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BOARD MEETING NOTICE

Meeting No. 232

DATE: Thursday, February I0,20II

TIME: 6:30 P.M. Board Meeting

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

PARKING: Available adjacent to and behind building.
Please note the underground parking garage is no longer open.

PUBLIC TRANSIT: SamTrans Bus: Lines 26I,295,297,390,391,397,PX, KX.
CalTrain: San Carlos Station.
Trip Planner: hffp:lltransit.51 1 .org

>k***'1.*****rk{.{<***{.t<{<{<********.*<t********'ß******'ß**'ß********'k****t**,ß****

i.O CALL TO ORDEzu ROLL CALL

2.0 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

4.0 PRESENTATIONS/ANNOUNCEMENTS

4,1 PRESENTATION

4.LI Presentation to Paul Seto, Councilmember of the City of Millbrae, for his years of dedicated
service and contributions to C/CAG. p. i

4.I.2. Presentation to Kelly Fergusson, Councilmember of the City of Menlo Park, for her years of
dedicated service and contributions to C/CAG. p. 5
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5.0 CONSENT AGENDA

Consent Agenda items are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion. There

will be no separate discussion on these items unless members of the Board, staff or public
request specific items to be removed for separate action.

Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 230 dated December 9, 2010.
ACTION p. 9

Review and Approval of Resolution 11-02 Authorizingthe Executive Director to enter into an

agreement with the Alameda County Clean V/ater Program regarding the coordination of efforts

and joint legal representation for unfunded mandate test claims frled by San Mateo and

Alameda County member agencies. ACTION p. 15

Review and approval of Resolution 11-09 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an

agreement with Jacobs Engineering Group to provide traffic monitoring service for the 2011

Congestion Management Program (CMP) update in an amount not to exceed 555,822.02.
ACTION p. 21

Review and approval of Resolution 11-04 authorizingthe C/CAG chair to execute an

Agreement with Mokhtari Engineering lnc. for project management services on the Smart
Corridors Project for one year in an amount not to exceed $100,000. ACTION p. 35

5.5 Review and Approval of C/CAG Resolution 11-01 Authorizing the C/CAG Chair to Execute an

Agreement (Memorandum of Understanding) Between C/CAG and the San Francisco Airport
Commission for Partial Funding for the Preparation of an Update of the Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport
and Related C/CAG Staff Costs in the Amount of $100,000 to be Paid to the C/CAG Board in
FY 2010/2011. ACTION p. 49

5.6 Review and accept C/CAG Audits.

5.6.1 Review and accept the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for
the Year Ended June 30, 2010. ACTION p. 59

5.6.2 Review and accept the C/CAG Basic Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended
June 30, 2010. ACTION p. 65

5.6.3 Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended
June 30, 2010. ACTION P. 81

5.6.4 Review and accept the Memorandum on Internal Control and Required Communications for
the Year Ended June 30, 2010. ACTION p. 87

5.1 Request the Finance Committee to evaluate the performance of the Cþ/ County Association
of Govemments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and to make a recom.mendation to the Board

on reauthorization. ACTION P. 91

5.8 Review and approval of the Joint Call for Projects for the San Mateo County Bicycle and

Pedestrian Program for FY 2012 and FY 2013. ACTION p. 93

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4



5.9 Review and approval of Resolution 11-07 authorizing the Chair to execute an agreement with
Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network for $75,000 for ongoing direct support and assistance

services to local governments. ACTIONp. 1i9

5.10 Approval of appointments to fill two vacant stakeholder seats on the Resource Management and

Climate Protection Committee. ACTION p. 135

5.1 1 Review and approval of co-sponsoring the Silicon Valley Leadership Group efforts to Save

Caltrain and provide $3,000 for outreach meetings and polling. ACTION p. 141

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

Regular Agenda.

6.0 REGULAR AGENDA

6.I Review and approval of C/CAG Legislative priorities, positions, Legislative update, and State

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

ACTION p.145

TNFORMATIONPresentation from S tate Le gi sl ative Advo cate.6.r.1

6.t.2

6.2

Review and approval of Resolution 11-05 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an

agreement with Advocation to provide State legislative advocacy services for an amount not
exceed $72,000 annually for two years or a total of $144,000. ACTION p. 179

Review and approval of Resolution 11-08 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an

agreement with the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schoois to administer and manage the
Countywide Safe Routes to School Program in an amount not to exceed $2,000,000.

ACTION p.199

6.3 Review and approval of Resolution 11-06 accepting the North Central San Mateo (City)
Community-Based Transportation Plan and recommending implementation of the identified
strategies. ACTION p.213

6.4 Review and Approval of Resolution 11-03 Authorizing Submittal of an Application for $1.5

Million in Grant Funds Under the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's San Francisco Bay
'Water 

Quality Improvement Fund and Authorizing the Executive Director to Commit $500,000
in Matching Funds and $1 Million in Leveraged Funds for Focused Green Street Project
Implementation to Address Polychlorinated Biphenyl (PCB) Pollution in San Carlos and

Development of a Countywide Green Streets Implementation Plan ACTION p.219

6.5 Review and provide input on the draft San Mateo County Countywide Transportation Plan
2035 (CTP 2035) visions, goals and objectives. ACTION p.225

6.6 Nominations for C/CAG Chair and Vice Chair (two) for the March election of officers.
ACTION p.259



7.0

7.1

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Committee Reports (oral reports).

Chairperson's Report.

Boardmembers Report

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR' S REPORT

COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

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

Letter from Chair Kasten to Honorable Jeff Ira, Mayor, City of Redwood City, dated ll4lI1r
Re: C/CAG Board ReviedAction on the City of Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan
Public Review Draft 8/31/10. p.265

Letter from Chair Kasten to Honorable Carole Groom, SupervisorA/ice-President, County of
SanMateoBoardof Supervisors,dated ll4l20l1. Re: CCAGBoardReviedActiononthe
San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element. p.267

Letter from Chair Kasten to Cþ Managers/ County Manager dated Il4lI1. Re: Test Claim for
Unfunded Mandates Relating to California Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay
Region, PermitNo. C4S612008, issued as OrderNo. R2-2009-0074 (October 74,2009).

p.269

Letter from Bijan Sartipi, District Director, Department of Transportation, to Mr. Richard
Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, dated 112611 1 . Re: Route 10l/Candlestick Point
Interchange Modification Project Study Report (PSR) and the 101ÆIolly Street lnterchange
PSR in the Project Initiation Document Reimbursement Pilot Program.

7.2

73

8.0

9.0

9.1

9.2

9.3

9.4

p.277

1O.O ADJOURN

Next scheduled meeting: March 70,2011 Regular Board Meeting.

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

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



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

If you have any questions about the C/CAG Board Agenda, please contact C/CAG Stffi

Executive Dírector: Richard Napíer 650 599-1420 Administrative Assistant: Nancy Blair 650 599-1406

FUTURE MEETINGS
February 10,2011 Finance Committee - SamTrans 2"d Floor Auditorium - 4:30 p.m.
February 10,2011 Legislative Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 5:30 p.m.
February l0,2O7l C/CAG Board - SamTrans 2"d Floor Auditorium - 6:30 p.m.
February 15,2011 NPDES Technical Advisory Committee - to be determined - 10:00 a.m.
February I7,20ll Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee (RMCP)
February I7,2OI1 CMP Technical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2nd Floor Auditorium - 3:00 p.m.
February 21,2011 Administrators' Advisory Committee - 555 County Center, 5ü Fl, Redwood City -Noon
February 24,2071 Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) - San Mateo Cþ Hall -

Conference Room C - 7:00 p.m.
February 28,2071 CMEQ Committee - San Mateo City Hall - Conference Room C - 3:00 p.m.





CICAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February 10,2017

To: CiCAG Board of Directors

X'rom: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Presentation to Paul Seto, Councilmember of the City of Millbrae, for His years of
dedicated service and contributions to C/CAG.

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board honor Paul Seto for His years of dedicated service and contributions to
C/CAG.

FISCAL IMPACT

Not applicable.

SOT]RCE OF F'I]NDS

Not applicable.

BA.CKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

Paul Seto has contributed years of dedicated public service in San Mateo County. He has served

as a Councilmember and Mayor for the City of Millbrae. He has provided leadership to C/CAG
as a Board of Directors member, a¡d the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC). The
C/CAG Board of Directors, as well as the C/CAG staff, have appreciated Paul Seto.

ATTACHMENTS

Certificate of appreciation.

-1-
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A PnnsnNTATIoN oF THE Bo¿.nn oF DIREcroRs oF THE

Crrv/CouNTy Assocr¡uoN oF GovnnNuENTs oF

SAN MArEo CouNry (C/CAG) ExpnnssrNc APPREcIATIoN ro
P¿,ur. Snro

F.oR HIS DBITCaTED SERVICE TO C/CAG
rlr :k ?k tr :!c * :k tr rl. ?k * t( * * :k rÉ

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

Whereas, Paul Seto has served the Cþ of Millbrae comrnunity in many
capacities; arLd,

\ilhereas, Paul Seto has served as Mayor and Council Member for the City of
Millbrae for three years; and,

Whereas, Paul Seto has served onthe C/CAG Board ofDirectors, representing
the City of Millbrae; n2010, and,

Whereas, Paul Seto has served on the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee,
representing the Cify of Millbrae; from 2008 to 2009.

Now, therefore, the Board ofDirectors of C/CAG hereby resolves that C/CAG
expresses its appreciation to Paul Seto for his years of dedicated public service, and

wishes his happiness and success in the future.

P^l.ssnn, A.ppRovED, AND ADoprED THIS 10tt nay oF JANUARY r 20ll.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

-3-
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CICAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February 10, 2011

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Presentation to Kelly Fergusson, Councilmember of the City of Menlo Park, for
her years of dedicated service and contributions to C/CAG.

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

RECOMMENDÄTION

That the C/CAG Board honor Kelly Fergusson for her years of dedicated service and
contributions to C/CAG.

FISCAL IMPACT

Not applicabie.

SOURCE OF'FUNDS

Not applicable.

BACKGROT]ND/DISCUSSION

Kelly Fergusson has contributed years of dedicated public service in San Mateo County. She has
served as a Councilmember and Mayor for the City of Menlo Park. She has provided leadership
to C/CAG as a Board of Directors member. The C/CAG Board of Directors, as well as the
C/CAG staff, have appreciated Kelly Fergusson.

ATTACHMENTS

Certificate of appreciation.

-5-
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Resolved, by the Board of Directors of the Ciry/County Association of
Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) , that,

Whereas, Kelly Fergusson has served the City of Menlo Park community in
many capacities; and,

'Whereas, Kelly Fergusson has served as Mayor and Council Member for the
City of Menlo Park for many years; and,

'Whereas, Kelly Fergusson has served on the C/CAG Board of Directors,
representing the City of Menlo Park; from 2007 through 2010.

Now, therefore, the Board ofDirectors of C/CAG hereby resolves that C/CAG
expresses its appreciation to Kelly Fergusson for her many years of dedicated public
service, and wishes her happiness and success in the futue.

Plssnn, AppRovED, AND ADoprED THrs 10o n¿.y oF.JA¡[uARy r Z0ll.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

-7-
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Crry/Corryry Assoc moN oF Govpnmrær.vrs
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AlhertoncBelmonttBrisbaneoBurlingamecColmaoDalyCityoEastPaloAlto.FosterCiryoHafMoonBaycHillsboroughtMenloPark
MillbraeoPacifca.PortolaValleytp¿¿roodCityoSorSrrnotSanCarloscSanMateocSanMateoCountyoSouthSanFranciscocWoodside

Meeting No. 230
December 9,2070

1.0 CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CN,L

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

Christine Wozniak - Belmont
Sepi Richardson - Brisbane
Terry Nagel - Burlingame
Joseph Silva - Colma
David Canepa - Daty City
Linda Koelling - Foster City
Tom Kasten - Hillsborough
Paul Seto - Mllbrae
Julie Lancelle - Pacifica
Maryann Moise Derwin - Portola Valley
Rosanne Foust - Redwood City
Bob Grassilli - San Carlos
Brandt Grotte - San Mateo
Carole Groom - San Mateo County
Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit District

Absent:
Atherton
East Palo Alto
Half Moon Bay
Menlo Park
SanBruno
.Woodside

Others:

Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG
Nancy Blair, C/CAG Staff
Sandy'Wong, Deputy Director - C/CAG
Lee Thompson, C/CAG -LegaI Counsel
JohnHoang, C/CAG Staff
Tom Madalenq C/CAG Staff
Jean Higaki, C/CAG Staff
Joe Kott, C/CAG Statr
Dave Carbone, C/CAG Staff

ITEM 5.1
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P awtz Makhtari, C/CAG Staff
Christine Maley-Grubl, Alliance
George Mozingo, San Mateo County
David Boesch, San Mateo County
Clayton Holstein, Brisbane
Jim Bigelow, Redwood CitylSan Mateo County Chamber, CÀ/ße Member
Pat Bell, San Carlos
Sue Lempert, San Mateo
Will Travis, BCDC
Joe LaClair, BCDC

4.1 PRESENTATION

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

4.I.2 Presentation of Certificate of Appreciation to Sue Lempert, City of San Mateo, for her years of
dedicated service and contributions to MTC.

4.1.3 Presentation by State Senator Leland Yee.

4.I.4 Presentation by Bay Conservation Development Commission

4.2 ANNOI-INCEMENTS

C/CAG's 20ú A¡niversary

5.0 CONSENT AGENDA

Board Member RichardsonMOVED approval of Consent Items 5.7,5.2,5.3,5.4,5.5, and 5.6.
B oard Member Koelling SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 1 5 -0 for Items 5 .2 thru 5 . 6 and
MOTION CARRIED Il-0-4. for Item 5.1 with Board Members Grotte, Wozniak, Groom, and
Foust abstaining from Item 5. 1.

5.1 Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 229 dated November 18, 2010.
APPROVED

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

5.3 Consideration/Approval of a Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency
Review of a Referral From the City of Redwood City, Fie DownÍov¡n Precise Plan Public
Review Drafi 8/31/2010. APPROVED

5.4 Review and approval of Resolution 10-65 aulhor:zngthe C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Department of Housing for Cooperative
Pursuit of Housing Solutions and to share costs for consulting and staffzupport services at a net
cost to C/CAG of not to exceed $100,000 for the fiscal year 2010-1i. APPROVED

-10 -



5.5 Update on the San Mateo County Energy Watch, Local Government Partnership with Paõific
Gas and Electric Company. INFORMATION

Saved approximately 2,178 Megawatt hours and378 peak kilowatts which is on track to meet
2010 goals.

5.6 Review and accept the Quarterþ Investment Report ending September 30, 2010.
APPROVED

Earned $ I 6,094 or 0 .7 6Yo interest for the quarter.

6.0 REGULAR AGENDA

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

APPROVED

The C/CAG Legislative Committee ranked the 2011 Legislative Priorities as follows:

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

Priority 2 - Protect against increased local costs resulting from State action without I00%
. State reimbursement for the added costs.

Priority 3 - Advocate for revenue solutions to address State budget issues that are also
beneficial to Cities/ County.

Priority 4 - Encourage the State to protect transportation funding and develop an equitable
cost-sharing ¿¡¡angement to pay for any cost overruns on the construction of the
Bay Bridge.

Priority 5 - Secure stable funding to pay for increased NPDES mandates.
Priority 6 - Support reasonable climate action/Greenhouse Gas legislation.
Priorrty 7 - Support energy conservation.
Priority 8 - Support for transportation funding for preparation of comprehensive land use

plans for airports and support business community engagement in transportation
demand management efforts.

Priority 8 - Support lowering the 2l3rd super majority vote for local special purpose taxes.

Board Member Foust MOVED approval of Item 6.1. Board Member Richardson SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 15-0.

6.2 Review and approval of Resolution 10-64 (1) accepting the certificate of the Chief Elections
Offi.cer as the statement of the result of the vote as determined by the official canvass of the
November 2,2070, Measure M election; (2) declaring and accepting the passage of Measure M;
and (3) imposing a $10 Vehicle Registration Fee on vehicles registered in San Mateo County in
accordance withMeasure M. APPROVED

Board Member Grotte MOVED approval of Item 6.2. Board Member Seto SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED i5-0.

555 cor-r¡rrvcB¡rrsR,5EFlooR,RrowooDcrry, CA94063 PHoNe: 650.599.1420 Fpx:650.361.8227
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Quarterþ update on the implementation of the San Mateo County Smart Corridor project.
INFORMATION

Review and approval of Resolution 10-63 reauthorizing the San Mateo County Congestion
Relief Plan for four years from July l, 2011 to June 30, 2015. APPROVED

Board Member Richardson MOVED approval of Item 6.4. Board Member Nagel SECONDED.

A Super Majority Vote was taken by roll call. MOTION CARRIED 15-0. Results: 15

Agencies approving. This represents TIYo of the Agencies representing 82%o of the population.

6.5 Review and approval of Resolution 10-66 authorizing the C/CAG Chai¡ to execute an
agreement with the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) for travel demand
forecasting model license and services for a three (3) year term in an amount not to exceed
$575,000. APPROVED

63

6.4

9.0

7.0

7I

Board Member Foust MOVED approval of Item 6.5. Board Member Grotte SECONDED.
MOTION CARRMD 15-0.

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Committee Reports (oral reports).

None.

Chairperson's Report.

The Chair commented on Item 9.3, and provided an update.

Boardmembers Report

None.

Ð(ECUTTVE DIRECTOR' S REPORT

The Director wished everyone a safe and happy holiday.

COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

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

Letter from Chair Kasten to the Honorable R. Sean Randoiph, Chairman, San Francisco Bay
ConservationDevelopment Commission, dated llllln. RE. SanFrancisco Bay Conservation
Development Commission's (BCDC) proposed Bay Plan amendment.

7,2

t5

8.0

9l
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9.2 Letter from Chair Kasten to All Councilpersons of San Mateo County Cities and Members of
the Board of Supervisors, dated 11/18/10. Re: Vacancies on the Congestion Management and
Environmental Quality Committee (Cl\ßQ) and the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(BPAC)

9.3 Letter from Chair Kasten to the Honorable Ross Mrkarimi, Board Chair, San Francisco County
Transportation Authority, dated lll22l10. Re: C/CAG's opposition to the Mobilþ, Access
and Pricing Study O4APS) Scenario 3.

1O.O ADJOURN

555cor¡r¡rvcemrn,SmFr,oon,R-uowoolcrry,CA94063 FHoNe: 650.599.7420 Fpx:650.367.8227
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I)ate:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

February 10,2011

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 71-02 authorizing the Executive Director to enter into
an agreement with the Alameda County Clean Water Program regarding the coordination
of efforts and joint legal representation for unfirnded mandate test claims filed by San
Mateo and Alameda County member agencies.

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

RECOMMENDATION

The C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution lI-2 authorizingt}re Executive Director to enter into
an agreement with the Alameda County Clean Water Program regarding the coordination of efforts and
joint legal representaton for unfunded mandate test claims filed by San Mateo and Alameda County
member agencies.

FISCAI IMPACT

There is no unanticipated fiscal impact from the proposed resolution. Under the proposed arangemenl
the cost to C/CAG and its members for legal services through a decision by the Stâte Commission on
Mandates would not exceed $60,580 over the next calendar year. The San Mateo Countywide'Water
Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide Program) has approximately S35,000 in the current
fiscal year budget and $75,000 budgeted in the 201 llT2 fisca7 year for such activity. Due to the current
timeline for the Commission's process, it is unlikely significant funds will be expended under this
agreement in the remainder of the current fiscal year.

SOT'RCE OF FUNDS

Suffrcient funds are included in the Countywide Program's annual budget for permit-related legal issues.
Fundtng for the Countywide Program comes from property tax revenue and vehicle registration fees.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUSSI ON

The Municipal Regional Permit (MRP) was adopted by the Regional'Water Quatrty Control Board in
October 2009 ærd went into effect on December I,2009. The MRP applies to most Bay Area Counties
and jurisdictions, including among others, the member agencies of C/CAG and the Alameda County
Clean'Water Program.

When the MRP was first issued, the Countywide Program parbrered with the Santa C1ar4 Alameda, and
Fairfield-Suisun stormwater programs to analyze the MRP to determine which provisions have a hlgh
probability of success for being declared unfunded mandates by the State Commission on Unfunded
Mandates (the "Commission"). Model documents that could be used by all jurisdictions withinthose
progr¿üns for filing test claims were prep¿ì"red for those jurisdictions wishing to file a test claim. In
October 2010, of the 22 SanMateo co-permittees under the MRP (20 cities/towns, the county, and the

ITEM 5.2
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flood control district), 2l fledtimely test claims based on the rnodel documents. Sixteen of the 17 co-
permittees in Alameda County filed similar test claims.

The Commission reviewed the test claims and determined that it would effectively require the San Mateo
County claimants to consolidate their test claims by rejecting all but the first-filed test claim (that of the
City of Brisbane), but allow the "rejected" clairnants to particþate as co-claimants by re-frling the test
claim form and indicating a common spokesperson. Each C/CAG member jurisdiction has been sent the
information and documentation required to become a co-claimant as suggested by the Commission and
has been asked to retum those forms for submiual to the Commission by Jaruary 28, 2011 . As of January
28,207I,21 of ihe 22 poileftial co-claimants had returned the required documentation.

In anticþation of some form of consolidation, this C/CAG Board at its November 18, 2010, meeting
passed resolution 10-62. In addition to authorizing C/CAG staffto continue to provide support for the
member agency test claims, that resolution authorized the Executive Director, acting on behalf of C/CAG
and the Countywide Program, to serve as the spokesperson and representative for those member agencies
making such a request.

Going forward, the unfunded mandate test claim process will continue with several steps. The
Commission staffwill provide the test claims to State agencies for review and comment. Those comments
are currently due by March 18, 2011, but it is possible, if not likely, that the State agencies will ask for
even more time. Once the State agency comment period ends, the test claimants will have an opportunity
to respond to those comments. Once the review and commenting process is complete, Commission staff
will issue a draft decision that is subject to additional public review and comment. The Commission's
staffwill then provide a final recommendation to the Commission members for decision. The
Commission's decision willbe subjectto appeal to the courts - by any impacted party.

In November, C/CAG staff estimated that the cost for C/CAG to provide joint representation for its
member agencies' test claims through to a decision by the Commission was approximately $100,000.

The Alameda County CleanWater Program, representing the Alameda County Claimants (the'Alameda
Claimants"), has proposed that our two programs agree to a joint representation and cost sharing. The
Alameda Claimants have already engaged the law firm of Meyers/lllave as their legal counsel and
claimant representative in connection withthe unfunded mandate claims. The cooperation and joint
representation proposed would require that our Countywide Program and member claimants join the
Alameda Claimants inthe engagement of Meyers/lr{ave as legal counsel and claimant representative.

The arrangement would be that C/CAG (as the Countyr,vide Program), would engage Meyers/lllave, as

would each C/CAG member wishing to particþate and continue as a claimant. While each C/CAG
member jurisdiction would have an individual and direct attorney-client agreement and relationship with
MeyersÆ.{ave, no individual member jurisdiction would be billed for any services provided. Instead, as

anticipated in November, all fees would be paid by C/CAG. Meyers/1.{ave would obtain any required
conflict waivers. In turn, C/CAG and the Alameda County Clean Water Program would have an

agreement between them, and with Meyers/1.{ave, pursuant to which all bills and invoices would be sent
to the Alameda County Clean Water Program, and Alameda would in turn invoice C/CAG (the San
Mateo County Program) at the end of each fiscal year for 50%o of the shared costs. The arrangements will
speci$rtha! unless C/AG agrees otherwise, the total costs to C/CAG are not to exceed $60,580 through
the Commission's decision.

ATTACHMENTS

. Resolutionll-2
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ALTERNATIVES

1- C/CAG Board approve Resohrtion 1l-2 authorizíngthe Executive Director to enter into an

agreement with the Alameda County CleanWater Program regarding the provision ofjoint legal

representationfor unfunded mandatetest claims filedby San Mateo and Alameda County
member agencies,.

2- C/CAG Board rejectthe arrangement proposed by the Alameda County CleanWater Program
and seek legal representation for momber agency test claims separately.

3- No action.

-L7 -
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RESOLUTION II.2
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF'DIRECTORS OF'THE CITY/ COT]NTY

ASSOCIATION OF' GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COTINTY AUTHORIZING
THE EXECUTTVE DIRECTOR, IN CONNECTION WITH THE MUNICIPAL

REGIONAL PERMIT, TO: 1) EXECUTE A JOINT REPRESENTATION AND COST
SHARING AGREEMENT }VITH THE ALAMEDA COIJNTY CLEAN WATER

PROGRAM; 2) ENGAGE MEYERS/NAVE AS LEGAL COTJNSEL AND CI.AIMANT
RESPRESENTATTVE; AND 3) ENTER INTO OTHER AGREEMENTS OR
ARRANGEMENTS AS REASONABLY NECESSARY TO SUPPORT THE

AGREEMENTS WITH THE ALAMEDA COT]NTY CLEAN }VATER PROGRAM AND
MEYERS/NAVE

IVHEREAS, C/CAG manages the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide
Program) that assists C/CAGs member agencies and performs compliance activities in compliance
with requirements contained in the Municipal Regional Permit (l\ßP) issued by the San Francisco
Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board; and,

WHEREAS, C/CAGs member agencies have or will file test claims (the "test claims"), as

claimants or co-claimants with the State's Commission on State Mærdates (Commission) that
identified certain provisions of the MRP as potential unfunded state mandates that cumulatively, over
the course of the five-year term of the MRP, may cost C/CAG and its member agencies tens of
millions of dollars in compliance costs; and,

WHEREAS, the members of the Alameda County Clean'Water Program (the "Alameda Program")
have filed claims with the Commission that are similar to the test claims and have engaged
Meyers/1.{ave as legal counsel and claimant representative in connection therewith; and

WHEREAS, given the similarities in all of the test claims filed the C/CAG and Alameda Program
member agencies, it would be more cost-effective for C/CAG and the Alameda Program to fund a
common effort to support and defend the claims on behalf of their member agencies; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the CrtylCounty
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the C/CAG Executive Director, in connection
with the municipal regional stormwater permit, is authorized to:

1. Execute a joint representation and cost sharing agreement with the AlamedaProgram

2. Engage MeyersÆ.{ave as legal counsel and claimant representative

3. Enter into other agreements or arrangements as reasonably necessary in support of the
agreements with the Alameda Program and Meyers/1.{ave

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 10Trr DAY OF FEBRUARY,a0LI.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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CICAG AGENDA REPORT

I)ate: February 10, 2011

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: RichardNapier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution l1-09 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to

execute an agreement with Jacobs Engineering Group to provide traffrc
monitoring service for the 2011 Congestion Management Program (CMP) update

in an amount not to exceed 555,822.02

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 11-09 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute of an agteement with Jacobs to provide traffic monitoring service for the 20l l
Congestion Management Program (CMP) update in an amount not to exceed $55,822.02.

SOURCE OF X'T]NDS

Funding source will come from Federal Surface Transportation Program (STP) Planning Grant

and C/CAG member agencies funds.

FISCAL IMPACT

Up to $60,000 has been budgeted for consulting services for the 201I Congestion Management

Program monitoring.

BACKGROT]NDIDISCUS SION

Every two years C/CAG, as the Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County, is

required to measure the roadway Level of Service (LOS) and conduct other activities to
determine compliance with the Congestion Management Program (CMP). The CMP roadway

system that are monitored includes 16 intersections and 53 roadway segments. The last

monitoring update was performed in 2009.

Per the CiCAG adopted Procurement Policy, a formal Request for Proposal (RFP) process was

utilized. On Decemb er 23 , 2010, a Request for Proposal (RFP) was issued to solicit for a

consultant to conduct monitoring services for the San Mateo County CMP for 2011. The scope

of work to be provided by the consultant would include conducting traffic counts and perform
level of service calculations on the CMP intersections and roadway segments using approved

ITEM 5.3
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methodologies, and monitoring travel time performances for the Highway 101 corridor for
automobiles and transit. Proposals were due on January 2I,2011.

C/CAG received a total of seven (7) proposals. A panel comprised of three staff reviewed,
evaluated, and ra¡ked the proposals based on the consultants' understanding ofproject objectives
and requirements, technical project approach, project management, capabilities and experience.
Cost was not considered. The firms were ranked based on the scoring results, as follows:

Rank Firm

I Jacobs Engineering Group

2 Dowling Associates

3 Kimley-Horn Associates

4 TJKM Transportation Consultants

5 RBF Consulting

6 Fehr & Peers

7 Quality Trafhc Data

Based on the results of the evaluation, it is recommended that Jacobs Engineering Group be
selected to provide monitoring services for the 2011 CMP. The cost for performing the 2011
CMP monitoring is $55,822.02. The work product developed by the consultant will provide
C/CAG expanded capabilities for enhancing congestion management programs in San Mateo
County.

Since this work will be performed on a biennial basis, a provision is included in the agreement to
provide C/CAG the option to renew the agreement u/ith the consultant, based on satisfactory
performance, for an additional four years (2 additional two-year cycles) that includes services for
the20l3 and 2015 CMPs.

ATTACHMENTS

o Resolution I l-09
o Agreement between C/CAG and Jacobs Engineering Group
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RESOLUTION I.1.09

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

COTINTY AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN
AGREEMENT \ryITH JACOBS ENGINEERING GROUP TO PROVIDE
TRAFFIC MONITORING SERYICES FOR THE 2OII CONGESTION

MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (CMP) IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$55,822.02

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of Govemments

of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the designated Congestion Management Agency responsible for

the development and implementation of the Congestion Management Program for San Mateo

County; and

\ilHEREAS, the Califomia Govemment Code requires Congestion Management

Agencies to develop and monitor Congestion Management Programs; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that outside consulting services are needed for the

conducting the monitoring of the 2011 Congestion Management Program; and

\ryHEREAS, C/CAG has selected Jacobs Engineering Group through a competitive

process to provide these services; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe Board of Directors ofthe City/County

Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to execute an

agreement with Jacobs Engineering Group in the amount not to exceed 555,822.02. In accordance

with C/CAG established policy, the Chair may administratively authorize up to an additional 5o/o of
the total contract amount in the event that there are unforeseen costs associated with the project.

This agreement is attached hereto and is in a form that has been approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel'

PASSED, APPROVED, A]\lD ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF FEBRUARY 2011.

Thomss M. Kasten, Chair
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COL]NTY

AND
JACOBS ENGINEERING GROUP

This Agreement entered this _ day of ,2011, by and between the
CitylCounty Association of Governments of San Mateo County, a joint powers agency,
hereinafter called *CICAG" and Jacobs Engineering Group, hereinafter called "Contractor."

WITNESSETH

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

WHEREAS, C/CAG is prepared to award funding for conducting the San Mateo County
201I Congestion Management Program monitoring; and

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

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

1. Services to be provided by Contractor. ln consideration of the payments hereinafter set
forth, Contractor agrees to perform the services described in Exhibit A, attached hereto
(the "Services").

2. Palnnents. In consideration of Contractor providing the Services, C/CAG shall reimburse
Consultant based on the fee schedule set forth in Exhibit B up to a maximum amount of
fifty frve thousand eight hundred twenty two dollars and two cents ($55,822.02) for
Services provided dwing the Contract Term as set forth below. The hours stated in
Exhibit B are intended to be an estimate of the amount of time Contractor expects to
spend on each task. Payments shall be made to contractor monthly based on an invoice
submitted by contractor that identifies expenditures and describes services performed in
accordance with the agrcement. C/CAG shall have the right to receive, upon request,
documentation substantiating charges billed to C/CAG.

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

4. Non-Assignabilitv. Contractor shall not assign this Agreement or any portion thereof to a
third party.
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6.

5. Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect as of and shall

terminate on September 1,2011; provided, however, C/CAG may terminate this

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

Termination to be effective on the date specified in the notice. In the event of termination

under this paragraph, Contractor shall be paid for all Services provided to the date of
termination.

Hold Harmless/ Indemnitv: Contractor shall indemniS and save harmless C/CAG, its

agents, officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions to the extent caused by

the negligence, errors, acts or omissions of the Consult¿nt, its agents, officers or

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

Agreement.

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

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

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

under this section has been obtained and such insurance has been approved by the

C/CAG Staff. Contractor shall furnish the C/CAG Staff with Certificates of Insurance

evidencing the required coverage and there shall be a specific contractual liability
endorsement extending the Contractor's coverage to include the contractual liability
assumed by the Contractor pursuant to this Agreement. These Certificates shall speciff
or be endorsed to provide that thirty (30) days notice must be given, in writing, to

C/CAG of any pending change in the limits of liability or of non-renewal, cancellation,

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

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

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

Employer Liability Insurance providing fulI statutory coverage.

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

Agreement such Bodily Injury Liability and Property Damage Liability lnsurance as shall

protect C/CAG, its employees, officers and agents while performing work covered by

this Agreement from any and all claims for damages for bodily injury, including

accidental death, as well as any and all operations under this Agreement, whether such

operations be by the Contractor or by any sub-contractor or by anyone directly or

indirectly employed by either of them. Such insurance shall be combined single limit
bodily injury and property damage for each occurrence and shall be not less than

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

Staff.

7.

Required
Amount

Approval by
C/CAG Staff

if under
$ 1,000,000

Required insurance shall include:

-26-



8.

a. Comprehensive General Liability

b. Workers' Compensation

$ 1,000,000

$ Statutory

C/CAG and its officers, agents, employees and servants shall be named as additional
insured on any such policies of insurance, which shall also contain a provision that the

insurance afforded thereby to C/CAG, its officers, agents, employees and servants shall be
primary insurance to the full limits of liability of the policy, and that if C/CAG, or its
officers and employees have other insurance against a loss covered by such a policy, such
other insurance shall be excess insurance only.

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

Non-discrimination. The Contractor and any subcontractors performing the services on
behalf of the Contractor shall not discriminate or permit discrimination against any
person or group ofpersons on the basis or race, color, religion, national origin or
ancestry, age, sex, sexual orientation, marital stafus, pregnancy, childbirth or related
conditions, medical condition, mental or physical disability or veteran's status, or in any
manner prohibited by federal, state or local laws.

Compliance with All Laws. Contractor shall at all times comply with all applicable laws
and regulations, including without limitation those regarding services to disabled persons,

including any requirements of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

Substitutions: If particular people are identified in this Agreement are providing services
under this Agreement, the Contractor will not assign others to work in their place without
written permission from C/CAG. Any substitution shall be with a person of
commensurate experience and knowledge.

Sole Prope4v of C/CAG. \ü/ork products of Contractor which are delivered under this
Agreement or which are developed, produced and paid for under this Agreement, shall be

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

modification or re-use of products without Contractor's participation or for purpose other
than those specifically intended pursuant to this Agreement.

Agreement Renewal. This Agreement may be renewed for an additional four years (two
2-year cycles that includes services for the 20 1 3 and 201 5 CMPs) upon the mutual
agreements and approval by the C/CAG Board and Contractor.

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

transcriptions.

9.

10.

11.

t2.

13.
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14.

The Contractor shall maintain all required records for three years after C/CAG makes

final payments and all other pending matters are closed.

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

of a conflict between the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein and those in
Exhibit A attached hereto, the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein shall
prevail.

Governing Law. This Agreement shall be govemed by the laws of the State of California
and any suit or action initiated by either party shall be brought in the County of San

Mateo, California.

15.
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16. Notices. All notices hereby required under this agreement shall be in writing and

delivered in person or sent by certified mail, postage prepaid and addressed as follows:

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County

555 County Center, 5ú Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Attention: John Hoang

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

Jacobs Engineering GrouP

300 Frank H. Ogawa Plaza, Suite 10

Oakland, CA946l2
Attention: Steve TaYlor

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have affixed their hands on the day and year

first above written.

Jacobs Engineering Group (Contractor)

Date

City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG)

By

By

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair

C/CAG Legal Counsel

Date

By
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EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF SERVICES

1. CollectAvailable Data

CONSULTANT shall obtain data currently available for the CMP roadway system and intersections
from the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and from the Public Works and
Planning Departments of C/CAG member agencies to help reduce the data collection effort.

2. Conduct Counts/Surveys

CONSULTAIIT shall conduct intersection turning movement counts at the 16 CMP intersections.
Three-day (72-hour) machine counts will be conducted for the CMP arterials and multiJane
highways. Travel time surveys will be conducted cluring the AM and PM peak periods for the
freeways to measure average speeds. A minimum of five (5) complete runs will be conducted for
each freeway segment in each direction. Observations of the CMP intersections and roadway
segments will be conducted during the AM and PM peak hours.

3. Conduct Level of Service (LOS) Calculations

CONSULTANT shall calculate the levels of service for the CMP roadway system and intersections
utilizing the methods according to the Highway Capacity Manual (2000 HCM) and based on the
Transportation Research Board's (TRB) Círcular 212.

4. Incorporate Exemptions

CONSULTANT shall re-evaluate locations that are found to exceed their LOS Standard and account
for the required exemptions (interregional traffic, traffic from low and very low income households,
traffic from development within %mile of transit stations, etc.) A link analysis will be conducted
using the San Mateo County model to estimate traffrc reductions caused by the exemptions.
Locations with LOS Standard violations will be forwarded on to C/CAG for deficiency plan
notification.

5.

Route 101 Comidor

CONSULTANT shall use the travel times surveys conducted during the Task 2 to represent
travel times for single-occupant automobiles. Travel time surveys for carpools will be conducted
for the HOV lanes on U.S. 101. Transit schedules will be used to estimate travel times via bus
and rail. Transit agencies will be contacted to confirm that the schedules are reflective of actual
travel times.

6. Evaluate Bicycle and Pedestrian Measure

CONSULTANT shall review the CMP CIP projects to ascertain whether pedestrian and bicycle
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travel is accommodated in new transportation projects.

7. Collect and Analyze Transit Ridership Data

CONSULTANT shall collect available ridership data from SamTrans, BART, and CalTrain. The
data will be used to compare ridership among the different transit modes.

8. Prepare Documentation

CONSULTANT shall prepare and submit adraft.report of the monitoring process including
tables and maps. All of the level of service calculations and collected data will be submitted in a
Technical Appendix.

9. Attend Meeting

CONSULTANT shall be available to attend one meeting during the study.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

February 10,2011

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 11-04 authorizing the C/CAG chair to execute an

Agreement with Mokhtari Engineering Inc. for project management services on the

Smart Corridors Project for one year in an amount not to exceed $100,000.

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board approve of Resolution 11-04 authorizing the C/CAG chair to execute an

Agreement with Mokhtari Engineering Úrc. for project management services on the Smart Corridors

Project for one year in an amount not to exceed $100,000.

FISCAL IMPACT

This one-year contract is for time and material and is in an amount not to exceed $100,000. This

amount is included in the Smart Corridor project budget.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Fund source of the Smart Corridor Project Management Services will come from a combination of
Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP), State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP),

and local funds.

BACKGROUNDIDIS CUS SION

The overall San Mateo County Smart Co¡ridors project will implement inter-jurisdictional traffic
management strategies by deploying integrated Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) elements

along the portions of the US 101 corridor from I-380 to the Santa Clara County line and SR 82 (El

Camino Real) and local arterial streets. The Smart Corridors project, from I-380 in the City of San

Bruno to Whipple Avenue in Redwood Clty, was awarded $10M from the TLSP Program (Traffrc

Light Synchronization Program). C/CAG also programmed $1lM in the 2008 STIP (State

Transportation Improvement Program) for a total project implementation (design and construction).

