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items on the Board of Supervisors agenda are approximate. Items may be heard later than indicated depending on the business of the day. Your patience is
appreciated.

AGENDA

February 12, 2013

             

9:00 A.M.   Convene and adjourn to Closed Session in Room 101. 
 

Closed Session Agenda :

A. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS

1. Agency Negotiators: David Twa and Ted Cwiek.

Employee Organizations: Contra Costa County Employees’ Assn., Local No. 1; Am. Fed., State, County, &

Mun. Empl., Locals 512 and 2700; Calif. Nurses Assn.; Service Empl. Int’l Union, Local1021; District

Attorney’s Investigators Assn.; Deputy Sheriffs Assn.; United Prof. Firefighters, Local 1230; Physicians’ &

Dentists’ Org. of Contra Costa; Western Council of Engineers; United Chief Officers Assn.; Service Empl.

Int’l Union United Health Care Workers West; East County Firefighters’ Assn.; Contra Costa County

Defenders Assn.; Probation Peace Officers Assn. of Contra Costa County; Contra Costa County Deputy

District Attorneys’ Assn.; and Prof. & Tech. Engineers, Local 21, AFL-CIO.

2. Agency Negotiators: David Twa and Ted Cwiek.

Unrepresented Employees: All unrepresented employees.

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--EXISTING LITIGATION (Gov. Code, § 54956.9(a))

1. Marvin Lopez v. Contra Costa County, WCAB #ADJ 7811679

2. Board of Retirement of the Contra Costa County Employees’ Retirement Association v. County of

Contra Costa, et al., Alameda Superior Court Case No. RG-11608520.

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--ANTICIPATED LITIGATION

Initiation of litigation pursuant to Gov. Code Section 54956.9(d)(4) – Two potential cases.

 

9:30 A.M.   Call to order and opening ceremonies. 
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9:30 A.M.   Call to order and opening ceremonies. 

                  Inspirational Thought - "Your work is going to fill a large part of your life, and the

only way to be truly satisfied is to do what you believe is great work."

~ Steve Jobs

 

CONSIDER CONSENT ITEMS   (Items listed as C.1 through C.52 on the following agenda)

– Items are subject to removal from Consent Calendar by request of any Supervisor or on

request for discussion by a member of the public.  Items removed from this section will be

considered with the Short Discussion Items.
 

PRESENTATIONS (5 Minutes Each)
 

       PR. 1   PRESENTATION to recognize the participation and generosity of County

employees in the 2012 Counties Care Holiday food fight. (Supervisor Glover) (See C. 14)
 

       PR. 2   PRESENTATION to declare February as "Teen Dating Abuse Awareness Month."

(Supervisor Gioia) (See C. 13)
 

SHORT DISCUSSION ITEMS

 

        SD. 1    PUBLIC COMMENT (3 Minutes/Speaker)
 

        SD. 2    CONSIDER Consent Items previously removed.
 

SD. 3   ACCEPT report on the results of the County's 2012 Combined Charities

Campaign from Campaign Chair Gus Kramer, Assessor.
 

SD. 4   CONSIDER Approving and Authorizing the Chair, Board of Supervisors, to

execute an Employment Agreement between the County of Contra Costa and

David J. Twa, for services as Contra Costa County Administrator, from January

1, 2013 through December 31, 2017, as recommended by Supervisor Federal

Glover and Supervisor Mary Piepho.
 

DELIBERATION ITEMS

 

D. 1   CONSIDER approving and authorizing the Health Services Director, or designee,

to execute a contract amendment with Fitch & Associates, LLC, effective January

9, 2013, to increase the total payment limit by $368,500 from $95,000 to a new

total payment limit of $463,500, to conduct additional studies for the County’s

EMS Modernization Project and the Contra Costa County Fire Protection District

Evaluation and Options Appraisal, and extend the term December 31, 2013 to

January 31, 2014, authorizing the County Administrator's Office to transfer

$170,000 to the Service Area EM-1 Zone B. (63% Measure H, 37% County

General funds)
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D. 2   CONSIDER approving and authorizing the Health Services Director, or designee,

to execute an amendment extension with American Medical Response

Ambulance, effective March 31, 2013, for continuation of ambulance services

medical response and to extend the term of the Contract from June 30, 2014

through December 31, 2015. (No Fiscal Impact)
 

D. 3   CONSIDER accepting an update on the progress made toward establishing a

Health Benefit Exchange Call Center in Contra Costa County, providing

direction on the selection of a potential facility and directing staff on future steps.

(Kathy Gallagher, Employment and Human Services Director)
 

D. 4   CONSIDER supporting the request from a coalition of environmental groups,

water districts and business groups to include a new alternative for analysis in the

State's Bay-Delta Conservation Plan and AUTHORIZE chair of the Board of

Supervisors to sign a letter to the State expressing this support, as recommended

by the Director of Conservation and Development. (John Greitzer, Department of

Conservation and Development)
 

10:00 A.M.
 

D. 5   HEARING on the appeal of the Notice and Order to Abate a public nuisance on

the real property located adjacent to 2444 Lunada Lane, Alamo on Contra Costa

County property identified as Assessor’s Parcel No. 188-312-007 (Thomas and

Erin Newlin), Alamo area. (Carrie Ricci, Public Works Department) (No Fiscal

Impact)
 

11:00 A.M.
 

D. 6   HEARING to rezone three properties (Parcel A - 26.14 acres, Parcel B - 20.34

acres and Parcel C - 25.82 acres) located at 18311 Bollinger Canyon Road in the

unincorporated San Ramon area from A-4 Agricultural Preserve District to A-2

General Agricultural District. (Aruna Bhat and Ryan Hernandez, Department of

Conservation and Development)
 

           D. 7      CONSIDER reports of Board members.
 

Closed Session
 

1:30 P.M.
 

ADJOURN to the Contra Costa County Fire Protection District meeting.
 

ADJOURN to interview selected County Clerk-Recorder Applicants.
 

D. 8   CONDUCT Interviews for County Clerk-Recorder Applicants and CONSIDER

Related Actions. (David Twa, County Administrator)
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ADJOURN
 

CONSENT ITEMS
 

Road and Transportation
 

C. 1   ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/86 recommending to the Federal Highway

Administration to change the functional classification of 43 roadway segments, as

recommended by the Public Works Director, Countywide. (No Fiscal Impact)
 

C. 2   APPROVE the Main Street Sidewalk Improvements Project and AUTHORIZE

the Public Works director, or designee, to advertise the project, and make related

findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Byron

area. (25% Transportation Development Act Grant Funds and 75% Local Road

Funds)
 

C. 3   APPROVE the Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project

and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to advertise the

project, and make related findings under the California Environmental Quality

Act (CEQA), Walnut Creek area. (10% Transportation Development Act Grant

Funds and 90% Central County Area of Benefit Funds)
 

C. 4   APPROVE the May Road Sidewalk Extension Project and AUTHORIZE the

Public Works Director, or designee, to advertise the project, and make related

findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), El Sobrante

area. (56% Transportation Development Act Grant Funds and 44% Local Road

Funds)
 

C. 5   ADOPT Traffic Resolution 2013/4376 to prohibit parking at all times (red curb)

on the east side of Colusa Avenue, Kensington, beginning at a point 198 feet

north of the east curb line of Berkeley Park Boulevard and extending northerly a

distance of 30 feet, as recommended by the Public Works Director, Kensington

area. (No Fiscal Impact)
 

C. 6   ADOPT Traffic Resolution 2013/4377 to prohibit parking at all times (red curb)

on the east side of Colusa Avenue, Kensington, beginning at the end of the

southerly curb return of the intersection with Ocean View Avenue and extending

southerly a distance of 20 feet, Kensington area, as recommended by the Public

Works Director. (No Fiscal Impact)
 

C. 7   APPROVE the Arlington Avenue Curb Ramp project contingency fund increase

of $6,000 for a new contingency fund total of $21,200, and a new payment limit

of $173,202, effective February 12, 2013; and ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/83

accepting as complete the contracted work performed by Sposeto Engineering,

Inc., for the Arlington Avenue Curb Ramp project, as recommended by the Public

Works Director, Kensington area. (100% Road funds)
 

Engineering Services
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Engineering Services

 

C. 8   ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/84 approving the Road Improvement Agreement

for Boulevard Way for land use permit LP 08-2034 , for a project being

developed by Sufism Reoriented, Walnut Creek area, as recommended by the

Public Works Director. (No Fiscal Impact)
 

C. 9   ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/85 accepting completion of warranty period and

release of cash deposit under the Road Improvement Agreement for road

acceptance RA 05-01199, for a project being developed by Windemere BLC

Land Company, LLC, as recommended by the Public Works Director, San

Ramon (Dougherty Valley) area. (100% Developer Fees)
 

Claims, Collections & Litigation

 

C. 10   DENY claims filed by Joseph C. Brock & Jennifer O’Dell, Enterprise

Rent-A-Car, O’Grady Paving Inc., and Daniel Rodriguez.
 

C. 11   RECEIVE public report of litigation settlement agreements that became final

during the period of January 1, 2013 through January 31, 2013, as recommended

by County Counsel.
 

Statutory Actions

 

C. 12   ACCEPT Board Member Meeting Reports for January 2013.
 

Honors & Proclamations

 

C. 13   ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/94 declaring February as "Teen Dating Abuse

Awareness Month," as recommended by Supervisor Gioia. (See PR. 2)
 

C. 14   ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/90  recognizing the participation and generosity of

County employees in the 2012 Counties Care Holiday food fight, as

recommended by Supervisor Glover.  (See PR. 1)
 

C. 15   ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/95 recognizing William Flindt Snider as the

Moraga Business Person the Year, as recommended by Supervisor Andersen.
 

Ordinances  
 

C. 16   ADOPT Ordinance No. 2013-03 amending Section 33-5.410 of the County

Ordinance Code to Exempt from the Merit System the classification of Deputy

County Counsel- Deep Class- Exempt, as requested by the Office of County

Counsel.
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Appointments & Resignations

 

C. 17   REAPPOINT Judy Carney to the Contra Costa Commission for Women for a

three-year term with an expiration date of February 28, 2016, as recommended by

Supervisor Andersen.
 

C. 18   REAPPOINT Susan Heckly to the Fish & Wildlife Committee, as recommended

by Supervisor Andersen.
 

C. 19   APPOINT David R. Maurer to the Alcohol & Other Drugs Advisory Board, as

recommended by Supervisor Andersen.

 

C. 20   APPROVE the new medical staff members, advancements to permanent staff,

biennial reappointments, biennial renewal of privileges, and resignations as

recommended by the Medical Executive Committee at their January 28, 2013

meeting, and by the Health Services Director.
 

C. 21   APPOINT Y'Anad Burrell to the At-Large 1 seat Geoffrey Meredith to the

Alternate seat on the Arts and culture Commission of Contra County County with

expiration dates of June 30, 2015, as recommended by the County Administrator.
 

C. 22   APPOINT Kathi Reed to At Large Seat 3 and Julianna Hynes to At Large Seat 8

on the Contra Costa Commission for Women for a term with an expiration date of

February 28, 2016, as recommended by the County Administrator.
 

C. 23   RE-APPOINT David R. Del Simone to the Member of the Bar seat on the Public

Law Library Board of Trustees, as recommended by the Internal Operations

Committee.

 

Intergovernmental Relations

 

C. 24   ACCEPT the adopted 2013 State Legislative Platform, as amended by the Board

of Supervisors at the January 22, 2013 meeting.
 

Personnel Actions

 

C. 25   ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21233 to add one permanent Safety

Services Specialist-Level B (represented) position in the Risk Management

Division of the County Administrator's Office. (100% Charges to Operating

Departments)
 

C. 26   ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21241 to add one Deputy County
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C. 26   ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21241 to add one Deputy County

Counsel- Standard- Exempt (unrepresented) and cancel Deputy County Counsel-

Advanced (unrepresented) in the County Counsel's Office. (Cost Savings)
 

C. 27   ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21237 to cancel two Clerk-

Experienced Level positions (represented) and add one Medical Records

Technician position (represented) in the Health Services Department. (Enterprise

Fund I Cost Savings)
 

C. 28   ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21240 to add one Health Services

Administrator - Level B position (represented) and one Accountant III position

(represented) in the Health Services Department. (100% Enterprise I Funds)
 

C. 29   ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21239 to cancel  one Account Clerk

Supervisor position (represented) and add one Clerical Supervisor position

(represented) in the Health Services Department. (100% Enterprise Fund I - Cost

Savings)
 

Grants & Contracts
 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE execution of agreements between the County and the

following agencies for receipt of fund and/or services:

 

C. 30   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment and Human Services Director, or

designee, to execute a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with WestEd to

pay County up to $6,000 for participation in the WestEd PBS Games Home

Study for the period of the date of MOU execution through September 30,

2013. (No County match)
 

C. 31   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment & Human Services Director, or

designee to apply for and accept funding from Ezra Jack Keats Foundation in an

amount not to exceed $8,500 for literacy programs to be conducted at various

County childcare centers during the term June 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014. 

(No County match)
 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE execution of agreement between the County and the

following parties as noted for the purchase of equipment and/or services:

 

C. 32   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to execute

a contract with Quality Clean LLC, in an amount not to exceed $600,000, for

carpet cleaning, blind cleaning and emergency custodial work for the period from

January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2015, Countywide. (100% General Fund)
 

C. 33   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Clerk-Recorder, or designee, to execute a
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C. 33   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Clerk-Recorder, or designee, to execute a

contract with Kofile Preservation, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $745,360 to

provide restoration and preservation of official county historical records, for the

period November 1, 2012 through December 31, 2014. (51% Recorder

Modernization funds, 49% Recorder Vital Record Improvement funds)
 

C. 34   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Auditor-Controller, or designee, to distribute

the 2011-12 State Highway property rental revenue in the amount of $48,946.56

to the County Road Fund and to eligible cities pursuant to the provisions of

Section 104.10 of the Streets and Highways Code, as recommended by the

County Auditor-Controller.
 

C. 35   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to

execute a contract with Per Diem Staffing Systems, Inc. in an amount not to

exceed $365,000, to provide temporary respiratory therapists at Contra Costa

Regional Medical and Health Centers, for the period February 1, 2013 through

January 31, 2014. (100% Enterprise Fund I)
 

C. 36   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to

execute a contract with Michael S. Baker, M.D., in an amount not to exceed

$175,000, to provide general surgery services at Contra Costa Regional Medical

and Health Centers, for the period January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013.

(100% Enterprise Fund I)
 

C. 37   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to

execute a contract with Manoj Desai, M.D., in an amount not to exceed $180,000,

to provide professional pediatric primary care services for Contra Costa Health

Plan members, for the period February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2015. (100%

Members Premiums)
 

C. 38   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, on behalf of Health

Services Department, to execute a change order to purchase order with Central

Admixture Pharmacy Services, Inc., to add $200,000 to a new total of $500,000,

for compounding of Total Parenteral Nutrition and Peripheral Parenteral

Nutrition solutions at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center, for the period

October 1, 2012 to March 31, 2014. (100% Enterprise Fund I)
 

C. 39   APPROVE AND AUTHORIZE the Clerk-Recorder, or designee to execute a

contract with Independent Printing Company (IPCO), in an amount not to exceed

$6,500,000, to provide printed election materials, for election materials collection,

inserting and mailing services, for the period January 1, 2013 through December

31, 2014. (100% General fund)
 

C. 40   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
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C. 40   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to

execute a contract amendment with Wilson Consulting, Inc., effective November

1, 2012, to increase the payment limit by $200,000, to a new payment limit of

$1,185,000, to provide additional hours of consultation services with regard to

County’s Patient Accounting System, including custom reporting for the Keane

system, technical support for the”HL7” interface, and assistance with regard to

implementing the Department’s appointment system, with no change in the

original term of January 1, 2011 through December 31, 2012. (100% Medicare &

Medicaid Electronic Health Records Incentive Program)
 

C. 41   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, on behalf of Health

Services, to execute a purchase order amendment with Stryker Corporation, to

add $400,000, for a new total of $750,000, for surgery and reconstruction

products for Contra Costa Regional Medical and Health Centers, for the period of

June 1, 2012 through May 31, 2014. (100% Enterprise Fund I)
 

C. 42   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, on behalf of the Health

Services Department, to execute a purchase order with Sanofi Pasteur, Inc., in an

amount not to exceed $115,000, for vaccines and injectable medications at Contra

Costa Regional Medical and Health Centers, for the period from October 1, 2012

through September 30, 2013. (100% Enterprise Fund I)

 

C. 43   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to

execute a contract amendment with Garda CL West, Inc., effective January 31,

2013, to increase the payment limit by $20,532 to a new payment limit of

$104,092 to provide additional armored transport services, and extend the term

from January 31, 2013 through January 31, 2014. (100% Enterprise Fund I)
 

C. 44   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the

Sheriff-Coroner Marine Patrol Division, a purchase order with North River Boats

in the amount of $274,850 for a Metal Shark Aluminum Boat. (100% 2011 Port

Security grant - U.S. Department of Homeland Security)
 

C. 45   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the

Sheriff-Coroner Marine Patrol Division, a purchase order with North River Boats

in the amount of $548,700 to purchase two Alamar Boats and Trailers. 100%

2011 Port Security grant - U.S. Department of Homeland Security)
 

Other Actions
 

C. 46   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Director of Conservation and Development, or

designee to execute Cooperative Agreement between the County and the State of

California, Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in an amount not to exceed

$105,000, for review and approval of a Project Initiation Document for the Bailey

Road/State Route 4 Interchange Project, Bay Point, as recommended by the

Director of Conservation and Development. (100% Contra Costa Transportation

Authority Pedestrian, Bicycle and Trail Facilities grant)
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C. 47   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE Contra Costa County to participate in the 2013

California state fair with a Contra Costa County Booth in the County Booth

section; AUTHORIZE the Chair of the Board to sign the 2012 Counties Exhibits

Entry Form; and DIRECT District III staff to coordinate with the Contra Costa

County Fair Board, Contra Costa County Farm Bureau, Brentwood Chapter of

Future Farmers of America, and County 4-H members on the development of a

plan for participation and construction of a booth at the 2013 California state fair,

as recommended by Supervisor Piepho.
 

C. 48   ACCEPT the 2012 Annual Report from the Economic Opportunity Council

Advisory Board for the period January 1, 2012 through December 31, 2012, as

recommended by the Employment and Human Services Director.
 

C. 49   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to

execute a non-financial agreement with Kaiser Foundation Hospitals, to provide

in-house mentoring to County therapists at Contra Costa Regional Medical

Center and Contra Costa Health enrolled in Contractor’s Advanced Orthopedic

Manual Therapy Program, for the period January 8, 2013 through April 21, 2013.

(No Fiscal Impact)
 

C. 50   ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/82 accepting as complete the construction contract

work performed by Best Contracting Services, Inc. for Trade Package 4B,

consisting of roofing/waterproofing/architectural sheet metal, for the West

County Health Center project, 13601 San Pablo Avenue, San Pablo, for the

Health Services Department, as recommended by the Public Works Director,

Countywide. (No Fiscal Impact)
 

C. 51   ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/91 authorizing the issuance and sale of "San

Ramon Valley Unified School District General Obligation Bonds, Election of

2012, Series 2013" in an amount not to exceed $75,000,000 by the San Ramon

Valley Unified School District on its own behalf pursuant to Sections 15140 and

15146 of the Education Code, as permitted by Section 53508.7(c) of the

Government Code, as recommended by the County Administrator.
 

C. 52   APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the

Sheriff-Coroner, a purchase change order with Surtec Inc. to increase the payment

limit by $50,000 to a new payment limit of $149,000 in order to supply the

County's detention facilities with cleaning solutions for special dispensers with

locks for the period of March 1, 2012 to February 28, 2013. (100% General

Fund)
 

GENERAL INFORMATION

The Board meets in all its capacities pursuant to Ordinance Code Section 24-2.402, including as

the Housing Authority and the Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency. Persons who

wish to address the Board should complete the form provided for that purpose and furnish a copy

of any written statement to the Clerk.
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Any disclosable public records related to an open session item on a regular meeting agenda and

distributed by the Clerk of the Board to a majority of the members of the Board of Supervisors less

than 72 hours prior to that meeting are available for public inspection at 651 Pine Street, First

Floor, Room 106, Martinez, CA 94553, during normal business hours.

All matters listed under CONSENT ITEMS are considered by the Board to be routine and will be

enacted by one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless requested by a

member of the Board or a member of the public prior to the time the Board votes on the motion to

adopt. 

Persons who wish to speak on matters set for PUBLIC HEARINGS will be heard when the Chair

calls for comments from those persons who are in support thereof or in opposition thereto. After

persons have spoken, the hearing is closed and the matter is subject to discussion and action by the

Board.  Comments on matters listed on the agenda or otherwise within the purview of the Board of

Supervisors can be submitted to the office of the Clerk of the Board via mail: Board of

Supervisors, 651 Pine Street Room 106, Martinez, CA 94553; by fax: 925-335-1913.

The County will provide reasonable accommodations for persons with disabilities planning to

attend Board meetings who contact the Clerk of the Board at least 24 hours before the meeting, at

(925) 335-1900; TDD (925) 335-1915. An assistive listening device is available from the Clerk,

Room 106.

Copies of recordings of all or portions of a Board meeting may be purchased from the Clerk of the

Board.  Please telephone the Office of the Clerk of the Board, (925) 335-1900, to make the

necessary arrangements.

 

Forms are available to anyone desiring to submit an inspirational thought nomination for inclusion

on the Board Agenda. Forms may be obtained at the Office of the County Administrator or Office

of the Clerk of the Board, 651 Pine Street, Martinez, California.

Applications for personal subscriptions to the weekly Board Agenda may be obtained by calling

the Office of the Clerk of the Board, (925) 335-1900. The weekly agenda may also be viewed on

the County’s Internet Web Page: 

www.co.contra-costa.ca.us 

 

STANDING COMMITTEES

The Airport Committee (Supervisors Mary N. Piepho and Karen Mitchoff) meets quarterly on

the fourth Monday of the month at 12:30 p.m. at Director of Airports Office, 550 Sally Ride

Drive, Concord.

The Family and Human Services Committee (Supervisors Federal D. Glover and Candace

Andersen) meets on the first Monday of the month at 1:00 p.m. in Room 101, County

Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Finance Committee (Supervisors John Gioia and Federal D. Glover) meets on the second
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The Finance Committee (Supervisors John Gioia and Federal D. Glover) meets on the second

Monday of the month at 1:30 p.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street,

Martinez.

The Internal Operations Committee (Supervisors Karen Mitchoff and Candace Andersen) meets

on the second Monday of the month at 9:00 a.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building,

651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Legislation Committee (Supervisors Mary N. Piepho and Karen Mitchoff) meets on

the first Thursday of the month at 11:00 a.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651

Pine Street, Martinez.

The Public Protection Committee (Supervisors John Gioia and Federal D. Glover) meets on the

second Monday of the month at 11:00 a.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651

Pine Street, Martinez.

The Transportation, Water & Infrastructure Committee (Supervisors Mary N. Piepho and

Federal D. Glover) meets on the first Thursday of the month at 1:30 p.m. in Room 101, County

Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

 

Airports Committee  February 25, 2013  12:30 PM See above

Family & Human Services Committee  Cancelled Cancelled See above

Finance Committee  March 11, 2013  1:30 PM See above

Internal Operations Committee  March 11, 2013  9:00 AM See above

Legislation Committee  February 25, 2013  10:00 AM See above

Public Protection Committee  March 11, 2013  11:00 AM See above

Transportation, Water & Infrastructure Committee  February 13, 2013  11:00 AM See above

 

PERSONS WHO WISH TO ADDRESS THE BOARD MAY BE LIMITED TO THREE

(3) MINUTES

AGENDA DEADLINE: Thursday, 12 noon, 12 days before the Tuesday Board meetings.

Glossary of Acronyms, Abbreviations, and other Terms (in alphabetical order):

Contra Costa County has a policy of making limited use of acronyms, abbreviations, and industry-specific language in its Board of Supervisors meetings and written materials.

Following is a list of commonly used language that may appear in oral presentations and written materials associated with Board meetings:

AB Assembly Bill

ABAG Association of Bay Area Governments

ACA Assembly Constitutional Amendment

ADA Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990

AFSCME American Federation of State County and Municipal Employees

AICP American Institute of Certified Planners

AIDS Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome

ALUC Airport Land Use Commission

AOD Alcohol and Other Drugs

ARRA  American Recovery & Reinvestment Act of 2009

BAAQMD Bay Area Air Quality Management District

BART Bay Area Rapid Transit District
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BayRICS Bay Area Regional Interoperable Communications System

BCDC Bay Conservation & Development Commission

BGO Better Government Ordinance

BOS Board of Supervisors

CALTRANS California Department of Transportation

CalWIN California Works Information Network

CalWORKS California Work Opportunity and Responsibility to Kids

CAER Community Awareness Emergency Response

CAO County Administrative Officer or Office

CCCPFD (ConFire) Contra Costa County Fire Protection District

CCHP Contra Costa Health Plan

CCTA Contra Costa Transportation Authority

CCRMC Contra Costa Regional Medical Center

CCWD Contra Costa Water District

CDBG Community Development Block Grant

CFDA Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

CIO Chief Information Officer

COLA Cost of living adjustment

ConFire (CCCFPD) Contra Costa County Fire Protection District

CPA Certified Public Accountant

CPI Consumer Price Index

CSA County Service Area

CSAC California State Association of Counties

CTC California Transportation Commission

dba doing business as

EBMUD East Bay Municipal Utility District

ECCFPD East Contra Costa Fire Protection District

EIR Environmental Impact Report

EIS Environmental Impact Statement

EMCC Emergency Medical Care Committee

EMS Emergency Medical Services

EPSDT Early State Periodic Screening, Diagnosis and Treatment Program (Mental Health)

et al. et alii (and others)

FAA Federal Aviation Administration

FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency

F&HS Family and Human Services Committee

First 5 First Five Children and Families Commission (Proposition 10)

FTE Full Time Equivalent

FY Fiscal Year

GHAD Geologic Hazard Abatement District

GIS Geographic Information System

HCD (State Dept of) Housing & Community Development

HHS (State Dept of ) Health and Human Services

HIPAA Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act

HIV Human Immunodeficiency Syndrome

HOV High Occupancy Vehicle

HR Human Resources

HUD United States Department of Housing and Urban Development

IHSS In-Home Supportive Services

Inc. Incorporated

IOC Internal Operations Committee

ISO Industrial Safety Ordinance

JPA Joint (exercise of) Powers Authority or Agreement

Lamorinda Lafayette-Moraga-Orinda Area

LAFCo Local Agency Formation Commission

LLC Limited Liability Company

LLP Limited Liability Partnership

Local 1 Public Employees Union Local 1

LVN Licensed Vocational Nurse

MAC Municipal Advisory Council

MBE Minority Business Enterprise

M.D. Medical Doctor

M.F.T. Marriage and Family Therapist

MIS Management Information System

MOE Maintenance of Effort

MOU Memorandum of Understanding

MTC Metropolitan Transportation Commission

NACo National Association of Counties

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

OB-GYN Obstetrics and Gynecology

O.D. Doctor of Optometry

OES-EOC Office of Emergency Services-Emergency Operations Center

OPEB Other Post Employment Benefits

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration

PARS Public Agencies Retirement Services

PEPRA Public Employees Pension Reform Act

Psy.D. Doctor of Psychology

RDA Redevelopment Agency

RFI Request For Information

RFP Request For Proposal

RFQ Request For Qualifications

RN Registered Nurse

SB Senate Bill

SBE Small Business Enterprise

SEIU Service Employees International Union

SUASI  Super Urban Area Security Initiative

SWAT Southwest Area Transportation Committee

TRANSPAC Transportation Partnership & Cooperation (Central)

TRANSPLAN Transportation Planning Committee (East County)
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TRE or TTE Trustee

TWIC Transportation, Water and Infrastructure Committee

UASI  Urban Area Security Initiative

VA Department of Veterans Affairs

vs. versus (against)

WAN Wide Area Network

WBE Women Business Enterprise

WCCTAC West Contra Costa Transportation Advisory Committee
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ACCEPT report on the results of the County's 2012 Combined Charities Campaign from Campaign Chair Gus

Kramer, Assessor. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None 

BACKGROUND: 

The 2012 Contra Costa County Combined Charities Campaign ran from October 1 through October 31, 2012.  A total

of 596 County employees participated in this year's campaign, and their donations total $162,075.

