RESO. NO.

AGREEMENT FOR DISTRIBUTION OF SAN MATEC COUNTY MEASURE A FUNDS
FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION PURPOSES IN ACCORDANCE WITH
THE 2004 MEASURE A, EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 2009

This Agreement is made this day of . 200__, by and between the SAN
MATEC COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY ("Authority™), a political subdivision, and
the COUNTY OF SAN MATEQ (“County"), a political subdivision of the State of California, with
reference to the following:

WHEREAS, at the General Election of June 7, 1988, the voters of San Mateo County
approved Measure A, "An ordinance providing for the creation of the San Mateo County
Transportation Authority, for the Imposition of a [1/2 cent] Transactions and Use Tax, for the
Issuance of Limited Tax Bonds, and for Other Purposes,” which Measure will expire December
31, 2008; and

WHEREAS, Measure A contained the San Mateo County Transportation Expenditure
Plan, authorizing the collection and distribution by the Transportation Authority of the 1/2 cent
transactions and use tax; and

WHEREAS, at the General Election of November 2, 2004, the voters of San Mateo
County approved the continuation of the collection and distribution by the Authority of the
Measure A 1/2 cent transactions and use tax (“Transactions and Use Tax”) for an additional 25
years, beginning January 1, 2009; and

WHEREAS, the new Measure A referenced above contains a new San Matec County
Transportation Expenditure Plan (“TEP") attached hereto as Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the State legislation which enabled the original and continued Measure A to
be presented to the voters (Public Utilities Code Section 131100 et seq.) was adopted with the
intention that the funds generated by the Transactions and Use Tax shall not constitute
replacement by local entities of funds previcusly provided by property tax revenues or other
local revenues for transportation purposes; and

WHEREAS, the TEF aenacted by the continuation of Measure A includes an annual
allocation of 22.5% of the total revenue generated by the Transactions and Use Tax (previously
20% under the 1988 Measure Aj to the cities of San Mateo County and to the County of San
Mateo for the improvement or maintenance of local transportation, including streets and roads,
in accordance with the formuta specified in Exhibit B and incorporated herein by this reference;
and

WHEREAS, the Authority entered into agreements with each city in the County, and with
the County, for distribution of San Mateo County Measure A funds for local transportation
purposes to formalize the process and the terms and conditions governing the allocation of
transactions and use tax revenues under the 1988 Measure A for the aforementioned purposes:
and

WHEREAS, as the 1988 Measure A will expire December 31, 2008, its related
agreements for distribution of Transactions and Use Tax revenues for local transportation
purposes will also be terminated by their own terms; and
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determination, either (a) repay such funds to the Authority, or {b} provide to the Authority an
answer detailing the County’s understanding of how the funds in question were spent for
projects or purposes contemplated in this Agreement and the TEP, to which the Authority will
respond within thirty (30) days of receipt. The Authority’s response will be final, unless
otherwise stated in the response.

v
TERM:

The term of this contract shall commence upon receipt by the Authority, or its fiscal
agent, of its first transfer of Transactions and Use Tax revenues under the 2004 Measure A.
The term of this contract shall end when the Authority, or its fiscal agent, has disbursed, and the
County has spent, its last disbursement under the 2004 Measure A, the reporting and audit
processes contemplated in Sections 1.2 and I1.3 of this Agreement have been completed, and
the Authority has accepted the County’s final audit conceming the Funds Provided Pursuant to
this Agreement.

MODIFICATION:

The parties may modify or amend this Agreement, in writing, by mutual consent.

SAN MATEO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY

APPROVED AS TC FORM:
By:

Altest:

Attorney for the Authority

COUNTY OF SAN MATEOQ

By:

Title:

Attest;
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[Attach Transportation Expenditure Plan as Exhibit Al

14857049



EXHIBIT B

FUNDS DISTRIBUTION TO CITIES AND COUNTY FOR
LOCAL STREETS/ TRANSPORTATION UNDER
2004 MEASURE A AND TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE PLAN

Formula: The distribution shall be based 50% on population and 50% on rcad miles, which shall
be adjusted annually.