On February 72,2009,the Board approved execution of a consultant contract with Mokhtari
Engineering, Inc., for $232,960, to provide project management services for the San Mateo County

Smart Corridors Project for one year. Per that authorization, any extension or continuation beyond

the curent funding level would be presented to C/CAG Board for final approval.
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On February ll,2}l},under the new procurement policy, the contract with Mokhtari Engineering,

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

Although the design of the Smart Corridors is nearly complete, it is anticipated that C/CAG will
require some amount of Project Management services during the Smart Corridors construction and

integration phase. The amount of services needed for Project Management will vary from month to

month. This contract extension is for providing services for one year not to exceed $100,000.

Per Section 5 of the C/CAG Procurement Policy:

" Once a contractor has been selected through either the formal RFP procedure or

another procedure as per 6,7 ., 8., or 9., the contractor may be used to provided additional

services, if the work is substantially similar to that which was included in the original

contract, for a period of up to three years beyond the initial contract ending dated. This may

be done through either the execution of an amendment to the existing contract or though the

execution of a new contract. The approval of the amendment or new contract shall be subject

to tlié approvãliéquifements in 6:,7 ., or 8., depéñding õn thê amount õf funding to te
included in the amendment or new contract."

This contract being presented to the Board for approval, to comply with the C/CAG procurement

policy. Section 8 of the C/CAG Procurement Policy, which states that approval from 51% of the

present voting members of the Board is required for execution of contracts greater than $50,000.

Mokhtari Engineering,Inc. was originally selected through a formal RFP procedure two years ago' It
is requested that the RFP process be waived, for this contract, as the Project Manager has been

successfully functioning as the project manager from the concept of operations through design.

Mokfitari Engineering has been a primary focal point on the Smart Corridors project for two years.

He has an institutional knowledge of the project, and has developed a working relationship with
Caltrans, the design consultants, and the Cities. Conducting a request for proposal (RFP) to bring in a

new project manager at this time would not benefit the project in time or cost.

ATTACHMENT

. Resolution 11-04

. Draft Agreement
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RESOLUTION 11.04

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

AUTHORIZING THE CiCAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT \ilITH
MOKHTARI ENGINEERING INC. FOR PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES ON THE
SMART CORRIDORS PROJECT FOR ONE YEARIN AII AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED

$1oo,ooo

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

WHEREAS, C/CAGwas awarded $lOM in funding from the Traffic Light Synchronization

Program (TLSP), which is part of the Proposition 1B State Úrfrastructure Bond, and obtained an

additional $10M from the 2008 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) to implement a

_ Smart Ç*idg._t lTS_Project; and

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

management services for the Smart Corridors project; and

\ilHEREAS, the C/CAG selection committee selected Mokhtari EngineerinE, Inc. to provide

these services; and

WHEREAS, Mokhtari Engineering, Inc. has been providing project management services for

the Smart Corridors project for two years; and

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

through construction completion and integration phase of the Smart Corridors ITS project; and

WHEREAS, it is estimated that the cost of project management services for one year will be

$100,000.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLYED bythe Board of Directors of the City/County

Association of Govemments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to execute an

agreement with Mokhtari Engineering, úrc. to provide Project Management Services for the San

Mateo County Smart Corridors Project in an amount not to exceed $100,000. It is also resolved that

the C/CAG Executive Director is authorized to negotiate the final terms of said agreement prior to its

execution by the C/CAG Chair, subject to approval as to form by the CiCAG Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF FEBRUARY 2011.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COTJNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COT]NTY

AI\D MOKHTARI ENGINEERING, INC.

This Agreement entered this 10th day of February,2)l1, by and between the
CITYiCOLTNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS, a joint powers agency for the
development and implementation of the Congestion Management Program for San Mateo
County, hereinafter called "CICAG" and Mokirtari Engineering,Inc., hereinafter called
"Consultant."

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, C/CAG was awarded $10M in funding from the Traffic Light
Synchronization Program (TLSP), which is part of the Proposition 1B State Infrastructure Bond,
and obtained an additional $1lM from the 2008 State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP) to implement a Smart Corridors Project; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the sponsor agency for the development and implementation of
the Smart Corridors Project in San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, the Smart Corridors Project (the "Project") is a cooperative effort by the San

Mateo City/CountyAssociation of Govemments (C/CAG), SMCTA, multiple local jurisdictions,

Caltrans, and countywide and regional transportation agencies; and

WHEREAS, the Smart Corridors Project will implement traffic management strategies by
deploying Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) elements along conventional state highway
routes and major local streets to manage traffrc congestion and improve mobility; and

U/HEREAS, CiCAG has determined that Project Management services are needed to
oversee the construction and integration phase of the Smart Corridors project; and

WHEREAS, under competitive process, C/CAG has selected Mokirtari Engineering, [nc.
to provide these services for the development and design of the Smart Corridors project; and

\ryHEREAS, C/CAG would like to execute a new contract with Mokhtari Engineering,
Úrc. to continue to provide these services.

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

1. Services to be provided by Consultant. In consideration of the payments hereinafter set
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forth, Consultant agrees to perform the services described in Exhibit A, Scope of 'Work,

attached hereto as ("Services").

2. Payments. In consideration of Consultant providing the Services, C/CAG shall reimburse

Consultant on a time and materials basis based on a $160 hourly rate up to a maximum of
one hundred thousand dollars ($100,000).

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

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

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

other relationship whatsoever other than that of Independent Contractor.

4. Non-Assigrrabilitv. Consultant shall not assign this Agreement or any portion thereof to a

third party.

5. Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect as of February 10, 2011, and shall

terminate on February 12,2012 unless otherwise extended or terminated as set forth
herein. C/CAG may terminate this Agreement at arry time for any reason by providing

30 days' notice to Consultant. Consultant may terminate this Agreement at arry time for
any reason by providing 30 days' notice to C/CAG. Termination to be effective on the

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

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

term of this Agreement until such time as the maximum, not-to exceed payment amount

specified in section 2 above has been earned by Consultant.

6. Hold Harmless/ Indemnity: Consultant shall indemnit and save harmless C/CAG from

all claims, suits or actions to the extent caused by the negligence, errors, acts or

omissions of the Consultant, its agents, officers or employees related to or resulting from

performance, oÍ non-performance under this Agreement. C/CAG shall indemnify and

save harmless Consultant from all claims, suits or actions to the extent caused by the

negligence, errors, acts or omissions of C/CAG, its agents, officers or employees related

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

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

the duty to defend as set forth in Section 2718 of the California Civil Code.

7. Insurance: Consultant or any sub-consultants performing the services on behalf of
Consultant shall not coÍrmence work under this Agreement until all lnsurance required

under this section has been obtained and such insurance has been approved by the

C/CAG Staff. Consultant shall furnish the C/CAG Staff with Certificates of Insurance

evidencing the required coverage and there shall be a specific contractual liability
endorsement extending the Consultant's coverage to include the contractual liability
assumed by the Consultant pursuant to this Agreement. These Certificates shall speci$
or be endorsed to provide that thirfy (30) days notice must be given, in writing, to

-40 -



C/CAG of any pending change in the limits of liability or of non-renewal, cancellation,

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

'Workers' Compensation and Employer Liability frsurance: Consultant shall have

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

Employer Liability Insurance providing full statutory coverage.

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

Agreement such Bodily krjury Liability and Property Damage Liability Insurance as shall

protect ClCAG,its employees, officers and agents while performing work covered by

this Agreement from any and all claims for damages for bodily injury, including

accidental death, as well as any and all operations under this Agreement, whether such

operations be by the Consultant or by any sub-consultant or by anyone directly or

iltdqggtly-q-Upþyqd by-eì!þg qf-tlrS:l Sqc-h ins-qq¡rqqrsþa,!þ-e ro4þ!ned-slng1-e-limit

bodily injury and property damage for each occuffence and shall be not less than

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

Staff.

Required insurance shall include:

a. Comprehensive General Liability

b. Workers' Compensation

Required
Amount

$ 1,000,000

$ Statutory

Approval by
C/CAG Staff

if under
$ 1,000,000

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

insured on any such policies of insurance, which shall also contain a provision that the

insurance afforded thereby to C/CAG, its officers, agents, employees and servants shall be

primary insurance to the full limits of liability of the policy, and that if C/CAG, or its

officers and employees have other insurance against a loss covered by such a policy, such

other insurance shall be excess insurance only-

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

received which indicates any required insurance coverage will be diminished or canceled,

the C/CAG may, notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement to the contrary,

immediately declare a material breach of this Agreement and suspend all further work

pursuant to this Agreement.

8. Non-discrimination. The Consultant and any sub-consultants performing the Services on

behalf of the Consultant shall not discriminate or permit discrimination against any

person or group ofpersons on the basis or race, color, religion, national origin or

ancestry, age, sex, sexual orientation, marital status, pregnancy, childbirth or related
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12.

9.

10.

11.

14.

15.

conditions, medical condition, mental or physical disability or veteran's status, or in any

manner prohibited by federal, state or local laws.

Compliance with All Laws. Consultant shall at all times comply with all applicable laws

and regulations, including without limitation those regarding services to disabled persons,

including any requirements of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act o11973.

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

under this Agreement, the Consultant will not assign others to work in their place without
written permission from C/CAG. Any substitution shall be with a person of
commensurate experience and knowledge.

Sole Property of C/CAG: Any system or documents developed, produced or provided

under this Agreement shall become the sole properfy of C/CAG.

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

access to anybooks, documents, papers, and records of the Consultant which are directly
pertinent to this Agreement for the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts, and

transcriptions.

The Consultant shall maintain all required records for three years after C/CAG makes

final pa1'rnents and all other pending matters are closed.

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

herein by reference, constitutes the sole agreement of the parties hereto with regard to the

matters covered in this Agreement, and correctly states the rights, duties and obligations

of each party as of the document's date. Any prior agreement, promises, negotiations or

representations between the parties not expressly stated in this document are not binding.

Any subsequent modifications must be in writing and executed by the parties. In the event

of a conflict between the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein and those in
Exhibit A attached hereto, the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein shall

prevail.

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

Mateo, California.

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

delivered in person or sent by certified mail, postage prepaid and addressed as follows:

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County of San Mateo

555 County Center, 5'h Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Attention: Jean Higaki

13.
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Notices required to be given to Consultant shall be addressed as follows:

MoHrtari Engineering, Inc.
5520 Woodhurst Lane.

San Jose, Califomia 95123
Attention: Parviz Mokhtari, Project Manager

IN WITNESS IVHEREOF, the parties hereto have affixed their hands on the day and year

first above written.

- ------::- Mol¡åtariÌngin€erifigtlne:(€onsultant)

City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG)

Thomas M. Kasten
C/CAG Chair

C/CAG Legal Counsel

Date

By
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EXHIBIT A

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Smart Corridors project involves civil work, extensive Intelligent Transportation Systems
(ITS) device installations, cornmunication networking, traffic engineering efforts, and signaV
detection integration.

The objective of the Smart Corridors project is to identiff a well-defined alternate route, utilizing
arterial streets to handle naturally diverted traffic, in the event of a major freeway incident on
US101. Signal phasing along these identified routes would be optimized and signage would be
added to effectively manage traffic on altemate routes.

Thg San Matgo Cognly Smart Corridor Project will deploy and/or integrate:
. Traffic signal improvements (controller upgrades and signal coordination)
. On-ramp metering (existing)
. Signal Interconnect
. Communicationsnetwork
. Non-intrusive arterial vehicle detection system
. Arterial travel time data
. Arterial electronic trailblazer signs
. Fixed and pan-tilt-zoom CCTV cameras
. Integration with Caltrans TMC

This project's interactivelintegrated transportation management and information system willbe
based on real-time, computer assisted transportation management and communications.

Implementing partners include, the Cityl County Association of Governments (C/CAG), Caltrans
District 4, County of San Mateo, City of Belmont, City of Burlingame, City of Millbrae, City of
Redwood City, City of San Bruno, City of San Carlos, City of San Mateo, Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC), and San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA).

Although they are not funded for ITS equipment deployment at this time, additional partner
agencies, involved in the development of the project (Con Ops), include the Town of Atherton,
City of South San Francisco, City of Menlo Park, and City of East Palo Alto.

The project's funding partners include C/CAG, SMCTA, and MTC. The Smart Corridors total
project budget is approximately 25 million dollars in State and Federal funding.

Completed ltems of Work

The following items of work are either completed or are in the process of being completed and
can be used as references:
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o Desigr of local arterial portion of the project.
o Project Study Report
. Project Report
. EnvironmentalDocument
o Concept of Operations
o Alternate Routes for Traffic Incident (ARTI) Guide

SCOPE OF \ilORI{

Attend technical meeting and other meetings as directed.

o Attend project team meetings
. 'Work with regulatory agencies, Caltrans, and local agencies to remove delivery

obstacles as directed.

Obtain written documentation and technical buyoff from the Cities and (email ,.rponr", signed

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

. Obtaining written concrrrence on right of way, construction, and integration

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

operation memorandums or agreements.

. Obtaining memorandums of concurrence containing local agency signatures.

o Obtaining buyoff or conculïence of technical decisions/ designs from local agencies

in the form of an email response from the agency.

¡ Obtaining necessary project permits.

Facilitate agency and project team staffin the review and concurrence ofProject deliverables to

ensure timely comment input and responses:

o Track local deliverables against the Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP)

baseline agreement schedule.

o Ensure delivery of integration deliverables and documentation.

Manage consultant contracts:
o Ensure that design consultant contracts stay within their respective scope, schedule,

and budget.
o Track and report on consultant expenditures on a regular basis as directed.

o Act as a liaison between the construction administrators (County of San Mateo) and

the consultants, where necessary.

Make recommendations to the C/CAG Executive Director, C/CAG staff, Steering Committee,

and C/CAG Board relative to the Project, in terms of corrective action plans to keep the project

on track.
. Bring major Project decisions and changes regarding design, maintenance, and

operations, to the attention of the C/CAG Executive Director.
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o Inform C/CAG Executive Director and staff of technical issues and decisions made by

Caltrans.
o lnform C/CAG Executive Director and staff of decisions that need to be made on the

behalf of C/CAG or local agencies.

o Track Project expenses up to construction, including integration phase.

. Properly document and process any changes to the project's integration scope,

schedule, and budget.

Schedule and organize coordination meetings, Project development team (PDT) meeting,

Steering committee meetings, Stakeholder meetings, and any other Project meeting needed to

facilitate project progress, as directed.

The Consultant will continue to report directly to the C/CAG Executive Director and will provide

g!þer ¡rnspeçifie-d p¡oject ¡e14!e{ se¡r¿ic-es as djrected

Deliverables:
o Provide weekly verbal Project updates to C/CAG Executive Director and staff.

o Document meeting attendance and Project activities monthly.
o Document major project decisions made at team meeting.

o Deliver concurrence signatures on Project documents, described above, from partner

agencies.
o Provide an updated spreadsheet ofProject budget and expenditures on a regular basis

as directed.
o Provide other deliverables as requested by the C/CAG Executive Director.

o Provide draft and final relevant Project data and paper documentation for filing.

(electronic information to John Hoang and paper documentation to Jean Higaki).

o Provide other support to complete the project as needed and as directed.

FEE SCHEDULE

In consideration of the services provided by Consultant above, the City/ County Association of
Governments (C/CAG) shall pay the Consultant based on the following fee schedule:

Project Manager $160lhour
And direct material costs as approved by C/CAG

In no event shall the total payment to Consultant under agreement exceed the maximum

obligation of $ 1 00,000.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
January 13,2017

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

Richard Napier, CiCAG Executive Director, TEL: 6501599-1420

Review and Approval of C/CAG No.l I -1 Authorizing the CiCAG Chair to Execute an
Agreement (Memorandum of Understanding) Between C/CAG and the San Francisco
Airport Commission for Partial Funding for the Preparation of an Update of the
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for the Environs of San
Francisco International Aþort and Related C/CAG StaffCosts in the Amount of
$100,000 to be Paid to the C/CAG Board in FY 201012011.

,.REGOMMENDÁ.TION

Review and approve C/CAG Resolution No. I 1 - 1 a resolution to authorize the C/CAG Chair to execute
an agreement (Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)) between C/CAG and the San Francisco Airport
Commission for partial funding to prepare an update of the comprehensive airport land use compatibility
plan (CLUP) for the environs of San Francisco International Airport and related C/CAG staff costs in
the amount of $100,000, to be paid to the CiCAG Board in FY 201012011.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

Receipt of $100,000 from the San Francisco Airport Commission for the above-referenced purpose.

BACKGROT]ND

In2006, the C/CAG Board received a federal grant ($300,000) to prepare an update of the
comprehensive airport land use compatibility plan (CLUP) for the environs of San Francisco
International Airport. The consultant team retained by the Board has now completed a draft document,
per direction from C/CAG Staffand in coordination with SFO staff, FAA staff, and key planning staff
from cities near the Airport. However, further work on the draft CLUP update process is in needed (i.e.,
environmental review, public outreach, etc.). C/CAG staff expects the final draft document and related
environmental review process to be completed in 2011.

DISCUSSION

ln the fall of 2009, the San Francisco Airport Commission and C/CAG mutually adopted a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) that provided C/CAG with $100,000 in FY 200912010 to fund a
portion of the preparation of the CLUP update document and related CCAG staff costs. The Airport
Commission has agreed to a second MOU to provide C/CAG with an additional $100,000 for FY
201012011 to continue the preparation, coordination, and outreach efforts to complete the CLUP update
for the environs of San Francisco International Airport, per the terms in the attached MOU document.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment No. 1: C/CAG Resolution No. 11-l
Attachment No. 2: Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Regarding Comprehensive Airport Land Use

Compatibility Plan

CCAGAgendaReport SFOCLUPFundingl2 I 0.doc
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Attachment No. 1

RESOLUTION NO. 11.1

lr * * tr * * * * * * * * ?t * :k * *

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF'DIRECTORS OF'THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OX'SAN MATEO COT]NTY
(C/CAG) AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT

(MEMORANDTIM OF UNDERSTAI\DING (MOÐ) BETWEEN C/CAG AND THE SAN
FRANCISCO AIRPORT COMMISSION F'OR PARTIAL F'UNDING X'OR THE

PREPARATION OX'AN UPDATE OF THE COMPREIIENSIVE AIRPORT LAND USE
COMPATIBILITY PLAN (CLUP) FOR THE EI\¡'VIRONS OF SAN FRANCISCO

INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AND RELATED C/CAG STAF'F COSTS IN TIIE AMOT]NT
oF'$100,000 To BE PAID TO THE C/CAG BOARD IN F'y 20t0t20tt

**:k****************

\ryHEREAS, the C/CAG Board of Directors serves as the Airport Land Use Commission
for San Mateo County and therefore, is responsible for preparing and updating a comprehensive
airport land use compatibility plan (CLUP) for the environs of all three airports located in San
Mateo County, and

WHEREAS, San Francisco International Airport (SFO) is located in San Mateo County and
is govemed by the San Francisco Airport Commission, and

\VHEREAS, the C/CAG Board is currently preparing an update of the comprehensive
airport land use compatibilrty plan (CLUP) for the environs of San Francisco International Airport,
and

WIIEREAS, the San Francisco Airport Commission has agreed to provide a second round
of funding to C/CAG to prepare an update of the CLUP document for the environs of SFO and to
cover related C/CAG staff costs;

NOW THEREF'ORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Chair of the C/CAG Board of
Directors is hereby authorized to execute a funding agreement (Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) with the San Francisco Airport Commission for the preparation of the CLUP update
document for the environs of San Francisco International Airport (SFO) and for related C/CAG
staff costs in the amount of $100,000 to be paid by the San Francisco Airport Commission to the
C/CAG Board in FY 201012011 per the terms of the MOU.

pAssED, AppRovED, ADOPTED THIS 13rH DAy OF,JANUARY 2011.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chairperson, C/CÄG Board of l)irectors

CCAGResoSFOCLUPFunding l2 I 0.doc
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Attachment No. 2
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

REGARDING

COMPREHENSIVE AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIB¡LITY PLAN

This MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ("MOU")is entered into as of July I,2OIO, by and between the

clw AND couNTY oF sAN FRANCTSCO ("City'') acting by and through its AIRPORT COMMISSTON

("Commission") and the CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY ("C/CAG")

to memorialize the agreement between the Commission and C/CAG regarding the matters set forth herein

and to outline the parameters under which the parties will cooperate to provide the services listed below

d u ri ng Fisca I Yea r (" FY" | 20LO I 2OLL.

RECITALS

¡ The Commission operates the San Francisco lnternational Airport ("SFO" or "Airport") which is

located in San Mateo County ("County").

--o---Tãfifo-rñiãl-av4-¡-n-diidiriEPäblitrtn¡ffiîé5C'öde-5èeÍOñ21670ä sê.q;T-qúirês-evElTeöuity-ih-whiCn is

located an airport that is served by a scheduled airline, to establish an airport land use commission

("ALUC") in order to draft an airport land use compatibility plan ("CLUP").

¡ The County has established C/CAG to serve as the County's ALUC, and C/CAG has drafted and is now

finalizing the CLUP relating to SFO.

. C/CAG has received a 5300,000 Federal Aviation Administration ("FAA") grant for 80% of the cost of
updating the SFO CLUP and has received 575,000 from the Commission to pay lhe 20% local share of

the CLUP in FY 2009/2010.

o The Commission also provided C/CAG 525,000 for FY 2O09/2OL0 for C/CAG staff time to provide

outreach to its membership to address SFO's concerns with respect to CLUP compatibility issues

pertaining to noise, safety and air space.

. C/CAG has requested that the Commission provide an amount not to exceed St00,000 in fY

2OIO/20LIto fund implementation and administration of the environmental review process required

under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and for training and outreach for CLUP

implementation.

¡ Airport staff has discussed with the local FAA Airport District Office ("ADO") the appropriateness of
providing the requested funding underthe FAA's Final Policy and Procedures Concerning the Use of
Aírport Revenue ("Revenue Diversion Policy") and has received informalapproval.

SUBJECT TO THE TERMS SET FORTH IN THIS MOU AND IN RECOGNITION OF THE FAA'S REVENUE DIVERSION

POL|CY, THE COMMTSSTON AND C/CAG AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

SERVICES AND FUNDING

L Services to be provided bv C/CAG.
. C/CAG will provide staff for administering the environmental review process, including the

preparation of an appropriate-level CEQA document for certification by the C/CAG Board, and
provide staff support for the public review of the environmental review.

. C/CAG will provide staff for training and outreach to C/CAG member organizations regarding the
CLUP implementation and to address issues of concerns raised by SFO.

. C/CAG will provide these services during tY zOtO/zOt]'

t
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2. Budgeted MOU Amount: not to exceed S100,000'

The Commission will pay to C/CAG during FY ZOtOl2Ot7:

Up to S5O,O0O for C/CAG internal staff time to administer the environmental review required

under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and prepare the appropriate

environmental documentat¡on for required certification by the C/CAG Board and to provide

support for the public review and coordination with the airport environs cities and SFO staff

regarding the CLUP environmental review process.

Up to 550,000 for C/CAG internal staff time to provide training and outreach to airport environs

cities and coordination with SFO staff for CLUP implementation and to host workshops with ALUC

and C/CAG Board to assist in CLUP implementation.

Unless the Airport and the C/CAG agree otherwise by written amendment to this MOU, the budget

for the services to be provided under this Mou is not to exceed s100,000 in FY 2oto/Zott'

Documentation Verifving Actual Costs of Direct Services: Payments will not be made without a signed

MOU and proper documentation verifying the actual cost of services provided' C/CAG will not charge the

¿irpsÊfst any.Dd,[e.c!_ggrvicqs or overhead ryitlìgq! prior app_ror4qll¡o-m the_ Airport. c/cAG will invoice

the Commission for the services rendered, which invoices will be accompanied by the following

supporting documentatiÒn:

¡ Personnel Costs (S100,000)

a) Hourly rate = salary + mandatory fringe benefits. The billing rate should reflect the

actual pay rate of the emPloYees'

b) Hours worked on outreach efforts relating to the sFo cLUP.

c) Classification number of position & title.
d) ldentify tasks Performed'

Upon review of the invoices and supporting documentation, the Comm¡ssion will pay each invoice for

internal staff time related to (1) preparation of a CEQA document for the CLUP update; (2) CEQA

document public review and comment; and (3) outreach to C/CAG membership relating to the sFo CLUP

update, up to the maximum budgeted amount.

4. Billine procedures: The Commission will reimburse C/CAG for the services described above within 30

days from receipt and approval of each properly documented invoice.

C¡TY CONTRACTING PROVISIONS

MOU is subject to the budget and fiscal provisions of the City's Charter. Charges will accrue only after

prior written authorization certified by the City's Controller, and the amount of the City's obligation

hereunder shall not at any time exceed the amount certified for the purpose and period stated in such

advance authorizat¡on. This MoU will terminate without penalty, liability or expense of any kind to the

City at the end of any fiscal year if funds are not appropriated for the next succeeding fiscal year. lf funds

are appropriated for a portion of the fiscal year, this MoU will terminate, without penalty, liability or

expense of any kind at the end of the term for which funds are appropriated. The City has no obligation

to make appropriations for this MOU in lieu of appropriations for new or other agreements. City budget

decisions are subject to the discretion of the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors. C/CAG's assumption

of risk of possible non-appropriation is part of the consideration for this MOU' THIS SECTION CONTROLS

AGAINST ANY AND ALL OTHER PROVISIONS OF THIS MOU.

2

-54-

This



6. Limited Liabilitv. The obligations and liabilities of the Commission hereunder are limited obligations of
the Commission payable solely from Airport revenues. Neither the Commissioners, the officers or
employees of the Commission, nor any person executing this MOU shall be liable personally for the
obligations of the Commission hereunder or be subject to any personal liability or accountability by

reason of the execution hereof. Neither of the faith and credit nor the taxing power of the State of
California or any political subdivision thereof, including the City, is pledged to the obligations of the
Commission hereunder. The City's payment obligations under this MOU shall be limited to the payment

ofthebudgetedamountsprovidedforabove. NotwithstandinganyotherprovisionofthisMOU,inno
event shall the City be liable, regardless of whether any claim is based on contract or tort, for any special,

consequential, indirect or incidental damages, including, but not limited to, lost profits, arising out of or
in connection with this MOU or the services performed in connection with this MOU.

Submitting False Claims; Monetarv Penalties. Pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code 521.35, any

contractor, subcontractor or consultant who submits a false claim shall be liable to the City for the

statutory penalties set forth in that section. The text of Section 2t.35, along with the entire San

Francisco Administrative Code is available on the web at
http://www.municode.com/t¡brary/clientCodePage.aspx?clientlD=4201. A contractor, subcontractor or
consultant will be deemed to have submitted a false claim to the City if the contractor, subcontractor or
consultant: (a) knowingly presents or causes to be presented to an officer or employee of the City a

false claim or request for payment or approval; (b) knowingly makes, uses, or causes to be made or used

a false record or statement to get a false claim paid or approved by the City; (c) conspires to defraud the
City by getting a false claim allowed or paid by the C¡ty; (d) knowingly makes, uses, or causes to be made

or used a false record or statement to conceal, avoid, or decrease an obligation to pay or transmit money

or property to the City; or (e) is a beneficiary of an inadvertent submission of a false claim to the City,

subsequently discovers the falsity of the claim, and fails to disclose the false claim to the City within a

reasonable time after discovery of the false claim.

Nondiscrimination: Penalties.

(a) C/CAG Shall Not D¡scriminate. ln the performance of this MOU, C/CAG agrees not to
discriminate against any employee, City employee working with C/CAG or a subcontractor,
applicant for employment with C/CAG or a subcontractor, or against any person seeking

accommodations, advantages, facilities, privileges, services, or membership in all business,

social, or other establishments or organizations, on the basis of the fact or perception of a

person's race, color, creed, religion, nationalorigin, ancestry, age, height, weight, sex, sexual

orientation, gender identity, domestic partner status, marital status, disability or Acquired

lmmune Deficiency Syndrome or HIV status (AIDS/HlV status), or association with members

of such protected classes, or in retaliation for opposition to discrimination against such

classes.

Subcontracts. C/CAG shall incorporate by reference in all subcontracts executed after the
date hereof the provisions of 55128 .2(al,I28.2(c)-(k), and 1.2C.3 of the San Francisco

Administrative Code and shall require all subcontractors to comply with such provisions.

C/CAG's failure to comply with the obligations in this subsection shall constitute a material
breach of this MOU.

Nondiscrimínation in Benefits. C/CAG does not as of the date of this MOU and will not
during the term of this MOU, in any of its operations in San Francisco, on real property

owned by San Francisco, or where work is being performed forthe City elsewhere in the
United States, discriminate in the provision of bereavement leave, family medical leave,

health benefits, membership or membership discounts, moving expenses, pension and

retirement benefits or travel benefits, as well as any benefits other than the benefits

3
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specif¡ed above, between employees with domestic partners and employees with spouses,

and/or between the domestic partners and spouses of such employees, where the domestic

partnership has been registered with a governmental entity pursuant to state or local law

authorizing such registration, subject to the conditions set forth in $128.2(b) of the San

Fra ncisco Administrative Code'

(d) . The Provisions of ChaPters

128 and 12C of the San Francisco Administrative Code are incorporated in this Section by

reference and made a part of this MOU as though fully set forth herein. C/CAG shall comply

fully with and be bound by all of the provisions that apply to this MOU under such chapters,

including but not limited to the remedies provided in such chapters. Without limiting the

foregoing, C/CAG understands that pursuant to 55128,2(h) and 12C.3(g) ofthe San Francisco

Administrative Code, a penalty of S5O for each person for each calendar day during which

such person was discriminated against in violation of the provisions of this MOU may be

assessed against C/CAG and/or deducted from any payments due C/CAG.

g. A¡rþort lntellectual Propertv. Pursuant to Resolution No. 01-0118, adopted by the Airport Commission

on April !8,z}O1'the Commission affjrmed lhat it will not tolerate the u¡authorized use of its

intellectual property, including the SFO logo, CADD designs, and copyrighted publications. All proposers,

bidders, contractors, tenants, permittees, and others doing business with or at the Airport (including

subcontractors and subtenants) may not use the Airport intellectual property, or any intellectual

property confusingly similar to the Airport intellectual property, without the Airport Director/s prior

consent.

10. Tropical Hardwood and Virgin Redwood Ban. Pursuant to S804(b)of the San Francisco Environment

Code, the City urges contractors notto impoft, purchase, obtain, or use for any purpose, any tropical

hardwood, tropical hardwood wood product, virg¡n redwood or virgin redwood wood product.

L1. Resource Conservation. Chapter 5 of the San Francisco Environment Code is incorporated herein by

reference. Failure by C/CAG to comply with any of the applicable requirements of Chapter 5 will be

deemed a material breach of this MOU.

12. Compliance with Americans with Disabilities Act. C/CAG acknowledges that, pursuant to the Americans

with Disabilities Act (ADA), programs, services and other act¡v¡t¡es provided by a public entity to the

public, whether directly orthrough a contractor, must be accessible to the disabled public. C/CAG shall

provide the seruices specified in this MOU in a manner that complies with the ADA and any and all other

applicable federal, state and local disability rights legislation. C/CAG agrees not to discriminate against

disabled persons in the provision of services, benefits or activities provided under this MOU and further

agrees that any violation of this prohibition on the part of C/CAG, its employees, agents or assigns will

constitute a material breach of this MOU'

13. Audit and lnspection of Records. C/CAG agrees to maintain and make available to the City, during regular

business hours, accurate books and accounting records relating to its work underthis MOU. C/CAG will

permit the City to audit, examine and make excerpts and transcripts from such books and records, and to

make audits of all invoices, materials, payrolls, records or personnel and other data related to all other

matters covered by this MOU, whether funded in whole or in part under this MOU. C/CAG shall maintain

such data and records in an accessible location and condition for a period of not less than five years after

final payment under this MOU or until after final audit has been resolved, whichever is later. The State

of California or any federal agency having an interest in the subject matter of this MOU shall have the

same rights conferred upon the City by this Section.

4
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14. Assisnment. Neither this MOU nor any duties or obligations hereunder may be assigned or delegated by

c/cAG unless first approved by the city by wr¡tten instrument executed and approved in the same

manner as this Mou.

15. lnvalid provisions and Severabilitv. ln the event any covenant, condition or provision herein contained is

held to be invalid or unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the invalidity or unenforceability

of any such covenant, condition or provision shall in no way affect any other covenant, condition or

provision herein contained, provided the invalidity or unenforceability of any such covenant, condition or

provision does not materially prejudice either the commission or c/cAG in their respective rights and

obligations conta¡ned in the valid covenants, conditions and provisions of this MOU'

16. Counterparts. This MoU may be executed in several counterparts, which together shall constitute one

and the same instrument.

This Mou has been entered into in triplicate on the date(s) below.

ctTY/couNw AssoclATloN oF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)

Thomas M. Kasten Date

C/CAG Chairperson

AIRPORT COMMISSION OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Date:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DENNIS J. HERRERA

City Attorney

John L. Martin
Airport Director

AUTHORIZED BY AIRPORT COMMISSION

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Resolution
Adopted:

ATTEST:

By:

No:

By:

Melba Yee

Deputy City Attorney Jean Caramatti
Commission SecretarY

5
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February 70,2077

TO: CiCAGBoard ofDirectors

From: Richard Napier - C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and accept the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Financial Statements

(Audit) for the Year Ended June 30,2010

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

Recommendation:

Review and'accept the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the

Year Ended June 30,2OlO in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

None.

Revenue Source:

$4 Motor Vehicle Fee(Statewide) for the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Program.

Background/ Discussion :

A separate independent audit was perlormed on the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund for the

year ended Juné 30, 2010. No issues were identified that required correction. The complete audit

is provided in the packet separateþ.

Attachment:

Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Balance Sheet

Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund

Balance

Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the Year Ended

June 30, 2010 - Provided seParateþ

Alternatives:

1- Review and accept the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Financial Statements (Audit)

for the Year Ended June 30, 2010 in accordance with the staffrecommendation.
ITEM 5.6.I
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2- Review and accept the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Financial Statements (Audit)
for the Year Ended June 30, 2010 in accordance with the staffrecommendation with
modifications.

3- No Action.
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CTTY/COIINTY AS SOCIATTON
OF GOVERI{Iç4ENTS OF SAN hfATEO COLINTY

ABAIVDONEÐ VEHICLE ABATEMENT FTIND
BA.I,ANCE SHEET

J{JNE 30,2A74

ÄSSETS:

Cash and invesfnents 5602,457

Accounls receivable 779,488

Total Assets $781,939

T,XABTLiTTES:

Acpounts payable 9166,4L6

Total Liabilities 166,416

FTIND E,ALANCE:

[.Inreservd undesþated: 675,523

Total Fund Balance 615,523

Total Liabilities and

Fund Balances $781,939

See aceompanying Dotes to fi¡ancial st¿tements.

-61-



CITYIC OTJhTTY AS S OCIATIOI'I
OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN iv{ATEO COUNTY

AEANDONED VEHICLE ABATEMENT FT]ND
STATEMENT OF RBVEI\TUES, E)(PENDITTJRES

AhID CIIÄNGES IN FUND BALA}ICE
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JI]NE 30,2OLO

REVENUES

,{bandoned vehi cle program
Investme¡rt income

Total Revenues

ÐGENDIIT.]RES
Professio¡al services
Ðistributions

Total Expenditures

NBT CHANGE IN FUND BI-J-ANCES

Fund balances at beginning ofyear

Fund balances at end ofyear

See accompanying notes to fina¡rcial statements
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Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the

-- - {e ar-End ed June 3 Q )A ß 4 rovid ed+ep arate-ly
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February 70,2011

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier - C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and accept the C/CAG Basic Financial Statements (Audit) for the year
Ended June 30, 2010

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

Recommendation:

Review and accept the C/CAG Basic Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended
June 30, 2010 in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

None.

Revenue Source:

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

Background/ Discussion :

An independent audit was performed on C/CAG for the year ended June 30, 20IO No issues
were identified that required correction. Management's Discussion and Anaþsis is attached and
included in the audit. The çemplete audit is provided in the packet separately.

Attachment:

Management's Discussion and Anaþsis for the Basic Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year
Ended June 30, 2010

C/CAG Basic Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the Year Ended June 30, 2010 -
Provided separateþ

Alternatives:

1- Review and accept the C/CAG Basic Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended
June 30, 2010 in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

ITEM 5.6.2
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2- Review and accept the CiCAG Basic Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended
June 30, 2010 in accordance with the staffrecommendation with modifications.

3- No Action.
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Management's Discussion and Analysis for the Basic Financial Statements (Audit) for the
Year Ended June 30,2070
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. , , MAIAGEMETT,SD

'Ihe information presented in the "Management's Discussion and Analysis" is intended to !:e a
narrative overvievv of the Cit¡y'County AsscrciatioÍì or' Governnre¡its of San Mateo County
(C/CAG) financial activities for the fiscal year ended June 30, 20t0. We encourage readers to
consider this information in conjunction with the accornpanying financial statements, notes,
su pplem enta ry an d statistica I i¡rform a'tion located h erein.

ln iune 7999, the Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB), which sets the fi¡rancial
reporting rules, "Generaily Accepted Accounting Pr[riciples" (GAAP) for all State and Local
Governments, established a new fratler,'rork for financial reportirrg. This nevu framevyorl<
represerits the biggest single change in the [ristory of governnrental accounting. These changes,
which are collectively known as GASB Siaier¡tertt #34: Basic Financial Statentent * artd
Managentent's Discussion and A¡talysis -ior Staie ond Local Governmenfs,-were regqjqd_:Èoþ_e

ínrplenrented by June 3O 2t03"

The changes to the financialstatements in the Got¡errirnent-wide section rrov,r provide reporting
that is similar to private sector corn¡:anies by shov'iirrg i'ínancial statements with a "Ne't Assets"
bottonr line ap¡iroach. Hoirvever, gover¡iment agencies are rnandated to account for ceftai¡r
resources arrd activities separa'iefy, tlrerebir necessitating a fund-hy-furnd financial forn'iat as

shown ín the Fund Financial Staternerrts section. The presentation of these two u'ifferent types
sf statenrents together in one report requires the inclusio¡r of two reconcilíations'to better
assist the reader.

F[ FUAfl{ C[A,L sTATEfr/¡ E ftIT OVERVI EW

This discussion and analysís is inteno'ed tú serve as an introduction to the C/CAG Annual
Financial Report. The C/CAG hasicfinanclal statenrents are comprised of three cornponents: L)

Government-wide Financial Statements, 2) Fund Financial Statements, and 3) Notes to the
Firr an cia I Statenr ents.

Governnlent-wide Finaneia[ Stateme¡rts: The Governmeni-wide Financial Stotements are
designed to provide readers with a broad overview of the C/CAG finances. These statements
include a// assets and liabilities, using the full acuuol basis of accounting, which is similar to the
accounting used by most private-sector companies, All revenues and expenses related to the
currentfiscalyear are included regardless of when thefunds are received or paid.

The Stotement of Net Assets presents all of the C/CAG assets and liabilities, with the
difference reported as net ossets. Overtime, increases or decreases in net assets may serve
as a useful indicatorto determine whetherthe financial position of the Agency is improving
or deteriorating.
The Statement of Activities presents information showing how the C/CAG net assets
changed during the fiscal year. Afl changes in net assets (revenues and expenses) are
reported when the underlying event giving rise to the change occurs, regardless of the
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R/¡ANAG EI{'IENT''S E[S(}USSI@N AI\ID ARIALYS[s

tímipg of tlie related cash flows. Accordingly/ revenues and ex¡renses are repolted irr this

statenìent for items that will result in cash flows ín future fiscal periods (e.g., u¡'lcollected

tax neve¡.¡ues, and accrued but unpaid interest e><pelrses).

