From: Mima Crume

To: Mima Crume
Subject: RE: SamTrans comments to C/CAG Board
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 12:57:19 PM

From: Jessica Epstein <EpsteinJ@samtrans.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2025 11:41 AM

To: Mima Crume <mcrume@smcgov.org>; Sean Charpentier (C/CAG) <scharpentier@smcgov.org>
Subject: Re: SamTrans comments to C/CAG Board

Dear C/CAG Board of Directors:

Thank you for providing the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) the opportunity to
present information at your June 12, 2025, Board of Directors meeting. The SamTrans Board
of Directors voted to Opt-In to SB 63 at its August 6, 2025 Board meeting. | am writing to
provide you with an update regarding the bill.

The bill passed out of the Assembly Transportation Committee meeting on Monday, Sept. 8,
2025 and SB 63 was published in final form on the same day at 5:05 p.m. It cannot be
amended during the 72-hour waiting period before the anticipated floor votes either late
Thursday or this Friday in the Assembly and Senate. Both San Mateo County and Santa Clara

County are included in the legislation.

Our request to decrease the S.F. Muni allocation from San Mateo County-generated tax
revenues by ~S4 million per year (as an offset to our increased contribution to Caltrain due to
Muni’s financial limitations) was not granted. However, local oversight and accountability
measures for BART and Muni’s service and quality of life standards were significantly
strengthened thanks to Assemblymember Papan’s strong advocacy during the legislative
process.

Attached please find an updated chart from the August 2025 SamTrans Board of Directors
meeting slide presentation to reflect new oversight and accountability improvements. In other
words, the bill authors delivered the amendments written to you via official correspondence
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on Aug. 5, 2025 entitled “SB 63 Accountability Provisions,” modified with the following
improvements:

. San Mateo will have equal representation (two MTC Commissioners) on
“adjudication committees” that will oversee complaints about service and quality of
life standards for BART, S.F. Muni and Caltrain.

e Fither the SamTrans Board of Directors or the SMC Board of Supervisors may petition
adjudication committees about service and quality of life complaints for BART, S.F.
Muni, or Caltrain.

e Maximum financial withholding increased from 5% to 7% for each operator.

e The full MTC Commission cannot overturn the findings and financial penalties imposed
by the adjudication committees.

e Adjudication committee members for a particular agency are limited only to counties
funding that agency via the SB 63 regional tax measure (e.g. VTA will not participate in
BART oversight, because they are not contributing to BART via this tax measure; SMC
will not participate in oversight of AC Transit, because we are not contributing to AC
transit via this tax measure). Smaller adjudication committee membership gives San
Mateo County more power than before.

e |f an adjudication committee has a tie vote about withholding funds, then funds will be
withheld (i.e. tie vote goes in favor of the petitioner).

e During the first six months after the adjudication committee decides to withhold
funding, at least one member from each county must agree that a remedy has been
made before withheld funds will be released. In other words, this adds veto authority to
ensure operators have adequately remedied the problem.

Other items of note:

. Accountability petitions cannot be filed until two years after voter approval of
the tax measure so that operators have a chance to stabilize.

e Petitions are limited to one per year, per operator from each county. However, counties
may replace a pending petition with a higher priority one. Legislators wanted to guard
against serial complaints filed against one operator.

e BART, Muni, Caltrain and AC Transit are required to implement a financial recovery plan
during the life of the measure to receive any funds.

e |mportant win for San Mateo County Transportation Authority (TA): SB 63 also
authorizes the TA to seek voter approval of sales taxes up to 1 cent in 1/8 cent
increments, vs. being limited to % cent or 1 cent taxes authorized under current law.
This gives the TA Board new flexibility.



In summary, the bill now has stronger accountability and oversight measures than the authors
proposed on Aug. 5, 2025 thanks to the hard work of our Bay Area delegation. If the bill passes
the floor votes and is signed by the governor, signature gathering for a citizens’ initiative may
begin in January 2026. Then it will be up to the voters to decide whether SB 63 passes.

If you have questions about SB 63, please let me know | am happy to discuss. Thank you.

Thank you,

Jessica Epstein

Director of Government and Community Affairs
San Mateo County Transit District
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Scope
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Breach penalty

SB 63 Accountability Amendments: 9/8/25

Red font = change from 8/6/25 SamTrans Board of Directors Presentation

Operators receiving more than $50M from MTC (BART, Muni, Caltrain, and AC Transit) are
“required to apply their adopted policies, standards, or commitments consistently and fairly
across all counties participating in the SB 63 measure, and requiring corrective action if
issues are identified.”

Supported by San Francisco, Contra Costa, and Alameda County Transportation Authorities
Description:

The Aeceuntability Adjudication Committee will assess and adjudicate petitions from
participating counties (either from SMCTD or SMC Board of Supervisors) about violations
of service standards related to:

« Service frequency or route changes

« Fare policy, such as assessment of surcharges

« Cleanliness and maintenance of station, facility or vehicles

« Station or facility closures

« Safety and security

Guaranteed, equal representation on MTC Adjudication Committee; only counties funding a
particular agency participate on that adjudication committee (i.e. two SMC MTC
Commissioners will sit on Adjudication Committees for BART, Muni and Caltrain)

May withhold up to 5% 7% of total RM funds (BART $+7#M $23.1M annually, $9M-$11.9M

Muni annually, $4M-$5.25M Caltrain annually) with majority vote; tie vote favors the
petitioner




From: Emil Abraham

To: Mima Crume
Subject: Item 4.3 Sept 11, 2025
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 12:40:02 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

Hi,

Much thanks to SamTrans for opting into the regiona funding measure. I'm Emil Abraham. |
livein Mountain View. | take transit into San Mateo county all the time. Most frequently to
get to SFO. | transfer from Caltrain to BART. | hope to continue to see coordination between
those agencies. | strongly support joining the measure and will support any tax that goes
towards funding public transit or pedestrian/bicycle infrastructure. All counties in the bay area
need to be strong and well funded. We cannot afford to let public transit falter.