Estimated annual distribution illustrating application of the Formula, based on 2008 data:

CITY ROAD % OF MILES POPULATION % OF % OF TOTAL
MILES POPULATION  ALLOCATION
Atherton 50.54 2.77% 7.475 1.019% 1.809%,
Belmont 64.17 3.51% 26,078 3.53% 3.52%
Brishane 25.70 1.41% 3,861 0.52% 0.86%
Burlingame 83.42 4.56% 28,867 3.90% 4.23%
Colma 7.80 0.43% 1,613 0.22% 0.32%
Daly City 113.57 6.22% 106,361 14.38% 10.30%
East Palo Alto 38.66 2.12% 32,897 4.45% 3.28%
Foster City 47.20 2.58% 30,308 4.10% 3.34%
Half Moon Bay 26.73 1.46% 13,046 1.77% 1.61%
Hillsborough 82.20 4.50% 11,272 1.52% 3.01%
Menio Park 898.40 5.39% 31,480 4.26% 4.82%
Milibrae 54.04 2.96% 21,387 2.89% 2.93%
Pacifica 81.47 5.01% 39,616 5.36% 518%
Portola Vailey 4247 2.32% 4639 0.63% 1.48%
Redwood City 154 18 8.44% 77,269 10.45% 9.45%
San Bruno 7888 4.32% 43,444 5.88% 5.10%
San Carlos 86.59 4.74% 28,857 3.90% 4.32%
San Mateo 194 .44 10.64% 95,776 12.95% 11.80%
So. San 123.09 6.74% 63,744 8.62% 7.68%
Francisco
Woodside 50.33 2.75% 5,625 0.76% 1.76%
San Mateo
County 21312 17.13% 65,844 8.90%, 13.02%

Unincorporated

Total 1,827.00 100% 739,469 100% 100%
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SUMMARY

Measure A: Effective and Fsgential

The 1988 voter approval of Measure A, San Mateo County’s half-cent transportation
sales tax, adopted under provisions of the California Public Utilities Code commencing
at Section 131000, has provided the County with a resource to meet its multi-faceted
transportation challenges during the past 16 years. The measure also marked the
development of the San Mateo County Transportation Authority (hereafter referred to
as the TA), the agency created to administer the sales-tax funds. Because the measure
ends in 2008, its extension is at the heart of the County’s ability to continue meeting its
growing transportation needs.

Growth in employment during the 1990s has increased traffic congestion along several
wighway segments in the County. Significant progress has been achieved in the
County through investments in Caltrain and highway improverments; however, the
task is not yet complete. As the economy rebounds and then continues to grow, we
need to maintain our infrastructure to accommodate the accompanying traffic
congestion in commute corridors and on local streets and roads.

Continuing traffic growth also has underscored the importance of additional safety
measures, particularly grade separations along the Caltrain rail line and safe bicycle
and pedestrian facilities. Local transit service, especially for the elderly and people
soith dicabilities, has become increasingly important in communities throughout the

County.
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representing both the general public and groups with special needs. The opinions and
suggestions heard at these public outreach events were evaluated by professional staff
from the TA, cities and local agenicies who worked together to recomunend a program
which addresses both current and anticipated congestion needs.

While all projects were considered for the Transportation Expenditure Plan, not every
project could be included because the total estimated cost of all the suggested projects
was more than the current estimated income of an extended Measure A.

The Transportation Expenditure Plan reflects programs and projects identified by cities
and local agencies plus additions from public workshops.

When creating the Transportation Expenditure Plan, the TA focused on building a

balanced plan,

(=
wants and needs of the public combined with the recommendations of engineers and
the support of elected officials.

neistent with the Countvwide Transportation Plan, reflecting the
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Plan Vision

Through this multi-party process, a strategy has emerged.
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Target key, congested corridors for highway and transit improvements
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Continue to improve connections with regional transportation facilities
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Transportation Expenditure Plan Program Categories

The Transportation Expenditure Plan provides for investment in six program
categories. Each program category receives a percentage share of sales tax revenues,
currently estimated at $1.5 billion (in 2004 dollars) over a 25-year period.

Pregramn Category Percent Share 25-Year Estimated
' Revenue
Transit 30 % $450  Million
Highways . 275 % ' $412.5 Million
Local Streets/ Transportation 22.5 % 3337.5  Million
1 25 Million

Grade Separations
Pedestrian and Bicycle
Alternative Congestion Retief Programs

Millicn
Million
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Up to one percent of the revenues is allocated for TA staff salaries and benefits.

Eurther detail on the specific program within each category is provided in the

Transportation Expenditure Plan Summary and Project Description sections of this

plan.