The services of the Agency are considered to be governmental activities including General and

special purpose Government. Ali Agency activitles are fina¡rced with investment inconre, City/

County fees, State /federal/ Regional grants, Motor Vehicle Fees, atrd County discretionary

State/ Federal Transportatlon funds. The Goverernrent-iryide Financlal Statements can l¡e fourid

on page l6-LV of this rePor-c.

Fur¡rol Fi¡.¡aneiafi Statennesnts: A fu¡-rtj is a grouping of related accrur-¡'is that are u¡sed te¡ n'¡aititairr

co¡rtrof over resources'r-ha't [rave [reen segregateol for"s¡recific actir¡lties or oË:'jectives. Thre

- --4gen€)Hised fund-accountir+g te-c+rsure ¿Rd den:¡snst.natecornpiiancerry.lih-fùrancelelated-legal

requirements. Alt of the C/CAG activlties are rep,oriecl in goverrr¡r'le¡rtatfu¡rds. Tlrese funds are

repofied uslng nrodified accrual accournting vrrhich rneasures cash and all other financial assets

that can readily lre conve¡.ted to cash. The governmerrtal Fund Fina¡rclal Statements provide a

detailed vlew of the C/cÊ.G operations. Governmental fund iriformation helps to determine the

amoL¡n'i of r'ina¡rcial resources used to 'flinarrce the CICAG Progranxs.

Notes to the Fina¡lcüa[ S'tatemell'üs: The notes provide

fon a fu¡tl e"¡nderstanding of 't[re data provided in tfie

Statenrents.

F I NrA[d e IAL [-{ [ G [-i L[ G t-lTS

addi'rßonal in'frormatiol'l that is essen'iíal

Government-ir¡ide and Fu¡rol Financlal

CCAG totaß assets increased by $L38,2L2

CCAG total liatrilities decreased bir $999,783

The combined C/CAG revenues were $11,29L,L32

The combined C/CAG expenditures were $1-0,153,t37

C/cAG total net assets increased by 51,137,995

The Transportation/Environmental Program (AB 1546) uses a $4 motor vehicle fee to

fund programs to address the congestion and environmental impacts (water quality)

caused by motor vehicles. ftre $4 motor vehicle fee is only for vehicles in San Mateo

County and is dedicated and controlled by C/CAG. This program provided 52,480,547

for the fiscalyear and will expire t/O1'/13 unless renewed'
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o 'ifhe San Mateo Congestlon Relief Frogram uses an assessment to the cities and County

to address the ímpact of tlreir econom¡c development. The revenues are used to fund

countyirvide trapspoftation solutions such as shuttles, ran-Ìp rneterlng, and Ir'ltelligent
-[ransportation System solutions. This program provided $1,850,000 for the físcal year

and will expire 6/3A/201'L if not reauthorized by the C/CAG board.

PROGRANÎ ['{ [GH LSGF0lr S

IlnpÍemel'ltation c¡'f 'the LocaI Goverr¡¡'ner¡t Fal-t¡rership {LGP} bettveen C/CAG anci PG&Ë

[s underway. T[re objective ol'the LGf is i;o ¡:rovicÍe irice¡rtive fundit'lg to etrcourage

projects'Lhat wilt ¡.esult in o,ngoing energy savings. Oven the three year period fr'rriding of

-$g,SM-+ni{}-åe-provided-+e-Sar+.-JMateo €ounty--ageneies-witlr$500JlLo--C/Cp.G for

n'na rl<eting a nd ad¡n i¡'listratio¡i.

C/CAG provided 'tech¡rica! support and oversigl'rt '[or delivery of $].7.7fVI it'l projects as

pant of the Anrerican !ìecovery a¡rd Reinvest¡nent Act (ARRA).
-Fhe o'esign of the S¡mar[ Co¡"rldor Pno.ject !s underivay. This project will ¡crovide sigrlatr

coordi¡"lated con¡'idors on E[ Camino Real betvvee¡r t- 380 and Whipple Ave and on major

arierãals betwee¡'l El Can'¡lno Rea[ and US ].0L. A comnrur¡icatio¡rs and moriitoring

system Es Included that witl atlaw nronitorirrg and operation from the Calt¡'a¡'ls Traffic

Managenlent Ce¡rter. State transportation furrding of 52CIM has hee¡'l committed to the

pro.ject. lri FY t9-f-û $x-,tø,2,96! was spen'c on the detailed desiger'

An¡ruaI irnplenrentatlon of the Congestion N4anagement Frogram (Congestlon

tVlanagenrent and Congestion Relief), t{FDES \fuater Pollution Frevention Program

{VriPPp}, Abando¡red Vehicle Abatenre¡it Progratn {AVAi, Tratlspontation Fund for Clear

Air Cou¡ty (TFAA) Frogram, T'ranspofcation/ Environmental Progratn (AB L546), TDA

Article 3 Frogranr, Airport [-and Use Conrmission, and State l-egislative Prograrn.

The C/Cé.G Moton Vehicle Fee Frogram provided $1,368,093 to the cíties and County for

congestion rnanagernent and water pollution projects. The remai¡ríng furrds (5674',639)

were used for admi¡istnatlon and countywide programs such as green streets, Sma¡t

Corridor Design, lntelligent Transportation Solutions projects, and water pollution

prevention projects. Since the funds expire on !/OL/L3 unless renewed, the funds were

used only for projects that need one time funding so as not to create a future obligation

potentially without funding.

The cost of the Municipal Regional Permit (MRP) for the Water Pollution Prevention
program (WPPP) is projected to significantly increase. To minimizethe cost of the l\4RP

an appeal has been filed with the State Water Resources Control Board and a claim filed

with the Commission on State Mandates.
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ft/ÌANAGENNE[VT''S D[SCIUSS[@N AÑ18 ANALYS[S

GOVER[N M E[\!T-W[ DE FINANqC[AL AIUA["VSIS

The government-wide anaûysls focr.rses o¡i the ¡ret assets (Table 1) and changes l¡'l net assets

(Tab!e 2) for the C/CAG governn'ìental activities.

Statement of [\!et Assets

Vear E¡rded June 30, 2(}ll@

T'ahle I

Govermnnen'ual
' Aaúiviúies

2009 2010

-€ash-andjnvestments{nofe2) W15ttÍ15 - -9J35-532-----{3BJ€3)--
1,212,146

nn,a27,E6n

2,728,667
63,244

z,79nrgnn

1,866,632
1,399,179
4,320"778

Q,898)
607,503
45,816

1,388,547
InJ66,Ø73

1,170,444
621,684

n,792rrzE

2,243,261
1,557,379
4,890,918

11,282

615,523
67,582

776,395
It38,212

(1,558,223)
558,4,4

(999,783)

376,629
l.fi,26A
570,140

14,1 B0

8,024
15,766

a ae/T"J /O

-57.lYo
883.0%
-35.E%

n,1137,995

State¡ment of tUet Assets (Tahle l) Change /lma[ysis:

Assets
o Cash and ¡nvestments totalin g $9.7 million.

!-ocal Agency lnvestment Fund, $2.0 m¡llion

$L million of cash in bank.
o Accounts receivable - increased 5i-76,395

payments for accrued revenue.

This amount includes 50.t rnill¡on held with
in San Mateo County lnvestment Fool, and

or 1.4.6% primarily due to the timing of

l-iabilities
e Total liabilities decreased 5999,783 or 36%o due to delay of reimbursement request,

delay of invoice submission from members, and staff monitoring the accounts payable

invoice process closely.
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[Vet A,ssets

o AB L546 - lncreased Sslqtq} or î3% due to delay in iri'rplementation of the AB j.546
Countywide Projects. Transfe¡'red 5g0O,OOO to Congestion Managen'lent for Smafc
Corridor design"

o Con8estion Management - lncreased 5376,629 or 20% due to cost reímbursement of
$300,000 from AB 't546for design of the Smaft Corridors project.

o NIPDES - lncreased 5I53,26L or LL% prlmarily due to delay in lmplenrentatio¡r of the
new itlPDES Storm-water pernrit.

RemaIning categories wene wíthin the nor¡æal variatíons.

S'üaternent of Act[vitfles u.,/it[T

ehanges in Neti,Assets
Year Erndeol June 30, 20JL@

Tahfle 2

ues

Frograrn R.ever¡ues;

Charges for services

Operating grants and contributions
Genenan lR.eveu¡¡es:

Abandoned vehicle program
AB 434 DMV fees

AB 1546 fees

Other general revenues

T'otatr Reve¡¡ues
peE¡ses

General goverrìment

Congestion management
Air quality
NPDES stormwater
Abandoned vehicle abatement

AB 1546
SMC Energy

Total Expenses

Incr @ecr) in Net Assets
BeginningNet Assets
Endins Net.A,ssets

681,557 676,295
7,015,7A1 1,020,995
2,474,892 2,590,549

14,789 g4,5gi

1i0,560,136 nnrzgnrxsz

20a9

2,517,35t
3,855,957

461,512
4,396,756
r,172,444
1,352,657

679,379
3,358,924

2A1A

3,849,465
3"120,357

594,161
4,596,297
1,005,965
1,250,992

672,164
1,739,758

293,926

Gor¡ernnner¡Éal

,{ativÍúies s%
Clrange Change

1,297,175 5i.3
(735,500) -19.1

(s,262) -A.8%

5,194 0.

105,667 43%
69,792 477.9%

730'996 6"9Y"

132,649 28.
200,125 4.6
(t66,479) -1,4.2

(101,77s) -t.5
(6,214) -0.

(1,619,166) -48.2ot

293,926 n/

(1,266,934) -'ttJ,aÄ

1,997,930 232
(859,935) -9

1,137,995 13.8

n11420,071. 10,1531137

(859,935) 1,t37,995
9,095,885 9,235,950

9
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State¡ment of Actívüties wüth Changes in [\!et Assets (Tah[e 2) Change Anra[ysis:

Reve¡lu,res

o Frognam Revenues:
- Charges for Service increased $3.,291,LL5 or 51% mainly dr.le to the 5800,000 in State

Transportatlon lmprovement Prognam funds for the 5maft Corridor Project, 5ZS0,OOO

for Gateway 2AZA Fhase 2, and míscellaneous charges for service.

- Openating grants & contribr,¡tion decreased $735,5At ar L9% due'üo less fu¡rdir'¡g fnonl

'lhe t\4etropolita¡i Trans6:oriation Conrmlssio¡' ([V¡TC] fortrat'tsportatio¡r ¡rlannlrtg and

lovuer cost reirnbursen'¡elrt from fu¡'¡d[ng ¡:arËrrers of joirrt projec'cs for t[-rËs 1iear.

General Revenues:

- AE L54-6 Fees lncreased 51t5,667 ar 4.% compared to ¡:rior year due'to'ulre incnease of

receip'c of nrotor vehicle fees from 'ihe Sta'te of Califol nía.

- Other general reven!.ies !¡rcreased 569,792, the i¡'icrease in ínterest earning ii'ot'l-l

investment accûunts due to the ytrrlte-off caused by tlie Lehrna¡'l Erothers i¡'l FY t9.

Totaå revenues lncreasecü $73û,996 or 7% campared to FV 20CI9 due to the State

Transportatlon !mprovement Pnogratn fu¡ra's'rar the Snrar-[ Conridor Froject and ltew

prrgraffi of Elrengy l-ocal Gove¡'nn'lent Fartrrenshíp with FG&E for tlre Satl lr4atec¡ County

Energy Watch.

Frograrna ffieve¡l n ces FV ?oltf-I,,...-.-.o-tY:fåiÏit
oo^n' z%

I

I
¡

I
I

Alranclcned \¡ehicle I

s6B0,LB4

BAAQMD

s7,022,422
9%

NPDES

$1.,407,96G
L3o/o \

General Frrnd

5484,046
4o/o
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Expenses
o General expenses increased 5L32,649 ar 29% due to increase in professlonal services for

the Conrprehe¡'rsive Larrd Use Plan for San Francisco lnternationalAirport.
o Congestion Management íncreased 52AÐ,I25 or 5% due to the Smart Corrido¡' project

implementation.
o !mplementation of the SMC Energy Program caused an increase in expenditures.
o Chan8e in Abando¡'red Vehicle Abatement is withi¡r the normal variances frorm year to

year.

o NPDES storn'r water decreased $lAyJlS or 8% which ís within the norrnalvariance.
o Air Quality ¡rrog¡'am decreased $tC6,Ug or n-4.% di¡e to decrease of mem¡ber distributioli

caused by neduced nnoton vehlc[e fee revenues.
o AE 1546 decreased S1,6f-9,L66 ar 48% due to the delay of the implementa'rion of the

countywide progranír a¡rd the [acl< of recelpt of i¡rvoice for cost ¡-einrburserment o'F

¡rrojects u na'erwa'¡r on conrp Ieted.
o The total ex¡:enses decneas ed LL% or $l-,266,934 compared to FY 2009. This is prlmarlly

due to the AB 1546 prøgran'¡ decreases as discussed above.
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a/aAG Fu[\! D F0 NIANCIAL STAliEi\ll E [\!TS

At year-end the C/CAG governmerìtal fu¡lds reported combined fund balances of 59,373,94-5"

A/AAG Conmbined F0íghlights

T'he conrbined C/CAG û'evenues were $!L,29L,I32 (actual) ve¡'sus 51A,7L7,024' (budget) or

$SZg,tOg over the budget. The increase rrvas primarily related to the i¡rcrease in State

Trans¡coffiation !rnprovernent Frogranr fu¡'rds for t[re Smart Corridor Fnoject.

The conrhined C/C4G experiditul'es vúere $l-û,X-53,:!.37 (actual) versus $L1,543,532 ihucÍget)
or $L,390,395 u¡rden tfrre budget. The dec¡'ease was due to delays il'l inrplenrentatlot'l of tlre

Congestion [Vianagemen't (Congestion Management and Congestion Relief Fnogran'ls] and

AB L546 Cou ntywide progra ¡n.

The co¡'¡rbined C/CAG Fur¡d endlng halance vuas $9,373,94.5 (actulaf]. This is 5n,L37,995

higher türa¡r the prior year, prirnarily due to the t\PDES revenues increase $156,929 and tl'le

AB 154.6 ¡lrograln's revenue exceeoling expenditures $873,t14., an íncrease i¡'l Cot'lgestion

FI¡ra¡reñaI Ana[ysis of t'he CCA'G's Fl"ogranls

Aeri'i¡al Ret'e!'lues atrd Ex¡:emses fo¡ eeAG'e Fnoerarns
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To'tæF fiSet Ass'ets
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Ge¡renaI Fu¡'ld

o At the yean end expenditures exceeded revenues due to the Board appnoved revenue

sharing from the other funds not being included. When counted âs revenue then reve¡rues

slightly exceed expend itures.
o Revenues íncreased 5149,62A or 4.5% nrainly due to receive funding from San f:rancisco

lnternational Airport for support of Airport Land [Jse Com¡¡ission activities. An ilrcl easing in

the intergovernmentaI reirnbursenrent also contníbuted to the !nc¡'ease.

o E¡<penditures incneased 5L32,6ttg ar 29% n'rair,ly due to it-lcrease í¡'¡ cost fol' t['ie San

Fra n cisco [ ¿rter¡r atío t'¡ a I Ai rpo rt Co nn ¡r re he rtsive [-a ¡r d [-.lse P [a n.

o Fu¡rd Bala¡'lce inc¡'easeol $:-5,9¿.9 or 35% due to trans'Í'er ín fron'l othen fu¡rcis to cover the
ad¡irinistratir¡e expe¡relltures and receir¡ing funding frori'r intergor¡ernnrelrtal.

- õ tnves'cnrenTîntenest is ¡eceived in'io the General FurTcl a¡'ld then propot'rionatel1r allccated to
each fund quarterly.

o A policy vrras adopted by'the C/CAG Eoard to slrar"e certain Ger'¡e¡'af Furrd cos'ts with the
o'ther funds. Thís is shov,¡¡¡ [r1r the Transfer i¡'l 'to'utre Genenal Fulnd.

o Revenue s¡rcludes ¡nenrbe¡" co¡rtrihutio¡rs of $250,û24. sarne as in FY09.

Conrgest ion fltlla nagerm em'ü

o Consísts of Congestio¡l Managemerr'c, Congestion Refief Frogratm, and Smart Corridon

Froject.
o Revenues increased lry -(269,529 or 5% due to funding for the Srnart Corrldors Froject.
o Expenditures increased by S2t0,X.25 ar 5% due to sperrcling nelated to the Smart Corridor

Fro.jec'e implementation a n d othe¡" congestion n'ì anagem ent projects..
o Fund Balance increased $g7A,A2g or 2t% du¡e to Congestion Relief Pnogram revenue

Êncrease (S373,7n5) due to transfer from AB 1546 af $300,000 for Sma¡t Corridor Design

reimbr.rrsen'lent.
o Revenue includes member contributions of 52,24A,906 and intergovernmental

reimbursement of 51,049,81-0 and cost reimbursement of $1-,567,458. Remaining revenues

are ínterest and other revenue.
u lmplementation is underway for the Smart Corridor Project that provides an lntelligent

Transportation System for incident and event management.
e Congestion Relief studies and implementation are underway. These include the 2020

Gateway Study (implementation), Highway 280 Ramp Metering Study (ímplementation),

lntelligent Transpoftation System Study (implementation), and the Smart Corridor Project
(implementation). Other studies initiated or underway include US L01 High Occupancy
Vehicle (HOV) Conversion Analysis, and Highway 92 and US 101 Area Study.

NPDES

e Minimal change in rer¡enues, 5l-5,220 ar 7.7% was up fronr prior year.
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o Expenditures decreased $lOt,llS or 8o/o rnaínly due to declease of professional services

which were caused by reduced initial scope of work for the new Municipal Regiorlal Per¡nit.

o Revenue includes [\IPDES fees of 5L,289,484..
o Fund balance lncreased 5153,260 or 11% from 5L,398,Lt9 (beginning) to $1,55L,379

(ending) primarily due to reduction of expenditures and increase of investment inconre.

Bay Area Aün Qn¡ality Mlaalagerment Distrtct

o tVlinimal change in ú'etrenues,56P41ar t"7% vr¡as up fronr ¡rrior trrear.

o Expenditures decreaseol b\t 53.66,U9 ør 3-4% due to decneases 'uo'taling $148,000 ili ¡'und

distributio¡'l to rnen'lhens anol $IA,OOO in plofessionaf serrrices. the expenditules v"ere

lorq/ered to ¡match the revenues receír,ed.
o Fr.rr¡d Balance [ncreased 5L4,L8t due to the rever¡ues exceedi¡rgthe expenditures.

o Revenues ¡"eceived are conTpletely disbursed to participatlng agencies ànd the

administrator.

Érha¡rdorneol VeÍriale Ahate¡ment Fnogram

o llevenues r.ecelved are conrpletely dis[:ursed 'to par'uiclpating agencies and the

ad¡nlnistrator. Therefore revenues and expenditurres had nrininral clrange compared to
prior yean.

o Fund bala¡rce increased $8,OZO or L"3% fnonr $6t7,5t3 to $615,523 v'ihich resulted fron'r the

!nvestm ent i nte¡"es'r a I locatio ¡l a ¡r d reve n u es excee d i n g expen d itu res.

l\B 11546

o Revenues increased 5L4L,853 ar 6% due to increase i¡r investment incorne and

i ntergove rn nre nta I nei nr b u rse nrent (m oto r veh i cÍe l%es).

o Expenditures decreased 5!,619,L66 or 48% due to delay in cost neimbursement of
Countywide Projects programmed.

. Fund Balance increased 5S70,t+O or 73%. This is duetothe decrease of fund distributionto
members for Countywide Projects programmed and increase of investment income.

" This was the fifth year of the AB L546 Program which provides a 54 motor vehicle fee for

C/CAG for congestion and environmental impacts caused by motor vehicles. This program

provided $2,580,549 for the fiscal year and will expire L/OL/L3 unless renewed.

SMC Energy

e New program ramped up in FY 09-10.

o Revenue of 5208,743 cost reimbursement received from PG&E for the Energy Local

Government PartnershiP.
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o T'otal expenses for the year were 529g,926, mainly 52L3,28A was the pass through to

County for lmptementing the progranr and 565,000 was the incentive paid to cities and

county. Renraining costs of |tS,Aqø was for Executive Director and administrative support.

o Transferred $85,000 from Congestion Relief Program to cover the incentive paid to cities

and county. Since the incentive program was approved to be fully paid for by the

Congestion Relief Frogram it required the funds to be transferred.

T'his fir¡ancialrepor-t is designed to provide our eitizens, taxpayers, and creditors v'rith a general

overview of the C/Cþ.G fina¡rces. lf you have any questions about thís report or ¡reed additional

!nforrnation, please contact the Executive Directo¡' of tÍ'¡e Clty/County Associatiort of

Govern¡nerrts of San Mateo County at 555 County Center Fifth Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063

or the C/CAG Financial Agent vr¡lricl'¡ is the Flnance Departrnen'u at the Cíty of San Carlos, 600

E[rn Street, San Carlos, CA 94-07t.
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C/CAG Basic Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the
Year Ended June 30,2070 - Provided separately
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February 10, 2011

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier - C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year
Ended June 30, 2010

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

Recommendation:

Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended June
30,2010 in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

None.

Revenue Source:

Dedicated Motor Vehicle Fee.

Background/ Discussion :

A separate independent audit was performed on the AB 7546 Fund for the year ended June 30,
2010. No issues were identified that required correction. The complete audit is provided in the
packet separately.

Attachment:

AB 1546 Fund Balance Sheet

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

AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the Year Ended June 30,2070 -
Provided separateþ

Alternatives:

l- Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended
June 30, 2010 in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

ITEM 5.6.3
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Z- Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended

June 30, 2010 in accordance with the staffrecommendation with modifications.

3- No Action.
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CITY/COI-INTY .4-S SOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

AB 1546 FUND
BALANCE SHEET

JLINE 3O,2O7A

Cash (l[ote 2)
Accounts receivab\e

Total Assets

LiAEiLITJES

Accounts payable

Accrued liabilities

Total Liabilities

FUND B,ALANCE

Unreserved, undesignated 4,890,918

Total Liabilities and

Fund Balance

See accompanying notes to financial statements.
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CITYICOIINTY AS S OCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

OF SAN MATEO COTINTY
AB 1546 FLIND

STATEMENT OF REVENTIES, EXPENDITURES

AND CTIANGES IN FI.'ND BALANCE
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JTINE 3O,2O7O

RE\.ENUES

From ot-her agencies

Investment income

Total Revenues

ÐæENDITTIRES

Professional services

Conferences and meetings

Distributions
Transfer out

Total Expenditures

NET CIIANGE IN FUND BALANCE

FL]-ND BALANCE AT BEGINNiNG OF YEAR

FLN\TD BALANCE AT ELID OF YEAR

352,382
19,283

r,368,t93
302,974

2,442,732

570,L40

432A,778

$4,890,918

See accompanying notes to financial statements.
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AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Complete Audit) for the
arÐrdedJune 3O;2O1O -?rovided separately
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2- Review and accept the Memorandum on Internal Control and Required Communications

for the Year Ended June 30, 2010.

3- No Action.
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Memorandum on Internal Control and Required Communications for the

Year Ended June 30, 2010
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February 10,2017

TO: C/CAGBoard ofDirectors

From: Richard Napier - C/CAG Executive Director

Subject. Request the Finance Committee to evaluate the performance of the City/ County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and to make a
recommendation to the Board on reauthorizalton

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

Recommendation:

Request the Finance Committee to evaluate the performance of the Cityi County Association of
Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and to make a recommendation to the Board on
r eauthorization in accord ance with the staff re c ommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

None.

Revenue Source:

Member assessments, parcel fee, motor vehicle fee (AVA/ TFCA/ 481546) and State/ Federal
Transportation Funds.

Background/ Discussion :

The current authorization of C/CAG expires on l2lll71. In the past the Finance Committee has

been assigned the task to evaluate the perflormance of the City/ County Association of
Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and to make a recommendation to the Board on
reatlhorization. Therefore, it is requested that this task be assigned to the Finance Committee.

Finance Committee:

The following are members of the Finance Committee.

Thomas M. Kasten C/CAG Chair
Bob Grassilli C/CAGVice Chair
Carole Groom C/CAGVice Chair
Irene O'Connell C/CAGBoard Member
Sepi Richardson C/CAG Board Member
JeffMaltbie San Carlos Cþ Manager (C/CAG Financial Agent)

ITEM 5.7
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Attachment:

None

Alternatives:

1-

2-

J-

Request the Finance Committsg to evaluate the performance of the City/ County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and to make a
recommendation to the Board on reauthorizationin accordance with the staff
recommendation.

Request the Finance Committee to evaluate the performance of the City/ County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and to make a
recommendation to the Board on reauthonzationin aecordance with the staff
recommendation with modifications.

No Action.
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To:

X'rom:

Subject:

CICAG AGENDA REPORT
February l0,20ll

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval the Joint Call for Projects for the San Mateo County Bicycle
and Pedestrian Progtam for FY 2012 and FY 2013

@or further information contact John Hoang at 363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve the Joint Call For Projects for the San Mateo County
Bicycle and Pedestrian Program FY 2012 and20l3.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

The Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 Bicycle and Pedestrian project funding cycle

for FY 2011 and 2012 is estimated to be $900,000. The Measure A funding cycle for FY 2011 and

2072 is estimated to be $3,000,000. Total combined funding available is estimated at $3,900,000.

SOURCE OF'F'T]NDS

. TDA Article 3 funds are derived from the following sources:

o Local TransportationFunds (LTF), derived from a Yccent of the general sales tax collected

statewide
o State Transit Assistance fund (STA), derived from the statewide sales tær on gasoline and

diesel fuel.

. Measure A funds are derived from a half-cent sales tær in San Mateo County.

BACKGROT]ND/DISCUS SION

The C/CAG managed TDA Article 3 funds are allocated to San Mateo County each fiscal year for
bicycle and pedestrian related projects by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC). For

each TDA Article 3 program funding cycle, C/CAG typically issues a"caIl for projects" requesting

local San Mateo County jurisdictions to submit applications for pedestrian and bicycle related

projects. At the January 2010 meeting, the Board approved combining the FY 201I and FY 2072

cycles together due to the small amount of funds available in FY 2011. The Board, at the May 2010

meeting, later approved an allocation of $ I 00,000 from the FY 201 1 cycle for development of the

San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.

The San Mateo County Transportation Authority (TA) administers the Measure A funds. The2004
Expenditure Plan authorized that three percent (3 %) of the Measure A sales tar revenues be set

aside a¡nually for the Pedestrian and Bicycle Program. ITEM 5.8
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The purpose of the proposed Joint Call for Projects for the San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian

Program is to combine the two separate ñnding sources into one coordinated and efficient process

for soliciting for projects. The issuance of a joint call for project, which is planned as a biennial
process, utilizes one application and one scoring criteria to facilitate the application submittal
process, making it easier for the project sponsors. Each fund source has different conditions that
project sponsors will need to comply with in regards to restrictions on use of funds, project

eligibility, project material submittals, reporting requirements, fund expirations, and reimbursement

processes. There will be no limit on the amount of funds a jurisdiction can apply for.

With regards to the project selection, the TA and C/CAG will independently score all applications

using two parallel processes. The TA v/ill assemble a selection panel composed of individuals from
a variety of public agencies knowledgeable with bicycle and pedestrian facilities. C/CAG will
continue to utilize the Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee (BPAC) to evaluate, rank, and make

recommendations for projects to be funded. The combined results of both evaluation processes will
-bé-feconcilecl bétrveén-the TA and C/CAG. -ProjeCtstrrll be assignecl thõ app-roþdãte fuÍrds(either
Measure A or TDA ArL 3) based on project type, fund type requested, and available funds from each

funding sources. Projects will be awarded either Measure A or TDA Art. 3 fund but not a

combination of both.

The BPAC recommends that there should be a limit of three (3) applications per jurisdiction. The

BPAC also recommends that TA selection panel be invited to attend two BPAC meetings, the

project presentation þroject sponsors present their respective project) and the project scoring (BPAC

members scores and ranks the project applications) meetings. Stafl in concurrence with the TA
staff, recommends that there should not be a limit on the number of applications due to the amount

of funds available for this biennial call for projects.

ATTACHMENTS

. Joint Call for Projects, Application and Scoring Sheet
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JOINT CALL FOR PROJECTS

SAN MATEO GOUNTY BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PROGRAM

FISGAL YEAR 2012and 2013 APPLICATION

sAN MATEO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (TA)

AND

ctTy/couNTy ASSoctATroN oF GoVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)

February 14,2011

The San Mateo County Transportation Authority (TA) and City/County Association of
Govemments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) are pleased to announce a joint callfor projects for
the San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program.

The goal of the San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program is to fund specific projects
that encourage and improve bicycling and walking conditions in San Mateo County. Bicycling
and walking are sustainable forms of transportation and contribute to the overall goals of the
Measure A Program and Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 to reduce
commute conidor congestion, make regional connections, enhance safety, and meet local
mobility needs.

A total of $3.9 million is available in this solicitation covering FY 2012 (fiscal year 2012 begins
July 1 ,2011 and ends June 30, 2012) and FY 2013 (fiscal year 2013 begins July '1,2012 and
ends June 30, 2013). The 20 cities and County are invited to submit applications for bicycle and
pedestrian related projects. The Callfor Projects, which is scheduled biennially, is funded by a
combination of $3,000,000 in the Measure A Program and $900,000 in TDA Article 3 Program.

Each fund source has different conditions with which project sponsors will need to comply
regarding restrictions on use of funds, project eligibility, project materials submittals, reporting
requirements, fund expirations, and reimbursement processes. Additional information is
provided in the Application lnstructions section.

A workshop will be held on March 8,2011, to provide information for all potential project
sponsors. Since this is a new Call for Project process that involves two funding sources and
new information, attendance at the workshop is strongly encouraged.

Applicants must submit !!. bound copies and one (l) unbound copy of the completed joint
application along with all the required materials. All completed applications must be received at
the C/CAG office by Thursday, March 17,2011 at 4:00 p.m. Please submit applications to:

C/CAG - TA
Pedestrian and Bicycle Joint Call For Project

555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Attention: John Hoang

TA Measure A & C/CAG TDA Article 3

Bicycle and Pedestrian Category
Joint Call for Projects çfY20l2 &2013)

February20ll Version

Page I of14
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Electronic versions of the Application lnstructions, Application Form, and Scoring Sheet can be
found at the TA's Website at http://www.smcta.com/oedestrian_and bicycle program.html.

Applications are required to stay within the prescribed format, and where relevant, on the forms
provided, so that there is uniformity for purpose of review.

The overall application format requirements are:

Applications are to be stapled together, not bound in any other way.

Narrative pages may only be written on 8.5" x 11" paper. Graphics, photos and maps
may be printed only on 8.5"x11" or 11"x17" paper.

Submit 1 original signed application and 22 copies of each application. E-mailed
applications are not acceptable. We encourage applicants to provide double sided
applications, if possible.

Submit 1 compact disc with a PDF of the application, including support materials. Scanned
- - irnages are aceeptable-inthe PEF{le;--

The proposed schedule for the San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Callfor
Projects is as follows:

Event Date*

Call for Projects lssued February 14,2011

Application Workshop March 8,2011

Project Applications Due 4:00 p.m. March 17 ,2011

Project Presentations for C/CAG BPAC March 24,2011

Project Site Visit April 9, 2011

C/CAG BPAC Application Review & Recommendation April 28,2011

C/CAG Board Approval June 9, 201 1

TA Board Approval July 7,2011

" Dafes may be adjusted as necessary

Please direct any questions regarding the Pedestrian and Bicycle Funding Program or the
application process to the TA or C/CAG staff listed below:

lnformation TA CICAG

Name Jason Nesdahl John Hoang

Title Program Manager Program Manager

Phone 650-508-6450 650-363-4105

Email ca llforprojects@s mcta. com jhoang@co.sanmateo.ca.us

TA Measure A & C/CAG TDA Article 3

Bicycle and Pedestrian Category
Joint Call for Projects (FY20l2 &.2013)

February 201I Version

Page2 of 14
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SAN MATEO COUNTY PEDESTRIAN AND BICYGLE PROGRAM
Application lnstructions and Project Selection Guidance

The San Mateo County Pedestrian and Bicycle Program is competitive and subject to a callfor
projects. This joint call for projects combines two different funding sources, the TA administered
Measure A funds and the C/CAG administered TDA Article 3 funds. The issuance of a joint call

for bicycle and pedestrian project utilizing one application and scoring criteria will make it easier
for project sponsors.

A. MEASURE A OVERVIEW

ln 2004, San Mateo County voters reauthorized the Measure A program (Measure A), with the
accompanying 2004 Transportation Expenditure Plan, for an additional 25 years (2009 - 2033).
The 2OO4 Expenditure Plan authorized 3 percent of the Measure A sales tax revenues to be set

- Esidê-a-trRrjallyforthe?edestrianandBicycle?rogram. The?edestrian-and€icycle Frogram
category provides funding for the construction of facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians projects

that encourage and improve bicycling and walking conditions in San Mateo County. Bicycling
and walking are sustainable forms of transportation, and contribute to the overall goals of the
Measure A Program to reduce commute corridor congestion, make regional connections,
enhance safety and meet local mobility needs.

The 2004 Expenditure Plan also outlines restrictions in the use of Measure A funds to target
funding to transportation projects in San Mateo County and to maximize the leverage of other
funding. The restrictions include:

. Measure A funds may not be used to replace or supplant existing funds and resources.

. Measure A funds may only be used for transportation facilities and services

. Measure A funds may only be used for projects within San Mateo County, with the
exception of the systemwide costs for Caltrain improvements that are shared with the
other two member agencies of the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (JPB) that
manages Galtrain, and for projects in the highway category that minimally extend into
adjacent counties to connect with existing infrastructure in those counties.

The Pedestrian and Bicycle Program callfor projects is conducted every two years, with a total
of $3.0 million availabte in this first Call for Projects, reflecting funding for FY2O12 and FY2013.
There is no maximum funding award per project. However, the TA is interested in spreading the
Measure A funds as broadly as possíble throughout the county, and thus may limit the size of
awards if demand exceeds available funding. Additionally, the TA reserves the right to award
less than the $3.0 million available, as well as to fund projects in a program category other than
the one for which it was submitted. All project applications may not receive funding.

Projects identified as candídate projects are listed in the 2004 Expenditure Plan. Projects not

listed as candidate projects may also be submitted during this callfor projects. Eligible projects

include but are not limited to:
¡ Paths
. Trails
. Bridges over roads and highways
. Class l, Class ll and Class lll bike facilities.
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B. TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 3 OVERVIEW

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) directly administers the TDA Article 3 funds

and has adopted MTC Resolution No. 875 entitled "Transportation Development Act, Article 3,

Pedestrian/Bicycle Projects", that delineates procedures and criteria for submission of claims for
TDA Article 3 funding for bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Per Resolution 875, C/CAG, as the

County Congestion Management Agency (CMA), is responsible for developing a process to:

solicit for projects from the localjurisdictions, encourage submission of project applications,

evaluate and prioritize projects, and establish a process for prioritization in order to prepare an

annual program of projects recommended for funding.

To be considered for TDA Article 3 funds, your application should show how the proposed

project could demonstrate one or more of the 12 objectives established by MTC. These

objêctives are detailed on pages 6 and 7 of MTC Resolution 875. A summary of the objectives

is as follows:

Elimination or improvement of an identified problem area.

AcoRtiRuousintelcon-nectèd-routetoactivitycenters-whereitdidnotpreviously exist.
. Secure bÍcycle parking facilities.
. Provisions that facilitate bicycle/transit trips.
. Maintenance of Class I bikeways or restriping Class ll bicycle lanes.
. Projects identified in a comprehensive local bicycle or pedestrian plan.

. Enhancing bicycle or pedestrian commuting.

. Supporting jurisdictions that promote safety, information, and facility maintenance.

. Local support for bicycle and pedestrian projects.

. Regionalcontinuity.

. Bicycle safety education.

. Signage to identify bicycle routes.

Some important factors, devetoped by the C/CAG Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee over the
years, which have been taken into consideration for evaluating projects, include the following:

. Participation of a localjurisdiction's Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee, Council,

and/orother organizations in the proposed project. Committees that include actual

consumers are strongly encouraged.
. Assurance that at least one staff or board member of the sponsoring jurisdiction has

personally biked and/or walked the proposed project route in order to gain first hand

knowledge of the potential hazards and challenges that might exist for the potential

users
. Extent of local match provided.
. The extent to which the project provides access to high use activity centers.
. The extent to which the project addresses an important safety issue.
. The extent to which the project addresses a priority in the San Mateo County

Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan or a comparable local plans.

These factors have been incorporated into the joint callfor projects process.

TDA Article 3 funds are derived from:

. Local Transportation Funds (LTF), derived from a To cent of the general sales tax

collected statewide
. State Transit Assistance fund (STA), derived from the statewide sales tax on gasoline and

TA Measure A & C/CAG TDA Article 3
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dieselfuel.

C/CAG receives approximately $500,000 annually in TDA Article funds from MTC for bicycle

and pedestrian projects. TDA Article 3 funds expire three (3) years after allocations are made by

MTi. Unused funds are returned back into the County fund estimate and made available for

future funding allocations. TDA Article 3 FY 2011 and FY 2012funding is programmed for this
joint call for projects.

G. GENERAL GRITERIA
All applicants must submit a standard joint application form and any requested.attachments.

erojéäs are evaluated based on the criteria in Table 1. Projects will be sco.red and ranked

Oas-eO on the weighting factors and scoring guidance found in the scoring sheet, located at the

end of the application.
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PROJECT SCREENING / BASIC ELIGIBILITY (MEASURE A & TDA ARTICLE 3)

1. Sponsor is San Mateo County or a City in San Mateo County
2. Project is located in San Mateo County
3. Project encourages walking and/or bicycling
4. Funding is for project development and/or construction of facilities

5. Funding request does not substitute existing funds
6. Meets Caltrans Standards, if applicable

Eligibility: Specific project development (i.e. planning, environmental clearance, design and
coñstruðtion. General countywide or citywide bicycle or pedestrian planning is not eligible in this
category.

IBILITY

ITAT]
a

a

a

Meets commuter and/or recreational purpose

Enhances bicycle and/or pedestrian safetyPROJECT NEED

T A 2OO4 Expenditure Plan
Countywide Transportation Plan
County Bike Plan
City Bike or Pedestrian Plan
City General Plan, Specific Plan, other local plans

Grand Boulevard lnitiative Guiding Principles
MTC Regional Priority Development Area (PDA)

Americans with Disabilities Act

POLICY
CONSISTENCY

Results from a public planning process
Demonstrates stakeholder support
Has a solid funding

READ¡NESS

. Connects to transit service

. Provides connectivity to bicycle or pedestrian system

. Closes gap in countywide bike or pedestrian network

. Enhances connectivity to schools, transit stations, and other activity
centers

. Total TA funding share/ Meets matching fund target

EFFECTIVENESS

Environmental
. Preserves open space and natural habitat
. Reduces emissions; improves air quality

Transit Oriented Development
. lmproves walk and/or bike access to TOD
. Supports livable, walkable and healthy communities
Economic Develooment
A. Creates jobs
B. Spurs private investment
. Supports jobs and housing growth

SUSTAINABILITY

TAMeasure A & C/CAG TDA Article 3
Bicycle and Pedestrian Category
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D. APPLICATION INSTRUCTIONS

Projects will be scored, ranked and compared against other projects submitted in the Callfor
projects based on the criteria outlined below. The project sponsor must justify the project based

on ihese criteria, and should provide as much information as possible on the application form to

make the best case for the project. Where appropriate, evaluations of current activities, prior

studies, plans or other documénts should be cited. Projects will be scored based on overall

response to each major section of the criteria. Projects do not necessarily need to meet every

individual componen{ of the criteria, but projects that meet a higher number of criteria or ere

more relevant to the criteria guidelines will receive a higher score.