Emil Abraham
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Honorable Mike McGuire Honorable Robert Rivas
Senate President Pro Tempore Speaker of the Assembly
State Capitol State Capitol

1021 O Street, Suite 8518 P.O. Box 942849-0029
Sacramento, CA 95814 Sacramento, CA 95814

Honorable Senate President McGuire and Assembly Speaker Rivas:

Our organizations represent members ranging from one-person consulting firms to the largest
employers, developers of residential and commercial projects, and tax-generating companies in
San Mateo County. For over two years, we have been tracking the concept of a Regional Transportation
Sales Tax Measure, most currently proposed under Senate Bill 63 (SB 63), to address financial
operating deficits at our most important Bay Area transit agencies.

While neither of our organizations have taken a formal position on SB 63 due to the ongoing and last-minute
amendment process, the concept of a sales-tax based solution for a time-limited duration to create
critical funding to stave off drastic cuts to service on Caltrain, BART, Muni, SamTrans, and at other

key transit agencies are essential. Our members rely on these transit agencies to move employees and
their families every day and we all understand that transit-dependent residents of San Mateo County have
no other option.

While we cannot take a position on SB 63, a potential signature gathering effort, or future ballot
measure question without undertaking a formal endorsement process, both SAMCEDA and

Chamber San Mateo County previously urged the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans)

Board of Directors to opt-in to the Regional Transportation Measure at the 2 cent sales tax rate in order
to move the deliberations on to our Sacramento delegation members, where final details and
agreements related to accountability would be finalized as part of the legislative process.

Our organizations have been consistent that nothing about the legislative process should prevent
San Mateo County from participating in the Regional Transportation Measure. We deeply appreciate
the critical leadership and advocacy of Assembly Member Papan to shape stronger accountability
amendments and we continue to urge the SamTrans Board of Directors to maintain an opt-in position
regarding the Regional Transportation Measure.

Thank you,

. i - ___.'//_; =
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Rosanne Foust Amy Buckmaster

President & CEO President & CEO

SAMCEDA Chamber San Mateo County



About the San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA)

For seven decades, the San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA) has been
a leading voice for the economic engine that is San Mateo County. SAMCEDA believes in the power of
a strong economy driven by an appreciation of what that engine provides to our ecosystem on the
Peninsula. By working with employers of all sizes and industries, engaging with our public sector and
our elected leadership, recognizing that we have 21 individual jurisdictions (20 cities and one county)
and collaborating and communicating with the Chambers of Commerce, non-profit organizations & our
educational institutions, SAMCEDA tackles the most difficult challenges through goal-oriented solutions.

About Chamber San Mateo County

Founded in 1897, Chamber San Mateo County is the voice and support for businesses, institutions,
employees and labor for growth, problem-solving, and the bettering of our region’s quality of life.
Through programs, advocacy, and opportunities to connect, the Chamber ensures business voices
are heard, diverse perspectives are shared, and leadership is fostered. Serving Redwood City,

San Carlos, Belmont, Menlo Park, and broader San Mateo County, the Chamber is the largest
business association on the Peninsula and encompasses 1,500 members, 175,000 residents, and
100,000 employees.

CC:

Assembly Member Papan

Assembly Member Berman

Assembly Member Stefani

State Senator Becker

State Senator Weiner

Bay Area Legislative Delegation Members
Gina Papan, MTC Commissioner

San Mateo County Board of Supervisors
SamTrans Board of Directors

SMCTA Board of Directors

Caltrain Board of Directors

C/CAG Board of Directors



From: Jason Baker

To: Mima Crume; Sean Charpentier (C/CAG)

Cc: Casey Fromson; Devon Ryan; Isabella Conferti

Subject: Caltrain Support for distribution to CCAG members

Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 4:34:54 PM

Attachments: SB 63 (Wiener) Support - Assembly Transportation - SUPPORT.pdf

SB 63 Fact Sheet 9.10.25.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

For distribution to your board members tonight on the SB63 item, please find a letter of
support Caltrain submitted to the Assembly Transportation Committee on September 5th.

In addition, please find a fact sheet from Senator Wiener's office that outlines new
amendments to SB63 including additional accountability provision amendments that were
taken in committee.

This bill is critical to the survival of Caltrain as we know it and we urge continued support of
SB63.

Jason

Jason Baker

Director, Government & Community Affairs
1250 San Carlos Ave

San Carlos, CA 94070

Cell: 650-399-6093

www.caltrain.com

‘ SAFETY
ca’@ FIRST AND ALWAYS
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September 5, 2025

MICHELLE BOUCHARD
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

The Honorable Lori Wilson

Chair, Assembly Transportation Committee
1020 N Street, Suite 112

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Support for SB 63 (Wiener) — San Francisco Bay area: local revenue measure - As
Amended on 9/3/25

Dear Chair Wilson,

On behalf of the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (Caltrain), | am writing to express our
support for Senate Bill 63 (Wiener), which would authorize critically needed local funding for public
transit operations in the Bay Area region.

Caltrain is the transportation spine of the peninsula and vital link in the Bay Area’s regional
transportation system, offering fast, frequent, safe and reliable rail service to thousands of daily
riders. Caltrain recently completed the first diesel to electric rail system conversion in the American
West and launched electrified service from San Jose to San Francisco in September 2024. This has
led to significant ridership increases as well positive support from communities along the corridor.
In January 2025, polling showed that 82% of likely voters have a favorable opinion of Caltrain and
the number jumps to 91% for riders.

Unfortunately, like many transit agencies statewide, Caltrain is confronting a significant operating
deficit driven by the impacts of changing commute patterns. In 2019, Caltrain covered nearly 75%
of it’s operating budget through fares. Today, given Silicon Valley’s strong work from home policies
and high office vacancy rates in the major cities, fares cover less than 30%. While that is still high
for most transit systems, it is driving Caltrain’s $75M annual operating deficit that starts in fiscal
year 2027.

Caltrain has taken this operating deficit seriously and has reduced costs through FTE freezes,
crewing efficiencies, reduction in professional services and other non-labor reductions. Caltrain is
also working to monetize available resources and has developed a program to diversify and grow
revenue over time including additional advertising, leasing of property and selling fiber optic cable.
The Caltrain Board supports SB 63 because it would authorize counties in the Bay Area region to
put a sales tax measure to the voters to provide funding to support transit operations—an essential

PENINSULA CORRIDOR JOINT POWERS BOARD
1250 San Carlos Avenue
San Carlos, CA 94070 (650) 508-6200





September 5, 2025
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investment to keep systems like Caltrain running reliably and safely and supporting the mobility and
economic needs of surrounding communities.