The participating charity federations included Community Health Charities of California (the lead organization), Bay

Area Black United Fund, Local Independent Charities of America, Earth Share of California, and the United Way of

the Bay Area.  In addition, significant donations were received for several non-profit agencies affiliated with County

departments and agencies that support activities and services for County residents.  The attached tables the top five

(5) donor departments in terms of total dollar amount and the amount per employee.  Also attached is a list of the

2012 Department Campaign Coordinators, who worked with enthusiasm and persistence to get the word out to

employees in their departments to complete their pledge forms.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Lori Koch, (925) 313-7503

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Debra McClanahan, Assessor's Office   

SD. 3

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Gus Kramer, Assessor

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: 2012 Contra Costa County Combined Charities Campaign
Report 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

I would like to thank our very generous County employees who, in this time of uncertainty and duress, have once

again looked beyond themselves and offered a helping hand through the many worthwhile charities involved in the

campaign.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

None

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE AND AUTHORIZE the Chair, Board of Supervisors, to execute an Employment Agreement between the

County of Contra Costa and David J. Twa, for services as Contra Costa County Administrator, from January 1, 2013

through December 31, 2017.  This agreement supersedes the employment agreement of 2008.

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Salary base of $260,000, an increase of approximately 4% from last contract.  Increase of 3 1/3 hours of monthly

vacation accruals for a maximum of 23 1-3 hours per month.  In lieu of the deferred compensation benefit provided

for in the Management Resolution, deferred compensation contribution in the amount of $23,000 will be added to the

County Administrator's County deferred compensation account annually.

The contract negotiated in 2008 allowed for base pay of $250,000 and an adjustment for Pay for Performance up to

5% increase or decrease of up to five percent in a fiscal year.  Due to severe fiscal constraints since that time, the

County Administrator's salary has not been increased even though he met or exceeded all of his performance goals

and merited such an increase.  In fact as with the majority of County employees, the County Administrator's salary

was reduced.  

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Lisa Driscoll, County Finance Director

(925) 335-1023

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered
on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of

Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

SD. 4

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Supervisor Federal Glover and Supervisor Mary Piepho

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Employment Agreement between the County of Contra Costa and David J.
Twa 
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BACKGROUND:

In June, 2008, the Board of Supervisors entered into an employment agreement with David J. Twa to serve as the

Contra Costa County Administrator commencing September 8, 2008.  Since that time a new employment agreement

has been negotiated and is submitted for Board approval.  

Effective January 1, 2012, state law requires that new and renewed contracts between local agencies and executive

officers include provisions limiting an executive officer's right to paid leave or severance pay in the event of abuse of

office or position. As required, these provisions have been included in the proposed contract between the County and

Mr. Twa.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The County could be detrimentally impacted by the potential loss of the current Administrator.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute, on behalf of the County, Contract

Amendment Agreement #23-333-6 with Fitch & Associates, LLC, a Limited Liability corporation, effective January

9, 2013, to amend Contract #23-333-5, to increase the total payment limit by $368,500 from $95,000 to a new total

payment limit of $463,500, and extend the term from December 31, 2013 to January 31, 2014.

Approve the transfer of $170,000 in County General Fund from the County Administrator's Office to the Health

Services Department, Service Area EM-1 Zone B. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This amendment is funded by 63% Measure H funds and 37% County General Fund.   The $170,000 County General

Fund share will be transferred from the County Administrator's Office to Health Services, Service Area EM-1 Zone B

(cost center 7406). 

BACKGROUND: 

On December 11th, 2012 the Board of Supervisors directed Contra Costa Health Services Emergency 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Patricia Frost 313-9560

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: J Pigg,   D Gary   

D. 1

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D.

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Amendment #23-333-6 with Fitch & Associates, LLC 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

Medical Services (EMS) to conduct an independent EMS System re-evaluation and to report findings and

recommendations to the Board of Supervisors. The Board further directed EMS and County administrator to work

together to expand the study to include an evaluation of fire services related to EMS. In November 2011, the County

Administrator approved and the Purchasing Services Manager executed Contract #23-333-3 (as amended by Contract

Extension Agreements #23-333-4 and #23-333-5) with Fitch & Associates, LLC, to conduct an independent study

and evaluation of County’s Emergency Medical Services (“EMS”) funding, identify potential new funding, and

present the results to the Health Services Director, for the period from October 24, 2011 through December 31, 2013. 

Approval of Contract Amendment Agreement #23-333-6 will allow Contractor to conduct an expanded study for the

County’s EMS Modernization Project, through January 31, 2014.

This project is envisioned to identify strategic objectives to assist in making public policy decisions for the future

delivery of EMS and community healthcare to residents and visitors of Contra Costa County. Including but not

limited to: 

• Evaluate current and alternative fire first responder and ambulance EMS service delivery to effectively respond to

incidents of acute illness or injury

• Establish mechanisms to achieve appropriate response to disasters, multiple casualty incidents, and other events

requiring additional surge capacity of providers

• Review and update ambulance ordinance to support EMS System enhancement

• Review dispatch procedures and protocols based on best evidence beneficial to patient outcomes

• Strategically enhance EMS services to match healthcare resources with patients’ illnesses, injuries, or social needs

• Integrate EMS service delivery into County’s system to include prevention, early identification, resource allocation,

care delivery, transportation, and definitive care

• Prepare system for modern out-of-hospital initiatives for EMS providers such as, treat and release, alternative

destinations, referral to most appropriate resources, community paramedicine, etc.

• Expand funding sources and allocate resources to further accomplish system objectives

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this amendment is not approved, the Contractor will not provide the additional study that will evaluate short and

long term actions to address substantive issues impacting EMS, fire, ambulance and community healthcare in Contra

Costa County.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not Applicable.
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Scope and Fees for Contra Costa County  Fitch & Associates, LLC 
EMS Modernization Project  Page 1 
 

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY EMS MODERNIZATION PROJECT 

Overview 
Fitch & Associates proposes to conduct an evaluation of the Contra Costa County EMS system 
utilizing a “greenfield” or “whiteboard” approach. These methodologies begin with no 
preconceptions that the current system is doing what is should be doing and in the manner that 
produces the greatest benefit.   
 
This structured process allows questioning of the status quo; including services and the manner 
they are delivered, performance requirements, roles, goals, and visions for the future. All 
options are available for consideration, and it allows for potential fundamental changes in 
funding, structure, and activities. 
 
The evaluation process will have two overriding objectives: 
 

1. To recommend actions and decisions based on benefits to patients and the community. 
2. To recommend roles and activities based on value – cost versus benefit. 

 
 

Focus Areas for Scope of Work 
The proposed scope of work dated October 24, 2012 forms the basis of the EMS modernization 
project.  An addition to the scope is to identify short term actions to address substantive issues 
impacting EMS.  These include:  the closure of fire stations and the reduction of resources 
available for medical first response, and changes in the healthcare facility capabilities and needs 
within Contra Costa County. 
 
The consulting team will focus on these immediate issues and use a shortened multi-phase 
process as described later in this document to develop recommendations for the County.  
These recommendations will include short-term action steps designed to mitigate and respond 
to the urgent challenges.  Within 30 days of the initiation of the process the Board of 
Supervisors will receive these recommendations for action. 
 
Another enhancement to the initial proposed scope of work is to evaluate alternative models of 
delivery of medical first response.  We will work closely with fire agencies to evaluate options 
for the provision of medical first response within Contra Costa County. 
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Eight-phase Project Work Plan 
We have organized our work into eight phases. In each phase, we describe the purpose of the 
phase and what will be included in completing it. The work plan starts with establishing the 
scope and process, involves comprehensive data collection, and concludes with the final report. 
All eight phases will be completed within 40 weeks. 
 
Figure 1. Eight-phase Work Plan 

 
 

Phase 1—Initiate Project  
Phase one is designed to confirm the project schedule and deliverables and to initiate 
information gathering procedures. The first task involves conducting Level “1” interviews with 
key members of the EMS system. These will include individual meetings with important 
stakeholders including: 
 
 County Representatives 

 Community leaders 

 Dispatch representatives 

 Fire Agency Leadership 

 Medical Director 

 Hospital, Health Care Systems, and Health Care Plan Representatives 

 Emergency ambulance service provider 

 CCT, BLS and interfacility ambulance service providers 

 EMS Agency representatives 

 
The Level “1” interviews provide a candid opportunity to meet with the policy makers of the 
EMS system and to get a clear foundation for the expectations of the project’s goals, 
management, and outcomes. Included is the reaching of agreement on the framework of the 
evaluation, a commitment of resources and support to the project, and the initiation of direct 
dialogue for troubleshooting. The important end-point of phase one is an understanding the 
expectations of key system leaders and setting the stage for a successful project.   

Phase 1
Initiate Project

Phases 2 – 5
Materials & Data Collection
Onsite Interviews & Direct Observation
Stakeholder Input

Phases 6 – 7
Data Compilation & Client Input
Benchmarking & Compliance Assurance
Define Future State

Phase 8
Report Results

Comprehensive Data Collection Expert Analysis
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Phase 2-Materials and Data Collection 
Following the Level “1” interviews, we will utilize an Information and Data Request (IDR) 
instrument to collect detailed information from the County, communications center, fire 
agencies, ambulance provider, and medical stakeholders. The Fitch & Associates’ IDR has been 
used in hundreds of organizations over the last 27 years, but will be modified and targeted to 
meet the specific objectives of this project. Use of this instrument allows us to access key 
information about your system and compare your results to other organizations. The 
instrument is delivered in an electronic format with a defined deadline for completion. The IDR 
data is essential for shaping initial questions, guiding onsite planning, and shortening follow up 
requests for materials. Thorough and timely review, completion, and submission of the data 
expedite the completion of the project. 
 
The IDR component ensures the project team fully understands the current state of the system 
and forecast the essential elements of the on site evaluation. Commitment to participating in 
phase two sets a strong foundation for the project’s success.   
 

Phase 3—Onsite Interviews and Direct Observation 
Prior to the initiation of phase three, the project team will have thoroughly reviewed all 
materials compiled and submitted as part of the IDR process as well as the notes from the Level 
“1” interviews. The deployment analysis will be in progress. In Phase 3, we will visit with 
individuals at various levels of the organization including: 
 
 EMS Agency management and staff 

 Fire Administration 

 Elected Officials 

 County Administration 

 Labor groups 

 Healthcare system representatives 

 Receiving hospital personnel 

 Dispatch/PSAP management 

 Ambulance contractor personnel 

 Physicians involved in EMS 

 Medical Director 

 Information Management personnel from County, Contractor, Dispatch Centers, etc. 

 Others 
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The majority of the interactions will occur in either one-on-one or small group interviews 
around specific processes or operational functions (e.g. dispatch, first response, etc.). 
 
Phase 3 is an important component of the review. It allows the consultants to take what they 
have discovered through the IDR process and add to it by interviewing key stakeholders and 
observing operational practices. During and immediately following this phase, it is common for 
the project team to determine what additional information is required. 
 

Phase 4—Stakeholder Input 
It is impossible to fully appreciate how a large system operates without seeking broad input 
from a variety of stakeholders. Through the use of stakeholder meetings, system participants 
from various entities within the EMS system have an open forum to engage in dialogue about 
the system, understand history, identify best practices, and highlight opportunities for the 
future. In Phase 4, the project team will host multiple group meetings. Invitations will be open 
to system participants and the process will be facilitated by an experienced team member. The 
group sessions will be scheduled for two hours, but will go as long as the group requires. 
Information developed from the groups will be included with the data collected in the first 
three phases. 
 

Phase 5—Data Compilation and Client Input  
At the conclusion of Phase 5, the project team will have collected a large amount of data from 
requested materials, interviews, and stakeholder meetings. After comprehensive review, the 
data will be organized and catalogued to facilitate the building of a logical report that meets the 
scope of work of the project and any additional areas identified. The consultants will visit with 
targeted system participants to review specific data, ask follow up questions, and gain added 
perspective to ensure appropriate understanding of what the results reflect. This will conclude 
requests for data from the client or any of its related entities. 
 

Phase 6—Benchmarking Process 
In this phase, the project team will review the data collected from the Contra Costa County’s 
EMS system and compare it to available benchmark data, key industry standards, contemporary 
research, and with other systems of similar model and demand that are in the Firm’s database 
of client reviews. 
 

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 32



Scope and Fees for Contra Costa County  Fitch & Associates, LLC 
EMS Modernization Project  Page 5 
 

Phase 7—Define Future State 
A key outcome of the project is to provide you with a clear understanding of the EMS system’s 
current performance, prioritized actions for improvement, and recommend potential future 
states. The County seeks to determine creative ways efficiencies and effectiveness could be 
improved and seeks to objectively review potential options for delivering cost-effective high 
quality EMS. 
 
In Phase 7, the project team will develop a list of recommendations for improving processes to 
effectively integrate the activities of system participants to provide EMS consistent with 
industry benchmarks. The recommendations will be designed to ensure: 
 
 Equity of response times,  
 Quality clinical care, 
 Appropriate utilization of resources,  
 Integration of healthcare providers, and 
 Cost-effective delivery of services. 

 
The report will outline multiple options for future actions and options for the EMS system and 
discuss the pros, cons, and financial impact of each. This phase will be where the key results of 
the project come together.  
 
The specific tasks required regarding the evaluation of the existing EMS agreements and 
recommendations for provisions to be included in future agreements to improve clarity of 
expectations, accountability, transparency, and funding allocations will be undertaken and 
developed in this phase 
 

Phase 8—Report Results 
The deliverables from Phases 1 through 7 will be consolidated into a formal narrative report. A 
discussion draft of the report will be provided for review as decided in conjunction with the 
County’s project lead. The final report will be delivered electronically within the 40-week 
project time frame. 
 
The results will formally be presented in person at the conclusion of the project. This will also 
allow stakeholders to have a question and answer session with members of the consulting 
team. The presentation will occur at a time and location mutually agreed upon with the County. 
 

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 33



Scope and Fees for Contra Costa County  Fitch & Associates, LLC 
EMS Modernization Project  Page 6 
 

Deliverables 
The specific deliverables for the Contra Costa County project include tangible products and 
intangible benefits. The intangible benefits are derived from the face-to-face interaction with 
system stakeholders through interviews, surveys, and group presentations and forums. 
 
The tangible deliverables will be comprised of an initial presentation and summary of short-
term action steps recommended to address the immediate issues and a final comprehensive 
report with sections addressing each of the scope areas. The acceptance of the 
recommendations in the final report will form the basis to develop the RFP for the county’s 
emergency ambulance service provider.   
 

Work Plan and Timetable 
The Proposed Scope of Services Yields Desired Outcomes 
The proposed scope of work demonstrates that we understand the desired outcome and have 
proposed projects and tasks to achieve that outcome. A table for each of the proposed phases, 
activities, and time frames is attached to describe the project more clearly. We have outlined 
the projects and tasks based upon accomplishing the project within a 40-week completion 
schedule. 
 

Fee Estimate 
Fitch & Associates estimates that the project will require more than 700 consultant hours.  We 
propose a project price with progress payments made based on milestones completed.  
Professional fees for the project are $175,000.  Travel and expenses are estimated at $23,500.  
The total price of the project is $198,500, inclusive of travel and expenses.   
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Contra Costa EMS Project Timeline
1 to 2 3 to 4 5 to 6 7 to 8 9 to 10 11 to 12 13 to 14 15 to 16 17 to 18 19 to 20 21 to 22 23 to 24 25 to 26 27 to 28 29 to 30 31 to 32 33 to 34 35 to 36 37 to 38 39 to 40

Immediate Action Steps
1.1 Identify needed interviews
1.2 Schedule onsite 
1.3 Conduct interviews
1.4 Analyze Isssues
1.4 Develop immediate action recommendations
1.5 Present recommendations

Phase 1 Initiate Project
1.1 Finalize scope and schedule
1.2 Identify level "1" interviews
1.3 Schedule onsite 

1.3.a Draft interview schedule
1.4 Level "1" interviews
1.5 Review interview data

Phase 2 Materials & Data Collection
2.1 Identify entities & responsible contact(s)
2.2 Identify & request financial documents
2.3 Modify IDR for system & respondents
2.4 Distribute IDRs
2.5 Distribute call data request
2.6 Monitor data collection progress
2.7 Receive materials & data
2.8 Organize & catalog
2.9 Consultant review of materials & data

Phase 3 On-Site Interviews & Direct Observation
3.1 Identify level "2," 3"," & "4" interviewees
3.2 Schedule onsite

3.2.a Draft interview schedule
3.2.b Schedule communication center visits
3.2.c Schedule observation activities

3.3 Develop interview outcomes
3.4 Onsite interviews & observations
3.5 Organize & catalog
3.6 Consultant review of data

Phase 4 Stakeholder Input
4.1 Identify venues
4.2 Schedule meetings & distribute invitations
4.3 Develop stakeholder questions
4.4 Conduct stakeholder group(s) 
4.5 Consultant review of data

Phase 5 Data Compilation, Analysis & Client Input 
5.1 Consultant review of collective data
5.2 Analyze financial data
5.3 Analyze call demand and location data
5.4 Create maps for drive & response time, EOA 
5.5 Quantify revenue for EOA
5.6 Follow up contact of client system members

Phase6 Benchmarking & Compliance Assurance
6.1 Identify similar & best practice systems
6.2 Benchmark EMS system
6.3 Compliance review

Phase 7 Define Future State
7.1 Develop future states

Phase 8 Report Results
8.1 Drafting of report
8.2 Discussion draft
8.3 Client review & input
8.4 Drafting of final report
8.5 Final report delivery (Electronic Format)
8.6 Final report presentation

Note:  Predicted timelines are estimates. Multiple tasks may be in progress simultaneously and tasks may be completed earlier and/or later than estimated depending 
on project activities and progression. Exception  - the draft report and final report will be delivered on time.

Phase/Task Week Week 
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 
EVALUATION AND OPTIONS APPRAISAL PROJECT 

Fire Project Overview 

Contra Costa County seeks to determine the optimal fire and first response coverage that can be 
provided within the County Fire Protection District’s defined fiscal limitations.  There is a clear 
understanding at the outset that alternative service delivery methodologies, station deployment 
and staffing may be required to achieve the objective.  Developing an implementable model 
requires a highly collaborative approach that engages system stakeholders. To that end Fitch & 
Associates proposes the following scope.   

Jurisdictions throughout the country, and especially in California, are facing a new reality in the 
provision of public services.  Fiscal resources are unable to sustain the traditional methods and 
scope of providing services to the community.  Concurrently, the taxpayers are unwilling to 
increase their contributions to fund the status quo, let alone increased service levels. 

In this environment, it is incumbent on government to explore options for the delivery of 
essential services.  This proposal is designed to investigate options for the fire service in Contra 
Costa County.   

One essential activity adopted by fire departments is the response to medical emergencies.  This 
accounts for the vast majority of fire responses.  Contra Costa County is undertaking a separate 
study for the modernization of its EMS system.  This will result in recommendations for change to 
the fire service role in medical response, but making operational changes to the fire service role in 
EMS cannot be undertaken without fully understanding the impact on, and accounting for, other 
aspects of the fire service’s mission.  Fire suppression, prevention, disaster response, homeland 
security, inspections, and training are among the fire service activities.   

This proposal is integrated with the separate, but related, proposal for EMS system 
modernization.  We propose a team of experts in fire service explore and recommend options for 
the Contra County Fire Department to respond to funding cuts while preparing for the fire 
agency’s future service delivery in an operationally effective, efficient, and sustainable manner. 

Scope of Work  

1. Document Existing Service Levels 

This element is essential to understand how the County currently meets its scope of service 
requirements, evaluates risk, determines station and asset location based upon NAED, APCO, 
NFPA, ISO and other relevant standards. Key elements of the analysis will include a detailed 
review of call intake/communications center processes, an appraisal of standards of cover, 
travel distance/time, coverage, response time, workload and call distribution.  Fitch will 
evaluate the agency’s capabilities as an “All Hazards Department” including risk assessment 
and mitigation planning for specialized rescue, natural and man-made hazards (e.g. 
earthquake, flood, wild land fire, landslides, dam failures), Haz-mat sites, transportation, 
critical facilities and homeland security.  Fitch will undertake a detailed geographic and 
demand-based service delivery modeling and GIS Mapping technologies. 
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2. Service Impacts of Station Changes 

Fitch will analyze projected community growth, physical barriers, infrastructure, target 
hazard occupancies, land use, traffic patterns, socio-economic factors and political climate. 
We will identify impacts of changes to services, facilities, staffing, apparatus and fleet 
services, training and information management based on that analysis. 

3. Staffing Levels and Practices 

Staffing levels and practices necessary to support recommended operational changes will be 
evaluated. This will include location and configuration of stations, scheduling of personnel 
and composition of staff, potential additional staff and cooperation/coordination of efforts 
with other internal city agencies.    

4. Internal Alignment of Responsibilities and Relationships 

We will seek to understand current alignment and relationships. Fitch will provide 
recommendations regarding reporting relationships and the utilization of both uniformed 
and civilian personnel, including levels of authority and responsibility and the manner in 
which efforts are planned, directed, coordinated, supervised and evaluated. Job descriptions, 
work schedules and platoon structure will also be reviewed. 

5. Optimized Deployment 

Fitch will utilize its expertise to objectively determine options to improve the efficiency and 
effectiveness of department operations as it relates to the deployment (response model), 
response times, safety and productivity including optimizing response options. 

6. Current Response Model and Best Practice Comparison  

Current response data will be analyzed and profiled with visual mapping models. Fitch will 
provide recommendations based on industry “best practices” and current CAD software for 
response data analysis and modeling tools/software that would allow for ongoing just-in-time 
analysis, compliance to standards analysis and demonstrative impact analysis of hypothetical 
operational, deployment and facility changes. 

8. Prevention and Ancillary Support Programs  

Prevention is an essential element in fire-life safety. We will analyze and provide 
recommendations, additions and changes to current prevention programs, public information 
and education and support service activities consistent to provide an optimal level of service 
within defined cost limits. 

9. Demographics, Growth, Incident Patterns and Strategies for Effectiveness & Efficiency  

Fitch will analyze past, current and projected city growth, fire/EMS and other emergency-
related incident patterns, including type, frequency and distribution of all calls for service by 
type and the level and quality of the current service, to develop long-term strategies to 
improve efficiency and effectiveness of services. 
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10. Ensure Broad Stakeholder Engagement Throughout the Project 

Fitch will provide multiple opportunities for internal and external stakeholders to provide 
input at multiple points during the consultation.  These will include stakeholder meetings 
facilitated by an experienced fire team member, interviews with key stakeholders, electronic 
surveys and other input tools to achieve the objective. 

To fully address the scope of work, Fitch will recommend current and future response, 
operational and business targets using contemporary research. We will quantify resource 
implications required to achieve these targets and describe opportunities and risks associated 
with each option presented. Based upon the synthesis of all inputs, recommendations will be 
made regarding structure, functions, staffing, deployment and fleet configurations.  This 
information is organized into a written report and summarized for presentation to local officials. 

 

Methodology  

The work of the Contra Costa County Fire project is organized in eight phases. In the initial phase 
we meet key leaders, develop a broader understanding of your perspective and finalize the work 
plans. In phases two through five, the primary data collection and analysis occurs. During phases 
six and seven, we assimilate the information it a report format, draft the plan and work with you 
to shape it to be uniquely yours. In phase eight, the plan is finalized for approval and 
implementation.  

Fitch proposes to use a collaborative approach that will blend local knowledge with information 
provided by subject matter experts in a highly defined process to achieve the objectives. The team 
approach is illustrated below.  

 

 

 

The work plan developed in phase one of the project for your approval will further define the 
interactions between administration, fire leadership and other stakeholders including community 
consultation processes. 

County & Fire Leaders

Team Members

 Public Officials
 Fire Administration
 Local Unions 
 County Staff

Fitch & Associates

 Jay Fitch, PhD
 Rick Keller
Guillermo Fuentes
Jim Broman
Dianne Wright
Tom Somers

Methodology
and

Framework

Subject Matter
Expertise, Best

Practices
Knowledge of
Local Issues

Leadership
and Commitment

Project Team

Fitch & Associates

Rick Keller 
Jay Fitch, PhD
 Guillermo Fuentes
 Jim Broman

Knowledge

Collaboration

MilestonesEmpowerment

Focus

ExecutionExecution

Coordination
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Project Management 

Our project management is a disciplined and structured process. Key activities are clearly 
outlined and logically organized to produce specific deliverables within the defined period of time. 
We will review our progress against the work plan on a bi-weekly basis to ensure that we are 
progressing according to plan. Any deviations will be flagged immediately and appropriate action 
taken, through discussion with you, to address issues.  

 

An Experienced Team  

Fitch has a nearly 30-year track record conducting evaluations and planning projects for 
emergency service organizations in nearly 1,000 communities.   Examples of relevant fire related 
projects include:  

• City of Las Vegas, NV Fire Department (on behalf of City of North Las Vegas and Clark 
County) — Regional fire and EMS communications study for the largest departments in 
Nevada. 