Additional information and explanatlon for the questions within each of the eight sections of the

applications can be found in the specific section, below.

I. PROJECT NAME AND FUNDING REQUEST

Agency / Sponsor
lnãicate the name of the organization that is the project sponsor. The project

sponsor must be the County of San Mateo County or a city within San Mateo

iounty. froject advocateslhat are-notlheCrcunty or a-city-within-Sanllateo
County musi seek sponsorship of a project by the County or a city for
implementation.

Project Name
lndicate the name or title of the project. lt should be the name or title used in

official documents or other publicly available information.

Funding Preference
Indicate the preference of funding for this project: Measure A, TDA Article 3, or

no preference on the source of funding. Only one box may be checked.

See Section B, Table 1 that outlines the eligibility and requirement differences

between the Measure A and TDA Article 3 funding sources. See the Selection

Process Section (E) for further information on funding allocation.

Funds Requested
lndicate the total project funding request'

Appl ication Ch e ckl i sUAttach m e nts :

b.

d.

e.

Attachments
Application

Question
Gontent Description

tr Project Location Map(s) lll (a)
Provide one or two maPs indicating
project location.

tr Policy Consistency
Documentation

V (a)
Policy documentation or resolutions which
detail responsibilities and contributions
towards the project

tr Letters of Support Vl (c) Letters indicating stakeholder support.

TA Measure A & C/CAG TDA Article 3
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il. PROJECT SCREENING / BASIG ELIGIBILITY

Project Sponsor
The project sponsor must be the San Mateo County or a City in San Mateo
County (the answer must be "Yes" to continue). Additionally, the project must be

located within and primarily benefit San Mateo County. lf it extends beyond the
County borders, you must find non TDA Article 3 or Measure A funding to fund
that part of the project. Projects connecting at a county line should be

coordinated with existing or planned improvements in the adjoining county.

Caltrans Sfandards
Measure A: Design does not have to be completed to be eligible for Measure
A funding. lf the project is not yet in the design phase, check the "Yes or N/A'
box.

TDA Article 3: design must be completed and meet Caltrans standards to be
' ---eligible for{unding'

c. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Approval
Measure A: CEQA environmental clearance is p! required for the project to be

eligible for Measure A funding. lf the project does not yet have CEQA
environmental clearance, check the "Yes or N/4" box.

TDA Article 3: requires that California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) be

completed prior to receiving funding. Attach CEQA clearance document.

GENERAL INFORMATION

Project Description:
1. Project Description; include a map

The project must be a pedestrian or bicycle facility. lndicate the type of
project (for example: class I bicycle facility, sidewalk improvement,
etc.).lndicate the size of the project. Depending on the type of project,

this could be its scope, its length, volume of activities, or its actual
physical size. The purpose of the project must be to encourage or
facilitate walking and/or bicycling.

For Measure A funding, project development costs specifically related to
the implementation of a construction project are eligible Ín this category.
Project development may include project planning, environmental
clearance or design work. General countywide or c¡tyw¡de bicycle or
pedestrian planning is not eligible in this category.

2. Design Sfafus
See explanation for ll (b)

a.

b.

ilt.
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b. Project Schedule
lndicate the anticipated beginning and end date for each phase of the project

TDA Article 3: construction is the only eligible phase for funding; use "N/4" for all

other phases.
Measure A: project development phases (pre-project planning,

environmental/preliminary engineering, engineering/design and right of

way (ROW) acquisition and utilities) are eligible for funding.

Perm itting, Agree ments and Environ me ntal Cle arance
1. Right of Way (ROW Ce¡tification

nignt of way certification ensures all ROW was acquired in accordance with

Státe, and if applicable Federal, Laws. ROW certifìcation also includes the
completion of all required utility coordination and cooperative agreements
with applicable parties.

2. Permits, Agreements
- {jstallpermitsand agreements-needed for the project. For-eachpermitor

agreement, please list its status (i.e. needed, pending, approved).

Environ me ntal Clearance
lndicate the environmental clearance status of the project, including whether
or not environmental clearance is required, what type is required (CEQA and

NEPA), and the status of that clearance process. Also, see explanation ll (c)

PROJECT NEED

a. Meets commuter and/or recreational purpose
Projects that are targeted at commuter biking, recreational biking and walking are

eligible. Discuss what the need for the project is, how that need was determined,

anð how the project will address the need. Cite relevant data collection, studies

or observations.

b. Enhances Safety
Does the project address a current safety concern? Discuss how the safety

issue was identified, what the scale of the safety problem is, and how the project

will address the safety issue. lf there is a problem that has resulted in an

accident, injury or fatality history, cite actual accident data from the location as

part of the description of the project need.

V. POLICY CONSISTENCY

Projects should be consistent with local and countywide planning policies, processes and

documents. Please list all of the relevant policy documents with which this project is

consistent, For each document or policy directive cited, list the name of the document and

the publication date. Projects that are listed specifically in any relevant planning documents

should be noted with reference to the page number. lf your project is not specifically named

in any of these documents, sponsors should note how the project is consistent with or

suppórts specific policies in the relevant planning documents. The primary documents that
the project may need to be consistent with include, but not limited to.

tv.

TA Measure A & C/CAG TDA A¡ticle 3
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TA 2004 Expenditure Plan
Countywide Transportation Plan
County Bike Plan
City Bike or Pedestrian Plan
City General Plan, Specific Plan, other local plans

Grand Boulevard lnitiative Guiding Principles (for projects along the El Camino Real

corridor)
MTC Regional Priority Development Area (PDA)
Americans with Disabilities Act

VI. STATE OF READINESS

Projects should be ready to proceed into the next phase of project development. For
projects at different stages of development, this will mean that varying levels of readiness

will be appropriate. The following elements should be discussed in relation to project

readiness:

Planning Process
Projects should have the appropriate level of planning review and approvalto proceed

with project development. The projecT should have been developed in a public
process, with appropriate levels of local-agency approvals and environmental
clearance, depending on the stage of the project. Sponsors should briefly describe the
planning process for the project.

b. San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (Plan)'Priority
Project"
The Plan can be found on the C/CAG website: htto://www.ccag.ca.ooviplans reports.html

c. Stakeholder Support
Support from stakeholders should be demonstrated, with letters of support or
resolutions supporting the project attached. Support may be from such groups as

advocacy groups, citizens'advisory committees, merchant groups, neighborhood
associations, commissions, city councils, the County Board of Supervisors, transit
agency boards, or any other relevant groups.

d. Funding P/an (Questions Vl d,e,f)
The sponsor should discuss any potential or actualfunding shortfalls, and how they
will be addressed. ln addition, discuss any funding sources that are considered risky.

Also please discuss how the project can and would be scaled to address funding
shortfalls, existing or future. Finally, in the table provided, indicate the amounts and
percentages of funding that are Planned, Programmed, and Allocated, as defined in

the instructions to question 10.

VII, EFFECTIVENESS

The TA and C/CAG desire to fund the most effective projects possible, and thus the
effectiveness criteria have the highest overallweight in the selection criteria. There are two
areas of importance: transportation effectiveness (countywide network gap closure and

connections to activity centers) and effective use of funds.

a

a

a.
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The transportation effectiveness criteria will evaluate the transportation benefits of the

project against its costs. Projects that are fulfilling a vital need and serving larger numbers

of users may score highest.

a. C/oses gap in countywide bike or pedestrian network
Gap cloéure projectó are for bicycle and pedestrian projects.

Deäcribe now tne project nnection between disconnected

elements of the netwórk. uired to negotiate the gap if the project

is not built, including the length of the trip necessary and the setting and environment

on the alternate route.

Provides connectivity to bicycle or pedestrian system
Describe the relationsnip of the project to the overall pedestrian or bicycle network,

and how the project improves the connectivity of the overall network, such as by

providing pedesirian "s'hort cuts" in areas with a circuitous street and pedestrian

networX] Þrojects that connect to existing bicycle or pedestrian facilities on at least

one end will score higher than projects that are isolated'

b. Access to high use activity centers

Describe if the project enhances bike or pedestrian access to schools, transit

stations or other activity centers such as downtown or neighborhood shopping

districts, employment centers, entertainment venues or recreationalfacilities.

Describe the leúel of access available currently and how the project creates

options or connectivity that are not currently available'

. Connects to transit service

@ainthatthemap(s)providedinresponsetoquestion
7 shows the project's relationship to local transit services and note how the

project connecté to transit services, including Caltrain, BART, SamTrans, or other

iocál operators. Sponsor should note the relative ease or difficulty of connecting

to transit without the Project.

Effective use of funds (Questions Vll c, d)

The funding effectiveness criteria will evaluate the benefit of leveraging funds to

maximize tñe use of other funding sources. Projects that have the highest percentage

of funds from outside sources in their funding plans may receive higher priority.

lndicate each anticipated funding source for the project, including the total Measure A

or TDA Article 3 funding requestand the total project cost. lndicate the percentage

that is planned, programmed or allocated. lf a source has not been identified, indicate

"to be determined." Definitions are provided below'

Please note that Measure A or TDA Article 3 funds may !!9! be used to replace

existing funds or resources. The requesting organization must certify that the funding

requested in this application does not substitute for existing funds'

TA Measure A & C/CAG TDA Article 3
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Funding that appears in an approved planning document, or other official
documents, indicating an official future financial commitment to the
specific project, where funding is not yet available. This funding is part of
a long-term time horizon.

Planned

Funding that appears in an approved or official document indicating
specific dollars have been committed to a project through governing body
action. lt demonstrates that funding exists or is available to be
programmed to specific projects. This funding is part of a mid-term time
horizon.

Programmed

Based on planned or programmed funding, an allocation action approves
aspecificdollaramount{or-use on -a speeificscope/phase of {he projeel
through governing board action. lt is assumed that, pending specific
requirements, such as a funding agreement, this cash is readily available
and can be drawn down by the project. Allocation amounts can be less
than the programmed/planned funding for the project. This funding is part
of a short-term time horizon.

Allocated

Vlll. Sustainability

This TA and C/GAG joint call for projects seeks to fund projects that will have a beneficial
effect on the environment, and to encourage sponsors to seek the most sustainable
solutions in designing projects. Not all of the criteria will be applicable to every project.
Sponsors should address es many of the Sustainability criteria as are applicable to the
project in the application.

a. Environmental benefits
Note how the project (1) contributes to the preservation of open space and natural
habitat and/or (2) improves air quality. These can be direct or indirect benefits. Direct
benefits could include the construction of a bicycle or pedestrian project instead of a
more environmentally damaging project or substituting bicycle and or walking trips for
single-occupant vehicle (SOV) trips. lndirect benefits could include an instance where
the bicycle or pedestrian project allows potentialfuture trips to be made by biking or
walking instead of driving, which could lead to a reduced need for an environmentally-
damaging highway widening and reduced emissions in the future.

lf available, regional travel demand modeling data should be used to support the
project benefits. Many small projects may not have the level of regionaltravel-demand
modeling available to answer this question, in which case a qualitative assessment
should be made.

b. Access to Transit Oriented Development (TOD)
. lmproves walk and/or bike access to TOD - Describe how the project is

connected to any local TOD and how it will improve walking or bicycle access to
the TOD. Particular attention should be paid to access between the TOD and

TA Measure A & C/CAG TDA A¡ticle 3
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adjacent transit stations, and nearby downtown or neighborhood commercial
districts.

. Supports livable communities - Describe how the project supports livable
comm unities, including enhancing the pedestrian streetscape environment,
provision of mixed-use developments, and enhancing the ability to live and travel
in the area without access to an automobile.

. Supports walkable and healthv communities - Describe how the project supports
walkable and healthy communities.

c. Does the project support economic development (i.e. create jobs or support jobs and
housing growth)?

o Creates iobs - Describe how the project could lead to the creation of jobs, both
for the project's design and construction and for long term operation and
maintenance.

o Spurs private investment - Describe how the project could spur private
investment in the area of the project, such as by enhancing property values
through the creation of more livable communities.

o Supports iobs and housinq qrowth - Describe how the project contributes to the
growth of jobs and housing in San Mateo County, such as by creating access to
employment or housing locations that are not cunently readily accessible, or
where current auto congestion and lack of pedestrian or bicycle access is
keeping employment or housing from locating in the area.

E, SELECTION PROCESS

All applications submitted as part of this joint call for projects will be independently scored by the
TA and C/CAG. The result of the evaluation process will be a final list of recommended projects
to receive funding. TA and C/CAG staff will then meet to reconcile these lists taking into
consideration factors such as project type (i.e. project development or construction), fund type
requested by the project sponsor and available funds from each funding source. This
reconciliation is designed to optimize both Measure A and TDA Article 3 funds for each project
and San Mateo County. Generally, projects will either be awarded Measure A or TDA Article 3
funds, but not a combination of both.

The TA will assemble a selection panel that will be composed of individuals with knowledge in
the subject area from a variety of public agencies. Transportation Authority staff will be on each
panel, as well as staff from SamTrans, Caltrain, C/CAG, and/or other agencies and technical
experts in the field, as appropriate.

C/CAG will utilize the C/CAG Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee (BPAC) to evaluate
recommended projects for funding. The C/CAG BPAC consists of eight (8) C/CAG
representatives appointed by C/CAG and seven (7) public members appointed by C/CAG. The
Committee serves in an advisory capacity on bicycle and pedestrian issues to the C/CAG Board
of Directors. lt has no independent duties or authority to take actions that bind the C/CAG
Board. A key role of the Commíttee is making recommendations to C/CAG on bicycle and
pedestrian projects to be funded with Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds.
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The TA and C/CAG reserve the right to fund less than the amount reserved for each program

category in a given funding cycle, as well as to fund projects in a program category other than

the õne-for whlch it was submitted. The TA and C/CAG also reserve the right to fund a grant at

a lower amount than requested.

F. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS/ PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

Projects that are awarded Measure A funds under this category wìll be required to report

periormance on a quarterly basis. Data required to be submitted in the Pedestrian and Bicycle

category is listed below:
. Scope
. Schedule
. Budget
. Funding Plan
. Risk Register

Fprçacb,Íi-s-q-ary€el-el the rLenqppttelion PqVe!qP!qe449!(]on)-â{iç]9 -3-pfo-glen:-Pr9i,e-ci - -
éÞõnsors ãráiãqu¡reO to su¡mifã nsöafáñd-còmÈl¡añ¿ããudlt w¡tnln 180 days after the close of

the fiscal year for each ongoing project.

Compliance with reporting requirements and performance measures may be considered in

making future grant awards.

G. IMPLEMENTATION

After the TA has awarded a grant, project sponsors will be asked to follow these requirements:

. Request an Allocation from the TA or C/CAG Board prior to expending funds;

. Sign a funding agreement (between the sponsor and the TA) or a resolution (between

the sponsor and MTC);
¡ Agree to provide the reporting and monitoring data outlined above in Section H'

Successful applicants that receive TDA Article 3 funds will be required to submit the required MTC

TDA Article 3 ínformation. This information will be embodied in a resolution from your governing

body that includes certain findings by the localjurisdiction. lnstructions plus a sample model

resolution for claimants are avaiiable from the MTC website at http://www.mtc.ca.qov/fundino/STA-
TDA/index.htm.

H. ATTACHMENTS

Application and Scoring Sheet
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JOINT CALL FOR PROJECTS

sAN MATEO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (SMGTA)

AND

MEASURE A AND CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
(c/cAG) TDA ARTICLE 3

PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE PROGRAM

F¡SCAL YEAR 2012 and/or 2013 APPLICATION

t. FUNDI

a. AGENCY / SPONSOR:

PROJECT NAME:

PREFERENCE OF FUNDS: nS¡¡Crn nrOn ARTICLE 3 (C/CAG)

Etlo Preference

TOTAL FUNDS REQUESTED: $

Project Location Map (Question lll(a))

Policy Consistency Documentation (Question V(a))

Letters of Support (Question Vll(c))

Fill out all questions in the application. You may refer to the lnstructions and Guidance
Document for further explanation.

a. ls the Project Sponsor the San Mateo County or a City in San Mateo Gounty?
Answer must be uYes" to continue. Yes n ruo E

b.

c.

d.

e. AP
n
¡

!

b. Does design meet Caltrans Standards?

c. CEQA approval?

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program
Project Application
01 Febl 1

Yes or N/A fl No n

Yes or N/A n No n
Note: CEQA document must be submltted with the application (required for TDA
A¡ticle 3 funding).

¡t.

-109-
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a. Proiect Description
Describe the project (location, length, scope, size of project); please

include a map:
Explain:

ls a map included? yesn ruoE

2. Comment on the status of design of the project, and indicate the
percentage of design comPleted.

b. Proiect Schedule
lndicate the anticipated beginning and end date for each phase of the
project. lf a phase has been completed or is not applicable for this

application, write "N/A'.

Month and Year

Phase Start : Phase End

Pre-project Planning

Environmental/Preliminary Engineering

Engineering/Design

Construction and Procurement

/An Non

Comments:

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program
Project Application
01Feb1'1

ROW Acquisition and Utilities

-110 -
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2. Permits, Agreements and/or Environmental Clearance
Yes E No

app
tr

roved?
N/A E

List all permits, agreements and environmentalclearance (both CEQA and

NEPA) approved and/or needed, to date:

Status; Date Approved

Comments:

Perm iUAgreements/Environmental Glearance

lv.

a. Does the project meet commuter and/or recreational purposes?yesn NoE
Explain:

b. ls bicycle and/or Pedestrian

Explain:

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program
Project Application
01 Febl 1

safety improved because of the project?yesE ruon
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V. CY

a. Demonstrate the project is consistent with policy documents. List each
document or policy, the publication date and the page upon which the project can
be found. Attach relevant pages. See lnstruction and Guidance Document for a
list of example documents.

Document or Policy

vt.

a. Discuss the public planning process that resulted (or will result) in project
development:

Explain:

b. Listed as a "priority project" in the C/CAG San Mateo County Comprehensive
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan? Yes Ll No Ll

ldentified in local Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan?

Page number:

vesE Non

c. Comment on level of support. As appropriate, aüach documents of support and
show composition of relevant committee. (examples: Ietters, meeting minutes,
etc)

Explain:

d. Discuss any potential funding shortfalls or funding sources that are considered
risky, and how they will be addressed.

Explain:

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program
Project Application
01 Febl 1
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e. Can the project be partially funded?

lf "Yes", how much?

Explain:

f. Can the project be divided into phases?

lf uYes", describe the different phases and
phase.

Explain:

YesE No!

YesE Non

cost associated with each

vll.

a. What is the relationship of the project to bicycle or pedestrian routes/facilities
(i.e. does it provide access to, or close a gap in the countywide bicycle or
pedestrian network)?

Explain:

b. Does the project provide access to bicycle and/or pedestrian facilities in high
use activity centers (schools, transit stations and other activity centers)?

Yes E tlo !
Explain:

c. Using the table below, indicate the sources of funding as well as the
percentage that is either planned, programmed or allocated (see instructions
for further instructions). Add rows as needed.

Status

$

$

$

%

o/o

%

Preference witt be given to proiects with at least 50% matching funds a

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program
Project Application
01 Febl I
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d. Funds requested: $

Matching Funds to be provided: $

Total Project costs $

Local match percentage = Other Matchinq Funds provided
Total Project Cost

= o/o

vilt.

a. What are the environmental benefits of the project (i.e. preserving open space,
reducing emissions and improving air quality)?

Explain:

b. Does the project provide or improve facilities to or at Transit Oriented
Development (TOD)?

Explain:

c. Does the project support economic development (i.e. create jobs or support
jobs and housing growth)?

Explain:

PROJECT CONTACT I N FORMATION

Primary Contact Person:

Telephone Number:

Email address:

Secondary Contact Person:

Telephone Number:

Email address:

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program Page 6 of 7
Project Application
01 Febl I
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Fiscal Years 2012 andlo¡ 2013
San Mateo Gounty Transportation Authority Measure A Sales Tax Program and/or

TDA Article 3 Bicycle and Pedestrian Program

Non-Supplantation of Funds Gertification

This certification, which is a required component of the sponsor's grant application,

affirms that San Mateo County Transportation Authority Measure A and/or TDA Article 3

Bicycle Pedestrian Program funds will be used to supplement (add to) existing funds,

and will not Spp!4l(replace) existing funds that have been appropriated for the same

purpose. Potential supplantation will be examined in the application review as well as in

lhêT-re-ewãrd-Ev.iewEndTostãwãrdmonitoring

Funding may be suspended or terminated for filing a false certification ín this application

or other reports or documents as part of this program.

Certification Statement:

I certify that any funds awarded under the FY20l2 andlo¡ FY20l3 San Mateo

County Transportation Authority Measure A and/or the TDA Article 3 Bicycle and

Pedestrian Program will be used to supplement existing funds for program

activities, and will not replace existing funds or resources.

Proiect Name:

Sponsor:

PRINT NAII'IE TITLE*

SIGNATURE DATE

* This certification shall be signed by the Executive Director, Chief Executive

Officer, President or other such top-ranking official of the Sponsor's

organization

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program
Project Application
01 Febl 1
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JOINT CALL FOR PROJECTS
SMCTA MEASURE A AND C/CAG TDA ARTICLE 3

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PROGRAM
FISCAL YEAR 2012 andlor 2013 SCORING SHEET

I. PROJECT NAME AND FUNDING REQUEST

a. AGENCY / SPONSOR: RATER:

b. PROJECT NAME:

c. FUNDING PREFERENCE: lSn¡Crn f]rOn ARTTCLE 3 (C/CAG) n¡lo Preference

d. TOTAL FUNDS REQUESTED:

II. PROJECT SCREENING / BASIC ELIGIBILITY

a. Project Sponsor is San Mateo Co. or
City

Yes ! No n (No disqualifies project)

b. Design meets CALTRANS standards?
Yes or N/A n No n
-(ïo' disq ualif i€s+Isj ed)---

c. CEQA approval Yes or N/A n No* D
("No" Disqualifies project for TDA Article 3 funding)

Evaluation Griteria (Parts ll- lV) Scale
Max

Points
Points

Assigned

III. GENERAL INFORMATION

Clear and complete proposal 0 or 4 (A zero score
disoualifies oroiect.)

4

c(1 ). Right-of-Way Certification complete 0-No
3 - Yes (Completed
or N/A)

3

c(2). Permits, Agreements and/or
Environmental Clearance obtained?

0-No
3 - Yes (or N/A) 3

Subtotal 10

IV. PROJECT NEED

a. Does the project meet commuter and/or
recreational purpose?

0-No
10 - Yes

10

b. lmproves Safety

0 -None
3 - Little
5 - Moderate
7 - Substantial

10 - Siqnif¡cant

10

Subtotal 20

V. POLICY CONSISTENCY

a. ls the project consistent with approved
policy documents? 0 - None

5 - Moderate
10 - Significant

10

Subtotal 10

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program
Scoring Sheet

Page 1 of2
07Jan1 1
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VI. STATE OF READINESS

a. Project is (or will be) a result of a public
planning process?

0-No
3-Yes

3

b. Listed as a "priority project" on the C/CAG
adopted Comprehensive Bicycle/Pedestrian
Plan or identified in a local
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan?

0 - None
4 - Local Project
7 - C/CAG Project

7

c. ls there demonstrated local support;
letters attached?

0 - None
2 - Little
5 - Moderate
7 - Strong

7

d - f. Plan for funding shortfall, including
partial funding or phasing? 0-No

3-Yes 3

Subtotal

VII. EFFEGTIVENESS

a. How well does the proposed project
complement the existing bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?

0 - Does Not
5 - Moderately
10 - Substantially

10

b. Does the project provide access to bicycle
and/or pedestrian facilities in high use
activity centers?

0-No
10 - Yes

10

c & d. Leveraging of funds (Local Match as
% of total requested funds)

O - Oo/o match
2 - 1oo/o match
4 - 20o/o match
6 - 30% match
I - 40o/o match

10 - 5Ùo/o match

10

Subtotal 30

VIII. SUSTAINABILITY

a. Does the project provide an
environmental benefìt?

0 -No
3-Yes

3

b. Does the project provide or improve
facilities to or at TOD?

0-No
4-Yes

4

c. Does the project support economic
development?

0 -No
3-Yes

3

Subtotal 10

TOTAL SCORE 100

SMCTA Measure A & TDA Art 3 FY 2012 & 2013 Program
Scoring Sheet

Page2 of 2
07Jan11
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February 10,2011

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier - CICAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 11-07 Authorizingthe Chair to Execute an
Agreement with Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network for $75,000 for ongoing
direct support and assistance services to local governments.

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

-- - -Recommendation:

Review and approval of Resolution 11-07 authorizinglhe Chair to execute an agreement with
Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network for $75,000 for ongoing direct support and assistance
services to local,governments in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

$75,000. Included in the adopted C/CAG FY 10-11 Budget.

Revenue Source:

San Mateo Congestion Relief Fund

Background/ Discussion :

C/CAG has partnered in the past with Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network. Both the Municipal
and Community-wide inventories were completed for all the cities and the County as a result of a
past partnership. Currently many cities are particþating in the Public Sector Climate Protection
Task Force facilitated by Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network. The CiCAG Board included
funding of $75,000 for Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network in the adopted budget and requested
that the contract come back to the Board for approval. This item is the Joint Venture Silicon
Valley Network contract for Board approval. The scope of services include four to six regular
task force meetings, two workshops on Local Government Operations Inventory for 2010, and
activities to reduce Green House Gas (GHG) emissions.

Attachment:

Resolution 11-07
Agreement between C/CAG and Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network

-119 -
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Alternatives:

1- Review and approval of Resolution 11-07 authorizing the Chair to execute an agreement
with Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network for $75,000 for ongoing direct support and
assistance services to local governments in accordance with the staffrecommendation.

2- Review and approval of Resolution 1i-07 authorizingthe Chair to execute an agreement
with Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network for $75,000 for ongoing direct support and
assistance services to local governments in accordance with the staffrecommendation with
modifications.

3- No Action.
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.*.8.S.9.!.-u.H.9.1].Jt;-91
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT TVITH

JOrNT VENTURE STLTCON VALLEY NETWORT( FOR $75,000 FOR ONGOTNG
DIRECT SUPPORT AND ASSISTANCE SERVICES TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.

RESOLYED, by the Board ofDirectors ofthe CitylCounty Association of Governments of
San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAGhas formed aLocal GovernmentPartnershipwithPc&Ethat addresses
both energy conservation and climate protection; and

WHEREAS' C/CAG is in the process of updating the Countywide Transportation Plan to_--- -- --also -include-elimateproteetion;and - -----
WHEREAS' C/CAG is developing climate protection services and tools for the cities and the

County; and

WHEREAS' C/CAG successfully partnered with Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network to
complete Municipal and Community-wide Green House Gas (GHG) emissions inventories for all the
cities and the County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG would like to develop additional partnerships with the Joint Venture
Silicon Valley Network to provide ongoing direct support and assistance services to local
governments;

NOW' THEREFORE' BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors ofthe CitylCounty
Association of Governments of S an Mateo County that the C/CAG Chair is authorized to execute an
Agreement between C/CAG and Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network for a cost of $75,000. The
draft agreement is attached hereto and the final agreement will be reviewed and approved by C/CAG
Lega| Counsel as to form.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 1OTH DAY OF FEBRUARY 2011.

ThomasM.Kasten,Chair

_L2L_
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY/COLINTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

AND
JOINT VENTURE SILICON VALLEY NETWORK

This Agreement entered this _ day of ,2010, by and between the
City'County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, a joint powers agency,
hereinafter called "CICAG' and Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network, hereinafter called
"CofttractoÍ."

WITNESSETH

Vf+IEREASJ/eAG-has formed--¿Iocal-,Government l-arlnership with P-G&E Jhat
addresses both energy conservation and climate protection; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG is in the process of updating the Countywide Transportation Plan to
also include climate protection; and

\ /HEREAS, C/CAG is developing climate protection services and tools for the cities and

the County; and

\ryHEREAS, C/CAG successfully partnered with Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network
to complete Municipal and Community-wide Green House Gas (GHG) emissions inventories for
all the cities and the County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG would like to develop additional partnerships with the Joint Venture
Silicon Valley Network to provide ongoing direct support and assistance services to local
governments; and

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

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

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

forth, Contractor agrees to perform professional services as set forth in Exhibit A to
provide ongoing direct support and assistance services to local governments. The scope

of services include four to six regular task force meetings, two workshops on Local
Government Operations Inventory for 2010, and activities to reduce Green House Gas

(GHG) emissions All Services are to be performed and completed in FY 10-1 1.

-L23-



2. Payments. In consideration of Contractor providing the Services, C/CAG shall reimburse
Contractor seventy five thousand dolla¡s ($75,000) for Services provided during the
Contract Term as set forth below. Payments shall be made to contractor on a task
completion basis as shown in Exhibit A. The invoice submitted by contractor must
identify expenditures and describe services performed in accordance with the agreement.
C/CAG shall have the right to receive, upon request documentation substantiating
charges billed to C/CAG.

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

4. Non-Assignabilit)¡. Contractor shall not assign this Agreement or any portion thereof to a

--thirdparty^
5. Contract Term. This Agreement shall be in effect as of July 7,2010 and shall terminate

on June 30,2011; provided, however, C/CAG may terminate this Agreement at any time
for any reason by providing 30 days' notice to Contractor. Termination to be effective on
the date specified in the notice. In the event of termination under this paragraph,
Contractor shall be paid for all Services provided to the date of termination.

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

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

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

Workers' Compensation and Employer Liability Insurance: Contractor shall have
in effect, during the entire life of this Agreement, Workers' Compensation and
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Employer Liability Insurance providing full statutory coverage.

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

shall protect C/CAG, its employees, officers and agents while performing work covered
by this Agreement from any and all claims for damages for bodily injury, including
accidental death, as well as any and all operations under this Agreement, whether such
operations be by the Contractor or by any sub-contractor or by anyone directly or
indirectly employed by either of them. Such insurance shall be combined single iimit
bodily injury and property damage for each occurrence and shall be not less than
$1,000,000 unless another amount is speci{ied below and shows approval by C/CAG
Staff.

Required insurance shall include:
Required..
Amount

-Approvaïb¡
C/CAG Staff

if under
$ 1,000,000

a. Comprehensive General Liability

b. Workers' Compensation

$ 1,000,000

$ Statutory

8.

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

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

Non-discrimination. The Contractor and any subcontractors performing the services on
behalf of the Contractor shall not discriminate or permit discrimination against any
person or group ofpersons onthe basis or race, color, religion, national origin or
ancestry, age, sex, sexual orientation, marital status, pregnancy, childbirth or related
conditions, medical conditio4 mental or physical disability or veteran's status, or in any
manner prohibited by federal, state or local laws.

Compliance with All Laws. Contractor shall at all times comply with all applicable laws
and regulations, including without limitation those regarding services to disabled
persons, including any requirements of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 7973.

9
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10

11

T2

Substitutions: If particular people are identified in this Agreement are providing services
under this Agreement, the Contractor will not assign others to work in their place without
written permission from C/CAG. Any substitution shall be with a person of
commensurate experience and knowledge.

Sole Propert)¡ of C/CAG. Work products of Contractor which are delivered under this
Agreement or which are developed, produced and paid for under this Agreement, shall be

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

modifìcation or re-use of products without Contractor's participation or for purpose other
than those specifically intended pursuant to this Agreement.

Access to Records. CICAG, or any of their duly authorized representatives, shall have

access to any books, documents, papers, and records of the Contractor which are directly

---p€Ltlnenl 
talhls Agrce¡oc¡L fo¡lhcpupps-c-of maki4g¡udil-exau¡-nalrqq*-exÇcrp-ts, anrl

transcriptions.

The Contractor shall maintain all required records for three years after C/CAG makes

final payments and all other pending matters are closed.

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

of a conflict between the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein and those in
Exhibit A attached hereto, the terms, conditions or specifications set forth herein shall
prevail.

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

Mateo, California.

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

delivered in person or sent by certified mail, postage prepaid and addressed as follows:

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

Attention: Richard Napier, Executive Director

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

73

I4

15
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Ioint Venture Silicon Valley Network (Russell Hancock)
100 West San Fernando, Suite 310

SanJosg CA95l13
Attention: Russell Hancock

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have affixed their hands on the day and
year first above written.

Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network (Russell Hancock) (Contractor)

By

By

CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG)

Thomas M, Kasten, C/CAG Chair

CICAGLegal Counsel



-L28-



EXHIBIT A

Summary Page

Scope of Services
Payments to Joint Venture and Reporting
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Agency:
Project:
Description

Contract Not to Exceed:

PaymentJerms;

Agreement Term:

SUMMARY PAGE

SeeI,xhibirD

Start Date: 71112010 End Date: 613012011

Joint Venture Silicon Vallev Network
FY 2010-201 I
Joint Venture: Silicon Valley Network promotes and facilitates
greater cooperation and understanding within the region's
public and private sectors through initiatives, forums and
subcommittees. Through this agreement Joint Venture assists
the County of San Mateo and its cities by holding Public Sector
Climate Protection Task Force meetings and workshops and
providing dataand staffassistance to those agencies to support
their sustainabili S.

$75.000

PARTMS TO AGREEMENT:
Sen'ice Provider Local Government Asen

Agency Name: City'County Association of
Governments of San Mateo

Joint Venture: Silicon Valley
Network

100 \M. San Fernando, Suite
310

555 County Center, 5* Floor

San Jose. CA 95113 Redwood Crtv, Ce 94063
Russell Hancock, Chief
Executive Officer

650-599-t406
77-03328s4
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SCOPE OF SERVICES

Base Program Servíces

CICAG will initiate a payment to Joint Venture upon execution of this Agreement in the amount
of $15,000 for ongoing direct support and assistance services to local governments.

Pedormance Bøsed Program Servíces

C/CAG will initiate milestone payments to Joint Venture upon completion of tasks and receipt of
invoices for same. Performance based grant funds will not exceed $60,000 during the term of
this agreement. Funds for performance-based services will be paid as follows:

2

J

1. Regular Task Force meetings: 4-6 regulat meetings will be held for attendees from all
San Mateo County cities and County staff. Billing to occur after 2"d and 4ú meeting
for $20,000 total.

Workshops: 2Local Government Operations Inventory workshops shall be held to
support C/CAG members in preparing for and conducting their 2070 government
emissions inventories. Billing to occur after ls and,2"d workshop for $20,000 total.

Activities to reduce GHG emissions:
a. Staff support for Renewable Energy Procurement project to assist local

governments in the adoption of renewable energy generation technologies
through a po\¡/er purchase agreement. Milestones: completion of phase I
contracting and conducting Phase II informational meeting; $10,000 total.

b. staff support for contractual vehicles and funding of energy efficiency
products and services for municipal buildings. Milestone: meeting with San
Mateo County Energy Watch and local governments to discuss strategies;
$10,000 total.
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PAYMENTS TO JOINT \¡ENTURE AND REPORTING

Base Grant Prooram Services

Joint Venture shall provide support to the cities and county of San Mateo in their pursuit
of environmental sustainability and their efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Performance B ased Services

Joint Venture will report all performance based services in milestone reports to C/CAG.

Performance based services shall include those items listed in the Scope of Services.

-133-
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

CICAG AGENDA REPORT
February 10, 2011

City/County Association of Govemments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Approval of Appointments foFill Two Vacant Stakeholder Seats on the Resource

Management and Climate Protection Committee

(For further information or questions contact Kim Springer at 650-599-1412 or Richard
Napier at 650 -599 -l 420)

RECOMMENDATION

T at thq Eq{{qpprove appointmentq to fi ant stakeholder seats on lbq Rq_s!1qge ¡4qq4gg!ûent
and Climate Protection (RMCP) Committee from the -candidates listed below:

F'ISCAL IMPACT

None.

BACKGROT]ND/DIS CUSSION

The RMCP Committee provides advice and recommendations to the Congestion Management and

Environmental Quality (CMEQ Committee and the full C/CAG Board on matters related to energy and

water use and climate change efforts in San Mateo County. The RMCP Committee also reports on the San

Mateo County Energy Watch (SMCEW) and promotes the goals outlined in the San Mateo County Energy

Strategy, including: energy, water, collaboration between cities and the utilities, leadership and economic

opportunities related to the RMCP Committee's efforts.

The RCMP Committee is composed of thirteen members, including six elected official seats and seven

stakeholder seats. The seven stakeholder seats include representation from: Energy, Water, Utility,
Nonprofit, Large Business, Small Business, and the Chamber of Commerce.

Currently, there are three open stakeholder seats on the RMCP Committee: Energy, Chamber of
Commerce, andLarge Business. Former Committee member, Brian Kimball, vacated the Energy

stakeholder seat, the C/CAG Board (at its August 12,2010 meeting) added a new Chamber of Commerce

stakeholder seat to the RMCP Committee (not yet filled), and Lori Duvall vacated the Large Business

stakeholder seat.

This agenda item proposes to fill two of the three vacant stakeholder seats as follows:

1) Chamber of Commerce:
Jorge Jamarillo, President, San Mateo County Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

2) Energy:
Noelle Bell, Assistant Program Manager, Energy Effrciency, Ecology Action, Santa Cruz 

ITEM 5.10

Staff recruited candidates based on suggestions made by RMCP Committee members and searched for
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additional candidates before bringing these recommendations to the C/CAG Boæd. Staff continues to
recruit for the remaining Large Business stakeholder seat.

This item was placed on the consent agendabecause there are two letters of interest, one for each of two
open stakeholder seats. The letters of interest are att¿ched to this staffreport for your review.

ATTACHMENTS

o Current Roster for the RMCP Committee dated August 2010
o Letter of Interest from Jorge Jamarillo
o Letter of Ifierest fromNoelle Bell
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C/CAG
Crrv/Couxrv AssocIATIoN or GovnnNMENTS

op Sax M¿.rno CouNrv

Atherton. Belmont. Brísbane . Burlingame. Colma . Daly City. Eøst Palo Alto. Foster CiÍy. Half Moon Bay. Hillsborough.
Menlo Park. Mittbrae . Pacifica . Portota ,"0, . 