The Caltrain Board principles of support for the legislation:

e Prioritize Caltrain operations deficit: Caltrain must receive appropriate levels of funding to
address its operations deficit.

e Prioritize flexibility: The measure should have some flexibility to accommodate changing
circumstances and allow for opportunities.

e Prioritize simplicity: Any measure should be simple, with a clear expenditure plan so
agencies and voters can know what to expect.

e Prioritize voters: Any ballot measure should include elements attractive to voters that will
improve transit and motivate public support.

Additionally, we would encourage consideration of the best use and amount of set aside for the
allocation for “transit transformation” initiatives, given the pressing operational needs across the Bay
Area. We would also suggest changes that would require a two-thirds vote of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) before operations funds could be withheld, a grace period to allow
agencies some reasonable amount of time to make corrections, and limiting the MTC decision makers
on the measure to only representatives of the counties that are participating. Finally, the correct the
name for Caltrain in the legislation should be Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board.

We are pleased to support this bill and look forward to continuing to help shape the legislation as it
advances, working collaboratively to ensure that Caltrain would receive full funding for future
projected operations budget deficits. Particularly, we encourage further detail regarding the
expenditure plan, which is still under development. We believe it is essential to ensure that taxpayer
funds are used responsibly and prioritized to address transit operating deficits.

With these refinements, SB 63 will help ensure that we can operate the enhanced electrified service
at levels that maximize public benefit, reduce vehicle miles traveled, and contribute meaningfully to
the state and region’s economic goals. We know SB63 is critical for the entire region, and we thank
you for your continued support for public transit.

Sincerely,

-
44,

Vg
'.'/ iy __,,:,‘x.'_*';-_-
Michelle Bouchard, Executive Director

cc: Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board of Directors
Caltrain State Delegation






SUMMARY

SB 63 authorizes a 14-year regional public transit
operations revenue measure on the November
2026 ballot in specified Bay Area counties to
provide critical funding for transit agencies with
major operations shortfalls. Specifically, SB 63
authorizes a %-cent sales tax measure in Alameda,
Contra Costa, San Mateo, and Santa Clara Counties,
with up to 1 cent in San Francisco to provide greater
Muni funding.

SB 63 sets ironclad requirements on how funding
from the regional funding measure shall be
distributed. The bill relied on extensive local and
regional stakeholder engagement and negotiation
to agree to an expenditure plan providing funding
for operators such as BART, Muni, Caltrain, AC
Transit, and regional transit improvements.

SB 63 also includes accountability measures to
improve financial efficiency and transparency, as
well as provide a direct mechanism for counties to
petition for operator funds to be partially withheld
if an operator is not consistently or fairly applying
adopted policies in the county.

BACKGROUND/EXISTING LAW

Public transportation continues to be an essential
service for Bay Area residents and visitors that also
helps meet state climate and housing goals. Shifting
travel patterns due to and after the pandemic have
led to significant reductions in transit trips taken and
resulting operating deficits on major systems such as
BART, Muni, AC Transit, and Caltrain. While transit
agencies are working to improve cost efficiencies
and transit ridership has been recovering, one-time
emergency federal and state aid will be exhausted in
the coming years, requiring a longer-term solution to
maintain critical services. If additional funding is not
secured, transit agencies will be forced to make

1 BART Fiscal Cliff Presentation

2 Muni Funding Working Group Service Cut Scenarios
3 MITC Travel Survey Summary

4 MTC Polling Report

Senator Scott Wiener, 11t Senate District

Senate Bill 63 (Wiener, Arreguin) — Connect Bay Area Act

major service cuts. BART has reported that even
closing down almost 20% of its stations, eliminating
entire lines, moving to hourly frequencies, and
closing the system at 9pm would still leave it with an
enormous $200 million deficit if additional funding is
not secured.! Muni has said it would have to consider
service cuts as intense as reducing frequencies up to
50%, suspending lower utilized routes, suspending
historic transit services, and moving to owl service
only from 9pm to 6am.?

Close to 60% of Bay Area public transportation riders
use transit five or more days per week and 91%
expect to ride transit the same or more next year.?
According to recent polling, 2/3™ of likely Bay Area
voters agree that Bay Area public transportation
needs more operations funding, and a majority of
likely voters in Alameda, Contra Costa, San Francisco,
and San Mateo counties would support a sales tax to
provide this critically needed funding.*

After consensus over a larger 9-county
transportation measure authorization that could
have provided multimodal investments did not
materialize in 2024, the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) engaged in additional outreach
via a Transportation Revenue Measure Select
Committee.®> The Select Committee consisted of a
variety of elected officials, business, civic, labor, and
transit advocacy groups from across the region. The
Select Committee discussed specific potential
revenue measure scenarios that varied by
geography, revenue sources, and expenditure plans.
While consensus around a specific scenario was
elusive, stakeholders provided important feedback
to guide further efforts. The Select Committee
concluded with a final report and recommended
specific revenue measure scenarios for polling.

> Transportation Revenue Measure Select Committee
Site
6 Select Committee Final Report

SB 63 Fact Sheet — Updated 9.10.25
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Polling Shows Voter Support for Transit

Among the options that The Select Committee
recommended to poll were a 10-year %-cent and
variable rate transit operations sales tax in Alameda,
Contra Costa, San Francisco, and San Mateo
counties. While this scenario did not achieve
complete political consensus, it did comfortably poll
with greater than simple majority support. Further,
aspects of the scenario reflected general consensus
by regional stakeholders of a need to at a minimum
find a medium-term solution to address major transit
deficits for BART, Muni, Caltrain, and AC Transit.