• City of Richmond, VA — Comprehensive Fire Master Plan for Virginia’s capital city 
Optimized resource deployment, staffing and apparatus changes for both fire and EMS 
first response capacity. 

• Hong Kong (China) —Strategy for modernization and implementation of MPDS processes 
for department that serves nearly 8 million people in the core city and surrounding 
islands. 

• Lacey, WA — FPD #3 (serves City of Lacey and Thurston County FPD).  Comprehensive 
business process and deployment review in a politically complex environment. 

• Hanover Park, IL – Business process and deployment review and evaluation of service 
expansion.  

• City of Natchez/Adams County, MS — Comprehensive fire service capacity review, rating 
enhancement and negotiation of long term service agreement between the county and its 
largest city.   

• Pinellas County, FL — Evaluation of multiple EMS and fire plans involving potential EMS 
service level changes for 18 fire departments.  Project involved quantifying the impact on 
fire deployment and suppression capabilities for a county that has unique risk factors and 
920,000 residents.    

 

There are seven key personnel responsible for accomplishing your project. Of these, three are 
partners with the firm. Five are active or recently retired fire service executives with extensive 
planning experience. Members of our team have had experience developing sustainable plans 
previously implemented by the County as well as multiple projects across the State of California.   
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Key members of the Contra Costa Fire Project Team include:   

Team Member Position Primary Responsibilities 

Richard A Keller  Founding Partner, Fitch & Associates, 27 
years with the firm. 

Project Partner, overall project 
leadership and coordination. Financial 
review; evaluation of budget and cost 
models 

Joseph (Jay) Fitch, 
PhD 

Founder, Fitch & Associates, 28 years with 
the firm. Municipal fire district board 
member, 15 years.   

Fire project director, stakeholder input, 
organizational change management and 
development of conceptual models for 
Contra Costa County fire service 

Guillermo Fuentes, 
MBA 

Partner, 10 years with the firm, extensive 
experience in information systems 
management and CAD/GIS mapping 
development; he has the distinction of 
having had two dispatch centers accredited 
as centers of excellence; former Chief 
Administrative Officer Niagara (Ontario) 
Regional Police Agency.  

Data collection, deployment plan and 
optimization of system operations; 
personnel workload analyses, 
development of multiple deployment 
models 

Chief James Broman, 
MPA 

Consultant, Two years with the firm —40+ 
years in fire service; most recently Fire 
Chief of Lacey Fire District in Thurston 
County, WA; previously served as Chief, City 
of Englewood, CO.  Chaired professional 
development committee; IAFC.  

Stakeholder input; risk assessment; 
interface organizational and governance 
plans across multiple jurisdictions  

Michael Ward, MBA Senior Consultant, 2 years with the firm – 35 
years emergency services provider/leader 
in fire and EMS. Mr. Ward is the author of 
the Fire Officer Principles and Practices 
jointly published by IAFC and NFPA.   

Stakeholder input, assist in translating 
fire needs into tangible deployment 
plans; detailing of fire personnel needs 
and workload analysis; input regarding 
risk and impact on ISO rating 

Captain Tom Somers Senior Consultant, 6 years with the firm– 

30 years California fire service experience.  
Currently serving in communications 
division, Los Angeles City Fire Department.  

Communications and data assessment 
and support; stakeholder input, risk 
mitigation plan 

Dianne G. Wright, 
MPA 

Senior Consultant, 15 years with the firm–
10 years fire and EMS administration with 
Miami-Dade Fire Rescue, 30 years 
experience in Florida county and municipal 
budgeting and finance  

Develop budget models based on various 
deployment plans for comparison 
purposes; identification of indirect 
support functions and costing models 

 

Fitch will accomplish each of the scope within a 40 week time frame.  Individual milestones to be 
achieved will be developed as part of phase one – detailed plan for approval by the county.   
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Fee Estimate 

Fitch & Associates estimates that the project will require more than 600 consultant hours.  We 
propose a project price with progress payments made based on milestones completed.  
Professional fees for the project are $150,000.  Travel and expenses are estimated at $20,000.  
The total price of the project is $170,000, inclusive of travel and expenses.   
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Health Services Director, or his designee, to execute, on behalf of the County,

Amendment Extension #23-024-25 with American Medical Response Ambulance, effective March 31, 2013, to

extend the term of the Contract from June 30, 2014 through December 31, 2015. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. (No rate increase) 

BACKGROUND: 

On June 28, 2005, the Board authorized the Health Services Director to enter into an agreement with American

Medical Response to provide emergency ambulance services to all areas of Contra Costa County except those served

by the San Ramon Valley and the Moraga-Orinda Fire Protection Districts. The agreement, which followed a

competitive selection process, was for a five-year term from July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2010 with an automatic

extension through June 30, 2014, which was approved by the Board of Supervisors upon a finding that AMR was in

“substantial compliance” with contract provisions.

The EMS System currently finds itself in the midst of many changes, including changes in fire first response

capabilities and upcoming opportunities and challenges arising 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Dorothy Sansoe,

925-335-1009

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

D. 2

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D., Health Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Extension of Contract with American Medical Response 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

from the implementation of health care reform. On December 11, 2012, the Board authorized a comprehensive EMS

System re-evaluation to address these issues and if necessary extend the AMR contract to allow sufficient time to

conduct the system review. It is anticipated that the results of this review will be available in late 2013 and will serve

as the foundation for a future ambulance competitive process.

To conduct a competitive process to select a 9-1-1 ambulance provider requires approximately twelve (12) months

from the time a Request For Proposals (RFP) is released until a provider is selected and a contract in place. To meet

the existing contract expiration date, the RFP would need to be issued in July 2013. By extending the current contract

for an additional 18 months (as allowed under Regulation 1 of the Contra Costa Ambulance Ordinance (Ordinance

No. 83-28), the County will be able to review the findings of the system re-evaluation and integrate any desired

options in to a Request For Proposal. 

Approval of Amendment Extension #23-024-25 will allow the Contractor to continue providing services through

December 31, 2015.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this amendment is not approved, the County will not receive the necessary findings on the EMS System

reevaluation arising from the implementation of health care reform.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not Applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Accept an update on the progress made toward establishing a Health Benefit Exchange Call Center in Contra Costa

County, providing direction on the selection of a potential facility and direct staff on future steps.  

FISCAL IMPACT: 

100% of the cost of the Health Benefit Exchange Call Center will be covered by the State of California, via Federal

Funds, authorized under the Affordable Care Act.  No County general purpose revenue will be used to support the

Call Center. 

BACKGROUND: 

OVERVIEW

On September 18, 2012, the Board of Supervisor's authorized the Employment and Human Services Interim Director

to discuss the parameters of a partnership with the Health Care Exchange Board to establish a Call Center to provide

enrollment and eligibility services to consumers, and to bring information gathered back to the Board.

On December 4, 2012, the Board of Supervisors accepted an update on the progress made and authorized the

Employment and Human Services Interim Director to determine whether to submit a proposal to the State of

California for operation of a Health Benefit Exchange (HBEX) Call Center 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Dorothy Sansoe,

925-335-1009

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

D. 3

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Kathy Gallagher, Employment & Human Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Update on Progress on the Health Benefit Exchange Call Center Contract, Facility and Position Approval
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

and, if competitive, submit the proposal by the due date.

On December 7, 2012, the Employment and Human Services Department submitted a proposal to the State of

California's Request for Offers (RFO) to operate a Health Benefit Exchange Call Center within Contra Costa County.

Contra Costa County’s Employment and Human Services Department (EHSD) submitted a response to this RFO for

multiple reasons, but the primary reason was we want to partner with the State and the Exchange in ensuring that

expanded health care coverage is made available, in a user-friendly fashion, to all eligible California residents. In

addition, we believe that working with the Exchange would benefit not only EHSD in a variety of ways, but that

participation would benefit the entire County. Not only does the work of California Covered and the Exchange help to

further the mission of the Employment and Human Services Department, but we believe that locating a service center

in this County will be a boost to our economy. Of the eight counties in the Bay Area, Contra Costa has been among

those most hard hit by the economic downturn. At one point over the past 6 years our County’s unemployment rate

was over 12% and several cities within the County were particularly affected by job losses and foreclosures with

even higher unemployment rates. 

The Board of Supervisors has long seen the importance of and accepted a leadership role in financing and providing

health care to county residents, regardless of their ability to pay for the costs of that care. This County has a lengthy

history of owning and operating a public hospital and health clinics, and it was the first county in California to own

and operate its own health plan. 

Two counties submitted responses to the RFO - Contra Costa and Stanislaus. The State met with both counties

regarding their submissions. The State representatives were also given a tour of the Medi-Cal Call Center in Antioch.

On Friday, January 18, 2013, the Health Benefit Exchange/Covered California announced their decision to partner

with Contra Costa County to operate a County-run Call Center.   The Board was updated about this decision at their

meeting on January 22, 2013.

On January 29, 2013, at the Board's annual retreat, the Health Services Director and the Employment and Human

Services Director updated the Board on the implementation of the Affordable Care Act.  During this discussion the

Board directed staff to consider facilities in several areas of the County, especially in the East and West portions.

PROJECT TEAM/MANAGEMENT

Upon notification from the Health Benefit Exchange (HBEX) that it intended to award Contra Costa County the one

county-operated Call Center, the Employment and Human Services Department (EHSD) shifted into overdrive to

meet the multitude of deadlines that are necessary to negotiate the contract, identify appropriate sites to consider for a

facility, hire staff, establish a project planning and monitoring tool, establish staff training, and organize and

prioritize its work so that the Call Center will be in a testing mode by July 1, and accepting calls from the public on

October 1, 2013.

As the Board knows, the State’s plan is extremely ambitious and its time lines are equally so. By extension the time

lines also apply to the County. The State will have three Call Centers to receive calls from the State’s residents

inquiring about the newly available health insurance coverage. Two of the Call Centers will be operated directly by

the State, the third by the County under contract with the State. All three Call Centers will operate under the same

operational protocols and performance standards that the State establishes.

EHSD Director, Kathy Gallagher, has established a multi-disciplinary team of professionals from across the

department, with valuable assistance from Human Resources, Public Works Real Estate Division, County Counsel,

Department of Information Technology and the County Administrator’s Office to take oversight over each facet of

the project’s development and implementation. Kathy will retain executive sponsorship of the Call Center to ensure

that it receives the resources necessary to meet the pressing time lines and performance standards. Wendy Therrian,

Director of EHSD’s Workforce Services Bureau, will have overall operational responsibility for the Call Center.
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Aiding Ms. Therrian will be Mike Roetzer, Director of EHSD’s Administrative Services and he will be responsible

for the department’s facilities, budget, and personnel. Wendy and Mike are the most senior Bureau Directors in the

Department and have direct management experience with starting up and operating new business processes.

CONTRACT NEGOTIATIONS

County staff, including EHSD administrative, fiscal, and program personnel; Human Resources Department, County

Counsel and the County Administrator's Office have concluded a number of conference call meetings to discuss

contract language and are coming to agreement on the terms of the contract and contract language.  This process has

not, as of the time this Board Order was written, resulted in a final agreement on the contract terms, but agreement is

imminent.  Upon final agreement, staff will request the Board to approve the contract and authorize the Chair of the

Board to sign the agreement.

STAFFING/LABOR

204 positions will be established for the operations of the Call Center.  These positions are 100% dedicated to the

activities of the Call Center.

The HBEX requires a certain staffing pattern at its service centers and this requirement also applies to the

County’s Call Center. The prescribed staffing pattern requires that EHSD hire and train 204 employees by July 1,

2013. This includes three managers,  one trainer, 12 customer service supervisors, 180 customer service agents (both

permanent and intermittent), and eight support positions (e.g. Secretary, Personnel Services Assistant, Clerical

Supervisor, Program Integrity Assistant, and four Clerks). While some of these positions may be filled laterally, it is

anticipated that the majority will be new hires. 

The Call Center will be required to accept calls for 59 hours a week, Monday through Saturday. During the

Affordable Care Act’s annual three month open enrollment period, October through December, the Call Center will

extend its hours to 72 per week Monday thru Saturday. The plan and budget for the Call Center is to staff the core 40

hours with permanent full time staff and the extended hours, i.e. those past 40, with permanent intermittent

employees.  Permanent intermittent employees will also be used to fill in behind permanent staff during vacation, sick

leave, etc.

As previously mentioned, the Call Center is to be operational by July 1, 2013, to begin the State required testing of

the hardware, software, and staff. That live testing and program refinements continue through September with open

enrollment commencing on October 1, 2013.

Timelines for Staffing - Summary

  

March 1 Manager and trainer positions filled

March 19 Customer service supervisors, Clerical Supervisor, Personnel Services Assistant

and Clerical support positions filled

April Managers and trainer complete state required training and certification

April 30 Customer service agent positions filled

May & June Customer service supervisor and agents complete state required training and

certification

July 1 Live testing with the state-supplied hardware and software commences and

continues through September

October 1 The Affordable Care Act's open enrollment period begins and continues until

December 31
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Over the last week, the Human Resources Department and County Administration has been meeting with the labor

representatives from the impacted unions, including: 

American Federation of State, County, and Municipal Employees Local 2700 

American Federation of State, County, and Municipal Employees Locals 512

Professional and Technical Engineers, Local 21

Service Employees International Union, Local 1021

The labor representatives are as excited about this opportunity as County staff and are working with us to reach

agreement as quickly as possible regarding the classifications and working conditions of these new employees.

Outreach and Recruitment – Summary

The establishment of this Call Center is a major undertaking and involves a myriad of County and community

partners. Recruiting, hiring and training this number of employees within the time allotted is without parallel in

recent memory. While it will require a lot of work and cooperation, creating these jobs was the primary reason for the

County’s application. The opportunity to create 204 quality jobs during these continuing difficult times is also without

parallel.

As discussed elsewhere in this report, EHSD is working diligently with Human Resources and our employee

organizations to outline the task before us and the nature of this new work. 

The majority of these new positions are entry level and will be attractive to our residents. EHSD will be working with

the County’s Workforce Development Board and Richmond’s Workforce Investment Board to coordinate outreach

and inform job seekers of these opportunities. EHSD will be informing CalWORKS participants of these jobs and

encouraging them to apply.  Additionally, we will out-reach to our non-profit partners in the community. It is

anticipated that these outreach efforts will include group presentations and job fairs. 

FACILITIES

At the request of the Board of Supervisors, the Public Works Real Estate Division was asked to identify possible sites

in east, west and central county, in areas of highest unemployment, that were large enough for 180-200 employees

(mostly in office cubicles) that would require the least cost, both in terms of rent and renovation costs necessary to

convert the space to a Call Center, provide access to public transportation and were in the vicinity of other

Employment and Human Services Department (EHSD) offices. These criteria were developed at the request of the

State and were included in the County's proposal. The criteria were approved by the Exchange Board and considered

in their decision to award the contract to Contra Costa County. Time is of the essence since the State wants the Call

Center in operation by July 1, 2013, which is a very short time-frame.

Cost of the facility is a major concern to the State Exchange management since the entire Call Center operation,

including the County-run center, must be self-sustaining by January 2015. All indications are that the County will be

partnering with the Exchange to continue to operate the Call Center into 2015, and potentially beyond. 

As shown on the spreadsheet attached to this Board Order, Real Estate staff, working with owners and brokers,

located, reviewed, evaluated, and toured potential sites for the Call Center. The following sites were identified as

potentially meeting the requirements:

1450 Marina Way South, Richmond

2500 Bates Avenue, Concord

4041 Lone Tree Way, Antioch

5065 Deer Valley Road, Antioch

The information on each building is on the spreadsheet provided.  In addition, photos and marketing information on

each site is attached. As part of the County’s due diligence, each site was toured to ensure it met the minimum needs

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 47



for the Call Center. 

  

LOCATION PRO CON

1450 MARINA WAY

SOUTH, RICHMOND

Lowest cost; Immediate

availability; On public

transportation route;

City-sponsored shuttle from

BART station; Close to existing

EHSD facility; Building is

move-in ready after workstations

are installed; New jobs have

ability to impact the high and

chronic unemployment in area;

Space for total number of staff is

in a contiguous area; Ample

parking on the site; Has security

on site; Landlord will install a

Uninterrupted Power Supply

(UPS).

Work stations need to be

purchased or leased and installed;

Cabling for computers must be

installed; No on-site generator;

Minimal restaurants/services in

general area; Those relying on

public transportation may have to

change buses to get to the site.

2500 BATES AVENUE,

CONCORD

Site has a generator and

Uninterrupted Power Supply

(UPS) already on site to mitigate

any power outage; There are

nearly 400 existing call center

workstations in the location

giving it “plug and play”

possibilities; Site is near another

EHSD facility; Site is on public

transportation routes and near

BART; excellent parking ratio.

Site has nearly 400 workstations

already installed, which is twice as

many as are needed and the

Landlord is not willing to divide

the space; Space costs are higher

than two other sites; Has lowest

unemployment rate of all areas

considered; Cabling may need to

be replaced to achieve Call Center

capacity.

4041 LONE TREE WAY,

ANTIOCH

Space is vacant and has almost

enough existing workstations to

offer “plug and play”

possibilities; Space is almost

ready for move-in; Has an

existing UPS; In an area of high

unemployment; Area has good

services for employees.

Highest costs; Space is already

leased to another business. County

would need to sublease, making

the negotiations more complex,

and will take longer to complete;

Two separate suites may be

needed to meet the workstation

count, which may require separate

leases; The suites are on separate

floors making supervision more

difficult; Not located close to any

other EHSD facilities; Not close to

BART, but is on public transit

routes; Has the lowest parking

ratio.

5065 DEER VALLEY Building is vacant with 170 work Not located near another EHSD
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5065 DEER VALLEY

ROAD, ANTIOCH

Building is vacant with 170 work

stations in place; There is

additional space to add work

stations to meet total need; Has

on-site generator; Located on

public transit route; Possible

“plug and play” based on

existing lay out; In an area of

high unemployment; Relatively

lower cost for occupancy.

Not located near another EHSD

site; Not near BART; Near high

school, which may result in

adverse traffic impacts; Low

parking ratio; The suites are on

separate floors making supervision

more difficult.

 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The Board of Supervisors and the public will not receive up-to-date information on the progress made in negotiating

a contract with the State of California, staff will not receive needed direction from the Board, and over 200

well-paying potential County jobs will not be created.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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EMPLOYMENT AND HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT ‐ CALL CENTER PROJECT
February 6, 2013

3‐YEAR ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
3‐YEAR RENT + TENANT FIXTURES /  ACCESS TO

3‐YEAR OCCUPANCY OCCUPANCY IMPROVEMENT FURNITURE TOTAL PARKING PUBLIC NEAREST GENERATOR UNEMPLOY.

LOCATION SQ. FT. RENT EXPENSES 
1

EXPENSES COSTS COSTS COSTS (/1,000 sf) TRANSPORTATION EHSD FACILITY / UPS 
2

RATE 
3

COMMENTS

1450 MARINA WAY SO., 
RICHMOND

23,665 $837,741 $561,762 $1,399,503 $0 $528,575 $1,928,078 8.4

Approx. 7/10 mi. fr. I‐
580; Bus stop 1/8th mi;  
Approx. 1.8 mi. fr. Rich 

BART. 

Site is 2 blocks from 
EHSD facility at 1275A 

Hall Avenue in 
Richmond. 

UPS available 13.30%

Space is vacant;  3‐Year Rent includes 8 mos. free rent 
($227,184) (reflected in 3‐yr Rent);  Landlord proposes 
paying for $280,000 in tenant imps (reflected in Est. 
Tenant Imps.), and a $50,000 Move‐in Allowance paid 
to County;  Opportunity for expansion; Previously 
occupied by Chevron;  Minimal demolition of interior 
walls for more cubicles; Minimal construction needed;  
Security to building is 24 hours/360 days a year;  1 large 
break room.

2500 BATES AVE., 
CONCORD

37,209 $2,250,400 $334,881 $2,585,281 $267,905 $230,695 $3,083,881 9
1 mi. fr. Hwy 4; Approx. 
2 mi. fr. No. Concord 
BART;  Bus stop 1 blk.

Site is 2 blocks from 
EHSD facility at 4071 
Port Chicago Highway 

in Concord. 

On‐site UPS 
and 

Generator
8.90%

Space is  vacant;  Previously occupied by Comcast as a 
Call Center;   Possibly in "move‐in" condition;  398 
cubicles in place for County's use, which is twice as 
many as needed;  1 large conf. room;  8 small conf. 
rooms;  10 private offices;  Security cameras on 
building;  Cat 5 wiring in place, and would be sufficient;   
Space cannot be divided. 

4041 LONE TREE WAY, 
ANTIOCH

21,924 $2,339,858 $68,640 $2,408,498 $157,850 $135,930 $2,702,278 4.5

Approx. 1.5 mi fr. Hwy 
4;  Bus stop 1 blk;  

Approx. 9.7 mi. fr. Pitts. 
BART.

Site is 2.4 miles from 
EHSD facility at 1650 
Cavallo Rd. in Antioch 
and approx. 6.6 miles 
from the EHSD facility 
at 4545 Delta Fair Blvd. 

in Antioch 

On‐site UPS 9.30%

Space is on the 2nd floor and is vacant;  Previously 
occupied by Wells Fargo Bank (WFB) as a Call Center;   
Possibly in "move‐in" condition;   Space is still under 
lease to WFB, which may complicate subleasing this 
space;  Rent is fully serviced;   An additional 5,550 sf of 
space is available on the first floor, and has been 
included in this analysis;  185 cubicles in place for 
County's use;  2 training rooms; 2 medium size 
conference rooms;  2 small conference rooms;  1 large 
break room. 

5065 DEER VALLEY RD., 
ANTIOCH

25,015 $1,391,740 $139,174 $1,530,914 $250,150 $155,100 $1,936,164 5.8

Approx. 2.5 mi fr. Hwy 
4; Bus stop 1 blk;  
Approx. 11.7 mi fr. 

Pitts. BART.

Site is 6 miles from the 
EHSD facility at 151 
Sand Creek Rd. in 

Brentwood. 

On‐site 
Generator

9.30%

Building is vacant;  Rent is fully serviced;  Previously 
used as Long's Drug admin;  170 cubicles in place for 
County's use; 2 large rooms to convert to conf. rooms;  
6 private offices; 1 large room to convert to 2 private 
offices;  Possibly in "move‐in" condition.

1 = Occupancy Expenses comprise such things as maintenance, repairs, utilities, janitorial costs, taxes, and insurance, among other items.
2 = Uninterrupted Power Source / Battery Back‐up system.
3 = The source of this unemployment data is the State of California Employment Development Department (EDD) for December 2012.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

CONSIDER supporting the request from a coalition of environmental groups, water districts and business groups to

include a new alternative for analysis in the State's Bay-Delta Conservation Plan and AUTHORIZE chair of the

Board of Supervisors to sign a letter to the State expressing this support, as recommended by the Director of

Conservation and Development. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

NONE.  The recommendation is to request that the State of California study a proposal for Bay-Delta water supply

solutions. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Board of Supervisors on July 10, 2012 adopted a policy asking the State of California to analyze a wider range

of alternatives in its Bay-Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP).    The BDCP is an effort of the state and federal

governments, and large water districts from the Central Valley, Southern California and Bay Area, to plan and build

a pair of large tunnels that will divert fresh water from the Sacramento River before it reaches the Delta. 

The proposed tunnels will send the water to the export pumps near Tracy for delivery to other 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  John Greitzer, 674-7824

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

D. 4

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Catherine Kutsuris, Conservation & Development

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Support a new alternative for study in the Bay-Delta Conservation Plan 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

parts of the state.  The California Natural Resources Agency is the lead agency for the planning effort.

Many agencies and non-governmental groups have taken similar positions to the County's, urging the State to analyze

a meaningful range of alternatives.  The State to date has not done so.    At last count the State was analyzing a set of

14 project alternatives, but all 14 were just different versions of the tunnels.

Recently a coalition of environmental groups, business groups and water districts unveiled a new alternative which

they propose for inclusion in the BDCP alternatives analysis.  The sponsors of this new alternative include the two

largest water districts serving the County -- the Contra Costa Water District and East Bay Municipal Utility District --

as well as the Contra Costa Council, a business group actively involved with the public sector on policy issues. 

(County staff regularly attend the Contra Costa Council's Water Task Force meetings and provide input to the

Council on water issues.)

The Natural Resources Defense Council is the lead organization for distributing the new proposed alternative, which

the group refers to as a "portfolio" approach that includes a variety of strategies that could be used separately or

together to create a less costly and less environmentally harmful alternative than the tunnels.

The new alternative proposal very closely matches the Board's policy from July 2012.  Both call for analysis of a

much smaller tunnel than the State is currently considering, and for analysis of non-tunnel approaches to water supply

reliability, such as strengthening Delta levees, water conservation programs, and additional reservoir construction to

store more water in wet periods so less would need to be pumped from the Delta during dry periods.  The proposed

tunnel project being pursued by the state does not include any new storage and therefore will rely on increased water

exports from the Delta during dry periods to meet southern California water demands.  As a result, fishery

agencies determined the tunnel project will further harm endangered and threatened fish species.  This warning came

from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Marine Fisheries Service, the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, and

the California Department of Fish and Wildlife.  The warnings led the State to reduce the size of its proposed tunnels,

but the State still is not considering non-tunnel alternatives.

Attached is the Board's policy from July 2012 calling on the State to study other alternatives.  Also attached is a letter

to the BDCP lead agencies from the environmental groups requesting this portfolio-based conceptual alternative be

evaluated in the BDCP.  A similar letter from the supporting water agencies is also included in this attachment.

Representatives of both the Natural Resources Defense Council and the Contra Costa Water District will speak on

the new proposed alternative at the Board meeting on February 12.  The County's water resources consultant, Dr.

Richard Denton, also will speak on the issue.  

The Delta Counties Coalition, in which Contra Costa County participates, is asking the State to include the new

proposal in the BDCP alternatives analysis, as are a number of non-profit advocacy groups and water agencies.

The Director of Conservation and Development recommends the Board support this new proposal for inclusion in

the BDCP alternatives analysis, and to authorize the Chair to express this support in a letter to the California Natural

Resources Agency.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The proposed study alternative may not have as much strength behind it without support from Delta counties such as

Contra Costa County.   Lacking such support, it may be easier for the California Natural Resources Agency to refuse

to include it in their analysis.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None.
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Contra Costa County’s Request for Changes to the Bay-Delta Conservation Plan 
 

Approved by the Board of Supervisors on July 10, 2012 
 
 
The proposed 9,000-cubic-feet-per-second tunnel project 
 
Contra Costa County does not support any particular project because not enough information has 
been developed to support any specific project.  Enough information has been developed to reject 
the proposed tunnel project as described in the current Bay-Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) .  The 
preliminary environmental analysis has shown the tunnel will have significant negative impacts on 
protected fish species and water quality.  Economic analysis also must be performed to determine 
the negative impacts that a tunnel project will have on Contra Costa County’s Delta economy. 
 
