh Fesiere!
land use compaibility criteria it Title 14, Code of Fadnral Reguiations, Fart 1::5, and thase
mr;patibis tand uﬁes wﬂ bemamntained,

s .
b. %t wil pmwdei in the case of a planning grant, a land yse plan that =

' (1) 1= raasmab'nymmsm with tha gosl of raducing existing nm-mmpaimle 1and vses
and preventing the intmducion of additional” mn-mmpaﬁhl& land uses:

{2} Addresens ways o ad-nm and maintoin c-nrnpa'l-il::lle lard nges, nr:iuding zming,
buiiding endes, and any ather fand use compatibility measuwres dentified under Tite 49, [injed |
Sisles Cade, satlinn 47304{aR2), that are within tha atmnﬂly of the spemsor o Implm*-mlz

(3) Uses noize contours pravided by the aiport cperalor thai are consistant with aEporh .
_opecation and planwing, induding any nolse sbatement measures adopied h;r the alirport upuatnr
ps a pati of its wn roise mifigation Efft!rts

{4 Doss not duplicate, and & not nconsistent with, the atrpcﬂ‘l"'ﬂpﬂ':‘itm's note
. corupatibility meastes for the sarm-. area; anﬁ

i

.5} Has hean approved jointly by the sirport CWNEF of upera‘iﬂr ahd he sporsor. -

&. | will tnake p-ovizice lo implement, of has wmplemented. foae elementn of the pt=n mdl@'hie
for Federal fi rmu:m d:-'smanae _

Attachment No. 4.a.
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- ASSURANCES
Planning Agency Sponsors

A, . Ganeral

1. These assurances shal be complied with in ihe performancs of grant agreements for
. mtegreted girpont 5yetem planning grants W planning agencies,

2. These assurances are required to be submitted as ‘part of the prejeet application by
sponsors requesting funds under the provisions of Title 48, 1.5, ., subtitle VI, 25
amended. A sponsoris a planning agency designated by the SEGI'EtEry of Transportation

which is authornzed by the Staiz or Statee or pehheal subdivisions eeneemed to engage in
area wide plan nmg :

3. Upen acceptance of the grant offer by the sponsor, mese @gsurances are meerperated in
and bacome part of the grant egreement

B. Duratinn The terms, condiions and assurances of the grant agreement shalt remain in full force
gnd effect duning ‘the life of the project.

C. Spohsor Cerﬂﬁeatlen, The sponsor assures and certifies, in respect to this grant, that:

1. General Federal Reqmrements It will comply with all applicable Federal laws,
regulations, executive orders, poficies, guidelines, and requirements as they relale lo the

application, e.eeeplenee and use of Federal funds for this project Including but not limited to
the following:

Federal Legisiatiopn.

Title 48 U.5.C., subtille ¥Il, as amended.

Federal Fair Labor Standards Act - 28 U.3.C, 201, et seq.
Haleh At - 5 LLS.C 1501, &t seq. )
Rehabilitation Act of 1873 - 29 11.5.C. 724,

Civil Righls Act of 1964 - Title V! - 42 LL5.C. 20004 H'Lmugh d-4
Age Discrimination Act of 1975 - 42 U.S.C. 8101, et seq.

Single Audil Act of 1984 - 31 U.E.C. 7501, et seq.

Orug-Free Werkp]ece Act of 1988 - 4'1 u.s, C 702 through TEIE

4

'?mr'*sn.ﬂ-e.crsu

Executwe Drders
" . Execufive Drder 12372- Intergevemmentei Review of Federal Programs

" Federal Regulatmns A

a. 14 CFR Part 13 - Investigative and Enforcement Procedures,

b. . 14 GFR Part 16 - Rules of Practice For Federeﬂy Aselsted Airport
 Enforcement Proceedings.
s A9 CFR Part 18 - Uniform edmmlstrauve requirements for grants and
) cuoperative agreements to state and local gevemmente
d. - 49 CFR Pait 20 - New restrictions on lobbying.
e, - 49 GFR Part 21 - Nondiscrimination in federalky aseleted program of the
Depariment of Transporiaiion - eﬁemetlen ef Tﬂe Wl of tha Civl! nghts
- Aot of 1964, -
.. ~ 49CFRPart 26 - F‘emelpet:en By D[sadvantage Business Enterpnse in

- Depariment of Transportation Frograms,

Flanning Agency Ass Eljsie; . ..
_- ning Ag _f‘?_ Uramies_? _} " ' ) LT ﬁﬁechmentﬁe.st.h.
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. 49 CFR Part 20 - Ge\.rernmenbwide debarment and suspension {non-

procurement] and gevernment—mde requnremenle for drug-free workplace
{grants).

h. 48 CFR Part 30 - Denial of puhile wirks contracts 1o suppliers of goods
and services of countries that dery procurement market access to ULS.

Office of Menagement and Budget Circulars.

A A-87 - Casl Principles Applicable to Grants and Confracts w:th State and
Lecal Governmenis.,
b. A 133 - Audits of States, Local Gevernmente and Nen—F‘reﬁt Orgemzanene

Specific assurances required to be included in grant agreements by any 'Df the above laws,
reguiations or circulars arg incorporated in reference in the grant agreement,

2, Responsibility and Authority of the Sponsor, It has legal authority to apply for the gramt,
and 1o finance and carry out the proposed project; that a resolutlon, motion or similar actiion
has been duly adopted or passed as an official act of the applicant's governing body
autharizing the filing of the application, including all understandlngs and assurances
contained therein, and directing and authorizing the person identified as the offictal
representative of the applicant to act in connection with the application and to provide such
additional irformation as may be reguired.

3. Sponsor Fund Availability. It has sufficient funds available for that perhen of the prﬂjEEi
cnsls which are nof to be paid hy the Uniled States.

4. Preserving Rights and Powers. It will not take or permit any action which weuld operaie
tor deprive it of any of the rights and powers necessary to perform any or all of the terms,
condilions, and eeepreneee in the grant agreament without the written approval of the
Secretery .

5. - Consistency with Local Plans. The project is reascnebly eensustent with plans (existing at
the time of submission of this applicatiun) of public agenciss in the planning area.

6. Aeeeu ntmg Syetem Audlt and Record keepang Requirument
. a. Mshall heep all project accounls and records which fl..i“]f djsdese the amourt
and disposition by the racipient of the preceads of the grant, the total cost of
the project in connection with which the grant is glven or used, and tha amount
and nature of that portion of (he cost of the project supplied by olher sources,
L and such ¢ther financial records pertinent ta the project. The accounts and
. recurds shail be kept in accordance with. an accounting system that will
- ' facilitate an effective audit in accordance with The Single Audit Act of 1984,
b. Ilshall make avaiiable to the Secrelary and Comptroller General of the United
States, or any of their duly authorized representafives, for the purpnss of audit
‘and examination, any books, documents, papers, and records of the reciplent
that are pertinent to the grant. The Secretary may require that an appropriate
. audit he conducted by the recipient. In any case inwhich an independent audit
Is made of the accounis of a sponsor relating o the disposition of the proceeds
of a grant or relating to the project in connection with which the grant was given
or used, it shall file & certified copy of such audit. with the Comptroller General
* of the United States not later than six {8) months following the (;Ieee of the
fiscal year or which the audit was made. '

7. Plannin_g Prejeete, In carrying out planning projects:

Flanning Agency Assurances {9/95) o o
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11,

12.

13.

a It wili execute the project in aceordance with the approved program
narrative contained in the pmjem apphcahun or with mudlﬁﬂahms sirnlarly

~ approved,
b, it will furnish the Secretary with such perodic repnrts as requlrer:l perianing
- to the planning praject and planning work activities,
[ It will include in all published material prepared in connection with tha

platming project a nolice 1hat the malerdial was prepared under a grant,
provided by the United States.

“d. It wilt make such material available for examination by the public, and
sgrees that na material preparad wilh funds Onder this project shall be

. C subjest o copynght in the Uriled Stales or any other country.

&, |twil give the Secretary unrestricied authorty to publish, disclose,
. distribute, and otherwise 1se anﬁr of the material prepared In connection
with this grant
f. It will grant the Secretary the right to disapprove the Sponsor's empby‘ment

of specific consultants and their subconiractors 1o do alt or any part of this

project as well as the right to disapprove the proposed scope and costof
prolessional services.

q. It wilt grani the Secretary the nght to dlsapprc:‘u'e he use of the sponso’s
employees to do all or any part of the project.
h. Lt understands and agrees that the Secretary’s approval uf this project

grant or the Secretary's approval of any planning matenal developed as
part-of this grant doas not mean constitute or imply any assurance or
commilment on the part of the Secretary to approve any pending or fuiure
application for a Federal airport grani'.

Reporis and Inspections. [t will submit to the Secretary such annual or special financial
and operations reports as the Secretary may reasonably request

Civil Rights. It will comply with such rules as are promulgated to assure that no person

_shall, on the grounds. of race, creed, eolor, national origin, sex, age, or handicap be

excluded from padicipating in any aclivity canducted with or benediting from funds receiver
from this grant. This assurance obligates the spansor for the period during which Federal
financial assistance is extended to the program.

Engi}l&aring and Design Services. |t will award each contract, or sub-contract for
planiing studies, feasibility studies, or related 2eivices wilth respect to the project in the
same manner a3 a contract for architectural and sngineenng senvces 13 negofiated under
Title X of the Federal Property and adminisirative Services Act of 1949 or an equivalent
quahrcatiﬂns ~liased reqwrement prescribed for or by the SPDHSUI‘

Funa:gn Market Restrictions. it will not afiow funds provided Lnder this grant te ba used
to fund any project which uses any product or service of a forsign country during the period
in which such foreign country Is listed by the United States Trade Represéntalive as
denying fair and equitable market opportunities for products and supphers of the United
States in procurement and cunslrucimn

Paolicies, Standards and Specifications. It will carry out the prn-ject in accordance with
PCI|IE.'-IE$ standards, and specifications approved by the Secralary.

Disadvantaged Busingss Enterpnses The recipient shall not dlmﬂmlnate on the basis
of race, color, natienal origin or sex in the award and performance of any DOT-assisted

. eontract or in the administration of ils DBE program or the requirements of 49 CFR Part 26. '
- The recipient shall take alk necessary and reasonable steps under 49 CFR Part 26 to

ensure nondiscrimination in the award and administration of DOT-assisted contracts. The
recipient's DBE program, as.required by 49 CFR Part 26 and as approved by DOT, is

Flanning Agenéy Assurances (2/99)
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"

incorporated by reference in this agreement, Implamentation of this program is a legal .
" obligation and faliure to camy ouf its terms shall be freated as a violation of this agresment.

tlpon netification 1o the recipient of its failure o catty out ils approved program, the -

Department may impose sanclions as provided under Part 26, and may, in appropriate

tases, refer the matter for erforcament under 18 UL5.C. 1001 andfor the Program Fraud
- Civil Remedies Act of 1286 (31 U.S.C. 3801

" Planning Agency Assurances (/99
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: ASSURANCES
Nun A.lrpﬂrt Spnnsnrs Undertaking Nuise Cumpaﬂhﬂlty Prugram Projects

- A. General,

1. These assufam:as__sha]l be complied with in the performance ﬁf graﬁt agreements
for roise compatibtlity projects undertaken by sponsors who are not proprietors of
the airport which 15 the subject of the noise compalibility program.

- 2. These assurances are required 1o be submitted as part of the project appl:camn by
. sponsors requesting funds under the provisions of Title 49, U.S.C., subtitle VI,
- ag amended. Sponsors are umts of local government in the areas aruuhd the
aitport which is the subject of the’noise compatibility program.

3. Upon acceptance of the grant offer l:-jf the sponsor, these assurances are
incorporated in and become part of the grant agreement.

B. Duoration.

The terms, conditions, and assumances, of the prant agreement shall rerpain in full force
and effect throughout the useful life of the facilities develaped or equipment acqnired o -
. throughout the useful life of the items installed under the project, but in any event notfo
exceed twenty (20) yeare from the dale of the acceptance of a grant offer of Federal funds
for the project. However, there shall be no time limit on the duration of the terms,
condifions, and assurances with respect to real property acquired with Federal funds.

Furthermore, the du.ratmn of the le RJ ghts assurance sha]l be as speclﬁed in the
ASSITATICE,

C. Spunsur Certification. The sponsor hereby assures and c:ert:ﬁes with respect to
this grant that: :

1. General Federa) chmrements It will comply with all apph-:ablc Fﬂdcral laws,
regulations, executive orders, policies, puidelines and requirements as they relate -
to the application, acceptance, and use of Federal funds fﬂl’ thls project including
bt not limited to the folowing:

Federal Legislation. = - ' S
a. Title 49, U.8.C., subtitle VII,as amended.
b._ Davis-Bacon Act - 40 U.8.C. 276{a). et 5eq.
¢. Federa} Fair Labor Standards Act - 29 U.8.C. 201 et seq,
d. Hatch Act-5TU.S.C. 1501, etseq. Co
g. Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Pmparty ﬁcqulsmon Pn:rhmes
Act of 1970 - 42 UL5.C. 4601, et seq.
f. National Hisloric Preservatmn ﬁct 0f 1966 - Section 106 - 16

- U.8.C. 470(f). .
g Archmluglcal and Historic Presarvatmn Act of 1974 — 469 thmugh
469¢.
H. Nativé Amem:an Grave Repatuatmn Act-25 U S C Swtmn 3[!{]1
et seq. .

Monairpont Sponsor Assurances {3/2005)
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i. Clean Air Act, P.L. 90- 148, as amended.
j. Coastal Zope Management Act, P.L. 93-205, as amended.
k. Flood Disagler Proteciton Act l::f 1973 - Section 102(a) - 42 U.S.C.
4012a.
1, Title 49, 11.S.C., Section 303, (fonneﬂy known as Section 4(£}).
m. Rehabilitation Ar;t of 1973 - 25 U.5.C. 794.
‘n. Civil Riphts Act of 1964 - Title VI - 42 TL3.C. 2000d through d-4.
0. Age Discrimination Actof 1975 - 42 U.B.C. 6101, et seq.
- p. American Indian Religious Freedom Act, P.L. §5-341,
q Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 - U.5.C. 4151, et seq.
T T PGWEI‘ plant and Indusmal Fuel Use Actof 19?8 Section 403 — 42
U.S.C. 8373,
. Contract Work Hours and Safety' Standards Act - -40U.8.C. 32? et seq.
t. Copeland Anti-kickback Act -18 U.S.C. 874,
u. National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 - 42 UL.S.C. 4321, et scq.

v. 'Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, P.L. 90-542, as amended.
t. Copeland Anti-Kickback Act -18 U.S.C. 874.
" n. National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 - 42 U.5.C. 4321, ct seq.
v. Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, P 1. 90-542, as amended.
w. Single Audit Act of 1984 -31 U.S.C. V501, et seq.
x. Drug-Free, Warkplacf: Actof 1988 -41 US.C, 702 thmugh T06.

Execuhve Orders -
Executive Order 11246 - Equal Emplo:nnent Cppottunity
Executive Order 11994 - Protection of Wetlands
Executive Grder 11998 - Flood Plain Management
Executive Order 12372 - Intergovermmental Review of Federal ngmms
Executive Order 12699 - Seismic Safety of Federal and Federally Assisted
New Building Construction

Executive Order 12898 - Favironmental Justice
Fede:ral Repulations
: a. 14 CER Part 13 - Investigative and Enfn‘rcemcnt Procedures.
b. 14 CFR Part 16 - Rules of Practice Far Fedemﬂy Assisted miport
. Ernforcement Proceedings.
¢. 14 CER Part 150 - Ajrport noise compatibility planning.
i, 29 CFR Part 1 - Procedures for predefermination of wage rates.
" . e. % CFR Part 3 - Contractors and subcontractors on pablic building or
" public work financed in whulc or part by luans or grants fmm the
United Siates.
f. 29 CFR Part 5 - Labor standards pruwszfms apphcahlcm contracts
" covering federally 1i nanced and asgsisted construction.
g. 41 CFR Part 60 - Qffice of Federal contract c:nmpllance programs, aqual
" employment opportunity, Department of Labor (Federal and Federall}r-
asgisted cantractmg requlrements)

Nuﬁair_pﬂ_rt Sponsor Assurances (32005)
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h. 40CFR Part 18 — Uniform administrative requirements for grants angd
cooperative agrecmnents to state and local povernments.
1. 4% CFR Part 20 - New resinctions on lobbying, :

. - 49 CFR Part 21 - Nondiserimination in Federally-assisted proprams of
the Department of Transporiation - E.E‘Ectuatmn Df Title VI to the Civil
Rights Act of 1964.

k. 49 CFR. Part 24 - Uniform relocation assistance and real properly
acquisition regulation for Federal and Federally assisted programs.

1. 49 CFR Part 26 — Participation By Disadvantaged Business Enterprises
in Department of Transportation Programs.

. 49 CFR Part 27 - Non-Dtiscrintination on the basis of handicap in

PrOgTams and activities receiving or beneﬁtmg from Federai ﬁnanclal '
3.85151:3]‘106

n. 42 CFR Part 29 - Government wide debarment and suspension (non-
procurement} and government w1dc requirements for drug free wurkplacc
(grants).

o. 43 CFR Part 30 - Dendal of puhhc wark contracts to supphr:rs of gouds
and services of countries that deny pmcurement markat acceszto 1.5,
contractors.

p. 49 CFR Part 41 - Seismic safety of Federal and fedara]l}' agsisted o1
regu]ated pew building construction.

Office of Mﬂnagement and Budget Circulars

a. A-87 - Cost Principles Apphcable to Grants and Contracts w1th State
and Local Governments.

b, A-133 - Audits of States, Local Guvennnentq and Non- Pmﬁt
Organizations.

Specific assurances required to be included in grant agm&mﬂnis by any of the above laws,
1egulations or circulars are incorporated by reference in the prant agreement.

© 2. Responsibility and Authority of the Sponsor. ‘It has legal authority to apply for the
grant, and 1o finance and carry out the proposed project; that a reselution, motion, or

. sitnilar zction has been duly adopted or passed as an official act of the applicant's
governing body authorizing the filing of the application, ncluding all understandings
and assurances contained therein, and directing and avthorizing the person identified as |
the ofiicial representative of the applicani to act in connection with the application aud
to pmwdr.: such addmnna.l mfm'matmn as may be required.

3. Sponser Fund Avaﬂahlht}f '
a. It has sufficient funds avallabla for that pc-rhun of the pm}ect Costs, whmh
are not to be paid by the United States.
b. If has sufficient fimds available to ensure operation and mamtn:nanc-: Df
- itemns funded under the grant agreement, which it will awn or control,

Y

- Nonairport Spensar Assurances (3/2005)
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4. Good Title. For vrojects to be carried out dn the property of the sponsor, it holds good

iitle satisfactory Lo {he Secretary to thal porlion of the properly upon which Federal funds
wil] be expended or will give assurance to the Secretary that good title will be obtained.

5 Preserving Rights and Powers. :

a. It will not enter into any transactmn ‘or take or permit any action that
wonld nperate to deprive it of any of the rights and powers necessary to
perform any ar all of the terms, conditions, and assurances in the grant

~agreement without the wntten approval of the Secretary, and will act to
- acquire, exlinguish, or modify any outstanding tights or claims ol righi of
others which would interfere with such performance by the sponsor. This
shall be done in 2 manmer acceptable 1o the Sceretary.,

b, Tt will not sell, lease, encuimnber, or otherwise transfer or dispose of any
part of its title or other interests in the property, for which it holds good
title and upon which Federal funds bave been expended, for the duration
of the terms, conditions, and assurances in the grant agreement, withont
approval by the Secretary, IF the transferee is found by the Secretary tobe
eligible under Title 49, United States Code, to assume the obligations of
the gran{ agreement and to have the power, autherity, and financial
resources fo carry out all such obligations, the sponsor shall insert in the
contract gr document transferring or disposing of the sponsor’s interest,
and makmg binding upon the transferee, all of the terms, conditions and
assurances contained in this grant agreement.

C. For all noise compatibility projects, which are to be carmied out by andther
umit of local governmeni or aré on property owned by a unit of local
government other than the sponsor, it will enter into an agreement with
that govermmental nnit. Except as otherwise specified by the Secretary,
that aprecment shall obligats that governmental unit to {he same terms,
conditions, and assurances that would be applicable to it if it applied
directly to the FAA for a grant to undertake the noise compatibility
project. That agreement and changf:s thereio must be arppmvad in advamf:
by the Secretary.

4 Fer noise ﬁumpatibility projects 1o be carried oil on privatei"j; bvmad
' property, it will enter inte an apreement with the owner of that prnpcrt)r
“which mcluc‘les provisions specified by the S&crei‘ar}r

6. Cuns_iste:nc}* with L_m:al Ttans. The prn_]ect is reasonably consistent with plans
{existing at the time of submission of this application) of public agencies that are
authorized by the Siate in which the prc:]el:t is located to plan for the develﬂpment af the
area surmundmg the a:rpurt -

7. Cunsmeraunn of Local Interest, It has given fair canmderatmn 1o the interest {Jf
commumtlt:s in or near whlch the pmjf:ct may be lc-catal

' Nonairport Sponsor Assurances {3/2005)
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8. Accounting System, Audit, and _Récord keeping Requirements.

a. It shall keep all project accounts and records which fully disclose ihe amount and
disposition by the tecipient of the proceeds of the grant, the total cost of the projectin
connection with which the grant is given or used, and the amount or nature of that portios
‘of the cost of the project supplied by other sources, and such other financial records
pertinent to the project. The accounts and records should e kept in accordance with an

accounting system that will facihiate an effﬂcnve audit in accardanca with the Smglc
Audit Act of 1984.

b It sha]l make available to the Scoretary and the Comptroller General of the Umnzied
States, or any of their duly authorized representatives, for the purpose of audit and
examination, any books, documents, papers, and records of the recipient that are pertinent
to the grant. The Secretary may require that an appropriate audit be conducted by a
recipient. In any case in which an independent audit is made of the accounts of a sponsor
relating to the disposition of the proceeds of a grant or relating to the project in

- connection with which the grant was given or used, it shall file a certified copy of such
audit with the Comptzoller General no later than six (6) months ﬁ:-llnmg the close of the
fiscal }fear for which the aud1t Was condustad

9. Minimum Wage Rates. [t shall include, in all contracts in excess of $2,000 for work
on any projects funded under the grant agreement which involve labor, provisions
establishing minimum rates of wages, to be predetermined by the Secretary of Labor, in
accordance with the Davis-Bacon Act, as amended (40 UL.S.C. 276a-276a-5), which
contractors shall pay to skdilled and unskilled labor, and such minimum rates shall be
stated in the imvitation for bids and shall be included in proposals or bids for the work.

10, Veteran's Preference. It shall inclade, in all contracts for work on any project

‘fimded under the grant agreement which involve labor, such provisions as are necessary

to insure that, in the employment of 1aber {except in administrative, executive, and

supervisory positions), prefercnce shall be given to veterans of the Vietnam era and

disabled veterans as defined in Section 47117 of Title 49, United States Code. However,

this preference shall apply only where the individuals ave available and qualified to
perform the work to which the cmployment relates.

11. Conformity to P]_nns and Specifications. It will execule the project sibject to plass,
specifications, and schedules approved by the Secretary. Such plans, specifications, and
schedules shall be submitted to the Secretary prior to conunencement of site preparation,
. construction, or othér performance under this grant agreement, and, upon approval by the
Secretary, shall be incorporated into this grant agreement. Any modifications to the
approved plans, specifications, and schedules shall also be subject to appmval by the
Secrf:tary and incorporation into the grant agrcr:mant.

12, Cuustructmn Inspentmn and Appruvnl It will provide and mairntain cumpetfmt
- technical supervision at the construction site throughout the project to assure that the

‘work conforms with the plans, specifications, and schedules approved by the Secretary
-+ for the project. It shall subject the construction work on any project contained in an

Nonairpart Sponsor Assurances (32005}
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approved project application to inspection and approval by the Secrefary and such work
ghall be in accordance with tegulations and procedures prescribed bry the Secretary. Such
regulations and procedures shall require such cost and progress r:p-:smng by the sponsat
ot sponsors of such proj eel as the Secretary shall deem necessary.

13. Dpernﬁnn and Tﬂ[mntenance It will suitably operate and maintain noise p‘rug;ram

implementation items that it owns or controls upon which Federal funds have heen
' expended

14, Hazard Prevention. It will protect such terminal airspace as is required to protect
instrument and visual operations to the aiport (inchiding established miniciom flight
altimdes) by preventing the establishment or creation of future airport hazards on
property owned or controlled b}r it or aver which it has land use Jnmadmtmn

Nuna:irport Sponsor Agssurances 3-2005

15. Compatible Land Use. It will take appropriale action, inchiding the adoption of
zoning laws, to the extent reasonable, to restrict the use of land adjacent to or in the
immediate vicimty of the airport to activities and purposes compatible with normal
ajrport operations, including landing and takeoff of aircraft. In addition, it will not cause
oI permit any change in land use, within its jurisdiction that will reduce the compatibihiy,

- with respect to the airpast, of the noise compatibility measures upon which Federal funds
have been expended.

16. Reports and Inspections. It will submit to the Secretary such annual or special
financial and operations reports as the Secretary may reasonably request. It will also |
make records and documents relating to the project, and continued compliance with the
terms, conditions, and assuranccs of the grant agreemment meluding deeds, leases,
agreements, regulations, and other instruments, available for inspection by any d‘l.ll}"
anthorized agent rc:f the Secretary upon reasonable request.