SOLUTION

SB 63 authorizes a 14-year regional public transit
revenue measure (PTRM) to contribute additional
operating revenues to public transportation
agencies with major deficits. The bill authorizes
such a measure to only coincide with the regularly
scheduled November 2026 statewide election ballot
in a newly established Public Transit Revenue
Measure District (PTRMD) with voter initiative
authority consisting of the following counties:

o Alameda -7 cent sales tax rate

e Contra Costa — % cent sales tax rate

e San Francisco — 1 cent sales tax rate

e San Mateo — % cent sales tax rate

e Santa Clara — % cent sales tax rate

Alameda, Contra Costa, and San Francisco were
originally included in the geographic boundaries of
the district. In August 2025, relevant transportation
entities for both San Mateo and Santa Clara — San
Mateo County Transit District (SMCTD) and Santa
Clara Valley Transportation Authority (SCVTA) voted
overwhelmingly to indicate their desire to join a
regional revenue measure authorized by the bill.
Thereafter, the authors amended San Mateo and
Santa Clara counties into the geography of the
PTRMD.

SB 63 relied on local and regional consensus to
inform the bill’s expenditure plan. Revenues not
needed to fulfill target contributions to specified
transit operators based on this consensus return to
the counties participating in the PTRM. SB 63 sets
ironclad requirements on how revenues from the
PTRM shall be distributed by the PTRM and
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
and prevents the PTRMD from conditioning in any
manner funds that are required to be sent to

specified participating county transportation
entities. SB 63 includes financial efficiency and
maintenance of effort provisions that ensure
specified transit operators receiving revenue from
the measure participate in a comprehensive
financial efficiency review and implementation plan
and continue maintaining their existing operations
funding investments as a condition of receiving
continued funding from the measure.

The Expenditure Plan provides funding to the

following operators, as a percentage of each

county’s revenue generation through the measure,

resulting in the following projected annual funds

per recipient:
e MTC, for admin ~$2.32m

BART for transit operations ~$330m

Muni for transit operations ~$170m

Caltrain for transit operations ~$75m

AC Transit for transit operations ~ $51

MTC, to allocate to LAVTA and Union

City Transit for transit operations ~$5m

e MTC, to allocate to County Connection,
Tri Delta Transit, and WestCAT for
transit operations ~$16m

e SF Bay Ferry for transit operations
~$7m

e Golden Gate Transit for transit
operations ~ $1m

e MTC for Clipper START &
free/reduced transfers ~$26m

e MTC for Accessibility programs ~$10m

e MTC for Transit Priority and
Wayfinding ~$10m

e The following for public transit
operations and capital and specified
roadway repavement expenses:

ACTC ~$10m

CCTA ~$27m

SMCTD ~$49m

SCVTA ~$264m

@)
@)
@)
@)

SB 63 creates a mechanism for counties to petition
ad hoc adjudication committees composed solely of
MTC commissioners from counties providing
funding through SB 63 to a specific operator to
withhold up to specified percentages of funding
from that operator should the county feel that the
operator is inconsistently applying its policies or
commitments in that county.

SB 63 Fact Sheet — Updated 9.10.25





SB 63 also requires MTC to report on the ridership-
increasing potential of transit capital projects that
would connect to the regional transit system.

Finally, SB 63 provides local self-help flexibility for
the counties of San Francisco and San Mateo to
renew or propose local sales tax measures in 1/8% -
cent increments, as opposed to the currently
permitted %-cent or 1 cent increments.

SUPPORT

e American Federation of State, County, and
Municipal Employees (AFSCME) Local 57

e Amalgamated Transit Union (ATU)
California

e United Auto Workers Local 6

e Tri Delta Transit

e Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and
Transportation District

FOR MORE INFORMATION

SPUR

International Brotherhood of Electrical
Workers (IBEW) Local 6

United Food and Commercial Workers
International Union Western States Council
Bay Area Council

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC)

Alameda County Transportation
Commission

City and County of San Francisco

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Contra Costa Transportation Authority
San Mateo County Transit District
Caltrain

Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART)
Livermore Amadore Valley Transit Authority
Napa County Transportation Authority
Voices for Public Transportation

AC Transit

AARP

San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

San Francisco Building Owners and
Managers Association (SF BOMA)
Oakland City Council

City of Alameda

City of El Cerrito

City of Emeryville

City of Pinole

City of Union City

San Francisco Mayor Daniel Lurie

San Francisco County Transportation
Authority (SFCTA)

Climate Action California

Transbay Joint Powers Authority (TJPA)
San Francisco Bay Ferry

Climate Action California

East Bay Leadership Council

SEIU California

Raayan Mohtashemi, Legislative Aide
Senator Scott Wiener

Email: raayan.mohtashemi@sen.ca.gov
Phone: (916) 651-4011

Luis Amezcua, Legislative Director
Senator Jesse Arreguin

Email: luis.amezcua@sen.ca.gov
Phone: (916) 651-4007

SB 63 Fact Sheet — Updated 9.10.25
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September 5, 2025

MICHELLE BOUCHARD
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

The Honorable Lori Wilson

Chair, Assembly Transportation Committee
1020 N Street, Suite 112

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Support for SB 63 (Wiener) — San Francisco Bay area: local revenue measure - As
Amended on 9/3/25

Dear Chair Wilson,

On behalf of the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (Caltrain), | am writing to express our
support for Senate Bill 63 (Wiener), which would authorize critically needed local funding for public
transit operations in the Bay Area region.

Caltrain is the transportation spine of the peninsula and vital link in the Bay Area’s regional
transportation system, offering fast, frequent, safe and reliable rail service to thousands of daily
riders. Caltrain recently completed the first diesel to electric rail system conversion in the American
West and launched electrified service from San Jose to San Francisco in September 2024. This has
led to significant ridership increases as well positive support from communities along the corridor.
In January 2025, polling showed that 82% of likely voters have a favorable opinion of Caltrain and
the number jumps to 91% for riders.

Unfortunately, like many transit agencies statewide, Caltrain is confronting a significant operating
deficit driven by the impacts of changing commute patterns. In 2019, Caltrain covered nearly 75%
of it’s operating budget through fares. Today, given Silicon Valley’s strong work from home policies
and high office vacancy rates in the major cities, fares cover less than 30%. While that is still high
for most transit systems, it is driving Caltrain’s $75M annual operating deficit that starts in fiscal
year 2027.