\*";lf:,?";:"iru":;::o; 
*" Cartos . san Mateo ' san Mateo County'South

Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee
(August 2010)

Elected Offrcials (6)

Deborah Gordon - Committee Chair
Former Mayor/Councilwoman
Woodside
dc gordon@ stanford. edu
Work (650) 725-6501

Carole Groom
Supervisor
County of San Mateo
c groom@co. sanmateo.ca.us
'Work (650) 363-4568

Former Mayor/Councilwoman
Brisbane
sepirichardson@ sbc global.net
Home (415) 467-6409

Former Mayor/Councilwoman
Redwood City
barbara@barbarapierce. org
Cell (650) 208-9828 Home (650) 368-6246

Maryann Moise Derwin - Vice-Chair
Former Mayor/Councilwoman
Portola Valley
mderwin@Fortolavalley. net
Home (650) 851-8074
Cell1650) 279-7251

Pedro Gotualez
Former Mayor, Councilman,
S.San Francisco
pedro. gonzalez@s sf.net
Work (650) 877-8500

Stakeholder Renresentatives (7)

Currently Vacant

Nicole Sandkulla, P.E.
Senior Water Resources Engineer
BAWSCA
nsandkulla@bawsca. or g

650) 349-3000

650) 598-7267 cell (650) 279-3864
Robert Cormia
Professor, Foothill - De Anza Community
College
rdcormia@earthlink.net
6s0) 747-1s88
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Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee
(August 2010)

Currently Vacant

Eric Sevim
Shop Manager
A+ Japanese Auto Repair,Inc.
apluseric@gmail.com

Cunently VacantChamber of Commerce

Committee Staff (3)

C/CAG:
Richard Napier
Executive Director
rnapier@ co. sanmateo. ca. us
6s0\ s99-1420

Kim Springer
Resource Conservation Programs Mgr.
ksorinserØ.co. sanmateo. ca.us

(6s0) s99-14r2

Alexis Petru
Resource Conservation Specialist II
aoetru(ò.c o. s anm ateo. c a. us
(6so) 599-1403
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November 30, 2010

Kim Springer
County of San Mateo, DPW
555 County Center - 5th Floor, DPW 155
Redwood City, CA 94063

RE; Letter of lnterest for RMCP Committee

Dear Mr. Springer:

I am contacting you to express my interest in joining the City/County Association of
Governments (C/CAG) Resource Menagement and Climate Protection (RMCP) Commitiee
representing the Ghamber of Commerce committee member position.

I cunently serve as the PresÍdent of the San Mateo Coun$ Hispanic Chamber of Commerce,

-,-w ng green and sustaínable practices amono
businesses and in the communÍ$. While we are a Hispanic Chamber, we have membership
across all ethnicities.

Our Chambeis mission is to promote economic developmentthroughout San Mateo County.
Through our initiatives supporting the region's diversity and enabling growth, our Chamber
has built and maintained strong relationships and alliances with other local organizations,
civic leaders and govemment oficials.

ln addition, I also serve as the Vice Chair of the San Mateo County WorKorce lnvestment
Board (WlB). One of the objecdives of the WIB is to advocate for employment creat¡on and
training focused on the emerging Green Jobs sector. Developing a strong Green Jobs sector
is considered vital to our region's competitive edge and a strategy to augment opportunities
for our labor force.

As t mentioned in our discussion, in some instances the WIB meetings overlap with the

, 
*MCP meetings, however this is not the case'for every month.

j My experiences leading the Chamber and in leadership roles in the public and prÍvate sector,

: as well as my personal commitment towards sustainable practices, make me well suited to
serue on the RMCP.

; Iffååä:Fí,äi:Tff-î'.i":ìåi":ii";,"iiJ:i"J#H?T"Ï'ii"""":Hly"i:"iå*o*
; efficient management of our natural resources.

Sincerely yours,

Chamber of Commerce

San Mateo County Hispanic , a 501(c)6 organization lTax lD: 9+3360209
: info@smchcc.com I www.smchcc.comTel: 650'49G4O71x101 |
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Ecolo
Innoaatian - lartñelship . Comu*r,ity

December 7,2010

C/CAG
Cityl County Association of Governments of San Mateo County

Resource Management and Climate Protection Committee (RMCP)
555 County Center, Fifth Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

To Whom it May Concern:

Ecology Action has been enjoying its partnership with C/CAG and PG&E in San Mateo County Energy Watch

for the last two years. Through its Rightlights program, Ecology Action, is the rebate administrator and direct

install implementer for San Mateo County Energy Watch, providing energy efficiency audits of lighting and

refrigeration measures to non-profits, municipalities and special districts.In 2010 alone, this program has saved

municipalities and non-profit organizations in the County over $2.3 million kilowatt hours and provided over

$260,000 in rebate for energy efficiency projects. Rightlights has also had great successes providing energy

efficiency savings to small and medium sized commercial businesses in San Mateo County.

Sustainability has been the foremost issue driving my interests and career. For six years, I devoted myself to

zero waste and recycling work in the Midwest. For the last two years, I have worked in energy efficiency for
Ecology Action in the Monterey Bay and Peninsula regions. Supporting San Mateo County's sustainability

efforts is an important undertaking. I would appreciate the opportunity to bring my experience and provide my

perspective to the Committee on Resource Management and Climate Protection.

I have enclosed a copy of my resume along with this letter that contains detailed information about my work
experience and skills.

Thank you for your consideration.

Yours sincerely,

Noelle Bell
Ecology Action

ll(). Ilo¡ I /,98 r.\a¡¿a Crut, LA t 9i0(>1'! 18E
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February l0,20ll

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier - C/CAGExecutive Director

Subject: Review and approval of co-sponsoring the Silicon Valley Leadership Group effiorts

to Save Caltrain and provide $3,000 for outreach meetings and polling.

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

Recommendation:

Review and approval of co-sponsoring the Silicon Valley Leadership Group efforts to Save

Caltrain and provide $3,000 for outreach meetings and polling in accordance with the staff
recofirmendation.

Fiscal Impact:

$3,000.

Revenue Source:

General Fund or San Mateo Congestion Relief Fun

Background/ Discussion :

On January 21,2011 the Silicon Valley Leadership Group held a meeting to discuss potential
solutions to provide funding for Caltrain. The objective is to identify short and long term
solutions to address Caltrain funding. The effort will include outreach to every community along
the Caltrain line and future polling to see what is acceptable. Staffrecommends that C/CAG co-
sponsor the effort and provide $3,000 funding towards the effort. Since there is nothing proposed
or on the ballot at this time public funds can be used for the outreach/ education.

Attachment:

Caltrain seeks answers to funding crisis

Alternatives:

1- Review and approval of co-sponsoring the Silicon Valley Leadership Group efforts to
Save Caltrain and provide $3,000 for outreach meetings and polling in accordance with
the staff recommendation.

ITEM 5.11

-L4t-



2- Review and approval of co-sponsoring the Silicon Valley Leadership Group efforts to
Save Caltrain and provide $3,000 for outreach meetings and polling in accordance with
the staff recommendation with modifications,

3- No Action.

-L42-



Caltrain seeks answers to funding crisis
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With Caltrain facing a

$3o million deficit -
and, some fear, the end

of theline -
groups and
transportation offi cials

are ralìying to help the

ræl

r48-year-old commuter railroad
survive by finding a stable source

offunding.

This morning, tlre SiliconValìey
Leadership Group is convening a

Caltrain summit at Stanford to

,+ Vlew Larger Im69es

fiIORE BAY AREA NEWS

Antioch pays $750K to settle suit by
offìcer 02.01.11

Jerry Brown urges putting tax
extension on ballot 02.01.11

Jerry Brown makes a case for his
budget plãn 02.01.11

ffire
start buiìding a coalition to save the train system. On

Jan. zg, Friends of Caìtrain, a community group, will
stage its own summit at the railroad's ofüces. The

groups are working with each other, and Caltrain, to
come up with proposals that could range from enticing
new riders to putting tax measures before voters.

'1Ve want to create a groundsweìl of support for
Caltrain that cuLs across all three counties," said

Yoriko Kishimoto, a former Palo Alto mayor and
leader of Friends of Caltrain. "CaÌtrain is an essential

service, and it's only going to become more essential,"

Alì zB BayArea transit systems, and most across the country, are mired in budget

troubìes, but Caltrain faces a particularly difficuìt situation. The railroad, run by ajoint
powers agency with members from San Francisco, San Mateo and Santa Clara counties,

has no dedicated source ofoperating funds - no state or federal assistance, no sales or

property tax revenue - and is forced to rely on whatever Muni, SamTrans and the Santa

CìaraValleyTransportationAuthorit-v can affordto chip in. These days, that's not much.

"It's sort of like being everyone's second choice for the prom," said Carl Guardino, chief

executive offrcer of the Leadership Group, a technology trade association that's been

involved in transportation issues.

Aìl three transit agencies, struggling to balance their own budgets, have cut their
contributions to Caltrain, andthe expectation forthe coming fiscal year, which begins

July r, is for further reductions.

Caltrain's projections caìì for a $3o.3 million gap in its $roz.9 miìlion budget. That

leaves enough money for the agency to keep running commute-hour service - but
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Caltrain seeks answers to funding crisis

nothing else. Caìtrain currently operates 86 weekclay trains that run ìate into the night,
plus weekend service and speciaì trains to events incìuding San Francisco Giants games.

The trains carry an average of4o,ooo riders a day,

Without an infusion of cash, Caltrain would have to slash its service to 48 weekday trains

running onìy during the morning and evening commute hours.

It's not something the agency wants to do, said Christine Dunn, a Caltrain

spokeswoman, but after raising fares and trimming service, the agency is left with few, if
any, other choices,

"It's really disheartening to have builtthe service up as we have over the past few years,

only to have to cut it," she said. "To look at something this drastic is devastating'"

Participants in both summits will try to find a range of funding options, Guardino and

Kishimoto said. In addition to the traditional approaches ofraising fares or cutting

service, it will aìso consider whether adding free Wi-Fi or more bjke capacity would

make a difference, and if changes in employer-provided transit passes could heìp.

€s coúAinvolte selFñg o iñi
development efforts with private parties. Finally, there's the possibility of seeking

funding that would require approvaì from voters or the Legislature: sales, proPerty or

transfe¡ taxes; gas taxes; vehicle registration fees; regional transit taxes; or bridge or

highway tolls.

"Caltrain is one ofthose services that you can take for granted, but ifwe take it for
granted we'lì be in trouble," Kishimoto said. 'The time has come for us to come together

and do what we needto do to keep Caltrain going."

Guardino agrees.

'This is a call to action," he said.

Saving Caltrain

Today's meeting is by invitation only. A second meeting is open to the public but
requires registration. It will be held from B:3o a.m. to 2:3o p.m. on Jan. z9 atthe
SamTrans auditorium, tz5o San Carlos Ave., San Carlos. Registration:
www.friendsofcaltrain.com. The event is sponsored by Friends of Caltrain.

E-mail Michctel Cobanaùtan at tncabanatuøn@sfchronicle.com

ThÌs article appeared on page c - 2 of the san Francisco Chronicle

[.j *'ur [Ë.-u¡,. +',]ii'su¡*E 14EEËI

subsorlbG to the sEn Fràhc¡sco chronlcle end get a glft:

J'ì sund¡y + a 115 sftGrd

i-) r'1s""*à+15srted

í 'i uon-sun + ã gzs otftGrd

f--ã;;ãh;---l

Page2 of 4

MARKETING
MANAGER, PRODUCT Company

More.Jobs Þ

Foundcr of Zappos sells in
H¡llsborough
Zappos.com founder Nlck Swinmurn
sold ã s-bedroom,3.s-bãth home in
Hillsborough for $2.3 million...

A precious find on Cumberland Street
Remodeled El Cerrito home near BART stat¡on

Home sales for 5 business days

Fc¡turÉd 9rcpôrty

10011 Tesla Road l

LIVERMORE

-$2?99rOS0 - --- - .. -L

5 Beds, 3.0 Bath
East Bay Sotheby's
International Realty
More Propert¡es

Search Reãl Esbte )

cause ol cxplo6¡on might be
bÌoken connect¡ng rod
Dêar Tom and Rayl I hðve a 1999
Camry CE that is mðlntðlned on a

regular bas¡s. Since I am a senior...

Chrysler 200 replaces Sebring sedan
Hyunda¡'s Q4 net profit hits record

Toyota recalls 1.7 million cars for fuel leaks

Fe¡tur¿d Vtrhiclc

2011 Ford Focus

$1 9,5s5
Seramonte Ford
Deta¡ls I S¡m¡lar Cars

Search cèrs

VERY PRETTY CHIHUAHUA
GIRL

B¡ewer Yorkshire Terr¡er

Marina/Cow Hollow Condo,
Modern, Outdoor Spaæ ..

1995 Sportster Parts, Plus
18" Chopper Front Wheel

Browse ðds I Place an ad >

http.l/www.sfgate.com lcgi-binlafücIe.cgl?f:lclalA044L01121iBAOM1HC6NN.DTL 2111201



CICAG AGENDA REPORT
Date: February 70,20.71

CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

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

(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously
- rdentífiedJ

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

RECOMMENDATIONS

Oppose the provision in Governor Brown's budget to eliminate redevelopment agencies in
California. Add as a Legislative priority opposition to Governot Btown's proposal to eliminate

redevelopment agencies in California. Receive and discuss the attached written Monthly
legislative Report as well as an oral report from our State legislative advocates.

LEGISLATIVE PRIORITY

The C/CAG staffand State legislative lobbyist is guided by Legislative Priorities as established

bythe C/CAG Board.

BACKGROTJND/DIS CUS SION

Governor Brown's budget proposes to eliminate redevelopment agencies as part of a package of
budget cuts to address he State's 525.4 billion budget deficit. The league of Califomia Cities has

described this proposal as providing very little budgetary relief, while moving the state further

away from important land use and infill development goals and in the process costing thousands

ofjobs. Many of the mayors of California cities have joined in the opposition to this proposal

(Attachment A).

The C/CAG Board receives monthly written reports and oral briefings from the C/CAG State

legislative advocates. This month's report (Attachment B) and oral presentation focus on State

budget issues. Our State legislative advocates have also provided a C/CAG Bill Matrix
(Attachment C) that summarizes the status of State legislation of concern to C/CAG, as well as

555 County Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Pnorm: 650.599.1406 F,qx: 650.361.8227

To:

From:

Subject:

-1 45-
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materials on the Gas Tax Swap Re-enactment (Attachment D). In addition, they have submitted
documents (Attachment E) pertaining to a comprehensive fix to address both Proposition22 &
26, as well as the March 2010 Transportation Tax Swap.

ATTACHMENTS

A League of California Cities Material on Proposed Elimination of Re-development
Agencies

B. C/CAG Sacramento Legislative Advocate's Monthly Report
C. C/CAG Bills Matrix
D. Materials on Gas Tax Swap Re-Enactment

-Ë;-- -ìfuerials-on€omprehensivefirofProposition22*26.4d€æTuSwaprR.e- --
enactment

555 County Center, 5'h Floo¡ Redwood City, CA 94063 PHor.te: 650.599.1406 Flx: 650.361.8227
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ÄTTACHMENT A

555 County Center, 5ft Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 PnoNe: 650.599.1406 Fa,r: 650.361.8227
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Govemor's Budget Eliminates Redevelopment Agencies, Enterprise <PRINTER-FRIENDLY PAGE>
Zones and Realigns State Services to Local Governments

Gov. Jerry Brown has released his FY 20Il-72 state budget proposal and, as expected, the state's
financial situation continues to be bleak with a 525.4 billion deficit. The Governor's budget proposes
526.4 billion in solutions, allowing for $1 billion reserve. The proposal includes the elimination of
redevelopment agencies and enterprise zones to save $1.7 billion and$924 million respectively, as

well as the realignment of state services such as fire, court security, community-based corrections,
mental health services, foster care and adult protective services to local government.

While the Governor said he recognized some of the positive results of redevelopment, he made it
clear in his remarks that shifting increased property taxes resulting from redevelopment back to the
schools was a priority.

From a policy standpoint, such a radical proposal makes no sense in a state with unemployment rate
of more than 12 percent, a monstrous infrastructure deficit and recentþ passed policies championing
more infill development. Redevelopment, which has been around since the 1950s, is a tool for
building things. It builds and improves communities, spurs job growth and taxes and is the most
significant provider of infrastructure, urban development and affordable housing in the state.
Enterprise zones are one of the few economic development tools that cities and counties have to bring
jobs to depressed areas.

This proposal will hurt our underserved and distressed cities and communities. It will cost California
thousands ofjobs. The reality is that the plan to eliminate redevelopment agencies will bring very
little financial benefit to the state and will actually move the state backward in terms of land use and
infill development. I¡ addition, the League is reviewing the constitutionality of the realignment
proposal under Proposition 22, and other constitutional provisions.

http ://www. c acities. org/index j sp ?zone:locc&preüê$,Sto ry-183 46 U27t2011



League of California Cities Page 2 of 4

Just a mere two months ago, California voters picked their way through a crowded ballot and
approved Prop.22 by 61 percent, a measure designed to protect various local revenues - including
redevelopment - from state raids. The voters' position on this issue was no surprise because repeatedly
they have voted to protect local revenue from the state - take for example Prop. 1A of 2004, which
passed by more than 80 percent. Moreover, poll after poll demonstrates that voters view their local
governments as much more accountable and trustworthy than the state.

While other states, and even the federal goverîment, are working to stabilize and revitalize our
economy, the proposal to eliminate enterprise zones and redevelopment agencies move California in
the opposite direction.

The budget proposal assumes that voters will approve a five-year extension of taxes sun-setting this
year - a 1 percent sales tax and 0.5 percent vehicle license fee that they previously rejected. The
revenues of these taxes will maintain the current level of funding for K-12 schools and COPS
(Citizens' Option for Public Safety)/Booking Fees as well as support the realignment proposal. The
Governor believes that after five years the economy will have recovered enough the state can resume

-----nm¿ing;lilttrershas-been-rc-indiq¿tion-61o-how.

The Governor described the realignment proposal as "vast and historical," and this is an apt
description. The proposal will have major impacts for both local and state government. While much
has been said about the importance of local government in recent days, the practice by the state of not
bothering to consult local governments while devising such concepts continues.

Tomorrow, Tuesday, Jan. 11, the League will host Department of Finance Chief Deputy Director for
Budgets Michael Cohen who will present further details on the Govemor's plan. However, staff has

prepared a preliminary analysis of issues of importance to cities below.

Public Safety

Public safety programs and funding, including law enforcement, corrections, and emergency
response, are a major piece in the realignment of services and programs from state to local agencies.

COPSÆooking Fees. The Governor's budget supports the critical importance of local
public safety programs provided by police and sheriff departments and provides a direct
allocation to COPS , Booking Fee remediation, and specific county level programs. It
proposes to provide these programs $420 million in General Fund dollars that will be
backfrlled with realignment plan funding - if approved by voters. Funding would include:

. $107 million for COPS programs, under the current distribution formula based on
population and with a $100,000 minimum for each police departrnent; and

. $35 million for booking fee subventions, meeting the minimum threshold required
to eliminate the need for sherifß to charge police departments for booking
arrestees in county facilities.

Emergency Response/Fire Suppression Services. The Governor's plan also shifts
certain emergency response services for areas currently served by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL Fire) to the adjacent local agencies,
stating that the increased urbanization state responsibility areas (also known as SRA's)
distracts the core mission of CAL Fire's duty to suppress wildland fires. In this transition
of duties, CAL Fire is charged with assessing which areas should be transferred to local

http ://www. c aciti es.org/index j sp? zone:locc &prelzffivStorpz93 46 U2712011
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jurisdictions þrimarily counties) for fire suppression and emergency medical response
services.

Corrections. Also proposed is a major shift of corrections programs from the state to the
county level, in three areas: incarceration of short term, low level offenders and parole
violators; adult parolee supervision; and all remaining state-level Department of Juvenile
Justice wards. The state would maintain funding responsibilities through a direct
allocation to counties, but authorize county probation and sheriff departments to
determine how those dollars should be spent.

The start date for corrections realignment is not yet set and would impact prospective inmates only
and allow time for county facilities and administration systems to prepare for the additional
population. Moving the specified inmates and parolee populations to county supervision is intended
to coincide with other proposed state-to-county shifts, which would provide for rehabilitation type
services including substance abuse and mental health treatment.

State Parks. The Governor proposes to reduce funding to state parks by $l l million
which will result in partially or fully closing some state park units and reducing
expenditures at the State Parks Department headquarters in Sacramento.

Basin Plan Funding. The Governor also proposes to shift $12.8 million from the
General Fund to fee based funding. Basin Plans, developed by the state's nine regional
water quality control boards provide the water quality information upon which Waste
Discharge Permits are based. Under the Governor's proposal, future Basin Plans will be
funded tbrough Waste Discharge Permit Fee revenues.

Community Services

Public Libraries. . State funding for the Public Líbrary Foundation (PLF), Transaction
Based Reimbursement (TBR) and the California Library Literacy and English
Acquisition Service (literacy program) would be eliminated. This amount totals $30.4
million ($12.9 million cut to the PLF, 512.9 million cut to the TBR and $4.6 million cut
to the literacy program).

Transportation

Reenactment of the Gas Tax Swap. The Governor proposes to reenact the Gas Tax
Swap, approved March 2010, as required by Prop.n 26 Q0l0). This action will ensure the
continuation of transportation funding as well as provide state General Fund relief.

Truck Weight Fees. Shifts weight fees from the State Highway Account to pay for
transportation-related debt service and to provide state General Fund relief. This was
previously being accomplished using Highway Users Tax Account revenues which is
now prohibited by Proposition 22.

Public Contracting. Proposes to shift $7.2 million in costs to local agencies for
developing CalTrans Project Initiation Documents for local projects.

http :/iwww. caciti es.orglindex j sp ?zone:locc&prelFlvS tory:293 OU U2712011



League of California Cities

Proposition 18. Appropriates $2.3 billion for capital funding of bond projects, including
$22 million for local bridge seismic safety and $200 million for state-local parfirership
programs.

Transit. In an effort to bring the level of transit funding in line with what is required by
Prop.22, appropriates additional funding to ensure local transit agencies receive the
equivalent of75 percent ofdiesel sales tax revenues.

last updated : IlI3l20Il

l@l
1400 K Street ¡ Sacramento, CA 95814 r (916) 658-8200

Copynght @ 2009 - 20lI League of California Cities. Al1 rights reserved.
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Big City Mayors Hold News Conference Following Meeting with <PRINTER-FRIENDLY PAGE>
Governor Stressing the Economic Peril of Eliminating
Redevelopment

Moments after leaving a meeting this aftemoon with Gov. Jerry Brown, nine of Califomia's 10 big
city mayors gathered on the west steps of the State Capitol to brief the ne\ils media on the
Administration's propo sal to ab olish redevelopment agencies.

Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa, Sacramento Mayor Kevin Johnson, San Francisco Mayor
Edwin Lee, Santa Ana Mayor Miguel Pulido, Oakland Mayor Jean Quan, San Jose Mayor Chuck
Reed, San Diego Mayor Jerry Sanders, Fresno Mayor Ashley Swearengin and Anaheim Mayor Tom
Tait communicated the profound negative impacts their communities would face ifredevelopment is
eliminated.

Mayor Villaraigosa was the first in the string of mayors to speak saying, "These are rough waters and
every one of us has to participate in shouldering the responsibility to balance the budget that has been
out of whack for a very, very long time." Mayor Villaraigosa stressed the importance ofjobs created
by redevelopment and listed examples ofjob loss in the city of Los Angeles. Those losses include
cutting 4,000 people from the city general fund payroll over the last three years, facing deficits of
almost 25 percent of our general fund budget and furloughing employees anywhere from 16 to 26
days a year.

Mayor Villaraigosa continued, "This is the wrong time to move away from job creation." The Los
Angeles mayor also shared that the Governor has agreed to a working group with cities and that the
meeting today was a good start and an important opportunity for cities to be at the table.

Similar effects of redevelopment were presented by Sacramento Mayor Kevin Johnson. He cited
specifrc examples of redevelopment, including the Sheraton Hotel, and projects along the J, K and L

http ://www. cacities. org/index j sp ?zone:locc&preüiÞûS tory183 61 u27120t1
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Street corridor in downtown Sacramento which have generated 400 construction jobs and 400
permanent jobs. Mayor Johnson pointed out that the projects, just blocks away from the State Capitol,
would not come to fruition had it not been for redevelopment. "It's a terrible idea to abolish
redevelopment," he said.

San Francisco Mayor Edwin Lee took the podium to talk about cities' support for the Governor and
the want to work with him as partners on balancing this budget and also in realigning state services to
local govemments with a sustainable funding source.

Fresno Mayor Ashley Swearengin delivered a strong message when she touched on constitutional
boundaries, reminding the press that less than three months ago,6l percent of the electorate passed
Proposition 22 to prevent state raids of local government funds, including redevelopment funding.

Santa Ana Mayor Miguel Pulido expressed how significant it was for the Governor to meet with the
big city mayors today. Pulido spoke about the Governor being a former mayor appreciating the
benefits ofredevelopment and listening to cities'concems about the elimination of redevelopment.

Oakland Mayor Jean Quan, League of California Cities board of director, represents a city with 18
percent unemployment rate. Mayor Quan focused on the fact that redevelopment dollars are almost
the only dollars cities have had to keep people employed. She also shared one of the messages that the
Governor brought to the table today, "People don't know what redevelopment does and it's not so
popular." Mayor Quan continued, "It makes no sense in the world to pit immediate programs for kids
against the hopes and dreams for kids. I try to remind the former mayor about some of the dreams he
had? He adores his art school and the theater and those are projects that are funded by redevelopment
dollars."

San Jose Mayor Chuck Reed conveyed the importance of redevelopment to the vitality of not only his
city but the entire state saying "Collectively, we all rely on those tools to get jobs in difficult areas
and to keep jobs in California." Talking about the struggles to get business to stay in the Silicon
Valley, he added, "Take away those tools and we're going to lose more jobs."

San Diego Mayor Jerry Sanders expressed major concerns with the elimination of redevelopment as

his city has been greatly transformed due to redevelopment funding. Through redevelopment, San
Diego has been able to completely revitalize their urban core. He noted that redevelopment has
created tens of thousands ofjobs, billions in economic activity, and lured jobs and investments to the
city, which in furn, has sparked private sector investments that generate more tax revenues, firnding
better schools, strongerpolice and fire services, and enhanced city services.

Anaheim Mayor Tom Tait reminded the crowd that redevelopment exists to revive struggling
neighborhoods, reduce gangs and crime, lift people out of poverty and put people to work and thrust
the economy in motion, adding that it would not be a good move to deprive communities of this
restoration.

Los Angeles Mayor Villaraigosa wrapped up the event, expressing appreciation on behalf of the big
city mayor group, realizingthat the Governor is facing some difficult choices to balance this budget.

Photos of this event have been posted on the League's Eaccbsakp¿gq.
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ATTACHMENT B

ApvoCATION

l,20ll

Board Members, City/County Association of Govemments, San Mateo County
Advocation, lnc. - Shaw / Yoder / Antwih, Inc.

RE: STATE LEGISLATIVE UPDATE- JANUARY

On January 10, Govemor Brown released his FY 2011-12 State Budget. Describing an l8-month
$25.4 billion General Fund deficit, which includes a cunent year (FY l0-11) shortfall of $8.2
billion, and a budget year (FY 11-12) shortfall of $17.2 billion, the governor cities unrealistic
assumptions, including the reliance on federal funds which have not materialized, the sunset of
tax extensions, one-time solutions, and a stagnant housing market and economy in general as

reasons for the shortfall. As a result, Governor Brown proposes $12.5 billion in cuts, $12 billion
in revenues, and $1.8 billion in shifts to close the deficit and provide a $1 billion reserve.

The proposed reductions include cuts to most major programs such as $1.7 billion to Medi-Cal,

$1.5 billion to California's welfare-to-work progr¿tm, $l billion to the University of California
and California State University, $750 million to the Department of Developmental Services,

$580 million to state operations and employee compensation, and the elimination of
redevelopment agencies ($ 1.7 billion).

With respect to revenues, the Govemor proposes extending existing tax rates for the next five
years upon voter approval on the June ballot for the following items:

555 County Center, 5th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Pnoxs: 650.599.1406 Ftx: 650.361.8227
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Personal Income Tax (PIT) Rate Surcharge: Effective for tax years on or after January
l,20ll but before January I,2016, maintain fhe .25%o surcharge for PIT tax rate and the
Alternative Minimum Tax Rate. If extended, this proposal is expected to generate

revenues of $1.1 87 billion in FY 10-l 1 and $2.077 billion in FY ll-12.

o PIT Dependent Exemption Credit: Maintain the dependent exemption credit in effect
in2009 until 2015. Ifextended, this proposal is expected to generate revenues of$725
million in FY l0-11 and $1.248 billion in FY ll-12.

o Sales & Use Tax: Effective July l,20ll, the 6-cent sales and use tax would continue for
5 years. The rate would sunset on June 30ú to S-cents without voter approval. If extended,
the proposal is expected to generate $4.549 billion in FY ll-12 and $5.5 billion in FY 14-
15.

o Vehicle License Fee (VLF): Effective July 1, the l.l5o/o VLF rate would continue for
five years. Of the 1.15% rate,O.So/o would be used to fund local programs including
public safety. If extended, this proposal is expected to generate $ I .3 82 billion in FY I 1 -

12 andnearly $1.7 billion in FY 14-15.

Realisnment
In addition, the Govemor's budget proposes a major shift in the state-local partnership by
proposing to realign control and budget authority of certain govemmental services such as fire
and emergency response activities, court security, mental health services, the transfer of low-
level offenders to county jails, substance treatment programs, and foster care to the locals, rrmong
other things. 'When fully implemented, this proposal will restructure how and where more than
$10 billion in a wide range of services are delivered. The first phase of the proposal will be a

$5.9 billion transfer of programs from the state to counties funded by maintaining the current 1-
percent sales tax and the .5O-percent Vehicle License Fee (VLF) that are currently set to expire
on June 30,2011. As mentioned above, the Governor proposes to make these revenue streams
available to funds programs if they are approved by the voters in June.

Impact on Transportation
The Governor's Budget acknowledges the passage of Proposition}í threatens the transportation
and transit revenues enacted in last March's "gas tax swap" and that the passage of Proposition
22 makes it harder for the state to use excise tax on gasoline revenue for purposes of paying
transportation bond debt service (a method used in the gas tax swap to achieve General Fund
savings).

In response, the Governor proposes to use truck weight fees from the State Highway Account
(SHA) - which may not be as restricted by Proposition 22 - to pay remaining FY 201 0- I I and
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new FY ll-12 bond debt service; additionally, remaining truck weight fees are proposed to be

loaned to the General Fund. Truck weight fees generate roughly $800 to $900 million annually.

He would also use certain other SHA revenues not restricted by Article XD( to pay for
Proposition 116 (rail transit) bond debt service.

Gas Tax Swap Reenactment
The Govemor also proposes to "reenact" the gas tax swap, with the new 213 vote threshold as

required by Proposifion2í to pass a tax increase by the legislature. Despite the fact that the gas

tax swap was passed as a revenue-neutral package, several legal minds have opined that while the
legislature can reduce taxes with a majority vote, increasing a tax necessitates a2l3 vote.

Governor Brown recommends pursuing budget trailer bill language to clea¡ the ambiguity
associated with complying with Proposition 26. This suggests reenactment of the excise tax
increases for highways and streets & roads, as well as the sales tax on diesel fuel for public
transit. While we have yet to see language, \rye presume that the same spending priorities as in the
original swap are being contemplated, with the addition that some of the new excise gas tax
would be used to backfill the SHA (i.e. for its loss of the truck weight fees for bond debt service
and General Fund loans) in the event that weight fees cannot cover the debt service.

If both the reenactment of the gas tax swap and weight fee proposal is approved, the net impact
of the package would result in a nearly identical amount of transportation/ transit,spending and

General Fund relief to pay down bond debt service as originally contemplated in the gas tax
swap.

Impact on Transit Fundins
The Governor also acknowledges the impact on local public transit spending of the passage of
Proposition 22;natnely, that Proposition 22 would require all sales tax on diesel fuel revenues to
be split 50% between the State Transit Assistance (STA) progrcm (local transit grants) and 50Yo

for non-STA state transit priorities, such as the intercity rail program. He notes that the gas ta<
swap createdaT5o/o /25% split, favoring the STA program, so he proposes trailer bill language
appropriating additional funds from the Public Transportation Account (PTA) frrnd balance to
ensnre that local transit agencies continue the equival ent of 7 5o/o of the sales tax on diesel fuel,
plus the $23 million in FY ll-12 and $12 million in FY 12-13 that local transit agencies were to
have received from non-Article XD( revenues as a part of the 2010 gas tax swap. This is
expected to offset the effect on local transit of shifting of $77.5 million in non-Article XD(
revenues to fund debt service in FYl l-12.

Given lower diesel sales revenues, the total amount of state funding for local transit agencies

from PTA resources - i.e. the STA program - is estimated to be $329.6 million for FY ll-12.
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Proposition 1A Fundins
The total amount of frurding available, including state bond and federal funds, for state

operations and capital outlay in FY 10-11 is $220.9 million and $192 million in FY ll-12.
These funds are for continued project management, environmental and engineering work.

The Governor states that while the High-speed Rail Authority has been awarded billions of
dollars in federal funding for construction, details of the grants have not been finalized and

appropriation of these funds may not be needed until FY 12-13. Therefore, only $89.7 million in
federal funds for partial design and environmental work is reflected in the budget, with the same
amount in bond funds for the state match.

An appropriation of $2.3 billion for capital funding of bond projects is made available for the
following programs within Proposition 1B:

. $631.2 million for the Conidor Mobility Improvement Account

. $972.3 million for the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund

. $117 million for the Public Transportation Modernization,Improvement, and Service
Enhancement Account

. $200 million for the State and Local Partnership Program

. 922 million for the Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program

. $391.9 million for State Route 99

Department of Finance Director Ana Matasantos mentioned during the Govemor's press

conference that the state will not have a Spring bond sale for the first time since 1988 meaning
that allocations for bond programs will be delayed even further.

The Governor proposes an increase of 52.4 million and 18 positions to complete PIDs for state

and locally fu:rded projects on the state highway system. This includes a decrease of $4.9 million
in SHA resources and an increase of 57.2 million in reimbursements from locals to complete
PIDS on locally funded projects.

Board Action Requested
V/e have been working with a broad coalition of stakeholders including the League of Cities,
California State Association of Counties, California alliance for Jobs, and Califomia Transit
Association, among others, to push for the reenactment of the gas tax s\il4p. Please see the

attachedmaterial to the board packet to view materials that have been distributed by the

coalition. It would be helpful for the C/CAG Board to support the coalition's efforts so that we
can communicate this to our legislative delegation.
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C/CAG BilI Matrix
as of ll3ll20l1

Bill IDÆopic Location Summary Position
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AB 57
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Transportation planning.
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1217 12010 - From printer.
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committee January 6.
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High-speed rail.

ASSEMBLY PRINT
l2l7l20I0 - From printer,
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CALIFORIIIA SIAIE

January 4,20L1-

To: Members of the Legislature

I I' I. LEÂ.GUË

hSöìïii,$

From: Associated General Contractors

California Alliance for Jobs

California State Association of Counties

California Transit Association
League of California Cities

Regional Council of Rural Counties
Transportation California

Re: Comprehensive Fix to Address Propositions22 & 26 and the March 2010
Tra nsportation Tax Swap

tEtÊlON*I;€Ot ||G|ÈOHIJRAL
GOUilttES

The Problem
The passage of Proposition 22 and Proposition 26 have many implications for the
Transportation Tax Swap (AB 8X 6: Tax Provisions and AB 8X 9: Allocation Formulas)

enacted in March 2010. Recall, the swap made the following major changes:

1,. Eliminated the sales tax on gas and replaced it with a 17.3-cent excise tax increase on

gasoline, indexed to keep pace with what the sales tax on gasoline would have

generated in a given fiscal year to ensure true revenue neutrality. Revenues are

allocated as follows:
44% Stahe Tra nsportatio n I m provement Progra m (STl P)

44%Local Streets and Roads

72%Stale Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP)

2. Reduced the excise tax on diesel to 13.6-cents and replaced ¡t with an increase in the
sales tax rate on diesel by 1-.75 percent, and provided an exemption to hold harmless

entities that would be impacted from the change (SB 70).ASSoGIAIED GEl{EFAL

coNrR^cloRs (AGC)

A primary reason for enacting the swap was to remove transportation funding from the
general fund and the annual budget debate. Equally imponant is the state general fund

f¡i,LfiflililA savings estimated at approximately SL billion annually from the replacement 17.3-cent

Tß/.llSlT excise tax or Highway User Tax Account (HUTA) dedicated to transportation bond debt

i,Sf¡fif;I/'llflllservice.

However, Prop 22limits the use of H UTA funds for bond debt and general fund relief as

required in the swap. Further, Proposition 26 invalidates the replacement taxes

contained in AB 8X 6 within L2-months of its passage and is self-executing in November
ZOTL.

The Solution
ln order to address these issues with the Transportation Tax Swap, we urge the
Legislature to enact a comprehensive solution that addresses state generalfund, state
and local transportation, and trans¡t concerns. The comprehensive package should:
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1. Validate the replacement tax provisions as contained in AB 8X 6 with a 2/3rds vote of the Legislature
(Prop 26 fix);

2. Approve the transfer of Transportation Weight Fees from the State Highway Account (SHA) to a fund to
provide the General Fund relief and backfíll any losses to the SHA with a portion of the replacement
1,7.3-cent excise tax (Prop 22 fix); and

3. Reenact a revised AB 8X 9 (Allocations Formulas) that allows the new 1.7.3-cent gas excise tax and l-.75
percent sales tax rate increase on diesel to be allocated for its intended uses and achieves the same
fiscal results anticipated in March 2010 (Prop 22fix). This includes:

a. Language to allocate the new Section 21,03 Highway User Tax Account (HUTA) funds for the STIP,

SHOPP, and Local Streets and Roads; and

b. Language to achieve somethíng closer to the originally-intended split of Public Transportation
Account revenues that recognized the importance of funding local transit operations.

The lmperative
The loss of S2.5 billion in revenue ieopardizes transportation pjoiects across California, threatens
lhousands of jobland negativ€ft impãcts ihG overall economic wellbeing of the State given the
multiplier affects from infrastructure investment. This loss of transportation revenue would be
devastating to California's transportation programs effecting state, regionaland local projects across all
systems and modes.

The most effective path to provide certainty and avoid the risk of losing these transportation funds and
provide the State this much needed and promised general fund relief is to pass a comprehensive
package to fix the issues with the Transportation Tax Swap from Propositions 22 and 26.

Contact lnformation
Dave Ackerman, Associated General Contractors - dackerman@theapexgroup.net or (916) 444-9601,
Jim Earp, California Alliance for Jobs - iearp@rebuíldca.ore or (916) 446-2259
DeAnn Baker, California State Association of Counties - dbaker(ôcounties.orR or (916) 650-8104
josh Shaw, California Transit Association - iosh@caltransit.ors or (91-6) 446-4656
Jennifer Whiting, League of California Cities - iwhitins@cacíties.ors or (916) 658-8249
Paul Smith, Regional Council of Rural Counties - psmith(Ðrcrcnet.orp or (916) 445-4806
Mark Watts, Transportation California - mwatts@smithwattsco.com or (91-6) 446-5508

cc: The Honorable Jerry Brown, Governor, State of California
Anna Manasantos, Director, Department of Finance

Mark Hill, Program Budget Manager, Department of Finance

Page 2
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Gas Tax Swap Re-enactment Q&A

1. \ilhy was the gas tax s\ryap enacted?

In October 2009, the Califomia Supreme Court upheld a lower court ruling in the Shaw v.

Chiang case that annual raids on transit funding, which diverted billions of dollars of sales tax
revenue for General Fund purposes, was illegal. As a result, the legislature enacted the gas tax
swap proposal in order to acquire General Fund relief to pay down bond debt service by
converting the sources of state funding for state highway and local streets and roads progtams to
rely on an increase in the excise tax, while eliminating the sales tax on gasoline. Essentially,
Proposition 42 was traded for a 17 .3 increase in the excise tax.