Changes needed for the BDCP effort to gain support from Contra Costa County 
 
• The BDCP should discard all of the alternatives studied to date, including the new 9,000-cubic-

feet-per-second (cfs) tunnel proposal. 
 
• The BDCP should analyze a full range of lower-impact alternatives, including smaller tunnel 

projects of 3,000-cfs tunnel and 6,000-cfs tunnel, and several alternatives that do not divert 
Sacramento River under or around the Delta at all.  These new alternatives would include a 
western intake alternative that would draw water from the western Delta rather than the 
Sacramento River, with constraints on the amount of water that can be taken and the timing for 
when the water can be taken; and other alternatives based on strategies such as water 
conservation, increased water storage facilities in the Central Valley and Southern California, 
and desalination.  These latter alternatives would address the state policy of reducing reliance on 
Delta water (something the current BDCP does not address). 

 
• The BDCP should adopt both of the state’s “co-equal goals” as objectives to be achieved by the 

project, with neither goal being accomplished at the expense of the other. 
 
• The chosen BDCP conveyance project should be operated by an independent entity not affiliated 

with the water contractors who will receive water from it.  The independent entity should report 
monthly to the State Water Resources Control Board to ensure transparency in the operations of 
the new water facility. 

 
• The BDCP should provide funds for Contra Costa County to: (1) conduct peer review studies to 

determine the adequacy of the BDCP environmental impact analysis; and (2) to determine water-
quality standards in the western Delta to ensure a healthy water supply for Contra Costa County 
(approximately $500,000). 

 
• BDCP should provide funds for Contra Costa County to conduct an economic analysis to 

determine the impacts of BDCP alternatives on the County’s Delta economy (approximately 
$150,000). 

 

 - 1 - 
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-Contra Costa County BDCP changes- 
-July 10, 2012- 
-page 2 of 2 
 
 
• Contra Costa County must be given a “seat at the table” so we can work collaboratively with the 

water contractors and state and federal agencies to develop comprehensive solutions that work 
for everyone. 

 
• BDCP must be consistent with locally developed Habitat Conservation Plans/National 

Communities Conservation Plans (HCP/NCCPs).  If conflicts exist between locally developed 
HCP/NCCPs and the BDCP, the BDCP staff must work collaboratively with local HCP staffs to 
resolve the conflicts.  BDCP must not interfere with local HCP/NCCPs’ ability to attain their 
habitat target goals. 

 
• BDCP must be subject to the full extent of state and federal environmental review.  Contra Costa 

County cannot support any streamlining or exemptions from either the California Environmental 
Quality Act or the National Environmental Protection Act. 

 
• The BDCP must recognize the linkage between the Delta and the Bay, and recognize that any 

project that emerges from the BDCP could impact the entire Bay-Delta estuary, not just the 
immediate Delta area in which the project is located.  The environmental analysis of the 
project(s) must examine for potential impacts throughout the entire estuary, including, but not 
limited to, impacts on flow from the Delta to the Bay, and water quality, species, and habitat 
impacts throughout the estuary. 

 

 - 2 - 
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Secretary Ken Salazar 
Department of the Interior 
1849 C St, N.W. 
Washington DC 20240 
 
Commissioner Michael Connor 
Bureau of Reclamation 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington DC 20240  
 

 
Secretary John Laird 
California Natural Resources Agency 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
 Deputy Secretary Jerry Meral 
California Natural Resources Agency 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

 
January 16, 2013 
 
Re:  A Portfolio-Based Conceptual Alternative for BDCP 
 
Dear Secretary Salazar, Secretary Laird, Deputy Secretary Meral and Commissioner Connor, 
 
We represent a coalition of business and environmental organizations.  We are writing to request 
that the attached conceptual alternative be considered in the BDCP process, including as a stand-
alone alternative in the required CEQA/NEPA analyses and Clean Water Act Section 404 
alternatives analysis.  Our constituents believe strongly in the need for a science-based, cost-
effective BDCP plan to help achieve the co-equal goals of restoring the Bay-Delta ecosystem and 
salmon fishery, and improving water supply reliability for California. None of us believes that 
the status quo in the Delta is acceptable.   
 
Although many stakeholders have recommended that BDCP consider certain elements that are 
included in the attached document, we thought it would be most helpful at this point in the 
BDCP process to offer a package of actions and investments that, taken together, represent an 
alternative that could attract support from a diverse coalition of interests.  This is a conceptual 
alternative, not a proposed BDCP preferred project.  We believe that analysis of this alternative 
will assist BDCP in developing the most cost-effective, environmentally beneficial final BDCP 
project with the best chance of implementation.    

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 79



Portfolio-Based BDCP Conceptual Alternative 
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At the heart of the conceptual alternative are two simple principles.  First, BDCP must be 
grounded in the best available science regarding ecosystem management.  This approach is 
essential to designing a successful, long-term plan for a water supply system and ecosystem as 
complex and dynamic as the Bay-Delta.  This approach is also essential to ensure that the BDCP 
plan can meet legal requirements and receive permits.  We applaud Governor Brown and 
Secretary Salazar for emphasizing their commitment to a science-based approach to BDCP in 
their July 25, 2012 announcement.   
 
The second core principle is that the BDCP make fiscal sense.  The final BDCP plan must be 
both affordable and financeable or it will ultimately fail.  We believe it is imperative at this point 
in the BDCP process to avoid the economics and financing issues that plagued CALFED and 
contributed to its eventual failure.    
 
This conceptual alternative was also developed with two practical realities in mind.  First, the 
conceptual alternative has been developed based on the reality that many California water 
suppliers are looking closer to home to meet their long-term water supply needs and are planning 
to reduce their demand for water imported from the Bay-Delta.  The second reality is that cities 
and water agencies, as well as federal, state and local budgets are facing significant financial 
constraints.  We believe that it is critically important to balance the timing and need for 
investments in the Delta with a strategy that also advances continued water agency investments 
in local water supply development.    
 
This “portfolio-based’ approach reflects the real world desire of water suppliers and the public to 
evaluate the relative benefits of investments both within and outside of the Delta, and is 
consistent with the increased discussion in BDCP, over the past six months, of South of Delta 
water supply alternatives.   
 
One of the cornerstones of the conceptual alternative is a proposal to evaluate a 3,000 cfs, single-
bore North Delta diversion facility.  This facility would produce significant financial savings, in 
comparison with a larger conveyance facility, while still providing water reliability benefits.  In 
fact, we believe it could produce greater overall benefits at a lower cost, with some of the 
savings invested in local water supply sources, new South of Delta storage, levee improvements 
and habitat restoration.  For example, investments in proven, cost-effective local water supply 
strategies can both increase export area water supplies and reduce the risk of disruption from 
earthquakes and other disasters.  Southern California 2010 Urban Water Management Plans have 
already identified 1.2 MAF of potential additional local supply projects, only a small fraction of 
which have been factored into Delta planning.   
 
Many of these local investments could provide significant, broad and long-term benefits.  For 
example, a relatively small investment (in comparison with the cost of a new Delta facility) in 
Delta levees would provide significant water supply benefits beyond those achievable by the 
BDCP as currently conceived.  The BDCP currently anticipates that, even with a large facility, 
on average, approximately half of the water exported from the Delta would still be pumped by 
the South Delta facilities (with more than three quarters of exported water pumped from the 
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South Delta in critically dry years).  Therefore, reducing the vulnerability of Delta levees would 
provide significant water supply reliability benefits for South of Delta water users, particularly in 
dry years.  Such an investment, in combination with local and public funds, would provide 
additional local benefits in the Delta.  We believe that BDCP should include such “win-win” 
opportunities to collaborate with in-Delta interests.   
 
It is essential not to delay an evaluation of the likely yield of a new Delta facility. The conceptual 
alternative also calls for the careful analysis of the best science available today regarding water 
project operations with a new facility.   In particular, this approach calls for the analysis of an 
operations proposal developed by state and federal biologists to conserve and manage a full 
range of covered Delta fish species, including consideration of the need to protect upstream 
fisheries resources.   We understand that state and federal biologists have undertaken an 
extensive effort to prepare such an operational scenario.  The signatories to this letter have not 
endorsed these proposed operations.  Rather, given that this operational scenario represents an 
important effort by state and federal biologists, it should be analyzed in the BDCP EIR/EIS, the 
Effects Analysis and the 404 analysis.   
 
This conceptual alternative includes initial cost estimates that suggest that this approach could 
provide superior environmental results, increased water supply and greater reliability at a 
reduced cost.   By expanding benefits and lowering costs, this portfolio approach could assist 
with project financing.  We encourage BDCP to include this approach in its analysis of 
economics and financing issues, and to refine the cost estimates included in this conceptual 
alternative.   
 
We sincerely believe that this conceptual alternative has the potential to produce superior 
benefits at a similar or lower cost to water users and the public.  Because it is based on the best 
available science, we believe it would be more readily permittable.  It also promises to deliver 
benefits more rapidly.  And, finally, we believe that this approach will be helpful in attracting 
broader support for BDCP, both within and outside of the Delta. 
 
We request that this conceptual alternative be analyzed as a stand-alone alternative in BDCP’s 
environmental documents.  In addition, we recommend that BDCP use this portfolio approach to 
compare the potential benefits and impacts of multiple alternatives, including a full range of 
different conveyance facility capacities.  Such comparisons are needed so decision-makers can 
fully understand the choices they face and can select the optimum portfolio of actions that will 
best serve the state. 
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Thank you for your hard work to design an effective plan to meet the challenges we face in the 
Delta.  We hope that this conceptual alternative will continue to advance the discussion.  We 
look forward to an opportunity to discuss the conceptual alternative with you, including how it 
may best be incorporated into BDCP’s analysis.   
 
Sincerely, 
 

     
Barry Nelson, Senior Policy Analyst   Tony Bernhardt  
Natural Resources Defense Council   Environmental Entrepreneurs  
 

     
Linda Best, President and CEO   Gary Bobker, Program Director 
Contra Costa Council     The Bay Institute 
 

      
Kim Delfino, California Program Director  Jonas Minton, Water Policy Advisor 
Defenders of Wildlife     Planning and Conservation League 
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The Honorable Ken Salazar 
Secretary 
U. S. Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street, N. W. 
Washington, DC  20240 
 

The Honorable John Laird 
Secretary 
California Natural Resources Agency 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
 

Dr. Jerry Meral 
Deputy Secretary 
California Natural Resources Agency 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
 

The Honorable Michael L. Connor 
Commissioner 
U. S. Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street, N. W. 
Washington, DC  20240 
 

 
 
Dear Secretary Salazar, Secretary Laird, Deputy Secretary Meral,  
and Commissioner Connor: 
 
We are writing to you in advance of the planned release of the public review draft of the 
Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP), out of a deep concern over the status of this effort. 
We are united in a desire for a successful project that can be supported by project 
proponents, Delta stakeholders, and the public. That chance for success is  substantially 
diminished as a result of the alternatives analysis that we have seen thus far. Up to now, 
the BDCP process has been strongly focused on advancing a large capacity conveyance 
which, along with the suite of associated conservation measures, will be burdened with 
large uncertainties and for which a solid business case has not yet been made. These 
unquantified risks include impacts on listed species, impacts on the Delta landform, 
hydrology and water quality, open-ended costs to direct water users and to the public, 
political controversy, and potentially lengthy litigation.  
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Absent so far has been a portfolio-based alternative that features a smaller conveyance 
facility with additional, complementary investments in local water supply sources, regional 
coordination, south of Delta storage, levee improvements, and habitat restoration (see 
attachment) as advanced in the coalition letter sent by other organizations today. We 
believe that it is critical to evaluate in detail a conveyance as small as 3,000 cfs, as it would 
provide considerable  water supply benefits to the export community while better 
protecting broader interests in the Delta. Such a facility would also realize significant 
financial savings in comparison with a larger conveyance facility, face fewer legal and 
political challenges, and potentially be completed sooner. With accompanying investments 
in proven, cost-effective regional water strategies, this approach could increase export area 
water supplies and reduce the vulnerability of water supplies and Delta infrastructure to 
disruption from earthquakes and other disasters. We urge that this conceptual alternative be 
seriously considered in the BDCP process, including the required CEQA/NEPA analyses 
and the Clean Water Act Section 404 alternatives analysis.  
 
A portfolio approach could produce superior benefits at a similar or lower cost to water 
users and the public, and at reduced levels of environmental impacts. It has the potential to 
be consistent with the best available science and, as a result, may be more readily 
permittable and capable of delivering benefits more rapidly. It would appear that a solid 
business case can be made for such an alternative; in any event, the business case must be 
made before any project proceeds. 
 
We fully appreciate the magnitude of the challenges facing the Delta, and urge a 
comprehensive solution that is both affordable and science-based. We recognize the 
enormous effort you have undertaken toward this end, and hope that this conceptual 
alternative will continue to advance the discussion. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Jerry Brown 
General Manager 
Contra Costa Water District 

 

 
Maureen A. Stapleton 
General Manager 
San Diego County Water Authority 
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Michael P. Carlin 
Deputy General Manager 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 

 
 
Walter L. Wadlow 
General Manager 
Alameda County Water District 

 

 
Alexander R. Coate 
General Manager 
East Bay Municipal Utility District 

 
Mark Watton 
General Manager 
Otay Water District 

 
Bob Filner 
Mayor 
City of San Diego 

 

 
 
 
Attachment 
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A Portfolio-Based BDCP Conceptual Alternative 
 
The eight components described below represent a conceptual alternative, not a proposed 
BDCP project. The analysis of this alternative is intended to assist BDCP in developing 
the most cost-effective and environmentally beneficial final BDCP project that can be 
implemented and produce benefits rapidly.  Variations on the approaches below should 
be analyzed as well, including a full range of conveyance capacities.    
  
Guiding Principles 
 
Science-Based Ecosystem Management:  Credible, proven science will determine 
ecosystem improvements and water management, using on-the-ground results as the 
central driver of decision-making. 
 
Water Supply Reliability:  The BDCP can contribute to improved water supply 
reliability by reducing the physical vulnerability of Delta water supplies and embracing a 
portfolio approach that recognizes that water suppliers and the public have a broad range 
of options both in and outside of the Delta to meet their water needs and improve 
reliability.    
 
A Strong Business Case:  A strong business case is central to the success and financial 
viability of the BDCP.  Sound economic principles and cost-benefit analysis must inform 
water supply improvements so that water ratepayers understand that the benefits they will 
receive from the project are reasonably proportional to what they are being asked to pay.   

 
Water Quality:  Delta water quality will be strongly influenced by the final BDCP plan, 
with potential impacts and benefits to export water users, local municipalities, Delta 
residents, Delta farmers and the ecosystem.   
 
Conceptual Elements of a Diversified Portfolio Approach 
 
New Conveyance Facility:  Focus BDCP analysis on one 3,000 cfs North Delta intake 
facility and a single tunnel sized for 3,000 cfs gravity flow. This smaller facility would 
lower BDCP costs, improve reliability and reduce opposition.  If implementation proves 
successful in meeting biological goals and objectives, a second phase could be 
constructed subsequently, but would not be permitted at this time.   
 
Project Operations:  Analyze, as a starting point for analysis of future SWP and CVP 
operations, the best science available today.   In particular, analyze the operations 
proposal developed by state and federal biologists to conserve and manage a full range of 
covered Delta fish species, including consideration of the need to protect upstream 
fisheries resources.1  Project operations should utilize a “big gulp, little sip” approach that 
increases exports in wet years – when water is available in excess of environmental needs 

                                                 
1 The work of state and federal agency biologists to produce a science-based operational scenario is 
summarized on pages 1-16 of this BDCP presentation - http://www.essexpartnership.com/wp-
content/uploads/2012/11/BDCP_CS5_Update_NGO-Meeting_11_14_12v3.pdf 
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– and reduces diversions in average and drier years, particularly during key periods such 
as the spring and fall.  Such an operations proposal has been developed over the past year 
by state and federal fish agency biologists.  This is an important agency analysis that 
should be subjected to additional refinement in an open, transparent process, utilizing 
independent external peer reviewers.  It is essential not to delay a detailed analysis of the 
likely yield of a new facility based on the best available science. 
 
Estimated Water Exports: ~ 4 - 4.3 MAF/ year (2025). This is an initial estimate of 
average exports.  BDCP has not yet modeled a 3,000 cfs facility with additional South of 
Delta storage and the agency-developed operational scenario included in this proposal. 
 
Reduced Reliance on the Delta through Investments in South of Delta Water 
Supplies:  DWR, many Urban Water Management Plans and other analyses have 
concluded that local water supply tools including conservation, water recycling, and other 
approaches, can provide reliable, sustainable and plentiful new sources of supply that will 
also be cost-effective over the long run.  These sources can also be provided rapidly 
through additional investments.  There is approximately as much new water available 
from these new water supply sources as is currently exported from the Delta.   
 
This conceptual alternative proposes a smaller capital investment in a Delta facility, in 
comparison with the current BDCP preliminary project, and investment of savings in 
local water supply projects.  For analytical purposes, this alternative includes a $2 billion 
investment in water recycling (at a capital cost of approximately $6,430 - 6,470 per AF of 
permanent water recycling capacity) and a $3 billion investment in urban conservation (at 
an initial/capital cost of $3,230-4,860 per AF).2  Urban stormwater capture, groundwater 
cleanup, and conjunctive use should be included as cost-effective methods for generating 
future new sources of water, and would also be important elements of a large-scale effort 
to invest in new local water sources.  Additional cost-effective savings can also be 
obtained from investments in agricultural conservation.3    
 
Estimated Yield:  926,000 - 1,245,000 acre-feet of permanent water supply. (309,000 – 
311,000 acre-feet from water recycling and 617,000 - 934,000 acre-feet from urban 
efficiency.)   
 
Improved Water Agency Integration: The principles of integrated regional water 
management planning should form the foundation for improving cooperation and 
integration among Bay Area, Central Valley, and Southern California water agencies to 
provide improved water supply reliability and quality benefits.  Increasing integration and 
                                                 
2 See attachment for additional detail regarding cost and yield estimates. Note that these are initial/capital 
costs, not annual per-acre-foot unit costs.  A comprehensive BDCP analysis should also address operations 
and maintenance costs of a full range of alternative investments. 
3 The Department of Water Resources Bulletin 160-2009 
http://www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/cwpu2009/index.cfm (Volume 2,Chapter 2, page 2-13) states that 
agricultural water conservation costs range from $35-$900 per AF.  Because of the width of this cost range, 
agricultural conservation is not included in the conceptual cost and yield numbers above.  A final BDCP 
portfolio proposal should, however, include agricultural water use efficiency investments.    
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cooperation among these agencies could produce substantial potential benefits and cost-
savings.  For example, more than a dozen significant water agencies serve the Bay Area. 
Improved physical connections and increased cooperation among these agencies could 
reduce risks related to earthquakes and localized drought conditions, facilitate wastewater 
recycling, and utilize existing infrastructure more efficiently.   
 
In Southern California, additional benefits could be obtained, for example, by facilitating 
water management agreements and programs among agencies with the potential to 
construct water recycling facilities and agencies that have groundwater storage resources.  
The Metropolitan Water District could operate its system to facilitate innovative and cost-
effective water management programs between agencies in Southern California and 
elsewhere in the state.  Southern California groundwater agencies could allow water from 
Southern California surface storage facilities to be managed conjunctively with regional 
groundwater storage facilities.  This could, in essence, create new surface storage 
capacity at the far lower cost associated with groundwater storage.  This approach could 
help take advantage of the supplies available during “big gulp” opportunities in the Delta.  
Similar potential benefits may exist through increased integration and cooperation in the 
agricultural sector.   
 
In all of these opportunities it is imperative that program costs be clearly identified and 
allocated to the water suppliers that benefit.  In this way, each public water supplier is 
able to account to the public it serves that their water ratepayer dollars are being spent 
wisely, according to law and in a manner that provides clear benefits. 
 
New South of Delta Surface and/or Groundwater Storage:  Include up to 1 MAF4 of 
new South of Delta storage, with funding allocated through competitive bidding to 
evaluate proposed surface, groundwater and conjunctive use projects.  Investments 
should be focused on projects that can be completed quickly and that are most cost-
effective.  Additional South of Delta storage5 can allow for greater water exports in 
wetter years.  As discussed above, surface storage south of the Delta could be used 
conjunctively with groundwater facilities to store wet-year exports for future dry years.  
This increase in storage capacity must be accompanied by new Delta operations that 
ensure that the new storage will be operated to implement “big gulp, little sip” operations.  
 
Levee Improvements:  Improve existing levees and build setback levees as part of 
habitat restoration.  A $1 billion additional investment could improve Delta levees to 
protect life, property, and important infrastructure, and also upgrade key levees including 
the eight western Delta islands to a higher standard with improved stability and resilience 

                                                 
4 This 1 MAF storage target is based on limited BDCP modeling and may be revised based on further 
analysis. 
5 As used in this proposal, South of Delta storage is defined as storage integrated into the existing SWP and 
CVP Delta export system, including surface and groundwater storage in the Bay Area, the west side of the 
San Joaquin Valley, Kern County and Southern California.  It includes storage controlled by the CVP, the 
SWP, MWD, Kern County Water Agency and other regional and local agencies. 
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in the face of seismic risk.  Upgrading these key levees would provide significant water 
reliability benefits and would be an appropriate use of exporter funds.   
 
Regardless of the size of a Delta facility, maintaining and improving Delta levees is 
critical to ensuring the physical reliability of Delta exports. Even with new conveyance, 
the CVP and SWP will continue to rely on water exports from the South Delta, 
particularly in drier years.  With a 9,000 cfs facility, exports from the South Delta would 
constitute approximately 50 percent of total exports. In critically dry years, BDCP 
currently anticipates that 75 percent of total exports would be diverted from the South 
Delta. 6  Therefore, the benefits of this proposed investment in levee improvements would 
be particularly significant in dry years. BDCP does not currently include a strategy to 
reduce the physical vulnerability of the portion of Delta exports that would continue to 
rely on the Delta levee system.   
 
East Bay Municipal Utility District, Contra Costa Water District and Delta landowners 
currently contribute to the maintenance of the levees upon which they rely.  An 
analogous investment by export agencies would produce significant reliability benefits.  
For example, with average exports of 4 MAF/y, a contribution of $8/AF would produce 
$480 million to help improve Delta levees over the coming 15 years.  Public funds for 
levee improvements are appropriate to protect Delta residents and infrastructure of 
regional and state importance (e.g. highways).  Additional local contributions may be 
required. 
 
Delta Floodplain and Tidal Marsh Habitat Restoration:  Implement a large scale, 
approximately 40,000 acre habitat restoration program to benefit Delta fish and wildlife 
species, to provide a broad range of ecosystem functions and to be integrated with Delta 
flood management improvements.  There is strong scientific evidence that floodplain 
habitat restoration, combined with adequate flows, can benefit salmon and other species.  
However, agency “red flag” memos and the National Research Council review of the 
existing biological opinions concluded that floodplain restoration cannot substitute for 
required ecosystem flows.  Restoration of tidal marsh habitat, also a desirable activity, 
nonetheless, has far greater uncertainty associated with it, regarding benefits for many 
covered species, in comparison with the likely benefits of floodplain restoration.  Tidal 
marsh restoration should be included in the BDCP plan as a complement to flow 
augmentation and floodplain restoration, as it is more likely to benefit some covered fish 
species in combination with these elements.  Habitat restoration, particularly tidal marsh 
restoration, should in any case be implemented within an adaptive management 
framework.  Existing CVP and SWP mitigation responsibilities, as well as new mitigation 
responsibilities associated with a new Delta facility, will be paid for by water exporters, 
while public funding should be focused on conservation benefits that go beyond 

                                                 
6 BDCP Draft Effects Analysis, April 13,2012. Tables C.A-24 and C.A-27 from Appendix 5.C - 
Attachment C-A, which can be found on p. C.A. 83 and C.A. 92 at this link:  
http://baydeltaconservationplan.com/Libraries/Dynamic_Document_Library/BDCP_Effects_Analysis_-
_Appendix_5_C_Attachment_C_A_-_CALSIM_and_DSM2_Results_4-13-12.sflb.ashx 
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mitigation. This proposal is focused on the coming 15-20 years.  Long-term restoration 
efforts are likely to require additional funding. 
 
Integrating Science into Delta Management:  Increase the integration of the best 
available science into all aspects of Delta and related resource management.  The Delta is 
a complex and highly dynamic system.  During the past decade, an expanded investment 
in science has improved our understanding of this ecosystem.  With ongoing investments, 
that understanding will continue to improve.  A long-term investment in science and a 
program to integrate new scientific results into ongoing management are essential to 
long-term success.  Therefore, BDCP should include the following: 
 

 External independent scientific review at critical points, with clear mechanisms to 
incorporate peer review results.   

 Quantified performance objectives, such as SMART7 biological objectives and 
criteria for ecosystem restoration and water operations. 

 Governance and adaptive management processes designed to ensure that goals 
and objectives are achieved, to obtain the best available science over time, and to 
ensure that scientific results are fully integrated into on-the-ground management. 

 Carefully designed roles for the state and federal projects, as well as other 
stakeholders, to ensure a reliance on objective science.  
 

This science-based approach is not anticipated to result in large increases in project costs.  
In fact, this approach would increase the cost-effectiveness of BDCP efforts, and should 
result in savings. 
 
Affording, and Paying for the Portfolio-Based Conceptual Alternative 
 
Our organizations strongly support an analytically-based beneficiary pays approach to 
BDCP financing.  We believe that the analysis of this portfolio approach will assist 
BDCP in developing detailed cost allocations and in attracting additional funding 
partners.  It will also help reduce pressure for public funds and ensure that such funds are 
spent effectively and appropriately. 
 
Preliminary cost estimates indicate that this conceptual alternative is less expensive than 
the current preliminary preferred BDCP project. In addition, some of the investments in 
this portfolio alternative, such as levee and local water supply investments, are likely to 
be necessary even with a large Delta facility.  Therefore, the actual cost difference 
between these two different approaches may be larger than indicated here.   
 
This conceptual alternative is more financially viable than the preliminary preferred 
9,000 cfs Delta facility project.  That project, pegged at $14 billion or more, is proposed 
to be paid for by water exporters.  Proposed habitat restoration could cost up to an 

                                                 
7 SMART objectives are those that are specific, measurable, achievable, relevant to the goal and 
timebound. 
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additional $4 billion, raising the total capital cost of the current approach to 
approximately $18 billion.  By reducing the size of the project to a 3,000 cfs, single-bore 
facility, many billions of dollars can be freed up to invest in more local supply 
development and the water exporter shares of the other conceptual alternative 
components.   
 