17. Civil nghts It will comply with such rules as are pmmulgatﬁd to ensure thatno
person shall, on the gmuuds of Tace, creed, color, national eririn, sex, age, or handicap, .
be excluded from participating in any activity conducted with or benefiting from funds
zeceived from ihis grant. This assurance obligates the sponsor for the period during
which Federal fnancial assmtaﬂcs is cxtended to the program, cxcept where Federa!
financial assistance is to provide, or 3§ in. the form of personal property ¢ or real property
interest therein, or structures or inprovements thereon, in which case the assurance
ﬂhhgates the sponsor or anj,r transferee for the lcmgtr of the fullcrwmg peniods:

: (a} The peried duniog whmh the pruperty is uged fm‘ a purpnse for which Federal

finanecial assistance 18 extended, or for anothe;r puzpose involving the provision of smnlar _
services or benefits; or

(b) The ptnu:rd during whjch the spunsur r{.iams ﬂwncrs}np or pussasman uf Ihe pmpcrty

18. Engine&rmﬂ and Desian Services. It wﬂl award e:a::h c{mtract or subcontract for
Program management, construction management, planning studies, feas_ﬂ:_::hty studies,

Menairport Sponsor Ass_uranccé (320035}
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archﬂe:cmral services, pralumnary engmneering, design, surve}rmg, mapping, ot related

services with rasptmt to the project in the same manner ag a contract for architectural and

engineering services as negotiated under Title X of the Federal Property and -

- Administrative Services Act of 1949 or zm equivalent qualificafions-based requirement
pIEscn'bed for ot by the sponsar. '

19. Foreign Marlket Restrictions. ]t will not aIlow funds provided under this grant {obe
used to fund any project which uses any product or service of a foreign country during
the period in which such foreign country is listed by the United States Trade
Representative as denying fair and equitable market opportunities for products and

- suppliers of the Unijted States in procurement and construction,

20. Dispusal of Land,

. For land purchased under a grant for airport noise
compatibility purposes, it will dispose of the land, when the
land is no longer needed for such purposes, at fair market
value, at the earlicst practicable time. That poriion of the

‘proceeds of such disposition which is proportionate to the
United States' share of acquisition 6f such land will, at the
discrction of the Secretary, (1) be paid to the Secretary for
deposit in the Trust Fund, or (2) be 1einvested in an approved
., noise compatibilify project as prescribed by the Secretary,
including the purchase of nontesidential buildings or property
in the vicinity of residential buildings or property previously
purchased by the airport as parl cf 2 noise compatibility
program

b. For land purchased under a grant for airport development
purposes (other than neise compatibility), it will, when the
" land is no Jonger needed for airport purposes, dispose of such
land at falr market value or make available to the Secretary an
amount equal to the United States' proportionate share of the
" fair market value of the land. That portion of the proceeds of
"~ such disposition which is proportionate to thie United States'
share of the cost of acquisition of such land will, (1) upen
application to the Secretary, be reinvested in another elipible
airport improvement project ot projects approved by the
Secretary at that aimport or within the national airport system,
or (2) be paid to the Secretary for depusﬂ in the Trust Fund if -
- na eligible project exists, '
¢. ~  Land shall be considered to be needcd for a:rpurt purprascs
under this assurance if (1} it may be needed for aeronaufical
. purposes {including runway protection zoncs) or serve as
noise buffer land, and (2) the revenue from interim uses of
_ such land coninbutes to the financial self~sufficiency of the
airport. Further, land purchased w1t]1 a grant re:cawed by an

NDI‘IEI.II'pDrt Sponsor Assurances (3/2005)
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alrport operator or owner before December 31, 1987, will be
considered 1o be needed for airport purposes if the Secretary
or Federal agency making such grant before Decembier 31,
1987, was notified by the operator.or owner of the uses of
such land, did not object to such use, and the land continues to

be used for that purpose, such use ]]avmg commenced ng later
than December 15, 1989,

d. Dispﬂsi_tinn of such land under (&) (b) or {c) will be subjectto
the retention ot reservation of any interest or'right therein
necessary 1o ensure that such land will only be used for

. purpeses which are compatible with noise levels associated
- with operation of the airport.

21. Relocation aml Real Property Acquisition. (1) It will be guxdf:d in acquiring real
property, to the greatest exient practicable under State Jaw, by the land

acquisition policies in Subpart B of 49 CFR Part 24 and will pay or reimbuzse property
owners for necessary expenses as specified in Subpart B. (2) Tt will provide a relocation
assistance program offering the services described in Subpart C and fair and reasonable
relocation payments and assistance to displaced persons as required in Subparts D and E
of 49 CFR Part 24. (3) It will make available within a reasonable period-of time prior to
displacement comparable replacement dwellings to displaced persons in accordance with
Subpart E of 49 CFR Part 24. ' ' |

22, Dlsadvantaged Buqmess Enterprises. The r&::lplent shall not discriminate on the
. basis of Tace, color, national origin or sex in the award and pcrfunnancf: of any DOT-
assisted contract or in the admimstration of its DBE program or the requirements of 49
CFR_ Part 26. The recipient shall {ake all necessary and reasonable steps under 49 CFR
Part 26 to ensure nondiscrimination in the award and administration of DOT-assisted
contracts. The recipient’s DBE program, as required by 49 CER Part 26, and as approved
by DOT, is incorporated by reference in this agreement, Implementation of this progran
is a legal obligation and failure 1o carry out jts terms shall be treated as a violation of this
" agreement. Upon notification to the recipient of its faflure to carry out its approved
progran, the Department may fmpose sanctions as provided for under Part 26, and may,
in appropriate cases refer the mafter for enforcement under 18 U.S.C. 1001 andfnr the
ngram Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986 {31 U.5.C. 3801).

Nonairpprt_spn nsor Assurances {32005

-1a00-



49 CFR Part 20 - Appendix A -
CERTIFICATION REGARD_ING LDE'BY'mG

Certiﬁcatiun For Cbntracts, Grants, Loans, And Cnnﬁerative_,ﬁgrennlmt_s

The undersigned -:emﬁeq to (he hest of his ot her lmnwledgt: and belief, that:

Ry

(2)

(3}

Nﬂ bederaj d.ppl‘ﬂpl‘iﬂteﬂ funds have been paid or will be patd, by or un buluﬂi of the
undersigued, to any person for infuencing or atterpling to influcnce-an officer or employee
of an agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of
a Memiber of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making
ol any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the enlering into .of any cooperative
agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of dn:,,r
Fmicral confract, grant, lﬂaﬂ or coupcrauve apresment.

If any ﬁmds other than Federal appmpriaiad l"unds have been pauid or will be paid lo any
person for inflaencing or attempting to influcnce an officer or employee of any agency, 2
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Cosigress, or an employee of a Member of
_ Congress in conncetion with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the
unidersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-T.1LL, “"Discloswre Form to Report
Lobhying," in accordance with its ipstructions. o

The undersigned shall require that the language of this cerfification he included in the award
documents for all subawards at all tiers (including subeontracts, subgrants, and confracts
under grants, loans, and cooperauve agxeemmts) and that all subrecipients shall certify and
disclose accnrdmgl}r '

This certification is a material 1epresentation of fact npon which reliance was placed when {his
trangaction was made or catered into. Submission of this cerlification is a prerequizite for making or
entering into this transaction imposed by section 1352, title 31,10.5. Code. Any person who fails to
file the required cerlificdtion shall be subject to a civil penalt;.r of pot Icss than EI{] (00 and not more

than §

100,000 fm‘ each such failure.

Y

Lo ) . Eichard HWapier
_ B Fxecutive Director

Signal

fure/ Authofized Certifyihg Official : Typed Name and Title

: CleyfCounty Aszociation of

Governments of San Mareo County

:;]'51)5*’-..

hpplicanbf&'ganizatinn : Date Sipned
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STANDARD DOT TITLE ¥] ASSURANCES

City/County 4ssoc. of
Govts. of San Mateo County ) :
(Mams of Sponsar) (heremafier relerred to as the Sponsor) hereby agrees that as 2 rondition to
receiving Federal financial assistance from (he Deparimeni of Transportation {(DOTY, it will comaply with Title V1 of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964
{42 U.3,C, 2060 &t s2q.) and ‘all requirernents imposed by 49 CFR Part 21, - Nondiscrirnination in Federally Assisted
Programs of the Department of Transportation -- Effectuation of Title V1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 {(hereinafter
referred (o as the "Fegalations™) to the end that no person in the United Statcs shall, on the ground of race, tolor, or
national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwisc subjected to dissrimination
under any program ot activity for which the applicant receives Fodetal finaneial assistanee and il imanedizely take any
meagures necessary to effectuate this agreement. Wlﬂmut limiting the sbove gencral assurance, the sponser igrees
concermng this prant that:

1. Each “program” and “facility™ (as defined in Soctions 21 B{e} and 21.23 (b)) will be conducted or l:rplaratLd in
cotnplisnees with alt eequirements of the Regelations,

2. I will imseri the clauses of Attachment | of this assurance in cvery contraci subject to the Act and the Regulations.

3. Where Federal financial assistance is received to construct a facility, or part of a facility, the assuorancc shall exiend 10
the entire facility and facilities operated in connection therewith.

4, Where Federal financial azsislance is in the form or for the acquisition of real property or an interest in 1eal property, the
azsurance shall extend to righls Lo space on, over, or under such property.

5. It will include the appropriate clauses set forth in Attachment 2 of this assurance, as a covenant running with the land,
in. any futwre deeds, leases, parmits, licenses, a.m:l sirnilar agreements entered into by the sponsor wilh other parties:

{a) Tor the subsequent fransfer of real property acquired or improved with Federal financial a.ssasmnce under thiz
I'roject; E.Ild

(k) for the constchion or use of or access to space on, over, ot trder real property a—.:qm:ed or impreved with
Federal ﬁn;a_ucmi assistance vnder (his Project.

6. This assurance ohiigates the Sponsot for the period dering which Federal financial assistance is extended to the
progratn, cxcept whers the Federal fivancial assistance is to provide, oris in the form of personal propetty or real property
of itterest therein or simemires or improvements therson, in which casc (he assurance oblipates the sponsorer any
transferee for the longer of the following periods.

- {a) the period durdng which the property is used for a purpose for which Federal financial assistance is extended,
or for another purpose mvolving the provision of similar services or henefits, or

“{h) the period during which the sponsor retains ownership or possession of the property.

7. Ttwill provide for such methods of administration for the propram a8 ate found by the Sceretary of Transportation or the
official to whorn he delegates specific authority to give reasonable gusteniee that it, other sponsors, subgrantees,
contractos, subconiTactors, transferecs, successors ininterest, and other participants or Federat linancial assistince under
such program will comply with all reqmrements imposed or rmrsuant to the Act, the ReguIatmns and this sssuance.

8. Itagrees that the Umtad States hasa nght fo seek judicial E‘nfmc:m:nt with n:gard o 2ny maﬂer ar:smg wnder the Act,
the Repulations, and this assurance.

THIS ASSURANCE is given in consideration of and for the purpese of obtaining Federal financial assistance for this
Project and is binding on its contractors, the sponsor, subcontractors, ransferecs, successors in interest and ofher

participants in the Project. The person or persons whose signatures appear below are auﬂmrrced to sigm this assurance on
behalf ol the: Sponsor,
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DATED

STANDARD DOT TITLE VI ASSURANCES

1/31) é,e

City/County Association pf
Goveroments of San Mates County

{Sponsar)

o £ XD s

* (Signature of Authorized Official)
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RESOLUTION NO. 06-23

# o &k K ok % f kR K Kk & & k F k * &

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/UOUNTY
ASSOCTATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG),
ACCEPTING A GRANT OFFER OF $300,000 AND RELATED ASSURANCES AND
CONDITIONS FROM THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION (FAA)} FOR TIIE
PURPOSE OF PREPARING A LAND USE COMPATIBILITY STUDY FOR THE ENVIRONS
OF SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL ATRPORT (SFO), PER THE RELEVANT
PROYISIONS OF SECTION 160 OF THE ViSION 106 - CENTURY OF AVIATION
REAUTHORIZATION ACT

¥ OE K ¥ % F K % B oK k b ok k k k¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

WHEREAS, in 2003, Congress passed Fision J00- Century of Aviation Reaurhorization Act,
that includes a provigion (Section 160) that authorizes the Secretary of Transportation to make grant
funds available to states and local units of poverninent for compatible land use planning around large
and medium hub airporls across the nation, and

WHEREAS, San Francisco International Alrport (SFO) is located wathin San Matco County
and is a larpe hub airport that is included in the FAA list of eligible airports under the Aer and
therefore, local sovernments in the environs of SFFO are eligible to participate in this program, and

WHEREAS, C/CAG serves as the airport land use commission for the county and 15
responsible for preparing and implementing airport land use plans for all three airports in the county

and several of the C/CAG member cities have land use and zoning authonty within the environs of
SFO, and

WHEREAS, the FAA has determined that C/CAG, in its role as the airport land ase
commission, 1s eligible to apply for and receive federal grant funds to prepare a land use compatibility
study for the environs of SFO, per the relevant provisions of Section 160 of Fision [0 — Century of
Aviation Reguthorization det.

WHEREAS, the FAA has made a grant offcr of $300,000 to the C/CAG Board for the purpesc
of preparing the above referenced land use compatibility study and requires the Board to formally
accept the grani offer and the federal assurances and conditions attached thereto;

NOW, THEREFORE RBE 1T RESOLVED., by the Board of Threclors of the City/County
Association ol Governments of San Mateo County {C/CAG), that the Board hereby accepts a grant
offer of $300,000 from the FAA and related federal assurances and conditions for the purpose of
preparing a land use compatibility study for the envirens of SFO, per the relcvant provisions of Section
160 ol Vision 100 — Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act,

PASSED, AFPROVED AND ADOPTED TIOS 10™ DAY OF AUGUST 2006.

James M. Vieeland, Jr., C/CAG Board Chairperson ceughdreilf2EnTasprantobfrpervision] 001 doc

Attachment No. 5
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RESOLUTION NO. 06-24

* oF ¥ F F koA ok ok ok R oM = o F & k&

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG),
AUTHORIZING C/CAG STAFF TO INITIATE A REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS (RFQ)
AND REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) PROCESS TO SELECT A QUALIFIED
CONSULTANT(S) TO ASSIST C/CAG STAFF IN PREPARING A LAND USE
COMPATIBILITY STUDY FOR THE ENVIRONS OF SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL
ATRPORT (S¥O), PER THE RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF SECTION 160 OF THE
VISION 100 — CENTURY OF AVIATION REAUTHORIZATION ACT

¥ v F £ F & ok ¥ K E E W ok % ¥ % £ % + &

WHEREAS, in 2003, Congress passed Fision 100- Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act,
that includes a provision (Section 160) that authorizes the Secretary of Transportation to make grant
funds available to statcs and local unils of government for compatible land use planning around large
and medium hub airports across the nation, and

WHEREAS, San Francisco International Airport (SFO) is located within San Mateo County
and is a large hub airport that is included in the FAA list of eligible airperts under the Act and
therelore, local governments in the environs of SFO are eligible to participate in this program, and

WHEREAS, C/CAG serves as the airport land vse commission lor the county and is
responsible for preparing and implementing airport land use plans for all three airports in the county
and the YAA has made a grant ofter of $300,000 to the C/CAG Board Tor the purpose of preparing a
land use compatibthity study lor the environs of San Francisco Intemalional Airport (81°0), and;

WHEREAS, ihe FA A requires that consultant assistance, to prepare the above-referenced
study, be obtained through a Request for Qualifications {RF(Q) and Request for Proposals (RI°P)
cvaluation and selection process;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Tirectors of the City/County
Association of Governments of San Matce County (C/CAG), that the Board hereby authorizes C/CAG
Stafl Lo initiate a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) and Request for Proposals {RFP) evaluation and
selection process to scleet a qualified consultant(s) to assist C/CAG staff in preparing a land use
compatibility study [or the envitons of SFO, per the relevant provisions of Sectien 160 of Fision FO0 -
Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 10" DAY OF AUGUST 2006.

James M. Vreeland, Jr., C/CAG Board Chairperson ccaghdresolN2Hoerfriprpcessforsfolandesestudy doc

Attachment No. 6
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date; August 10, 2006
To: City/County Association of Govermments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: ACCEPTANCE OF THE AMICUS BRIEF FOR THE NPDES
STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM (STOPPF)
TRANSMITTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE C/CAG BOARD
APPROVED LEGISLATIVE DELEGATION PROCESS

{For further information or questions contact Richard Napler at 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board accept the attached Amicus Brief for the NPDES Stormwaler Pollution
Prevention Program (STOPP) that was transmitted in accordance with the C/CAG Board
approved legislative delegation process.

FISCAL IMPACT

The cost to C/CAG for the implementation of the NPDES Stormwater Polhition Prevention
Program mandates generally exceeds $2.5 million per year.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

C/CAG and its member jurisdictions have been forced o pay for these mandates through local
parcel tax increases and other local sources of funds.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The County of Los Angeles is currently suing the Commission on State Mandates and the
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Repion, contending that (he State of
California mandates related to the NPDES Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program represent
an un-funded State mandate subject to reimbursement from the State. The C/CAG Board has
consistently agreed with this position. Given the [act that there was no C/CAG Board meeting
in July 2006, the C/CAG Chair wgcther with the Legislative Commitiee Vice-Chair {(because
the Legislative Committes Chair was out of the area), agreed that it would be in the hest
interest of the Board to submit an Amicus Brief in support of the position of the County of Los
Angeles. The dcadling for submission of the Brief was before the regularly scheduled Board
meeting in August 20046.

ITEM 4.10
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Under C/CAG's established policy, the Board Chair together with the Legislative Committee
Chair are autherized to communicate to appropriate bodies, C/CAG positions that are
consistent with previously adopted Board policies when the item is time sensitive and there
will not be a regular Board mecting before the deadline. This policy also states that the item
will be presented to the Board at the next regular meeting for confirmation.

ATTACHMENTS

Amicus Brief submitted on behalf of C/CAG in support of the County of Los Angeles case
the Court of Appeal of the State of California Second Appellate District, versus the

Commission on State Mandated and the Regional Water Quality Centrol Board, 1.05 Angeles
Region. -
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C/CAG MEMORANDUM

D_atc: June 9, 2006
TO: Richard Napier, Execative Director - C/CAG
From: James Vreeland - C/CAG Chair

Tom Kasten - Legislative Commiilec Vice-Chair

Subject: Countywide Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program (STOPPP) - Amicus
Curiae Brief '

(For {urther information or response to questions, centact Richard Napicr at 650 599-1420)

Board Policy:

' The C/CAG Board has an adopted policy that authorizes the C/CAG Chair and the Legislative
Comimittee Chair the asthorization to communicate adopted C/CAG Board pelicy positions when
(he time period falls between C/CAG Board meetings. T also requires that the communication
be provided to the Board at the next C/CAG Bouard Mecting,

Policy Issue:

The policy issue of interest is un-funded State Mandates. The Board bas an eslahlished policy to

require the State to provide reimbursement for unfunded mandates and to pursue support and
cnhancement of this right.

The Issue: Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program - Amicus Curiac for Los Angeles
Connty:

The Constitution of the State of California requires the State to pay for any mandates of new

programs or higher level of services. The following is an excérpt of the language in the
Constitution.

The Constitution of the State of California 1879 {Refs & Annos)

Adticle XITIBGovernment Spending Timitation (Refs & Ammos}

$ 6. New programs or services mandated by legislature or state ageneies;
subvention; appropriation of funds or suspension of operation

SEC. 6. () Whenever the Legislature or any state agency mandates a new program or
higher leve! of service on any local govemment, the State shall provide a subvention of
funds to reimburse that local govermment lor the costs of the program or increased level
of service,...
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"The Commission on Statc Mandates implements the intent of the Constitution. The Tegslature -
has exempted the rulings of ibe State and Regional Water from the authority of the Commission
on Mandates. This then raises the guestion as to what venue would hear cases involving the
State and Regional Water Resources Boards.

There is a Yawsuit in the Appeals Court between the County of Los Angeles and the State Water
Resources Board and the Regional Water Quality Control Board. The issue is simply whether or
not there is 2 verue for consideration of un-funded mandates relative to the regulations from the
State and Repional Water Resources Board, The State of California’s position is thal since the
lepislative siatutes specifically excludes this from the Commission on Mandates that this means
that there is no venue For cause of action. This is in spite of the fact that the Stale Constitution
provides for no excraptions in this categary for the Siate to not have to pay for unfunded
mandales. The Counly of Los Angeles position is that either the statute is unconstitutional, and
{herefors, the Commission should hear it, or that if the Commission has no authority then it
should be heard in Superior Courl. The Superior Court agreed with Los Angeles and it has becn
appealad,

Tt is requested that an Amicus Curiac be submitied supponting the Los Angeles position and
emnphasizing that this is a Statewide issue (hat impacts all the Counties. The LA position is that a
venue must be provided to hear the issuc of un-funded mandates from the State and Regional
Water Quality Doards. The Amicus will be submitted on behalf of C/CAG and the Bay Area
Stormwater Managemenl Association which represent seven Bay Area Countics. Sinee this deals
directly with the interpretation of legislation, it is appropriate to utilize this authority granted by
the Board since there will not be a Board Mecting until Angust 10, 2006. The uncertainty of the
schedule for the briefs to the Court and the lack of availability of the Amicus Brief language
made il impractical to submit it to the Board in advance for the June meeting,

Yoy Z/«/MA/)_ 00 [1w]oc

CHE A Chalr . Date

e /g. ZO0L,
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No. B183981
IN THE COURT OF APPEAL
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SECOND AFPELLATE DISTRICT

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, et al.
Petitioners/Respondents and Cross-Appeliants,
. v,
CONMMISSTON ON STATE MANDATES,
Respondent/Appeliant,
v.
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD,
LOS ANGTLLES REGION,
Cross-Respondent

CITY OF ARTESIA, a municipal corporation, et al,
Petitioners/Respondents and Cross-Appefiants,
V.
COMMISSTON ON STATE MANDATES,
Respondent/dppellant,
V.
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD,
LOS ANGELES REGION,
Cross-Respondent

Afifaf:a] from a Judgment of the Los r’\ng‘élues Superior Courl
The Ilonorable Victora G. Chancy, Superior Court JTudge
Superior Court Case Nos. BS0O86769 and BS0RITRS

APPLICATION TO FILE AMICUS CURTAE BRIEF, AND AMICUS
CURIAE BRIEF OF BAY AREA STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
AGENCIES ASSOCIATION AND CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY IN SUPPORT OF
RESPONDENTS (AND CROSS-APPILLANTS) LOS ANGELES
COUNTY, ET AL.
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THOMAS F. CASEY T, COUNTY COUNSEL (SBM 47562)
Miruni Soosaipillai, Depuly (SBN 160%58)

Office of the County Counsel, County of San Mateo

400 County Center, 6™ Floor

Redwood City, CA 94063

Telephone; (650) 363-1960

Facsimile: (650)363-4034

Attorneys lor Amicus Curiac

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County

Robert L., Falk (SBN 142007)

MORRISON & FOERSTER LIP

425 Market htreet

San Francisco, CA 94105

415-268-6294 (Telephone)

415-268-7322 (Facsimile)

Altomeys for Amicus Curiae

Bay Area Stonmwater Management Agencies Association
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APPLICATION TO FILE AMICUS CURIAE
BRIEF

L INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Calilornia Rules of Court, Rulc 13{c), amici curiac Bay
Area Stormwater Management Agencies Association (BASMAA), a
consortium of municipal stormwater progranis in the San Francisco Bay
Area, and the City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo
County (C/CAG), referred to collectively herein as “the Bay Area
municipalities,” respectfully request leave to file the accompanying brief of
amici curiae in support of Respondents {and Cross-Appellants} Los
Angeles County et al. Rule 13(c) docs not specify a deadline for filin g the
“brief, howcver the Bay Area municipalities submit that the brief is timely in
that it is offered for filing by the deadline for the final reply brief in this

matter to be filed by Respondents and Cross-Appellants Los Angeles
County et al.

11 INTEREST OF THE AMICI CURTAE

‘The Bay Area Stormwater Management Agencies Association
(BASMAA) is a conserlium of eight municipal stormwater programs in the
San Francisco Bay Area representing 90 local agencies, including 79 cities
and 7 counties. BASMAA's members include the agencics comprising the
Alameda Cnﬁntwide Clean Water Program, the Contra Costa Clean Water
Program, the Fairfield-Suisun Urban Runoff Management Program, the
Marin County Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program, the San Matco
Countywide Stormwater Pollulion Prevention Program, the Santa Clara
Valley Urban Runolf Pollution Prevention Program, the Sonoma County

Water Agency, and the Vallejo Sanitation and Flood Contro! Disirict.

-117-



The .Cilj,fmeml'},r Association of Governments of San Matco County
- (C/CAQ) is a joint powers agency whose members include the County ol
San Mateo and the twenty cities within the county. C/CAG is the manager
of the San Mateo Countywide Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program,
which 13 a member of BASMAA.

-The Bay Area municipalities are focused on regional challenges and
opportunities to improving the quality of urban runofT that flows to local
creeks, the San Francisco Bay and Delta, and the Occan. The Bay Area
municipalilies are responsible for complying wiih the requircrnents of
municipal storm water permits issued by the San Francisco Bay Regional
Watcr Quality Conirol Board under a combination of federal and state legal
authorities. They, like other municipalities across the State, face a variety
of challenges to address with limited resources and taxpayer dollars
(including police, (ire, parks, recreation, and a varicty of other
cnvironmental and community services in addition to stormwater
management programs). Accordingly, the Bay Arca municipalities have a
substantial interest in the outcome ol and have been closely following, the
unfunded mandates litigation in which Los Angeles area municipalitics and

stormwaler management agencics have been involved.

III.  ASSISTANCE IN DECIDING THE MATTER

The accompanying bricf will assist the Court in deciding the malter
by contributing to a stalewide perspective on the challenges faced by
municipal stormwater programs. Like Respondents, the Bay Area
municipalitics, as well as municipalitics throughout California, arc required
Lo obtain storm watcr permits from their respective Regional Boards at a
significant and ever-increasing cost. As such, the issues in this appeal are

potentially of statewide significance.
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IV. CONCLUSION

For the rcasons stated above, the Bay Area mmnicipalities
respectfully request that the Court accept the accompanying brief for [iling

in this case,

Dated: June 9, 2006 THOMAS F. CASEY III, COUNTY COUNSEL

By:

Miruni Seosaipillai, Deputy
Attorneys for Amicus Curiac
CITY/COUNTY ASSQCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO

Robert L. Falk

MORRISON & FOERSTER LI,P
Attorneys for Amicus Curiae
BAY AREA STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT AGENCIES
ASSOCIATION
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AMICUS CURTAE BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF
RESPONDENTS LE?PS fﬁGELES COUNTY

L INTRODUCTION

The Bay Area Stormwatcr Management Agencies Associalion
(BASMAA), a consortium of municipal siormwaler programs in the San
Francisco Bay Area, and the City/Counly Association of Governments of
San Mateo County (C/CAG), referred to collectively hercin as “the Bay
Area municipalities,” file this amicus curiae brief in support of
Respondents (and Cross-Appellants) Los Angeles County ¢t al. The issucs
in this easc are of concern to all munieipalities in Calilornia thal arc
required to obtain storm water permits from their respeclive Regional
Water Quality Control Boards. |

‘The Bay Area municipalities strongly .suppm't the position of
Respondents Los Angeles County et al. thal there must be a venue [or filing
claims for unfunded mandates issued by both the State Water Resources
Control Board and the Regional Watcr Quality Control Boards. As such,
the Bay Area municipalitics urge the court to uphold the superior court
decision that Government Code Section 17316's limitation on the
Commission on State Mandates' jurisdiction is unconstitutional, or provide
the County and Cities a hearing in the superior cowrt on the merils of their

claim if statutorily precluded from a hearing belore the Commission.

II. ARGUMENT

In accordance with the votors' prior intent in adopting the Unfunded
Mandate Initiative, it is essential that the Court require the State to provide
for funding for the requirements and programs its agencies impose on local

governments that cxtend beyond those sufficient to meet federal law,
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including in the important areas of water quality protection and municipal
Slormwater permitting,

The Bay Area municipalities support and join in the arguments in the
bricfing by Respondents Los Angeles Counly et al. in support of this
position. The plain language of Article XI]'_[ B, section 6, of the California
Constilution requires that the state provide a subvention of funds (o
reiz.nbursc local government where the Legislature or a state agency has
mandated a new program or higher level of service—arn “unfunded
mandate,” The Commission on State Mandates is the mechanism that has
been established to determine whether an unfunded mandate exists and
coordinate the reimbursement process. Yel Government Code section
17516(c) exempis “any order, pian, requirement, rule, or regulalion issued
by the State Water Resources Control Board or by any regional water
quality control board” from going throu gh the Commission’s process. I'a
hearing before the Commission on State Mandales is the exclusive process
for claiming an unfunded mandate, then section 175 16(c} must be
unconstitulional, because it prevents local govermmen! from recovering the
cost of unfunded mandates, which is mandated by Article XIT1 13, section 6,
of the California Constitution.