Orversicht and Administration

The implementation of the Transportation Expenditure Plan will be the confinuing

rESNON sibility of the current San Mateo County Transportation Authority. The TA i
ol “itjes in the County, the County of

T
e d L2

':wi AE e ] st e 5 sl vomire
@a Of seven eledied OLcials 1Y plv,.

O
b

& BOA L P | P R N A T
San Mateo and the San Mateo C oy

OPYNE and '

W

{"L’{'“ e e

SRR S SPOR RGN, oA
sory Lomintl Corieina: viea

o ihe ihe : Vvoand k,L?L.!'fg_i'-:‘sf,ii_l.\ ey W
. oy A I e L T o
srtment of brat : He

1O Aconciation of Governments

and County

i
e PTOUTR]

R 1 F, A
and the San Mateo

of crant fancing 1ol Transportation bxpenaiure Plan

TRANS - 4




1L

COALS AND OBJECTIVES

The programs and projects contained in the Transportation Expenditure Plan are based
upon the Countywide Transportation Plan and are essential to meeting the mobility
requirements of 5an Mateo County. Four broad goals for the plan are supported by 15
more specific objectives, many of which are reflective of public feedback heard in
workshops and at outreach events. Taken together, these Goals and Objectives are the
strategy through which San Mateo County can shape its transportation future.

Goal 1. Reduce Commu‘te Corridor Congestion

A. TImprove mass transit serving the County through investments in Caltrain,
BART, ferries and local shuttle services.

B. Construct key highway projects which remove bottlenecks in the most
congested commute corridors as indicated by engineers and confirmed by
public opinion.

C. Provide funding for _supplementai countywide highway projects determined to
be critical for congestion reduction.

D. Implement information technologies to optimize the efficiency of the
fransportation system.
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Construct roadway under and overcrossings (grade separations) along the
Calirain and Dumbarton rail lines in San Mateo County.

Provide safe paths for bicyclists and pedestrians.

Improve or maintain local streets, roads and other transportation faciiities.

Provide adequate paratransit service for eligible seniors and people with
disabilities through the Redi-Wheels and other accessible services

rovide a viable option to the private
neet the needs of transit dependents,

il

Coal 3. Enhance Safety
A,
B.
C.
Goal 4, Meet Local Mobility Needs
A
administered by SamTrans.
B.  Improve local shuttle services fo p
automobile for local trips, and to 1
C.

Provide an assured source of funding to Cities and the County for local street

and road improvement and maintenance and to meet the unigue
transportation needs of each community.
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ITI. TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE PLAN SUMMARY

The Transportation Expenditure Plan contains six transportation program categozries
providing a balanced approach to meeting the mobility needs of San Mateo County. This
summary lists the six program categories along with the major projects within each
category. The percentage distribution of Measure A sales tax funding for each program
category and project is listed along with the estimated dollars of Measure A, other

funding and total cost. All dollar estimates are in 2004 dollars.
Estimated FEstimated Estimated

Percent Measure A Other Total
Share Funding  Funding Cost
A, Transit
1. Improve Caltrain service through a 16% $240M $250M F490M
combination of capital investments and
operational expenditures.
2. Provide local shuttle services to meet 4% $60M $60M $120M
local mobility needs and access to
regicnal transit services.
3. Annually, 4 percent of the total revenue 4% $60M §228M $286M

will be allocated to meet the special
mobility needs of county residents

e

Provide financial assistance as local 2%

= 2 S0 ST200 51500
s
a“.sj::‘}e::}.sr;:s’nﬂ o eNpe fm lfures associated v
the existing San Mateo County/5F0
BART ri.\'w;muu
A, Provide station faciiitios cifmd g F30M 54150
enhancements for the L ?ui Ao rail
corridor f?"u'(vuq"l Fast Palo A ]m Menlo
Park and Redwood City
Transit Tetal 30% S4500 51,165M SE,6150
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Percent
Share
Highways
1. Funding for projects in key 17.3%
congested corridors throughout
the County.
2. Funding for supplemental 10.2%
roadway projects throughout the
County.
Highway Total 27.5%
Local Streets/Transportation
1. Annually, 22.5 percent of the total 22.5%

revenue will be allocated to the 20
(Cities and the Co unty for the
improvement and maintenance of
local transportation, in cluding
reets and roads.
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TOTAL

Estimated
Measure A
Funding

$260M

$153M
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Although the Transportation Expenditure Plan contains projects with inter-county
implications, seeking the support of adjacent counties, as outlined in Section 1310513
of the California Public Utilities Code, is unnecessary hecause Alameda, San Francisco
and Santa Clara counties all have approved Transportation Expenditure Plans, which
have been coordinated with San Mateo County.
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[V, PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS

A. Transit Fach of these projects is deemed to be of equal importance and they are not
expressed in any priority order.

Project:
Cost:

Sponsor:
Description:

Project:
Cost:

Sponsor:
Description:

Project:
Cost:

SPOnsoT
Plescr wtmm

1. Caltrain Improvements .

$490 million. Sales tax confribution estimated at $240 million, Federal
$125-million and State $125-million.