Caltrain has taken this operating deficit seriously and has reduced costs through FTE freezes,
crewing efficiencies, reduction in professional services and other non-labor reductions. Caltrain is
also working to monetize available resources and has developed a program to diversify and grow
revenue over time including additional advertising, leasing of property and selling fiber optic cable.
The Caltrain Board supports SB 63 because it would authorize counties in the Bay Area region to
put a sales tax measure to the voters to provide funding to support transit operations—an essential

PENINSULA CORRIDOR JOINT POWERS BOARD
1250 San Carlos Avenue
San Carlos, CA 94070 (650) 508-6200



September 5, 2025
Page 2 of 2

investment to keep systems like Caltrain running reliably and safely and supporting the mobility and
economic needs of surrounding communities.

The Caltrain Board principles of support for the legislation:

e Prioritize Caltrain operations deficit: Caltrain must receive appropriate levels of funding to
address its operations deficit.

e Prioritize flexibility: The measure should have some flexibility to accommodate changing
circumstances and allow for opportunities.

e Prioritize simplicity: Any measure should be simple, with a clear expenditure plan so
agencies and voters can know what to expect.

e Prioritize voters: Any ballot measure should include elements attractive to voters that will
improve transit and motivate public support.

Additionally, we would encourage consideration of the best use and amount of set aside for the
allocation for “transit transformation” initiatives, given the pressing operational needs across the Bay
Area. We would also suggest changes that would require a two-thirds vote of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) before operations funds could be withheld, a grace period to allow
agencies some reasonable amount of time to make corrections, and limiting the MTC decision makers
on the measure to only representatives of the counties that are participating. Finally, the correct the
name for Caltrain in the legislation should be Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board.

We are pleased to support this bill and look forward to continuing to help shape the legislation as it
advances, working collaboratively to ensure that Caltrain would receive full funding for future
projected operations budget deficits. Particularly, we encourage further detail regarding the
expenditure plan, which is still under development. We believe it is essential to ensure that taxpayer
funds are used responsibly and prioritized to address transit operating deficits.

With these refinements, SB 63 will help ensure that we can operate the enhanced electrified service
at levels that maximize public benefit, reduce vehicle miles traveled, and contribute meaningfully to
the state and region’s economic goals. We know SB63 is critical for the entire region, and we thank
you for your continued support for public transit.

Sincerely,

-
44,
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'.'/ iy __,,:,‘x.'_*';-_-
Michelle Bouchard, Executive Director

cc: Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board of Directors
Caltrain State Delegation



SUMMARY

SB 63 authorizes a 14-year regional public transit
operations revenue measure on the November
2026 ballot in specified Bay Area counties to
provide critical funding for transit agencies with
major operations shortfalls. Specifically, SB 63
authorizes a %-cent sales tax measure in Alameda,
Contra Costa, San Mateo, and Santa Clara Counties,
with up to 1 cent in San Francisco to provide greater
Muni funding.

SB 63 sets ironclad requirements on how funding
from the regional funding measure shall be
distributed. The bill relied on extensive local and
regional stakeholder engagement and negotiation
to agree to an expenditure plan providing funding
for operators such as BART, Muni, Caltrain, AC
Transit, and regional transit improvements.

SB 63 also includes accountability measures to
improve financial efficiency and transparency, as
well as provide a direct mechanism for counties to
petition for operator funds to be partially withheld
if an operator is not consistently or fairly applying
adopted policies in the county.

BACKGROUND/EXISTING LAW

Public transportation continues to be an essential
service for Bay Area residents and visitors that also
helps meet state climate and housing goals. Shifting
travel patterns due to and after the pandemic have
led to significant reductions in transit trips taken and
resulting operating deficits on major systems such as
BART, Muni, AC Transit, and Caltrain. While transit
agencies are working to improve cost efficiencies
and transit ridership has been recovering, one-time
emergency federal and state aid will be exhausted in
the coming years, requiring a longer-term solution to
maintain critical services. If additional funding is not
secured, transit agencies will be forced to make

1 BART Fiscal Cliff Presentation

2 Muni Funding Working Group Service Cut Scenarios
3 MITC Travel Survey Summary

4 MTC Polling Report

Senator Scott Wiener, 11t Senate District

Senate Bill 63 (Wiener, Arreguin) — Connect Bay Area Act

major service cuts. BART has reported that even
closing down almost 20% of its stations, eliminating
entire lines, moving to hourly frequencies, and
closing the system at 9pm would still leave it with an
enormous $200 million deficit if additional funding is
not secured.! Muni has said it would have to consider
service cuts as intense as reducing frequencies up to
50%, suspending lower utilized routes, suspending
historic transit services, and moving to owl service
only from 9pm to 6am.?

Close to 60% of Bay Area public transportation riders
use transit five or more days per week and 91%
expect to ride transit the same or more next year.?
According to recent polling, 2/3™ of likely Bay Area
voters agree that Bay Area public transportation
needs more operations funding, and a majority of
likely voters in Alameda, Contra Costa, San Francisco,
and San Mateo counties would support a sales tax to
provide this critically needed funding.*

After consensus over a larger 9-county
transportation measure authorization that could
have provided multimodal investments did not
materialize in 2024, the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) engaged in additional outreach
via a Transportation Revenue Measure Select
Committee.®> The Select Committee consisted of a
variety of elected officials, business, civic, labor, and
transit advocacy groups from across the region. The
Select Committee discussed specific potential
revenue measure scenarios that varied by
geography, revenue sources, and expenditure plans.
While consensus around a specific scenario was
elusive, stakeholders provided important feedback
to guide further efforts. The Select Committee
concluded with a final report and recommended
specific revenue measure scenarios for polling.

> Transportation Revenue Measure Select Committee
Site
6 Select Committee Final Report
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https://bart.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=13780311&GUID=E9E805D3-DBBC-452C-98EE-8D162B48AB61
https://media.api.sf.gov/documents/Muni_Funding_Working_Group_November_13_Meeting_Slides_-_Overview_--_updated_11-21-24.pdf
https://mtc.ca.gov/news/survey-increased-frequency-tops-list-transit-riders-requests
https://mtc.ca.gov/digital-library/5039155-12a-25-0219-2-trm-survey-report
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https://mtc.ca.gov/digital-library/5038760-transportation-revenue-measure-select-committee-final-report

Polling Shows Voter Support for Transit

Among the options that The Select Committee
recommended to poll were a 10-year %-cent and
variable rate transit operations sales tax in Alameda,
Contra Costa, San Francisco, and San Mateo
counties. While this scenario did not achieve
complete political consensus, it did comfortably poll
with greater than simple majority support. Further,
aspects of the scenario reflected general consensus
by regional stakeholders of a need to at a minimum
find a medium-term solution to address major transit
deficits for BART, Muni, Caltrain, and AC Transit.