Inthe Cross-Respondent’s Bricf, the Regional Water Quality
Control Board, T.os Angeles Region, takes the position that cven if the
municipalities are prohibited by statute from proceeding before the
Commission on State Mandates (i.c., if section 17516 is found to be
conslititional), they are also prohibited from proceeding against the
Regional Board in superior court. Under the Regional Board's reasoning, if
the Comumission can not hear the malicr, the municipalitics are denied any
hearing on the issue of whether the permit imposes an unfunded state

mandate,
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Tlis logic only supports the municipalities’ argument that to deny a
hearing before the Commission is unconstitutional,

The Regronal Board claims that if the municipalities cannol have a
hearing before the Commission, then the permi is not a state mandate,
This characterization is not correct. If by reason of Government Code
section 17516, the permit does not fall within the statutory definition of an
cxecutive c}rdar, and the court finds that Government Code section 17516 is
constitutional, the logical conclusion js that the Commission does not have
jurisdiction 1o hear the claim, not that the permit is not an unfunded
mandate. The question still remains as 10 whether the permil is inlpr)ézilz g2a
new program or higher Icvel of service within the meaning of article XTJI
B, section 6 of the state constitulion, and (he municipalitics should have a

right to a hearing on that claim.

1. CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, the Bay Area mumicipalities

respectfully request (hat this Court affirm the decision of the superior court,
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Daled: hine 9, 2006 THOMAS F. CASEY III, COUNTY COUNSEL

By:

Miruni Soosaipillai, Deputy
Altorneys for Amicus Curiac
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEG

Robert L. Falk

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP
Attorneys for Amicus Curiae
BAY AREA STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT AGENCILS
ASSOCIATION
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BRIEF FORMAT CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO RULE 14(c)(1)
OF THE CALIFORNIA RULES OF COURT

Pursnant to Rule 14(c)}(1) of the California Rules of Court T cen‘_ify.'
that the APPLICATION TO FILE AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF, AND
AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF OF BAY AREA STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT AGENCIES ASSOCIATION AND CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY IN
SUPPORT OF RESPONDENTS (AND CI{GSS-AFPELLAN’I‘S) LOS
ANGELES COUNTY,ET AL. is pl’ﬂpﬂl‘lil‘.}ﬂatﬁ]}’ spaced, has a typeface of

13 points or more and contains words.

Dated: June 9, 2006 THOMAS F. CASEY 111, COUNTY COUNSEL

By:

Miruni Secosaipillai, Depuly
Allorneys for Amicus Curiae
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATLO

LACLIENTC NEFTSWCCAG 2006 ASMAA CCAG amicus bricfduc
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 10, 2006
To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RESOLUTICN 06-25 AUTHORIZING THLI:
C/CAG EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO SUBMIT A PROPOSAL TO TIIE BAY
AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT FOR 546,200 TO PAY
THE INCREMENTAL COST OF TWO COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS
{CNG) SHUTTLE BUSES THAT CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE CONVERTED
TO OPERATE ON A CNG AND HYDROGEN BLENDED FUEL

(For further information contact Walter Martone at 599-1465)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board adopt Resohition 06-25 authorizing the C/CAG Executive Director to
submit a proposal 10 the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) tor 546,200
to pay the incremental cost of two compressed natural gas (CNG) shuttle buses that can
subsequently be converted to operate on @ CNG and hydrogen blended fuel.

FISCAL IMPACT

The C/CAG budget for 2005-06 includes $350,000 for the maintenance and operation of up to
four hydrogen andfor other clean fuel shuttle vehicles and related fueling infrastruciure. The
C/CAG matching funds for the hydregen blend fueling station at the Pacific Gas & Electric
facility in San Carlos has committed $200,000 of these funds. ‘The grant application requested
for approval in this report is to secure $46,200 from the Bay Area Air Quality Management
District to convert two new gasoline powered shuttle buses to operate on compressed nalural
gas. Up to $125,000 in C/CAG matching fands has been identified in this grant application for
the initial purchase of the vehicles. However it is anticipated that these costs will be borne by
the shuttle operator as part of its capital replacement budget. Therefore there will be no cost to
C/CAG to timplement the program under this proposal.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

TFunding to support the C/CAG participation in this project would come from the vehicle
registration fee adopted by C/CAG under the San Mateo County Environmental/
Transportation Program (AB 1546). The funding being requested from the BAAQMD will he
derived from the Regional Transportation Fund for Clean Air that is funded through a
Regional Vcehicle Registration Feg authorized under AB 434.

ITEM 4.11
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BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

On September 29, 2004, the Governor signed into law AB 1546 which authorized the C/CAG
Board to adopt a fee of up to four doltars on every motor vehicle registered in San Mateo
County. As a part of the negotiations with the Governor’s Office for the approval of AB 1546,
C/CAG adopted Resclution 04-13 making a commitment to use a pottion of the revenues
resulting from the fee, to explore the development of an Allernative Fuel Vehicle Shuttle
Program for San Mateo County. This included exploring the use of technologies sach as
Hydrogen Fuel Cell, Hydrogen Combustion, Hybrids/ Plug-In Hybrids, Battery-Electric, Bio-
diesel, Compressed Natural Gas, and other technologies for use in shuttle vehicles as an
alternative to fossil fuel powered vehicles.

On May 11, 2006 the C/CAG Board adopled Resclution 06-13 authorizing the C/CAG
Executive Director to submit proposals to the California Air Resources Board (CARE) and the
Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD?} to request funding for the
establishment of hydrogen fueling stations in San Mateo Ceunty and for the
acquisition/conversion of shuttle huses o operate on hydrogen fuel. This authorization also
included C/CAG’s investment of up to $600,000 ($350,000 from Fiscal Year 05-06 and
$250,000 from Fiscal Year 06-07) from its Vehicle Registration Fee Program (AB 1546} to
provide matching funds for this cffort.

A joint proposal from C/CAG and Pacific Gas & Electric (PG & E) was submitted 1o CARB
for the development of a hydrogen and compressed natural gas (CNG) blend fueling station to
be located at the PG & E facility in San Carlos. The proposal has been fupded in the amount
of $1.25 million. The C/CAG matching fund share will be $200,000.

C/CAG staff has now developed an application to the BAAQMD requesting funds for the
incremental cost of converting two new 20-passenger shultle vehicles from traditional gasoline
to CNG. The Parking Company of America {PCA} has been sclected by Samitrans and the
Toint Powers Board to be their provider of shuttle services for fiscal year 2006-07. This
includes the service area encompassing the City of Menlo Park. PCA routinely purchases a
number of new shuttle vehicles each contract year (the useable life of a typical small shuttle
bus is five years). The funding being requested in the apphication to the BAAQMD will be to
pay the added cost to convert two of the new PCA buses t0 CNG. Once these CNG buses arc
in operation, the introduction of a blended fuel including CNG and hydrogen can be done
through minor adjustments o the vehicle’s engine. The incremental cost for the conversion
will be $46,200.

ATTACHMENTS

» Resolution 06-25
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RESOLUTION 06-25

& & &k b ok R E ok ok kK

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEOQ COUNTY
{C/CAG) AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO SUBMIT A
PROPOSAL TO THE BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT FOR
$46,200 TO PAY THE INCREMENTAL COST OF TWO COMPRESSED NATURAL
GAS (CNG) SHUTTLE BUSES THAT CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE CONVERTED TO
OPERATE ON A CUNG AND HYDROGEN BLENDED ¥YUEL

LE N R R EEREEEE RN,

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

WHEREAS, the C/CAG Board is authorized by California Government Code Section
65089.11 et. seq. to adopt a $4 Fee on motor vehicles registered in San Mateo County; amd

WHEEREAS, the C/CAG Board has decided that a clean fuel shuttle demonstration program
and related fueling infrastructure will be one of the programs to be implemented with the proceeds
of this Fee; and

WHEREAS, the Bay Area Air Quality Management Districl (BAAQMUD) has funding
available through a request for proposal process to support clean fucl vehicle programs including the
conversion of shultie buses to operate on a blend of compressed natural gas and hydrogen fuel; and

WHEREAS, the C/CAG Board has determined that it desires to submit proposals to
compete for this funding to augment the funding that C/CAG has available for this purpose.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that:

1. The Execative Director of C/CAG is hereby authorized to suboul proposals to the BAAQMD
to request funding for the conversion of shuttle buses to operate on a blend of compressed
natural gas and hydrogen fuel, and

2. The C/CAG Chairman is hereby authorized to enter into a funding agreemont with
BAAQMD and to carry oul the project, and

3. Up to $125,000 is hereby authorized lor the initial purchase of two shuttle buses.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF AUGUST 2006.

James M. Vreeland Jr., Chairman
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 10, 2006

To: Cily/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napicr, C/CAG Executive Dircctor

Subject: Review and approval of Sameeda workshop contract for two workshops at $7,500

per mecting for a tolal of $13,000

{For further information or questions, conlact Richard Napier at 630-559-1420)

RECOMMENDATION:

Review and approval of Samceda workshop contract for two workshops at $7,500 per meeting
for a total of $15,000 in accordance with the staff recommendation,

FISCAL IMPACT:

Included in C/CAG Budget for Bl Camino Real Incentive Program. $15,000.
SOURCE OF FUNDS: |

San Mateo County Congestion Relief Program fimding.
BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

As part of the El Carmino Real Incentive Program the Board approved contracling with _
SAMCEDA to get the business input of potential development in the FI Cumino Real Corrider.
At the C/CAG Board meeting in May the contract with Samceda was approved with a not to
exceed §15,000. Staff was directed to negotiale the price with SAMCEDA. The [l Camino

Real Workshop was held on 5/17/06 and provided good input itom the business community and
identified areas to address in the Places3 model and process. Upen evaluation by C/CAG staff of
the complete 1l Camine Real Corridor Process, a need lor an additional business workshop was
identified. Thore appears to interest on ihe part of the business community.

Therefore, C/CAG slaff requesied ihal a second workshop be held and organized by SAMCLEDA
and that the two workshops weuld be done for a total of $13,000. Thiz would boih addvess the
additional need and the staff request to address the cost for one workshop. SAMCEDA {5
agrecable 1o this arrangement. The C/CAG staff rccommendation is as follows,

1- Agree 1o the (inal cost of $15,000 for two workshops.
2- Authorize the Execuntive Dircctor to execute the necessary changes to the
agreement,

ITEM 4.12
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ATTACHMENTS:

»  Fxeculed Agreement Detween C/CACG and SAMCEDA for Professional Services

ALTERNATIVES:

1- Review and approval of Sameeda workshop contract for two workshops at $7,500 per
meeting for a tolal of $15,000 in accordance with the staff recommendation,

2- Review and approval of Sameceda workshop contract {or {wo workshops at $7,500 per
meeling for a total of $13,000 in accordance with the staff recommendation with
modilications,

3- No action.
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS AND SAMCEDA FOR
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into on May 11, 2006, between the City/County
Association of Gevernments ("C/CAG") and SAMCEDA.,

WHEREAS, C/CAG is a joint powers agency formed for the purpose of preparation,
adof,-tinn and monitoring of a variety of county-wide state-mandatcd p‘lﬁns; and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG has deterrmined that SAMCEDA’s assistance is required to
effectively reach the busincss community so that they can provide nput regarding land uses for
C/CAG’s El Camino Real Corridor Project; and

WHEREAS, SAMCEDA has the capacity and is willing to provide CECJ_’-\.G with such
assistance and services.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. Rendition of Services. SAMCEDA agrees to provide C/CAG with the assislince
and services as described in Exhibit A.

2. Payment. In consideration of SAMCED& providing the assistance and services
described in Exhibit A, C/CAG shall reimburse SAMCEDA in an amount not o exceed fifteen
thousand dollarg ($15,000) under this Agreement.

3, Term of Agreement. This Agreement shall commence on May 11, 2006, and
shall continuc untt] December 31, 2006 unless iemminated by either party upon thirty (30} days
prior written notice, -

4. Indemnifications and Liabilily. C/CAG shall indemnify, keep and save harmlcss
SAMCEDA against any and all suits, claims or actions atising out of any infentional, reckless, or
negligent conduct by C/CAG, its agents or employees in the course of C/CAG's performinece of
1ts responsibilities under this Aprcement,
| SAMCEDA shall indemnify, keep and save harmless C/CAG, ﬁs directors, offivers,

employees and agents agamst any and afl suits, claims or actions arising out of any intentional,
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reckless or negligent conduct by SAMCEDA in the course of SAMCEDA’s performance E;Ff the
respensibilitics under tins Agreement.

5. Workers’ Compensation and Employer Lialnhty Insurance: SAMCEDA shall
have in effect, during the entire life of this Agrecment, Workers’ Compensation and Employer
Liabm iy Insurance providing full statutory coverage.

. Assignment and Delegations. Neither CACAG nor SAMCEDA shall assign any of
its rights or transfer any of its obligations undcr this Agecement without the pricr written consent
of the other party. Any attcmpt, not in aceordance with Ihis paragraph, to assign or delegale
rights or obligations under this Agreement shall be ineffective, null and veid,

7. Termination. Inthe event of tenmination of this Agreement for reasons other than
SAMCEDA’s breach of the Agreement, SAMCUEDA shall be conipensated on a proraled basis
for all services performed through the tenmination date.

8. Non Discrimination. Contractors shall not discriminale or permit discrimination
against any person or group of pérsons on the basis or race, color, religion, national onigin or
ancesiry, age, sex, sexual orientation, marital status, pregnancy, childbirth or related conditions,
medical condition, mental or physical disabihity or veleran’s stalus; or in any manncr probibited
by federal, state or local Jaws,

9. Applicable Law. This Agreement, its milerprelations and enforcoment shall be
govermed by the laws of the St_atc of Califomnia.

10, Bindmg on Successors. This Agreement s binding rcm. and inures to the benefil of
the successors of the parlies.

11.  Notices. Any notice which may be required under this Agreement shall be in
writing, éhall be effective when sent, and shall be given by personal service or by cortified muil,
return reccipt requested, to the address set [orth below or to such other addresses that maybe

specified m witting to all parties to this Agrecment.
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EXHIBIT A

Re: SAMCEDA El Camino Real Workshop

SAMCEDA Key Qualifications

+ SAMCEDA is orpanized to involve member businesses, individuals, and civic leaders 1n a
collaborative effort with local, regional and state officials. SAMCEDA is well positioned io
assist C/CAG with the outreach required for this workshop.

¢ Incorporated in 19533, SAMCEDA, the voice of busincss on the Peninsula, has over filty
years of effective business leadership in the public policy arcaa.

+ SAMCEDA works to influence public policy on key issues that include cxpanding housing to
meel workferce needs and integrating the regional transportation system.

sScope of Work

The following summarizes the scope of work that SAMCEDA will undertake to conduct a land
use modehng workshop for the business commumity along the Bl Camino Real corridor

SAMCEDA

Tasl 1.1 SAMCEDA is to define and invite the participants as well as to sel up and provide

refreshments and support for the werkshop. This should include determining the
right location and the right group of people in addition 1o taking the necessary
aclion o get selid representation such that C/CAG is able to obtain valid dircction
from the workshop. The goal is to achieve s through a 2 '4 hour workshop
using the enhanced PLACE3S model. The PLACE3S model will utilize amap
that displays current condilions alopg El Camine Real in San Matco County and
will provide opportunities to model land nse changes and compare the differences
these changes would have against the cument conditions on housing, jobs,
proximity to transit, and pedesinian friendliness. The participants should vo
through the FLACE3S model to identify the opportunitics that they see as viable
along the El Camino Real corridor.

C/CAG

Task 2.1 The uhjective is to hold a workshop with the appropriate cross section of the
business community and to have the business commumity provide nput on
opportunitics and land uses [or locations along the Bl Camine Real corridor.
C/CAG s to run the workshop with Design, Community, & Environment.

C/CAG will define the workshop goals and define the use of the model as a
resource for citics/towns.
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Task 2.2 DCE&E to run the PLACE3S madel city by city so as not to get into minute areas

er details. The workshop will be for approximately 30 business represenialives
that are interested 1n providing input on the potential futurc development of the El

Camino Real Cormidor east of Highway 101 and 4 stations will be sel up for Sto 8
individuals al each siation.

1 Schedule

SAMCEDA anticipates holding the workshop on May 177, 2006,

v Costs

Costs for the scope of services descnibed above shall be an amount not to excecd $135,000.
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If to C/CAG: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director
555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

If to Consuliant: Deberah Bringelson, President & CEQ
SAMCEDA

One Walers Park Dnve, Suite 101
San Mateo, CA 94403

12, Severability. If one or more of the provisions or paragraphs of this Apreement
shall be found to be iilegal or otherwise void or unenforceable, the remainder of this Agreement
shall not be affecled and shall remain in full force and effect.

IN WITNESS HEREOQF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be entered into as of

the day and year set forth on page one of this Agreement.

SAMCEDA

Dﬂlﬂd:l:; ""/-"" E:' (E2 BY: i i, . -
e FE#;? I
Sign ;‘ sl

_Ij',eberah Brongelson, President & CEO

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCTATION OF GOVERNMENTS

Dated; BY:
Signature
Namg:
Tille:

o

C/CAG LEGAL COUNSEL

Name: binwni Soosaipillai
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 10, 2006
To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, Executive Direcior

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF T/CAG LEGISLATIVE UPDATE AND
POTENTIAL POSITIONS ON VARIOUS PROPOSITIONS

A position may be taken on any legisiation, including legislation not previcusly identified.

(For further information conlact Walter Martone at 399-1465 or Richard INapier at 399-142{)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board:

1. Recvicw and approve the attached Legislative Updale repert.

2. Consider taking positions on Propositions as recommended by its Legislative Committee.
The Committee will be reviewing the following items at its meeting immediately preceding
the C/CAG Board meeting.

a} Proposition 1A — Transportation Funding Protection

b) Proposition |B — Highway Safcty, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Scourity
Bond Act of 2006

¢} Proposition 1€ — Housing and Emergency Shelter Trust Fund Act of 2006

d} Proposition 1E — Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of 2006

) Proposition 84 — Water Quality, Safety and Supply. Fiood Control. Natural Resource
Protection. Park Improvements. Bonds. Initiative Statute

f) Proposition 90 — Government Acquisition, Regulation of Private Properly. Inifiative
Constriutional Amendment

FISCAL IMPACT

Many of these Propositions, if approved by the voters in November, will result i significant
increases in funds available to C/CAG for transportation and stormwater pollution prevention
programs.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

State bonds secured by State General Fund revenues.
BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

1. Attached is = list of the bills (hat appear to be most related to the legislative priorities
established by the C/CAG Board. C/CAG staff Is also be tracking approximately 135 othcr
bilis that have subject matter consistent with C/CAG’s legislative priorities. August 31, 2006
is the last day for bills to be passed by the Legislature; therefore many of the bills on these
Fisls will likely become dead after that date. ITEM 5.1
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2. 'T'he Legisfative Commitiee will be reviewing the following Propositions at i1s meeting
immediately preceding the C/CAG Board meeting.

a) Preposition 1A —T'ransportation Funding Protection.
This measure amends the State Constitution 1o further limit the conditions under which
the Proposition 42 transfer ol gasoline sales tax revenues for transportation nses can be
suspended. Specilically, the measure requires Proposition 42 suspensions to be treated as
leans to the General Fund that must be repaid in full, including interest, within three
vears of suspension. Furthermore, the measure only allows suspension 1o ocour twice in
ten conseculive fiscal years. No suspension could occur unless prior suspensions
{excluding those made prior to 2007-08) have been repaid in full.

by Propesition 1B — Highway Safely, Tratfic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security
Bond Act of 2006.
This measure authorizes the state to sell about $20 billion of gencral obligation bonds to
fund transpertation projcets to relicve congestion, improve the movement ol goods,
improve air quality, and enhance the safety and secunty of the transporlalion system.

¢} Proposition 1C — Ilousing and Emergency Shelter Trust Fund Act of 2006,
This measure authorizes the state to sell $2.85 billion of general obligation bonds to fund
13 new and existing housing and development programs.

d) Proposition IE — Disaster Preparedness and Flood Provention Bond Act of 2006.
This measure authorizes the state to sell about $4.1 billion in general obligation bonds lor
various flood management programs.

e) Proposition 84 — Water Quality, Safety and Supply. [lood Control. Natural Resource
Protection. Park Improvements. Bonds. [nitiative Statute.
This initiative allows the state to sell $5.4 billion in general obligation bonds for safe
drinking watcr, watcr quality, and water supply; flood control; natural resource
protection; and park lmprovements. :

N Proposition 90 — Government Acquisition, Regulation ol Private Property. Initialive
Constitutional Amendment.

This measure requires government to pay property owners if it passes certain new laws or
rules that result in substantial economic losses to their property.

ATTACHMENTS .

1. Legislative Update
2. Impartial analysis done by the Legislative Analyst’s Otfice of:
“An Overview of State Bond Debt”
a) Proposition 1A — Transportation Funding Protection
b) Proposition |B — Highway Safety, lraffic Reduetion, Air Quality, and Port Scearity
Bond Act of 2006
¢} Proposition 1C — Housing and Emergency Shelter Trust Fund Act of 2006
d} Proposition 1E — Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of 2006
&} Proposition 84 — Water Quality, Salety and Supply. Flood Control. Natural Resource
Protcction. Park Improvements. Bonds. Initiative Statute

) Propesition 90 — Government Acquisition, Reguiation of Private Property. Initiative
Constitutional Amendment
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71287200 10:22:374M
ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT

Legislative Update

: Budget
ACA1 {Calderon) Two-Year Budget. I - 126004
Status:
D4/1412005 - ASM APFR. Refemed 1o Coms. an BUDGET acd APPR.
Calandar:
Summary:

The California Constitution requires that a budget be submitted by the Governor, and that a Budget Bill be passed by
the Legislature, for each fiscal year. This measure would express the intent of the Legislature to enact the necessary

statutory changes, and to propose to the peaple the necessary constitutional changes, o enact a budget for a two-
year fiscal period.

£AeaG 1 Edget

Eminent Domain

581210 {Torlakson) Eminent domaln. A - 061 52008
Stalus:

EFAS2006 - ASM APPR. Do pazs as armended and be re-refieced |p the Comttes on Appropriations.

Calendar:

Summary:

Existing law governing settlement offers in eminent dgomain proceedings authorizes the recovery of litigation expeness
under certain circumstances. Existing law provides that if a court finds, on maotion of the defendant, that the offer of the
plaintiff was urreasanable and the affer of the defendant was reasonable in light of the evidence admitled and the
compensation awarded in the procseding, than the costs allowed shall include the defendant’s litigation sxpenses,
This bill would define litigation expenses Lo mean the pary's reasonable attorney's fees and costs, including
reasonable expert withess and appraiser fees. This bill containg ather related provisions and ather existing laws.

CACAG { Errarart Diernain

Environment

AB 32 {Munez) Air pollution; greenhouse gases: California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, A - D612 2008
Status:

Q262000 - SEN ELS. Do pass as amended, and re-refer to the Commities on Rubas.

Calendar:

Summary:

Fage 1 ol 13
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10:22:3TAM Tregf200

ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Leqislative Update

Under existing law, the State Air Resources Board, the State Energy Resources Conservation and Davelopment
Commissign (Energy Commission}, and the Califomia Climate Action Registry all have responsibilities with respect to
the control of emissions of greenhouse gases, as defined, and the Secretary for Environmental Protection is reguired
to coordinate emission reductions of greenhouse gases and climate changs activity in state government, This bill
wolld enzct the Califarnia Global Warming Sclulions Act of 2008, to require the state board to adopt regulations on or
before January 1, 2008, establishing a program to require the reporting and verification of statewide green house gas
emissions, as defined. The bill would require the state board to develop an smissions baseline and monitor ang
enforce compliance, as specified . The bill would provide that the state board is the state agency charged with
maniteringand reguiating the sources and reducing emissions of gases that cause global warming, The bill would
reguirg the state board ko adopt , on or before January 1, 2008, a statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit to become
effective in 2020, as specified. The bill would requirs the Governar to establish an interagency task force to coordinate
investments of state moneys and state programs that reduce emissions of greenhouse gases, promcts economic
growth, make information publicly available to assist sources of greenhouse gases to meet the requirements of the bill,
ensure that existing siate programs support the emissions limits established by the state board, maonitor conditions and
coordinate planning and the state's respanse to changing climate conditions as they impact state water supplies, air
guality, environmental and public health conditions | and the state's economy, and create and maintain an Intemet
Web site, as specified . This bi! cantaing other refated provisions and other existing laws.

CAS 1 Environment
AB 315 {Hancock) School facilities: energy efficiency: design standards. A - O7A102008
Status: )
08/ 3H2005 - SEM THIRD READING Read second fime. To third reading,
Calendar:
Summary:

Exisling law, the Leroy F, Greens School Facilittes Act of 1998 {the Greene Acl of 1988), establishes a program in
which the State Allocation Board is reguired fo provide state per-pupil funding, including hardship funding, for new
school facilittes construction and schooi faciities modarnization for applicant school districts. This bill would require the
State Allocation Beard, by July 1, 2007 |, to adopt regulations to ensure that design standards for new school facilities
constructed in whole or in part with stats funds are in accordance with, among other requirernents, the minimum
design and construction criteria, as dafined, in the specified Collaborative for High Performance Schools Best
Practices Manual. The bill would alse require (he board to review other high performance building organizations'
standards and any guidelines adopted pursuant to a specified executive arder, and to adopt the standards that it
deems appropriate. This bill contains other related provisions and ofher existing laws.

CCas 7 Ervircament
Housing
SE 832 {Perata) CEQA! inflll development. £ - DH04IZ005
Bratus: -
OS02/2006 - ASM INACTIVE FILE Placod on inaclive file on request of Assembly Member Cohn.
Calendar:
Sunmary:

The existing California Envirgnmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepars, or cause o
be prepared, and cerify the completion of, an envirehmental impact report on a project that it praposes to camy out or
appraove that may have a significant effect on the environment, of to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that he
project will not have that effect. Existing law exempts from CEQA a residential project located on an infill site within an
urbanized area that meets specified criteria, including that the site of the project is not more than 4 acres in total area
and the project does not contain more than 100 residentfal units, This bill would provide an allemative to those oiteria
it the site i35 located in a city with a population of more than 200,000 persons | the site is not more than 10 acres , &hd
the project does not have less than 200 of mare than 300 residential units | as adopted by a resolution of the cily

council.

CATAG 1 Flavsig

Fage 2 of 13
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1022737 AM

TI2RF200
ACTHON REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Lenisiative Update
5B 1330 (Dunn) Housing developments: attorney's fees. A - DB/
zﬁ“;;llzﬁﬂﬁ -ASMH. & CD. Sel, first hearing. Failed passage in commillee. Reconsideration granted.
Calandar;
Suramary;

Thea Flanning and Zoning Law requires local agendies to make specified written findings based upon substantial
evidence in the record befors disapproving or conditionally approving a housing development project that renders il
infeasible for the use of very law, iow-, or modaratz-incame households, including farmworker housing. This law
authorizes an applicant for 2 housing development project and a person who would be sligible to apply far residence

in the development t¢ bring an action for a viclation of this provision. This bill would revise the attorney's fees and
costs provisions in all 3 of the above provisions by requiring the court to award reasonable attemey's fees and costs,
except under extraordinary circumstances in which the court finds that awarding fees would not further the purposes of
these provisiong, in addition 1o any attornay fees to which the plaintiff iz entiled under a specified provision of the
Code of Chvil Procedure. The bill would delete the January 1, 2007, repeal date for the provisions referenced in
paragraph (2} above . This bill contains other existing laws.