The water code requires water users to pay for a new Delta facility.8  The public share of 
this conceptual alternative could be funded in part by a reduced water bond.  The 
increased benefits and reduced cost of this approach can assist BDCP in attracting 
increased funding from beneficiaries, reducing the pressure on the water bond.  We 
believe that the diversified portfolio approach in this conceptual alternative could assist in 
the effort to develop a broadly supported and effective new water bond.  
 
Estimated Cost Summary 

 
Conceptual Portfolio 
Component 

Estimated Cost Source of Funding 

New 3,000 cfs North Delta 
Facility 

~ $5-$7 billion9 Export water agencies 

Local Supply Development $5 billion Local water agencies 
and cost share per state 
Integrated Regional 
Water Management 
Program (IRWMP) 

Improved Water Agency 
Integration 

TBD (may be funded 
through local supply 
funds described above) 

Water agencies and cost 
share per state IRWMP 

New South of Delta Surface 
and/or Groundwater Storage 

~$1.2 billion10 
 

Exporters or local water 
agencies, and public cost 
share per IRWMP 

Levee Improvements $1 billion Public, water exporters 
and other beneficiaries 
and Delta community  

Delta Floodplain and Tidal Marsh 
Habitat Restoration 

$1.7 billion 
 

Export agencies and 
public 

Integrating Science into Delta 
Management 

TBD Public and water 
agencies 

Total Conceptual Alternative 
Cost 

 

~$14 to $16 billion  

 
                                                 
8 California Water Code Section 85089. 
9 A BDCP July 1, 2010 presentation estimated the capital cost of a 3,000 cfs facility with 2 18-foot 
diameter tunnels at $7.2 billion.  Using a single tunnel would reduce costs significantly. 
10 See attachment for details regarding cost estimates. 
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Total Conceptual Alternative Water Supply Benefits 
 
~ 4.9-5.5 MAF/YR.   
 Delta exports: ~ 4-4.3 MAF/Y.   
 New South of Delta sources: ~ .93-1.2 MAF/Y 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

OPEN the hearing on the appeal of the Notice and Order to Abate a public nuisance on the real property located

adjacent to 2444 Lunada Lane, Alamo, California in Contra Costa County (APN:  188-312-007), RECEIVE and

CONSIDER oral and written testimony and other evidence from the County Public Works Department staff, the

property owners, other interested persons; and CLOSE the hearing.

FIND that the facts set forth below are true.

Further FIND that the fencing on the above-described property encroaches onto County property without an

encroachment permit, and within Kinder Morgan’s pipeline easement area, and therefore constitutes a public

nuisance in violation of Contra Costa County Ordinance Code Section 1002-2.008.

DENY the appeal; and AFFIRM the Public Works Director’s Notice and Order to Abate the above-described public

nuisance. ORDER the property owners, within 30 days of the date on which the Board’s decision is mailed to them,

to abate the public nuisance by completing the following: (1) obtain a permit from the County to enter the Iron Horse

Corridor; (2) remove the fencing in the manner determined by the County with Kinder Morgan representatives on site

when the work is performed; and (3) complete the permit process with an approved final inspection from both County

and Kinder Morgan representatives.

DIRECT the County Public Works Director, or designee, to remove the fencing from 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Carrie Ricci, 925-313-2235

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

D. 5

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: HEARING on appeal of Notice and Order to Abate Nuisance at 2444 Lunada Lane 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): (CONT'D)

the property and charge the cost of the work and all administrative costs to the property owners if the property owners

do not comply with the Board’s decision within the time specified in the decision.

DIRECT the Public Works Director to send the Board’s decision by first class mail to the property owners and to each

party appearing at this hearing, and to file the Board’s decision with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The cost of removing the fencing from the property and installing chain link fencing at the property line is estimated

to be $5,000.   If the County Public Works Department performs the work of abatement and the property owner does

not pay, the actual cost of the work and all administrative costs may be imposed as a lien on the property after notice

and a hearing, and may be collected as an assessment against the property.

BACKGROUND:

This is an appeal of a Notice and Order to Abate a public nuisance issued by the Public Works Director.  The Notice

and Order to Abate directed the owners of property located at 2444 Lunada Lane, Alamo, California in Contra Costa

County (APN:  188-312-007) (the “Subject Property”), to remove fencing and other improvements that encroach

within the County’s Iron Horse Corridor property, and encroach on Kinder Morgan’s pipeline easement on the

County’s property.  The Subject Property is owned by Thomas and Erin Newlin (“Property Owners”).  

Contra Costa County owns the Iron Horse Corridor, which is the former Southern Pacific Railroad Right-of-Way. 

The instruments that conveyed the Iron Horse Corridor to the County are attached hereto as Exhibit A, and

incorporated herein by reference.  The Corridor includes various utility easements, including a 10-foot-wide Kinder

Morgan easement for a high-pressure petroleum pipeline.  The County Public Works Department recently updated its

maps to identify the actual locations of existing facilities that are located in the Corridor and determined that adjacent

property owners have encroached onto the County’s property.  The encroachment includes the fencing maintained by

the Property Owners.  Pictures showing the encroaching fencing are attached hereto as Exhibit B, and incorporated

herein by reference.  Additionally, the Property Owners’ encroachments extend within Kinder Morgan’s pipeline

easement in violation of Section 51014.6 of the California Government Code and State Fire Marshal Regulations. 

Maps showing the County’s Iron Horse Corridor property, the area occupied by Kinder Morgan’s easement, and the

approximate location of the encroachments are attached hereto as Exhibit C, and incorporated herein by reference.  

On March 22, 2012, Kinder Morgan determined that one of the fence posts adjacent to the Subject Property was

located within 18 inches of the pipeline.  Kinder Morgan performed an emergency excavation to ensure the pipeline

was not damaged by the fence post.   Kinder Morgan staff remain concerned that the presence of the encroachment

within the easement poses a public safety risk.  According to Kinder Morgan, third-party contact is the biggest threat

to pipelines.  

Independent of the encroachment onto Kinder Morgan’s easement, the encroachments are located on County’s

property, without a valid encroachment permit, in violation of County Ordinance Code Section 1002-2.008, which

provides, in part, that, “No person, firm, corporation, or association, without first obtaining a written permit, shall: (1)

Encroach or make any encroachment within, on, over, or under the limits of any right-of-way; (2) Make any

alteration within, on, over, or under right-of-way; (3) Construct, put on, maintain, or leave on a right-of-way any

obstruction or impediment; … (5) Place on, over or under a right-of-way any pipeline, conduit, or other fixture; …

(7) Place any structure, wall, culvert, or similar encroachment, or make any excavation or embankment so as to

endanger the normal usage of the right-of-way.”  Ordinance Code section 1002-2.002(3)(B) defines “encroach” to

include “going on, over, or under, or using any right-of-way so as to prevent, obstruct, or interfere with the normal

use of that way,” including, “erecting or maintaining any post, sign, pole, fence, on, over, or under the

right-of-way.”    

On March 15, 2012, County Public Works Department staff sent the Property Owners a letter to notify them that their

fencing was encroaching on County property without a permit, in violation of Ordinance Code Division 1002.  A

copy of that letter is attached hereto as Exhibit D and incorporated herein by reference.  The letter requested that they

remove the encroachment within 90 days.  
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Public Works staff met with the Property Owners and Kinder Morgan representatives on March 26, 2012, and all

further communications between the County and the Property Owners were directed to the Property Owners’ attorney

pursuant to their request.  Copies of correspondence directed to, and received from, the Property Owners attorney

prior to October 30, 2012 are attached hereto as Exhibit E, and incorporated herein by reference.  

The Property Owners assert that their use of the Iron Horse Corridor has ripened into both prescriptive and adverse

rights.  However, under California law, property owned by the public for a public use is not subject to adverse

possession and no one can acquire a prescriptive title to such property regardless of how long it is occupied.  

Due to the Property Owners’ continued refusal to remove their encroachments or enter into a license agreement with

the County, on October 30, 2012, the Public Works Director served, by certified mail, a Notice and Order to Abate on

the Property Owners.  The Notice and Order to Abate also was posted on the property on October 30, 2012.   A copy

of the Notice and Order to Abate is attached hereto as Exhibit F, and incorporated herein by reference.  

On November 15, 2012, the Property Owners notified the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors staff that they would

appeal the order to abate.  The written materials in support of the appeal are attached hereto as Exhibit G, and

incorporated herein by reference.  Notice of this hearing was sent to the Property Owners by first class mail on

January 29, 2013.

For the reasons explained above, Public Works Department staff recommends that the Board affirm the Notice and

Order to Abate issued by the Public Works Director, and direct staff to take actions recommended in this board order.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The County would continue to have exposed liability due to the encroachment on County property.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable
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2444 LUNADA LANE 
ALAMO, CA  94507 

NOTICE AND ORDER TO ABATE 
 
 
TO THOMAS NEWLIN AND ERIN NEWLIN: 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that your encroachment on, and maintenance of fencing on, County 
property without an encroachment permit is in violation of Section 1002-2.008 of the Contra Costa County 
Ordinance Code. The violation has been declared a public nuisance by the County Director of Public Works 
and must be abated immediately. The public nuisance is located adjacent to 2444 Lunada Lane, Alamo, on 
Contra Costa County property identified as Assessor’s Parcel No. 188-312-007. 
 

YOU ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO ABATE SAID PUBLIC NUISANCE within 30 consecutive 
calendar days from the issuance of this order. The issuance date is specified below. You may abate the 
nuisance by removing from County property the portion of fence located on that property. If you fail to abate 
the public nuisance within the number of days specified, the County may order its abatement by public 
employees, private contractor, or other means. The cost of said abatement, if not paid, may be levied and 
assessed against the property as a special assessment lien and may be collected at the same time and in the 
same manner as ordinary county taxes are collected, subject to the same penalties, procedures and sale in 
case of delinquency. 
 

YOU MAY APPEAL FROM THIS ORDER OF ABATEMENT, but any such appeal must be 
brought prior to the expiration of the number of days specified above for completion of abatement. The 
appeal must be in writing; specify the reasons for the appeal; contain your name, address and telephone 
number; be accompanied by an appeal fee of one hundred twenty-five dollars ($125,00); and be submitted to 
the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at the following address: 
 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
County of Contra Costa 
651 Pine Street, 1st Floor 
Martinez, CA 94553 

 
One who is legally indigent may obtain a waiver of the appeal fee. Upon timely receipt of the appeal and 
accompanying fee, or waiver, the Clerk of the Board will cause the matter to be set for hearing before the 
Board of Supervisors and notify you of the date and location of the hearing. 
 
If you have any questions regarding this matter, you may direct them to the county officer issuing this notice, 
or her designee, at the address or telephone number listed below. 
 
ISSUANCE DATE:  October 29, 2012 
 
 
Julia R. Bueren, Director of Public Works 
Contact: Carrie Ricci, Iron Horse Corridor Manager, Contra Costa County Public Works Department 

255 Glacier Drive, Martinez, CA  94553, (925) 313-2235 

Exhibit F
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

A. OPEN the public hearing on the project.

B. RECEIVE testimony and CLOSE the public hearing.

C. CERTIFY the Negative Declaration dated April 2012, finding it to be adequate and complete, finding that it has

been prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State and County

CEQA Guidelines, and finding that it reflects the County's independent judgment and analysis; and specify that the

Department of Conservation and Development, located at 30 Muir Road, Martinez, CA is the custodian of the

documents and other material which constitute the record of proceedings upon which the decision is based. 

D. ADOPT the proposed negative declaration.

E. ADOPT a motion to rezone the subject properties, Parcels A, B and C of County File #MS90-141, from A-4

Agricultural Preserve District to A-2 General Agricultural District as recommended in County Planning Commission

Resolution No. 13-2012.

F. ADOPT Ordinance No. 2013-01 giving effect to the rezoning.

G. DIRECT Department of Conservation and Development (“Department”) staff to file a Notice of Determination

with the County Clerk. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Ryan Hernandez,

9256747788

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

D. 6

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Catherine Kutsuris, Conservation & Development

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Farr Property Rezone 
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FISCAL IMPACT:

None. All County costs are recovered through payment of application processing fees by the project applicant.

BACKGROUND:

Proposed Project

The applicant requests approval of a rezone of three properties (Parcel A - 26.14 acres, Parcel B - 20.34 acres and

Parcel C - 25.82 acres) from A-4 Agricultural Preserve District to A-2 General Agricultural District.

Site/Area Description

The subject site consists of three rectangular parcels located in a rural area of unincorporated San Ramon on the

south side of Bollinger Canyon Road. Parcels A and C are vacant. Parcel B is developed with a single-family

residence and accessory structures/buildings normally accessory to an agricultural property. Parcels in the vicinity

range in size from 1-acre to over 100-acres. The site is surrounded by properties zoned A-4 and A-2. Other

agricultural zoning districts in the area include A-20 Exclusive Agricultural District (20 acre minimum) and A-80

Exclusive Agricultural District (80 acre minimum). The area is characterized by steep terrain and large groupings of

mature trees.

 

Appropriateness of Proposed Rezone

Existing Zoning Conditions

County File #RZ-1925 was approved in 1975 to rezone approximately 481-acres of land that included these three

parcels from A-2 and C-M to A-4 entering them into a Williamson Act contract. A Williamson Act contract is a

contract entered into between a property owner and the County wherein the owner agrees to utilize the land for those

uses specified in the contract and in return the County taxes the property at a lower rate. The A-4 zone is compatible

with lands that are under a Williamson Act contract because it specifies that all uses agreed to in the contract are

permitted uses. The property came out of its Williamson Act contract in February 2006. With the properties out of

contract, the A-4 zoning designation is unnecessary and inappropriate.

Background on Rezoning in the Bollinger Canyon Area

It is typical for properties to rezone from A-2 to A-4 before entering into a Williamson Act contract. A significant

amount of acreage in the unincorporated San Ramon area was zoned A-4 for this reason. Though several of the

contracts have either expired or were never executed, a significant amount of acreage remains zoned A-4.

Comparison of Existing and Proposed Zoning Designations

The uses allowed both by right and with a land use permit in the A-2 and A-4 zones are similar. The A-2 District

does allow for establishment of some more-intense agricultural uses, such as granaries, dehydration plants, fruit and

vegetable packing plants, and the like. However, physical limitations such as steep slopes, limited access, lack of

utility connections, and scarcity of suitable building locations make the property an unlikely candidate for

establishment of these types of land uses. It should be noted that these physical limitations also make the properties a

poor candidate for additional subdivisions. 

Under the A-4 zoning the three properties are required to be at least 40 acres due to the non-prime soil types that are

present. This has since changed and the minimum area requirement was 20 acres when the property was rezoned to

A-4 in 1975. The A-2 District requires a minimum parcel size of five acres. Therefore, approval of the rezone would

correct the property’s existing inconsistency with zoning standards.

 

General Plan Consistency

Land Use Element - Land Use Designation
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The Land Use Element of the General Plan designates the subject property as Agricultural Lands (AL). The AL

designation allows for a wide range of agricultural uses and limits density to a maximum of 1 unit per 5 acres. The

A-2 zoning designation is consistent with the AL designation in terms of density as well as general uses allowed.

This land use designation includes most of the privately owned rural lands in the County, excluding private lands that

are composed of prime soils or lands that are located in or near the Delta. Most of these lands are in hilly portions of

the County and are used for grazing livestock, or dry grain farming. The purpose of the Agricultural Lands

designation is to preserve and protect lands capable of and generally used for the production of food, fiber, and plant

materials. The title is intended to be descriptive of the predominant land-extensive agricultural uses that take place in

these areas, but the land use title or description shall not be used to exclude or limit other types of agricultural, open

space or non-urban uses. The maximum allowable density in this category is one dwelling unit per 5 acres. The uses

that are allowed in the Agricultural Lands designation include all land-dependent and non-land dependent agricultural

production and related activities. In addition, the following uses may be allowed by issuance of a land use permit,

which shall include conditions of approval that mitigate the impacts of the use upon nearby agricultural operations

through the establishment of buffer areas and other techniques:

• facilities for processing agricultural products produced in the County such as dairies, rendering plants, and feed

mills;

• commercial agricultural support services which are ancillary to the agricultural use of a parcel, such as veterinarians,

feed stores, and equipment repair and welding; and

• small-scale visitor serving uses including small tasting rooms, stands for the sale of products grown or processed on

the property, guest or "dude" ranches, horse training and boarding ranches, improved campgrounds, and "bed and

breakfast" inns of five or fewer bedrooms which are on lots of 20 acres or more, extensive recreational facilities and

private retreats.

Land Use Element - Urban Limit Line 

The purpose of the ULL is twofold: (1) to ensure preservation of identified non-urban agricultural, open space and

other areas by establishing a line beyond which no urban land uses may be established; and (2) facilitate the

enforcement of the 65/35 Land Preservation Standard (Land Use Element page 3-8). To this end, the General Plan

does not allow properties outside the ULL to obtain General Plan Amendments that would re-designate them for an

urban land use. In addition, properties outside the ULL may be subject to various agricultural and open space

preservation measures. These measures could include, but would not necessarily be limited to:

1. Permitting owners of large acre parcels to subdivide and allow only a one-acre building envelope (building site).

2. Encouraging the dedication of open space and agricultural conservation easements.

3. Implementing a transfer of development rights (TDR) program.

The subject property is located outside the ULL and the proposed zoning designation is consistent with the intent and

purpose of the ULL because it is agricultural (non-urban). Land Use Element - 65/35 Land Preservation Standard

The 65/35 Land Preservation Standard limits urban development to no more than 35 percent of the land in the

County, and requires the remaining 65 percent of all land be preserved for agriculture, open space, wetlands, parks

and other non-urban uses (Land Use Element page 3-11). The proposed zoning designation is consistent with the

intent and purpose of the 65/35 Standard because it is agricultural.

Conservation Element - Agricultural Resources

The Conservation Element of the General Plan includes goals and policies related to protection of agricultural

resources and encouragement of agricultural production. The subject property is located in an agriculturally important

area (Conservation Element Figure 8-2). The Conservation Element does not specifically favor one agricultural

zoning district over another. Rezoning the property from A-4 to A-2 would in no way threaten agricultural resources

or hinder agricultural production. 
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Conclusion

The subject properties were at one time zoned A-2 but were rezoned to A-4 when they were entered into a

Williamson Act Contract. With the Williamson Act contract expired, the current zoning inappropriately limits

development. Therefore, staff recommends that the Board of Supervisors adopt the Negative Declaration for the

project and adopt a motion to rezone the subject property from A-4 Agricultural Preserve District to A-2 General

Agricultural District. 

 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If the Board of Supervisors denies the application, then the zoning district for the subject property would remain A-4

Agricultural Preserve District.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

No Impact.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

INTERVIEW Jack Edward Weir and Joseph Canciamilla for the position of

Clerk-Recorder.

1.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Ted Cwiek (925) 335-1770

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Ted Cwiek, Human Resources Director   

D. 8

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: David Twa, County Administrator

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Interviews for Selected County Clerk-Recorder
Applicants 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): (CONT'D)

DETERMINE what action the Board wishes to take regarding the selection of a finalist for the position and

CONSIDER next steps.

CONFIRM that,under Penal Code section 11105(b)(11), the County Administrator is authorized to obtain criminal

history information about the finalist for the position of Clerk-Recorder. This information is necessary to assist the

County in fulfilling its duties in appointing a Clerk-Recorder. AUTHORIZE County Administrator to require that

the finalist be fingerprinted for this purpose. DIRECT the County Administrator to maintain custody and control of

the records as described herein.

REQUEST the finalist to provide the County Administrator with a completed 2012/2013 financial disclosure form

(FPPC Statement of Economic Interests - Form 700).

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

BACKGROUND:

The current County Clerk-Recorder, Stephen Weir, has announced that he will be retiring in late March, 2013 his

term of office ends January 5, 2015. Steve Weir has served as the County's Clerk-Recorder since being appointed by

the Board in 1989 to complete the term of the previous Clerk-Recorder upon his demise. The minimum qualification

for the Clerk-Recorder position is to be a citizen, registered to vote, and a resident of the County. In 1989, the Board

of Supervisors process included having the Board of supervisors determine which candidates to interview at a public

meeting.  

On December 11, 2012 the Board of Supervisors agreed to a County-only recruitment, to review all applications in

public and identify those applicants whom a majority of the Board wished to interview at a subsequent date.  

On February 5, 2013, the Board of Supervisors chose the following two applicants for interviews to be held on

February 12:

Joseph Canciamilla1.

Jack Edward Weir2.

There are a number of State laws that provide for permanent disqualification from holding office as a result of a

criminal conviction arising out of office-related misconduct, including recently enacted AB 2410 (Elections Code

section 20). On February 5, 2013, the Board voted to authorize the County Administrator to obtain criminal history

information for the finalist for the position of Clerk-Recorder, at such time as a finalist is selected. The finalist will

need to be fingerprinted for the purpose of obtaining criminal history information. This information is necessary to

assist the Board in fulfilling its duties with respect to the appointment of the Clerk-Recorder and to assure that the

applicant for office is not disqualified from holding office by California law. 

The records will be accessible only to the County Administrator, County Counsel and, if deemed necessary, to the

Board of Supervisors. If the Board acts today to select a finalist, the County Administrator will proceed with the

direction to obtain a criminal background check. The finalist will also be required to provide the County

Administrator with a 2012/2013 Form 700 Statement of Economic Interests. 

If the background check raises no concerns, The County Administrator will place an item on the agenda requesting

the Board to consider appointing the finalist to the position of Clerk-Recorder. If the background check raises

concerns, the County Administrator will place an item on the agenda to ask the Board to consider next steps. The

finalist's 2012/2013 Form 700 Statement of Economic Interests will be provided to the Board as an attachment to the

Board Order at the time the Board considers its next action. 

The goal continues to be to make an appointment by April 1, 2013.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Delay in appointment of a County Clerk-Recorder.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:
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CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/86 recommending to the Federal Highway Administration to change the functional

classification of 43 roadway segments, as recommended by the Public Works Director, Countywide. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No fiscal impact.  This action will make these roadway segments eligible for Federal funding. 

BACKGROUND: 

The functional classification of streets and highways categorizes roadways according to the character of service they

are intended to provide. Functional classification is used in planning highway systems, determining the jurisdictional

responsibility, and developing fiscal planning. It also determines eligibility for Federal funding to maintain and

improve roads.

Because functional classification determines eligibility for Federal funding, it is important that the County ensure that

the functional classifications of its roads are current.  After comparing the Roadway Network Plan in the County

General Plan with the functional classification of these same roads in the California Road System maps, and

reviewing the current traffic volumes, surrounding land uses 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Angela Villar,

925-313-2016

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 1

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Functional Classification Change Request for County
Roads 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

and analyzing these roads’ role in their respective region of the County; the Public Works Department is

recommending that the functional classification of 43 roadway segments, as presented in Exhibit A, be changed. 

Functional classification change requests must be submitted to the California Department of Transportation for

approval by the Federal Highway Administration.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Failure to approve the functional classification changes of these County roads could eliminate potential Federal

funding sources.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/86

IN THE MATTER OF recommending to the Federal Highway Administration to change the functional classification of 43

roadway segements.

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration defines functional classification as the process by which streets and highways

are grouped into classes, or systems, according to the character of service they are intended to provide; and

WHEREAS, local jurisdictions are responsible for initiating requests for changes to the functional classification of streets and

roads under their jurisdiction; and

WHEREAS, the Contra Costa County Public Works Department receives State and Federal road improvement and maintenance

funding based on functional classification designation; and

WHEREAS, the Contra Costa County Public Works Department staff has reviewed the roadway network within the

unincorporated areas of Contra Costa County; and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Director has determined that the functional classification of 43 roadway segments, as presented in

Exhibit A, meets the Federal Highway Administration Guidelines for functional classification changes.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors approves and authorizes the

Public Works Director, or designee, to submit to the California Department of Transportation, a functional classification change

request for each of the roadway segments listed in Exhibit A, as described in that exhibit.