SamTrans, Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board

Continue the current program to rebuild and upgrade Caltrain.
Funding would be provided for San Mateo County’s share of the
capital cost of system wide improvements, including conversion of the
line from diesel to electric operation. Funding would also be provided
for existing stations upgrades, including expanded parking. Upto
one-half of the available funding may be utilized to support operating
costs.

2. Local Shuttle Service

$120 million. Sales tax contribution estimated at $60 million. Other
public and private $60 million.

SamTrans

This project sponsored by SamTrans would provide matching funding
for the operation of local shuttle services.

Priority will be given to shuttle services which include a portion of tl
funding from E.“;Iﬁiﬂ’ sses, emplovers and other private sector sources,
Privi ‘ux shall also be aiv

Caltrain, BART and future Ferry Terminals.

‘on to local services which connect wit!

3. Accessible ‘ma ices for Efffc*“z'f‘n’" @c"m’m*c i m’ F r(;pfy anifz Disabilities
$60 1 Other

SamIrans

Annually, % of the tax revenue will be allocated to support the
nsit or other

operating and capital needs of prc-i-'}dmg paratra
accessible services to eligible senjors and people with disabilities.
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Project:
Cost:

Sponsors:
Description:
Project:
Cost:

Sponsor:
Description:

Project:
Cost:

Sponsor:
Description:

Project:
Cnst

Sponsor
Prescription:

B. Highwavs

4. San Mateo County Ferry Service

'$122 million. Sales tax contribution estimated at $30 million, $91 million

from bridge tolls, $1 million from federal grants.

South San Francisco and Redwood City

Provide financial assistance as local match funds for cost-effective ferry
service to South San Francisco and Redwood City.

5. Existing San Mateo County/SFO BART Extension

$150 million. Sales tax contribution estimated $30 million, $120 million
from federal grants.

SamTrans

Provide financial assistance as SamTrans’ local match for capital
investments and operating expenditures associated with the existing
San Mateo County/5FO BART Extension.

6. Dumbarton Rail Corridor

$445 million. Sale tax contribution estimated at $30 million, 5415
million from bridge tolls and existing sales tax funding in Alameda,
San Mateo and Santa Clara counties.

SamTrans

Funding provided for station facilities and rail corridor improvements
in the communities of Redwood Ci‘ty, Menlo Park and East Palo Alto in
conjunction with the Dumbarton Rail Corridor.

Ihe Highwav I m(*'“am i dzvzded into two components; funding for
W s as designated by city, county
pu}:ﬁ} input; and funding for
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Project:
Cost:

Sponsors:
Description:

Project:
Cost:

Sponsors:
Description:

Project:
Cost:

Sponsors:
Description:

Project:
Casi

Diescriphion:

Praoject:
£ ost

Sponsors:
Drescription:

b. Coastside Highway Improvements

$48 million. Sales tax contribution estimated at $24 million. State $24
million.

Pacifica, Caltrans, Half Moon Bay _

1) Route 1 /San Pedro Creek Bridge Replacement;

2) Route 1/ Manor Drive overcrossing improvement and widening;
3) Route 1 and 92 safety and operational improvements within and in
the proximity of Half Moon Bay

c. Highway 92 Improvements

$100 million. Sales tax contribution estimated at $50 million. State $50
million.

City of San Mateo, Caltrans, Foster City

Auxiliary lanes and interchange improvements between 1-280 and the
San Mateo Hayward Bridge.

d. Highway 101 Mid-County Improvements

$98 million. Sales tax contribution estimated at $49 million. State $49
miilion.