CAoAG 1 Hausing
Land Use Authority
AB 1162 {Muilin) Eminent domain. A - DH212005
Status:
OG/06f2005 - SEN RLS. Re-relerred t9 Com, on RLS.
Calendar:
Summary:

Existing {aw authorizes public entities 1o seize private property undar the power of eminant domain, This bill would
prahibit, urttil January 1, 2008, a community redevalapmeant agency, ar community development commission or joint
powers agency, as specified, from exercising the power of eminent domain to acguire ewner-gccupied residential real

proparty if ownership of the propery wilt be transfemed to a private party or private entity. This bill contains ather
related provisions,

CAAS : 1 Lard Use CESAC-zuppnt
Authoriy
ACA 15 (Mullin} Eminent demain: redevelopment. A - DBF2E005
Siatus:
08242005 - ASM G.0. Re.refemad o Com. on 6.0,
Calendar:
Summary:

redevelopment. This measure woukd set forth a constitutional provision prohibiting a redevelopment agency from |
asfulinng property through the exercise of the power of eminent domain unless it first makes a written finding that the
property contains conditions of both physical and economic blight. This bill contains other existing laws.

HoAG 1 Land [t
Authunty

5B 53 (Kehoe) Redevelopment. A - BEM15E2005
Status:

OB/29/20HK - ASM APPR. From commilttea: Do pass as amendesd, but first amend, and re-refer 1o Com. on APPR. [Ayes 7. Moes 0.
Calandar:

Summary:

Page 3of 13
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FrEuron 12T IVeN

ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Legislative Update

The Community Redevelopment Law authorizes the establishment of redeveiopment agencies in communities in order
to address the effects of blight, as defined, in those communities and requires those agencies ta prepare, of cause fo
De prepared, and approve a redevelgpment plan for each project area. Existing law requires that a redevelopment
Plan contain certain provisions and autharizes a plan to provide for the agency to acquire by gift, purchase, lease, or
conclemnation all or part of the real property In the project area. This bill would reguire redevelopment plans to contain
& dsscription of the agency's program to acquite real praperty by eminent domain, including prohibitions, if any, on the
use of eminent domain, and a fime Emit for the commencemeant of eminent domain proceedings. This bill contains
other refated provisions and other existing laws.

CATAR 1 Land Uze
Arharily

5B 1059 {Escutia) Electric transmission corrldors,
Status:

QEZHI00G - ASM APFR. Do pasa gz amended and be re-refemed to the Commitiee on Appropriations.
Calendar:

Bummiary:

Existing law requires the Stale Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission o adopt a strategic
plan for the state’s elechic transmission grid using exisfing resources. Fxisting law requires that the plan identify and
recommend actions required to implement investments needed to ensure reliability, relisve congestion, and o meet
future growth in lsad and generation, including, but not limited 1o, renewable resources, energy efficiency, and other
demand reduction measures. This bill would authorize the commission to designate a transmigssion carridaor zone on its
awn motion or by application of a person who plans ta construct & high-veltage electric transmission line within the
state. The bill would provide that the designation of a transmission corridor shall serve to identify a feasible carddor in
which can be built a future transmissgion tine that is consistent with the state's needs and chigctives as set forth in the
strategic plan adopied by the commission. The bill would prescribe proceduras for the designation of a transmission
comidor zone | Including publication of the request far designation and request for comments, coordination with federal
agencies and California Native American tribal governments, infarmationa! hearings, and requirements for a proposed
decision. This bill containg other related provisions and olher existing laws.

CACAG fleuira! 1 Land fse
Authority

Local Govt Finance

ACRTS {Aghazarian) Fee Payers Bill of Rights.
Status:

BH252005 - ASM APPR, SLISPENSE FILE In comminiee: Held undos submisslon. In commitiee: Refemed 1o APPR. suspense file,
Calendar:

Summsry:

Thiz maasure would state that a bill that would impose, increase, or extand the duration of an existing fee, or authorize

the imposition of a new fee should, among other things, be approved by a 2/3 vate of the entire membership of each of
the 2 houses of the Legistature.

CATAG b Local Gowt
Finance

Other Local Govt Interest

AB 707 {Hancock) Voting by mail: June &, 2008, primary election.
Statue:

02MB/2006 - SEME_R. & C. A Re-rafarad 1o Com. on E., R. & C.A.

Calsndar:
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TRH2I) 1022297 AM

ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Legislative Lipdate

Summary;

Existing law authorizes a local, special, or consolidated slection to be conducted wholly by mail if the governing body
af the: local agency authorizes the use of all mailed ballots for the election, the election is held on an established
mziled ballot election daie, and the election meets certain other specified requirements, This bill wouid, until January

t, 2007, authorize any county in this state to conduct the June 8, 2008, direct pritnary election wholly by mailed hallots
if specified conditions are met. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

C/CAS Support 7 CHher Logal Govl
intgrest

Redevelopment

SB 1206 (Kehoe) Redevalopment.
Status:

Tipt 22/ 2106 - ASM AFPR. From committoa: Ca pazs as amended, but first amend, and re-refer to Gom. on APPR. (Ayos & Noes )
Calendar:

Summary:

The Community Redevelopment Law authorizes the aslablishment of redeveloprment agencies in communities in
order to address the effects of blight in those communities and defines a blighted area as one that is predominantly
wrbanized and characterized by specified conditiang, This bill would revise the definition of "predominantly urbanized”
and reviss the conditions that characterize a blighted area. The bill would prohibit the inclusion of nenblighted parcels
in & redevelopment profect arga for the purpose of obtaining property tax revenue from the area without substantial
Justification for their inclusion.  This bill contains other related provisions and other axisting laws.

CACAars 1 FRedevaioprment

Sales Tax

AB 1282 {Multin} Incoma taxes: credits: child care.
Status:

OBf23/2006 - SEM APFPR, From commilias: Da pass, and re-efer lp Com, on APPR. Re-refered, [Ayes 7. Noes 0.).
Calendar:

Summary;

The existing Personal Income Tax and Corporation Tax Law provide tax credits for startup expenzes for child care
programs or constructing a chlld care facility, costs for child care information and referral services, and costs pald or
incuwrred for contribubions to a gualified care plan, Under existing law these credits are only available for ¢ertain taxable
years beginning before January 1, 2007. Thig bill would extend the credits ko taxabls years beginning before January
1, 2012, This kill would also require the Franchisa Tax Board to report to the Legislature on the effectiveness of these
credits, a5 specified. This bili contains other related provisions.

CACAG 1 Sales Tax
_ Smart Growth
AB 1020 (Hancock} Transportation planning: improved trave! models.
Status:
OBf2T/2006 - S1EM APPR, Do pass ag amendad, and rerefer to the Committee on Approprizlions.
Calendar:
Summary:

—-143-

A - 6N BrRA006

A H2A2006

A - DEAS2006

Page &of 13



ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Legisiative Update

Existing law requiras certain transportation planning activities by the Deparment of Transportation and by dasignated
regional agencies. This bill would reguire the departrant, in partnership with certain federally designated metropolitan
planning organizations , & cerain designated council of governments, and certain state-designated regional
transportation planning agencies, 1o provide & nabca to the Leglsiatura by January 31, 2007, on a schedule for a
comprehensive review and evaluation of cumrent travel models and model improvarments already underway, The bil
would require thass entities using travel models to use models that incorporate specified factors, thereby imposing a
state-mandated local program , and would require the department to meet with these entities at least annually to
evaluate their progress in meeting these requirements - The bill would ideniify other cbjectives that may be included in

the fravel models. The bill would enact cther related provisions. This bill contains other related provisions and other
existing laws,

C/CAG ' 1 Smart Growth
SB 521 [Tarlaksan) Recording fees: Contra Costa County.
Status-:
(072502000 - ASM L GOV, From committea: Cha pasa. (Ayea 5. Noea 2.3
Calondar:
Jummary:

Existing law establishes tha fees to be charged by the eounty recarder for resording and indexing avery inatrument,
paper, or notice required or permitted by law to be recorded, Existing law, including provigions of ha Califernia
Constitution, subject local governmental agencies to various requirements in imposing, increasing, or extending
general or special taxes, fees, and other incal exactions. This bill would authorize the Gontra Costa County Board of
Supervisors to additionally charge $1 for each page after the first page that i= recorded for every real estate
[mstrument, paper. or notice reguired or permitted by law to be recorded in Confra Costa County. The bill weould require
the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors to establish a fund for depesit of the moneys raised by the increase,
which shall be used to assistin the development of afordable housing for very low income households, lower income
households, and moderate income households, This bill cantaing other related provisions,

CACAG AT WiTn 1 Smart Erowin
amangments

Solid Waste & Recycling

S8 369 (Simltlan) Solid waste: tire recycling: waste tire rubber materials.
Htatus:

QRIZTFI00E - ASK AFFFL. From committes: Do pase, bui firgt be re-refersd fo Com. on ARPPR. {fyee 10. Moae 0.) Re-refarred to Com. on APFRL
Calendar: -

DROGNE 9 am. - Room 4202 ASM APPROFRIATIONS
Summary:

Existing law authorzes the California Integrated Yaste Managemeni Board to implement a program te award grants
to cities, counties, districts, and other lozal governmental sgencies for the funding of public works prajects that use
rubberized asphalt concrets. The grants are fundad by an apprepriation in tha annual Budgst Act from the Califomla
Tire Recycling Managemeant Fund, Existing law becomes inaoperative on June 30, 2006, and is repealed on January 1,
2007, This bill would instead authoize the awarding of grants for public works projects that use waste tire rubber
materials, including, but not limited 1o, rubbenzed asphalt concrete and tirs-denved aggragate. The hill would change
several eligibility gualiications for those public works grants, including deleting districts from the eligibility list;
expanding the list of materials eligible to be used; dacreasing the minimum and deleting the maximum amount of -
materials required to be used; and increasing the maximum amount of grant money that can ke awardad. This bill
would recommence the grant program on January 1, 2007 , and would make the programn inoperative on June 30,

2010, The Gill would extend the repeal date 1o January 1, 2011, This bill contains other related provisions and cther
existing laws.

CACAG : Suppirt 1 Solicf Wasle &
Recpeiing
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: FIE200 10-P2-4TAM
ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT

Leqis!ative Update

Stormwater {NPDES)
ACA 13 (Harman) Local government: assessments and feas or charges. . £ - QAREHROGS
Slatus:
LEMMZA05 - ASM L, GOV, In committes; Set, first hearing. Hearing cenceled al 1t requast of author.
Calendar:
Sununary:

{1y The California Constitution conditions the imposition or increase of an assessment by a city, county, or special
district far flood control purposas upon compliance with reguirements for written notics to property owners, a public
Rearing, and an cpportunity for majority protest . The California Constitution exempts the imposition of a flood control
assessment existing on November 6, 1996, from these requirements. This measure would instead exempt from these
requirements an assessment for the purpases of financing the capital costs or maintenance and operation expenses of
fiood control, whether the assessm ent existed on November 6, 1996, or is imposed after that date. This bill comtains
other related pravisions and other existing laws,

CACAG Support with 1 : Shavtwater
amendments NPDES)

Telecornmunications

AB 1547 {Levine} Telecommunications: communications companies: state policies. A - 0722005
Status:

OB/25/2005 - SEN INACTIVE FILE To inactiva lils - Senate Fule 29,

Calandar:

Summary:

Existing law, the Public Utilities Act, sets forth the findings and deciarations of the Legistatura regarding described
policies for telecommunications in California. This bill would stats the intent of the Legisiature to establish rules for the
provision of cormmunications services that encourage fair competition .

CACAG 1 Talaceemmenicati
[l ]
AB 25987 (Nunez) Cable and video service. A - LBI22I2006
Statug:
QBr25/2006 - SEN E, U, & C, B pass 85 emended, and (e-rafer 1o tha Committee on Rules,
Galandar:
Iummary:

{1) Existing law provides that any city, county, or city and county may authorize by franchise or license the
sonstruction and operation of a communily antenha tekevision systern and prescribe rules and regulations to protect
the subscribers. Existing law requires that cable and video service providers comply with specifisd custamer service
standards and pedformance standards. This bifl would establish a procedure for the issuance of state franchises for the
provision of vides service, which would be defined o include cable service and apen-video systems, that wolild be
administered by the Sacretary of State . The Secratary of State would ba the eola franchiging authority for stata
franchises to provide video services. The bill would require any peeson or corporation who seeke to provids viden
service in this state to file an application with the Secretary of State for o state franchize with specifisd information,

~ signed under penalty of perjury . By crealing a new orime, Lhe Lill would impose a state-mandaled local program. This
hill contains olher related pravisions and other existing laws.

A Dipptdg i Telecammumisafl
2 2l

SB 850 {Escutia) Broadband telscommunications service, A - DH0H2006
Slatus;

000200 - AShi U & C. From commitaa with authors amendiments. Read second fime, Amended. Re-cferred to commitles.
Calendar:

Fage 7of13
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TIZBR200 10.22:57AM

ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Legisiative Update

Summary;

Under existing law, the Public Utilities Commission has regulatory authority over public utilities, including telephone
comporations. Existing law imposes various duttes on the commission with regard to the provision of universal
telephone and telecommunications service. This bill would make Legislative findings and declarations relating to
telecommunication services, and weuld state the intent of the Legislature to enact lagislation ralating to encouraging
fair competiticn in the provision of vidao service, encouraging the widespread build-out of state—of-the-art video
service, providing for a state-issued franchise as an altemative to abtaining a tocal franchise, and permitting existing
cable operators to fransition to a new state-issued franchise, as provided, The bill would also state the Legislature's
intent that legistation etmcted to achieve those purposes not alter local governmental contrel of the |ocal ight of way
with regard to the construction of telephone knes, as provided.

CACAG 1 Telecommunicatl
ong
5B 905 {Escutia) Broadband access.
Status:
1092006 - ASM INACTIVE FILE Placad on inactive file on request of Azsambly Member Frommer.
Calendar:
Surnmary:

Existing law provides for various programs for the development of telecommunications services in the state, This bill
would, unkil January 1, 2010, establish the California Broadband Access Council in state govermment, with a specified
membership, and require the council to develop a broadband access strategy to promote the ubiguitous use of high-

speed Internet communications and computing technalogy by all Califormnians consistent with specificd principles. This
bill eontaing ather related provisions.

CHAG 1 Talesammunicati
ang
5B 1627 {Kehoe) Wireless telscommunication facilities.
Stetus:
NEF2IF2006 - ASM APPR. Do pase as amended and be ra-+efemed Io the Committee on Apprapriations.
GCalendar:
Surnmary:

The Flanning and Zoning Law authorizes the legislative body of any county or clty to adapt ordinanceas that, ameng
other things, requiate the use of buildings, structures, and land as between industry, business, residences, and open
space. This bilt wauld require a city, including & charter city, or caunty tn administratively approve an application to
collpeats a wirsless telecommunications facility, as defined, through the issuanca of a building permit ora
nondiscretionary permit, as specified. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

CRAAG Oppose 7 Tetzcommuricali
LnE

Transportation - Other

AB 2538 [Waolk) Transportation funds: planning and programming regional agencies.
Status:

OBfESFZ00GE - SEN AFPPR, From committes: 0o pass, and re-refer to Com. on APPR. Re-refermed, {Aves 9, Mogs 4.},
Calandar:

Summary:

—14&-
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ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Laqislative Update

Existing law generally provides for programming and allocation of funds for transportation capital improvement projects
ihrough the state transpertation improvement program process administerad by the California Transpartation
Commission. Existing law requires 25% of available funds ta be programmed and gxpended on intemegional
improvement projects nominated by the Deparment of Transportation, and 75% of available funds to ke programmed
and expended on regicnal improvement projects nominated by regional transportation planning agencies or county
transportation commissions, as applicable, through adoption of a regional transportation improvement program.
Existing law autherizes a transporation planning agency or county transportation commission {o request and receive
up to 1% of regional improvement fund expenditures for the purpases of project planning, programming, and
monitoring, but autharizes an amount up 10 5% of those expenditures for a transportation planning agency or county
transportation commissian not receiving fedaral metropatitan planning funds, This bill would instead authorize each
transportalion planning agency or county transportation commission to request and receive up to 3% of those funds for
the purpases of project planning, programming, and monitofing. The bill woild change the references to "regicnal
improvement funds” to Instead rafer to "county share " The bill would make other conforming changss.

CACAG Support 1 Transpartalion -
Oiher

Transportation - Roads

SB172 (Torlakson) Bay area state-owned toll bridges: financing.
Status:

08132005 - ASM TRAMS. To Com. on TRANS,

Calendar:

Buramary:

Existing law specifies the powers and duties of the Department of Trangportation, the Matropolitan Transportation
Commission, and the Bay Area Toll Authority with respect to the collection and expenditure of toll revanue fram iha
state-owned toll bridges within the geegraphic jurisdiction of the commission. Under existing taw, this toll revenue,
ather than revenue from the $1 seismic surcharge, is deposited into the Bay Arga Toll Account and controlled by the
authority, Existing law requires the department and the authority to enter into a cooperative agreemeant that makes the
department responsible for operating the bridges and for constructing improvements to the bridges financed by toll
revenues, Existing law estimates the cost to seismically retrofit the state-owned bay area toil bridges and identifies
funding to be made available for this purpose from various sources, including imposition of a 31 ssismic retrofit
surcharge. tnder existing law, this surcharge revenue is deposited inta the Toill Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account for
expenditure by tha dapartimant until eomplation of thae seiemie projects and payment of the bonds issued to finance
those projects. This bilt would state the Legislature's iindings that the armount identified for the seismic retrefit of the
state-owned toll bridges is insufficient and would state its intent to identify additional funding sources for those
projects. The bill would require the seismic retrofit surcharge to be paid to the authority and deposited into the Bay
Area Toll Account, and would require the department to transfer to the authority, for deposit into that account, all
revenue from the surcharge. The bill would continuously appropriate all seismic surcharge revenues in the account to
the authority for purposes specified by law, The hill would authorize on or after January 1, 2008, the authority to
increase the ssismic retrofit surcharge by $1. This bill contains othar related provisions and other existing laws.

CACAG Srppewt 7 Transpordation - MTC Stalf-supped
Foaos
3B a7t [Torlakson) Public contracts: design-bulld cantracting: transportation entities.
Status:
O1R3142006 - ASM DESK In Assombly. Read fieal time. Held 2l Desk.
Calendar:
Summany:

-147-
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2B 10:22:37AM

ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
| egislative Update

Existing law sets forth requiremants for the solicitation and evaluation of bids and the awarding of contracts by public
antities for the erection, construction, aiteration, repair, or improvement of any public structure, building, road, or other
public improvement. Existing law also authorlzes specified state agencies, cities, and counties to implament altemative
procedures for the awarding of contracts on a design-build basis. Existing law, until January 1, 2007, aulhorizes transit
operators to enter into a design-build contract, as defined, according to specified procedures. This bill would declare
the intent of the Legislature to enact legiskation that would develop an allemative and optional procedure for bidding on
highway, bridge, turmel, or public transit construction projects in the jurisdiction of any county, local tranzportation
autherity, as defined, or lecal or regional transportation entity, as provided, and would authorize the Department of

Transportation to devalop an alternative bidding procadure for highway, bridge, or tunnel projects on the staie highway
syslem

CACAG Eupprat 1 Trangpadation - MTC-suppoet
Roads

3B 1024 {Perata) Public works and improvements: bond measure.
Status:

FE006 - A5M DESK In Assombly. Read first fime. Hedd al Desk,

Calendar:

Summary:

Existing law provides various funding sources for transporalion purposes. This bitl would enact the Safe Facilities,
Improved Mobifity, and Cisan At Bond Act of 2008 to authorize an unspecified amount of state general abligation
bonds for specified purpeses, including the state transpeoriation impravement pragram, passangeor rail improvemeants,
levee improvements, flood control, restaration of Proposition 42 transportation funds, port infrastruciure and securily
projects, trade carridors of significance, transit security projects, grade separation projects, local brdge selsmic
upgrade projects, state-iocal partnership iransportation projects, emissions reduction projects, environmental
enhancemeant projects, transit-oriented development, and housing, regional growth, and infill development purposes,
subject to voter approval. This bill contains other related provisions.

CCAG Suppaot il Transparfation - MTC Staf-support
Roads

Transportation - Transit

AB 1659 {Frommer) Commuter tralns: operation.

Status:

05/2712008 - SEN APPR. Do pass as amended, and re-refer to the Commitiee on Approprialons,
Calandar

Sunmary:

Existing law provides for fecierat regulation of safety and equipment matters relative to rail passengar and freight
service, and provides for federal and state funding of varous rail passenger services throughout the state, Existing law
szts forth responsibilities of the Public Utilities Commigsion relative 1o railroad safety. This bill woulld require @
trangportation agency operating commuler rall service, as dafined, or contracting for the operation of commuter rai
service, to prohibit passengers from riding in the forward 10 rows of seats of any lavel of a cab car on a commuter
frain operating in push configuration. The bill would also, commencing January 1, 2010, prohibit these transportalian
apencies from operating, or contracting with a commuter rail service that operates, a commuter train in push
canfiguration. Because the bill imposes new requirements on [ocal agencies, it would irpose a state-mandated local
program, This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

CrCAG 1 Transmtation -
Transit

Transportation-All
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ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Lenislative Update

AB 2444 [Klehs} Cungastion rmanagemant and meter vehicls anvirommental mitigation fees.
Status:

DEL2912006 - SEM E.0. Joint Buke 51(63(1.3) suspended.
Calendar:

DEDTHIE Upon adjoumment of session - Room 112 SEN ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Summary:

Existing law provides for the imposition by air districts and other local agencies of fees on the registration of motor
vehicles in certain areas of the state that are in addition to the basic vehicle registration fee collected by the
Deparment of Mator Vehicles, This bill would authornize the congestion management agencies in the 9 Bay Ares
counties, by a 273 vote of all of the members of tha governing board, to impose an annual fee of up to 35 on motor
vehicles registered within those counties for a program for the management of traffic congestion. The il would require
a program with performance measures and a budget to be adopted before the fee may be imposed. The bill would
reduire the agency to have an independent audit performed on the program and to submit a report to the Legislature
on the program by July 1, 2011, The bill would reguire the Department of Motor Vehicles, if requested, to collect the
fes and distribute the ne! revenues, after deduction of specified costs, to the agency. The bill would require thal the
fees collected may only be used to pay for programs bearing a relationship or benaht to the avmers of motor vehicles
paying the fee, and would require the agency fo make a specified finding of fact in that regard by a 2/3 vote. This kill
containg ather related provisions.

HCAG Mlauiral 1 Trarsportation-Al

ACA 4 {Flascla) Transpertation Investment Fund.
Status:

OUMRO0E - ASM APPR. From committee: Ha adoplad, and ra-rofer to Com. on APPTR. Re-referred. (Ayes 13, Hoes () (lanuary 9).
Calgndar;

Summary:

Article XIX B of the California Constitution requires, commencing with the 2003-04 fiscal year, that sales taxes on
motor vehicle fuel that are deposited into the General Fund be transferred to the Transportation Investment Fund for
allocation to various transportation purposes. Article XX B authorizes this transfer to the Transportation Investment
Fund to be suspended in whols or in part for a fiscal year during a fiscal emergency pursuant to a proclamation by the
Govemor and the enactment of a statute by a 243 vote in each house of the Legislature if the statute does not contain
any unralated proavision. This measure wouid delete the provision authorizing the Governar and the Legislature to

suzpend the transfer of revenues from the General Fund to the Transpartation Investment Fund for a fiscal year during
a fiscal emergency.

CACAG Supparf 1 Trangpctaton-Al

ACA 9 {Bogh) Motor vehicle fuel sales tax revenue,

Status:

Q12005 - ASM APPR, From commilize: Be adapted, and re-refer 1o Com. on APPR. Re-referred. {Awes 13. Naes 0.) {January d).
Calendar;

Summary:

Existing provisions of the California Constitution require that sales taxes an motor vehicle fuel that are deposited into
the General Fund be transferred to the Transportation Investment Fund and used for transportation purposes, but
gllow the: transfer of thess revenues to be suspended inwhole ar in part for a fiscal year under specified
chrcumstances by a statute enacted by & 23 vote of the membership of each house of the Legislature, This measure
would changea the vote requirement to 4/5 of the membership of each house of the Legislature in order ta enact a
statute suspending in whole o in part the transfar of this particular reveme from the General Fund to the
Transportation Investmeant Fund.

CACAG Suppart 1 Transpartation-Al
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ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT
Leqgislative Update

ACA 11 {Oropeza) Transportation funds: lsans.
Status:

01042006 - ASKE APPR. Fram cammittes: Be adopted, and re-refer o Com. an APPR. Re-refarmed. {Ayes 13. Moes 0.) (January 9),
Calcndar: '

Summary:

Article XX of the Californla Constitution requires excisa taxes on motar vehicle fuel and certain fees imposed on
motor vehicles to be used only for specified transportation and vehicle-relsted purposes, but authorizes these excise
tax revenues to be loaned to the General Fund under certain conditions, including a requirgment that the funds be
repaid within 3 years, Ardicls X1% A of the California Consthution provides that funds in the Public Transporation
Account, which are derived from certain safes taxes on motor vehicle fuels, may be [vaned to the General Fund or any
other state fund or acocount under certain conditions, including 2 requirernent that the funds be repaid within 3 years.
This measure would require intersst io be paid on a loan of reverues subject to either Arficle 21X or XIX A f the lean s
nat repaid during the sama fiscal year in which it was made. The measure would require & 1oan made pursuant to
Article XIX or X1X A to be made pursuant to a statute establishing the terms for repayment and would prohibit the
enacimeni of a stalute making a new loan pursuant ta Article XX or X1X A pror to the full repayment of each previous
laan under Article XX or XX A, respectively. The measure would also prohibit a loan from being authorized by a
statute during more than 2 fiscal years within any pered of 10 consecutive fiscal years. The measure would also
authorize tax revenues subject ko Article XIX or XX A to be loaned to other state funds or accounts in addition lo the
Geaneral Fund. This bill contains ather related provisions and ather axisting laws.

CACAG Suppovt t Transpartetion-A

5B 1161 {Alarcon} State highways: design-sefquencing contracts.
Status-

D6/21/2008 - ASM APPR, Read second time. Amended. Ro-referred o Com, on APPR.
Calendar:

O&0NDS 9 am. - Room 4202 ASM AFPROPRIATIGNS

Summary:

Existing law authorizes the Department of Transportation, until January 1, 2010, to conduct a pilot project to award
design-sequencing contracts, as dafined, for the design and construction of not more than 1.2 transportation projects,
to be selectsd by the Director of Transpotlation. This bill would instead generally authorize the departrment, until
January 1, 2012, to award contracts for projects using the design-sequencing contract methad, if certain requirements
are met. The hill would require the department to continue the use of a peer review comimittee to assist the department

in preparing an annual report to the Legistature describing and evaluating the outcome of the desiqn-sequencing
contracts unttl December 31, 2011 .