Contact:  Angela Villar, 925-313-2016

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:
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EXHIBIT A

Functional Classification Change Request Form

Contra Costa County Public Works Department

Click on any column heading for instructions.     
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Change/          

New/             

Delete Road From To

(From) 

Class

(To) 

New 

Class

Length     

(mi)

Number of 

Through 

Lanes AADT

5K52 H7 4 CC Contra Costa County New Arlington Blvd McBryde Avenue Bernhard Avenue 7 4 0.06 2 2190

5K52 H7 4 CC Contra Costa County New McBryde Avenue Park Avenue Arlington Blvd 7 4 0.10 2 2000

6K54 G9 4 CC Contra Costa County New Balfour Road Byron Highway Bixler Road 7 4 0.91 2 5184

6L14 C1 4 CC Contra Costa County New Sellers Avenue Brentwood Boulevard/State Route 4 Marsh Creek Road 7 4 0.94 2 2976

5K43 E7 4 CC Contra Costa County New 7th Street Parker Avenue California Street 7 5 0.57 2 2488

6K54/6L14 H8/H3 4 CC Contra Costa County New Bixler Road Balfour Road State Route 4 7 5 2.28 2 6590

5K55/5K45 C1/C10 4 CC Contra Costa County New Blum Road Pacheco Boulevard Imhoff Drive 7 5 0.28 2 8019

5K52 D5 4 CC Contra Costa County New Brookside Drive Fred Jackson Way Richmond City Limits 7 5 0.45 2 1711

5K43 E7 4 CC Contra Costa County New California Street Hawthorne Drive Viewpointe Boulevard 7 5 0.33 2 1500

6K54 C9 4 CC Contra Costa County New Chestnut Street Sellers Avenue Byron Highway 7 5 1.84 2 2776

6K54 D4 4 CC Contra Costa County New Delta Road Knightsen Avenue Byron Highway 7 5 1.16 2 3558

6L14 K4 4 CC Contra Costa County New Discovery Bay Boulevard State Route 4 Riverlake Road 7 5 0.90 4 14347

6K G8 4 CC Contra Costa County New Gateway Road Bethel Island Road North Stone Road 7 5 1.53 2 4249

6L22 E7 4 CC Contra Costa County New Highland Road Camino Tassajara Alameda County Line 7 5 4.69 2 3968

5K55/5K45 D1/E10 4 CC Contra Costa County New Imhoff Drive Solano Way Blum Road 7 5 1.21 2 2552

6K54 D2 4 CC Contra Costa County New Knightsen Avenue East Cypress Road Delta Road 7 5 5.58 2 3817

5K55 E9 4 CC Contra Costa County New Las Juntas Way Oak Road Del Hombre Lane 7 5 0.24 2 3901

5L15 J6 4 CC Contra Costa County New Livorna Road Miranda Lane Stonegate Drive 7 5 0.35 2 3703

5K44 B8 4 CC Contra Costa County New McEwen Road Franklin Canyon Road Carquinez Scenic Drive 7 5 2.40 2 1200

5K53 B5 4 CC Contra Costa County New Olinda Road Valley View Road Castro Ranch Road 7 5 0.77 2 2570

5K52 D5 4 CC Contra Costa County New Pittsburg Avenue Richmond Parkway Fred Jackson Way 7 5 0.34 2 1966

5L15 K8 4 CC Contra Costa County New Roundhill Road Stone Valley Road Miranda Avenue 7 5 1.14 2 3874

Submitted by:

Date: 10/29/12

Page 1 of 2
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EXHIBIT A

C
R

S
 M

a
p

 

N
u

m
b

e
r

C
o

o
rd

in
a

te

C
T

 D
is

tr
ic

t

C
o

u
n

ty

J
u

ri
s

d
ic

ti
o

n

Change/          

New/             

Delete Road From To

(From) 

Class

(To) 

New 

Class

Length     
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Number of 

Through 

Lanes AADT

6K54 C6 4 CC Contra Costa County New Sunset Road Brentwood City Limits Eden Plains Road 7 5 1.23 2 2890

5K43 E8 4 CC Contra Costa County New Viewpointe Boulevard Willow Avenue California Street 7 5 0.78 2 3736

5K55 A8 4 CC Contra Costa County New Withers Avenue Reliez Valley Road Pleasant Hill Road 7 5 1.00 2 3310

6K53 C9 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Balfour Road Deer Valley Road/Antioch City Limits Brentwood City Limits 5 4 1.13 2 10647

6K54 C9 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Balfour Road Sellers Avenue/Brentwood City Limits Byron Highway 5 4 1.83 2 5184

6K G8 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Bethel Island Road Sandmound Boulevard Piper Slough @ Franks Tract 5 4 3.54 4 5849

6K54/6L14 F4/G1 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Byron Highway Delta Road State Route 4 5 4 3.65 2 4184

6L14/6L F6/F2 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Camino Diablo Marsh Creek Road Byron Highway 5 4 5.16 2 8333

6K53/6L C7/E1 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Deer Valley Road Marsh Creek Road Antioch City Limits 5 4 4.44 2 9419

6K41 A9 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Evora Road Willow Pass Road End in cul de sac (west end) 5 4 2.43 2 2878

5K52 D6 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Fred Jackson Way Chesley Avenue Parr Boulevard 5 4 0.93 2 3119

5K52 D5 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Market Avenue Fred Jackson Way Richmond City Limits 5 4 0.42 2 2960

6L C1 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Marsh Creek Road Clayton City Limits Vasco Road/State Route 4 5 4 14.21 2 6129

6K54/6L14 C4/C3 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Sellers Avenue Brentwood Boulevard/State Route 4 Delta Road 5 4 3.58 2 2976

6K54 C4 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Delta Road Sellers Avenue/Oakley City Limits Knightsen Avenue 6 5 0.67 2 3214

6K54 E6 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Eden Plains Road Knightsen Avenue Sunset Road 6 5 0.68 2 2230

6K54 E6 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Knightsen Avenue Delta Road Eden Plains Road 6 5 0.33 2 3817

6K54 E6 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Sunset Road Eden Plains Road Byron Highway 6 5 0.92 2 3723

6L14 G2 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Point of Timber Road Byron Highway Bixler Road 6 5 0.90 2 3333

5L15 H6 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Livorna Road Miranda Avenue Miranda Lane 4 5 1.56 2 3703

5L13 H5 4 CC Contra Costa County Change Lomas Cantadas Orinda City Limits Grizzly Peak Boulevard 4 5 0.27 2 515

Page 2 of 2
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE the Main Street Sidewalk Improvements Project and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or

designee, to advertise the project.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/89 to APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to submit

a 2013/2014 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Grant Application to the Metropolitan Transportation

Commission in the total amount of $100,000 for Fiscal Year 2013/2014 for the Main Street Sidewalk Improvements

Project.

FIND the project is a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Class 2(c) Categorical Exemption, pursuant to

Article 19, Section 15302(c) of the CEQA Guidelines; and

DIRECT the Director of Conservation and Development to file the Notice of Exemption with the County Clerk; and

AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director to arrange for payment of $25 fee to the Department of Conservation and

Development for processing, and a $50 fee to the County Clerk for filing the Notice of Exemption.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Mary Halle, 925-313-2327

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 2

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: APPROVE Main Street Sidewalk Improvements Project, Byron area
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FISCAL IMPACT:

If awarded TDA funding, the project will be funded approximately 25% TDA Grant funds and 75% local road funds.

BACKGROUND:

Applying for and obtaining grants allows the County to construct more improvements than would be possible without

obtaining these grants.

The Main Street Sidewalk Improvements Project was submitted to the Countywide Bicycle Advisory Committee

(CBAC) for their review and comment and the CBAC found it to be a worthy project.

The Main Street Sidewalk Improvements Project includes construction and reconstruction of approximately 760 feet

of sidewalk on the west side of Main Street between Camino Diablo and Holway Drive.  The community has

requested the project be constructed in order to replace cracked and failing concrete sidewalk and to extend the

sidewalk to Camino Diablo. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Failure to approve the submission of this application will eliminate a potential funding source.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/89

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING and AUTHORIZING the Public Works Director, or designee, to submit a 2013/2014

Transportation Development Act Grant Application to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission in the total amount of

$100,000, for the Main Street Sidewalk Improvements Project, Byron area.

WHEREAS, Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act (TDA), Public Utilities Code (PUC) Section 99400 et seq.,

authorizes the submission of claims to a regional transportation planning agency for the funding of projects exclusively for the

benefit and/or use of pedestrians and bicyclists; and 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), as the regional transportation planning agency for the San

Francisco Bay region, has adopted MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised, entitled “Transportation Development Act, Article 3,

Pedestrian/Bicycle Projects,” which delineates procedures and criteria for submission of requests for the allocation of “TDA

Article 3” funding; and

WHEREAS, MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised requires that requests for the allocation of TDA Article 3 funding be submitted

as part of a single, countywide coordinated claim from each county in the San Francisco Bay region; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA desires to submit a request to MTC for the allocation of TDA Article 3 funds

to support the projects described in Attachment B to this resolution, which are for the exclusive benefit and/or use of pedestrians

and/or bicyclists;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

RESOLVED, that the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA declares it is eligible to request an allocation of TDA Article 3 funds

pursuant to Section 99234 of the Public Utilities Code, and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that there is no pending or threatened litigation that might adversely affect the project or projects described in

Attachment B to this resolution, or that might impair the ability of the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA to carry out the project;

and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA attests to the accuracy of and approves the statements in Attachment A

to this resolution; and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that a certified copy of this resolution and its attachments, and any accompanying supporting materials shall be

forwarded to the congestion management agency, countywide transportation planning agency, or county association of

governments, as the case may be, of CONTRA COSTA COUNTY for submission to MTC as part of the countywide coordinated

TDA Article 3 claim.

Contact:  Mary Halle, 925-313-2327

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:
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MTC Programming and Allocations Section   April 2005 TDA Article 3 Model Resolution    Page 1 

Resolution No. INSERT NUMBER 

Attachment B 

page INSERT PAGE NUMBER of INSERT TOTAL PAGE NUMBERS 

TDA Article 3 Project Application Form 

Fiscal Year of this Claim: 2013/14 Applicant: Contra Costa County Public Works Department  

Contact person:  Mary Halle  

Mailing Address:  255 Glacier Drive, Martinez, CA 94553   

E-Mail Address:   mhall@pw.cccounty.us Telephone:  925-313-2327  

Secondary Contact (in event primary not available)  Chris Lau  

E-Mail Address:  clau@pw.cccounty.us Telephone:  925-313-2293  

Short Title Description of Project:  Main Street Sidewalk Improvements, Byron  

Amount of claim: $100,000  

Functional Description of Project: 

The proposed project includes improvements to the pedestrian facilities along Main Street in downtown Byron by constructing 760 feet of 8-foot 

wide sidewalk between Camino Diablo Road and Holway Drive. The sidewalk will provide access to the only bus stop in town and other local 

destinations along Main Street such as the US Post Office, the Byron Community Library, Byron Museum, and the Water District office. 

Improvements include concrete sidewalk, curb and gutter, driveways, accessible curb ramp, and any drainage modifications that may be required.    

Financial Plan: 

List the project elements for which TDA funding is being requested (e.g., planning, environmental, engineering, right-of-way, construction, 

inspection, contingency, audit). Use the table below to show the project budget. Include prior and proposed future funding of the project. If the 

project is a segment of a larger project, include prior and proposed funding sources for the other segments. 
 

Project Elements: Planning, Design, and Construction  

  

 

Funding Source All Prior FYs Application FY Next FY Following FYs Totals 

TDA Article 3  $100,000   $100,000 

list all other sources:      

1. Local Road Funds  $287,000   $287,000 

2.       

3.      

4.       

Totals  $387,000   $387,000 

 

Project Eligibility:   YES?/NO? 

A. Has the project been approved by the claimant's governing body?  (If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is 

anticipated). 

YES 

B. Has this project previously received TDA Article 3 funding?  If "YES," provide an explanation on a separate page. NO 

C. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to Chapter 1000 of the California 

Highway Design Manual? (Available on the internet via: http://www.dot.ca.gov). 

N/A 

D. Has the project been reviewed by a Bicycle Advisory Committee? (If "NO," provide an explanation). YES 

E. Has the public availability of the environmental compliance documentation for the project (pursuant to CEQA) been 

evidenced by the dated stamping of the document by the county clerk or county recorder?  (required only for projects that 

include construction). 

YES 

F. Will the project be completed before the allocation expires?  Enter the anticipated completion date of project (month and 

year) Summer 2015  

YES 

G. Have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility, or has the claimant arranged for such 

maintenance by another agency?  (If an agency other than the Claimant is to maintain the facility provide its name:  

 ) 

YES 
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TDA Article 3 Claim Applications Appendix A  Page 1 

January 8, 2012 

 

Purpose and Need 

The project will improve the pedestrian facilities along the west side of Main Street 
between Camino Diablo Road and the US Post Office on Main Street near Holway Drive in 
the community of Byron, East Contra Costa County. The residents of Byron, the Byron 
Municipal Advisory Committee, and the District 3 Supervisor’s Office have voiced their 
concerns with the lack of pedestrian accessibility along Main Street.   
 
The proposed sidewalk is 760 feet long and 8-feet wide. It will provide access to the Byron 
U.S. Post Office, Byron Community Library, Byron Bethany Irrigation Water District, and 
other local businesses.  The new sidewalk and a curb ramp at the corner of Camino Diablo 
and Main Street will provide pedestrian and ADA access to the only bus stop in town.  This 
bus route connects Byron residents to Discovery Bay and Brentwood.  Additionally, this 
route takes commuters to the Brentwood Park and Ride where additional bus routes are 
available for their commute.  The easy access to the bus stop will encourage local residents 
of Byron to take the bus to their destination.  The project would also provide ADA 
accessibility for all users, uplift the downtown area and attract other businesses to Byron’s 
Main Street. 
 
Excelsior Middle School along Byron Highway is approximately 0.4 miles from the project 
site.  Students who live south or southeast of the project site may prefer to use a calmer 
Main Street for their route to school instead of the busier Byron Highway. 
 

 

Project Description  

Project Length = 760 feet 

This project will consist of constructing approximately 760 linear feet of 8 foot wide 
sidewalk and concrete curb and gutter along Main Street in downtown Byron between 
Camino Diablo Road and Holway Drive. The resulting path will be ADA compliant to provide 
accessibility to all people using this route in Byron.  
 
Existing utility poles will remain along the curb side of the proposed 8-foot wide sidewalk.  
Utility boxes will be adjusted to the new sidewalk grade to eliminate tripping hazards.  
Driveway conforms will be installed per current standards and allow for ADA access.  
Accessibility to the existing buildings will also be coordinated with the new sidewalk grade.  
A section of existing roadway asphalt will be removed and replaced to provide the roadway 
cross slope needed to facilitate the installation of a 6-inch curb and to improve drainage. 
 
The existing storm drain inlet at the corner of Main Street and Camino Diablo Road is 
located within the roadway. When the curb, gutter and sidewalk is installed, the inlet will 
be relocated to be aligned with the proposed curb and gutter in a more traditional 
configuration.  
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 Main Street Sidewalk Improvements, Byron  

MTC Prog. & Alloc. Section   April. 2005 TDA Article 3 Claim Applications Appendix A  Page 2 

 

 

The Construction Process Includes: 

 Clear and grubbing 

 Removal or grind of asphalt along proposed gutter 

 Asphalt leveling course to improve drainage and reduce ponding 

 Install curb, gutter and sidewalk  

 Conforms at driveways  

 Curb ramp 

 Drainage modifications as necessary  
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE the Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project and AUTHORIZE the Public Works

Director, or designee, to advertise the project.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/88 to APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to submit

a 2013/2014 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Grant Application to the Metropolitan Transportation

Commission in the total amount of $100,000 for Fiscal Year 2013/2014 for the Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian and

Bicycle Improvement Project.

FIND the project is a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Class 3 Categorical Exemption, pursuant to

Article 19, Section 15303(d) of the CEQA Guidelines; and

DIRECT the Director of Conservation and Development to file the Notice of Exemption with the County Clerk; and

AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director to arrange for payment of $25 fee to the Department of Conservation and

Development for processing, and a $50 fee to the County Clerk for filing the Notice of Exemption.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Mary Halle, 925-313-2327

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 3

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: APPROVE the Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project, Walnut Creek
area 
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FISCAL IMPACT:

If awarded TDA funding, this project will be funded approximately 10% TDA funds and 90% Central County Area of

Benefit funds.

BACKGROUND:

Applying for and obtaining grants allows the County to construct more improvements than would be possible

otherwise.

The Countywide Bicycle Advisory Committee (CBAC) reviewed the candidate projects and recommended this

project as a worthy candidate.

The Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project consists of construction of 2400 feet of

Pedestrian path from Walnut Heights Elementary School to Clarkin Court to join the existing sidewalk.  It also

includes signage for a class III bike route from the Walnut Heights Elementary School to Mountain View Boulevard. 

Several community meetings have been conducted during project scoping and the project is supported by the Walnut

Heights PTA, and Walnut Creek School District.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Delay in approving the project may jeopardize funding.

 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/88

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING and AUTHORIZING the Public Works Director, or designee, to submit a 2013/2014

Transportation Development Act Grant Application to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission in the total amount of

$100,000 for the Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project, Walnut Creek area.

WHEREAS, Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act (TDA), Public Utilities Code (PUC) Section 99400 et seq.,

authorizes the submission of claims to a regional transportation planning agency for the funding of projects exclusively for the

benefit and/or use of pedestrians and bicyclists; and 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), as the regional transportation planning agency for the San

Francisco Bay region, has adopted MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised, entitled “Transportation Development Act, Article 3,

Pedestrian/Bicycle Projects,” which delineates procedures and criteria for submission of requests for the allocation of “TDA

Article 3” funding; and

WHEREAS, MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised requires that requests for the allocation of TDA Article 3 funding be submitted

as part of a single, countywide coordinated claim from each county in the San Francisco Bay region; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA desires to submit a request to MTC for the allocation of TDA Article 3 funds

to support the projects described in Attachment B to this resolution, which are for the exclusive benefit and/or use of pedestrians

and/or bicyclists;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

RESOLVED, that the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA declares it is eligible to request an allocation of TDA Article 3 funds

pursuant to Section 99234 of the Public Utilities Code, and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that there is no pending or threatened litigation that might adversely affect the project or projects described in

Attachment B to this resolution, or that might impair the ability of the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA to carry out the project;

and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA attests to the accuracy of and approves the statements in Attachment A

to this resolution; and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that a certified copy of this resolution and its attachments, and any accompanying supporting materials shall be

forwarded to the congestion management agency, countywide transportation planning agency, or county association of

governments, as the case may be, of CONTRA COSTA COUNTY for submission to MTC as part of the countywide coordinated

TDA Article 3 claim.

Contact:  Mary Halle, 925-313-2327

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 255



February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 256



MTC Programming and Allocations Section   April 2005 TDA Article 3 Model Resolution    Page 1 

Resolution No. INSERT NUMBER 

Attachment B 

page INSERT PAGE NUMBER of INSERT TOTAL PAGE NUMBERS 

TDA Article 3 Project Application Form 

Fiscal Year of this Claim: 2013/14 Applicant: Contra Costa County Public Works Department  

Contact person:  Mary Halle  

Mailing Address:  255 Glacier Drive, Martinez, CA 94553   

E-Mail Address:   mhall@pw.cccounty.us Telephone:  925-313-2327  

Secondary Contact (in event primary not available)  Chris Lau  

E-Mail Address:  clau@pw.cccounty.us Telephone:  925-313-2293  

Short Title Description of Project:  Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian & Bicycle Improvement Project  

Amount of claim: $100,000  

Functional Description of Project: 

Install a pedestrian path on the north easterly side of Walnut Boulevard from Walnut Heights Elementary School to Clarkin Court to join the 

existing sidewalk improvements. Install a class III bike route from Walnut Heights Elementary School to Mountain View Boulevard. The project will 

install 2400 feet of pedestrian path that will connect to an existing pedestrian facility. The project will also include installation of curb ramps and 

driveways, utility relocation, minor grading, drainage modifications, and installation of bike route signage. The project is supported by the Walnut 

Heights School Community.   

  

Financial Plan: 

List the project elements for which TDA funding is being requested (e.g., planning, environmental, engineering, right-of-way, construction, 

inspection, contingency, audit). Use the table below to show the project budget. Include prior and proposed future funding of the project. If 

the project is a segment of a larger project, include prior and proposed funding sources for the other segments. 
 

Project Elements: Planning, Design, and Construction  

  

 

Funding Source All Prior FYs Application FY Next FY Following FYs Totals 

TDA Article 3  $100,000   $100,000 

list all other sources:      

1. Central County AOB  $995,000   $995,000 

2.       

3.      

4.       

Totals  $1,095,000   $1,095,000 

 

Project Eligibility:   YES?/NO? 

A. Has the project been approved by the claimant's governing body?  (If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is 

anticipated). 

YES 

B. Has this project previously received TDA Article 3 funding?  If "YES," provide an explanation on a separate page. NO 

C. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to Chapter 1000 of the California 

Highway Design Manual? (Available on the internet via: http://www.dot.ca.gov). 

YES 

D. Has the project been reviewed by a Bicycle Advisory Committee? (If "NO," provide an explanation). YES 

E. Has the public availability of the environmental compliance documentation for the project (pursuant to CEQA) been 

evidenced by the dated stamping of the document by the county clerk or county recorder?  (required only for projects that 

include construction). 

YES 

F. Will the project be completed before the allocation expires?  Enter the anticipated completion date of project (month and 

year) Fall 2014  

YES 

G. Have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility, or has the claimant arranged for such 

maintenance by another agency?  (If an agency other than the Claimant is to maintain the facility provide its name:  

 ) 

YES 
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January 24, 2013 

 

Purpose and Need 

The purpose of this project is to provide a pedestrian path to extend approximately 2,400 

feet on the northeasterly side of Walnut Boulevard from Walnut Heights Elementary School 

to join the existing sidewalk at Clarkin Court. Pedestrian facilities currently do not exist in 

this area and pedestrians currently walk within the traveled way or within the gravel 

shoulder or ditch. There is an enthusiastic community of walkers that walk to school as well 

as for recreation and to improve quality of life. The proposed project will shift pedestrians 

from the travel lanes to a separate path, safe from motorists. The attached photos 

demonstrate the project need as it is sometimes difficult to see students on the shoulder 

amongst shadows and roadside vegetation.  

The project also includes signage of a Class III bike route to join the Class III bike route in 

the City of Walnut Creek on either side of the project limits.  

The project was initially suggested by community members at a neighborhood meeting to 

discuss road safety in 2010. Two additional community meetings were held to discuss the 

project scope. Installation of pedestrian facilities and bike lanes on both sides of the street 

was initially considered, but the resulting preferred alternative is to install a path on only 

the northeasterly side to minimize impact to trees and to stretch funding so that the 

pedestrian improvements can extend farther and connect to an existing sidewalk. This will 

complete a 1.5 mile continuous path. 

It is anticipated that construction of the project will increase the number of students 

walking or biking to school in the morning and afternoon commutes and will reduce 

congestion. In addition, the path will comply with the requirements according to the 

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) to make the area accessible for all users.  

 

Support letters are included from the following groups, Districts, officials, and individuals: 

 California Senator, Mark DeSaulnier 

 California Assemblymember, Joan Buchanan 

 Contra Costa Board of Supervisors 

 Walnut Creek School Board 

 Walnut Heights Elementary School Parent Teacher Association (PTA) 

 Walnut Heights Elementary School Principal 

 Michelle Panacci, community parent with limited mobility  

 Contra Costa Health Services Department 

 Petition signed by approximately 120 parents from the Walnut Heights community 
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 Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project  

MTC Prog. & Alloc. Section   April. 2005 TDA Article 3 Claim Applications Appendix A  Page 2 

 

Project Description  

Project Length = 2,400 feet 

This project will consist of constructing approximately 2,400 linear feet of pedestrian path 

from Walnut Heights Elementary School to Clarkin Court. In addition, the project scope also 

includes installation of a Class III bike route to extend 3,500 feet from Walnut Heights 

Elementary School to Mountain View Boulevard.  The scope consists of installation of the 

following: five foot wide asphalt path, asphalt berm to separate motorists from pedestrians, 

concrete curb, gutter, and/or sidewalk as necessary to match existing improvements, curb 

ramps, bike route signage, “share the road” signage, minor drainage modifications, curb 

ramps, two foot high retaining wall where necessary, driveway conform grading, relocate 

utilities, and remove approximately nine trees to include eucalyptus and native saplings. 

Preparation for construction will include a nesting bird survey if work occurs between 

March and July and consultation with a certified arborist to assure proper treatments for 

any necessary root trimming. 

 

The Construction Process Includes: 

 Clear and grubbing 

 Minor Grading 

 Construct asphalt path 

 Install curb and gutter and sidewalk to match existing 

 Install separated berm to separate pedestrians from motorists 

 Driveways 

 Curb ramp 

 Construct approximately 2’ high timber retaining walls 

 Drainage modifications as necessary  

 Install bike route and “share the road” signage 
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G:\EngSvc\ENVIRO\TransEng\Walnut Blvd Pedestrian and Bicycle Project (WO#4176)\NOE_1-7-13.doc Revised 2012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
Notice of Exemption 

  
To:  Office of Planning and Research  From:  Contra Costa County  

P.O. Box 3044, Room 113    Dept. of Conservation & Development 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044    30 Muir Road 
    Martinez, CA 94553 
County Clerk 
County of:  Contra Costa 

  
Project Title: Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project, WO#4176, CP# 12-50  
 
Project Applicant: Contra Costa County Public Works Department, 255 Glacier Drive, Martinez, CA 94553  
 
Project Location – Specific: Walnut Boulevard between Bellows Court and Mountain View Boulevard    
 
Project Location - City: Walnut Creek    Project Location – County:  Contra Costa 
 
1. Description of Nature, Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project: Contra Costa County Public Works 

Department proposes to construct an approximately 2,400-foot long pedestrian path and associated facilities 
from Walnut Heights Elementary School to Clarkin Court. In addition, an approximately 3,500-foot long Class 
III bike route will be designated from the school to Mountain View Boulevard to join the planned bike route in 
the City of Walnut Creek on both sides of the project limits. Residents and students walk or bike within the 
travel lanes of Walnut Boulevard due to the lack of pedestrian facilities. An American Disabilities Act (ADA)-
compliant pedestrian path is needed to provide an accessible path of travel. Most of the road section has no 
curb and gutter. The proposed improvements include construction of a 5-foot wide asphalt path, an asphalt 
berm to separate motorists from pedestrians, concrete curb, gutter, and/or sidewalk as necessary to match 
existing improvements; curb ramps, bike route signage, minor drainage modifications including a headwall at 
an existing culvert, two-foot high retaining wall where necessary, driveway conform grading, and utility 
relocations. The improvements will result in the need to remove approximately nine trees that include 
eucalyptus and native oak saplings. Preparation for construction will include a nesting bird survey if work 
occurs between March and July and consultation with a certified arborist to ensure proper treatments for any 
necessary root trimming. 

 
Real property transactions may be necessary in support of the project.  

 
Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Contra Costa County 

Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Contra Costa County Public Works Department 
 
Exempt Status: 

 Ministerial Project (Sec. 21080(b) (1); 15268   Categorical Exemption: 15303(d) 
 Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a))   Other Statutory Exemption, Code no.: 

 Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b))   General Rule of Applicability 
 
Reasons why project is exempt: The project consists of construction of limited numbers of new, small facilities or 
structures.  
 
Lead Agency Contact Person: Claudia Gemberling   Area Code/Telephone/Extension: (925) 313-2192 
 
If filed by applicant: 

1. Attach certified document of exemption finding. 
2. Has a Notice of Exemption been filed by the public agency approving the project?   Yes     No 

 
Signature:___________________________________ Date:________________ Title: ______________________ 
 
        Signed by Lead Agency        Signed by Applicant 

AFFIDAVIT OF FILING AND POSTING 
 
I declare that on      I received and posted this notice as required by 
California Public Resources Code Section 21152(c).  Said notice will remain posted for 30 days from the 
filing date. 
 
    
 Signature Title 

 

Applicant: Department of Fish and Game Fees Due  

Contra Costa County Public Works Department  EIR - $2,995.25 Total Due:  $  75.00  
255 Glacier Drive  Neg. Dec. - $2,156.25 Total Paid  $     
Martinez, CA 94553  DeMinimis Findings - $0  
Attn: Claudia Gemberling   County Clerk - $50 Receipt #:      
Environmental Division 
Phone: (925) 313-2192  Conservation & Development - $25  
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE the May Road Sidewalk Extension Project and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to

advertise the project. (0676-6P1025)

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/87 to APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to submit

a 2013/2014 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Grant Application to the Metropolitan Transportation

Commission in the total amount of $100,000 for Fiscal Year 2013/2014 for the May Road Sidewalk Extension Project.

FIND the project is a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Class 1(c) Categorical Exemption, pursuant to

Article 19, Section 15301(c) of the CEQA Guidelines; and

DIRECT the Director of Conservation and Development to file the Notice of Exemption with the County Clerk; and

AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director to arrange for payment of $25 fee to the Department of Conservation and

Development for processing, and a $50 fee to the County Clerk for filing the Notice of Exemption.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Mary Halle, 925-313-2327

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 4

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: APPROVE the May Road Sidewalk Extension Project, El Sobrante area 
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FISCAL IMPACT:

This project is funded approximately 56% TDA Grant funds and 44% local road funds.