Caltrans, Burlingame, San Mateo

1) Reconstruction of the Highway 101-Broadway Intercharige;

2} Modification of the Highway 101/ Peninsula Avenue Interchange;
3) Operational improvements on Highway 101 from Hillsdale to
Route 92.
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5170 million, Sales tax contribution estimated at 560 mullion. State 550

o,

struct the Highway 101 /Woodside Road Interchange;

s 160 - o i e Pemdrarmore el or P A el Fhye
RS S EE RIS SO DSV J lJE_‘},‘L'A".E“?\\ aiicl T
g Lo s Fap P . o e gy B T ~ S VPP SRR TR S o
A county Hne and access improvemsnts fo the Ermpartorn i

P

2. County-wide Supplemental Roadway Projects
$718 million. Sales tax contribution estimated at $153 million. State

65 million.

Caltrans, Cities and San Mateo County
This project provides funding for su pplemental roadway projects

critical for congestion reduction in addition to those identified in the

ey congested arcas. Supplemental roadway projects may in clude any
type of roadway (local-collector-arterial-stale route) anywhere in the
Counly. A partial list of Candidate Projects is included below.

Additional Candidate Projects may be submitted to the TA {or
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consideration to account for changing needs during the 25-year term.
Funds will not be adequate to construct all Candidate Projects. The
TA will determine Candidate Project selection criteria and
prioritization in the Strategic Plan as provided in the Implementation
Guidelines.

PARTIAL LIST OF CANDIDATE SUPPLEMENTAL ROADWAY PROJECTS

Route 35 (I-280-Sneath Lane} widening
US 101 /Produce Avenue Iriterchange
Route 92 (I-280-Route 35) truck climbing lane
Willow Road adaptive signal control system
US 101 (Sierra Point Parkway - SF/SM County Line) auxiliary lanes
Geneva Avenue extension
1-280/John Daly Boulevard-Cvercrossing (north side) widening
Junipero Serra Boulevard Improvements in Daly City, Colma and South San Francisco
US 101/Candlestick Point Interchange '
US 101 (Sierra Point Parkway — San Bzuno Avenue) auxiliary lanes
1-280/1-380 local access improvement
Highway 101 /Sierra Point Pkwy Interchange replacement and Lagoon Way extension
Triton Drive widening (Foster City)
Sand Hill Road signal coordination
Woodside Road Widening (US 101-El Camino Real)

C. Locel Streets/Transporiation
Project: 1. Local “mw% uznm;;mmumz
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The annual diston Ttum shall be based 509 on nopulation and 50°0% on
road miles, which will be adiusted annually,
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Estimated annual distribution percentage {(based on 2004) and dollars
to each City and the County are shown below:

Allocation Percentage Estimated Funding

Atherton 1.886 $ 6,365,250
Belmont 3.543 $ 11,957,625
Brisbane 3.818 § 2,760,750
Burlingame 4.206 $ 14,195,250
Colma - (0.299 $ 1,009,125
Daly City 10,413 $ 35,143,875
East Palo Alto 3.215 $ 10,850,625
Foster City 3.364 $ 11,353,500
Half Moon Bay 1.596 & 5,386,500
Hillsborough 3.000 % 10,125,000
Menlo Park 4.851 $ 16,372,125
Millbrae 2.917 $ 9,844,875
Pacifica 5.174 § 17,462,250
Portola Valley 1.486 & 5,022,000
Redwood City 9612 $§ 32,440,500
San Bruno 5.034 $ 16,989,750
San Carlos 4.271 $ 14,414,625
San Mateo 11.797 $ 39,814,875
South San Francisco 7649 & 25 815,375
Woodside 1.6583 S 680125
County of San Mateo 13184 5 -—E-—},ﬂff(},{}(ﬁf}

106,600 £337 500,000

County Total

SpoOnsors:

Description:

? fu”f Crade w’pmﬂfm}m
s - i
20 million. Sajes tax confribution estimated at 5225 million, State ?l

§125 million.
SamTrans, San Mateo County, Cities and Ferinsula Corridor joint

Powers Board
This project provides funding for the construction or upgrade of
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nd Dumbarton rail ines. The Candidate Projects are listed below,
‘U‘ﬂdw will not be adequate to mmhu t oy upgrade all Candidate
’1 o;'"} cts. The TA will determine (,anri;dﬁw Project selection and
pric mmmrm in conjunction with the project sponsors, based upon t he

California Public Unlities Commission {orn ﬂub and the desire of the
Caty Inve lved.
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CANDIDATE GRADE SEPARATION PROIECTS

City

South San Francisco
San Bruno
San Bruno
San Bruno
San Bruno
Milibrae
Burlingame
Burlingame’
Burlingame
Burlingame
Burlingame
Burlingame
Burlingame
San Mateo
San Mateo
San Mateo
San Mateo
San Mateo
San Mateo
San Mateo
San Mateo