GACAG 1 Transportation-All

SB 1611 {Simitian) Congestion management fees,
Stalus;

DES2O/200R - ASM APPR. From commilles: Do pazs a8 amendad, but first amend, and re-refer to Com. on APPR. [Ayes 5. Moes 2.)
Calendar:

Summary:
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10:22:37AM 74267200
ACTION REPORT WITH SUMMARY BY SUBJECT

Leqislative Update

Existing law provides for creation of congestion management agenciss in various counties with specified powers and
duties relative to management of lransportaiion congastion. Existing law provides for the imposition by alr districts and
certain other iocal agencies of fess on the registration of mater vehicles in certain areas of the state that are in addition
to the basic vehicle registration fee collected by the Department of Motar Vehicles. This bill would authorize a
cangestlon management agency , or where tharg is no congestion management agency, the board of supervisors, to
piace a majority vote ballot measurs hefore the voters of a county authorizing the imposition of an annual fee of up to
$25 an each motor vehicle registerad within the county for transportation projects and programs with a relationship or
benefit to the persons paying the fee, The bill would require the ballot measure resolution to be adopted by a majority
vote of the goveming board of the congesticn management agency of the board of supervisors, as appropriate, ata
noticed public hearing and would also require the resclution to cantain a specified finding of fact . The bift would
require the Department of Motor Vehicles, if requested, to collect the fae and distribuie the proceeds, after dedugtion

of specified administrative costs, to the agancy or the board of supervisars, as appropriate , and wolld enact other
ralated provisions.

CACALG Supprart 1 Trarsportation-Ai

Vehicle Abatement

AB 25681 {Pavley} Vehicles: registration fees: fines. A - DSIZGIZN0E
Shatus:

DR/2H2006 - SEM APPR. From committze; Dp pass, and rerefer 1o Gom. on APPR. Revelamed. (Ayes 7. Hoes 6.

GCalendar:

Summary:

Existing law authorizes & counly to establish a service authority for the abatement of abandoned vehicles and impose
a $1 vehicle registration fze and an additional $2 fee upon alt commergial motor vehicles that are subject to the
permanent trailer identification program. These fees are collected by the Depariment of Motar Vehicies. The net
amolint of money collected from these fees is required ta be depasited in the Abandened Yehicle Trust Fund, which is
continuously appropriated to the Controller for allocation to participating service autherities, 25 specified. This bilt
would adjust the amount of these fees fo an amount not to exceed $2, and not to exceed 34, respectively, rather than
$1 and $2. Because this bil would allow for an increase in revenues in a continuously appropriated fund, this bill would
thereby maks an appropriation. This bifl contains other related provisions and ather existing |aws.

oA 1 Vahicla
Ahatament
5B 1225 {Chesbro) Service authority: registration and service fees. A - 2342006
Status:
BB/2H2005 - ASM APPR. SUSPEMSE FILE Placed on AFFR. suspenss file,
Calendar:
Surmmary:

Existing law authorizes the establishment of a service authonty for the abatement of abandoned vehicles and the
imposifion of a $1 vehicls registration fee in a county if the board of supendsors of thal county, by & 2/3 vote, and a
majority of the cities having a majority of the incorporated population within the courty adopt resclutions praviding for
the establishment of that autherity and the imposition of the $1 fee. Existing law imposes an additional 32 service fee
on a commercial motor vehicle. This bill would revise the amount of the vehicle registration fee for these purposes
from $1 to 31 or 52 , and would revise the amount of the additional servica fee imposed on a commercial moter vehicle
from $2 to $2 or $4, as established by the servics authority. The kill woutd require the same adoption procedure sel
forth above for an increase of the fee fram $1 to $2.

CAZAG Supt 1 Vehicla
Abatement

Pagae 13 0f 13
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An Overview of State Bond Debt

This secthon provides an overview of the state’s current situation invelving bond debt. It also
discussas the Impact that the bond measures on this ballot would, if approved, have on the
state’s debt level and the costs of paying off such debt over time.

Background

What Is Bond Financing? Bund financing is a type of long-term barrowing that the state uses
to raise money for varlous purposes. The state obtains this money by selling bands to invastors.
In exchange, it agrees to repay this money, with interest, according to a specifled schadukbes,
Why Are Bonds Used? The state has traditionally used bonds to finance major capltal outlay
projects such as roads, educationa! facilities, prisons, parks, water projects, and office buildings
(that is, infrastructure-related projects). This is done mainly because these fadilities provide
services over many years, their large dollar costs can be difficult to pay for all at once, and
different taxpayers benefit over time from the facilities. Recently, however, the state has also
used bond financing to help close major shortfalis in its General Fund budget.

What Types of Bonds Does the State Self? The state sells three major types of bonds. These
arg:

»  General Fund-Supported Bonds, These are paid off from the state's General Fund,
which 1s largely supported by tax revenugs. These bonds take two forms, The majority
are general obligation bonds. These must ba approved by the voters and their repayment
ig guaranteed by the state’s general taxing power. The second type is fease-revenue
bonds. These are paid off from lease payments {primarily financed from the Genera
Fund) by state agencies using the facilities the bonds finance. These bonds do not require
voter approval and are not guaranteed. As a result, they have somewhat highear Inkerest
casts than general obligation bonds.

»  Traditional Revenue Bonds. These also finance capita! projects but are not supported
by the General Fund. Rather, they are paid off from a designated revenue stream—
usually generated by the projects they finance—such as bridge tolls. These bonds alsao
are not guaranteed by the state’s general taxing power and do not require voter
approval,

v Rudget-Related Bonds. In March 2004, the voters approved Proposition 57, authorizing
$15 hillion in bonds to help pay off the state’s accumulated budget deficit and other
obllgations, Of this amount, $11.3 billion was raised through bond sales in May and June
of 2004, and $3.7 billlon is available for later sales. The impact on the General Fund of
paying off thase bonds is an annual cost of about $1.5 billion. {Current law also aliows for
additionai debt-service payments from the Budget Stabilization Account—BSA—
established by Proposition 58 in order to pay off the bonds earlier.) The bonds”
repayments are also guaranteed by the state’s general taxing power.

What Are the Direct Costs of Bond Financing? The state's cost for using bonds depends
primarily on the amount seld, their interest rates, the time peried over which they are repaid,
and thelr maturity structure. For example, the most recently sold general ohligation bonds will be
pald off over a 30-year period with fairly level annual payments. Assuming that a bond issue
carries a tax-exempt intarest rate of 5 percent, the cost of paying it off with level payments over
30 years is close to $2 for each dollar borrowed—$§1 for the amount borrowed and close to 1 for
interest. This cast, however, is spread over the entire 30-year periad, so the cost after adjusting
for Inflation is considerably less—about §$1.30 for each $1 borrowed.

The State’s Current Deht Situation

Amount of General Fund Debt. As of July 1, 2006, the state had about 45 hiilion of
Infrastructure-related General Fund bond debt outstanding on which it is making principal and
interest payments. This consists of about $37 biltion of general obligation bonds and 48 billion of
lease-revenue bonds. In addition, the state has not yet sold about $30 billion of authorized
genearal obllgation and lease-revenue infrastructure bonds. Most of these bonds have hean
committed, but the projects Involvad have not yet been started or those in progress have not yat

reached their major construction phase. The above tatals do not include the budget-related
konds identified above.
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General Fund Debt Payments. We estimate that General Fund debt payments for
infrastructure-related general obligation and lease-revenus bonds were about £3.9 billion In
2005-06. As previously authorized but currently unsold bonds are marketed, outstanding bond
debt costs will peak at approxtmately $5.5 billion in 2010-11. If, in addltion, the annual costs of
the budget-related bonds are included, total debt-service costs were $5.1 billian in 2005-06, and
will rise to a peak of $2.4 billion in 2009-10. {Thase amounts assume additional repayments
from the BSA.)

Debt-Service Ratio. One indicator of the state's debt situation 1s lts debt-service ratio {D5R).
This ratlo Indicates the portion of the state's annual revenues that must be set aslde for debt-
service payments on bonds and therafore are not avallable for other state programs. As shown in
Figure 1, the DSR increased in the early 1990s and peaked at 5.7 percent befare falling back to
pelow 3 percent in 2002-03, partly due to some deficit-refinancing activities. The DSR then rose
again beginning In 2003-04 and currently stands at 4.2 percent for infrastructure bonds. It is
expected to increase to a peak of 4.8 percent In 2008-09 as currently authorized bonds are sold.
Fhgtren £
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Effects of the Bond Propositions on This Ballot

There are five general obligation bond measures on this ballot, totaling £42.7 billlon in new
authorizations. These includa:
»  Proposition 1B, which would authorize the state Lo issue $19.9 bitlion of bonds to finance
highway safety, traffic reduction, air quality, and port security.
= Proposition 1C, which wauld authorize the state ko issue $2.85 hillion of bonds for
housing and development programs.
= Proposition 1D, which would authorize the state to lssue $10.4 billion of bonds to finance
kindergarten through university education facilities.
= Proposition LE, which would authorize the state to Issue £4.1 blltion of bonds for flood
control projects.
= Propesition 34, which would authorize the state to issue $5.4 billion of bonds to fung
various resource-related projects.

The first four measures make up an infrastructure bond package approved by the Legislature and
Governor, The fitth measure was placed on the ballot through the initiative process.

Impacts on Debt Payments. If the $42.7 billion of bonds an this ballot are all approved, they
would require total debt-service payments over the life of the bonds of about twice that amount.
The average annual debt service on the bonds would depend on the timing of thelr sales. If they
were sold over a 10-year period, the budgetary cost would average roughly $2 blillen annually.
Impact on the Debt-Service Ratio. Figure 1 shows what would happen to the state’s DGR

over time If all of the bonds were approved and sold. It would peak at 5.9 percent in 2010-11,
and decline theraaftar,
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Proposition 1A
Transportation Funding Protection. Legislative Constitutional
Amendment.

Background

Callfornia spends about $20 bililon a year to maintaln, operate, and improve |ts highways,
streets and roads, passenger rall, and transit systems. About one-half of the funding comes from
various local sources, Including local sales and properiy taxes, as well as transit fares. The
rermainder comes from the state and federal levels, largely from gasoline and diesel fuel taxes,
and truck weight faes.
Currently, the state levias bwo types of taxes on mdator fuels:

»  An excise tax of 18 cents per gallon on gasoline and diesel fuel, {This is generally referred

to as the gas tax.)
» A statewide 6 percent tax on the sale of gascline and diese! fuel (“sales tax").

Gas Tax. Revenues from the state excise tax on gascline and diesei fuel used on public roads
tatal about $3.4 billion per year. The State Constitution restricts the use of these revenues to
specific transportation purposes. These include constructing, maintaining, and aperating public
streets and highways, acquiring right of way and censtructing pubilc transit systems, as well as
mitigating the environmental effects of these facilities.

Safes Tax. The state’s salas tax on gasoling and diesel fuel currently provides about $2 billion a
year. until 2002, mest of the revenues from the state sales tax on gasuline were not used far
transportation purposes. Instead, these revenues were used for various general purpases
including education, health, social services, and corrections. Proposition 42, which was approved
by voters in 2002, amended the State Constitution to dedicate most of the revenue from tha
sales tax on gasoline to transportation uses. Speclfically, Proposition 42 requires those revenues
that previously went to the General Fund be transferred to the Transpertation Investment Fund
to provide for improvements to highways, streets and roads, and transit systems. Proposition 42,
however, allaws the transfer to be suspended when the state faces fiscal difficulties.

Propasition 42 is silent as to whether suspended transfer amounts are to be repaid to
transportation.

Since 2002, the state has suspended the Propesition 42 transfer twice because of the state's
flscal condition. In 2003-04, the transfer was suspended partially, and in 2004-05, the full
amount of the transfer was suspended. Existing |law requires that these suspended amaunts,
with interest, be repaid to transportation by 2008-09 and 2007-08, respectively.

Proposal

This measure amends the State Constitution to further timit the conditions under which the
Proposition 42 transfer of gasoline sales tax revenues for transportation uses can be suspended.
Specifically, the measure requires Proposition 42 suspensions to be treated as leans to the
General Fund that must be repaid in full, including interest, within three years of suspension.
Furthermore, the measure anly allows suspensian to occur bwice in ten consegutive [scal years.
No suspension could occur unless prior suspensians {excluding those made priog to 2007-08}
have been repaid in Full.

In addition, the measure lays out a new schedule to repay the Propesition 42 suspensiuns that
occurred in 2002-04 and 2004-05. Specifically, the suspended amounts must be repald and

dedicated to transportation uses no fater than June 30, 2016, at 3 specifled minimum arnual
rate of repayment.

Fiscal Effects

This measure wauld have no direct revenue or cost effect. By limiting the frequency and the
conditions under which Proposition 42 transfers may be suspended in a ten-year period, the
measure would make |t more difficult to use Proposition 42 gasoline sales tax revenues for
nontransportation purpeses when the state experiences fiscal difficulties. As a result, the
measure would ncrease the stabllity of funding to state and local transportation in 2007 and
thereafter. However, the state’s authority to direct available funds to meel othaer

nontransportation priorities in the event the state faces fscal difficulties would be somewhat
reduced.
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Proposition 1B
Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port
Security Bond Act of 2006.

Background

Califormia spends about 20 billion a yvear from a combination of state, Federal, and local funds to
mainkain, operate, and improve its highways, streats and roads, passenger rail, and transit
systems. These expenditures are primarily funded on a pay-as-you-go basis from taxes and user
lees.

There are two pritnary skate tax sources that fund state transportation programs. First, the
state’s 18 cent par gallon excise tax on gasoline and diesel fuel [generatly referred to as the gas
tax} generates about $3.4 billion annually. Second, revenues from the state sales tax on gasoline
and diesel fuel currently pravide about $2 hilllon a year. Additlonally, the state imposes weight
fees on commerclal vehlclas (trucks), which generate roughiy $9200 million a year. Ganerally,
these revenues rust be used for specific transportation purposes, including improvernents to
highways, streets and roads, passenger rail, and transit systems. These funds may also be used
to mitigate the envirocnmental impacts of various fransportation projects. Under specified
conditions, these revenues may be lnaned or used for nentransportation uses,

S5ince 1590, voters have approved raughly $5 billlon In state general ohligation bonds to fund
transportaticn. These bond proceeds have been dedicated primarily to passenger ratl and transit
improvements, as well as to retrofit highways and bridges for earthguake safety. As of June
2006, all but about $35% million of the authortzed bonds have been spent on projects.

In addition to state funds, California’s transportation system receives federal and local money.
The state receives about $4.5 billion a year in federal gasoline and diesel fuel tax revenues for
various transportation purposes. Collectively, local governments invest roughly $9.5 billion
annually Into Callfarnka’s highways, streets and roads, passenger rall, and transit systems. This
funding comes rmalnly from a mix of local sales and property taxes, as well as transit fares. Local
goverriments have also issued bonds backed mainly by local sales tax revenues to fund
transportation projects.

Proposal

This measure authorizes the state to sell about $20 billien of general obligation bonds ko fund
transportation projects to relieve congestion, improve the movement of goods, improve air
quality, and enhance the safety and security of the transportation sy=stem. {(See “An Owverview of
Stake Bond Debt” for basic information on state general obligation bonds.)

Figure 1 summarizes the purposes for which the bond money would be used. The bond maney
would be available for expenditure by various state agencies and for grants to local agencies and
transit operators upen appropriation by the Legislature:

»  Congestion Reduction, Highway and Local Road Improvements—$11.3 billlon—for
capltal improvements to reduce congestlon and Increase capaclty on state highways, local
roads, and public transit for grants available to locally Funded transportation projects, as
well as for projects to rehabilitate state highways and lecal reads.

= Public Transportation—3%4 billion—to make capital improvements fo local transit
seryices and the state's Intercity rall service. These improvements would include
purchastng buses and rall cars, as well as making safety enhancements to existing transit
facilities.

*  Goods Movement and Air Quality—43.2 billion—for projects to Improve the movement
of goods—through the ports, on the state highway and rail systems, and between
Callfornia and Mexlco—and for projects to improve air quality by reducing emissions
related to goods movement and replacing or retrofitting school buses.

*  Safety and Secutity—$1.5 hilliion—Ffor projects to increase protection against a security
threat or improve disaster response capabilities on transit systems; as well as for grants
to improve the safety of rall crossings to seismically retrofit local bridges, ramps, and
overpasses; and to improve security and disaster planning in publicly owned ports,
harbors, and ferry terminals,
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Figqure 1

Proposition 1B
Uses of Bond Funds

Feduce congeslion on stale highways and major access routes 4,500
Increase highways, reads, and transit capacily 2.000
improve local roads 2,000
Enhance State Roule 99 capacity, salety, and operations 1,000
Prowide grants for lncally funded transportation projects 1,000
Rehabilitate and improve operation of state highways and local roads 750
Improve local rail and transit services, including purchasing venicles 3,600
and right of way
Impmve lnter{:rq,uI rail, lncludmg pur{:hasmg ra:lcars and Iocomutwes 400
i R D $3,2008
Imprmre mavenent uf goods an stata hlghways and rail system and 52,000
in ports
Feduce emigsions frem goods moverment aclivities 1,000
Rstn:rﬁt ang replace schn-ul buses 200
" Bafely and Security... . T 7] S T AL
tmﬂrmre secuUrity and famhtale msaster response of transnt systems $1.000
Provide grants to improve raiiroad crossing safety 260
Provide grants to seismically retrofil local bridges and overpasses 125
Provide grants to improve security and disaster planning in publicly 100

owned ports, harbors, and ferry facilities
Total , ) $19,925

Fiscal Effects

Bond Costs. The costs of these bonds would depend on Interest rates in effect at the time they
are sold and the time period over which they ara repald. The state would likely make principal
and interast payments from the state's General Fund over a pertod of about 30 years, If the
bonds are sofd at an average intérest rate of 5 percent, the cost would be about £38.9 blllion to
pay off both the principal {$19.9 billion) and interast ($19.0 billlen]). The average repayment for
principal and interest would be about $1.3 billion per vear.

Operational Costs. The state and tocal governments that construct or Improve transportation
infrastructure with these bond funds (by, for example, building reads and bridges or purchasing
buses or railcars) will incur unknown additional costs to operate and maintaln them. A portlon of

these costs would be offset by revenuves generated by the improvements, such as transit fares
and tolls.
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Proposition 1C
Housing and Emergency Shelter Trust Fund Act of 2006.

Background

About 200,000 houses and apartments are bullt in Califurnla each year. Most of these housing
units are built entirely with private dollars, Some units, howevear, receive subsidies from federal,
state, and local governments, For instance, the state provides low-interest loans or grants to
developers {private, nonprofit, and governmental} to subsidize housing construction costs,
Typically, the housing must be sold or rented to Californians with 1ow Incomes. Other state
programs provide homebuyers with direct financlal assistance to help with the costs of a
downpayment.

While the state provides financlal assiskance through these programs, cities and counties are
respansible for the zoning and approval of new housing. In addition, cities, counties, and other
tecal governments are responsible for providing Infrastructura-related services to new housing—
surh as water, sewer, roads, and parks.

In 2002, voters approved Proposition 46, which provided a total of $2.1 billion of general
obligation bonds to fund state housing programs. We estimate that about $350 million of the
Propositlon 46 funds will be unspent as of Novernber 1, 2006,

Proposal

This measure authorizes the state to sell $2.85 billion of general obligation bonds to fund 13 new
ard existing housing and development programs. (See “An Overview of State Bond Debt” for
basic information on state general obligation bonds.} Figure 1 describes the programs and the
amount of funding that each would receive under the measure. About one-half of the funds
wauld go to existing state housing programs. The development programs, however, are new—
with details to be established by the Legisiature. The major allocations of the bond proceeds are
as follows:

i Develupment Prugrams {$IJE B:H.Tan)'3'The. measure wc:uld funcl threa new pmgramﬁ

ansporta‘tmn The prc:grams wuuld

i rojécts such+as parks: water, sewage,
transpnrtatlﬂn, anrii.houstng

=  Hameownership Programs {$625 Miflian). A number of the programs funded by this
measure would encourage homeownership for low- and moderate-income homebuyers.,
The funds would be used to provide downpayment assistance to homebuyers throuagh
low-interest [bans or grants. Typically, eligibility for this assistance would be based on the
households income, the cost of the home being purchased, and whether it is the
heousehold’s first home purchase.

»  Muftifamily Housing Programs {$590 Million ). The measure also would fund programs
aimed at the construction or rengvation of rental housing projects, such as apartment
buitdings, These programs generally provide local governments, nonprofit organizations, and
orivate developers with low-interest {3 percent) loans to fund part of the canstrsction cost. Tn
exchange, a project must reserve a portion of its units for low-income households for a
period of 55 years. This measure gives funding priority to projects in already developed areas
and near existing public services (such as public transportation),

»  Other Housing Programs (%285 Million ). These funds would be used to provide loans
and grants to the developers of homeless shelters and housing for farmworkers. In

addition, funds would be allocated to pilot projects almed at reducing the costs of
affordable housing.
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Figure

Proposition 1C
Uses of Bond Funds

Development in Grants for various projects—including parks, 450

urban areasd water, sewer, transportation, and
environmental cleanup—4o facilitate wrban
“infill”
development,
Development near Grants and loans to local governments and 3
public developers to encourage more dense
transportation? development near public ransporation.
Parksd Grant funding for parks Lhroughaolrt [he state. 200
$1,350
Low-income Variety of hameownership programs for low- 290
households income households.
Crownpayrment Deferred low-interest loans up to 8 percent of 200
assistance hame purchase price for first-time low- or
moderate-income homebuyers,
Local govermments  Grants 1o local governments which reduce 125

barriers to affordable housing. Funds would be
used for homebuyer assistance,

Self-help Granis {0 arganizations which assist low- or 10
canstruction moderate-income households in building or

rencvating their own homes.

$625

ittamiy Voising Programa L
Wultifamily housing  Low-interest loans for housing develapments 5345

far low-income renters.
Supportive housing  Low-interest loans for housing projects which 195

also provide healih and zocial services to low-
noome renters.

Homeless youth Low-interest loans for housing projects which &0
provide housing for homeless young pecple.

Fammworker Lowsinterast lnans and grants for developing $135

housing housing for fammworkers.
Pift programs? Grants and loans for pilot projects lo develop 100
housing at reduced costs.
Homeless shelters Granis for developing homeless shelters, B0
&285

Total $2,850

A New program.

The funds would be allocated over a number &f years. The measure provides the Legislature
broad authority to make future changes to these programs to ensure their effectivensess.
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Fiscal Effect

Bond Costs. The cost to pay off these bonds would depend primarlly an the following two
factors.

Payment Period. The state would likely make principal and Interest payments on the
bonds from the state’s General Fund over a8 period of about 30 years.

Interest Rate. Usually, the interest on bonds issued is exempt from beth state and
federal taxes because the bonds are for public purposes. This rasults in lower debt
service payments for the state. Some programs preposed by this measure, however,
waotld not be eliglble for the federal tax exemption—resulting in a higher interest rate.
This |5 because the housing programs provide funds for private purposes. {We estimata
this would be the case for about 60 percent of the bonds.}

If the federally taxable bonds were sold at an average rate of 6.5 percent and the remaining
beonds at an average rate of 5 percent, the cost to the state would be about $6.1 billion to pay off
both the principal {$2.85 billion} and the interest ($3.3 billion}. The average payment would be
about $204 million each year.

Administrative Costs. The Department of Housing and Cormmunity Development and the
California Houslng Finance Agency would experience increased costs to adminlster the varlous
hiausing and urban development programs. A portion of the programs” allocations—probably
between $100 miiHon and $150 million of the total bond funds—would be usad to pay these
acdministrative costs over time,
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Proposition 1E
Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of 2006.

Background

State Rale. Multiple agencies at each level of governiment (state, federal, and local} have some
respansiblilties for Agod management. In addition, private entities own and operate some flood
control facllities. The state carries out 2 nomber of programs designed to provide flood
management. Some of these programs are gperated directly by the state, while others provide
grants to local agencies far similar purposes.,

The state iz primarily responsible for flood control in the Central Valley. As shown in Figure 1, the
state Central Valley flood control system includes absut 1,600 miles of levees, as well as other
flood controd Infrastructure such as overflow welrs and channels. The state directly funds the
construction and repair of flood management structures such as levees, typically with a federal
and local cost zhare. For approximately 80 percent of the levees in the Central Velley flood
control system, the state has turned over the operations and maintenance Lo local governments

{primarity loeal Aood control distrlcts), although the state retalns ultimate responsibility for these
levess and the systemn as a whole,

Flgare 1
Central Valley Flood Conlyel System
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Gutside the Central Valley system, the stata's rode In flood management generally consists of
providing financial assistance to focal governments for fleod control projects located throughout
the state. For exarmple, the state has provided funding for the Santa Ana River Mainstemn fload
control preject that spans Crange, Riverside, and San Bernarding Counties. In the Sacramento-
San Joaquin River Delta region (Deita), as another example, the state has no oversight role with
respect to local levee construction or maintenance {a majority of Delta levees—about 700
miles—are located outside the state system), Because a slgnificant portion of the state’s
population depends on water supplies that come through the Delta, there is a state interest In
the continued operation of the Delta levee systern, Given this, the state has provided financial
assistance over many years to local flood control districts in the Delta region to rehabilitate and
maintain levees,

Funding. In general, state flood maragement pragrarms have been funded from the General
Fund, with some use of bond funds, Since 1994, the voters have authorized 2 number of state
general obligation bonds, of which abaut $400 milllen has been allocated specifically for flood
management purposes, Most of these bond funds for Flood management have already been
spent.

State funding levels for flood management have varied substantially on a year-to-year basls,
largely depending on the availability of Genera! Fund and bond monies For this purpose. For
example, since 2000-01, annual state funding for flood management has varled from a low of
about $&60G million (2002-03) to a high of about $270 million (2000-01). In addition to state flood
managemeant programs, local governments, including flood contral districts and other public
water agencles, aperate their own floed managerment programs and projects, Funding far these
Incal programs comes from various sources, including property assessments and, In some cases,
financial asslstance frorm the stake,

A law passed earlier this year provides $500 millien from the General Fund for emergency levee
repairs angd other flood management-related cosks,

The Department of Water Resources (DWR) has made rough estimates of the cost to repair and

upgrade the Central Valley flood control system and levees in the Delta of between $7 billion and
£12 billian,

Proposal

This measure authorizes the state to seli about $4.1 billion in general cbligation bonds for
various flood management programs. (See "An Overview of State Bond Debt” for basic
informaticn on state general oligation bonds.) Figure 2 surnmarizes the purposes for which the
bond money would be available to be spent by DWHR and for grants to local agencies. In order to

spend these bond funds, the measure reguires the Leglslature to appropriate them in the annual
budget act or anather law,

Figure 2

Proposition 1E
Uses of Bond Funds

- Aounts

State Central Valley flood control system repairs and improvements; $3,000
Della levee repairs and mainlenance.
Flood contrsl subventions {(ocal projects outside the Central Valley). 500
Stormwater flood management (grants for projects outside the 300
Central Valley).
Flood protection comidors and bypasses; floodplain mapping. 290
Total 34,080

Specificatly, the bond includes about $4.1 billion for various flood management activities,
allocated as follows:
= State Central Vallay Flood Control System and Dalta Levees—%3 Billion. To
evaluata, repair, and restore existing levees in the state's Central Valley flood contral
system; to improve or add Facilities in order to increase flood protection for urban areas
In the state’s Central Valley flood control system; and to reduce the risk of lavee failure in
the Delta region through grants ko focal agencies and direct spending by the state.
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* Flood Control Subventions—$500 Million. To provide funds to local governments far
the state’s share of costs for locally sponsored, federally authorized flond controf projects

outside the Central "..I"alleyr System. _ )

Stormwater] nagement=$300 MillfonFo

ChntraiValiavs ‘*cem fﬂr Broleckiito Mandoe Spotmwater;

= Statewide Flood Protection Corridors and Bypassas—$290 Million. To protect,
create, and enhance flood protection corridors, Including food control bypasses and
setback levees; as well as for floodplain mapping.

ool SO

Eﬂutﬁld& Df

Fiscal Effects

Bond Costs. The costs of thase bonds would depend on interest rates In effect at the time they
are sold and the time period over which they are repaid. The state would likely make principal
and interest payments from the state’s General Fund over a perlod of about 30 vears. If the
bonds were sold at an average interest rate of 5 parcent, the cost woutd be about $8 billion to
pay off both the principal ($4.1 billion) and interest {$3.2 bllllon). The average payment would
he about $266 million par year.