BACKGROUND:

Applying for and obtaining grants allows the County to construct more improvements than would be possible

otherwise.

The Countywide Bicycle Advisory Committee (CBAC) reviewed the candidate projects and recommended this

project as a worthy candidate.

The project was initially suggested by the El Sobrante Municipal Advisory Council (ESMAC) during a meeting in

2010. The purpose of this project is to provide a sidewalk extension along May Road from a pedestrian crosswalk

that gives access to Sheldon Elementary School and connects to a bus stop approximately 250 feet south of the

pedestrian crosswalk. The proposed project would provide continuous safe access for students walking to school from

the south. In addition, the project will comply with the requirements according to the Americans with Disabilities Act

(ADA) to make the area accessible for all users.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Delay in approving the project will result in a delay of design and construction and may jeopardize funding.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/87

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING and AUTHORIZING the Public Works Director, or designee, to submit a 2013/2014

Transportation Development Act Grant Application to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission in the total amount of

$100,000 for the May Road Sidewalk Extension Project, El Sobrante area.

WHEREAS, Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act (TDA), Public Utilities Code (PUC) Section 99400 et seq.,

authorizes the submission of claims to a regional transportation planning agency for the funding of projects exclusively for the

benefit and/or use of pedestrians and bicyclists; and 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), as the regional transportation planning agency for the San

Francisco Bay region, has adopted MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised, entitled “Transportation Development Act, Article 3,

Pedestrian/Bicycle Projects,” which delineates procedures and criteria for submission of requests for the allocation of “TDA

Article 3” funding; and

WHEREAS, MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised requires that requests for the allocation of TDA Article 3 funding be submitted

as part of a single, countywide coordinated claim from each county in the San Francisco Bay region; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA desires to submit a request to MTC for the allocation of TDA Article 3 funds

to support the projects described in Attachment B to this resolution, which are for the exclusive benefit and/or use of pedestrians

and/or bicyclists; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

RESOLVED, that the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA declares it is eligible to request an allocation of TDA Article 3 funds

pursuant to Section 99234 of the Public Utilities Code, and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that there is no pending or threatened litigation that might adversely affect the project or projects described in

Attachment B to this resolution, or that might impair the ability of the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA to carry out the project;

and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that the COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA attests to the accuracy of and approves the statements in Attachment A

to this resolution; and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that a certified copy of this resolution and its attachments, and any accompanying supporting materials shall be

forwarded to the congestion management agency, countywide transportation planning agency, or county association of

governments, as the case may be, of CONTRA COSTA COUNTY for submission to MTC as part of the countywide coordinated

TDA Article 3 claim.

Contact:  Mary Halle, 925-313-2327

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:
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MTC Programming and Allocations Section   April 2005 TDA Article 3 Model Resolution    Page 1 

Resolution No. INSERT NUMBER 

Attachment B 

page 1 of INSERT TOTAL PAGE NUMBERS 

TDA Article 3 Project Application Form 

Fiscal Year of this Claim: 2013/2014 Applicant: Contra Costa County Public Works Department  

Contact person: Mary Halle  

Mailing Address: 255 Glacier Drive   

E-Mail Address: mhall@pw.cccounty.us Telephone: (925) 313-2327  

Secondary Contact (in event primary not available) Chris Lau  

E-Mail Address: clau@pw.cccounty.us Telephone: (925) 313-2293  

Short Title Description of Project: May Road Sidewalk Extension Project  

Amount of claim: $100,000  

Functional Description of Project: 
The project includes construction of approximately 250 feet of sidewalk on May Road just north of San Pablo Dam Road across from Sheldon Elementary 

School. This sidewalk construction will extend the pedestrian path on May Road to connect the existing pedestrian crosswalk to the existing sidewalk south 

of the school on the east side of May Road.    The construction will include curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps.  

  

  

Financial Plan: 

List the project elements for which TDA funding is being requested (e.g., planning, environmental, engineering, right-of-way, construction, 

inspection, contingency, audit). Use the table below to show the project budget. Include prior and proposed future funding of the project. If the 

project is a segment of a larger project, include prior and proposed funding sources for the other segments. 
 

Project Elements: Engineering & Construction  

  

 

Funding Source All Prior FYs Application FY Next FY Following FYs Totals 

TDA Article 3  $100,000   $100,000 

list all other sources:      

1. Local Road Funds  $108,000   $108,000 

2.       

3.      

4.       

Totals  $208,000   $208,000 

 

Project Eligibility:   YES?/NO? 

A. Has the project been approved by the claimant's governing body?  (If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is 

anticipated). 

Yes 

B. Has this project previously received TDA Article 3 funding?  If "YES," provide an explanation on a separate page. No 

C. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to Chapter 1000 of the California 

Highway Design Manual? (Available on the internet via: http://www.dot.ca.gov). 

N/A 

D. Has the project been reviewed by a Bicycle Advisory Committee? (If "NO," provide an explanation). Yes 

E. Has the public availability of the environmental compliance documentation for the project (pursuant to CEQA) been 

evidenced by the dated stamping of the document by the county clerk or county recorder?  (required only for projects that 

include construction). 

Yes 

F. Will the project be completed before the allocation expires?  Enter the anticipated completion date of project (month and 

year) October, 2015  

Yes 

G. Have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility, or has the claimant arranged for such 

maintenance by another agency?  (If an agency other than the Claimant is to maintain the facility provide its name:  

 ) 

Yes 
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MTC Programming and Allocations Section   April 2005 TDA Article 3 Model Resolution    Page 2 

 
 
Purpose & Need 
 
The purpose of this project is to provide a sidewalk extension along May Road from a bus stop 
approximately 200 feet north of Bruno Road to the pedestrian crosswalk that gives access to Sheldon 
Elementary School.  There is an existing sidewalk that connects the bus stop to Bruno Road.  
Currently the sidewalk terminates 250 feet short of the school crosswalk and parents and students 
must walk on the shoulder of the road.  A hillside on the east side of the project site limits sight 
distance along May Road immediately south of the school.  The proposed project would provide 
continuous safe access for students walking to school from the south.     
 
The existing shoulder where the sidewalk is proposed is clear and accessible. The students at 
Sheldon Elementary would benefit from the proposed pedestrian improvements as residents walk to 
school.  In addition, the project will comply with the requirements according to the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) to make the area accessible for all users. 
 
The project was initially suggested by the El Sobrante Municipal Advisory Council (ESMAC) during a 
meeting in 2010.  The reason for the suggestion was to improve safety in the area of Sheldon School 
due to lack of sidewalks and curvature of the road that limit visibility.  A letter from the ESMAC is 
included. 
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MTC Programming and Allocations Section   April 2005 TDA Article 3 Model Resolution    Page 3 

Project Description 
 
Project Length = 500 feet 
 
The project includes construction of approximately 250 feet of curb, gutter, and sidewalk, and two 
curb ramps on each end of the existing crosswalk on May Road at Sheldon Elementary School. The 
sidewalk will extend 250 feet from the crosswalk in front of Sheldon Elementary School to join the 
existing sidewalk on May Road south of the crosswalk.  The County will need to obtain a permit from 
the City of Richmond to install the curb ramp on the west side of May Road to update the access to 
the pedestrian crosswalk. 
 
The project scope includes removal of a portion of the existing asphalt and asphalt berm along the 
east side of May Road.  The project will also require re-striping of May Road.  The current pavement 
width is wider than necessary for the travel lanes.  Reducing lane width to a standard 12 foot lane 
will provide room for the sidewalk without impacting the adjacent retaining wall.  The restriping will 
extend approximately 500 feet to smoothly transition lane striping.  The back of the sidewalk will be 
at the location of the existing edge of pavement.  The project design will consider any drainage 
improvements necessary with the installation of curb and gutter.  Additional pedestrian safety 
improvements such as a rapid flashing beacon or bulb outs will be implemented at the crosswalk 
location.   
 
The alternative to the proposed layout is to place the sidewalk with the face of curb coincident with 
the existing edge of pavement and therefore having to install a retaining wall to replace the existing 
terraced retaining structure.  Installation of a retaining wall with this option would significantly 
increase the cost of the project. For this reason, the preferred alternative which includes restriping a 
segment of the roadway is more cost efficient and may provide traffic calming as a result of 
narrowing the road width. 
 
The Construction Process Includes: 
 

 Minor clearing and grubbing 

 Remove asphalt and asphalt berm 

 Concrete removal  

 Install curb and gutter and sidewalk to match existing 

 Driveway conform 

 Install curb ramps 

 Re-stripe May Road within project limits 

 Minor grading 

 Drainage modifications as necessary
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Traffic Resolution 2013/4376 to prohibit parking at all times (red curb) on the east side of Colusa Avenue

(Road No. 1452), Kensington, beginning at a point 198 feet north of the east curb line of Berkeley Park Boulevard

(Road No. 1655E), and extending northerly a distance of 30 feet, as recommended by the Public Works Director,

Kensington area.  

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No fiscal impact. 

BACKGROUND: 

The parking restriction will improve visibility of pedestrians using the existing crosswalk. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

Unable to use the local authorities' power to enforce the California Vehicle Code. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Not applicable. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Monish Sen, 925-313-2187

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 5

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Parking restriction on the east side of Colusa Avenue (Road No. 1452) near intersection of Berkeley Park Boulevard (Road No.
1655E), Kensington area 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Traffic Resolution 2013/4377 to prohibit parking at all times (red curb) on the east side of Colusa Avenue

(Road No. 1452), Kensington, beginning at the end of the sourtherly curb return of the intersection with Ocean View

Avenue (Road No. 1655D), and extending southerly a distance of 20 feet, Kensington area. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No fiscal impact. 

BACKGROUND: 

The parking restriction will improve visibility of pedestrians using the existing crosswalk and sight lines for vehicles

entering the roadway. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

Unable to use the local authorities' power to enforce the California Vehicle Code. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Not applicable. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Monish Sen, 925-313-2187

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 6

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Parking restriction on the east side of Colusa Avenue (Road No. 1452) near intersection of Ocean View Avenue (Road 1655D),
Kensington area 

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 279



February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 280



RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE the Arlington Avenue Curb Ramp project contingency fund increase of $6,000, for a new contingency

fund total of $21,200, and new payment limit of $173,202, effective February 12, 2013; and  

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/83 accepting as complete the contracted work performed by Sposeto Engineering, Inc.

for the Arlington Avenue Curb Ramp project, as recommended by the Public Works Director,Kensington area. 

(Project No. 0662-6R4207) 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Project was funded by 100% Local Road funds. 

BACKGROUND: 

The contingency fund increase is necessary to compensate the contractor for required extra work.  The Public Works

Director reports that said work has been inspected and complies with the approved plans, special provisions and

standard specifications and recommends its acceptance as complete as of February 1, 2013. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The contractor will not be paid and acceptance notification will not be recorded. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Kevin Emigh,

925-313-2233

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: J. Dowling,   S. Reed,   P. Denison   

C. 7

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Increase Contingency Fund and ACCEPTANCE & Giving Notice of Completion of Contract - Arlington Avenue Curb Ramp
Project, Kensington area. 
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CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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Recorded at the request of: Clerk of the Board

Return To: Public Works Department, Design/Construction Division

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/83 

In the Matter of Accepting and Giving Notice of Completion of Contract for the Arlington Avenue Curb Ramp project,

Kensington area, Project No. 0662-6R4207.

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa County RESOLVES that on August 21, 2012, the County contracted with

Sposeto Engineering, Inc. for the work generally consisting of removing existing curb, sidewalk, traffic stripes and pavement

markings, constructing new curb, sidewalk, curb ramps, retaining walls in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act,

and placing new traffic stripes and pavement markings in the Kensington area, with The Gray Insurance Company as surety, for

work to be performed on the grounds of the County; and 

The Public Works Director reports that said work has been inspected and complies with the approved plans, special provisions

and standard specifications and recommends its acceptance as complete as of February 1, 2013. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that said work is ACCEPTED as complete on said date, and the Clerk shall file with

the County Recorder a copy of this resolution and Notice as a Notice of Completion for said contract.

Contact:  Kevin Emigh, 925-313-2233

 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and
entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: J. Dowling,   S. Reed,   P. Denison   
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/84 approving the Road Improvement Agreement for Boulevard Way for land use

permit LP 08-2034 (cross-reference minor subdivision MS 09-0008), for a project being developed by Sufism

Reoriented, Walnut Creek area. (District II) 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No fiscal impact. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Road Improvement Agreement is required to guarantee installation of necessary improvements to Boulevard

Way. Improvements are required by Conditions of Acceptance for land use permit LP 08-2034 (cross-reference minor

subdivision MS 09-0008). 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The Road Improvement Agreement to guarantee installation of necessary improvements will not be approved. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Not applicable. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  J. LaRocque,

925-313-2315

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Originator, ES,   J. LaRocque, Engineering Services,   PWD, Design/Construction,   WPD, Finance,   T 11-12-13   

C. 8

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Approving the Road Improvement Agreement for Boulevard Way for land use permit LP 08-2034 (cross-reference minor
subdivision MS 09-0008) Walnut Creek 
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Recorded at the request of: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Return To: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, ENGINEERING SERVICES

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/84 

IN THE MATTER OF approving the Road Improvement Agreement for Boulevard Way for land use permit LP 08-2034

(cross-reference minor subdivision MS 09-0008), for a project being developed by Sufism Reoriented, Walnut Creek area.

(District II)

WHEREAS, the following document was presented for Board approval for Boulevard Way for land use permit LP 08-2034

(cross-reference minor subdivision MS 09-0008), a property located in the Walnut Creek area, Supervisorial District II.

A Road Improvement Agreement with Sufism Reoriented, principal, whereby said principal agrees to complete all

improvements, as required in said road improvement agreement, within  two year(s) from the date of said agreement.

Improvements generally consist of roadway and drainage improvements.

Said document was accompanied by security to guarantee the completion of road improvements, as required by Title 9 of the

County Ordinance Code, as follows:

I. Cash Bond Performance Amount:  $4,070 

DP 618681 Date:  November 29, 2012 

Submitted by:  Sufism Reoriented

II. Surety Bond (Cash) Auditor’s Deposit Permit No.: DP 618681 Date: November 29, 2012 

Performance Amount:  $403,930 

Labor & Materials Amount:  $203,500 

Principal:  Sufism Reoriented

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that said road improvement agreement is APPROVED.

All deposit permits are on file with the Public Works Department.

Contact:  J. LaRocque, 925-313-2315

 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and
entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
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By: , Deputy

cc: Originator, ES,   J. LaRocque, Engineering Services,   PWD, Design/Construction,   WPD, Finance,   T 11-12-13   
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/85 accepting completion of warranty period and release of cash deposit under the Road

Improvement Agreement for road acceptance RA 05-01199 (cross-reference subdivision SD 03-08508), for a project

being developed by Windemere BLC Land Company, LLC, as recommended by the Public Works Director, San

Ramon (Dougherty Valley) area.  (District II) 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

The funds to be released are developer fees that have been held on deposit. 

BACKGROUND: 

The road improvements have met the guarantee performance standards for the warranty period following completion

and acceptance of the improvements. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The developer will not receive a refund of their cash deposit, the Road Improvement Agreement and performance

surety bond will not be exonerated, and the billing account will not be liquidated and closed. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Not applicable. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  J. LaRocque, 925-313-2315

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Originator Engineering Services,   J. LaRocque, Engineering Services,   Design/Construction,   DCD,   Windemere BLC 6111 Bollinger Cnyn, #550, SR

94583,   Arch Insur. Co. 865 S. Figueroa St, Ste. 2700, LA 90017   

C. 9

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Accepting completion of warranty period and release of cash deposit under the Road Improvement Agreement for RA 05-01199
San Ramon (Dougherty Valley) 
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Recorded at the request of: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Return To: PUBLIC WORKS DEPT. ENGINEERING SERVICES

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/85 

IN THE MATTER OF accepting completion of warranty period and release of cash deposit under the Road Improvement

Agreement for road acceptance RA 05-01199 (cross-reference subdivision SD 03-08508), for a project being developed by

Windemere BLC Land Company, LLC, as recommended by the Public Works Director, San Ramon (Dougherty Valley)

area. (District II)

WHEREAS on July 8, 2008, this Board resolved that the improvements for road acceptance RA 05-01199 (cross-reference

subdivision SD 03-08508) were completed as provided in the Road Improvement Agreement with Windemere BLC Land

Company, LLC, and now on the recommendation of the Public Works Director;

The Board hereby FINDS that the improvements have satisfactorily met the guaranteed performance standards for the period

following completion and acceptance.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Public Works Director is AUTHORIZED to:

REFUND the $3,100 cash deposit (Auditor's Deposit Permit No. 467598, dated July 20, 2006) plus interest in accordance with

Government Code Section 53079, if appropriate, to Windemere BLC Land Company, LLC, pursuant to the Road Improvement

Agreement and Ordinance Code Section 94 4.406.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the warranty period has been completed and the Road Improvement Agreement and

performance/maintenance surety bond issued by Arch Insurance Company, Bond No. SU 5020560, dated July 5, 2006, are

EXONERATED.

Contact:  J. LaRocque, 925-313-2315

 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and
entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Originator Engineering Services,   J. LaRocque, Engineering Services,   Design/Construction,   DCD,   Windemere BLC 6111 Bollinger Cnyn, #550, SR

94583,   Arch Insur. Co. 865 S. Figueroa St, Ste. 2700, LA 90017   
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

DENY claims filed by Joseph C. Brock & Jennifer O’Dell, Enterprise Rent-A-Car, O’Grady Paving Inc., and Daniel

Rodriguez.

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Not applicable.

BACKGROUND: 

*

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Not applicable.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  T. Lennear, (925)

335-1900

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 10

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Tiffany Lennear, Clerk of the Board

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: CLAIMS 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

RECEIVE public report of litigation settlement agreements that became final during the period of January 1, 2013

through January 31, 2013, as recommended by County Counsel. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Settlement amounts are listed below. 

BACKGROUND: 

One agreement to settle pending litigation, as defined in Government Code section 54956.9, became final during the

period of January 1, 2013 through January 31, 2013. 

County of Contra Costa v. Bank of America, N.A., et al, (In re Municipal Derivatives Litigation – Case No. MDL

1950 (S.D.N.Y.)). This is a consolidated case involving numerous public agencies and financial institutions

concerning allegations the financial institutions rigged bids and/or fixed prices in connection with yields paid on

municipal derivative investments. Under a settlement reached between JP Morgan Chase and various state Attorneys

General, Chase agreed to pay $65.5 million in total restitution to public entities. Under the settlement, Chase will pay

Contra Costa County $187,828 in exchange for the County terminating its lawsuit against Chase. The Board of

Supervisors authorized settlement 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Thomas Geiger, 335-1800

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Thomas Geiger, Supervising Deputy County Counsel,   Sharon Hymes-Offord, Risk Manager   

C. 11

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Sharon L. Anderson, County Counsel

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Public report of litigation settlement agreements that became final during the period of January 1, 2013 through January 31,
2013. 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

on July 24, 2012 in closed session, by a 3-0 vote, Supervisors Gioia and Andersen absent. The settlement became

final on January 14, 2013. 

This report includes final settlements of litigation matters handled by the Office of the County Counsel. This report

does not include litigation settlements that were reported by the Risk Management Division of the County

Administrator’s Office as a consent item on the Board’s open session agenda.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The report would not be accepted.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ACCEPT Board Member Meeting Reports for January 2013.

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None.

BACKGROUND: 

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires that members of legislative bodies report on meetings attended for

which there has been expense reimbursement (mileage, meals, lodging, et cetera). The attached reports were

submitted by Board of Supervisors members in satisfaction of this requirement.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors will fail to meet the requirements of Government Code Section

53232.3(d).

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  T. Lennear, (925)

335-1900

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 12

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Tiffany Lennear, Clerk of the Board

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: ACCEPT Board Member Meeting Reports for January 2013 
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Supervisor John Gioia 
January  –   2013 Monthly Meeting Report 

 
  
 

 
Date 
 
 

 
Meeting 

 
Location 

8 B.O.S. Reorganization  Meeting Martinez 

8 B.O.S. Reorganization Lunch Antioch 

10 Partnership for Children & Youth Annual Board Retreat Oakland 

10 JPC Executive Cmte. Meeting Oakland 

11 ABAG Adm. & MTC Planning Cmte. Oakland 

15 B.O.S. Meeting Martinez 

17 BCDC Meeting Oakland 

17 ABAG Finance Cmte. Meeting Oakland 

18 JPC Regional Planning Meeting Oakland 

19 Remarks/MLK Residents Event Richmond 

19 Presentation/El Sobrante Chamber Installation Dinner El Sobrante 

21 Remarks/Annual El Cerrito MLK Program El Cerrito 

22 B.O.S. Meeting Martinez 

23 Speaker/Richmond Chamber Breakfast Richmond 

23 BCDC Strategic Planning Workshop Richmond 

23 S.F. Bay Restoration Authority Gov. Board Oakland 

24 W.C. Mayors & Sups Meeting Richmond 

24 Remarks/Contra Costa College MLK Event San Pablo 

25 WCCTAC  Board of Directors Meeting San Pablo 

25 Earn It. Keep It. Save It Kick Off News Conference Richmond 

26 Remarks/Foster Care Youth Conference Richmond 

28 JCC/PAC  Committees  Martinez 

29 B.O.S. Retreat Meeting Martinez 

30  United Way’s Ending Poverty Steering Cmte. Meeting Oakland 
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Supervisor Candace Andersen 

 

Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors District Two 

January 2013 Monthly Meeting Report 
 

DATE DESTINATION AGENCY PURPOSE 

1/3 Martinez Office of Emergency Services Tour 
1/7 Rossmoor Emergency Prep. Org. Meeting 
1/7 Lafayette Lafayette Library outreach 
1/7 Moraga SWAT Board meeting 
1/8 Martinez Board of Supervisors Meeting – Reorganization event 
1/9 Martinez LAFCO Board meeting 
1/10 Martinez Refineries Info. Luncheon 
1/10 Lafayette Mayors’ Conference Meeting 
1/11 Lafayette Rotary Guest Speaker 
1/14 Danville Alamo Liaison Community outreach 
1/15 Martinez Board of Supervisors Board Meeting 
1/16 Danville District 2 Constituent meetings 
1/16 Martinez Grand Jury presentation 
1/16 Walnut Creek CCTA Alternate 
1/17 Walnut Creek CCCTA Board meeting 
1/17 Lafayette Veterans Hall Update 
1/17 Danville District 2 Constituent meetings 
1/18 Danville Chamber of Commerce State of Economy 
1/22 Martinez Board of Supervisors Board Meeting 
1/24 Concord Contra Costa Council Lunch/Dinner event 
1/27 Orinda Orinda Chamber Volunteer of the Year 

1/28 Walnut Creek City of Walnut Creek State of the City Address 
1/28 Danville  District 2 Constituent meetings 
1/29 Martinez BOS  Retreat 
1/29 San Ramon TVTC Meeting 
1/30 Danville Public Works Meeting-update 
1/31 Richmond Sheriff Detention Facility tour 
1/31 Danville SRVUSD Street Smarts 
1/31 Walnut Creek CCCSWA Board Meeting 

    
    
    
    
    
    
    
    
    
    

309 Diablo Road 
Danville, CA 94526 
 
Voice:   925-957-8860 

Fax:       925-820-3785 
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February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 299



Date Meeting Name Location Purpose

7-Jan Constituent Meeting Brentwood Community Outreach

7-Jan Meeting with PG&E Brentwood Business Meeting

8-Jan Board of Supervisors Meeting Martinez Business Meeting

8-Jan Board of Supervisors Reorg Luncheon Antioch Community Outreach

9-Jan Meeting with Chevron Martinez Business Meeting

9-Jan LAFCO Meeting Martinez Business Meeting

9-Jan Meeting with District Attorney, Mark Peterson Martinez Business Meeting

10-Jan
Meeting with Deputy Sheriff's Association, 
Ken Westerman Danville Business Meeting

10-Jan Meeting with Blackhawk GHAD Danville Business Meeting

10-Jan
Meeting with Supervisor Andersen and 
ENGEO Danville Business Meeting

10-Jan
Speaking at the East Bay EDA Legislative 
Reception Hayward Community Outreach

15-Jan Board of Supervisors Meeting Martinez Business Meeting

16-Jan * Bay Area Air Quality Management District San Jose Business Meeting

17-Jan Sexual Harrassment Prevention Training Martinez Business Meeting

17-Jan * Delta Conservancy Meeting Walnut Grove Business Meeting

18-Jan * Bay Area Air Quality Management District Oakland Business Meeting

18-Jan Supervisor Reagan Event Vacaville Community Outreach

22-Jan Board of Supervisors Meeting Martinez Business Meeting

23-Jan East Bay EDA Retreat Oakland Business Meeting

23-Jan Constituent Meeting Antioch Community Outreach

Supervisor Mary Nejedly Piepho – January 2013 AB1234 Report

(Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires that members of 

legislative bodies report on meetings attended for which there 

has been expense reimbursement (mileage, meals, lodging, etc). 
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23-Jan Tri Delta Transit Antioch Business Meeting

24-Jan * Bay Area Air Quality Management District San Francisco Business Meeting

24-Jan Contra Costa USA Event Concord Community Outreach

26-Jan CHP 11-99 Foundation Event Livermore Community Outreach

28-Jan
Contra Costa Regional Medical Center 
Committee Meeting Martinez Business Meeting

28-Jan Meeting with CCTV Brentwood Business Meeting

28-Jan Meeting with County Staff Brentwood Business Meeting

29-Jan Board of Supervisors Retreat Pittsburg Business Meeting

30-Jan
Orin Allen Sewer Pipe Replacement Project 
Tour Byron Business Meeting

30-Jan

Speaking at the Orin Allen Youth 
Rehabilitation Facility Library Expansion 
Celebration Byron Community Outreach

30-Jan Meeting with Save Mt. Diablo Brentwood Business Meeting

30-Jan Constituent Meeting Brentwood Community Outreach

30-Jan Meeting with American Medical Response Brentwood Business Meeting

31-Jan Meeting with Rural/Metro Ambulance Brentwood Business Meeting

31-Jan Oakland Children's Hospital Tour Oakland Business Meeting

31-Jan East Bay EDA Innovation Awards Event Oakland Business Meeting

* Reimbursement may come from an agency other than Contra Costa County
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TO:  BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
FROM:  Supervisor Federal D. Glover, District V 
    
DATE:  February 12, 2013 
 

SUBJECT: MEETING ATTENDANCE REPORT FOR  

THE MONTH OF JANUARY, 2013 

 
SPECIFIC REQUEST(S) OR RECOMMENDATION(S) & BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION 
RECOMMENDATION:       
 
ACCEPT the Meeting Attendance Report for the month of January, 2013 from Supervisor Glover as 
required for compliance with Government Code Section 53232.3(d). 