Street

Linden Avenue
Scott Street

San Bruno Avenue
San Mateo Avenue
Angus Avenue
Center Street
Broadway

Oak Grove Avenue
North Lane

South Lane
Howard Avenue
Bayswater Avenue
Peninsula Avenue
Villa Terrace
Bellevue Avenue
1® Avenue

2M Avenue

3 Avenue

4% Avenue

5" Avenue
o™ Avenue

]
i L P

[

City

San Mateo
Redwood City
Redwood City
Redwood City
Redwood City
Redwood City
Redwood City
Redwood City
Redwood City
Redwood City
Atherton
Atherton
Menlo Park
Menlo Park
Menlo Park
Menlo Park
Menlo Park
Menlo Park
Menlc Park
East Palo Alto

A EYISTTIN
- HE S

Sireet

25" Avenue
Whipple Avenue
Brewster Avenue
Broadway

Maple Street

Main Street
Chestnut Street
Middlefield Road
27 Avenue

5" Avenue

Fair Oaks Lane
Watkins Avenue
Encinai Avenue
Glenwood Avenue
Oak Grove Avenue
Ravenswood
Marsh Road
Chilco Street
Willow Road SR 84
University Avenue

Project: f.
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Description:

This project provides funding for the construction of faciities for
bicyclists and pedestrians. Eligible projects include paths, trails and

bridges over roads and highways. A partial list of Candidate Projects is

included below. Additional Candidate Projects may be submitted to
the TA for consideration to account for changing needs during the
25-year term. Funds will not be adequate to construct all Candidate
Projects. The TA will determine Candidate Project selection criteria
and prioritization in the Strategic Plan as provided in the
Implementation Guidelines.

PARTIAL LIST OF CANDIDATE BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PROJECTS

Route 1/Santa Rosa Avenue Pedestrian Overcrossing

Route 1 pedestrian/bike trail from Montara through Half Moon Bay
Route 35/Route Ipedestrian/bike overcrossing

Millbrae Avenue/US 101 pedestrian/bike overcrossing

Hillerest Blvd. /US 101 pedestrian/ bike overcrossing to Bay Trail
US 101 near Hilisdale pedestrian/bike overcrossing

Ralston Avenue/US 101 pedestrian/bike overcrossing

Willow Road /BayfrontExpressway pedestrian /bike tunnel upgrade
Willow Road /US 101 pedestrian/bike overcrossing

Portola Road pedestrian/bike path paving

F. Alternative Congesiion Relief

Description:

1. Alternative

1

S20 pulion. Sales urion estimated af $15 million. 515

PR & S SN,
PAbEERRL s LI LFEEE 35

Litres ana

[ G T ey R
[his program categ

- R R T o b . —- S o .
s work hours and other commute altemn

Arovides 0.2 percent of the tax revenue for the planming and d

t s ]

information systems and [nteliigent Transportation Svgtenms, which

facilitate more efficient use of available highway and traz
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V. GOVERNING BOARD/ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE

The Transportation Expenditure Plan recommends:

A

That the voters authorize the Transportation Authority to continue

administering the funds. The make up of the Transportation Authority shall

continue to be as follows:
Two members of the County Board of Supervisors.

Four representatives selected by the City Selection Committee (one

representative from each Judicial Division and one at-large representative).

One member of SamTrans (elected city official) selected by SamTrans prior
to City Selection Committee selections.

All representatives shall be elected officials.

That the Transportation Authority be authorized to continue to contract its
administrative duties to SamTrans or to the County, MTC, or other
qualified agency.

That the Citizens Advisory Committee shall continue to advise the
Transportation Authority on the administration of the Transportation

Fypenditure Plan. The membership of this commitiee will reflect a broad

spectrum of interests and geographic areas of the County.

TRANS -1
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IMPLEMENTATION GUIDELINES

Al

The duration of the tax will be 25 years, beginning on January 1, 2009 and
expiring on December 31, 2034,

Environmental reporting, review and approval procedures as provided
for under the National Environmental Policy Act, the California
Environmental Quality Act, or other applicable laws v rill be adhered to as
a prerequisite to the implementation of any project.