Property Tax-Related Impacts. The measure provides funds for land acquisition by the state
for floed management, including the development of bypasses and setback levees. Under state
law, property owned by government entltles ks exermpt from property taxation. To the extent that
this measure results In property being exempted from taxation due to acquisitions by
governments, local governments would receive reduced property tax revenues, Because the
megsure does not specify what portion of the bond funds will be used for acquisitions, the impact
on local property tax revenues statewide is unknown, but is potentially up to several million
dallars annually.

Operational Costs. To the extent that bond funds are used by state and local governments to
purchase property or develop a new flood contral project, these governments would Jncur
LUnknown additional costs to operate or maintain the properties or projects.
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Proposition 84
Water Quality, Safety and Supply. Flood Control. Natural
Resource Protection. Park Improvements. Bonds. Initiative
Statute.

Background

State Spending on Resources Programs. The state operatas a variety of programs to
conserve natural resources, protect the environment, provide flood control, and offer recreational
opportunities for the public. The state also operates a program to plab for future water supplies,
flood control, and other water-related reguirernents of a growing population. In addition to direct
state expenditures, the state also provides grants and leans to local governments and nonprofit
organizations for similar purpeses. These programs support a variety of specific purposes,
incloding:

=  Natural Resource Conservation. The state has provided funds 1o purchase, protect,

and improve natural areas—including wilderness and open-space areas; wildlife bhabitat;

coastal wetlands: Forests; and rivers, lakes, streams, and their watersheds,
Safe Drinking Watler. The state has made loans and grants to publlc water systems for
faclllty Improvemeants te meet state and federal safe drinking water standards.
Flood Controf. The state has funded the construction and repair of fiood control projects
in the state Central Valley flood control system. The state has alzo provided financial
assistance 1o [ocal agencles for lucal flood contrel projects in the Sacramento-San Joagquin
River Dedta and In other areas outside the Central Valley,
= Other Water Quality and Water Supply Projects. The state has made available funds
for warious other projects throughout the state that improve water quality and/for the
reliability of water supplies. For examgple, the state has provided loans and grants to local
agencies for the construction and implementation of wastewater treatment, water
conzervation, and water pollution reduction projects.
State and Local Parks. The state operaies the state park system, and has provided

funds to local governments for the acquisition, maintenance, and cperation of Tocal and
regional parks.

Funding for Resources Programs. Funding for these various programs has traditionally come
from General Fund revenues, federal funds, and genaral obligation bonds. Since 1994, voters
have authorlzed approximately $13 killion in general obligation bonds for various resources
purposes. Of this amount, approximately £1.4 hillion is projected o remaln avallable for new
projects as of June 30, 2006, primarily for water-related purposes. Leqgistation enacted sarlier

this year providas $500 mitlion from the General Fund for emergency levee repairs and other
flood control-related expenditures.

Proposal

This initiative allows the state to sell $5.4 bllllen in general obligation bonds for safe drinking
water, water quality, and water supply; flood eamntrol; natural resource protection; and park
improvements. (See “An Overview of State Bond Debt” for basic information on state general
cbligatien bends.) Figure 1 summarizes the purposes for which the bond money would be
avalilable for expenditure by various state agencies and for lpans angd grants, primarily to local
agencies and nonprofit organizations. In order to spend most of these bond funds, the measure
requires the Lagislature to appropriate them in the annual budaet act or othar legislation.
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Figure 1
Proposition 84
Uses of Bond Funds

naiify Lo
sIntegrated regional water management. 1.000
¥ «Safe drinking water.
v +*Delia and agriculture water quality,
" Pratectlon of Rivers. Lakis, and Stheims:
v sRegional consarvancios,

v «{ther projects—public access, tiver parkways, urban stream 189
restoration, California Conservation Corps.
v «[lelta and coastal fisheries restoration. 180
¥ «Restoration of the San Joaguin River, 100
4 «Restoralion projects relaled to the Colorado River. a0
aStnn'nwater ‘pellilién:prévénticn a0
- Fiaod. Control i i nai DT g
¥ s5tate flood control prnjec'ls—e-.raluatmn syst»arn 313
improvements, flood comdor progranm.
v sFlood control projects in the Della. 275
o sLical floed control subventions {outside the Central Walley 180
flood control systerm).
v «Floodplain mapping and assistance for local land use
planning. an
S'ﬂ'stainable Cummunl‘uaﬂ' and Cllmata Chang& Redoction - S 668D
- sLacal and regional parks. 400
v sLrban water and energy consetvation propects. &)
e slncentives for consenvation in local plannmg a1
Pmtuctmn o Enachas, ans, and Cuastal Watnrs S iy L &BED
v sProtection of varous coasztal arcas and walersheds, B0
¥ =Clean Beaches Program. 90
v «California Goesan Protection Trust Fund—maring rezgurces, a0
sustainable fi shenes and marine wiid|ife mnseruatmn
. Parks and Natural Edu-::atlon Facilitias":* Lol ERU - T s500
" «Slate park system—acquisition, develupmeni and 400
restoration,
v «Mature education and research fau::tllhe's 100
. Forest:arid:Wildlife Conservation: - ERERNERE V1.
v “Wildlife habitat protection, 225
v sForest conservalion, 180

v -F'rolectlon c:f ranc;hes farms and {Jak woodlands 45

~ -Plannlng fc:r future water needs water comveyance syslems, B5
and flood control projects.

Total $5 388

Fiscal Effects

Bond Costs. The cost of these bonds would depend on Interest rates in effect at the time they
are soid and the time period aver which they are repaid. The state would likely make principal
and interast payrmeants from the state's General Fund over a peried of about 30 years. If the
bonds were soid at an average interest rate of 5 percent, the cost would be about $10.5 bilillon to

pay off bath the princtpal ($5.4 bllian) ang inkterest ($5.1 billion). The average payment would
b abaut $250 millian per year.

Property Tax-Related Impacts, The |nitlative provides funds for land acquisition by
governments and nonprofit organizations for various purposes, Under skare law, property owned
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by government antities and by nonprofit organizations {under speclfied conditions) is exempt
from property taxation. To the extent that this inltlative results in property being exempted from
taxation due to acquisitions by governmeants and nonprofit organizations, local govemments
wolld receive reduced property tax revenues, We estimate these reduced property tax revenues
would be several million dollars annually.

Operational Costs. State and local governments may incur additional costs to operate or
maintain the properties or projects, such as new park facilities, that are purchased or developed
with these band funds. The amount of these petentltal additional casts is unknown, but could be
tens of milliens of dollars per year.
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Proposition 90
Government Acquisition, Regulation of Private Property.
Initiative Constitutional Amendment.
Summary

This measure amends the California Constitation to:

*  Hequire government to pay property owners for substantial economic losses resulting
from some new laws and rules.

*  Limit government authority to take ownership of private property.

This measure applles to all types of private property, including homes, buildings, land, cars, and

"Intangible” property (such as ownership of a2 business or patent). The measure’s requiraments
apply to all state and local governmental agencies.

Paying Preperiy Owners for Economic Losses

State and local governments pass laws and other rules to benefit the overall public health,
safety, or welfare of the community, including its long-term economy. {In this analysis, we use
the term “laws and rules” to cover a variety of government requirements, Including statutes,
ardinances, and requlations.)

In some cases, government requirements can reduce the value of private property. This can be
the case, for example, with laws and rules that (1} limit development on & homeowner’s

property, {23 require Industrles to change thelr operations to reduce paliution, or (3) restrict
apartment rents,

Proposal

This measure requires government o pay property owners if it passes certain new laws or rules
that result in substantial economic losses to their property. Below, we discuss the types of laws

and rules that would be exempt from the measure’s requirements and those that might regulre
government compensation.

What Laws and Rules Would Not Require Compensation?

All existing laws and rules would be exempt from the measure’s compensation requirement. New
laws and rules also would be exermpt from this requirement if government enacted them: (1) to
protect public health and safety, (2) under a declared state of emergency, or {3} as part of rate
regulation by the California Pubdic Utilities Commissian.

What Laws and Rules Could Require Compensation?

while the terms of the measure are not clear, the measure provides three exarples of the types
of new laws and rufes that could require compensation. These examples relate to land use and
development and are summarized beiow,

«  Downzoning Property. This term refers to decistons by government o reduce the
amount of developmeant permitted on a parcel. For example, a government action to
atlow construction of three homes on an acre whare five homes previously had been
permitted commaonly is called "downzoning.”

v Limitations en the Use of Private Air Space. This term generally refers to actions by
government that limit the halght of a building. For example, a governmeant rule limiting
how tall 2 building may be fo preserve views or maintain historical character often is
called a limitation of "air space.”

v Efiminating Any Access to Private Property. This term could include actions such as
Closing the only public road leading to a parcel.

In addition to the examples clted above, the broad language of the measure suggests that its
provislons could apply to a varlety of future governmental requirements that impose economic
losses on property owners, These laws and rules could include requlrements relating, for
example, to employment condlitions, apartment prices, endangered species, historlcal
preservation, and consumer financial protection.
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Would Government Pay Property Owners for All Losses?

Under current law and court rulings, government usually |5 required to compensate property
owners for losses resultlng From laws or rules if governmant’s actlon deprives the owners of
virtually all beneficial use of the property.

This measure specifies that government must pay property owners If 2 new law or rule imposes
“substantial economic losses” an the owners. While the measure does not define this term,
dictlonarles define "substantial” to be a lavel that is fairy large or considerable, Thus, the
measure appears to require government to pay property owners for the costs of many more laws
and rules than it dnes today, but would not require government o pay for smaller (ar [ess than
substantial) lasses.

Effects on State and Local Governments

The measure’s provislons regarding economic losses could have a malor effect on futurs state
and local government palicymaking and costs. The amount and nature of these effects, however,
ks difficult to determine as it would depend on how the courts interpreted the measure’s
provisions and how the Legislatura Implemented (t. Most notably:

»  How Many Laws and Rulas Would Be Exempt From the Requirement That
Government Pay Property Owners for Losses? The measure does not require
government to compensate property awners under certain circumstances {(such as actions
to protect public health and safety). If these exemptions were interpreted broadly {rather
than narrowly), fewer new laws and rules could require compensation.

»  How Big Is a Substantial Economic Lass? If relatively small losses {zay, less than a
10 percent reduction in falr market value} to a property owner required compensation,
government could be required to pay many property owners for costs resulting from new
lawsz and rules. On the other hand, If courts ruled that a logss must exceed S0 percent of
fair market value to be a substantial economic loss, governmeant would be required to pay
fawer property owners.

Under the measura, state and local governments probably would maodify their policyrmaking
practices to try to avoid the costs of compeansating property owners far 10sses. Tn some cases,
government might decide not ko create laws and rules beczuse of these costs. In other raszes,
gavernment might take alternative approaches to achieving its goals. For example, government,
cauld:

»  Gjve property owners incentives to voluntarily carry out public objectives.

. Reduce the scope of government requirements so that any property owners’ Insses were
not substantial,

= Link the new |law or rule directly to a public health and safety {or ather exempt] purpose.

There probably would be many cases, howewver, where government would incur additional costs
as a resulk of the measure. These would include situations where government anficipated costs
to compensate property ownars at the time it passed a law—as well as cases when government
dld not expect to incur thess costs. The total amount of these payments by government Lo
property owners carnot be determined, but could he significant on a statewide basis.

Limiting Government Authority to Take Property

Eminant domain {also called "condemnatian”) is the power of tocal, state, and federal
governmeants [0 take private property for a public use 50 long as government compensates the
property owner. {In some cases, government has given the power of erminent domain te private
entities, including telephona and energy cormpantes and nonprofit hospitals. In this analysis,
these private enfities are included within the meaning of “governimenk.”)

Over the yvears, government has taken private property to build roads, schools, parks, and other
public facilities. In addition to these uses of eminent domain, government also has taken
pioperty for public purposes that do not include construction ef publle Facllities. For example,
government bas takan property to: help develop higher value businesses in an area, correct
envircnmental problems, erhance tax revenues, and address "public nuisances” {such as
hazardous buildings, blight, and criminat activity).
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Proposal

This measure makes significant ehanges to government authority to take property, including:
= Restricting the purposes for which government may take property.
*  [ncreasing the amount that government must pay property owners,

»  Requiring government to sell property back to its origingl owners under certain
circumstances.

Below, we discuss the major changes proposed by the measure, beqginning with the situations
under which government could—and could not—take property.

Under What Circumstance Could Government Take Property?

Under the measure, government could take private property to build public reads, schools,
parks, and other government-owned public facllities, Government alsa could take property and
lease it to a private entity to provide a public service [such as the canstruction and operation of a2
toll road). If a public nuisance existed on a specific parcel of land, government could take that

parcel to correct the public nuisance. Finally, government could take property as needed to
respond to a declared state of emergency.

What Property Takings Would Be Prohibited?

Before taking property, the measure requires government to state a "public use” for the
properky. The measure narrows the definition of puldic use in a way that generally would prevent
governrment from taking a property:

v To Transfer it to Private Use. The measure specifies that government must malntain
ownership of the property and use It only for the public use It specified whedp it took the
propeity.

» To Address a Public Nuisance, Unless the Public Nuisance Existed on That
Particular Property. For example, government could not take aff the parcels in a run-
down area unless it showed that each and every parcel was blighted.

"  As Part of a Plan to Change the Type of Businesses in an Area or Increase Tax
Revenues. For example, government could not take property to promote development of
a new retail or tourist destination area.

In any legal challenge regarding a property taking, government would be required to prove ta a
jury ithat Lhe Laking is for o public use as deflined by this measare. In addltion, courts could not
hold property owners liable to pay government's attorney fees or other legal costs if the property
owner loses a legal challenge.

How Much Would Government Have to Pay Property Owners?

Current law requilres government £o pay “just compensation” to the owner before taking
property. Just compensation includes money to reimburse the owner for the property’s "fair
market value” (what the property and its improvements would sell for on an open market}, plus
ary reductlon in the valug of remalning portions of the parcel that government did not take,
State law also requires government to compensate property owners and renters for moving costs
and some business costs and losses.

The measure appears to increase the amount of menay government must pay when it takes
property. Under the measure, for example, government would be reguired to pay more than a
property’s fair market walue if a greater sum were necessary to place the property owner “In the
same posltlon monetariky” as if the property had never been taken. The meaasurs also appears to
make property owners eligible for reimbursement for a wider range of costs and expenses
associated with the property taking than is currently the case.

When Would Government Sell Properties to Former OQwners?

If government stopped using property for the purpose it stated at the time it tock the property,
the former owner of the property (or an keir) would have the rlght to buy Lack the property. The
proerty would be assessed for property tax purposes as if the former owner had owned the
property continuously.

—-173-



Effects on State and Local Governmenis

Government buys many hundreds of millions of dollars of praperty from private owners annually,
Relatively few properties are acquired using government’s eminent domain power. Instead,
government buys mast of this property from wiffing sellers. {Property owners often are aware,
however, that govemnmment could take the property by eminent domain if they did not negotiate a
mutually agresable sale.)

A substantial amount of the property that government acquires is used for roads, schools, oF
other purpsses that mest the public use requirements of this measure—or is acgulred to address
specific public nuisances. In these cases, the measure would not reduce government's authority
to take property. The measure, however, likely would increase somewhat the armount that
government must pay property owners to take thelr property. In addition, the measure could
result in willing seilers increasing their asking prices. {This is because sellers could demand the
amount that they woitld have received if the property were taken by eminent domain.) The
resulting increase in government’s costs to acquire property cannot be determined, but could be
significant.

The rest of the property government acquires is used for purposes that do not meet the
requirermnents of this measura. In these cases, government could not use eminent domain and
could acquire property only by negotiating with property owners on a voluntary basis. If property
owners demanded selliing prices that were more than the amount government previously would
have paid, govermment’s spending to acquire praperty would increase. Alternatively, IF property
owners did not wish to sell their property and ng other suitable property was avallable for
government to purchase, government’s spanding to acquire property would decrease.

Overall, the net impact of the limits on government's authority to take property ls unknown. We
estimate, however, that is it likely to result in slgnlflcant net costs an a slalewide basis,
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Drate: Auoust 10, 20006
To: (C/CAG Board of Directors
From: Congestion Management and Alr Quality (CMAQ) Comnmttee

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 06-28 TO ADOPT THE POLICY
ON TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS (TTA) TO DETERMINE TRAFFIC IMPACTS
ON THE CONGLESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (CMP) ROADWAY
NETWORK RESULTING FROM ROADWAY CHANGES, GENERAL PLAN
UPDATES, AND LAND USE DEVELOFMENT PROJECTS

(For further information or guestions contact Richard Napicr at 599-1420 or Sandy
Wong ai 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That C/CAG review and approve Resolution 06-28 to adopl the policy on ‘I'raffic Tmpact Analysis
{TIA) to determine traffic impacts on the Congestion Management Program (CMP) roadway
networl resulting from roadway changes, General Plan updates, and land use development projects.

FISCAL TMPACT

Included in the adopled C/CACG budget.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Policy compliance will be monitored by existing C/CAG staff.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSTION

This item was introduced as an information item at the December 8, 2005 C/CAG Doavd meeting.
The Board directed staif to distribute the Draft Policy on Tratfic Impact Analysis (TLA} to
cities/county for comments. Since then, the Drait Policy has heen circulated to all City Managers
and County Manager for review and comment. Responses were received from ihe cilies of Menlo
Park and Redwood City. The TTA Subcommillee met on February 28, 2006 to address the
comments received and developed responses to City of Menlo Park and City of Redwood City. At
the CMP Technical Advisory Commitles (TAC) and the CMAQ approved the revised policy at their
March 16, 2006 and March 27, 20006 respective mectings.

Subsequently, City of Menlo Park provided additional comments to further clarify the policy.

C/CAG stall and the TIA subcommittee representative met with stalfl from the City of Menlo Park

to male laneuage changes to the policy and made it easier fin readers. The TAC and CMAQ

approved the final changes at their Junc 15, 2006 and June 26, 2006 respective meelings. The

CMACQ [wiher directed staff ta encourage local junisdictions to provide incentive to increase ITEM 5.2
densities in select locations thal will cumulatively ephance (he viability of improved lransit service.

FoUEERS OO WD CMP - Traffie Imack Analysis Policyhoh-28 UTA sdepled Iy Board 081006.00C
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ATTACHMENT

» Resolution 06-28.

« Policy on Traffic inpact Analysis (TLA) to determine traffic impacts on the Congestion
Management Program (CMP) readway nelwork resulting from roadway changes, General
Flan updates, and land use developmenl projects.

» Comments from City of Redwood City,

e  (Comments from City of Menlo Park.

7 \DSERS\ OCATNWIDATES CMP-Tralfic Imact Analysis Bolicyi06-23 TIA adopted by Bosrd 08100f.700
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RESOLUTION NQ. 06-28

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEQ
COUNTY (C/CAG) ADOPTING THE POLICY ON TRAFFIC IMPACT
ANALYSIS (ITA) TO DETERMINE TRAFFIC IMPACTS ON THE
CONGESTTON MANAGEMENT PROGRAM {CMP) ROADWAY NETWORK
RESULTING FROM ROADWAY CHANGES, GENERAL PLAN UPDATES,
AND LAND USE DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of ibe Cily/County Assocation of Govemnments of
San Mateo County {C/CAG), that

WHIEREAS, C/CAG is (he designated Congestion Management Agency respensible {or the
development and implementation of the Congestion Management Program for San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has developed a policy on Trallic Impact Analysis (T1A) to delermine
impacts on the Congestion Management Program ((MP) roadway network resulting from roadway
changes, General Plan Updates, and jand vee developiment projects; and

WIERFAS, Said Trallic Impact Analysis pelicy wiil cstablish procedures to detennine
cumulalive trallic capacity itnpacts on the CMT roadway netwaork far projects.

WHEREAS, C/CAG has cireulated said policy for conunent to all local junsdictions in San
Mateo County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVYED thal the Board of Directors of C/CAG hereby
adopls  the policy on Traffic Impact Analysis (TTA) to determine inipacts on the Congeslion

Management Program (CMP) roadway network resulling from roadway changes, General Plan Updates,
and land use development projects.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF Aungust 2000.

James M. Vreelanduj-r:, Chanr

B ZWUSERSY COAd WPDATANAIENDAS 200 6 Auguut y0F- 25 TTR adopted by Board 081006 .D0C
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C/CAG

Criv/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN Ma1eo COUNTY
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Policy on Traffic Impact Analysis (TEA)
To Determine Traffic Impacts on the Congestion
Management Program (CMP) Roadway Network
Resulting From Roadway Changes, General Plan
Updates, and Land Use Development Projects

August 140, 2006
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Section 1
INTRODUCTION

Az the Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County, C/CAG is responsible for
maintaining the performance and standards of the Congestion Management Program (CWP)
roadway network., The CMP roadway network is of countywide significance, and their
performance must he preserved.

Traffic Impact Anakysis {TLA) i3 the torm used in the study of the expected effects of projects and
land use decisions on transportation facilities. The study’s purpose is to determine whether the
transporlalion system can accommeodate the iratfic generated by the projects ot land use
decisions. And 1o help decision makers to make improvements needed to the roadways, bike
routes, sidewalks, and lransil services affected by the project. This helps deeiston makers
determine whether to approve the project and what conditions fo impose on the project.

This document includes the following sections:

s Secuons Inlroduclion
Scction ;. Diclinition & Purposc
Sectiom I Policy
1. Roadway Modification Projects
2. General Plan and Specific Plans
3. Land Use Development Frojects
* Section IV: Scope and Parameters of Traffic’ Tmpacl Analysis
= Sechon ¥V Defimbion of CMP Tmpact

Fage lTolld
Augusl 10, 2008
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Section 11
DEFINITION & PURPOSE

Detinition

This document stales policy and establishes procedures to determine cumulative capacity impacls

on the CMP roadway network (impacts on the quality ol traflic services) from the following three
types of projects:

}. Roadway modification projeets:
a. Projects thal change the tratfic capacity of CMT roadway.
b. Projects near the CMP roadway and impact the CMP roadway network.,
2. General Plan and Specific Plans.
a. New General Plan or General Plan updates which include land usc changes that would
cause an impact on the CMP roadway network.
b. Specific Plans, Specilic Arca Plans, Precise Plans, which include land use changes that
would canse an impact on the CMP roadway network.
3. Land use development project.

Purpase

The purpoese of this policy is to ensure uniform procedures for performing Traffic Impacl
Analysis to evaluale impacts on the CMP roadway resulling from land use and project decisions
in San Mateo County.

The intent of Lhis policy is to preserve acceptable performance on the CMP roadway network,
and Lo establish conumunity standards for consistent system-wide transportation review.
Preservation of CMP roadway and interseclion performance will require an cvaluation of the near
and long term impacts of General Plan updates, tand use development proposals, as well as
proposed roadway modifications that will either reduce the capacity of the CMP nctwork, or
cause additional traffic on the CMP network.

It is not intended that the Traffic Impact Analysis guided by this document will provide all
information required for California Environmental Quality det (CEQA) purposes. Tralfc

imipact analysis lo determine traftic impacts on the CMP network may be conducted as part of the
CEQA process.

This policy will be reviewed and intcgrated into the 2007 Congestion Management Program for
Qan Maten County. Tt will be revicwed subsequently in two years.

pare 2 01 14
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Section 111
POLICY

This policy provides an avenue to assess the cumulalive Lraflie impacts on the Congestion
Management (CMP) roadway network, of General Plan decisions made by local jurisdictions. 1t
provides direction to local junisdichions on how to analyze CMP traffic inpacts resulting from
roadway changes or land use decisions, determing feasible and appropnate mitigations.

Land usc development proposals and proposed roadway modifications must be consistent with
the jurisdiction’s adopted General Plan, unless the proposal is to be amended mto the General
Plan hefore fnal approval by the jueisdiction. Local junsdictions must evaluate traftic impacts of

proposcd revisions to their jurisdiction-wide General Plans and Specific Area Plans on the CMP
network.

1. Roadway Modification Projects

Project sponsor, in consultation with C/CAG slaff, shall determning if a roadway modification
project ot or near a CMP roadway will have potential near-term and long-term traflic impacts on
the CMP roadway network. Section 4, Seope and Parameters of Traffic hupuct Analysis, and
more speeifically the definition of impacts in Seclion 3, Definition of CME Impacts should be
uscd in developing initia! thresholds (e.g. change in intersection or lane volumes) to determine
significant traffic impacts o a CMI' roadway.

I inilial asscssment indicates that significant traffic inpact on the CMP network may resull [rom
the preposed project, its sponsor must conduet traffic impact analysis consistent with this policy
to determine iraffic impacts on the CMP roadway system. Moreover, a travel demand
forecasting model must be used (o deterine long-term traffic impacts if (he project is to modify
the CMP roadway. See “Travel Demand Forecasting”™ requirements below. For near tenn
analysis, if the travel demand lorecasting model does not provide the level ol dctail desired, then
the use of manual assignment models, micro-sinlation models or other lools to provide a more
detamled and informative analysis of a roadway project 1s acceptlable,

Mitigation:

Proposcd roadway changes to the CMP roadway that are determmined to have a
CMP traffic impacts for current or future vears cannot be considered in

conformily with the Congestion Management Program unless mitigated to no
CMP mpaet.

(CMP traffic impacts could be mitigaled through modificalions ol ihe proposcd
project. The level of service analysis or siulation can oflen be wsed to identify
elements of the project that, 1f modified, will reduee the project impacis.
Mitligation measurcs may also include roadway umprovements, operational
changes, or a provision for alternate routes. For example, adding a turn lane at

page 3 0l 14
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the mlersection, modifying or eliminating on street parking may improve travel
times. All muligation measures shall first be discussed with and reviewed by
C/CAQG staff.