2. What is the impact of the gas tax swap?

The gas tax swap allowed the legislature to acquire a dedicated, ongoing source of revenue to

G.O. bonds-n fti$iwaysJransit, andlocal stfeets anf
¡oads was increased over historic allocations.

3. \Mhy is reenactment of the gas tax swap necessary?

The passage of Proposition2í has called into question the legality of gas tax swap due to the
requirement that taxes and fee increases be passed by a2l3 vote. Despite the fact that the gas tax
swap was passed as a revenue-neutral package in one bill (AB 6, Chapter 11, Statutes of the
2009-70 8th Extraordinary Session) several legal minds have opined that while the legislature can

reduce taxes with a majority vote (elimination of sales tax on gas), increasing a tax (excise tax)
necessitates a2l3 vote. The swap was approved by the legislature on a majority vote.

4. Why is enactment of the proposal to dedicate weight fees to bond debt service necessary?

Proposition 22 restricts the legislature's ability to utilize excise tax revenues for bond debt
service. The dedication of weight fees ($800 to $900 million annually) for bond debt service
would help alleviate the pressure caused by the restriction imposed by Proposition22.

5. Does the gas tax swap need to be reenacted in tandem with the weight fee proposal?

Yes. Both proposals need to be enacted as a package in order to maintain the integrity of the gas

tax swap package as approved last March.

6. Why can't the weight fee proposal be adopted alone?

V/eight fees are intended to pay for bond debt service that accruss when the state is able to sell
bonds. Therefore, the proposal would create capacity for bond debt service which was intended
to provide supplemental finding for the state's transportation infrastructure needs but it does not
protect the historic sources of funding which are necessary in many cases to fully fund projects.

V/ithout swift action,$2.5 billion in traditional funding for transportation programs would be in
severe jeopardy, compromising over 40,000 jobs, adding to the state's l2%ounemplo¡rment rate,
and eroding the tax base to fund vital programs such as education and public safety, while
potentially exposing the state and local jurisdictions to liability claims by contractors.
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Comprehensive Transportation Tax Swap Package

December 9, 2010

Comprehensive Transportation Tax Swap Proposal

The Solution
ln order to address issues with the Transportation Tax Swap enacted in March 2010 (AB 8X 6: Tax

Provisions and AB 8X 9: Allocatíon Formulas) resulting from the passage of Proposition 22 and

Proposition 26, the Legislature should pass a comprehensive solution that addresses state general

fund, state and local transportation, and transit concerns. The comprehensive package should:

1. Validate the tax provisions as contained in AB 8X 6 with a2/3rds vote of the Legislature;

2. Approve the transfer of Transportation Weight Fees from the State Highway Account to the
General Fund; and

3. Reenact a r.evised AB 8X 9 (Allocations Formulas)that allows the new 17.3-cent gas excise tax
and 1,75 percent sales tax rate increase on diesel to be allocated for its intended uses and

achieves the same fiscal results anticipated in March. This includes:

___¡l__tangu¡ge to allocate the new Section 2103 Highway User Tax Account (HUTA) funds
for the STIP, SHOPP, and Local Streets and Roads; and

b) Language to achieve something closer to the originally-intended split of Public

Transportation Account revenues that recognized the importance of funding local

transit operations.

The Problem
The Transportation Tax Swap did the following:

1, Eliminated the sales tax on gas and replaced it with a 17.3-cent excise tax increase on gasoline,

indexed to keep pace with what the sales tax on gasoline would have generated in a given fiscal year

to ensure true revenue neutrality.
2. lncreased the sales tax rate on diesel by L.75 percent, reduced the excise tax on diesel to 13.6 cents,

and provided an exemption to hold harmless entities that would be impacted from the change (SB 70).

A primary reason for enacting the swap was to remove transportation funding from the general fund and the

annual budget debate. Equally ¡mportant is the State General Fund savings realized underthe deal -

SZOf.f million in revenue from the new 17.3-cent excise tax increase in FY 2010-11 is dedicated to
transportation bond debt service and even greater amounts into the future.

However, Prop 22limits the use of HUTA for bond debt only under certain circumstances and makes

invalid the atlocation provisions and formula forthe new 17.3-cent excise tax that provides general

fund relief. Proposition 26 invalidates the tax provisions contained in AB 8X 6 within 12-months of its

passage and is self-executing in November 2011.

The lmperative
The loss of 52.5 billion in revenue jeopardizes transportation projects across California, threatens

thousands of jobs, and negatively impacts the overall economic wellbeing of the State given the

m u lti p li er affe cts fro m infrastru ctu re investme nt.

The most effective path to provide certainty and avoid the risk of losing these transportation funds

and provide the State this much needed and promised generalfund relief is to pass a comprehensive

package to fix the issues with the transportation tax swap from Proposition s 22 and 26.
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ASSOG¡ATION OF COUNTIES

\ I I LEAGUE

NëT'ïfli's

-- 
+EgcN+L¡oulrcrLor-*UML---- -JVlar€h2€40f+anspgÉatignfax SwaP
COUNTIES

LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA GITIES

January 25,2011

To: Assembly Budget Subcommittee No. 3

From: Associated General Contractors
California Alliance for Jobs
California State Association of Counties
California Transit Association
League of California Cities
Mobility 21
Regional Council of Rural Counties
Self-Help Counties Coalition
Transportation California

Re: Gomprehensive Fix to Address Propositions 22 & 26 and the

ASSOG¡AIED GEßERAL

GoÌlrn cÌoRs (AGC)

The above Associations strongly urge the Legislature to act to save billions of
dollars of transportation investment critical to retain jobs by supporting
Governor Brown's budget proposal on the transportation tax swap. This action
will prevent the loss of $2.5 to 3.5 billion in funding essential to the survival of
state, regional, and local transportation programs.

Proposition 26 approved by the voters in the November 2010 election will
invalidate 17.3-cents of gas taxes and a 1 .75 percent sales tax rate on diesel,
both of which were enacted to replace Proposition 42 revenues eliminated in
the gas tax swap adopted by the Legislature and signed by the Governor back
in March of 2010. Further, Proposition 22limits the use of gas taxes or
Higþway User Tax Account (HUTA) funds for bond debt and general fund
relief as agreed to in the swap.

California's transportation stakeholders are in unanimous agreement on a
I retain these replacement revenues of $2.5

nearly $1 billion in state general fund relief.

together is critical, not only to maintain the
the transportation swap, but to preserve a

bare bones revenue stream that is already meeting less than half of annual
state and local maintenance and safety improvement project needs.

We as a coalition support the proposal to provide at least $1 billion of general
fund relief by paying the transportation related bond debt from truck weight
fees. However, separating this measure from the re-validation of the
replacement 17.3-cent gasoline excise tax and 1 .75 percent sales tax on
diesel coutd potentially leave the transportation program $3.5 billion in the
hole.

This scenario would eviscerate 63,000 jobs and severely impact the state's
economic recovery. We urge you to support this comprehensive fix, which
includes validating the replacement taxes at no additional cost to the taxpayer
and shifting the truck weight fees for general fund relief.
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Gontact lnformation
Dave Ackerman, Associated General Contractors - (916) 444-9601
Jim Earp, California Alliance for Jobs - (916) 446-2259
DeAnn Baker, California State Association of Counties - (916) 650-8104
Josh Shaw, California Transit Association - (916) 4464656
Jennifer Whiting, League of California Citíes - (916) 658-8249
Paul Smith, Regional Council of Rural Counties - (916) 445-4806
Keith Dunn, Self-Help Counties Coalition - (916) 290-2900
Mark Watts, Transportation California & Mobility 21 - (916) 446-5508

cc: The Honorable Jerry Brown, Governor, State of California
Anna Manasantos, Director, Department of Finance
Mark Hill, Program Budget Manager, Department of Finance

Page2
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
February 10,2077

Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 11-05 authoriztnglhe C/CAG Chair to

execute an agreement with Advocation to provide State legislative advocacy

services for an amount not to exceed $72,000 annually for two years or a total of
$144,000

(For further information contact Joseph Kott at 599-1412)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board:

1. Approve Resolution 1l-5 authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to execute an agreement with
Advocation for a total amount not to exceed $72,000, and

2. Direct Advocation to continue working with the Legislative Committee and staff to
identifu those items currently being considered by the California Legislature that will
have a negative impact on C/CAG's member agencies, and develop a strategy for
advocating for CiCAG on these items, and

3. Direct Advocation to immediately focus attention on addressing the negative impacts to

C/CAG member agencies that may result from the current State budget deliberations,

FISCAL IMPACT

The cost of the outside lobbyist will not exceed $72,000 per year for an initial year and two
additional years, subject to approval of the C/CAG Board and Advocation.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funds for legislative advocacy are programmed into the C/CAG Fiscal Year 2010-2017 budget.

BACKGROUNDIDIS CUS SION

A Request for QualificationsÆroposals for State legislative advocacy (Attachment A) was sent to

eight Sacramento legislative advocates (Auachment B). One response was received: a Statement

of Qualifications from Advocation in conjunction with ShadYoder/Antwith, Inc. This
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respondent proposed to provide professional State advocacy services for the amount of$72,000.

Their Statement of Qualifications was submitted prior to the response deadline and was

responsive to all of the Submittal Requirements made in the Request for
Proposals/Qu alifications.

Advocation and ShadYoder/Antwith, Inc. are CiCAG's current State legislative advocates.

Staff has found their work to be well informed, timely, thorough, and effective. In addition, they

have shown sensitivity to the budgetary issues facing local government by proposing to provide

State legislative advocacy services for $72,000 per year, compared to the current $76,000 they

now receive. Therefore it is recommended that C/CAG enter into a contracÍ with Advocation to
continue their work with C/CAG staff, the C/CAG Legislative Committee, and the C/CAG
Board.

ATTACHMENTS

A. Request for Proposals/Qualifications for Providing Legislative Advocacy (Lobbying
Services) to the City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County of San

Mateo.

B. State Legislative Advocate Requestor Proposals/Qualifications Distribution List

C. Resolution 11-05

D. Scope of Work to be Included as Exhibit A to the Conrracl with Advocation
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ATTACHMENT A

ations
For Providing Lugislative

Advo caq) (Lobbying) Services

City/county Association of Governments of san Mateo County

555 County Center, 5'h Floor

Redwood City, CA 94063

Submittal Due Date:

Wednesdav. December 29. 2010
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Request For Proposals/Qualfficøtions

For Providing Legisløtive Advocøcy Services For The
City/Co un$ As s o ciution of Governments

Of Søn Mateo Counfit.

The City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG), a Joint Powers Agency composed of the

County of San Mateo and all twenty cities located within the County, invites you to submit a

proposal detailing qualifications and costs for providing legislative advocacy services. The
hrm/individual selected will represent C/CAG's legislative policy interests with the State of
California Legislature and with jndividual State¡ffieials.

Proposals/ietters of qualifications must be received in the C/CAG Off,rce NO LATER THAN
5:00 P.M., 'Wednesday, December 29,2010. One copy of the proposal should be mailed or
delivered to:

City/County Association of Govemments
555 County Center, 5ú Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Attention: Joseph Kott
Phone: 650 599-1453 Fax:650 361-8221
j kott@co. sanmateo. ca.us

History and Overview of CiCAG

Background

The City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) was created by a
Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) in the fall of 7990, to address diverse issues that transcend

political boundaries within San Mateo County. All twenty of San Mateo's cities joined the

County to establish the JPA. Currently, C/CAG's primary purpose is to prepare, adopt, monitor,
and enforce the following programs:
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Congestion Management Agencv

In 1990, as a result of the passage of Propositions 108 and 1 1 1 by the voters and the enactment

of enabling laws by the California Legislature, every urbanized county in Califomia was required

to designate a Congestion Management Agency (CMA). This Agency is responsible for
preparing, implementing, and biennially updating a Congestion Management Program (CMP).

All of the cities in San Mateo County joined together with the County to form the City/County
Association of Governments (C/CAG) and established it as the CMA. The primary purposes of a
CMP are to: provide alternative transportation strategies; safe bicycle and pedestrian travel

options; shuttle services; encourage travel behavioral changes; develop procedures to alleviate or

control anticipated increases in roadway congestion; ensure that govemment together with
business, private, and environmental interests develop and implement comprehensive strategies

to address future congestion problems; make available funding to local jurisdictions that result

from the increase in the gas tax.

As the CMA for San Mateo County, C/CAG is responsible for allocating the State

Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds and the Federal Safe, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETA-LU)

Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program Manager

AB 434 is legislation that authorizes the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(BAAQMD) to impose a fee on motor vehicles to fund city, county, transit district, or other

public agency transportation control projects that most effectively achieve emissions reductions

from motor vehicles. The monies collected become the Transportation Fund for Clean Air. Forty
percent of the fee revenues generated in San Mateo County are allocated to C/CAG to fund
projects within the County. The annual aÌlocation is approxirnately one million clollars.

Generally the funds are used for shuttle programs and Countywide transportation demand

management programs.

Integrated Solid'Wastc Managcmcnt

The Caiifornia Integlated Waste Managemeú Act of 1989, more comrnonly known as AB 939,

requires each county in California to have a Local Task Force (LTF) with specific

responsibilities in the area of waste management. C/CAG is the designated LTF in San Mateo

County and the Solid V/aste Advisory Committee (SWAC) is an advisory committee to the

C/CAG/LTF.
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Airport Land Use

C/CAG is the designated Airport Land Use Commission for San Mateo County. State law

requires the Commission to prepare, adopt, and implement a comprehensive Airport Land Use

Compatibiiity Plan for each pubiic use airport in the County. The C/CAG Airport Land Use

Committee (ALUC) makes recommendations to the Commission (C/CAG), related to the

administration and implementation of the Airport Land Use Plan (e.g. consistency reviews of
proposed local agency land use policy actions, Plan amendments, etc.).

Hazardous'Waste Management

In accordance with a 1986 State law, the San Mateo County Hazardous Waste Management Plan

was prepared to promote countywide waste reduction efforts, and identiff appropriate locations

for hazardous waste treatment and storage facilities when needed in the County. The plan (i)
analyzes the hazardous waste stream within San Mateo County, (2) determines the need for

hazardous waste management facilities within the County, (3) identifies areas in the County

suitable for new facilities, (4) evaluates the potential for waste reduction, and (5) identifies the

opportunities to better manage hazardous waste generated by small businesses and households.

Storm Water Manaeement NPDESI

C/CAG is the administrative and policy-making authority responsible for providing technical
sr,rpporl and cornpliance assistance for federal and state stormrvater managenent reqltirements.
All municipalities in San Mateo County are copennittees under the Municipal Regional
Stormwater Permit issued by the San Francisco Bay Regional 

'Water 
Qualiti, Control Roard.

These lequilernents mandate municipal action to cont¡olpolÌutant dischat'gcs to tccciving n,ü1ct'

bodies from storm drain systems, and include provisions regarding mr.uricipal maintcnance
operations, new and redevelopment with a particular focus on Low Impact Development,
comrnercial and industlial site controls, illicit dischargc dctection ancl climination, construclior.t

site controls, public information anci outreach, u'ateL quality monitoring, pesticide toxicity
control, trash load reduction, mercury, polycholorinated biphenyl (PCB), copper, polybrominated
dephenyl ether (PBDE), legacy pesticides, and selenium controls, and exempted and

conditionally exempted discharges. C/CAG has established the San Mateo Countywide Vy'ater

Pollution Prevention Program as the primary means of assisting its member agencies with
meeting these requirements. In addition to a Technical Advisory Committee that provides

recommendations to the C/CAG Board, the program includes seven subcommittees focused on

the different provisions of the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit. Funding for this program

is generated through property tax assessments and vehicle registration fees. Increases in program

revenue are subject to Proposition2TS requirements.
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Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA)

As the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Authority for San Mateo County, C/CAG distributes the

$ 1 surcharge on each registered vehicle that is collected by the State to support this activity.
Every jurisdiction in San Mateo County is eligible to receive its share of these funds based on the

number of abandoned vehicles and parts that are removed from that jurisdiction's streets and

other properties.

Transportation Development Act (TDA)

CICAG is responsible for evaluating and recommending those projects to be funded by
Transportation Development Act Article 3 revenues. Primarily, these projects are related to
bicycle and pedestrian improvements.

Storm \ilater Pollution Manaqement

AB 1546 was adopted by the Legislature and signed into 1aw by the Governor on September 29,
2004, and authorizedby the C/CAG Board to impose an annual fee of $4 on vehicles registered
in San Mateo County between from July I,2005 through January 7,2009. Pursuant to
California Government Code 65089.11- 65089.15, the fee would help fund programs for
managing traffrc congestion and storm water pollution. SB 348 allowed the CiCAG Board to
reauthorize the annual $4 fee for a period offour years until January 1,2013.

Programs

Pursuant of California Government Codc 65089.20, C/CAG placcd a nlcaslu'c on lirc Novcm.bcr
2,2070 ballot seeking voter approval of the imposition of an amrnal fee of then dollars (S10) on
motor vehicles registeled in San Matco Count1,. Thc passagc of thc mc¿ìsure u'ill cnablc C/C1tC
to generale apploximately 56.7 million annual11, for'1he ncxt 25 )/ears 1cl help ploviclc funcling fot'
local congestion mitigation programs and water pollution prevention programs as well as

countywide transportation programs in San Mateo County.
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Enerey Efficiencv and Climate Action

In recent years, C/CAG has expanded into programs related to energy efficiency and climate
action through a number of specific activities. C/CAG has established a local government
partnership with Pacific Gas and Electric Company called the San Mateo County Energy Watch
(SMCEW). The SMCEW (www.smcenergywatch.com) provides energy effrciency audits,
installation, rebates as incentives and programmatic coordination to municipalities, nonprofits
and special districts, businesses and residents in San Mateo County. C/CAG is also leveraging
grant opportunities through the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District). Air
District funds have been used to complete greenhouse gas emission inventories, drive acceptance
o f a countywide energy strate gy (http : ¡¡www. ccag. ca. govb d
Energy Strategy.pdÐ and, currently, are being used to develop a climate action planning template
and tool set for the cities in San Mateo County. C/CAG has also recently established a Resource
Management and Climate Protection Committee (RMCP). The RMCP committee
(httplwww.ccag.ca.go/@ provides direction to staff on efforts related to energy, water
and climate protection and provides direction to both the C/CAG Congestion Management and

Environmenta}Quality eommittee and the-e/CAG Board on similar matters.

Joint Powers Agreement (JPA)

C/CAG was created by a JPA that prescribes the composition, purposes and activities of the

Board of Directors, voting procedures, budgeting and financing processes, and stafflrng

arrangements. The C/CAG Board consists of one Councilmember from each participating City

and one member of the Board of Supervisors. In addition, there are two non-voting ex-officio
members: a member of the San Mateo County Transit District Board and a member of the San

Mateo County Transportation Authority.

C/CAG Legislative Priorities

C/CAG's curreú Legislative pliolitics arc as follol's:

. ProlecÍ ugoittst llta diversiort of Iocnl revetrues ittcl¡trlittg /he proícclitnt tJ
r ed evel oltttt en t furt d s o n d pr o gr nn t s.

Protect ngninsl ittcrensel locol cosls resullirtg.ft'otn Slrtla ncliott tt'illtoul J00% Stura

reintb ursetnertl./or tlt e ndrlei cosls.

Secure stablefwtding to payfor ùtcreased NPDES ntottdotes.

Support lowerhtg the 2/3rd super nmjority votefor local special purpose taxes.

Encourøge the Stste to protect transportøtìonfunding ønd develop øn equitøble èost-

shøring arrøngemenÍ to pay for øny cost ovetruns on the construction of the Bay
Bridge.
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. Advocøtefar tevenue solutíans to øddress State budget íssues thnt øre ølso beneftcíal to
Cities/ Counties.

o Support, reøsonøble climate øctìon/Greenhouse Gas legislatíon.

o Support energy canservøtion.
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SCOPE OF SERVICES

The purpose of this contract is to retain a part-time consultant to 1) monitor and review a limited

number of pending legislation, policies, and regulations, and 2) advocate C/CAG's interests with
the Califomia Legislature and its members and other parties as appropriate. The bills tracked by

the consultant and the C/CAG Legislative Committee may include any subject matter that is of
concern to C/CAG member agencies (20 cities and County). During the active legislative session

the consultant will be directed to focus attention on a few specific bills (5 to 10 bills) that will be

identified by C/CAG and its Legislative Committee as being high priority. Some of the typical

activities that could be performed by the consultant may include:

1. General

a. Assist in the development of strategies for advancing actions at the State level that

are beneficial to C/CAG and its member agencies.

b. Represent and advocate on behalf of C/CAG in its dealings with relevant State

agencies and related interest groups including but not limited to 1) California

Legislature, 2) Governor's Offrce, 3) Individual Legislators and their staff

members.

2. FacilitateCommunication

a. Develop and maintain contact with members of the Legislature and state agencies

in oldel to facilitate regulal communication rvith ancl about C/CAG.

b. Meet with State representatir¡es on a regular basis to plorridc blicfings on issucs ol
interest or concern to C/CAG.

c. Solicit input from State representatives on issues of concern to C/CAG and report

it to C/CAG on a regular basis.

d. Arrange appointments with Legislators and other State representatives to meet

with C/CAG representatives.

e. Coordinate with legislative advocates for other public agencies such as the

League of California Cities, California State Association of Counties,

Metropolitan Transportation Commission, etc.
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3. Monitor and Evaluate

a. Identify and evaluate the potential impact of proposed legislation, policies, and

regulations on C/CAG and its member agencies.

b. V/ork with State representatives to identifu and amend bills and other proposed

legislative or regulatory language in order to meet C/CAG concerns.

c, Advocate C/CAG's position to appropriate State legislative, executive, and

administrative committees, board, and commissions.

4. Initiate and Advocate

a. Advise C/CAG on opportunities to pursue C/CAG objectives through the

Legislature and various State agencies.

b. Assist in drafting legislation on behalf of CiCAG.

c. Formulate and manage strategies to achieve passage of C/CAG's legislative
initiatives (if any).

d. Make presentations to and testify on behalf of C/CAG before legislative and

administrative bodies.

5. Report and Respond

a. Provide regular reports summarizing the Consultant's activities under the contract
with C/CAG.

b. Appear before the C/CAG Roard and/ol Legislative Committee to provide an

overview and summary of current and future activities or to report on a particular
item of concenl to C/CAG.

c. Respond to C/CAG's requests for information about pending State legislation,
regulations, or policies.
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SUBMITTAL REOUIREMENTS

Each proposal must include the foliowing information. This information should be confined to
no more than ten pages excluding resumes of staff members. Please submit ten copies of your
proposal.

1. Firm name, business address, telephone and fax numbers, e-mail address.

2. Date of establishment of business.

3. Type of organizaÍion (individual, partnership, or corporation).

4. Description of firm's experience with local government agencies, if any.

5. Description of firm's experience with other types of clients.

6. List of current clients and contact information.

7. Names of individuals who would be directly engaged in performance of work under this
solicitation. For each of the individuals please submit:

a. Number of years experience in legislative advocacy services

b. List of references and contact information

c. Brief description of work performed for these references or relationship to these

r efcrences

8. Describe any particular aleas of specialty that your' hlin has (such as type of olient and/or

subject rnatter ancl/or other),

9. Cost proposal - C/CAG has budgeted approximately 576,000 per )/ear. Provide a

description of the services that will be pcr folmed for this amount of monc¡, or a lcsscr

amount of funds. Include the number of legislative bills that rnigirt be addressed and hor,r'

your firm would promote C/CAG's position on these bills.

10. Describe what you would do in a situation where two or more of your clients have

conflicting views and/or positions on an item you have been requested to work on.
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Proposers should refrain from including unnecessary general marketing and promotional

material. Evaluation of the proposals will be based solely on how well the proposer responds to

the information requested in this solicitation and the qualifications of the staff to be designated to

perform the tasks requested.

EVALUATION AND SELECTION PROCEDURE

Staff will prescreen all applications. Approximately three to five firms will be invited to an oral.

This will likely occur the week of January 3, 2011 . Staff will recommend the selection of a firm

to the C/CAG Board at its meeting on January 13,2011. It is anticipated that a draft contract will
also be presented atfhattime so that the services can begin immediately.
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ATTACHMENT B

STATE LEGISLATIVE ADVOCATE REQUEST FOR
PROPOSALS/QUALIFICAITONS DISTRIBUTION LIST

The Gualco Group,Inc.
Sacramento, CA

Chuck Cole, President
Advocation,Inc.
Sacramento, CA

Kevin Sloat, Principal
Sloat Higgins Jensen and Associates
Sacramento, CA

Mel Assagai, Owner
Advocacy Group
Sacramento, CA

John E. Ariaga
Sacramento, CA

Scott Wetch
Saclamento, CA

Camden McEfee
Sacramento, CA

Paul Yoder
Sacramento, CA

-193-



-r94-



ATTACHMENT C

RESOLUTION 11.05

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

AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT \ryITH
ADVOCATION FOR STATE LEGTSLATTVE ADVOCACY SERVTCES FORA TWO (2)

YEAR TERM rN AN AMOIINT NOT TO EXCEED S72,000 ANNUALLY FOR TWO
YEARS ORA TOTAL OF $144,000

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

of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG is a joint powers agency representing all twenty-one local
jurisdictions in San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, the C/CAG Board has determined that it is vital and necessary that its

interests be actively advocated for with the California Legislature and Administration; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that outside lobbying services would be the most

appropriate method to ensure rhatC|CAG is adequateþ represented in the legislative and

administrative processes in the capitol of the State of California; and

WHEREAS, ADVOCATION has competed through a request for proposals/

qualifications and C/CAG has selected ADVOCATION to provide these services; and

WHEREAS, ADVOCATION has verifïed thaltt is qualified and properly licensed to
provide these services.

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

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the C/CAG Chair is

authorized to execute an agreement with Advocation for State legislative advocacy services for a

two-year term in an amount not to exceed $72, 000 per year or a total of $144,000. Final

agreement will be negotiated by C/CAG Executive Director, with approval as to form by C/CAG

LegaI Counsel, prior to execution by C/CAG Chair.
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 10TH DAY OF FEBRUARY 2011.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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ATTACHMEI\T D

SCOPE OF SERVICES

The purpose of this contract is to retain a part-time consultant to 1) monitor and review a limited

number of pending legislation, policies, and regulations, and 2) advocate C/CAG's interests with

the California Legislature and its members and other parties as appropriate. The bills tracked by

the consultant and the C/CAG Legislative Committee may include any subject matter that is of
concern to C/CAG member agencies (20 cities and County). During the active legislative session

the consultant will be directed to focus attention on a few specific bills (5 to 10 bills) that will be

identified by C/CAG and its Legislative Committee as being high priority. Some of the typical

activities that could be performed by the consultant may include:

l. General

a. Assist in the development of strategies for advancing actions at the State level that

are beneficial to C/CAG and its member agencies.

b. Represent and advocate on behalf of C/CAG in its dealings with relevant State

agencies and related interest groups including but not limited to 1) Califomia

Legislature, 2) Governor's Office, 3) Individual Legislators and their staff

members.

2. Facilitate Communication

a. Develop and maintain contact with members of the Legislature and state agencies

in order to facilitate regular communication with and about C/CAG.

b. Meet with State representatir¡es on a rcguJar bnsis to pr-oviclc br'ìcfin-e.s on ìs:;r-rcs of-

interest or concern to C/CAG.

c. Solicit input from State representatives on issues of concern to C/CAG and report

it to C/CAG on a regular basis.

d. Arrange appointments with Legislators and other State representatives to meet

with C/CAG representatives.
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e. Coordinate with legislative advocates for other public agencies such as the

League of California Cities, California State Association of Counties,

Metropolitan Transportation Commission, etc.

3. Monitor and Evaluate

a. Identify and evaluate the potential impact of proposed legislation, policies, and

regulations on C/CAG and its member agencies.

b. .Work 
with State representatives to identiff and amend bills and other proposed

legislative or regulatory language in order to meet C/CAG concems.

c. Advocate C/CAG's position to appropriate State legislative, executive, and

administrative committees, boatd, and commissions.

4. Initiate and Advocate

a. Advise C/CAG on opportunities to pursue C/CAG objectives through the

Legislature and various State agencies.

b. Assist in drafting legislation on behalf of C/CAG.

c. Formulate and manage strategies to achieve passage of C/CAG's legislative

initiatives (if any).

d. Make presentations to and testify on behalf of C/CAG before legislative and

administrative bodies.

5. Report and Respond

a. Provide regular reports summarizing the Consultant's activities under the contlact

with C/CAG.

b. Appear before the C/CAG Board ancllor Legislative Committee to provide an

overview and summary of current ancl ñrture activjtics ot'to repott on a 1-ratlicnlar

itcm of conccnr. to C/Cz\G.

c. Respond to C/CAG's recluests for infolmation about per-rcling Statc legislation,

regulations, or policies.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: February l0,20ll

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

X'rom: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 11-08 authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to
execute an agreement with the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools to
administer and manage the Countywide Safe Routes to School Program in an

amount not to exceed $2,000,000

(For further information contact John Hoang 3634105)

RECOMMEIYDATION

That the CiCAG Board review and approve of Resolution 11-08 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an agreement with the San Mateo County Superintendent of School to administer and

manage the Countywide Safe Routes to Schools Program in an amount not to exceed $2,000,000

FISCAL IMPACT

Up to $2,000,000

SOURCE OF FT]I\I)S

$1,429,000 in Surface Transportation Prograrn/Congestion Management and Air Quality
(STP/CMAQ) funds is available to San Mateo County jwisdictions for the FY 09/10 to FY
llll2. Local match up to $571,000 to be provided from Measure M ($10 Vehicle Registration
Fee)

BACKGROT]ND/DISSCUSION

The Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) program for San Mateo County is an element of the
Metropolitan Transportation Commissions' (MTC) Climate Initiatives Program. The overall goal

of the SR2S program is to enable and encourage children to walk or bicycle to schools by
implementing projects and activities to improve health and safety, and also reduce traffic
congestion due to school-related travels.

C/CAG, as the congestion management agency, is the designated agency for San Mateo County
that receives the STP/CMAQ funds from MTC will administer the SR2S frurding for the county,
serving as the fiscal agent for the Program. C/CAG, in partnership with the San Mateo Cormty
Health System, took the lead in facilitating the development and preparation of the San Mateo

ITEM 6.2
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County SR2S Strategic Plan. The development of the progr¿tm, which began in February 2010

and continued through October 20l0,has been performed by a S/orking Group and overseen by a

Task Force consisting of schools, PTAs, law enforcement, public works, cities, and health

officials. Among the participants in the Task Force has been the San Mateo County Office of
Education, also referred to as the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools.

In Novemb er 20l0,the Superintendent of Schools presented C/CAG a proposal to serve as the

lead for implementing the San Mateo County SR2S Program. The SR2S Task Force was

presented with the draft scope of work describing the implementation approach, strategies and

Ludget, which includes providing the SR2S Toolkit of Programs (cunently in development) to

schools as a resource to apply best practices focusing on education, encouragement, enforcement,

and evaluation components. The proposal includes the establishment of a County SR2S Project

Coordinator, SR2S Specialists, and the formation of two Advisory Committees (Policy and

Operations) to guide the Superintendent of Schools.

The general input from the Task Force was that it was logical for the Superintendent of Schools

to be the lead agency for the SR2S Program since the Superintendent has established

relationships with the school districts and individual schools within the County that would help

facilitate the program implementation. ln addition, Task Force members also stressed the

importance that the majority of the funds be distributed to the schools for programs and projects

identified in the Toolkit and related services that could be provided by the network of SR2S

Specialists. It was also recognizedthatin addition to providing ñrnds to the schools, the success

oith. program would require that the SR2S Specialist and local volunteer efforts at the schools

work closely together.

The development and implementation of the San Mateo County SR2S Program is estimated for a

3g-month pltiod, beginning approximately in JanuaryÆebruary 2071 and ending approximately

in June/Juþ 2013. This initial countywide SR2S Program for San Mateo County would be

considered a pilot progam and would be evaluated annually with a comprehensive review at the

end of the 30-month period.

ATTACHMENT

. Resolution I l-08

. Agleement between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools
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RESOLUTION 11-08

A RESOLUTION OF TIIE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVER}IMENTS OF SAN MATEO

COUNTY AUTHORIZING TIIE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN
AGREEMENT WITH THE SAN MATEO COTJNTY SUPERINTENDENT
OF SCHOOL TO ADMINISTER AND MANAGE THE COUNTYWIDE
SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOLS PROGRAM IN AN AMOI]NT NOT TO

EXCEED $2,000,000

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of Governments

of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the designated Congestion Management Agency (CMA)

responsible for the development and implementation of the Congestion Management Program for

San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG was provided $1,429,000 in funding from the federal Surface

Transportation Program (STP) and/or Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement

(CMAQ) program by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for the San Mateo

County Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program; and

WIIEREAS, the overall goal of the SR2S Program is to enable and encourage children to

walk or bicycle to schools by implementing projects and activities to improve health and safety;

and

WHEREAS, as the CMA for San Mateo County, C/CAG will administer the SR2S

funding for the county, serving as the fiscal agent for the Program; and

\ilHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that the San Mateo County Superintendent of
Schools will serve as the lead agency to implement the SR2S program for San Mateo County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe Board ofDirectors of the City/County

Association of Govemments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to execute a ñrnding

agreement with the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools in the amount not to exceed

$2,000,000. This agreement is attached hereto and is in a form that has been approved by C/CAG

Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROVED, AI\D ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF F'EBRUARY 2011.

Thomøs M. Kasten, Chair
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FUNDING AGREEMENT
BET\ilEEN

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COTTNTY
AIID

SA¡I MATEO COT]NTY SUPERINTENDENT OF'SCHOOLS
FOR

SAF'E ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROGRAM

THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this day of_201l, by and between the
CitylCounty Association of Govemments of San Mateo County, a Joint Powers Agency,
hereinafter called *CICAG" and the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools, hereinafter
called "SUPERINTENDENT".

WITNESSETH

\ryIIEREAS, C/CAG is a joint powers agency formed for the puq)ose of preparation,
adoption and monitoring of a variety of county-wide state-mandated plans; and

WIIEREAS, the SUPERINTENDENT provides leadership and support to public schools
in San Mateo County through its tluee Divisions: Instructional Services, Fiscal and Operational
Services, and Student Services.

WHEREAS, C/CAG received $1,429,000 in Surface Transportation Program /
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (STP/CMAQ) funds from the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission Climate Initiative Program for the development and implementation
of a Safe Routes to School Program (SR2S) in San Mateo County (the "Program); and

WHEREAS, the total cost of the Program is estimated to be $2,000,000, including the
C/CAG matching funds in the amount of $571,000; and

WHEREAS, the overall goal of the Program is to enable and encourage children to walk
or bicycle to schools by implementing projects and activities to improve health and safety, and
also reduce traffic congestion due to school-related travels; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that the SUPERINTENDENT will serve as the
Lead Educational Agency (LEA) to implement the Program; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG and SUPERINTENDENT desire to enter into a formal agreement
to speciff the work scope for the SR2S Program that agree that C/CAG shall provide funds for
the development of the Program.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the parties hereto, as follows:
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1. SCOPE OF SERVICES

SUPERINTENDENT shall serve as the lead agency for implementation of the Program in
San Mateo County. The Scope of V/ork to be performed by the SUPERINTENDENT is

described in Exhibit A attached hereto.

2. TIME OF PERT'ORMANCE

The services funded by this agreement shall commence on or after full execution of this
agreement and after C/CAG receive an "Authorizationto Proceed", a federal authorization of
funds, and shall be terminated by October 7,2013. Either pafy may terminate the Agreement

without cause by providing sixty (60) days advance written notice to the other party.

3. FI.INDING AND METHOD OF PAYMENT

a) C/CAG agrees to reimburse SUPERINTENDENT up to $2,000,000 for the

development and implementation of the SR2S Program in San Mateo County.

b) SUPERINTENDENT shall submit billings, on a monthly basis, accompanied by the

activity reports and paid invoices issued by consultants or progress payments as proof
that services were incurred or rendered and paid for by the SUPERINTENDENT.
Upon receipt of the invoice and its accompanying documentation, C/CAG shall pay

the amount claimed under each invoice, up to the mærimum amount described by this
agreement, within thirty (30) days of receipt of the invoice, delivered or mailed to
C/CAG as follows:

CitylCounty Association of Govemments
555 County Center, 5ù Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063
Attention: John Hoang

c) Subject to duly executed amendments, it is expressly understood and agreed that in no

event will the total funding commitment under this agreement exceed $2,000,000,
unless revised in writing and approved by C/CAG and SUPERINTENDENT.

4. AMENDMENTS

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

in written amendments, which shall specifr the changes in work performed and any adjustments

in compensation and schedule. All amendments shall be executed by C/CAG and

SUPERINTENDENT. No claim for additional compensation or extension of time shall be

recognized unless contained in a duly executed amendment.

5. NOTICES

All notices or other communications to either party by the other shall be deemed given
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when made in writing and delivered or mailed to such party aftheir respective addresses as

follows:

To C/CAG: Attention: John Hoang, Program Manager
City/County Association of Governments
555 County Center, 5ú Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

To SUPERINTENDENT: Attention: PeterBurchyns,
Special Advisor to the Board and Superintendent

San Mateo County Office of Education
101 TwinDolphinDrive
Redwood City, CA 94065-1064

6. INDEPENDENTCONTRACTOR

SUPERINTENDENT and its employees, agents and consultants shall be deemed

independent contractors of C/CAG. Nothing herein shall be deemed to create any joint venture

or partnership arrangement between the C/CAG and SUPERINTENDENT.

7. HOLD HARMLESS

SUPERINTENDENT agrees to indemnify and defend C/CAG from any and all claims,
damages and liability in any way occasioned by or arising out of the negligence of
SUPERINTENDENT, or its employees, contractors, consultants or agents in the performance of
this Agreement.

IN \ilITNESS WHEREOF, the Agreement has been executed by the parties hereto as of
the day and year first written above.

SAN MATEO COUNTY CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS GOVERNMENT OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

Anne E. Campbell, Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair

County Superintendent of Schools

Approved as to form:

SUPERINTENDENT Attorney Counsel for C/CAG
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EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF WORK

Purpose of the Partnership

The San Mateo County Office of Education, also referred to as the San Mateo County
Superintendent of Schools (SUPERINTENDENT) ì¡rill serve as the Lead Educational Agency
(LEA) for the implementation of a Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) Program in San Mateo

County.

The City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo will provide the funding
for the project and will hold the San Mateo County Office of Education accountable for carrying

out the activities described in this Scope of Work.

C/CAG and SUPERINTENDENT have a joint interest in ensuring that the project integrates

eflectively and smoothly with schools and community agencies, thus enabling them to use the

Federal Swface Transportation Program and Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality Improvement
(STP/CMAQ) Program funds productively on behalf of students and the community.

Goal

The overall goal of the project will be to make San Mateo County a healthier, safer, more

sustainable, environmentally sound community with better air quality, less traffic congestion,

more physically fit students and adults who are well-served by schools and other agencies

working collaboratively.

Guiding Principles

Ir carrying out its responsibilities, the County Office of Education will adhere to the following
guiding principles:

. The SUPERINTENDENT will work collaboratively with C/CAG, schools, cities and all
partner agencies.