Upon expiration of the 1988 Measure A tax, the Transportation Authority
will bear responsibility for any outstanding debt incurred under the 1988
Measure A program and all remaining assets under that program will
rermain assets of the Transportation Authority to be administered under
this Transportation Expenditure Plan. in the event that any funds from
the 1988 Measure A program remain unexpended as of the expiration of
the 1988 Measure A tax, the Transportation Authority will reallocate such
funds to complete any project that was commen ced under any category in
the 1688 Measure A program. If any funds remain unexpended after
reallocation to complete projects under the 1988 Measure A program, the
funds will be allocated in accordance with the percentage distributions to
the Program Categories contained in this Transportation Expenditure Plan.

Jse of the retail transactions and use tax under this Transportation Expendimre
Plan will be subicct to the following restrictions:

s

1. The tax proceeds must be spent for the purposes of funding the
fransporiation programs and projects as allowed in this Transportation

Expenditure Plan and may not be used for other purpaoses.

o with California Public Utilities Code Section 31100, the tax
3
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The Transportation Authority is charged with a fiduciary duty in
administering the tax proceeds in accordance with the applicable laws
and this I‘ranspcn tation Expenditure Plan. Receipt of tax proceeds
may be subject to appropriate terms and conditions as determined by
the Transportation Authority in its reasonable discretion, including,
but not limited to, the right to require recipients to execute funding
agreements and the right to audit recipients’ use of the tax proceeds.

Actual tax proceeds may be higher or lower than estimated in this
Transportation Expenditure Plan over the 25-year term. This
Transportation Expenditure Plan is based on the percentage distributions
to each Program Category and Project and the dollar values included are
estimates only. Actual tax proceeds will be programmed annualily in
accordance with the percentage distributions in this Transportation
Expenditure Flan.

The Transportation Authority will prepare a Strategic Plan prior to
January 1, 2009, which will identify funding prioritization criteria
consistent with the goals and objectives of the Countywide Transportation
Plan and this Transportation Expenditure Plan. The Strategic Plan will
include general procedures for project sponsors to initiate a project and
identify an implementaticn schedule and the programming of funds for
each listed project. Criteria will include priority for transportation
projects which su ppo 1 transit-oriented development. For those projects
which include a list \sf ndidate Projects ( he (Vount y-wide Supplemental
‘ g 2 Separation
orvi, the

ooy ‘edeatrian anc sole Proeram Categ
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2. alisted project is partially or fully funded by funding sources other
than tax proceeds;
3. a DProject Sponsor requests deletion of a listed project because of

unavailability of matching funds;

4. alisted project cannct be completed due to an infeasible design,
construction limitation or substantial failure to meet specified
implementation milestones;

Upon a finding that tax proceeds are available for reallocation due to one
of the conditions above, the Transportation Authority may reallocate such
tax proceeds subject to the following guidelines:

1. Available tax proceeds can be reallocated conly to project(s) within the
same Program Category as the original listed project.

o

Reallocation of tax proceeds within a Program Category will be based on
criteria specified in the Strategic Plan, which may include impact on
congéstion, cost-effectiveness, availability of matching funds, project
readiness and schedule adherence as determined by the Transportation
Authority; provided, however, that in the case of the Highway Program,
proceeds made available from any County-wide Supplemental listed
project must be reallocated within the County-wide "uyp?e"m“nh il

;C’t ts in the f\(‘

Cul“p(momz and may not be real Hocated to the listed pro

Congested Arcas component of the Highway Program Categorw

3. Reallocation of tax proceeds within the Transit Program Category only
will also require the apy ,xzu,k.l of a majority of the County Board ¢
Supervisors and a majority of the cities representing a majority
mzwﬂni:mm yporate d area of the County by a maor
an espoct ouncils,

i1, The Transportation Authority may take the following actions
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2. The addition of a new project to the list of Candidate Projects in the
County-wide Supplemental Roadway project or Pedestrian and Bicycle
I'rogram Category.

The Transportation Authority is authorized to bond for the purposes of
advancing the commencement of or expediting the delivery of transportation
programs or projects. The Transportation Authority may issue limited tax
bonds, from time to time, to finance any program or project in this
Transportation Expenditure Plan as allowed by applicable law and as
approved by the Transportation Authority, and the maximum bonded
indebtedness shall not exceed the total amount of proceeds of this retail
transactions and use tax, estimated to be $1.5 Billion in 2004 dollars. Such
bonds will be payable solely from the proceeds of the retail transactions and
use tax and may be issued prior to the collection of such taxes beginning

January 1, 2009.
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