2. General Plan and Specific Plans

Project sponsor, in consultation wilth C/CAG staff, shall determine if a General Plan change or a
Spectfic Plan will have potential traflic impacts on the Congestion Management Program (CMP)
roadway nelwork. Junsdictions must conduct travel demand forecasting and traffic impacl
analysis to determine long lerm eumuliebive traffic impacts on the CMP roadway systom. Sce
“Travel Demand Forecasting” requarements below, For scope and parameters of traffic impact
analysis, ses Scction 4. For definition of traffic impacls on the CMP syslem, zee Section 5. if'a
Junsdiction makes small and incremiental amendments 1o 11s General Tlan o include land use
changes, and that each individual land vsc change would not have CMP traffic impact, then
exibility is provided that the travel demand forceasting model needs to be run every two years
to account for the cumualative hist of projecis and site specific General Plan changes.

Mitigation:
(General Plan updates or Specilic Plans that are determined to have CMP traffic
mpacts must cansult CACAG staff to identify feasible mitipations.

Cumulative development traffic impacts identified in the cvalustion of a
Junsdiclion may be mitigated in a variety of ways. Clearly, revising the
allowable land use intensities 1s the most direct way to mitigate traffic impacts to
the CMP network. However, i01s recognized that this may not be consistent with
the jurisdiction’s economic development plans.  As altenatives, the junsdiction
may adopt a trip reduction policy thatl reguires new development to make
measurable reductions in their trip seneration. These trip reduction requircments
should be incorporated in the standard Conditions of Approval. The local
jurisdiction should also 1mplement a plan to monitor or sample actual trip
generation to ensure that the trip reduction conditions arc being met following
project occupancy. Altematively, jurisdictions may elect to provide capital
improvernents to reduce the traffic impact of cumulative development, To be
viable, this type of mitipation must include a reliable funding mechanism such as
a traffic muitigation fee program that inclodes, at a minimum, partial funding for
the impacted CMP roadways. Where the impact 15 on the [Teeway systerm il will
usually not be feasible to futly fund a necded improvement through a local fec.
However, the fee program should provide a minimum of funding that would
meet hikely local share requirements, if approved by the jurisdiction.

All matigation measures shall first be discussed with and reviewed by C/CAG
staf{ before they are meluded in the reporl.

rucd of 14
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3. Land Use Development Projects

Project sponsor shall comply with the “Land Tlse Impact Analysis Program”™ guidelines in the
latest Congestion Management Program {CMP) for San Mateo County. Project sponsors shall
consult C/CAG staff reganding land use development projects that are delermined 1o have traffic
impacts on the CMT roadway network. '

Mitigations:

Adopted General Plan trip reduction requiremients should ultimately be implemented at
the project level through Conditions of Approval. As with the General Plan mitigations,
the irip reduction program should include a plan [or monitering trip generation and
procedures to determine if established targets are met or exceeded. The option o reduce
the intensity of a project to eliminate sipnificant impacts o the CMP network should
also be congidercd. If physical mitigation ts desired, the jurisdiction should detenmine
whother the project can and should be required to construct the mibgabion project or
whether funding the project’s pro rata share is appropriaie, and paid Lo the jurisdiction,

Travel Demand Forecasting Requirements

Tt is the inlent of this policy that the cumulative traflic impacts to the CMP roadway system be
cvaluated consistently throughout the County. Toward this end, the C/CAG Countywide Travel
Demand Forecasting Model must be used to forecast trafiic demand for the analysis of the long-
temm cumulative trailic impacts of CMP roadway modilication projects, General Plan updales,
Specific Arca Plans, or individual development projects,

Long Term Cumulative Analysis

The long-term cumulative analysis must be based on C/CAG or CFCAG derivative model
forecasts. C/CAG will periodically update the model to provide travel demand forecasts under a
15 10 20 year planning herizen. This does not, nceessarily require individual cumulative model
runs for each land use development project. For cxample, a project that is congistent with the
City’s cxisting General Plan may not require & new model run. Previous General Plan consistent
mode! results can be used. The alternative methods used [or near term analysis or indivudual
development projects as described in the next section may be nsed to modify the cxisting model
results to illustrate conditions with and without the proposed project.  If alternative methods are
used to modify cumulative mode! forecasts, comparison must be made with long-range C/CAG
model forecasts to ensure consistency. This type of minor adjustiments W the C/CAG medcl
resulis is permitted for individual Yand use development projects or minor changes to an existing
General Plan. However new C/CAG maodcl runs are requared atl Jeast cvery two vears', for
Specific Plans and fur major Generat 1'lan updatcs. Updating the CACAG mode] runs 35
necessary 1o ensurc that the cumulative impacis both within each junsdiction as wcll as from
neichboring junisdictions are represented n the mode] resulis.

I The bienmial update of the C/CAG model mens can be postponed until they are needed for the analysis ol 4
development, planning or CMI® roadway project. Thercfore, in conumunitics with limited develapment activity, the
vwo-year-old model nms need only be upduted when there iz 2 lavd use or roadway project (o be analyzed.

Fage 50114
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A C/CAG dentvative mwodel that is consistent with the C/CAG model may also be used; however,
it runst be reviewed and approved by CfCAG staff in advance. Denvative models mmust be
updated periodically to maintain a 15 to 20 year planming horizon. Approval of a C/CAG
derivative mode! includes the demonstration to C/CAG staff that the mode] yields similar culput
as the C/CAG model given the same input assumptions. In addition, the land use assumptions
and transporlation network assumptions incorporated m a C/CAG derivative model must be
consisient with the mosi reeent C/CAG model in order to be eligible for consideration. The
{/CAG Countywide Travel Demand Forecasting Model runs must be reviewed by C/CAG.
C/CAG may hirc its travel demand model consultant to conduct the review, and costs memmed
will be borne by the project sponsor.

Near Term Analysis

The use of C/CAG Countywide Travel Forecasiing Model or a C/CAG dertvative model 1s not
mandatory for ncar term analysis of projects. The usc of methodologies that are widely accepted
by the traffic engineering profcssion such as applying established growth factors to existing
traflic volumcs, manual assignment models (e.g. TRAFFLX]) are also allowable {or thesce analysis
scenarios. liowewver, alternative methods lor near texm ampact or individual development project
analysis do nol replace the reguircrnent for a long-term cumulative impact analysis consistent
with this Trallic Impact Analysis Policy.

C/CAG Review for Conformance

For roadway modification projects, C/CAG stall shall review for consistency with this Traffic
Impact Analysis (TIA) policy and determine conformily with the Congestion Management
Program (CMT).

For General Plan updates, Specific Plans, and land usc development projecls, C/CAG stafl shall
review TIA Teports for consistency with this TTA policy. This review shall not constitute
approval or disapproval of the projeci that is the subject of the report. C/CAG does not have the
authority to approve or rejecl projects. That decision rests with the lead agency. IHowever, the
CMP establishes community standards and guidelines for consistent system-wide transportation
review and provides comments to the lead agency on the TLA report based on stall review.,
Compliance with the Congestion Management Program may be enforced through the
withhelding of apportionments under Scction 2103 of the Sireets & Highways Code as well as
declaring a local ageney incligible for future transporiation funds,

Fage © Of 14
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Section [V
SCOPE AND PARAMETERS FOR
TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS (TIA)

Project sponsors must iniliate consultation between the lead agency, C/CAG, Caltrans (1
applicable), and (hose preparing the Traffic linpact Analysis (T1A) before commencing work on

the study Lo establish the appropriate tratlic impact analysis scope. Al a minimuwm, the TLA should
wnclude the lollowing:

A. Boundaries of the T1A

The houndaries ol a TIA must not only include the immediate project arca but also areas outsude
of the project area that may be impacied by the project. For example, the boundancs of an
arterial segment, for analysis purposcs, may be defined as al least one signalized intersection
beyond the project limits on either end. T modificalion to a scgment between inlersections wall
affect the np-stream or down-stream interscetion, then average travel time or average travel speed
for a segment covering the up- and down-stream inlersections must be analyzed.

Boundaries of a TIA must be agreed upon by the lead agency and C/CAG before commencing
worl on the analysiz. Consullation with Caltrans is recommended, 1f applicable. However, if the

project proposes lo change a Statc owned facility, then (he boundarics of analysis must be agreed
upon by Calirans as well.

B. Traffic Analysis Scenanos

Consultation between the lead agency, C/CAG, Caltrans tii’ applicable), and those preparing the
TLA is recommended to determine (he appropriate scenarios for the analysis. The following
scenarios should be addressed as a minimum:

» Existing background condition (includes already approved developments and roadway
nelwotk changes)

= Exisling condition plus Project

» Future (15° to 20 year horizen) background without Project (no-build)

o Futurc (20 vear horizon) background condition plus project

C. Analysis Penod

Consultation between the lead agency, C/CAG, Caltrans (if applicable), and thosc preparing the
TTA is recommended lo determing the appropriate analysis periods. The TTA shall inelude, ata
minimum, an analysis of transportation conditions in the AM and PM peuk hours.

2 20-year Maodel forecasts are assumcd to be updated every 5 years so forecast horizon may be us short as 15 years.

page 7 00 14
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D. Facilities To Be included In the Analysis

I. A CMP interscction shall be included in a TIA if it 18 expecled to be impacted by
the proposed projecl.

2. A non-CMP miersection that is along a CMP scgment shall be included ma TIA
if it is expected 1o be impacted by the propescd project.

3. A fresway segment shall be included in a TIA if it is expecied to be impacted by
the proposed project. '

4. A CMP arterial segment shall be included in a TIA if it 5 expecled to be impacted
by the proposed project.

E. Report Format

Traffic Impact Analysis reports must present findings for the various analysis scenanos and
analysis periods as described above in the following umls of measurement:

Intersections: 1.OS and delay time
Freeway segments:  LOS and volume-lo-capacity ratio
Arterial segments:  LOS and average travel speed

Pape Sofl4
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Section V
DEFINITION OF CMP IMPACT

A project is considered to have a CMP amipact 101t causes one or more of the following:

L.

4

CMP Intersection currently in compliance with the adopiled LOS standard:

A, A project will be considered to have a CMP impact if the project will cause the CMP

intersection to operate at a level of service that violates the standard adopted in the
current Congestion Management Program (CMP).

A project will be considered to have a CMP 1mpact i the cumulalive analysis
indicatcs that the combination of the proposed project and future curnulative traffic
dermand will result in the CMP intersection to operate at a level of service that
violatcs the standard adopted in the current Congestion Management Program
{CKP) and the proposed project inereases average contiol delay at the mmtersechion
by lour {4} seconds or more,

CMP Interscction currently nol in compliance with the adoepted 1.OS standard:

A project is considered to have a CMP impact if the project will add any additional traffic
to the CMP interscetion that is currently not in compliance with ils adopted level of
scrviec standard as cstablished in the CMP,

Freeway segments ° currently in compliance with the adopted LOS standard:

A

A praject 1s congidered to have a CMP impact 1f the project will cause the frecway
scemnent to operate at a level of service that violates the standard adopted in the
current Congestion Management Program {CMP).

A project will be considered 1o have a CMP impact if the commulative analysis
indicates thai the combination of the proposed project and future cumulative traffic
demand will result in the freeway segment Lo operate at a level of service that
violates the standard adopled in the current Congestion Management Program
{CMP) and the proposed project increascs traffic demand on the freeway segment
by a1 amount equal lo one {1) pereent or more of the segmend capacily, or causcs
the freeway segment volume-to-capacity {v/c) ralio 10 inctease by onc (1} percent.

Freeway scgments currently not in compliance with the adepted 1.OS standard:

A project is considered Lo have a CMP impact if the project will add traffie demand equal
Lo ong (1) percent or more of the scgment capacity or causes lhe freeway segment

3 Freeway segments are as defined iu the Congestion Manzgement Program Monileding Program and are dirsctional.

Pape 9 of 14
August 10, 21006
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volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio to increase by one {1} percent, 1f the freeway segment 1s
currently nol in compliance wath Lthe adopted LOS standard.

5 CMY Artcrial Scpments:

The analysis of artenal segments 1s only required when a jurisdiction proposes to reduce
the capacily of a CMP designated artenal through reduction in the number of lanes,

adding or modilyimg on-street parking, or oiher actions that will affect artenal segment
performance,

A prajeet 15 considered Lo have a CMP impact if it causes mid-block queuing, parking
maneuver resulting in delays or other impacts that result In any segment intersection to

operate at a level of service that violates the adopted LOS standard set for the nearest
CMP miersection,

Analysis of the scgment using & calibrated micro-simulation model may be required by
C/CAG staff to evaluate non-intersection impacts of the proposed project. CMP impact
is determimed il bascd on the micro-simulation model, the average travel speed for the
arterial sepment is reduced by 4 miles per hour (mph) or more. Segments with average
speeds that indicate LOS E or worse {based on Exhibit 15-2, [ICM2000) cannot be

maodified by local junsdictions 1 the proposcd modifications would furlher redoce travel
speeds on the scement.

rape 10 0f 14
Angust I, 2006
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To determine CMP impact o a CMP Intersection

Is the Interseciion w
currently in
eompliance with the
acdopled ChlP
standard?

Ve

MNao

Will the prajeci cause the
mtersection o violate the
adopted CMP standard

Will project add any
acdditiena trifis 1o
the intersection?

No

Will the combination ol projoct
and fotare conmlative mafhic
denmnd cause the intersection 1o
vinlate the adopted UMP
standard?

Yes Mo

- Will project mcrcase average
control delay at the
interscelion by 4 seconds ur

mara’?
l No

Mo CMT Trpact >q—.-——

maze 11 0l 14
At [0, 2006
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To determine CMP impact on a Freeway Scement

Is the freeway
segmment currently 1
compliance with the

adoptled CMFP "
standard?
No Yes
Will the project cause
the frecway segment o
Will project increase the T'i'z;;m thednr.l;;'rtcd
volume to capacity (v'c) WP standard?

tario on the freeway
segment by 1% o more?

Mo

Will the combination of proect
and futire curmlative raffic
demand cause the Teoway
segrnent to violats the adopred
(MP slanedard?

YWes

will project incresse the

- Yes volame to capacity [wic) No
ratio on the freeway
sugment by 1% o more?

Ma CMP Impact

Pace 12 of 14.
Aapust 10, 206G
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To detcrmine CHMP impact en Arterial Segment

Will project reduce the
capacity of a CMP
Sepment (1.2 by
reduction in member of
lanes, modify on-street

Yes

Does the averape speed
for the CMP areetial
sepmnent indicale LOS B
or worse hased on
curnlative traffic
femand?

Yes

Mo Yes

Will the combination of project
and {wlare cumuladve lrallic
demand causc any scgncht
intersection to violat: the
adopted CWT standard sct for
the nearest CWP intersection?

No Yes

Wl the project reduee
the average wravel

paridng, cte.)? Mo

CMPY Impact

speed for the CME
arterial segment by 4
MPH or more?

Nao

FALSERSWCAGUW PDA TAVWIMP-Traftic Pract Analysis 1"‘"{"3 g dopted TIA Pelicy.dos
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Comments from;

City of Redwood City

City of Menlo Park
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Comments by Tom Passanisi, Principal Planmer, Redwood City
Date: 1/12/06

Responses by TAC Tralfic lmpact Analysis (TTA) Subcommiites
Date: 2/28/06

Redwood City has reviewed C/CAG's Draft Policy on the required Traffic Impact Analysis
to determine impacts on the CMP network (E! Camino Real, Wooedside Road, Highway
101, etc.). These steps include consulting with C/CAG early in the environmental
review process, if necessary run the travel demand forecasting model, provide copies of
the environmental document (Traffic studies) to C/CAG for their comment. We also
understand that you wanted to make it dear in the draft policy that City-initiated

modifications to the CMP network and General Plan Updates will also need to implement
this policy.

Redwood City has no substantial comments on the general draft policy, itself. This
policy essentially formalizes and outlines what the City of Redwood City has been doing
all along for projects that impact the County Transportation CMP network. We also
intend ta incorporate this analysis in the EIRs for the General Plan Update, bowntown
Precise Plan, and is the City plans to initiate any improvements to the CMP MNetwork
(e.g. El Camino). This policy is consistent with the City's transportation goals and
policies, and we will continue to work with C/CAG to implement it.

However, the City is concerned about the cost of running the travel forecasting model
for City-initiated prajects such as the upcoming General Plan update or Downtown
Precise Plan. C/CAG's draft policy states: "....and costs incurred will be borne by the
project sponsor”. According to Jim Huff of Hexagon Consuttants a typical model run
might cost approximately $7,000 per land use scenario. Redwood City feels that it
should not have to bear the financial burden of running the model for City projects
when this requirement is imposed by C/CAG. Shouldn't there be a way for the County o
either pay for the costs of running the model or at least share in the cost since it
benefits hoth the City and the County?

Response:

Thaik you for that commeni. C/CAG 1s vesponsible for update and maintenance ol the travel
demand forecast model, and the model is provided for city/county’s use at n1o cost 1o the
jurisdiction. The cost of running the model as part of a study should be paid lor as parl of that
project’s cost. Tt is anticipated the additional cost, for a General and Specific plan update, of
nsing the medel might be in a magnitude of several thousand dollars, as compared Lo the
hundred(s) of thousand dollars for a General and Specific plan. !n addition, this proposed pohicy
will only trigger (he use of travel model when update of General and Spceific plan involves
changes in the land use element or the eirculation etement that ig significant cnough 10 requite an
Fnvirommenl Impact Report (EIR).

Redwood Cily Comiments, page 1 of ]
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Comments by Chip Taylor, Transporlation Manager for the City of Menlo Park
Date: 1/12/06

Responscs by TAC Traffic Impact Analysis (TTA) Subcomnntiee
Dae: 2/28/06

1. At this time General and Specific plan updates are not required to comply with
the CMP. The deficiency plans section of the current CMP states that the local
jurisdiction is not required to mitigate the impacts from projected deficiencies to
CMP facilities, only actual deficiencies. The proposed policy would require
analysis and mitigation prior fo the actual deficiencies. The proposed policy
defines the determination of the impacts to the CMP roadways as 15-20 years in
the future. Many other outside factors (economic growth, increased transit, more
carpooling, etc.) couid determine whether the impact is actually produced in the
field. But, mitigation measures are required based on this analysis. This is
inconsistent with the current CMP and will require City resources to be used not
only to produce the report, but also to complete any mitigation measures for
projected impacts that may or may not occur. Has the economic impact of these
new standards been studied to understand how it will impact City resources?
Alsg, how will the new policy affect the economic development of the City?

Response:

Thank you for that comment. This proposed policy on traffic impact analysis wili be
incorporated into the CMP upon approval. The intent of this proposed policy iz not to require
full mitigation of a General and Specific plan at the plan approval stage, but rather to idcatify the
mitigation that will be neeessary to accommodate the improvements inciuded in the General and
Specific plan. It is inlended to cstablish eriteria to be used at the environmental review stage, Lo
identify traffic mitigations that can be implemented over the }fetime of the General and Specific
plan. Actual physical mitigations will be implemented when improvements take place. For
example, if a cily has a traffic miligation fee program, this proposed policy will help to provide
basis upon which the fees are collected, i.c., the percent of total lrafiic generated by one
particular development.

As to the many other outside factors (economic growth, increased transit, ete.) could determing
whether the impact is actually produced in the ficld, the C/CAG travel demand [orceasting mode)
is based on economic data provided by Association of Bay Area Government (ABAG) which
includes the projected sconomic future.

The current CMT already has its Land Use Impact Analysis Program (Chapter 6). This new

policy does not alter that program, bul just adds reinforcement. 1t is not anticipated 1o affvet the
cconomic development of a city,

Menlo Park Commenls, page | of 4
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2. The Background section of the proposed policy states that any additional traffic
from a roadway modification project will trigger an analysis and potential
mitigation. The Land Development section of the CMP doesn't require &n analysis
until 100 peak hour trips is reached, And the Roadway Modification section ¢f the
proposed policy states that if the project is expected to have a potential traffic
impact, then an analysis is required. If this policy is implemented a consistent
standard needs to be adopted, such that each project whether it is land
development, plan updates or roadway modifications would trigger a Traffic
Impact Analysis (TTA) at the same level.

Responge:

Thank you for that comment. We will modify the statenient in the background section to read
“Modification to a roadway that wilt have trallic impact on the CMP roadway nelwork™.

Appendix B of this proposed policy spells out the threshold of impact that will trigger an
analysis.

The current CMP Land Use Tmpact Analysis Program speaks to land wse projects only.
However, this proposed policy speiks o roadway modification projects as well. Although the

thresholds used to measure traffic impact from these Lwo types of projeet varies, there 1s not
conilict belween (he two.

3. Who has the final authority to determine which roadways and intersections need
to he included in the TIA?

Response:

Thank you for that comment. Appendix A of the proposed policy provides the answer as to whe
determines which roadways and intersections need to be included in the TIA. Tt stales that

“Boundaries of a TIA must be agreed up by the lead agency, C/CAG and Caltrans (1f appheable),
before commencing work on the analysis™.

4, The addition of “if necessary” needs to be added to the mitigation portion of the
Land Use Development Project section, since all projects will not require

mitigation.
HResponse!

Thank you for thal comment. We conour.

Memlo Park Comments, page 2 of 4
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5. Additional costs are proposed as part of C/CAGs review of the travel demand
model for projects. Would a local street project require a full study and travel
demand forecast if they change the distribution of traffic to CMP roadways? What
are the estimated costs and how will it impact City resources?

Responge:

Thank you for that comment. The proposcd policy will trigger full analvsis and the usc of travel
demand forccast modcl only if there witl be iraflic impacts on the CMP network. For definition
ol traflic 1mpact, refer to Appendix B, Even without this proposed policy, projects would need
io be analyzed and hnpacts be disclosed as part of the CEQA process. We do not anticipate
much additional impact 1o city resources. Although the proposed policy reserves the right for
C/CAQG to seek review cost reiimbursement in the event that C/CAG has to hire ats travel demand

model consultant to review a study, this can be averted if the study is done by appropriate use of
the C/CAG travel demand model.

6. The City"s TIA poilicy requires an existing, near term with angd without project and
a 10-year long term analysis with and without the project. This policy would
require the long term analysis and impact determination at 15-20 years. This
would require additional informaticn to be included in TIAs and increase the cost
of the studies in the City. A consistent timeframe that coincides with the local
community should be adopted. Also the future background without project and
with project should be the same year.

Hesponse:

Thank you for that comment. We recommend fong term analysis lo use 20 year horizon [or two
reasons: 1) to be consistent with the C/CAG travel demand model; 2) consistent with Caltrans
policy, since most of the CMP network coincides with the State highway systen1. in additien,
many General plans are not updaied for many years, in many cases, more than 10 years.

7. The impacts to intersections does nct allow for any minor increases. All impacts
should have a certain amount of delay and/or traffic that can be added that is

reasonable instead of a strict standard that does not allow for minor increases in
traffic.

Response:

Please refor to Appendix B of the proposed policy. It defines what is consider an impact.

8. Wil regional projects funded by the TA or C/CAG that increase capacity on
roadways that feed to CMP roadways require additional analysis, modeling, and
mitigation if they change the distribution of traffic to CMP roadways?

Menlo Park Comments, pape 3 of 4
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Response:

Thank you for that comment. Yes, all repional projects that increase capacity are reguired lo
conduct analysis, modehing, and appropriate mitigation.

Menlo Park Comments, page 4 of 4
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

DATE: August 10, 2006
TOx: C/CAG Board of Directors
FRONM: Rachard Mapier, C/CAG Executive Direclor

SUBJECT: Review and approval of C/CAG role in lacilitating and supporling a Sub-regional
Housing Needs Allocation Process (RHENA) within San Mateo County

{For further information or questions, confact Richard Napicr at 63(/599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

Review and approval of C/CAG role in facilitating and supporiing a Sub-regional Housing
Needs Allocation Process (RIINA) within San Maleo County in accordance with the stall’
recommendation. Drect C/CAG stalf to work cooperative with the County Departinent of
Housing to provide facilitation and supporl as necessary for locally administering a Sub-regional
Housing Needs Allocation process within San Mateo Counly.

FISCAL IMPACT

'The cost of facilitating and supporting a Sub-regional Housing Needs Allocation process 15
hmited 1o the current CACAG budyel and 15 estimated at less than $50,000 per year.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Transportation Plus Land Use grant and the
San Mateo Congestion Relief Program.

BACKGROUNIDWDISCTSSION

As of July 31, 2006, 16 citics representing 62 per ceni of the population have adopted resolutions
that authorize them to become members of a countywide sub-region, an entity that would locally
administer a Sub-regicnal Housing Needs Allocalion proecss. The remaining five junisdiclions
arc scheduled to consider resolutions in August, These jurisdictions have informally indicated
supporl for joining a sub-region. Thus, it appears that all 21 junsdietions in the County have
expressed support for forming a sub-region. All resolutions need to be submiited o ABAG by
August 31, 2006. ABAG would then adopt a resolution approving formation of the sub-region.
The atiached lable shows the status of all resolutions.

By December 31, 2006, the sub-region must adopt a proposcd methodology, including rules and
guidelines, for distributing allocations to participating members. A 60-day public comment FTEM 5.2
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period would follow meluding eone public hearing. By the end of March 2007, the sub-region
must adopt a final methodology. On May 1, 2007, the sub-region would reecive a housing
allocation from ABAG. 13y June 30, 2007, the sub-repion would distribute dralt housing
allecations ameng its members. Local jurisdictions may request revisions to their dralt housing
allocations by appealing {o the sub-region during a 60-day appeal penied. The sub-region must
hold a public hearing to hear the appeal. Belween February and April of 2008, the sub-region
must hold a public hearing to issue the final housing allocations, Then, the sub-region submits
e Anal allocation to ABAG who will submit then: to the Siale Department of [ousing and
Community Development for approval.

The first step will be to host a City Managers/T'lanning Directors luncheon in Septentber to
discuss how to proceed. It will need to be scheduled.

ATTACIIMENTS

Sub-Regional Participation Resolution Stalus

ALTERNATIVES

1-  Review and approval of C/CAG role in facilitating and supporting a Sub-regional Housing
Needs Allocation Process (RHNA) within San Mateo County in accordance with the staff
recommendation,

2-  Revicw and approval of C/CAG role in facilitating and supporling a Sub-repional Housing
Needs Allocation Process (RIINA) within San Maleo Couaty in aceordance with the staff
recommendation with modifications.

3-  No Achion.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: Augnst 10, 2006
To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 06-26 AUTHORIZING THE
PROGEAMMING OF $1,544,000 IN FEDERAL STE/CMAQ FUNDS AS
FOLLOWS: $1,500,000 FOR THE HIGHWAY 92 AND MAIN STRELT
PROJECT COST INCREASE IN THE CTTY OF HALF MOON BAY,; $44,0G00

FOR AN APPROPRIATE PROJECT AS DEVERMINED BY THE C/CAG
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

{For further information or questions coitact Richard Napier al 599-1420 or
Sandy Wong al 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Roard approve Resolution 06-26 authorizing the programming ol 51,544,000 in
Federal Surlace Transportation Program & Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (STP/CMALQ)
funds as follows: $1,500,000 for the Highway 92 and Main Sireet project cost increase in the
City of Half Moon Bay; $44,000 for an appropnate project as determined by the C/CAG
Executive Direclor, in accardance with staff recommendation.

FISCAL IMPACT

The $1,544,000 Federal STP/CMAQ fund 1s a one-time ouly sel aside for usc in projects at the
discretion of C/CAG.