SOLUTION

SB 63 authorizes a 14-year regional public transit
revenue measure (PTRM) to contribute additional
operating revenues to public transportation
agencies with major deficits. The bill authorizes
such a measure to only coincide with the regularly
scheduled November 2026 statewide election ballot
in a newly established Public Transit Revenue
Measure District (PTRMD) with voter initiative
authority consisting of the following counties:

o Alameda -7 cent sales tax rate

e Contra Costa — % cent sales tax rate

e San Francisco — 1 cent sales tax rate

e San Mateo — % cent sales tax rate

e Santa Clara — % cent sales tax rate

Alameda, Contra Costa, and San Francisco were
originally included in the geographic boundaries of
the district. In August 2025, relevant transportation
entities for both San Mateo and Santa Clara — San
Mateo County Transit District (SMCTD) and Santa
Clara Valley Transportation Authority (SCVTA) voted
overwhelmingly to indicate their desire to join a
regional revenue measure authorized by the bill.
Thereafter, the authors amended San Mateo and
Santa Clara counties into the geography of the
PTRMD.

SB 63 relied on local and regional consensus to
inform the bill’s expenditure plan. Revenues not
needed to fulfill target contributions to specified
transit operators based on this consensus return to
the counties participating in the PTRM. SB 63 sets
ironclad requirements on how revenues from the
PTRM shall be distributed by the PTRM and
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
and prevents the PTRMD from conditioning in any
manner funds that are required to be sent to

specified participating county transportation
entities. SB 63 includes financial efficiency and
maintenance of effort provisions that ensure
specified transit operators receiving revenue from
the measure participate in a comprehensive
financial efficiency review and implementation plan
and continue maintaining their existing operations
funding investments as a condition of receiving
continued funding from the measure.

The Expenditure Plan provides funding to the

following operators, as a percentage of each

county’s revenue generation through the measure,

resulting in the following projected annual funds

per recipient:
e MTC, for admin ~$2.32m

BART for transit operations ~$330m

Muni for transit operations ~$170m

Caltrain for transit operations ~$75m

AC Transit for transit operations ~ $51

MTC, to allocate to LAVTA and Union

City Transit for transit operations ~$5m

e MTC, to allocate to County Connection,
Tri Delta Transit, and WestCAT for
transit operations ~$16m

e SF Bay Ferry for transit operations
~$7m

e Golden Gate Transit for transit
operations ~ $1m

e MTC for Clipper START &
free/reduced transfers ~$26m

e MTC for Accessibility programs ~$10m

e MTC for Transit Priority and
Wayfinding ~$10m

e The following for public transit
operations and capital and specified
roadway repavement expenses:

ACTC ~$10m

CCTA ~$27m

SMCTD ~$49m

SCVTA ~$264m

@)
@)
@)
@)

SB 63 creates a mechanism for counties to petition
ad hoc adjudication committees composed solely of
MTC commissioners from counties providing
funding through SB 63 to a specific operator to
withhold up to specified percentages of funding
from that operator should the county feel that the
operator is inconsistently applying its policies or
commitments in that county.
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SB 63 also requires MTC to report on the ridership-
increasing potential of transit capital projects that
would connect to the regional transit system.

Finally, SB 63 provides local self-help flexibility for
the counties of San Francisco and San Mateo to
renew or propose local sales tax measures in 1/8% -
cent increments, as opposed to the currently
permitted %-cent or 1 cent increments.

SUPPORT

e American Federation of State, County, and
Municipal Employees (AFSCME) Local 57

e Amalgamated Transit Union (ATU)
California

e United Auto Workers Local 6

e Tri Delta Transit

e Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and
Transportation District

FOR MORE INFORMATION

SPUR

International Brotherhood of Electrical
Workers (IBEW) Local 6

United Food and Commercial Workers
International Union Western States Council
Bay Area Council

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC)

Alameda County Transportation
Commission

City and County of San Francisco

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Contra Costa Transportation Authority
San Mateo County Transit District
Caltrain

Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART)
Livermore Amadore Valley Transit Authority
Napa County Transportation Authority
Voices for Public Transportation

AC Transit

AARP

San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

San Francisco Building Owners and
Managers Association (SF BOMA)
Oakland City Council

City of Alameda

City of El Cerrito

City of Emeryville

City of Pinole

City of Union City

San Francisco Mayor Daniel Lurie

San Francisco County Transportation
Authority (SFCTA)

Climate Action California

Transbay Joint Powers Authority (TJPA)
San Francisco Bay Ferry

Climate Action California

East Bay Leadership Council

SEIU California

Raayan Mohtashemi, Legislative Aide
Senator Scott Wiener

Email: raayan.mohtashemi@sen.ca.gov
Phone: (916) 651-4011

Luis Amezcua, Legislative Director
Senator Jesse Arreguin

Email: luis.amezcua@sen.ca.gov
Phone: (916) 651-4007
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From: Katherine Dumont

To: Mima Crume
Subject: Agenda item 4.3, Sept 11 2025
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 5:07:30 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

Dear C/CAG Board Members,

| appreciate your continued strong support for SB 63; this measure is vital to securing
the funding our County needs to keep the transit system running--and (hopefully)

improving!

Better still, the version passed by the Assembly Transportation Committee earlier this
week contains many elements that San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties advocated
for, including return to source for funds over and above what’s needed to fund major
agencies serving the county as well as accountability provisions.

As a senior and a public transit rider, | urge you to continue your strong support for
this measure. As a San Mateo County voter and taxpayer, | hope you will join me
and support funding to keep Caltrain, BART, Muni, and SamTrans running. Workers
must be able to get to work! Visitors must be able to get to where they want to go!
We can't afford to let our transit system collapse!