. The project will recognizethe important role of volunteers (such as PTA members and

others) in SR2S and will support and promote their involvement.
. The project will build upon existing successful models and programs and provide

schools with a range of alternatives they can implement, based on their needs and

interests.
. Schools will be provided with sufficient resources and support to implement site-based

programs successfully.
. Participating schools will be provided clear directions and parameters so that they can

operate their programs according to the frrnding regulations.
. The SUPERINTENDENT will use data to guide program planning and evaluation.
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' The SUPERINTENDENT will maintain on-going communication and outreach, to
ensure that interested parties have the opportunity to be involved and to have their voices
heard dwing implementation.

Outcomes

The specific measurable outcomes of the project will include but are not limited to:

. Improved knowledge about and more positive affitudes toward walking and biking to
school, on the part ofstudents, parents and volunteers.

. Increased numbers of students walking and biking to school.

' High levels of student, parent and volunteer participation in educational activities related
to healthy and environmentally sound lifestyles.

. Decreased traffrc and congestion around schools, one byproduct of which will be
increased air quality.

' Reduced obesity and better health habits among students.
. Increased partnerships among schools, community agencies, parents and volunteers.
. Improved community safety.

Implementation Approach

The County Office of Education's approach is to combine three elements: centralized leadership
and technical assistance; networks of collaboration and support; and services delivered to school
sites in support of program activities that meet local needs and priorities.

The SUPERINTENDENT will provide overall direction, timelines and implementation
regulations; be responsible for fiscal management and monitoring; and conduct the project
evaluation. It will use its existing relationships with school district personnel and its established
administrative systems to establish and implement the SR2S project. ln addition, it will also use
its regional and statewide contacts with other County Offices of Education to share resources and
best practices with other agencies that are implementing county SR2S projects.

Networks of Collaboration and Support
Networks of collaboration will be developed among school sites and other agencies such as cþ
govemments, the County Health System and community orgarizations and volunteers. The
networks could be based upon either schools in geographic proximity to each other or upon
groups of schools with a common interest in a particular programmatic approach, such as

Walking School Buses, Bicycle Safety, etc. These partners will be encouraged to build "learning
communities" that: share common values, cultures and norms; engage in common professional
development and technical training; and share successful practices.

The SUPERINTENDENT plans to create 5-7 networks that would each have 5 to 10 schools;
these will be supported by SR2S Specialists (part-time) who deliver technical assistance and
other services to school sites.
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The SR2S Specialists' would provide communications, information, trainings, meetings,
workshops, technical support, planning assistance, and other resources in support of SR2S to
promote the development of successful school site-based SR2S progrcms; provide consultation
and technical assistance to principals, teachers, parents, trainers and others concerning SR2S;

enhance interagency cooperation with cities, the San Mateo County Health System and other
agencies to promote healthy environments and active walking and biking behaviors that reduce

the likelihood of illness and injury, increase the probability of personal fitness and safety for
students and adults and support the development of environmentally sustainable communities.

Each school participating in the project will have a Site Team that plans and carries out the
implementation activities. These Site Teams would include representatives from the school
community and other agencies. The assumption is that volunteers from organizations such as

Site Councils and PTAs will have large roles in site activities.

Local Services
Local school sites, through engagement with stafl, Site Councils, PTAs and similar groups, will
design, schedule and implement the specific activities that meet the needs of their students and

families and help to achieve the overall goals of the project. Site support services will be

delivered either by project staff(SR2S Specialists) or by school staff or consultants, funded by
the project.

Governance

The SUPERINTENDENT will be accountable to C/CAG for achieving the goals and outcomes
of the project, developing detailed annual action plans and line item budgets, meeting timelines
and operating within ttre budget.

The SUPERINTENDENT will hire staffto manage the project and its budget, be responsible for
implementation and submit timely reports. The SUPERINTENDENT will also subcontract with
schools to provide them the resources to carry out their action plans.

Altematively, at the request of schools, the SUPERINTENDENT could hire consultants or other
staffwho would provide specific services at the site that had been requested by the school; it
could also purchase training and other materials for the school's use.

The SUPERINTENDENT $'ill convene two Advisory Committees (Policy and Operations) to
help ensure that the SUPERINTENDENT receives guidance, input and feedback from a cross-

section of the entire community on whose behalf the initiative is being implemented.

The Policy Advisory Committee will advise C/CAG and the SUPERINTENDENT on the
direction of the project and on related infrastructure grants and strategic issues, thus helping to
create a community-wide, holistic approach to a healthier, safer, more sustainable San Mateo
County. Members of the Policy Advisory Committee will include elected offrcials; people who
have leadership positions with various partner agencies, such as: C/CAG; the San Mateo Health
System; the Metropolitan Transportation Commission; municipal government; law enforcement;
other community leaders; etc.
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The SR2S Operations Committee will provide a means'of internal communication among service
providers and the clients served at school sites and to offer input and feedback on progr¿rm

activities. Members of the Operations Committee will be individuals close to local school sites
who are involved with local activities, such as: school staff; PTA members and other school
volunteers; local police offrcers; staff members from city departments such as Planning or
Recreation; and other community agencies such as Boys and Girls Clubs.

Staffing

The SUPERINTENDENT will søff the project with a County SR2S Project Coordinator, apart-
time administrative assistant and part-time SR2S Specialists whose responsibilities will be to
deliver services to the Networks and school sites. The budget will also include funds for
progr¿ìm consultants who work on specialized tasks or provides services to schools at their
request, and an evaluator.

Implementation Strategies

Outlined below are the implementation strategies that the SUPERINTENDENT will use in the
various phases of the project.

Start-Up Phase: January - June 201I

' Execute formal agreement between CCAG-SUPERINTENDENT.
. Complete detailed action plan and budget for the start-up phase.
. Work with C/CAG consultant to complete and distribute the SR2S Toolkit.
. Develop job descriptions, recruit and hire the Project Coordinator and assistant.
. Begin marketing/outreach/orientation via activities such as E-letters to schools and

PTAs; presentations at local and regional sites; orientation and technical assistance

meetings for interested parties.
. Make contacts with schools that have existing Safe Routes or similar programs to

develop a cadre of "early implementers."
. Conduct public information activities that involve media releases and the development of

a Safe Routes web page on the County Office's Web site.
. Develop collaborative networks.
. Develop measurable outcomes upon which evaluations will be based.
. Make progress repofs to CCAG.

Planning Phase: Julv 201I - December 201I

. Hire SR2S Specialists.

. Develop detailed action plan and for FY 2011.

. Conduct needs assessments, using a variety of techniques such as surveys, focus groups,
technical assistance meetings, etc.

. Design data collection tools and evaluation instruments.

. Plan and deliver project training, based upon the needs of participants.
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. Conduct research into model programs that have been successfully implemented
elsewhere, and develop a menu of recommended programs from which local schools can
select for adoption/adaptation. (Note: schools will not be limited to these and will be
encouraged to develop or continue other programs that are aligned to the SR2S goals.)

. Create and implement a system for regional and site planning grants, using a Request for
Proposal format.

' Develop networks and sites action plans.
. Approve and fund action plans for implementation.
. Conduct 2011 annual evaluation and submit report to C/CAG.

Implementation Phase: Jqnuary 2012 - June 2013

. Make project modifications, as needed.

. Develop detailed action plan and budget for FY 2012-13.

. Implement network and site plans and bring additional schools into the project.

. Conduct evaluations.

. Conduct research into possible sources of future funding and develop applications for
funding to sustain SR2S activities beyond this funding cycle.

. Develop County, regional and site sustainability plans.

Budget

Estimated Income

The funding model is based on an estimated budget of $2,000,000 that includes $1,429,000 of
STP/CMAQ tunds and an additional $571,000 of local funds provided by C/CAG.

Timeframe

The development and implementation of the San Mateo SR2S Program is planned for an
approximate 3O-month period (January 20ll - June 2013).

Annual Expenditures

The annual expenditure estimates over the 3O-month life of the project (January 20l l - June
2013) are summarized below. These expenditures are organized on a July I - June 30 Fiscal
Year basis that matches the budget cycles of both County agencies and school districts (including
the County Ofüce of Education). Once the formal contract is signed, the County Office of
Education will develop an itemized line item budget for approval by C/CAG.
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I)ate:

To:

From:

Subject:

CICAG AGENDA REPORT
February 10,2017

City/County Association of Govemments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution l1-06 accepting the North Central San Mateo
(CitV) Community-Based Transportation Plan and recommending implementation
of the identified strategies.

(For further information contact Jean Higaki at 599-1562)

RECOMMENDATION

Review and approval of Resolution 11-06 accepting the North Central San Mateo (CitÐ
Community-Based Transportation Plan and recommending implementation of the identified
strategies.

FÏSCAL IMPACT

The C/CAG board approved funding the study at the May 14,2009 board meeting. Funds
consist of $17,000 from C/CAG Congestion Relief funds plus $60,000 from MTC, for a total of
$77,000.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Per agreements executed in May 2009, the MTC Community Based Transportation Planning
(CBTP) Program is providing $60,000 and C/CAG is providing $17,000 in Congestion Relief
funds to prepare a CBTP for North Central San Mateo community of concern.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

In 2001, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) developed a region wide
Community Based planning program that identified several "Communities of Concern" within
San Mateo Count¡ in parts of Daly Cit¡ South San Francisco / San Bruno, North Central San
Mateo, and East Palo Altoi North Fair Oaks. MTC delegated the local level planning efforts to
the Congestion Management Agency (C/CAG) and the local transit operator (SamTrans).

MTC Guidelines specify that local level CBTPs are to utilize community outreach to identify,
assess, and develop strategies to bridge gaps in the transportation needs of these disadvantaged
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communities. The CBTP is a planning tool, designed to influence funding decisions of the MTC
Lifeline Transportation Program, with the objective to fund strategies developed in the CBTPs.

C/CAG utilized SamTrans as consultants, in preparing the North Central San Mateo CBTPs,
based upon their successful development of the East Palo Alto and Daly CltylBayshore CBTPs,
their key knowledge of the existing transit system, and their ability to confirm transit gaps
identified during the CBTP process.

Both the Daly City @ayshore) and East Palo Alto have received MTC Lifeline Program funds to
implement projects identified in their CBTPs including:

¡ Bayshore shuttle service
o Bayshore bus stop improvement project
o East Palo Alto youth shuttle, mobility manager, and bus stop improvement prqect
. Distribute transit passes and taxi vouchers to low income clients participating in self

sufficiency and family shengthening activities (implemented by San Mateo Human
Services Agency )

The ten transportation strategies emerging from North Central San Mateo outreach process
includes:

1. Improve Existing School Bus Service
2. Augment Existing Transportation Service to Better Serve Key Destinations
3. Increase Frequency of Existing Transit Service
4. Reinstate the San Mateo Medical Center Shuttle Program
5. Establish Local Safe Routes to School Program
6. Improve Transit Stop Amenities
7. Improve Pedestrian Amenities
8. Improve Bicycle Amenities
9. Improve Affordability of Public Transit for Low-Income Users
10. Increase Public Access to Information about Transportation Options

The North Central San Mateo City CBTP is a concept level document intended to be used as a
tool by potential implementing agencies. It does not commit any agency to implement a project
however it does make an effort to identify agencies in the best position to implement listed
strategies.

It should be understood that many of the concept level strategies proposed by the community
would need to be vetted through a project analysis and development process prior to
implementation. It should also be noted that the plan recognizes the fiscal and resource
constraints faced by potential implementing agencies for many of the strategies. These
limitations and constraints were reflected in a feasibilitymatrix associated with each strategy.

Projects emerging from strategies listed on the CBTP are at an advantage when seeking funds
through the MTC Lifeline program or other funding programs, as there is a well documented
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planning process used to identify projects and there is documented community support for
projects that support the listed strategies.

The North Central San Mateo City CBTP was presented to the San Mateo City Council on
January 3,2011. The City of San Mateo has already confirmed that theywill be incorporating
relevant strategies and findings in the City's Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan as well as other
long-range planning documents. It is hoped that the potential implementing agencies, identified
in the CBTP, will apply for Lifeline Program funds to implement projects that support the
strategies identified in this plan.

A copy of the North Central San Mateo (CitV) CBTP will be sent to MTC after acceptance by the
C/CAG Board. SamTrans will also present this CBTP to their Board.

ATTACHMENTS

o Resolution 11-06
o North Central San Mateo CBTP (Copies are provided to board members only. Other

interested parties may download an electronic copy at
htþ ://www.ccag.ca. gov/studies.html)

-2L5-



-2t6-



".JPP.9..L*Yl9li.lå;ff ...
A RESOLUTION OF'TIIE BOARD OF'DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COI]NTY ASSOCIATION

oF GOVER¡IMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG) ACCEPTING THF NORTH
CENTRAL SAN MATEO (CITÐ COMMT]IVTY.BASED TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND

RECOMME¡IDING IMPLEMENTATION OF THT', IDENTIF'IED STRATEGIES.

RESOLYED, by ths Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission has implemented the
Community Based Transportation Planning Program to look at transportation needs in
economically disadvantaged communities, and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission delegated local level planning
efforts to the Congestion Management Agency (C/CAG) and the local transit operator
(SamTrans), and

WHEREAS, C/CAG and San Mateo Transit District (SamTrans) have worked with the
City of San Mateo and community stakeholders to develop a Community Based Transportation
Plan for the North Central San Mateo Community of Concern.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Chair of the Board of Directors of
C/CAG is hereby authorized to accept the North Central San Mateo Community-Based
Transportation Plan and recommend implementation of the identified strategies.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10 DAy OF FEBRUARY 201t.

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

February l0,20lI

CitylCounty Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and Approval of Resolution 11-03 Authorizing Submittal of an Application for
$1.5 MiltioninGrantFunds Underthe U.S. EnvironmentalProtectionAgency's San
Francisco BayWater Quality Improvement Fund and Authorizing the Executive Director
to Commit $500,000 in Matching Funds and $1 Million in Leveraged Funds for Focused
Green Strest Project Implementationto Address Polychlorinated Biphenyl (pCB)
Pollution in San Carlos and Development of a Countywide Green Streets Implementation
Plan

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

RECOMMENDATION

The C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 1 I -3 authorizing submittal of an application for $ 1 .5
million in grant funds under the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's San Francisco Bay'Water
Qualtty Improvement Fund and authorizing the Executive Director to commit $500,000 in matching
funds and $ 1 Million in leveraged funds for focused green street proj ects to address polychlorinated
biphenyl (PCB) pollution in San Carlos and development of a Countywide Green Streets Implementation
Plan. Since the grant application was due on January 28,201I, and the C/CAG Board did not have a
meeting in January, staffis requesting after-the-fact approval of the application submission and
atthonzatíon of the Executive Director to commit to providing the matching and leveraged funds.

FISCAL IMPACT

If approved for funding, CiCAG would receive $1.5 million in grant funds to construct green street
treatment me¿Nures in San Carlos and prepare a countywide green street plan. The grant requires 25%o of
total proj ect cost to be provided in matching funds, so C/CAG would commit $5 00,000 for a total proj ect
cost of $2 million. In addition, staffis proposing committing $1 million in additional leveraged funds for
atotal grarfi/match/Ieveraged project cost of $3 million. U.S. EPA has $2 million to distribute, and grant
funding requests are required to be bstween $500,000 and $1.5 million.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The proposed grant-funded projects are an extension of C/CAG's existing Green Streets and Parking Lots
Program administered through the San Mateo Count¡'wide 'Water Pollution Prevention Program
(Countywide Program) and are related to providing stormwater treaûnent measuïes for runoff from
transportation infrastruclute, so matching and leveraged funds would come fromthe Countywide
Program's portion of stormwater-related vehicle registration fees. Existing unencumbered stormwater-
related vehicle registration funds and ongoing revenue from the existing $4 registration fee are sufficient
to coverthe matching and leveraged fund commitments.

BACKGROUND/DIS CUSSION
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U.S. EPA issued a call for proposals under its San Francisco Bay'Water Qualrty Improvement Fund
(WQIF), with grant applications due on January 28,2011. A tot¿l of $2 million is available for
distribution under the current round of WQIF funding, and EPA requested project proposals between
$500,000and$1.5million. füanteesarerequiredtoprovidematchingfundingofatleast25Toofthetotal
project costs. The Countywide Program submitted an application on January 28 requesting $1.5 million
in grant funding for a project consisting of two main components: 1) focused green street project
implementation in a PCB-impacted watershed in the City of San Carlos, md 2) development of a
countywide green streets implementation plan to create institutional capacrty for further green street and
parking lot projects.

The projects included in the proposed grant application will help address two requirements of the
Municipal Regional Permit (MRP), as well as expand upon C/CAG's existfurg Sustainable Green Streets
and Parking Lots Program. The MRP requires implementation of pilot treatment retrofit projects to
address merqrry and PCB pollution as well as construction of at least two pilot green street projects in
San Mateo County, so the grant proposal is intended to address both of these requirements. The proposed
countywide green streets planning effort will take the first steps toward identifying and prioritizing green
street projects throughout the county, which will be beneficial for 1) distributing ongoing Measure M
revenue to construct green street and parking lot projects to address stormwater pollution impacts of
vehicles and transportation infrastructure, 2) pursuing other funding opporhrnities for green street
implementation, either by an individual municipality or through a countywide effort, and 3) creating an
"alternative compliance program" that would enable entities (includrng municipalities, private developers,
Caltrans, etc.) to pay in-lieu fees to provide offsite sto¡mwater treaünent for new and redevelopment
projects, as allowed under the MRP.

The grant proposal includes a commitment for C/CAG to provide $500,000 in matching funds (for a total
project cost of $2 million) and an additional $1 million in leveraged funding to construct green street
projects that are identified through the countywide planning process. The matching and leveraged funds
would be from existing and future vehicle registration revenues, and the commitment to use $1 million in
leveraged funds for constructing green street projects is consistent with C/CAG's prior approval under
Resolution 08-11 to issue a second call for projects following the initial round of demonstration project
funding under the Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Program.

More specific details on the grant proposal are included in Attachment A.

ATTACHMENTS

. Resolution 1l-3

. Attachment A - Summary of Grant Proposal

ALTERNATIVES

1- C/CAGBoardapproveResolution 11-3 authorizingsubmittalof anapplicationfor$l.5millionin
grant funds under the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's San Francisco Bay Water Quality
Improvement Fund and committing 5500,000 inmatching funds and $1 Million in leveraged
funds for focused green street projects to address polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) pollution in
San Carlos and development òf a Countywide Green Streets Implementation Plan.

2- C/CAG Board not approve Resolution l1-3 and direct staffto withdraw the submitted
application.
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RESOLUTION NO. 11.3

AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF AN APPLICATION FOR $1.5 MILLION IN GRANT FUNDS
UNDER TIIE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY'S SAN FRANCISCO BAY

WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT FUND AND AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR TO COMMIT $500,000IN MATCHING FUNDS AND $1 MILLION IN

LEVERAGED FUNDS FOR FOCUSED GREEN STREET PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION TO
ADDRESS POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYL (PCB) POLLUTION IN SAN CARLOS ANI)

DEVELOPMENT OF A COUNTYWIDE GREEN STREETS IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City'County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (CiCAG), that

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA is soliciting applications for grant funding for projects that
address pollution issues associated with San Francisco Bay under its Water Quality Improvement
Fund; and

WHEREAS, the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program has established a
Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Program; and

IVHEREAS, implementation of the proposed grant-funded project would assist C/CAG
member agencies in meeting permit requirements in the Municipal Regional Permit; and

WHEREAS, sufficient revenues under the vehicle registration fee program exist to fund
the proposed matching and leveraged funds;

NOW' THEREFORE' BE IT RESOLVED that the CityiCounty Association of Governments
of San Mateo County

1. Approves the filing of an application for the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency's
Water Quality Improvement Fund; and

2. Authorizes the Executive Director to commit to providing up to $500,000 in matching
funds and up to $1 million in leveraged funds.

PASSED, APPROYED, AND ADOPTED THIS 1OTH DAY OF FEBRUARY,}OII.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

-22L-



-222-



ATTÄCHMENT A - Summary of Grant Proposal

The process of urbanization creates a variety of impervious surfaces that prevent the natural infiltration
and runoffpatterns of undeveloped landscapes. This results in numerous water quantity and quality
issues, including hydromodification impacts in creeks caused by increased runoffvolumes and velocities
and increased pollutant loading to receiving water bodies as pollutants that collect on impervious surfaces
are washed away with urban runoff. Pollutants of concern include heavy metals, petroleum
hydrocarbons, pathogens, pesticides, trash, and excessive nutrient and sediment loads. Although new
developments are increasingly required to incorporate stormwater treatrnent into project designs,
municþalities are faced with retrofrtting public infrastructure to reduce water quality and quantity issues
associated with urban runoff.

San Francisco Bay's water quality and beneficial uses are currently impacted by some of these pollutants;
urban stormwater runoffhas been identified as aprimary contributor of PCBs, mercury, and other
sediment-bound pollutants, which have been found in Bay water, sediment, and biot¿. Concentrations of
PCBs and mercury in certain Bay fish exceed target levels and may pose a health risk to people who
consrune fish caught inthe Bay, especially local subsistence fishers and their families. The Bay has been
designated an impaired water body on the Clean Water Act "303(d) list" due to PCBs and mercury.
'Water qualrty sampling in San Mateo County has identified elevated levels of PCBs in municipal
stormwater discharges, with some ofthe highest concentrations found in a lúghly industrialized watershed
in the City of San Carlos (the "Pulgas Creek Pump Station Watershed"). PCBs have been detected at
levels exceeding l0 parts per million (pp-) in storm drain and creek sediment samples collected fromthis
drainage area. Investþations to date suggest multiple potential unidentified sources of PCBs in the study
are4 giventhe widespread spatial distribution of PCBs in storm drain sediments.

In order to address both the focused issue of PCB pollution in San Carlos and the more general issues
associated with urban runofl the San Mateo Countylvide Water Pollution Prevention Program
(Countywide Program)'s grant proposal includes two main components: 1) Focused construction of
"green street" treatrnent measures within the Pulgas Creek Pump Station Watershed, and 2) Development
of a Countywide Green Streets and Parking Lots Implementation Plan to build institutional capacity,
policies, and funding distribution mechanisms for firture green street and parking lot construction within
San Mateo County. Leveraged funds would be used to subsequentl), fund construction of high priority
green street projects identified throughthe countywide planning effort.

Green Street Constructíon in San Carlos
To address elevated PCB concentrations in San Carlos, the Countywide Program is proposing
construction of green street treatrnents in two separate locations within the Pulgas Creek Pump Station
Watershed. Both locations are in areas where elevated PCBs were detected in storm drain sediments and
would include construction of vegetated curb extensions and permeable pavementto infiltrate stormwater
runoff. Construction of green street measures in San Carlos would help the Countywide Program in
meeting two important requirements ofthe Municipal Regional Permit: 1) a requiremsntto construct pilot
treaûnent retrofit projects to address PCBs, and 2) a requirement to construct two pilot green street
projects in San Mateo County.

Construction of green street treatment measures within public rþhts-of-wa5' in the target watershed in San
Ca¡los is expected to remove a wide range of pollutants, including PCBs. Preliminary results of water
qualrty monitoring at one of the C/CAG-funded Green Street Demonstration Projects (the Serramonte
Library parking lot in Daly City) indicate contaminant load reductions of up To 50yo for PCBs.
Preliminary results from this study suggest that landscape-based areas can be effective in reducing PCBs
from stormwater runoff.
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Green Streets Implementatíon Plan
To address the overall water quality and quantity issues created by impervious surfaces in urbanized
areas, the Countywide Program is proposing to develop a Countywide Green Streets and Parking Lots
Implementation Plan (Green Streets Implementation Plan) that would identi$' specific projects within the
21 towns/cities/county for future implementatiorl heþing to remove institutional barriers to facilitate ttre
systematic implementation of LID. The Green Streets Implementation Plan would build upon the
Countywide Program's existing Sustainable Green Streets and Parking Lots Program and build
institutional capacity by 1) creating a mechanism for ongoing distribution of funding by the Countywide
Program for project construction,2) crealing a plan that can be used individually or collectively by
jurisdictions to pursue other funding opportunities for project construction, and 3) creating an alternative
compliance program under which new or redevelopment projects could fund inlieu green street or
parking lot projects instead of constructing stormwater treatment measures on-site. Each of these aspects
is described below.

Creotíng a Fundíng Mechønismfor Ongoing Project Implementøtíon. hr addition to the cur¡ent vehicle
registration revenues that were used by the Countywide Program to create its existing Green Streets
Program, San Mateo County voters approved in November 2010 Measure M to continue assessing vehicle
registration fees for stormwater and congestion management purposes for the ensuing 25 years. An
important part of capacity building is the availability of local funding. Revenues from the countywide
vehicle registration fee will provide funding to address water quality and congestion impacts of motor
vehicles for the next 25 years. The proposed füeen Streets Implementation Plan will include
development of policies and procedues for ongoing allocation of vehicle registration fee revenues for
green streets and parking lots projects. The CountS,rruide Program will further develop institutional
capacity for implementing green streets and parking lots by integrating the funding procedures for
allocation of vehicle license fee revenues withprocedures for allocating other countywidetransportation
funds implemented by C/CAG, such as congestion management and bicycle/ pedestrian improvements.

Creating a Plan for Use in Pursuing Other Funds for Implementation One of the main obstacles for
municipalities in pursuing grant funding for green street projects is a lack of existing funding to develop
conceptual plans suitable for determining project feasibilþ and costs for inclusion in a grant proposal.
Preparation of the füeen Streets Implementation Plan will help position jurisdictions for submitting future
grant applications, such as under Proposition 84 or through the Integrated Regional Water Management
Plan process, to request implementation funding, or to pursue other sources of funding such as through
development impact fees or local assessments.

Creating an Alternatíve Compliønce fuogram. The proposed project will help local municipalities to
develop capacity to fund green streets and parking lots with "in lieu" fees from private development
projects that are constrained from implementing onsite stormwater treatment facilities. As allowed under
the Municipal Regional Permig municipalities may develop alternative compliance programs that would
enable development or redevelopment project proponents to pay for equivalent off-site stormwater
treatment measures rather than constructing them on their own site. This would enable projects in
challenging areas, such as downtown redevelopment of lot line-to-lot line parcels where space for
stormwater treaûnent is limited, to either pay fees for construction of green street projects identified in the
Green Streets Implementation Plan, or to buy treatment "credits" from a jurisdiction for projects within
the plan that were already constructed using other funding sources.
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CICAG AGENDA REPORT
Date: February I0,20II

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and provide input on the draft San Mateo Countywide Transportation
Plan 2035 (CTP 2035) Visions, Goals, and Objectives

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

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and provide input on the draft San Mateo Countywide
Transportation Plan 2035 (CTP 2035) Visions, Goals, and Objectives.

F'ISCAL IMPACT

The Countywide Transportation Plan 2035(CTP 2035) Update is already included in the C/CAG
staff work program.

SOURCE OF'FUNDS

Funding for CTP 2035 preparation comes from C/CAG transportation funds and is included in
the adopted C/CAG budget for FY 10-11.

BACKGROT]NDIDISCUSSION

The CTP 2035 is intended to provide San Mateo County with a long-range, comprehensive
transportation planning document that sets forth a coordinated planning framework and
establishes a systematic transportation planning process for identiffing and resolving key
transportation issues. CTP 2035 will articulate clear transportation planning objectives and
priorities and to promote consistency and compatibility among all transportation plans and
programs within San Mateo County. CTP 2035 will establish the broad long-range strategies for
all transportation modes, land use, and climate; whereas, the Congestion Management Program
establishes short-range objectives for the roadway Congestion ManagementNetwork.

The last Countywide Transportation Plan was adopted by the C/CAG Board on January 18, 2001.
Since that time, BART has been extended to SFO and Millbrae, the Caltrain Baby Bullet has
come into service, and San Mateo County has experienced significant changes in economic
conditions. In addition, interest in planning for a sustainable transportation system has increased
with concerns about greenhouse gas emissions, global warming, and climate change. An
important part of the CTP 2035 work will be to address the policy objectives of Senate Bill 375
regarding better integration of transportation and land use.

Staff has convened an informal Working Group (see Attachment A for list of members), which
has advised staff in developing an Outline (see Attachment B) and a draft overall Vision ITEM 6.5
Statement, along with a draft Vision Statement, Goals, Policies, and Objectives for each of the ¡¡¡
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policy sectors to be addressed in CTP 2035 (see Attachment C). The Working Group's consensus
Vision Statement for the San Mateo Countywide Transportation Plan 2035 is as follows:

An integrated transportation system for San Mateo County that is cost-ffictive, sustainable, and
equitable. The means to realize this Vision are by providing travel choices, enhancing
community livability, preserving environmental quality, and promoting trøvel safety.

The CTP 2035 will include transportation policies and programs that are informed by reference
to existing and ongoing plans on the municipal, County, and transit agency levels, stakeholder
participation, and data analysis as shown in the Figure 1 below.

Figure I

CO U NTYWI D E TRAN S PO RTATI O N P LAN 203 5

The effort to reduce carbon emissions in San Mateo County through better integration of land use
and transportation planning will supplement on-going initiatives to reduce carbon emissions and
to conserve non-renewable energy resources in the County. Attachment D shows the proposed
Timeline for CTP 2035.

ATTACHMENT

ATTACHMENT A - Countywide Transportation Plan 2035 (CTP 2035)'Working Group Roster

ATTACHMENT B - Countywide Transportation PIan2035 (CTP 2035) Outline

ATTACHMENT C - Draft Countywide Transportation Plan 2035 Overall Vision Statement;
Vision, Goals, Objectives, and Policies for Individual Policy Sectors within CTP 2035

ATTACHMENT D - Timeline
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ATTACHMENT A

Countywide Transportation Plan 2035 (CTP 2035) Update V/orking Group Roster

Aaron Aknin
City of San Bruno

Duane Bay,
County of San Mateo Housing

Cathleen Baker
County of San Mateo Public Health

Melanie Choy
SMTA

Corinne Goodrich
Samtrans

Lisa Grote,
City of San Mateo

Christine Maley-Grubl
Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance

ST Mayer
County of San Mateo Public health

Bill Meeker
City of Burlingame

Steve Monowitz
San Mateo County Planning

Tatum Mothershead
City of Daly City

Janet Stone
County of San Mateo Housing
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ATTACHMENT B

Countywide Transportøtion Pløn 2035 (CTP 2035) Outline

ELEMENT TITLE

1 VISION STATEMENT

2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

3 OVERVIE\il & INTRODUCTION

4 POLICY CONTEXT

5 SETTING

6 VISION/GOALS /OBJECTTVES

7 LAND USE/TRANSPORTATION LINKAGE

8 MOTOR VEHICLE TRAVEL

9 BICYCLES

10 PEDESTRIANS

1I PUBLIC TRANSIT

12 TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMIDEMAND
MANAGEMENT

INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEMS

PARKING

MODAL CONNECTIVITY

GOODS MOVEMENT

EI\IVIRONMENT

13

t4

15

t6

t7
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18 FINANCIAL

IMPLEMENTATION &
Ëv¿,L,u,q.rroNBvAluATroN &

IMPLEMENTATION

LIST OF TABLES AND FIGURES

APPENDIX A: BIBLIOGRAPITY

APPENDIX B¡ GLOSSARY OF ACRONYIVINS



ATTACHMENT C

CTP }O3'VISION STATEMENT
AND VISION, GOALS, OBJECTIVES'

AND POLICIES BY SECTOR

Vision Statement

,,An integrated trønsportúíon systemfor San Møteo County that ß cosÞefÍective' sustøinable'

and equitøble. The riron, to reãlize thß Vßìon øre by providing travel choices' enhancing

communily tívablity, preseming envìronmental qualìty, and promoting travel søfety''l
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7: LAND USE & TRANSPORTATION LINKAGE.
VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

tr A San Mateo County in which access to places people wish to go is safe and

convenient for all on foot, by bicycle, via public transportation, and with the

automobile.

GOAL:

c Integrste transportøtion ønd lønd use pløns und decisions in support of ø
more livøble and sustainable Søn Møteo Counly lhrough ø Countywide

S ustainøble Communities Strategy.

LAND USE POLICIES:

7.1 Integrate Land Use and Transportation Plønning

Integrate land use and transportation planning efforts where feasible at the local, county, and

regional levels.

7.2 Concentrale Develooment

a. Concentrate ne\ü development in urban areas within the County of San Mateo's

urban/rural boundary, particularly those designated as "Priority Development Areas".

b. Promote higher density residential, employment, and mixed-use development near

transit stations and along major bus transit corridors throughout the County. to

fund improved linkages between land use and transit services.

a. Support the redevelopment of cities along the Caltrain and BART systems as a

balanced mix of retail, offrce, and residential centers at intensities adequate to

support transit service that is competitive with the private car.

b. Develop a "Multimodal Corurections" program as an important tool in advancing

this policy.

e. Retain and improve C/CAG's existing TDM Guidelines as another important tool
in support of this policy.
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7.3 Enhønce Rural Communities

a. Ensure that rural San Mateo County has safe convenient transportation links to

activitY centers and services.

b. Protect Priority Conservation Areas from growth-inducing transportation

projects.

7.4 Housins Supplv

a. promote the development of a range of housing types along a spectrum of prices

within the County, especially near transit stations and along major bus transit

corridors within transit corridors. Enhance the C/CAG TOD Housing lncentive

Program as an important tool to implement this policy'

b. Support creation of "compete communities" for San Mateo County's diverse

population that contain an array of housing types affordable at different income

levels and a range of community services'

7.5 Develonment Støndards

a. Give priority to development that encourages transit use, walking, and bicycling'

b. Minimize traffic generated by new development, both within and adjacent to San

Mateo County, *h"tt the traffrc impacts of such development spill out onto the San

Mateo CountY highwaY network.

c. Encourage the adoption of smart codes, form-based codes and other enhancements in

the deveiopment review and regulation process to foster more walkable, bicycle-

friendly, and transit-friendly land development patterns.

d. Foster "universal design" in housing and transportation facilities so that access to

both is readily available to all who work and or live in San Mateo County.

7.6 Parking Manasement

a. Consider adoption of parking reforms including parking mærima instead of minima,
..unbundling'; parking costs from the cost of housing and commercial space, and

shared Parking.

b. Support comprehensive parking management programs to optimíze all parking

resources, both off-street and on-street'

7.7 Oualìtv Public Places

Implement a new C/CAG "Places for People" planning and design program to

fund urban design for exemplary improvements to the public realm that foster

walking as well as community livability
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LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION LINKAGE OBJECTIVES:

t Develop a new C/CAG "Multimodal Connections" Program to be included in San
Mateo County's portion of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission's
Transportation for Livable Communities Programl

. Performance Measure: Adoption by the C/CAG Board and implementation of the
" Multimodal Conne ctions Pro gram "

,/ Implement a new C/CAG "TOD Employment Incentive Program"

. Performance Measure: Adoption by the C/CAG Boørd and implementation of the "TOD

Empl oyment Incentiv e s P r o gr am "

,/ Implement the Grand Boulevard Initiative efforts to foster transit-oriented
development along the El Camino Real corridor in proximity to Caltrain, BART,
and prospective bus rapid transit stations. Enhance the C/CAG El Camino Real
Incentive Program as an important tool in supporting this policy.

. Performance Measure: Adoption by the C/CAG Board and implementation of the "TOD

Empl oyment Inc entiv e s P r o gr am "

. Performance Measure: Implementation of an enhanced C/CAG El Camino Real Incentive
Program

,/ Effective C/CAG review and comment on all land use plans of regional significance

. Performance measure: # of all local general plans, specific plans, and area plans
commented upon by C/CAG

,/ Increase C/CAG incentives for Smart Growth/Transit-Oriented Development
(TOD) efforts, including the Grand Boulevard Initiative

. Performance measure: # of Smart Growth/TOD projects, # of housing units, and amount
offunding provided in support of these effirts from C/CAG's El Camino Real Incentive
and Transportationfor Livable Communities programs and the prospective "TOD
Employment Incentives " and " Multimodal Connections " programs

./ Provide C/CAG incentives for parking standards reform

. PerÍormance measure: # of projects and amount offunding provided by C/CAG's
pr o spective " P arking Re duction Incentive Pro gr am "

I http://www.mtc.ca. eov/p lannin g/smart:growth/tlc:grants.htm
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8: MOTOR VEHICLE TRAVEL -

VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

tr Motor vehicle travel that supports a sustainable San Mateo County.

GOAL:

o Enhønce søÍery and fficiency on the counþwide roødway network.

ROADS POLICIES:

8.1 Promote safetv on roødwøvs withìn Søn Møteo Countv

Strive to make roadways in San Mateo County as safe as possible for all travel modes

through engineering, enforcement, and public awareness/education'

8.2
Countv

Ensure that motor vehicle and bicycle movement on San Mateo County roadways is not

hampered by unacceptable levels of congestion, while at the same time impediments or

safety issues are not created for travel on foot, by bicycle, and via public transit. Consider

"virtual capacity", or improved effrciency though investments in electronics and

communications technology, as an alternative to creating new physical capacity. Pursue a

multi-pronged strategy of reducing the overall flow of motor vehicles throughtravel demand

management while at the same implementing operational improvements to ease congestion

hotspots and safety concerns.

Support the Bay Area's Freeway Performance Monitoring System, a database on use ofBay
Area freeways, including those in San Mateo County'

Foster "complete streets" in San Mateo County, roadways that make room for not only motor

vehicles but also pedestrians and bicyclists.

8.3
roadwøv network in San Møleo Countv

Advocate use of cleaner motive power in personal and commercial motor vehicle travel to

protect the San Mateo County environment.

8.4

Manage and reduce peak period motor vehicle travel demand onto the San Francisco

Peninsula and San Mateo County.
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8.5

Increase efficiency of freeway segments and encourage more shared used travel on freeways

in San Mateo County.

8.6 Ensure adeøuate fundins of local streets ønd toøds

Maintenance of local streets and roads is crucial for safe, convenient motor vehicle travel by

private motor vehicles, public transit buses, bicycles, and pedestrians in San Mateo County.

MOTOR VEHICLE TRAVEL OBJECTIVES:

,/ Minimize increases in travel delay on the San Mateo County roadway network

. Performqnce measure: aggregate travel delay on the San Mateo County roadway

network

./ Reduce the aggregate amount of motor vehicle travel or, at minimum, the rate of
growth in motor vehicle travel in San Mateo County

o Motor vehicle traffic volumes in San Mateo County.

./ Reduce the number of crashes and casualties on the San Mateo County roadway
network

. Performonce measure: number of crashes and casualties on the San Mateo County

roadway netvvork

,/ Improve the pavement condition of the San Mateo County roadway network

. Performonce measure: povement condition rating of San Mateo County roadway netvvork

'/ Implement'.complete streets" within San Mateo County

. Performonce measure: number of miles of "complete streets" creqted on the San Mateo

C o unty r o adt tt ay n e tw or k

./ Where feasible, implement time of day pricing on San Mateo County cross-Bay

bridges

. Perlormance measure: number of cross-Bay bridges with time of day pricing

./ Support high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes on San Mateo County freeways

. Performance measure: lane miles of high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes in San Mateo

County
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'/ Safeguard local streets and roads funding

Performance measure: local streets and roads funding in aggregote and as a share of the

overall transportation infrastructure spending in San Mateo County
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9: BICYCLING -
VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

tr A San Mateo County in which bicycling is safe, comfortable, and
convenient.

GOAL:

o Provide bicyclists viøble lravel choices und encourage use of healthy,
øctive lransportation through ø, søfe, continuous, convenient, and
comprehensive cycling network thøt reduces reliance on the automobile,
esp eciølly for s hort trip s.