SOURCE OY FUNDS

Funding for this project will come from the Vederal Surface Transportation Program &
Congestion Mitigation and Atr Quality (STP/CMAQ) funds set aside as backfill [or the 2004
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

BACKGROUNIVDISCUSSLON

The construction contract for the Ilighway 92 and Madin Street improvernent project in Half
Moon Bay has a shertfall of $4,500,000. The engineer’s estimate for the project was 59,449,000
while the lowest bid came in at §33.926,945. It was determimed that rejecting all bids and re-
adverlise the project is not & prudent option.

ITEM 3.4
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SLaff from the City, C/CAG, and San Maico County Transporlation Authority (SMCTA} have
met and recommended the $4,500,000 cost increase be shared equally by the City of Hall Moon
Bay, C/CAG, and SMCTA, at $1,500,000 each, That way, the City of Half Moon Bay can
proceed to award the contract and keep the project on schedule. Omn, July 11, 2006, City Couneil
of 11alf Moon Bay has adopted a resolution 1o amend ils 2006/07 capital unprovement budget to
include $1,500,000 for this project. On August 3, 2006, the SMUTA Beard is scheduled to
approve $1,500,000 for this project.

C/CAG bas already contributed $2,400,000 in Federal Surface Transportation Program (STF)
[ands as well as $485,000 in Transportation Development Act (TDA)Y Article 3 funds into this
project.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Rcsolution 06-26.
2. TLetter from City of Hall Moon Bay dated July 14, 2006
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RESOLUTION NO. 06-26

A RESOLUTION OF TIIE BOARD OF DIRECTORS O THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCTATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEQ COUNTY (C/CAG)
AUTHORIZING THE PROGRAMMING OF $1,544,000 IN FEDERAL STPF/CMAQ
FUNDS AS FOLLOWS: $1,500,000 FOR THE HIGHWAY 92 AND MAIN STREET
PROJECT COST INCREASE IN THE CITY OF HALE MOON BAY; 544,000 FOR AN
APPROPRIATE PROJECT AS DETERMINED BY THE C/CAG EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR.

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Associalion ol Governments of
San Matco County (C/CAG), that,

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the Congestion Management Agency {CMA) for San Matco County;
and, '

WHEREAS, 51,544,000 in Federal Surlace Transportation Program & Cengestion

Mitigation and Air Quality (STP/CMAQ) lunds is available for programming at the discretion of
C/CAG; and

WHEREAS, the project to improve Highway 92 and Main Street in the City of 11alf Moon
Bay has a cost increase of $4,300,000; and,

WHEREAS, the Cily of Half Moon Bay, C/CA(G, and the San Mateo County Transportation
Authority (SMCTA) have decided to equally share the cost increase at $1,500,000 cach for said
project; and

WHERFEAS, said project in the City of Hali Moon Bay is an eligible to reccive STPACMALD
funding; and

WHEREAS, the remuaining available $44,000 in STP/CMAQ fonds can be programmed for
an appropriate project as determined by the C/CAG Exceutive Director; and,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE TT RESOLVLED that the Board of Directors of C/CAG is
authorizing the programming of $1,544,000 in Federa! STP/CMAQ funds as follows: 51,500,000
for the Highway 92 and Main Street praject cosl increase in the City of Half Moon Bay; 544,000
for an appropniatc project as determined by the C/CAG Executive Dircetor.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 10TTI DAY OF AUGUST 2006,
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CITY OF HALF MOON BAY
City Hall, 501 Main Sireet
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019

Juiy 14, 2006 RE&FEYE@
L 187
Richard Napier - - ) ¢ '.U[.iﬁ? -
Executive Director, CCAG : ' AATHEZA: i PLELIL RURKS
51_['1, Floor ST CF SEN MATED

555 County Center
Redwoced City, CA 94063

Joseph M. Hurley, P.E., Rirector
Transpertation Authority Program
San Mateo County Transit District
1250 San Carlos Avenue

P.C. Box 3006

San Carlos, CA 34070

Subject: Highway 92 and Main Street Project — Request for Additiona! Funding
Subsequent to May 25, 2006 Bid Opening

Dear Richard and Joe:

The Gity of Half Moon Bay hereby requests that the San Mateo County City/County
Association of Governments and Transportation Authority continue our ongeing Project
partnership by providing additional Highway 92 and Main Street Project monies in the
amount of $1,500,000 each for a total of $3,000,000 fowards a Project funding shorifall of
$4.500,000. As indicated below the City is providing $1,500,000 of the Project funding
shortfall. By providing the additiona! funds, the City will be able to award the project on
August 15, 2006.

Enciosed for your information is a copy of the City of Half Moon Bay Resclution adopted by
the City Council on July 11, 2006, authorizing the City Manager to amend the City's 2008-
07 Capita!l Improverment Program budget, as a result of the Highway 92 and Main Street
Project (Project) $4,500,000 shortfall to include $1,500,000 of additional City monies to be
included as part of the Project funding.

It is the City's understanding that you will recommend fo your respective Boards (TA on
August 3, 2008, and C/CAG on August 10, 2006) an additional $1,500,000 each (totaling
$3,000,000) to be funded towards the Project. Together the City, G/CAG and TA
additiona! funding commitment will provide the additicnal monies for the City to award the
construction of this project on August 15, 2006.

Our City Council recommended as part of the increased City funding to the Project that
any potential Project cost reduction savings be realized by the City first since the City first
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Rich Napier and Joseph M. Hurey, PE
Highway 22 and Main Sireet Project Funding
July 14, 2006

Page 2 of 3

started funding this project 8 years ago {the initial project starf-up is funded by the City)
and the Rule 20A funding associated with this Project was very tentative {and does not
appear in the current available Project funding) subsequent to the reorganization and
bankruptey related hearings regarding the Pacific, Gas & Eleciric several years ago.

Project Shortfall Identification Summanry

On May 25, 2006, the City opened bids for the Highway 92 and Main Street Project. There
were two bidders approximately $58,000 apart. O'Grady Paving bid the project at
$13,926,945, and Top Grade Consiruction bid the project at $13,985678.50. The
engineer's estimate for the project was $9,449,000, Consequently, the project
construction bids reflected a 40% increase to the engineer's estimate.

The enclosed Project Cost Summary reflects a $4.5M shortfall, which is mostly attributed
to the increase in the construction costs. Enclosed to this lefter is a letter from the City's
design firm (Mark Thomas & Company (MTC)) indicating severai factors that contribute to
the higher unit costs than what was estimated to construct the Projeci.

In summary, the following factors contributed to the increased cost:

Devil's Slide road closure
Higher gasoline and ail prices
High demand for materials

Current market conditions-Demands exceeding supplies of available and qualified
contractors.

» Lack of qualified specialty services employees and contractor

» Increased construction market opportunities in other areas

Furthermore, MTC analyzed specific bid items that were significant higher than the
engineers estimate. These specific bid items included the following:

Traffic Control lterms

Excavation Related ltems
Structural Concrete Related ltems
i andscape items

Pavement items

Concrate Work

Electrical Work

Underground |tems

Waterline ltems

In addition, MTC reviewed potential possibifities to repackage the project into two or more
possible projects and to reject all bids and rehid the project.
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Rich Napier and Joseph M. Hurey, PE
Highway 92 and Main Street Project Funding
July 14, 2006

Page 3of 3

On June 2, 2008, City staff and construction management and design consultants met with
you to discuss the abovementioned various cost increases and options available. 1t was
determined from the discussion that there is no advantage to repackaging the project for
rebidding or defeming the project bid open date. It was decided that the City, C/CAG and
+TA would find additiona! funding to award the construction of this project.

C/CAG and the TA have been instrumental and supportive in the City's efforts to resolve
project funding and scope of work issues in 2003, 2004 and 2005. The City hopes C/CAG
and the TA will continue to support and provide further financial assistance to this project.
if you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at (650) 726-8265, or
phagengast@ci.half-moon-bay.ca.us.

Sincerely,

Debra C. A
ity Manage

Enclosures: Resolution of the City Council of the City of Half Moon Bay Amending the
2006-07 Capital Improvement Program Budget to Include $1,500,000 of
Fund 11 and 13 Reserve Monies for the Highway 92 and Main Street
Improvement Project

Project Cost Summary dated July 6, 2006

Letter from Mark Thomas & Company, Inc., dated May 31, 2006

CC: Paul T. Nagengast, Director of Public Works/City Engineer
City Council

-213-



RESOQOLUTION NO. C- -06

- A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HALF MOON BAY
AMENDING THE 2006-07 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET TO
INCLUDE $1,500,000 OF FUND 11 AND 13 RESERVE MONIES FOR THE
HIGHWAY 92 AND MAIN STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJEGCT

RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Half Moon Bay, San Mateo
County, California, that '

. WHEREAS, the project cost for the Highway 92 and Main Street project has
.increased to create a project shortfall of $4,500,000; and

WHEREAS, the staff of the San.Mateo Counfy Transportation Authority and
City/County Association of Governments have indicated that they will recommend 1o
their respective Boards to approve an additional $1,500,000 each for a total of
$3,000,000 to be provided towards the project shortfall; and

WHEREAS, the City's reserves in Fund 11 (Streets and Roads) has available
$550,000 and Fund 13 (Traffic Mifigation) has available $850,000 to be used for the
City’s contribution of $1,500,000 to fund the remaining project shortfall, and

WHEREAS, further discussions will be made with the funding partners of this
project to determine the availability of project cost reduction opportunities to be used 1o
replace the City reserves that were used for this project from Funds 11 and 13.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY DETERMINED AND ORDERED, as
follows: .

That the City Councii of the City of Half Moon Bay does hereby amend the 2006-07
Capital Improvement Program Budget to include $550,000 of Fund 11 reserves and
$950,000 of Fund 13 reserves to be inciuded as part of the Highway 92 and Main Street
Project, Fund 44-80-703.
L3 * E +* x

| hereby certify that the foregoing is full, true, and comrect copy of a Resclution-duty
passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of Half Moon Bay, San Mateo
County, California, at a meeting thereof held on the 11™ day of July, 2008.

AYES, Councilmembers:

NOES, Councilmeambers:

ABSTAIN, Councilmembers:

ABSENT, Councilmembers:

Marina Fraser, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Siobhan Smith, CITY CLERK
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'\, MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.
| Froviiding Engineering, Suveying ond Plonning Services

May 31, 2006 ' | File No. 98020-A #353

Mr. Paul Nagengast
City of Half Mocn Bay
City Hall
501 Main Street
- Half Moon Bay, Californiz 94019

RE: Route 92 Widcning Project — Bid Review/Analysis
Dar Paul:

The purpose of this letter is fo present our review and findings of the bids received from two
contractors on May 23, 2006 for subject project.

Engineer’s cstimate was updated back in Novemnber 2005 with the estimate of $9,449,000. This
update included adjustment to quantities based on the final approved sct of plans, but we did nol
make any adjustment in unit prices since the original enginecrs’ estimate was prepared back in
May 2005,

There wcre two bids, $13,985,678.50 and $13,926,945.00 from Top Grade Construction and
O’ Grady Paving respectively. The difference between these two contractors is 58,734, which is
less than 1% differential. The less than 1% differential between two contractors indicates that
these total bids, based on the current market condition, are fair and reasonable. The low bid is
$13,926,945.00 from 'Grady Paving which rcpresents about a 40% increase from the
Engineer’s Estimate.

As part of the Caltrans’ on-call engineering services for the last 3 months, MTCo have been
authorized to perform review of Caltrans District 04 Engineers’ Estimates prior to RTL. With
these task orders, we have been provided with bid results for all Caltrans District 04 advertised
projects between November 2005 and May 2006. We have a historical data base in District 04,
indicating that unit prices have inéreased an average of 18% within this last 6 months. Further
comparison of unit prices from a year ago indicates that the most bid items have increased
drastically, upwards of 25 to 30% increase. Specifically, it is our opinion that the following
factors are contributing to higher unit prices.

Iligher gasoline and oil prices
High demand for materials
Current market conditions - Demands exceeding supplies of available and qualified
contractors
» Lack of gualified specialty services employees and contracter
s Increased constraction market opportunities in oiher arcas

1960 Zanker Road  San Jose, CA 93112 (408) 453-5373  fax (408) 453-5380

www, imarkthomas. com
i
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Cast Estimote Fvaluation Report
f3-31-2006

We have reviewed the unit prices between these two bids, in some cases, find the unit prices Lo
vary significantly, upwards of §0% differences; and generally, the contract unil prices in both
bids are higher than the engineer’s unit price estimate. The general increase in unit prices of
15% to 20% can be argued as reasonable based on market conditions as noted above. However,
the overall total bids of these two coniractors are within 1% range. Therefore we perfurmed the
bid analysis by category instead of individual bid item as follows:

1.

‘Traffic Control Items; The averapge bid unit prices for temporary traffic control items, €.
portable changeable message sign, increased 115%, relating 1o appropriate dollar increase of
about $200,000, This increase given the Devil's Slide closure and revised staging

requirements such a3 requiring night work appears to be a reasonable increased and added
cost 1o the project.

Excavation Related Ttems: The average unit price increase {or roadway excavalion items is
142%, Bid price for roadway excavation was $30 as compared Lo the Enginesr’s Estimate of
$20 per cubic meter. We believe this higher cost is due to primarily the lack of nearby
disposal location and increased cost in trucking and potential dclays of trucking operations
due to heavy traffic on Route 92, Also, bidders have indicated that there are spoils from
trench excavations that alse would peed to be disposed of. For this, there are no separate bid
items provided, other than the nnit price of underground facilities.

Siructural Concrete Related Construction Items: Bid prices for structural excavation,
backfill and concrete for retaining wall were betwecn 88 to 100% higher. Unit price for bar
reinforcing steel also doubled from $3 to $6 per kilogram. Based on Disirict 04 projects
within the last 6 months, these unit priccs have generally increased 40%. We believe these
higher cosis for this project is also a result of excavated materials becoming surplus materials
and difficulty in constructing this wall as designed. We believe (his wall can be rodesigned

with a soil nail type wall and shotcrete acsthetic elements for potential cost reduction range
of $150,000.

Landscape Related Ifems: DBid unil prices for irrigation jtems came in at more than 120%

increase. We belicve this increase is simply due to lack of qualificd available landscape
coniractor in the current market place, :

Pavement Related [tems: Bid price for aggregate base was $83 compared to the Engineer’s
Estimate of $38 per cubic meter, an increase of 124%. Unil prices for Type A asphait
concrete and open graded asphalt concrete also increase between 46% and 83%. A review of

. bid results from November 2005 indicates the bid prices for asphalt concrete Type A ranped

from $71 to $93 per metric ton as compared to unit prices ol November 2004 in the range of
$40. For projects currently being advertised by District 04, M1Co is recommending asphalt
concrete price of $110 to $115 range. The actual bid price. for this item ranges from $120 to
$130 per ton. These 3 jtems combined account for a total increase of $620,922. The major
cost increase {or these jtems is believed to be based on current market conditions and is
directly tied to sharp increnses in the cost of petroleum products and anticipated future
{luctuations. The contractors® risk is magnified on this project because mosi of the paving

1060 Zanker Road  San Jose, CA 95112 (408) 453-5373 fax (408) 453-5390
wwas, intarkthonias.com
2
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Cost Esrimale Evaluation Repor
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would not be performed for another two years and the contract does not allow for asphalt
concrete price increases. We have discussed this issue in depth and believe that we may be
able 10 reduce the bid pnce by 20%, but with the unknown potential increase in 0l prices iwo
years from now, there is a risk that we may in fact end up with a higher cost by changing ths
contract to allow for increases in nnit prices for asphalt conerete.

6. Concrete Work: Unit prices bid for minor concrete for sidewalks, curb and driveway also
increased more than 50%. For example, bid price for minor concrete has increased from
$£400 Lo $750 per cubic meter. This significant cost increase in concrete prices is typical of
what have happened from November 2004 {0 now,

7. Electrical Work: DBid prices for electrical, signal and lighting work also increased 40%.
These items contribute to about $300,000 increase. Currently, the prime contractors are
having difficulty in getting guotes from electrical subcontraciors, dus to market conditions,
Electrical subcontractors are currently busy and have a shortage of qualified staff,

8. Undergrousd Related ltems

Diainage Relaled Ttems: The unit prices for drainage work items in the hid proposals
increased 65% on average. For example, the unit price for 450 mun alternative pipe culvert
increased from $240 to $430 per meter, an increase of almost 80%. Costs for inlets and
manholes also sec increased of over 83%.

Waler Related ltems: ‘The average bid price for waler line work was 72% over the
Eagineer's Estimate. The increase for waterline items is $522,085.

Joint Trench: Bid price for joint utility trench work was $2.4 Million compared to the
Engincer’s Estimate of $1.4 Million, an increase of almost $1M.

All underground relaled iemns are significantly high. Tn addition to the customary increases
seen over the past one year due to market conditions as explained above, bidders have
expressed several concerns/difficulties in consiruction with this project. First, there is no
temporary storage area for trench spoils. Becanse of this condition, there would be a need to
have dump trucks on full time standby ducng irench excavation. Second, this project 35 a
surplus excavaled situation and there is no nearby disposal sife for trench spolls. Third,
fraffic handling is muach mere difficult than a typical highway project involving utilities,

Fourth, there are simply jusi too many utilities in a very confined limited worl areas, making
installation mueh more difficult. '

BID OPTIONS

In light of the high bid results, we have also evaluated various bid options. Those bid options
considered included re-engineering, repackaging, and rebidding.

Re-Engineering Dvﬁun

This option evaluated whether any re-engincering can be accomplished to reduce projeet cost.

1960 Zanker Road  5an Jose, CA 95112 (408} 453-3373 Fax (408) 453-5340
WY I rKEOnRIE s c5im
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Cast Ectimare Fvaluation Report
(3-31-20

We have considered following options:

1) Delete undergrounding of electric and telephone facilities. This optien is simply to consider
overhead relocation in lien of undergrounding. Tlis option is feasible, but to relocate
overhead facilifies behind the sidewalk area, we would need to secure additional utility
cascments. Construclion staging plans would necd to be changed to accommedate this
approach. One of the City of Half Moon’s primary goals for Main Street and Route 92 is
street beautification. Leaving overhead facilittes in place does not accomplish this oal.

2) Delete or defer work on Muain Sireet and improve only Route 92, This oplion of deleting
improvements on Main Street is not a viable alternative from City’s perspective. The option
of deferring work on Main Street is simply carrying the problem to the fulure and does not
solve the need o improve Mam Strect.

3) Delete double left turn pocket on Route 1 or free right tumn lane on Route 92 {o northbound
Mauin Sireet. These potential deletions can be rcconsidered, but during the design phase, it
was determined that these two elements needed to be part of the project.

‘These options are not recommended because, during the design phase, all these elements were

considered and the development of acceptable consensus by all affected parties ook over two
years. :

Re-Packaging

We have also reviewed potential o repackaging the plans into two separate bid packages. The
first bid package would inclede advancing the utility work. This would allow an undergrovnd
contractor 1o be the prime and eliminate the general contractor’s profit markup on subconiractor.
In general terms, this approach may reduce the underground cost by 15 t0-20%. However, the
second package, which would be lfor roadway work, would not be bid for at least one year or
more, The uncertainty of bidding climate year from now is a risk.

Becanse of Route 92 with Caltrans’ involveient, repackaging would involve Caltrans’ approval
to phase construction in two separate construction packages. This approach defimilely will
increase (he construction perjod as well as causé more distuptions to motorists.  Caltrans would
be very concerncd with two construction packages without assurance that both construction
packages are fully fimded and gnaranteed by City.

Becanse of these reasons, we do not believe it is appropriate to repackage the design inlo two
separate copstruction packages.

Re-Bidding

Re-bidding the project again is an option, but based on rcasens given above, we do not believe
we will receive much lower costs by re-bidding this projoct within next several months.
Potential prime contractor plan holders who failed to submil a bid on May 25™ ywere surveyed
and it is highly unlikely additional bids will be received if the project is rebid this season.
Contractors repeatedly stated high volumes of current work coupled with a lack of expericaced

1060 Zanker Road  San Jose, CAB5112  (408) 453-5373 fax (408) 453-5390
v, T1arkthom=s. com '
Iy
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personnel prevented the submission of bids. Also, it seems unlikely a marked increase in

competition for subcontracted work can be achieved based on the volume of work in the
marketplace. '

Another consideration is to delay the re-bidding with the hope of a  better bidding climate
towards the end of this year. In general, this approach is very viable and should be considered
for this project. However, according to UCLA Econormst Ryan Ratcliff, the California cconomy
is characterized by weak hiring, coupled with strong growth in personal income and taxable
sales, with the exception of the construction industry. He predicted the construction indusiry
will remain strong through this year and inlo next year. Given this type of opinion, it is
anficipated that delaying re-bidding to later this year or nexi year may not produce desirable
results.

CONCLUSION / RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on our amalysis, it is recommended that we {ind additional sources of funding to award
this project.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call us.
Submitted by:

MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC,

Richard K. Tanaka

Projcet Ivlana,gcr_

Eeviewed by:
5&C ENG

Bill Carlson
Construction Manager

1960 2anker Rpad San Jose, CA 95112 (408) 453-5273 fax (408) 453-5390
WWW. 3 FEROmas. carn
3

A



—2324-



C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 10, 2006
Tor City/County Association of Governmenis Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND} APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 06-27 AUTHORIZING THE
C/CAG EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO NEGOTIATE AN AGREEMENT
WITH PARKING COMPANY OF AMERICA (PCA) TO IMPLEMENT A
DEMONSTRATION SHUTTLE SERVICE FOR TIIE COASTSIDE FOR AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $153, 956.38 THROUGH DECEMBER 31,
2006, AND AUTHORIZE THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE SAID
AGREEMENT SUBJECT TO APPROVAL AS TO FORM BY C/CAG
LEGAL COUNSEL

{For further information or questions contact Walter Martone at 590-1463)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resclution 06-27 authorizing the C/CAG
Executive Director to negotiate an agreement with Parking Company of America {(PCA) o
implement a demonstration shuttle service for the Coastside for an amount not to exceed
$156,956.38 through December 31, 2006, and authorize the C/CAG Chair o cxecute said
agreement subject to approval as to form by C/CAG Legal Counsel.

FISCAL IMPACT

This authorization will be for a maximum amount not to exceed $156,936.38 through
December 31, 2006.

SQURCE OF FUNDS

Funding to support this shuttle service is available in the budget for the Congestion Relief
Program. These funds are derived [rom Member assessments to address congestion problemns
that are not covered through other State and Federal funding scurces.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

On June 8, 2006 the C/CAG Board authorized up to $160,000 for the implementation of an
emergency shuitle service to address the severe traffic congestion resulting from the closure of
Route 1 at Devil’s Slide. The Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (the Alliance),
working closely with Samtrans and the Parking Company of America (PCA) assumed
responsibility for planning the routes, securing the nceded resources (vehicles, signs, drivers,

ITEM 5.5
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etc.), providing training for drivers, creating infonmational materials, conducting a publicity
campaign, creating maps, developing schedules, and interfacing with the communities
affected. The new shuttle service was scheduled (and advertised) to hegin eperation on
Monday, July 24, 2006. On July 20, 2006 Caltrans announced that Devil's Slide would be
reopened (o commuter traffic effective August 4, 2006, approximately two months ahead of
schedule. Steps were immediately taken to cancel the new shuttie service. Of the $160,000
authorized by the C/CAG Board for this service, a total of $156,956.38 is remaining.

Prior to the closure of Route 1 at Devil's Stide, and also during the plapning for the
cmergency shuttle, the Alliance and the City of Facifica identificd an important vomet need for
a demonstration shutile program. A community survey was conducted and a large number of
individuals were identified who live on the Coastside south of Devil's Shde and who commute
regutarly to jobs in Pacifica. The Pacifica Scheol District has ideniified a large number of
youth who also live south of the Slide and are enrolled in Pacifica schools.

Therefore it is up to the Board to decide if the balance of the funds remaining from the
emergency shuttle can be used for a demonstration shuttle program serving the Coastside.

WAIVER OF RFP PROCESS

PCA has becn chosen as the provider of this service for the following reasons:

e Samtrans recently sclected PCA as its preferred shuttle provider through a Request for
Proposals (RFP) process.

e The Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (the Alliance) recently selected PCA
as its preferred shurtle provider through a Request for Proposals process.

e Samtrans and the Alliance are the two major sponsors of shuttle services in San Matco
County.

» PCA has already identified the resources needed to start up a demonstration project on
short notice, Other providers in the area do not have the equipment amd staff to bepin a
service without signilicant lead in time.

« PCA was sclected o operate the cmergency Coasiside shuttle service that was reccntly
canceled due to the reopening of Route 1 at Devil's Shide to commuter traffic.

Therefore based on this information C/CAG staff has determined that these findings
substantiate the waiver of the RFP process for this demonstration service on the Coastside.

ATTACHMENTS

None.
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RESOLUTION 06-27

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY AUTHORIZING
THE C/CAG EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO NEGOTIATE AN AGREEMENT WITH

PARKING COMPANY OF AMERICA (PCA) TO IMPLEMENT A DEMONSTRATION
SHUTTLE SERVICE FOR THE COASTSIDE FOR AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$156,9536.38 THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2006, AND AUTHORIZE THE C/CAG CHAIR
TO EXECTUTE SAID AGREEMENT SUBJECT TO APPROVAL ASTO FORM BY
C/CAG LEGAL COUNSEL.

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments at its
Fehruary 14, 2002 meeting approved the Countywide Traffic Congestion Relief Plan; and,

WHEREAS, one component of that Plan was supporti for the Local Service Program which
inciudus e provision of funding for commumty hased shutile services; and,

WHEREAS, on June 8, 2006 the C/CAG Board atuthorized up to $160,000 for the
implementation of an emergency shuttle service © address the severe traffic congestion resuliing
from the closure of Route 1 at Devil’s Slide; and

WIEREAS, on July 20, 2006 Caltrans announced that Devil’s Slide would be reepened to
commuier traffic effective August 4, 2006, approximately two months ahead of schedule, and
CICAG statf took immediate steps to cance] the new shuttle service; and

WHEREAS, of the $160,000 authorized by the C/CAG Board for this service, a total of
$156,956.38 is remaining; and

WHERYAS, the C/CAG Board has decided that thesc funds should now be used to
implement a demounstration shuttle on the Coastside to evaluate the viabilily of the on-going
establishment ot this service; and

WHEREAS, the C/CAG Board has determined that it is in the best interest of C/CAG to
waive the Request for Proposal process for this new service, based on the specific findings by slaff,
which substantiate the request [or a waiver.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Cny/County
Association of Govermments of San Mateo County that the C/ICAG Executive Direcior is hereby
authorized to negotiate an agreement with Parking Company of America (PCA) to implement 2
demonstration shuttle service for the Coastside for an ameunt not to exceed $156,956.38 through
December 31, 2006, and the C/CAG Chair is hereby authorized to execuie sajd agreement subject
(o approval as to form by C/CAG Legal Counsel. In accordance with C/CAG adopted policy, the
C/CACG Chait may administratively authorize up to an additional 5% of the original total contract
amount in the event that there are unforescen costs associated with the project.

PASSED, AFPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF AUGUST 2006.

James :M. Vreefu;’.'d Jr., Chair
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

DATE: August 10, 2006

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

SUBJECT: Review and Appreval of policy for the performance evaluation and compensation of
the Exceutive Director.

This page was intentionally left blank. The information has becn placed in the packet as a separate
insert referenced as Item 3.6

ITEM 5.6
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