Our area's economic vitality depends on a well-funded, coordinated, and accessible
transportation system. We live in one of the most expensive places in the country,
where transportation costs are second only to housing costs. Our housing goals and
climate goals depend on providing viable transportation alternatives to single
occupancy vehicles clogging our roadways. We should be strengthening our transit
systems, like they're doing everywhere else in the world.

SB 63 isn't perfect, but it's the best option for San Mateo County residents!

Thank you,
Katherine Dumont
Menlo Park resident


mailto:khdumont@gmail.com
mailto:mcrume@smcgov.org

Senator Scott Wiener Senator Jesse Arreguin Senator Josh Becker
1021 O Street, Suite 8620 1021 O Street, Suite 6710 1021 O Street, Suite 6250
Sacramento, CA 95814 Sacramento, CA 95814 Sacramento, CA 95814

Assemblymember Diane Papan ~ Assemblymember Marc Berman Assemblymember Catherine Stefani
1021 O Street, Suite 4220 1021 O Street, Suite 8130 1021 O Street, Suite 5220
Sacramento, CA 95814 Sacramento CA 95814 Sacramento CA 95814

Re: Senate Bill 63 (Wiener, Arreguin) - Support for San Mateo County Opt-In Commitment
September 11, 2025
Dear Senators Wiener, Arreguin, and Becker and Assemblymembers Papan, Berman, and Stefani,

We write to express our support for San Mateo County’s continued inclusion in Senate Bill 63 (Wiener,
Arreguin). The regional transit revenue measure enabled by SB 63 is urgently needed for San Mateo
County to preserve and improve our local transit service. The strong accountability provisions included in
the most recent draft of SB 63 are tough, unprecedented, and responsive to prior input from San Mateo
County elected officials and transit agency staff.

On August 6, 2025 the SamTrans Board of Directors voted 8-1 to support San Mateo County’s inclusion
in SB 63. The SamTrans Board’s decision was informed by the urgent need for local transit funding in
San Mateo County, by extensive polling information, and by prior votes by the San Mateo County
Transportation Authority (SMCTA) and City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) supporting an
“opt-in” decision. Included in the SamTrans motion was language directing the Bay Area Delegation
to include strong accountability measures while “preserving San Mateo County’s ability to
participate in the measure.”

Thousands of San Mateo County residents rely on public transit to access their essential destinations, and
there is strong support among likely voters for the approach contemplated in SB 63. May 2025 polling
conducted on behalf of SamTrans and SMCTA showed that 57 percent of likely voters support a half-cent
sales tax to fund public transit operations in San Mateo County. SB 63 authorizes a citizens’ initiative
which can pass with a simple majority. Polling showed that a local alternative structured around an
increased local Measure A sales tax would not pass the necessary two-thirds margin. Thus, the regional
transit measure enabled by SB 63 is the only viable path forward to meet the urgent transit funding needs
of transit agencies serving San Mateo County residents.

County leaders and transit agency staff have engaged in months of constructive conversations with the
authors of SB 63. We thank Assemblymember Diane Papan for her advocacy for robust accountability
measures and SamTrans/SMCTA staff for their tireless work negotiating a strong deal for San Mateo
County. We thank the bill authors for including the following components in SB 63 that address San
Mateo County’s concerns and requests:


https://www.samtrans.com/media/35535/download

Preserving opt-in decision: The authors agreed to provide San Mateo County with the voluntary
option to opt in or out of SB 63, which was not offered with SB 1031.

Protecting Measure A renewal: SB 63 can only go on the November 3, 2026 ballot, and reduces
pressure on Measure A renewal to provide funding for Caltrain. Without SB 63, San Mateo
County would potentially have to cut millions in local funding to fund Caltrain through our
planned 2028 Measure A renewal.

Increasing transparency: San Mateo County requested that an independent consultant be
contracted to review operator deficits. That independent review was conducted earlier this year,
helping inform the expenditure plan.

Setting a fair BART contribution: County leaders worked with the authors to negotiate a lower
and fairer contribution to BART. This amount corresponds to a fair share of adjusted fare loss
from the pandemic instead of adjusting for existing local commitments to operations from every
county—reducing San Mateo’s BART funding obligation by tens of millions.

Maximizing Return to Source: All funds in excess of the agreed-upon amounts to other
operators and initiatives from the county in SB 63 will be returned to SamTrans, constituting
roughly $50 million each year in transformative funding for local transit projects in San Mateo
County. There will be no ability for that funding to be withheld, conditioned, reduced, modified,
or delayed by the newly established special district. Additionally, recent negotiations provided
even more return-to-source funding for our county. SamTrans will receive these revenues and will
have decisionmaking authority over these revenues - this is taxation with direct representation
on our return to source dollars.

Requiring a robust fiscal efficiency review: In large part due to advocacy by San Mateo
County, SB 63 requires BART, Muni, Caltrain, and AC Transit to submit a two-phase
comprehensive financial efficiency review and implementation plan overseen by an independent
oversight committee. The committee will include an equal balance of operator representatives and
independent experts, as well as a member of the commission from the geographic boundaries of
the measure. Operators will have to maintain these efficiencies in order to continue receiving
funding from the measure.

Strengthening accountability: Significant accountability concessions were made as a direct
result of Assemblymember Papan’s pressure and negotiations.

o For each agency that receives funding from multiple counties in SB 63, there will be a
new ad hoc adjudication committee composed of equal representatives from each county
served by that agency (i.e. for Caltrain: San Mateo, San Francisco, and Santa Clara would
each get two seats).

o In San Mateo County, SamTrans or the Board of Supervisors will be able to petition these
ad hoc adjudication committees if they believe an operator they are funding is unfairly or
inconsistently applying adopted policies.

o An ad hoc adjudication committee can withhold up to 3.5%, and then after 90 days if an
operator has yet to comply, up to 7%, of an operator’s funding, as a result of a petition.
This is an increase from the 5% withholding the authors had previously agreed to.

o In the event of a tie, funds are withheld from the transit agency with the grievance against
them.



o For these withheld funds to be released after an issue is resolved, at least one
commissioner from each county on the ad hoc adjudication committee has to vote to
release the funds, or a simple majority vote or tie after 180 days.

e (Clarifying the role of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission

o The measure is administered by MTC, which brings decades of financial and legal
expertise and has successfully delivered two prior regional measures. This ensures
professional, efficient administration and reliable delivery.

o At the same time, the counties remain firmly in the driver’s seat. The expenditure plan is
prescriptive—counties determine how funds are allocated, and MTC’s role is to carry out
those decisions.

o The measure also directs MTC to verify compliance with financial efficiency
requirements and a maintenance of effort standard, while ensuring that counties—through
the ad hoc committees—are the ones that have the final say if operators are meeting
standards on cleanliness, safety, service, and fares.

o Additionally, MTC has no ability to allocate or withhold SamTrans return-to-source
funds.

o This approach offers the best of both worlds: MTC’s proven administrative capacity
paired with county control over priorities and accountability.