BICYCLING POLICIES:

9.1 Market Shøre

Increase the percentage of people biking for all trip purposes in San Mateo County from the
an estimate d 1 .7% in2006 to 3 .}Yo in2020 and 5 .}Yo in2035 and for trips to work from an

estimated 0.75% in2006 to 1.5%oby 2020 and3.IYo in20352.

9.2 Trøvel Demand

Increase the use of bicycles as a travel mode by continuing to develop a comprehensive
bikeway system that effectively connects residential areas to employment centers, retail
centers, transit stations, and instifutions.

9.3 Performønce

Continue to develop a safe, reliable, comprehensive, and convenient bikeway system

competitive with the automobile for many short distance trips.

9.4 Intesrøtion

Continue to develop a bikeway system that is integrated with public transportation services

and facilities.

9.5 Educøtion and Training

Encourage education and training in safe cycling practices for all ages.

'2006 estimates from http://www.mtc.ca.gov/plannngl2035 plan/SupplementarylT2035-
Travel Forecast_Data_Summary.pdf
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9.6 Safetv

Enhance safety for bicyclists of all ages and skill levels.

9.7 Trøffíc Cølmine

Support efforts to calm motor vehicle traffic to enhance travel conditions for bicyclists.

9.8 New Develonment

Encourage all new developments, particularly employment sites, to facilitate use ofbicycles
by providing effective access and support facilities, including bicycle lockers and racks, as

well as showers and changing rooms.

9.9 Finøncins

Continue to aggressively seek funding for the development of the bikeway system.

9.10 Príorítìes

Prioritize funding for bicycle improvements as follows:

a. Enhance safety.

b. Foster bicycling as a commute mode (close "gaps" inthe bicycle network; extendthe

cycling network to serve more employment areas, etc.).

c. Number of cyclists who will benefit by the improvement'

d. Recreational pathways.

9.11 Bicvcle Studíes

Encourage local governments and other agencies to do bicycle studies and plans for their
jurisdictions.

BICYCLE OBJECTIVES:

./ Increase the number of miles of Class I, II, and III bicycle facilities in San Mateo
County

. Performance measure: # of miles of Class I, II, and III bicyclefacilities added in San

Mateo County

,/ Increase the number of bicycle lockers and racks in San Mateo County

. Performance measure: # of bicycle lockers and racks added in San Mateo County
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./ Increase bicycle safety education and training in San Mateo County

. Perfotmance measure: # of bicycle safety and education programs and # of participants
in these prograrns in San Mateo County

,/ Establish bike sharing programs in San Mateo County

. Performance measure: # of bicycle shoring programs and # of bicycles in these programs
ìmplemented in Søn Mateo County
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10: WALKING -
VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

tr A San Mateo County in which walking for both active transportation
and recreation are safe, comfortable, and convenient

GOAL:

. Promote safe, convenient, and comfortøble pedeslriøn lravel thøt supports
heølthy, sctive communities while reducing reliance on the automobilefor
short trips.

PEDESTRIAN POLICIES:

10.1 Market Share

Increase the percentage ofpeople walking for all trip purposes in San Mateo Countyfrom an

estimated 8.9 % in2006 to 72.5o/o in2020 and l5.0Yo in2035 and for trþs to work from an

estimated 2.0Yo in 2006 to 3 .5% by 2020 and 5 .TVo in 2ß 53 .

10.2 Lancl Use and Urban Desìsn

Encourage cities to promote land use patterns and developments that make walking aviable
and inviting mode of transportation. Facilitate appropriate mixed use and transit-oriented
development. Locate walkable destinations such as parks and markets within and near

residential areas. Designresidential and commercial districtswithhuman-scaled, interesting
buildings, low traffrc speeds, landscaping, and pedestrian amenities such as benches. Require
sidewalks in industrial districts and office parks.

10.3 Parkine Lots

Encourage cities to locate parking lots behind businesses, rather than at the street front.
Design parking lots with safe, attractive, and clearly marked pedestrian routes.

10.4 Barriers

Reduce barriers to pedestrian movement through enhancement ofpedestrian crossings along
arterials and grade-separated crossings of freeways and active rail lines,

3 2006 estimates from http://www.mtc.ca.gov/plannin!2035ilanlsupplementary/T2}3s-
Travel Forecast Data Summary.pdf
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10.5 Trnffic Calmine

In areas with high levels of pedestrian traffrc, encourage cities to implement appropriate

traffic calming measures to siow approaching car speeds and thus lengthen reaction time

available to both drivers and pedestrians in the event of a potential conflict.

10.6 Søfetv

Encourage cities to identiff locations where pedestrian conditions need to be enhanced and

make appropriate improvements. Focus on the following areas: wide, high-speed roadway

crossings, freeway orVofframps, potentiallyunsafe/inadequate railroad crossings, and similar

locations that present potential safety concerns and barriers for waking.

10.7 Priorítíes

Prioritize funding for pedestrian improvements as follows:

a. Increase safety.

b. Address mobilityneeds of walking-dependentpopulations (school children, elderly,

people with disabilities, etc.).

c. Foster walking as a commute mode (through land use decisions, better urban design,

closing "gaps" in pedestrian networþ.

d. Number of walkers who will benefit by the improvement.

Recreational pathways.

10.8 Soecialßts

ln each city and the County, train and designate at least one individual to champion

pedestrian issues. This person should review proposed projects and make recommendations

and conditions of approval for improving each project's pedestrian access and amenities.

10.9 Job Locatìon

Encourage cities to place jobs in locations that stimulate walking. Evaluate and update land

use designations to promote job growth within walking distance oftransit stations and multi-

family housing.

10.10 Pedestrian Studies

Encourage cities and land use agencies to do pedestrian studies and plans for their
jurisdictions.
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PEDESTRIAN OBJECTIVES:

./ Increase the number of pedestrian signal heads and countdown signals in San

Mateo County

. Performsnce measure: # of pedestrian signal heads added in San Mateo County

./ Increase the number of intersections with enhanced treatments for pedestrian safety
' and comfort, such as raised center medians, in-pavement lights, pedestrian-

activated crossing signals, and raised crosswalks appropriate to the location

. Performsnce measure: # of intersections with enhanced pedestrian treatments qdded in

San Mateo County

,/ fncrease the sidewalk network in San Mateo County

. Performance measure: linear feet of sidewalk added in San Mateo County
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11: PUBLIC TRANSIT -
GOALS AND POLICIES

VISION:

tr A public transportation system in San Mateo County that is seamless,

safe, and enjoyable for all to use.

GOAL:

o Develop and møintøin a seømless, søfe and convenient public
transportation syslem in Søn Mateo County.

PUBLIC TRANSPORTTION POLICIES :

11.1
transportøtion

11.2 EnhanceAccess to public transit bv:

c. Providing an appropriate balance of service frequency and coverage to improve cost

effectiveness.

d. Providing safe access to transit for all users.

c. Improving the coordination and interface of transit services, schedules, and

information among multiple providers within San Mateo County with the goal of
developing a seamless network for the user.

d. Giving transit preference in key corridors and station ateas, recognizing the role of
integrated, supportive land use to ensure the system is cost-effective.

e. Improving the east-west connectivity of transportation services.

f. Focusing on transiihubs of regional importance.

g. Addressing the needs of special populations, including seniors, persons with
disabilities, low income transit dependents and those for whom English is a second

language.

h. Focusing on amenities to enhance the transit experience and reduce travel times.
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11.3

ìn Søn Møteo Countv

11.4

Countv lrønsit svstem

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION OBEJCTIVES :

./ Increase the public transit mode share of travel to, from and within San Mateo County
over a ten-year horizon

. Performance meosure: share of person trips to, from, andwithin San Mateo County

,/ Improve the competitiveness of public transit to single occupancy vehicle trips for key
trips as measured by travel time, reliability and customer satisfaction

. Performance measure: ratio of transit trøvel time to private motor vehicle trøvel time, share

of person trips to, .from, and within San Mateo County

. Performance meosure: transit travel timevariance comparedprivate motor vehicle trqvel to,

from, andwithin San Mateo County

. Perfbrmance meosure: customer satisfoction survey results

,/ Reduce the cost per passenger, mile and hour for the aggregate of public transit service
in the County

. Performance measure: transit service costs per passenger mile snd hour

/ Improve system productivity as measured by passengers per hour and passengers per
mile of service provided

. Performance measure: transit passengers per hour and passengers per mile
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12: TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM (TSM) AND
TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT _

(TDM) VISION, GOAL, OBJECTMS, AND POLICIES

VISION:

A San Mateo County in which the transportation system is effrcient, cost-effective,
and environmentally responsible.

GOAL:

Reduce and mønøge trøvel efiìcientþ through bolh supply- ønd demand-
side measures, including land use planning.

TDM/TSM POLICIES:

12.1

Invest in enhanced traffrc signal system capabilities, provision ofcenter left tum pockets,
improved incident detection and management, and similar traffic management measures
to reduce vehicle delay on San Mateo County roadways before investment in new through
lane capacity.

12.2 Focus on reducíns the need to trøvel ønd the dßtance of trøvel

Encourage telecommute programs, satellite work centers, teleconferences, and other
substitute for travel within San Mateo County.

12.3
travel

Support reduction of solo occupant vehicle use through employer-based commute
alternatives incentive progftrms in San Mateo County. lnclude employee transportation
coordinators and transportation management associations (TMAs) as key components of
this effort.

12.4
vehiculør travel

Continue investment in initiatives such as the Smart Corridor project and public transit
traveler information systems that disseminate information aboutreal-time travel conditions
and options to San Mateo County travelers.
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12.5

Promote transit-oriented development, traditional neighborhood design, improved bicycle,
pedestrian and local transit connections to activþ centers and similar efforts to reduce the
need to travel by private motor vehicle to, from, and among destinations within San Mateo
County.

OBJECTIVES:

,/ Increase the number of employers and employees within the geographic limits of
San Mateo County who have access to a transportation demand management
programs at work

. Performonce measure: # of Commute Alternative Programs in San Mateo County &
number of employees participating in these programs

/ Increase the participation in telecommuting by employees who work in San Mateo
County

. Performance measure: # of Employers with Telecommute Programs in San Mateo County
& # of employees participating in these programs

'/ Expand participation in the Commuter Pre-Tax Benefits programs San Mateo
County

. Performqnce measure: # of Employers participating in Commuter Pre-Tqx Benefits
programs in San Mateo County & # of employees in these programs

'/ 'Where feasible, implement high occupancy vehicte (HOV) lanes on freeways in San
Mateo County

. Performance meqsure: # of miles of high occupancy vehicle lanes in San Mateo County

'/ Where feasible, deploy traffic adaptive signal control at intersections along streets
and highways in San Mateo County

. Performance measure: # of intersections equippedwith trffic adaptive signal control in
San Mateo County
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13: INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS (ITS) -
VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

o A San Mateo County in which advances in communications and
information technology make travel safer, more convenient, and more
pleasant.

GOAL:

o Enhønce mønagement of the transportøtion system through deploymenl of
c o s t- effe ctiv e el e ctr o nic øn d c o mm unic ati o n s sy s tems c o unlyw id e.

INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM (ITS) POLICIES:

13.1

Tr øveler I nformalíon Aop lícøtions

Support investments in advanced traffic detection, traffrc signal systems, transit fleet
tracking, real time transit, traffrc, and parking conditions information dissemination, and

travel route guidance throughout the transportation system in San Mateo County.

13.2 Foster ITS Innovation throueh Denlovment of Pilot Proiects

Introduce innovative communications and information technology into the San Mateo

County transportation system by means of pilot projects where possible in order to increase

the chances of successful larger scale deployment.

13.3 Share Resources, Rísks, snd Benefits of ITS Deplovment

Create partnership among agencies to deploy ITS projects in travel corridors, geographic

areas, and across travel modes and jurisdictional boundaries to reduce risk, share

benefits, and optimize chances for successful ITS deployment.

13.4
Reduce Vehícular Travel

Continue investment in initiatives such as the Smart Corridor project and traveler

information systems that disseminate information about real time travel conditions and

options to San Mateo County travelers.

13.5
Cøpøcitv

IdentiSr and prioritize ITS deployments that can enhance existing or planned roadway
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capacity or substitute for some or all new physical capacity, especially when doing so reduces

impacts on non-motorized modes of travel and./or is more cost-effective than new roadway

capacity by itself.

13.6

Period Conseslìon on San Møteo Countv Transoorløtion Svstem

Advances in provision and application of information of routes, congestion, and pricing to

transportation systems users will assist in tavel decision-making and optimize travel choices.

ITS OBJECTIVES;

,/ Increase the number of route miles covered by the San Mateo County "Smart
Corridors" Program.

o Performqnce meosure: # of route miles covered by the San Mateo County "Smart

Cowidors" Program

'/ Increase the number of intersections in San Mateo County equipped to operate in
traffïc adaptive mode.

. Performance meosure: # of intersections in San Mateo County equipped to operate in

trffic adaptive mode

,/ Increase the number of corridors in San Mateo County equipped with traffic signal

interconnections.

. Performonce measure: # of corridors in San Mateo County equippedwith trffic signal

interconnections

./ Increase the number of intersections in San Mateo County equipped with
emergency vehicle priority.

. Performance measure: # of intersections in San Mateo County equipped with emergency

vehicle priority

./ Increase the number of intersections in San Mateo County equipped with public
transit traffic signal pre-emption.

. Performqnce measure: # of corridors in San Mateo County equippedwith public transit
tr ffi c sígnal pre-emption

./ Increase the number of public transit stops and stations in San Mateo County
equipped with real-time transit service information.

o Perþrmance measure: # of public transit stops and stations in San Mateo County

equìpped with real-time transit service information
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14: PARKING -
VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

tr Parking in San Mateo County that is a "right-sized" balance of supply

and demand, supportive of smart growth and transit oriented

development strategies, intuitive to use, and environmentally
responsible.

GOAL:

o Encourage innovølions in parking policy and progrums, including
incentives for reduced pørking requirements, and u comprehensive

øpproach to pørking manøgemen| infurtherance of countywide

tr øn sp ortøtio n sY s tem g o als.

PARKING POLICIES:

14.1 Sunport reductíon of oørkìng supplv-

c. Encourage adoption of parking reforms including parking mærima instead ofminima

and "unbundling" parking costs from the cost of housing and commercial space.

d. Support comprehensive parking management programs to optimize all parking

resources, off-street and on street.

14.2
reduce the costs of oarking ptovßion.

Advocate shared parking arrangements when and where feasible.

t t 2 to reduce storm

wøter runoff.

Promote the San Mateo County "Green Streets and Parking Lots Program" approach ofusing

swales, permeable pavements , "taiî gardens", landscaping to capture storm water runoff,

enhance aesthetics, and mitigate the urban and suburban "heat island" effect.

14.4

Encourage projects like the County of San Mateo "Solar Genesis" project to create new

sources of renewable energy above parking structures and parking lots, increasing the utility

of these facilities without hampering their parking function'
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dßsemination ín Søn Mateo Countv publíc pørkine facilities.
14.5

Foster implementation of "smart" meter projects similar to the initiative in Redwood City to

increase parking customer convenience and create opportunities for demand-responsive

pricing for on-street and off-street public parking facilities.

14.6

Promote implementation of programs to enhance public information about parking

availability, thus decreasing the amount of trafüc congestion caused by motorists searching

for parking and increasing the convenience of parking customers

14.7
or creøte a høzard for pedeslrìans.

Discourage location of parking structure and lot entrances on streets that have or are planned

to have a substantial flow of pedestrian traffic in order to minimize a potential safety hazard

for pedestrians, increase parker convenience, and avoid creating "dead" spaces on shopping

streets.

14.8
busínesses.

Ensure that clean, energy-efficient, and healthful transportation by bicycle is not frustrated by

lack of safe, secure parking at the destination end of the cycling trip.

14.9
actívítv centers in San Møteo Countv.

Support local government efforts to prepare parking master plans that optimize parking

capacity by managing parking demand and "right-sizing" parking capacity.

PARKING OBJECTTVES:

./ Increase the number of San Mateo County communities that reduce parking

requirements in the case of affordable housing projects, transit-oriented
development, and proposed shared-parking arrangements

. Performance meosure: number of communities with zoning code provisions for reduced

parking requìrements

./ Implement a new C/CAG'rParking Reduction Incentive Program" as an important
new tool to support this PolicY.

Performance Measure: Adoption by the C/CAG Board and implementation of the

" Parking Reduction Incentive Program "

-25r-



r' Increase the number of "green" parking lot projects in San Mateo County

. Performance measure: number of " green" parking lot projects in San Mateo County

,/ Increase the number of solar panel installations on top of parking facilities in San
Mateo County

. Performance measure: number of solar panel installation projects above parking

facilities in San Mateo County

o Increase the number of "smart" parking meters in San Mateo County

. Performance measure: number of "smart" parking meters in San Mateo County

,/ Increase the number of bicycle lockers and racks at offices, shops, stores, parking
Iots and structures, and transit stations in San Mateo County

. Performonce measure: number of bicycle racks and lockers instqlled in San Mqteo
County

,/ Increase the number of communities with parking management master plans in San
Mateo County

. Performance measure: number of parking master plans
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15: MODAL CONNECTIVITY -

VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

o Seamless travel within San Mateo County.

GOAL:

o Integrate the roødwøy, public trønsit, ønd non-motoriZed modes

transporlølion networl¡s to ødvunce system fficiency, effectiveness, ønd

convenience.

MODAL INTEGRATION POLICIES :

15.1

within ønd to/from San Mateo Countv.

Provide timely information on connections between and among bus, rail, private automobile,

and non-motorized modes of travel.

Improve wayfinding to and service information dissemination at public transit station

platforms.

15.2

Encourage clean, effrcient intermodal travel by making access to public transit stations safe,

convenient, and comfortable for pedestrians and bicyclists.

Promote bicycle and pedestrian safety at intersections in the environs of public transit

stations and stops.

1s.3
other transít trønsfer locøtions.

Decrease waiting time for public transit passengers and increase convenience of public transit

travel through improved integration of bus and rail transit service schedules.

15.4 Consider søtellìte transìttrønsfer hubs when andwhere feasible.

Transfer facilities in satellite locations for passenger interchange among line haul bus

service route as well as between line haul transit services and community as well as employer

shuttle buses may increase customer convenience while atthe same time reduce congestion

at major public transit hubs.
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15.5

Mateo Countv.

Promote the clean, energy efficient access to public transit that the bicycle provides by

making bicycle parking an important priority at San Mateo County transit stations and

other stops.

15.6

Promote "right-sized" parking provision for private autos at transit stations so that there is

sufFrcient parking for patrons. Station area parking management plans should include

consideration of pricing policy for station parking facilities and either or both time zoning

and pricing for nearby on-street parking.

MODAL CONNECTTVITY OBJECTIVES:

,/ Improve intermodal travel information dissemination to San Mateo County
transportation system users

. Performance measure: proportion ofrespondents to a survey of San Mateo County

transportation system users who rate electronic information availability on intermodal

travel "Very Good" or "Excellent".

./ Increase the number of intermodal transit service hubs

. Perfbrmance measure: number of public trqnsit intermodal service hubs in San Mateo

County

./ Implement bicycle and pedestrian access improvements at public transit stations

and stops in San Mateo County

. Performonce measure: number ofpedestrian access improvement projects implemented

at public transit stations and stops

. Performance measure: number of bicycle access improvement projects implemented at
public transit stations and stops

./ Implement shuttle bus services to connect work sites and public transit stations and

stops

. Performance meosure: number of shuttle bus service hours connecting work sites to

public transit stations and stops
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16: GOODS MOVEMENT -
VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

o Goods movementthatsupports a sustainable San Mateo County.

GOAL:

c Foster søfe ønd efficient goods movement compøtible with countywide

e co no mic develop ment øn d enviro nmentøl p o licies.

GOODS MOVEMENT POLICIES

16.1 Enhance søfetv ønd cøoacìtv on truck routes within Søn Møteo Countv.

Ensure adequate turning radii, lane widths, and vertical clearances on designatedtruckroutes

to promote safe, effrcient goods movement.

16.2
Mateo Countv.

Support use cleaner motive power in goods movement to protect the San Mateo County

environment.

GOODS MOVEMENT OBJECTTVES:

,/ Minimize motor freight travel delay increases on the San Mateo County roadway
network

o Perþrmance measure: motor freight trøvel deløy

./ Reduce the number of crashes involving motor freight haulers on the San Mateo

County roadway network

o Performance measure: number of crashes involving motor freight haulers

,/ Conserve road capacity for goods movement on truck routes in San Mateo County

. Performance measure: miles of truckroutes in Sqn Mateo County designed to

qccommodate safe and fficient goods movement

./ Support rail and road grade separation in San Mateo County

o Perþrmance measure: number of road and rail grade separation projects
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17: ENVIRONMENT -

VISION, GOAL, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES

VISION:

tr A Clean and Green Transportation System for San Mateo County.

GOAL:

o Develop cost-effective and innovative solulions to manøge the energy'

environmental, greenhouse gøses, and climøte change impacts of the

tr ønsp o rtøtio n sy s tem.

ENVIRONMENT POLICIES:

17.1 Promote more enerw efficìent transnortøtion ín Søn Mateo Countv.

Reduce energy consumption in travel by encouraging a shift to more energy-efficient motive

po1iler for cars, light trucks, coÍr,mercial trucks, and both rail passenger and rail freight

services.

Enable a shift to more use of non-motorized modes of travel in San Mateo County.

17.2 Encourøge cleaner trønsportation ìn Søn Møteo Countv.

Advocate a shift to low or no emission motor vehicles in the automobile, light truck,

commercial truck, and passenger bus and shuttle fleets in San Mateo County.

Support electrification of Caltrain.

Facilitate a shift to more use of non-motorized modes of travel in San Mateo County.

17.3
gffecß.

Encourage planning to relocate transportation facilities subject to inundation due to future

sea level rise.

Discourage transportation facility investments in areas subject to inundation due to future sea

level rise.

17.4
svstem as well as to transportation and land use interactions.

Ensure that San Mateo County contributes to achievement of the Bay Area target for
greenhouse gas emissions.
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ENVIRONMENT OBJECTIVE S :

./ Implement the San Mateo County Energy Policy

o Performance measure: number of San Mateo County Energt Policies implemented

p ert aining t o tr ansp or t ati on

,/ Plan for and implement in San Mateo County the Sustainable Communities
provisions of SB 375

o Performance measure: adoption of a Son Mateo County Sustainable Communities Plan

o Perþrmance measure: implementation of a San Mateo County Sustainable Communities

Plan

./ Increase the number of alternative fuels re-fueling facilities in San Mateo County

o Performance meqsure: number of alternativefuels re-fuelingfacilities in San Mateo

County

/ Increase the number of electric re-charge facilities in San Mateo County

o Perþrmance measure: number of electric vehicle re-charge facilities in San Mateo

County

./ Increase use of non-motorized modes of travel in San Mateo County of San Mateo

. Perþrmance measure: share of person trips in San Mateo County taken by walking and

bicycling
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ATTACHMENT D

CTP 2035 Timeline

First Draft by May 20ll

Revised (Second) Draft by September 2011

Anticipated Board adoption by October 20I I



CICAG AGENDA REPORT
DATE: February l0,20ll

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

FROM: Richard Napier, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Nominations for C/CAG Chair and Vice Chair (2) for the March Election of Officers

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

RECOMMENDATION:

That the C/CAG Board of Directors make nominations for Chair and Vice Chair (2) for the
March Election of Officers in accordance with the C/CAG By-Laws.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

REVENUE SOURCE:

None.

BACKGROT]ND/DIS CUS SION :

At the June 2004 CICAG Board meeting the By-Laws were changed to create a second Vice
Chairperson and change the date of the election to March of each year.

The revised By-Laws established a process to have nominations at a prior meeting (February) and
then have voting at the following meeting (MarcÐ. The objective was to provide the Board
Members with background information to assist them in casting their vote. Nominations shall only
be made by voting members of the Board of Directors. The Chairperson and Vice Chaþersons shall
be voting members of the Board as well. Nominations do not require a second or vote to be a
candidate. Nominations should be taken for the Chair and both Vice Chair positions. Nominations
for officers ofthe Board ofDirectors shall be made from the floor only at the regular FebruaryBoard
meeting. Nominations and election ofthe Chairperson shall precede nominations and election ofthe
Vice Chairpersons.

All candidates should provide background information in advance of the March Board meeting such
that the material can be included in the packet for the Board's consideration. For those candidates
nominated, please provide the background information to Nancy Blair (nblair@co.sannateo.ca.us)
byFebruary 25,2011.
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CURRENT OFFICERS:

Tom Kasten has served two terms as Chair and is not eligible to serve as Chair. Tom Kasten has

served two terms as Vice Chair and is not eligible to serve as Vice Chair.

Carole Groom has served two terms as Vice Chair and is not eligible to serve as the Vice Chair.

Carole Groom is eligible to serve as Chair.

Bob Grassilli has served two terms as Vice Chair and is not eligible to serve as the Vice Chair.

Bob Grassilli is eligible to serve as Chair.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Article IV of the Bylaws related to Officers.
2. Cover sheet for nominees to submit background information

ALTERNATIVES:

I - That the C/CAG Board of Directors make nominations for Chair and Vice Chair (2) for
the March Election of Officers in accordance with the C/CAG By-Laws.

2 - No action.
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EXCERPT FROM THE
BYLAWS OF THE CITY/COT]NTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

As Amendeù 6110104

ARTICLE IV. OFFICERS

Section 1. The officers of the Board of Directors shall consist of a Chairperson, and two Vice

Chairpersons.

Section 2- The Chairperson and Vice Chairpersons shall be elected from among the

nominees by the Board of Directors at the March meeting to serve for a term of twelve (12) months

commencing on April l. There shall be a two-term limit for each ofÍice. That is, a membér may not

serve more than two terms as the Chairperson, and not more than two terms as a Vice Chairperson.

An officer shall hold his or her office until he or she resigns, is removed from office, is otherwise

disqualified to serve, or until his or her successor qualifies and takes office.

Section 3. Nomination for officers of the Board of Directors shall be made from the floor

only at the regular February Board meeting. Nominations shall be made onlyby voting members of

the Board of Directors.

Section 4. The Chairperson and each Vice Chairperson must be a regularly designated,

voting member (eg., not an alternate, or an ex-officio member) of the Board of Directors.

Section 5. Nominations and election of the Chairperson shall precede nominations and

election of the Vice Chairpersons. Voting shall be public for all offices.

Section 6. The Chairperson shall preside at all meetings of the Board, may call special

meetings when necessary, and shall serve as the principal executive officer. The Chairperson shall

have such other powers, and shall perform such other duties which may be incidental to the office of

the Chairperson, subject to the control of the Board.
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Section 7. In the absence or inability of the Chairperson to act, the Vice Chairperson(s), in

the order of their senioriry shall exercise all of the powers and perform all of the duties of the

Chairperson. The seniority of the Vice Chairpersons shall alternate monthly such that one Vice

Chairperson shall have seniority over the other during April, June, August, October, December and

February; and the other Vice Chairperson shall have such seniority during May, July, September,

November, January and March. Each Vice Chairperson shall also have such other powers and shall

perform such other duties as may be assigned by the Board of Directors.

Section 8. A special election to fill the vacant office shall be called bythe Board ofDirectors

if the Chairperson or any Vice Chairperson is unable to serve a fulI term of office.

Section 9. All officers shall serve without compensation.

Section 10. The Chairperson or any Vice Chairperson may be removed from office at any

time by a majority vote of those members present at a duly constituted meeting of the Board.

Section 11. All Vice Chairpersons shall be members of the Administrators'Advisory

Committee.
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If nominated,
please attach

candidate b ackground materi al
and retum a copy to

C/CAG
C/O NancyBlair

555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood city, cA 94063

By
February 25,2011

For mailing in the March package
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Crrv/Cot-rxrv,Assocl.arloN or GovnnNMENTs
orSnN Marno Cou¡rrv

Alherlon.Belmont.Brísbane.Burlingame"Colna"DaþCity.EastPaloAIto,FosterCíly"HalfMoonBøy.Hillsborough"MenloPark"
Millbrae"Pacifica,PortolaValley"RedwoodCity,SanBruno"SanCarlos.SanMateo.SanMaleoCounty.SoulhSanFrancisco.lVoodside

January 4,201I

Hon Jeff lra,Mayor
City of Redwood City
1017 Middlefield Road
R.edwood City, CA 94063

DearMayor ha:

RE: C/CAG Board ReviedAction on the City of Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan Public
Review Draft 8/31/10

At its Regular Meeting on December 9,2010, the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as the Airport
Land Use Commission, unanimously determined that the relevant content of the City of Redwood
City Downtown Precise Plan Public Review Draft 8/31/10 document is consistent with the
applicable arport/land use compatibility cnteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive
Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for the environs of San Carlos Airport and
with relevant state law. The action is based on inclusion of the revised text in Section i.l.5 of the
Downtown Precise Plan doa¡rnent, as shown in Attachment No. 5 to the C/CAG Agenda Report,
dated December 9,2010 (see attachment to this letter). This determination only applies to the
portion of the Downtown Precise Planthat falls within Airport Influence Area B for San Carlos
Airport.

Ow thanks to Daniel T.ackand Tom Passanisi of your Planning stafffor their assistance to C/CAG
staff, regarding this review. Thank you for yow agency's participation and cooperation in the state-
mandated airport land use compatibility review process.

Sincerely,

..'- )'
' "/, . ,/ /' 1' /'

,.. ,i:,'iiZl,l¡:.., ,,,-,/.. i .la 
.¡..,/. r, _,

Thomas M. Kaster¡ C/CAG Chaþerson

cc: C/CAG Board Members
Daniel Zack, Tom Passanisi, City of Redwood City Planning Ståff
David F. Carbone, C/CAG Staff

Attachment: Attachment No. 5 to C/CAG Agenda Report, dated December 9,2010,
RE: City of Redwood Clty Downtown Precise Plan Public Review Draft 8/31/1
Section i.1.5 Conformance to the Airport Land Use PIan - Final draft revised text

þer C/CAG Staff collaboration with Redwood CityPlanning StafÐ----/ ITEM 9.1

ocagACTIONLET'TERRWDCITYDPP l2 I 0.doc

555 County Center, 5ù Floor, Redwood Cily,CA94063 PHoNE: 650.599.1406 FAx: 650.361.8227
rilw\ry,ccag.ca.gov
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C/CÁr()
Crrr,/Counrv,A,ssocIATIoN or GovnnruMENT's

o¡'SewM¿rrco Couxrv

Atherton,Belmont.Brisbane.Burlingame.Colma.DalyCily,EastPaloAlto.FosterCity"HalfMoonBay"Hillsborough"MenloPark.
Millbrae"Paci,fca.Portolalrailey"RedwoodCity.SanBruno.SanCarlos,SanMateo,SanMaleoCounty"SouthSanFroncisco"Woodside

January 4,2011

Carole Groom, Supervisor/Vice-President
County of San Mateo Board of Supervisors
400 Corurty Center, First Floor
Redwood Cily,CA94063

r t¿' u '!

Dear Çupervisor Groom:

RE: C/CAG Board ReviedAction on the San Mqteo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element

Atits Regular Meeting on Deóember 9,2010, the CCAG Board of Diiectors, acting as the Aþort Land Use

Commission, unanímously determined that the relevant content of the San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing
Element document is consistent with the applicable airporlland use compatibility criteria contained inthe San Mateo
County Comprehensive Airport Land [Jse Plan December ] 996, as amended, for the environs of all three airports in tlle
County (Half Moon Bay Airport, San Carlos Airport, and San Francisco International Airport) and with relevant state

law, based on the following minor change to the text in Chapter 1:

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

"Consistency With the Relevant Airport/land Use Compatibility Criteriainthe San Mateo County

Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as Amended

Govemment Code Section 65302.3 requires that a local agency general plan/general plan amendment

and/o¡ any affected specific plan/specific plan amendment must be consistent with the applicable

airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the relevant adopted comprehensive airport land

use plan (CLUP). Adoption of this document will amend the County General Plan. The housing
policies, goals, programs, and any other provisions to accommodate future housing development, as

specifred herein, are consistent with and do not conflict with the relevant airporlland use

compatibility criteria contained inthe San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan
December 1996, as amended, for the environs of all three airports located in the County (Half Moon
Bay Airport, San Carlos Airport, and San Francisco Intemational Airport)."

Our thanks to Will Gibson and Steve Monowitz of the County Planning and Building Department for their assistance to

CiCAG staff regarding this review. Thark you for your agency's participation and cooperation in the state-mandated

airport land use compatibility review process.

Sincerely,

/'r/ ¡i'/' ,r-":''/i
+' t'{y'///,¡'. ¡ // ., ¿Ç1¡ 1i .,-,,-.

Thomas M. Kasten, ClCAG Chairperson

cc: ClCAG Board Members
Steve Monowitz, Will Gibson, San Mateo County Planning and Building Department Staff
David F. Carbone, C/CAG Staff ITEM 9.2
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C/CAG
Crry/Couxry AssocrarroN or Govrnxunxrs

oF SANMATEo Couxry

Atherton.Belmont.Brßbane.Burlingame.Colma,DalyCity.EastPaloAlto.FosterCíty,HalfMoonBay.tl¡llsborough.MenloPark.Millbrae.
Pacfica' Portola I/alley. pr¿.oo¿ City. 5on t*ro . San Corlos . San Mateo. San Mateo County.Sou¡¡ Søn Francisco. lYoodsíde

January ll,2011

--City Manager Marker--
--City Manager Marker--

Re: Test Claim for Unfunded Mandates Relating to California Water Quality Control Board, San
Francisco Bay Region, Permit No. C4S612008, issued as Order No. R2-2009-0074
(October 14,2009)

Dear --City Manager Marker-:

We at CICAG staff understand that you, along with every other filer in San Mateo County except the
City of Brisbane, have received a Novernber 17,2010, Notice of Return of Filing (copy enclosed as
Attachment A) in connection with the above-captioned test claim filed by you in October.

As you may be aware, the C/CAG Board has authorized its staff and Executive Director to continue
support for the test claims filed by C/CAG's member agencies and has authorized the Executive
Director to serve, for each member agency making such a request in writing, as the contact person to
act as the resource for information as set forth in the Notice.

We have been in communication with the stafffor the Commission on State Mandates regarding the
Notice and the process for a permittee/claimant to be recognized as a co-claimant to the Brisbane Test
claim as described therein. To that end we have been informed that the following process should be
followed if you wish to be such a co-claimant:

Steo 1:

You should first determine/confirm, intemall¡ that your test claim issues either mirror or are a subset
of the issues raised by Brisbane. To assist you in that determination we have enclosed as Attachment B

. a copy of the two pages of the Table of Contents to Brisbane's test claim, which pages describe the
issues raised by Brisbane. If you are satisfied that your test claim issues are all included among the
Brisbane issues, you should proceed to Step 2. It is our understanding that all San Mateo County
Permittees used the model test claim documents as provided by C/CAG and that no Permittee's test
claim raised any issues other than those contained in the model documents and submitted by Brisbane.
If your filing did seek to raise other issues, then please notiff the undersigned and we will explore what
needs to be done to include those issues as part of the test claim.

555 County Center, 5* Floor, Redwood City, CA 940ó3 PHoÌ,rE: 650.599.1406 Fex: 650.361.8227
\tww,ccas,ca.sov
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Step 2:

You will need to complete another Test Claim Form (blank form enclosed as Attachment C). The
Enclosed Form already has all of the required information (as we were instructed by the Commission)
except that you will need to complete the Claimant Information (Section 2) using the same information
as provide in your original filing and you will need to execute the Claim Certification (Section 8).

Sections 5, 6 and 7 arenotrequired. C/CAG will accept your completion of this form and delivery to
Brisbane (as set forth in Step 3, below) as your written request to have the C/CAG Executive Director
serve as your representative and resource for information before the State Commission on Mandates
regarding this test claim.

Step 3:
Send or deliver the completed Test Claim Form to Brisbane byhaving it delivered to:
City of Brisbane, Attn: Matthew Fabry, 50 Park Place, Brisbane, Ca. 94005.

Brisbane and C/CAG will then work together to see that your claim is properly submitted and that you
are formally identified as a co-claimant.

A prompt response from everyone would be much appreciated. The Commission is looking to receive
just one package from Brisbane for all Permittees that wish to be co-claimants, and we have scheduled
February 1,2011 as the date for delivering that package. Please submit your claim forms to Brisbane
by January 28,2071 so that we can meet that target.

While it will not affect the above described claim form submittal timeline, I want to share with you
some considerations as we move forward with the unfunded mandate claims.

I want you to be aware that it is likely that over the next several weeks, we will seek the assistance of
an attomey or law firm, experienced in unfunded mandate claims, to assist and represent C/CAG and

the individual Permittees in these efforts. Because CICAG is not itself a Permittee, each Permittee
jurisdiction would likely need to enter into its own legal services agreement with the selected lawyer or
law firm in order to establish its own separate and direct attorney-client relationship. Each such

agreernent, consistent with authorizations and financial commitment already made by the C/CAG
Board, would speciff that C/CAG, not the local jurisdiction, would be paying for the services provided.
V/ith all Permittees and C/CAG using the same representative counsel, we would likelythen substitute
in that common counsel as the rqllacement for me as the group spokesperson and representative before
the Commission. Such an arrangement would also make it easier and more efücient for us to partner
with other Claimants from other Counties, when and if appropiate, in order to achieve further cost

savings through greater cost sharing.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at 650-599-1420;Matt Fabry at 415-508-
2134; or Lee Thompson at650-363-4697.

Sincerely,

Richard Napier
Executive Director, Cl CAG

Attachments
F:\Users\Ccag\WPDATA\Correspondence\201l\Fabry\Unfunded Mandates Jan Letter\lvlerge City Managers Unfi¡nded Mandates.Doc

555 Comty Center, 5ú Floor, Redwood City, CA94O63 PHo¡{E: 650.599.1406 Ftxt 650.361.8227
wlr'ìü.ccag.c¿,gov
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ÐEPAR.TMENT' OF' T'RANSPOR.T'AT'XOhI
111 GRAND AVENUE
P.o.BOX23660
OAKLAND, CA 94623-0660
PHONE (sl0) 286-5900
FAX (510) 286-s903
TTY 711

January 26,201.1

I¡Ir. Richard Napier
Executive Director
citylcounty Association of Governments of san Mateo county
555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood ciry,cA 94063

I¡'i -¡ ¿/

o"*,tÉhlß$$i",,

This ís in response to the Route lOl/Candlestick
Point Interchange Mo Route 101ÆIolly Street
Interchange PSR in th pilot program.

'We 
are pleased to ínform you that these projects have been included in the program. 'We 

are
currently proceeding with the preparation of cooperative agreements with the City of Brisbane
and the City San Carlos for reimbursement and anticipate the execution of these agreements by
February 2077, after which work on the pSRs ."n ,"rir-".

we look forward to working with the city of Brisbane and the city of san carlos to facilitate the
approval process for these PSRs. If you have questions, please do not hesitate to contact patrick
Pang, Chief of Advance Planning, at (510) 2g6-5566.

Sincerely,

Flex your power!
Be energy fficient!

c R. Weil - City of San Carlos
R. Breault - City of Brisbane
J. Hurley- San Mateo County Transportation Authority
J' L. Moscovich/I. ChanglC. Fung - San Francisco County Transportation Authority

" Caltrans improves mobíIity actoss Catifornia',
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