This accountability structure is extremely strict not only in relation to earlier versions of SB 63, but
in relation to other tax measures more broadly. It is highly responsive to San Mateo County’s
persistent advocacy and is the strongest possible accountability system that the authors were able to
feasibly achieve in the legislature.

The benefits of SB 63 to San Mateo County are immense, and there is no feasible path to funding our
County’s urgent transit needs in the coming years without San Mateo County’s inclusion in SB 63. Tens
of thousands of residents in our county including our workers, youth, seniors, low-income families, and
individuals with disabilities depend on our transit systems. Through the housing element process, cities
across San Mateo County have planned for transit oriented development to both meet their affordable
housing goals and create demand to sustain our transit systems long term. Letting transit fail is not an
option, and SB 63 gives transit agencies serving San Mateo County residents the funding they need to
adapt to new realities and bring ridership back to pre-pandemic levels. Caltrain’s highly successful
electrification project increased ridership 76 percent from June 2024 to June 2025, and BART’s customer
satisfaction rating is the highest it has been in years. While there is much more work ahead, SB 63 will
allow transit agencies to avert catastrophic cuts and build on the progress that has already been made.

We urge you to support San Mateo County’s continued inclusion in Senate Bill 63 and thank you for your
continued leadership advocating for the needs of San Mateo County.



Sincerely,

David Canepa

President, San Mateo County Board of Supervisors
Commissioner, Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Director, SamTrans Board

Director, Caltrain Board

Noelia Corzo
Vice President, San Mateo County Board of Supervisors
Director, San Mateo County Transportation Authority

Jeff Gee

Councilmember, City of Redwood City
Chair, SamTrans Board

Director, Caltrain Board

Carlos Romero

Councilmember, City of East Palo Alto

Chair, San Mateo County Transportation Authority Board of Directors
Vice Chair, Association of Bay Area Governments

Eddie Flores

Mayor, City of South San Francisco

President, League of California Cities, Peninsula Division
City/County Association of Governments Director

Elmer Martinez Saballos
Mayor, City of Redwood City
City/County Association of Governments Director

James Coleman
Councilmember, City of South San Francisco

Phoebe Shin Venkat

Councilmember, City of Foster City

Board Member, Commute.org

Board Member (alternate), Association of Bay Area Governments

Juslyn Manalo
Councilmember, City of Daly City
City/County Association of Governments Director


http://commute.org

Chris Sturken
Councilmember, City of Redwood City

Isabella Chu
Councilmember, City of Redwood City

Adam Loraine
Deputy Mayor, City of San Mateo

Peter Ratto
Director, SamTrans Board

Webster Lincoln
Councilmember, City of East Palo Alto

Tom Hamilton
Councilmember, City of San Bruno

Maggie Trinh
Vice President, Board of Trustees, San Mateo-Foster City School District

Alison Proctor
Trustee, Board of Trustees, San Mateo-Foster City School District

John Pimentel
Trustee, San Mateo County Community College District, Area 5

Leslie Marden Ragsdale
Vice Mayor, Town of Hillsborough

Betsy Nash
Vice Mayor, City of Menlo Park

Teri Chavez
Vice President, San Mateo Union High School District Board

Desiree Thayer
Councilmember, City of Burlingame

Dr. Rod Daus-Magbual
Mayor, City of Daly City

Mayra Espinosa
Councilmember, City of Pacifica



Jeff Schmidt
Councilmember, City of Menlo Park

Teresa Proaiio
Councilmember, City of Daly City

Jennifer Wise
Councilmember, City of Menlo Park

Christine Boles
Vice Mayor, City of Pacifica

Amy Koo
Board Vice-President, Sequoia Union High School District

Mark Dinan
Vice Mayor, City of East Palo Alto

Mary Bier
Councilmember, City of Pacifica

All titles for identification purposes only



CC:

San Mateo County Transit Authority Board of Directors

C/CAG Board of Directors
SamTrans Board of Directors
Caltrain Board of Directors
BART Board of Directors

Senator Josh Becker (SD-13)

Senator Jesse Arreguin (SD-07)
Senator Christopher Cabaldon (SD-03)
Senator Dave Cortese (SD-15)

Senator Tim Grayson (SD-09)

Senator Mike McGuire (SD-02)
Senator Jerry McNerney (SD-05)
Senator Aisha Wahab (SD-10)

Senator Scott Wiener (SD-11)

Assemblymember Buffy Wicks (AD-14)
Assemblymember Cecilia M. Aguiar-Curry (AD-04)
Assemblymember Patrick J. Ahrens (AD-26)
Assemblymember Anamarie Avila Farias (AD-15)
Assemblymember Rebecca Bauer-Kahan (AD-16)
Assemblymember Marc Berman (AD-23)
Assemblymember Mia Bonta (AD-18)
Assemblymember Damon Connolly (AD-12)
Assemblymember Matt Haney (AD-17)
Assemblymember Ash Kalra (AD-25)
Assemblymember Alex Lee (AD-24)
Assemblymember Liz Ortega (AD-20)
Assemblymember Diane Papan (AD-21)
Assemblymember Gail Pellerin (AD-28)
Assemblymember Robert Rivas (AD-29)
Assemblymember Chris Rogers (AD-02)
Assemblymember Catherine Stefani (AD-19)
Assemblymember Lori D. Wilson (AD-11)
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