BACKGROUND: 
Meeting Attendance Report 

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires that members of legislative bodies report on 
meetings attended for which there has been expense reimbursement (mileage, meals, lodging, etc). 
The following report on meetings attended by Supervisor Federal D. Glover during the month of 
January, 2013 is submitted in compliance with the requirement. 

    
  

Date 
01/09/13 
1/15/13 
01/18/13 
01/22/13 
01/23/13 
01/24/13 
01/28/13 
01/29/13 
01/30/13 
 
 

Meeting Name 
   
Delta Diablo 
BOS Meeting 
Delta Assoc 
Lunch 
BOS Meeting 
TriDelta 
Meeting 
Pitts RDA Mtg 
Ant Annex Mtg  
BOS Retreat 
Reentry Mtg 
 
 

Location 
Antioch 
Martinez 
Antioch 
Martinez 
Antioch 
Pittsburg 
Antioch 
Pittsburg 
Pittsburg 
 
 

Purpose 
Monthly 
Weekly 
Annual 
Weekly 
Monthly 
Monthly 
As Needed 
Annual 
Quarterly 
 
 
 
 

    

        
        

        
        
        

    
        
        
        
            

 

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS      I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS IS A TRUE 

        AND CORRECT COPY OF AN ACTION TAKEN 

_____ UNANIMOUS (ABSENT___________________)   AND ENTERED ON THE MINUTES OF THE    

        BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ON THE DATE  

         AYES:______________________ NOES:_____________________  SHOWN. 

         ABSENT:___________________ ABSTAIN: _________________ 

  

        TTESTED _________________________________________________ 

MEDIA CONTACT:       DAVID TWA, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

        AND COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT:  

        BY ___________________________________, DEPUTY 

 

Contra 
Costa 
County 
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Meeting Attendance Report 
Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires that members of legislative 
bodies report on meetings attended for which there has been expense 
reimbursement (mileage, meals, lodging, etc). 
The following report on meetings attended by Supervisor Federal D. Glover 
during the month of January, 2013 is submitted in compliance with the 
requirement. 

    
Date 
01/09/13 
1/15/13 
01/18/13 
01/22/13 
01/23/13 
01/24/13 
01/28/13 
01/29/13 
01/30/13 
 
 

Meeting Name    
Delta Diablo 
BOS Meeting 
Delta Assoc Lunch 
BOS Meeting 
TriDelta Meeting 
Pitts RDA Mtg 
Ant Annex Mtg  
BOS Retreat 
Reentry Mtg 
 
 

Location 
Antioch 
Martinez 
Antioch 
Martinez 
Antioch 
Pittsburg 
Antioch 
Pittsburg 
Pittsburg 
 
 

Purpose 
Monthly 
Weekly 
Annual 
Weekly 
Monthly 
Monthly 
As Needed 
Annual 
Quarterly 
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APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Devorah Levine,

925-313-1524

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 13

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: John Gioia, Board of Supervisors District I

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Declaring February as Teen Dating Abuse Awareness Month 
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In the matter of: Resolution No. 2013/94

Proclaiming February 2013, as ‘‘Teen Dating Violence Awareness and Prevention Month.’’

 

Whereas, teen dating violence, also known as teen dating abuse, is a serious and growing problem in Contra

Costa County; and 

Whereas, teen dating violence is defined as a pattern of destructive behaviors used to exert power and

control over a current or former partner, including actual or threatened acts of physical, sexual, emotional,

and/or verbal abuse; and 

Whereas one in three teens report knowing a friend or peer who has been hit, punched, kicked, choked or

physically hurt by their partner; and 

Whereas, approximately 10 percent of adolescents nationwide reported being the victim of physical

violence and 20 to 30 percent reported being verbally or psychologically abused by a romantic partner in

the previous year, translating into an estimated 10,000 Contra Costa County adolescents who were victims

of physical violence and between 20,000 and 30,000 adolescents verbally or psychologically abused by a

romantic partner in the previous year; and 

Whereas, teen dating abuse has been linked to other forms of violence and aggression against peers,

including, bullying, sexual harassment, sexual violence and physical violence; and 

Whereas, victims of teen dating abuse are at increased risk for low academic performance, truancy, dropout,

harmful behaviors such as use of alcohol, tobacco and other drugs, eating disorders, teen pregnancy and

suicidality; and 

Whereas, students who are victims in high school are at higher risk for victimization during college, and

adolescent perpetrators of dating violence are more likely to abuse their intimate partners as adults; and 

Whereas, all adolescents should feel safe in their relationships; and experience the characteristics of healthy

relationships including respect, safety, support, individuality, fairness, equality, acceptance, honesty and

trust; and 

Whereas, protective factors and conditions in the environments of an adolescents home, school, community,

family and peer groups serve to promote resilience, positive youth development and protect adolescents

from abuse in relationships; and 

Whereas, protective factors and conditions include caring relationships with adults and peers, high and

positive expectations and support, and meaningful opportunities to participate and contribute; and 

Whereas, when adolescents feel connected to their school, or delay the onset of dating relationships,

incidence of teen dating violence greatly declines; and 

Whereas, coordinated intervention and prevention efforts can address warning signs of dating abuse before

behaviors escalate, protect the safety of teens and help ensure a positive climate and safe environment for

all teens; and 

Whereas, efforts such as the international campaign “One Billion Rising”, to end violence against the one

billion women and girls estimated to become victims, are opportunities to increase awareness and encourage

action; and 

Whereas,  the One Billion Rising campaign invites women and men to organize dance events, volunteer

with local violence prevention service agencies, and say no to violence against women and girls; and  

Whereas, on February 14th, teens in this county will join with the One Billion Rising campaign to bring

greater awareness about violence against women and girls; and 

Whereas, Families Thrive, a project of the county’s Zero Tolerance for Domestic Violence Initiative, is

committed to eliminating teen dating violence and children’s exposure to violence by partnering with

numerous public and private agencies and school districts to raise awareness, implement prevention efforts

and provide support to teens who have experienced dating violence; and 

Whereas the establishment of Teen Dating Violence Awareness and Prevention Month will benefit schools,

communities, families, and all youth.

Now, therefore be it resolved that the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa County does hereby proclaim February, 2013 as

“Teen Dating Violence Awareness and Prevention Month”; and proclaims Februay 14th as One Billion Rising Day of action and

urges all residents to raise awareness about the dynamics of teen dating violence and to support and empower teens to develop

healthy and violence-free relationships throughout their lives. 

___________________

FEDERAL D. GLOVER

Chair, 

District V Supervisor
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___________________ ___________________

JOHN GIOIA CANDACE ANDERSEN

District I Supervisor District II Supervisor

 

___________________ ___________________

MARY N. PIEPHO KAREN MITCHOFF

District III Supervisor District IV Supervisor

 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken 
and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date 
shown.

 
ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

 

David J. Twa, 

 
By: ____________________________________, Deputy
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APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Kate Sibley, 335-1032

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 14

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Federal D. Glover, Board of Supervisors District V

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: 2012 Counties Care Holiday Food Fight Results
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In the matter of: Resolution No. 2013/90

RECOGNIZING THE 

EMPLOYEES OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

AND THE 2012 COUNTIES CARE HOLIDAY FOOD FIGHT 

 

WHEREAS, with the true spirit of public servants, Contra Costa County departments and employees

decisively rose to the annual challenge to raise funds for the Food Bank of Contra Costa and Solano during

the 2012 holiday season; and 

WHEREAS, the 10th Annual Contra Costa County Cares Challenge has become integral to the Food Bank of

Contra Costa and Solano’s successful holiday fundraising program and, with fewer employees, many of

whom are themselves facing greater need, raised funds in the astonishing amount of $101,508.72, and 

WHEREAS, the 2012 Counties Care Holiday Food Fight far exceeded the two-county goal of One Million

Dollars raised since the challenge began in 2004; and 

WHEREAS, because departments and team leaders entered the annual competition with enthusiasm despite

their own financial challenges, we salute the following stellar standouts: 

“MINI” DEPARTMENTS: AGRICULTURE, BETH SLATE AND LARRY YOST, TEAM LEADERS; 

SMALL DEPARTMENTS: COUNTY COUNSEL, MICHIELLE MAURER, ERIC SUITOS, WANDA MCADOO, TEAM

LEADERS; 

MIDSIZED DEPARTMENTS: DISTRICT ATTORNEY, DANA FILKOWSKI, TEAM LEADER; 

LARGE DEPARTMENTS: PUBLIC WORKS, DAVID GOULD, DIANE FAVERO, JULIE HANCOCK, TEAM LEADERS; 

SUPERVISORS’ OFFICES: DISTRICT V, FEDERAL GLOVER, SUPERVISOR; and 

 

WHEREAS, all County departments and team leaders showed special ingenuity and energy by raising copious funds and

earning kudos and various special awards as determined by Food Fight organizers, including: 

 

GAYLE B. UILKEMA GOOD EGGS: SHARON ANDERSON, COUNTY COUNSEL; LORI LARKS, EHSD 

MOST IMPROVED: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY, WITH A TOP-NOTCH TEAM OF LEADERS 

BARREL RACE: SHERIFF-CORONER, RALPH BROWN AND JODY SICHENEDER, SUPER TEAM LEADERS 

ADDITIONAL RECOGNITION: KRISTIE HIRSCHENBERGER HEART AND SOUL, MOST CREATIVE, 100%(& PLUS)

CLUB, TEAM SPIRIT, ETC.; and 

 

WHEREAS, this outstanding, over-the-top, year-round generosity was shown by employees of both Contra Costa and Solano

counties, who raised a total of over $129,000 which will help the Food Bank of Contra Costa and Solano to provide more than

258,000 meals to approximately 149,000 low-income residents of both counties throughout the months to come;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa County hereby applauds all of the

tireless department team leaders and congratulates all participating Contra Costa County departments, department heads, and

employees for their inspired and inspiring efforts on behalf of their community and those in need; and BE IT FURTHER

RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa County thanks all County employees and residents who participated

in the 2012 Counties Care Holiday Food Fight and urges all citizens of Contra Costa County and their communities to recognize

and match the generosity and public spirit of County employees by giving generously to the Food Bank of Contra Costa and

Solano regularly and often, including the 2013 Counties Care Holiday Food Fight. 

___________________

FEDERAL D. GLOVER

Chair, 

District V Supervisor

 

___________________ ___________________

JOHN GIOIA CANDACE ANDERSEN

District I Supervisor District II Supervisor

 

___________________ ___________________
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MARY N. PIEPHO KAREN MITCHOFF

District III Supervisor District IV Supervisor

 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken 
and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date 
shown.

 
ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

 

David J. Twa, 

 
By: ____________________________________, Deputy
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APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Lauri 957-8860

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 15

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Candace Andersen, Board of Supervisors District II

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Resolution honoring William F. Snider as Moraga Business Person of the
Year 
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In the matter of: Resolution No. 2013/95

Honoring William "Bill" Snider as Moraga Business Person of the Year

 

Whereas, Bill Snider and his family settled in Moraga in 1990 and quickly became part of the community;

and 

Whereas, Bill purchased Moraga Hardware & Lumber in 2000 and across the way in 2002, expanding the

product line into the lifestyle arena; and 

Whereas, Bill Snider currently serves on the Board of Directors of the Moraga Chamber of Commerce and

was previously on the Board from 2000-2002, he was also one of the original founder of the Shop Moraga

First campaign; and 

Whereas, Bill has frequently volunteered at the local schools and supports many charities and service

organizations.

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved that the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa County does hereby honor and thank William

“Bill” Flindt Snider for his many years of dedicated service to the citizens of Moraga. 

___________________

FEDERAL D. GLOVER

Chair, 

District V Supervisor

 

___________________ ___________________

JOHN GIOIA CANDACE ANDERSEN

District I Supervisor District II Supervisor

 

___________________ ___________________

MARY N. PIEPHO KAREN MITCHOFF

District III Supervisor District IV Supervisor

 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken 
and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date 
shown.

 
ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

 

David J. Twa, 

 
By: ____________________________________, Deputy
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Ordinance No. 2013-03 amending Section 33-5.410 of the County Ordinance Code to Exempt from the

Merit System the classification of Deputy County Counsel- Deep Class- Exempt, as requested by the Office of

County Counsel. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

There is no cost associated with this action. 

BACKGROUND: 

The purpose of this action is to adopt Ordinance No. 2013-03, authorizing the amending of the County Ordinance

Code to exempt from the merit system the classification of Deputy County Counsel - Exempt. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The current recruitment and hiring processes do not allow the Office of the County Counsel to target and recruit

attorneys with specialized training and/or experience in those areas of civil law that are practiced in the Office of the

County Counsel. Adopting the amended Ordinance will allow the County Ordinance Code to exempt this class from

the merit system and allow this office to hire, when needed, those specialized attorneys without significant delay, to

the benefit of County clients. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

No impact. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Wanda McAdoo, (925)

335-1811

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Wanda McAdoo,   Roxana Mendoza,   MJ Saepharn   

C. 16

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Ted Cwiek, Human Resources

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Adopt Ordinance No. 2013-03 to Exempt the classifications of Deputy County Counsel- Deep Class-
Exempt 
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 ORDINANCE NO. 2013-03 
(Excluding the deep class of Deputy County Counsel-Exempt from the merit system  

     and deleting senior financial counsel-exempt from the list of excluded classes) 
 

The Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors ordains as follows (omitting the parenthetical 
footnotes from the official text of the enacted or amended provisions of the County Ordinance Code): 
 
SECTION I: Section 33-5.410 of the County Ordinance Code is amended to exclude from the merit 
system the deep class of Deputy County Counsel-Exempt and to delete senior financial counsel-
exempt, to read: 
 

33-5.410 County Counsel. 
 

(a) Assistant county counsels-exempt are excluded and are appointed by the county counsel. 
 

(b)  Chief assistant county counsel-exempt is excluded and is appointed by the county 
counsel. 

 
(c)  Deputy county counsels-exempt are excluded and are appointed by the county counsel. 
(Ords. 2013-03 '1, 99-14, 98-18.) 

 
 
SECTION II:  EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance becomes effective 30 days after passage, and 
within 15 days of passage shall be published once with the names of the supervisors voting for and 
against it in the Contra Costa Times, a newspaper published in this County. 
 
PASSED ON ____________________________________ by the following vote: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ATTEST: DAVID TWA, Clerk of 
the Board and County Administrator                                                                      

Board Chair 
 
 
By:_________________________ 

Deputy       
 

[SEAL] 
VLD: 
 
 ORDINANCE NO. 2013-03 
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POSITION ADJUSTMENT REQUEST  
 NO.   21232 

DATE  1/28/2013 
Department No./ 

Department  County Counsel Budget Unit No. 0030  Org No. 1700  Agency No. 17 
Action Requested:  ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/76 to establish the deep class of Deputy County Counsel - Exempt; and 
establish the terms of that deep class; ADD one full time position to the deep class of Deputy County Counsel - Exempt; and 
CANCEL vacant position #12653 in the deep class of Deputy County Counsel. (No Fiscal Impact.) 
 

Proposed Effective Date:  2/1/2013 
Classification Questionnaire attached: Yes    No    /  Cost is within Department’s budget: Yes     No  
Total One-Time Costs (non-salary) associated with request:  $0.00 
Estimated total cost adjustment (salary / benefits / one time): 

Total annual cost  $0.00 Net County Cost  $0.00 
Total this FY  $0.00 N.C.C. this FY  $0.00 

SOURCE OF FUNDING TO OFFSET ADJUSTMENT  Budgeted 
 
Department must initiate necessary adjustment and submit to CAO. 
Use additional sheet for further explanations or comments. 
  Sharon Anderson 
 ______________________________________ 

               (for) Department Head 
 
REVIEWED BY CAO AND RELEASED TO HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 
 
 Lisa Driscoll 2/6/2013 
       ___________________________________      ________________ 
                  Deputy County Administrator              Date 
 
HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS      DATE  1/28/2013 
ADOPT Ordinance No. 2013-03 amending Section 33-5.410 of the County Ordinance Code to Exempt from the Merit System 
the classification of Deputy County Counsel- Deep Class- Exempt, as requested by the Office of County Counsel. 
 
Amend Resolution 71/17 establishing positions and resolutions allocating classes to the Basic / Exempt salary schedule. 
Effective:     Day following Board Action. 
       (Date) Ted Cwiek 2/6/2013 
       ___________________________________        ________________ 

         (for) Director of Human Resources   Date 
 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: DATE         
  Approve Recommendation of Director of Human Resources 
  Disapprove Recommendation of Director of Human Resources       
  Other:  ____________________________________________ ___________________________________ 

                 (for) County Administrator 
 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ACTION:             David J. Twa, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Adjustment is APPROVED      DISAPPROVED        and County Administrator 
 
DATE        BY        
 

APPROVAL OF THIS ADJUSTMENT CONSTITUTES A PERSONNEL / SALARY RESOLUTION AMENDMENT 
 

POSITION ADJUSTMENT ACTION TO BE COMPLETED BY HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT FOLLOWING BOARD ACTION 
Adjust class(es) / position(s) as follows: 
 
      
 
P300 (M347) Rev 3/15/01 
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REQUEST FOR PROJECT POSITIONS 
 

Department       Date 2/7/2013    No.  xxxxxx 
 
1.   Project Positions Requested: 

      
 
2.   Explain Specific Duties of Position(s) 

      
 
3.  Name / Purpose of Project and Funding Source (do not use acronyms i.e. SB40 Project or SDSS Funds) 

      
 
4.  Duration of the Project:  Start Date       End Date        
     Is funding for a specified period of time (i.e. 2 years) or on a year-to-year basis? Please explain. 

      
 
5.  Project Annual Cost 
 

a.  Salary & Benefits Costs:         b. Support Costs:        
           (services, supplies, equipment, etc.) 
 
c.  Less revenue or expenditure:        d. Net cost to General or other fund:        
 

6.  Briefly explain the consequences of not filling the project position(s) in terms of: 
a. potential future costs   d. political implications 
b. legal implications   e. organizational implications 
c. financial implications 

      
 
7.   Briefly describe the alternative approaches to delivering the services which you have considered. Indicate why these 

alternatives were not chosen. 
      

 
8.   Departments requesting new project positions must submit an updated cost benefit analysis of each project position at the 

halfway point of the project duration. This report is to be submitted to the Human Resources Department, which will 
forward the report to the Board of Supervisors. Indicate the date that your cost / benefit analysis will be submitted 
      

 
9.  How will the project position(s) be filled? 

 a. Competitive examination(s) 
 b. Existing employment list(s) Which one(s)?       
 c. Direct appointment of: 

 1. Merit System employee who will be placed on leave from current job 
 2. Non-County employee 

 
Provide a justification if filling position(s) by C1 or C2 

 
 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

REAPPOINT the following individual to the District II Seat of the Contra Costa Commission for Women for a

three-year term with an expiration date of February 28, 2016, as recommended by Supervisor Andersen:

Judy Carney

3203 Lucas Drive

Lafayette, CA  94549 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Commission for Women was established to identify major economic, educational, and social concerns of women

in Contra Costa County, and to reach and inform all women on a variety of issues. The Commission consists of 26

members: one member from each Supervisorial District, 20 At Large members, and 1 Alternate At Large member.

The IO Committee reviews nominations to the 20 At Large seats and their Alternate. Terms for all Commission seats

are three years.

Supervisor Andersen is pleased with the work that Judy Carney has been doing with the Commission and would like

her to continue for another term. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Jill Ray, 925-957-8860

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: District 2 Supervisor,   Maddy Book,   Commission,   Appointee   

C. 17

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Candace Andersen, Board of Supervisors District II

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: REAPPOINTMENT TO THE CONTRA COSTA COMMISSION FOR WOMEN 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The District II Seat will become vacant.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

REAPPOINT the following individual to the District II Seat of the Fish & Wildlife Committee for a two-year term

with an expiration date of February 28, 2015, as recommended by Supervisor Andersen:

Ms. Susan Heckly

301 W. Prospect Avenue

Danville, CA  94526 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Fish and Wildlife Committee advises the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors on fish and wildlife issues

that may affect the County. It makes recommendations to the Board for the expenditure of funds from the Fish and

Wildlife Propagation Fund pursuant to Fish and Game Code Section 13103. It addresses issues surrounding the

enforcement of fish and game laws and regulations in the County.

The Fish and Wildlife Committee has ten regular positions, five nominated by individual members of the Board of

Supervisors, four “At-Large” positions and 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Jill Ray, 925-957-8860

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: District 2 Supervisor,   Maddy Book,   Commission,   Appointee   

C. 18

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Candace Andersen, Board of Supervisors District II

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: REAPPOINTMENT TO THE FISH & WILDLIFE COMMITTEE 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

one “Alternate to At-Large” position nominated by the Internal Operations Committee of the Board of

Supervisors. The Internal Operations Committee considers applications from all interested individuals even when an

existing At-Large member or an existing Alternate to At-Large member seeks reappointment. The Internal

Operations Committee requests recommendations from the Fish and Wildlife Committee on appointments to

At-Large and Alternate to At-Large positions.

Supervisor Andersen has been pleased with the work Ms. Heckly has done and would like her to continue for another

term.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The seat will become vacant.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPOINT the following individual to the District II-A Seat of the Alcohol & Other Drugs Advisory Board for a

three-year term with an expiration date of June 30, 2015, as recommended by Supervisor Andersen:

David R. Maurer

1234 Crown Court

Walnut Creek, CA  94597 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Alcohol & Other Drugs Advisory Board was created in 1992 by the Board of Supervisors. Their mission is to

assess family and community needs regarding treatment and prevention of alcohol and drug abuse problems, and to

report the findings and recommendations to the Health Services Department, the Board of Supervisors and the

communities that they serve.

The Alcohol & Other Drugs Advisory Board is comprised of twenty members and one alternate. Members shall have

a professional interest in, or personal commitment to, alleviating problems related 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Jill Ray, 925-957-8860

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: District 2 Supervisor,   Maddy Book,   AOD Board,   Appointee   

C. 19

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Candace Andersen, Board of Supervisors District II

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: APPOINTMENT TO THE ALCOHOL & OTHER DRUGS ADVISORY BOARD 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

to drug abuse and inappropriate alcohol use in their community. The alternate member can sit and vote for any of the

five At-large seats on the advisory board. If a vacancy occurs, the alternate will automatically assume the vacant

at-large seat. The membership breakdown is as follows:

• Three representatives to be nominated by each member of the Board of Supervisors.

• Five at-large members to be nominated by the Internal Operations Committee to ensure geographic, racial, and

ethnic diversity on the Advisory Board.

• One alternate member to be nominated by the Internal Operations Committee.

Members serve for three-year terms.

Supervisor Andersen has advertised the vacant District 2 Seat for several months. Mr. Maurer submitted an

application, Supervisor Andersen met with him and feels he will be a positive addition to the advisory board.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The District II-A Seat will remain vacant.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve the new medical staff members, advancements to permanent staff, biennial reappointments, biennial renewal

of privileges, and resignations as recommended by the Medical Executive Committee at their January 28, 2013

Meeting, and by the Health Services Director. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Joint Commission on Accreditation of Healthcare Organizations has requested that evidence of Board of

Supervisors approval for each Medical Staff member will be placed in his or her Credentials File. The above

recommendations for appointment/reappointment were reviewed by the Credentials Committee and approved by the

Medical Executive Committee. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

If this action is not approved, Contra Costa Regional Medical and Contra Costa Health Centers' medical staff would

not be appropriately credentialed and not be in compliance with the Joint Commission on Accreditation of Healthcare

Organizations.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Anna Roth, 370-5101

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: T Scott,   D Gary,   Joanna Fon   

C. 20

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D.

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Medical Staff Appointments and Reappointments – January
2013 
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CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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 Definitions: A=Active C=Courtesy Aff=Affiliate P/A=provisional Active  P/C=Provisional Courtesy 

 
A. New Medical Staff Members 
 
 Jill Antoine, MD    Anesthesia 
 Nancy Ciau, MD    Pathology 
 
B. Advance to Non-Provisional 
 
 Suzhanna Elam, MD   Psychiatry/Psychology  A 
 Meltem Karatepe, MD   Pediatrics   A 
 Trang Lehman, MD   Family Medicine   A  
 Roobal Sekhon, DO   Psychiatry/Psychology  A 
 Aditya Sharma, MD   Family Medicine   A 
 Blair Thedinger, MD   Internal Medicine  A 
 
C. Biennial Reappointments 
 
 Gloria Asuncion, MD   Pathology   C 
 Grace Cavallaro, MD   Ob/Gyn    A 
 Alex Espinoza, MD   Pediatrics   C 
 Susan Feierabend, MD   Ob/Gyn    A 
 Imtiaz Ghori, MD   Pediatrics   A 
 Alexander Gorodetsky, MD  Psychiatry/Psychology  C 
 Michael Gynn, MD   Surgery    A 
 Estela Hernandez, MD   Emergency Medicine  A 
 Paul Kwok, DO    Anesthesia   A 
 William Peterson, MD   Emergency Medicine  A 
 Michael Price, MD   Diagnostic Imaging  C 
 Paul Reif, MD    Internal Medicine  A. 
 Charles Saldanha, MD   Psychiatry/Psychology  A 
 Vinod Sharma, MD   Psychiatry/Psychology  A 
 Lisa Wang, MD    Psychiatry/Psychology  A 
 Matthew White, MD   Psychiatry/Psychology  A 
 Mark Wille, MD    Internal Medicine  A 
 Peter Won, MD    Diagnostic Imaging  A 
 
D. Biennial Renewal of Privileges  
 Phyllis Howard, NP   Family Medicine   Aff 
  
E. Voluntary Resignations 
 Scott Barber, DDS   Dental 
 Peter Barry, MD    Surgery 
 Charles Barton, MD   Psychiatry/Psychology 
 Charita Dagcuta, MD   Psychiatry/Psychology 
 Joanna Eveland, MD   Family Medicine 
 Brian Hertz, MD    Family Medicine 
 Mark Isaacs, MD   Family Medicine 
 Ho-Yin Li, MD    Anesthesia 
 Nalini Madiraju, MD   Pathology 
 Cheryl Uberman, NP   Psychiatry/Psychology 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPOINT Y'Anad Burrell to the At-Large 1 seat Geoffrey Meredith to the Alternate seat on the Arts and culture

Commission of Contra Costa County with expiration dates of June 30, 2015, as recommended by the County

Administrator.

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Arts and Cuture Commission of Contra Costa County was established in December 1994 to advise the Board of

Supervisors in matters and issues relevant to Arts and Culture, to advance the arts in a way that promotes

communication, education, appreciation and collaboration throughout Contra Costa County; to preserve, celebrate,

and share the arts and culture of the many diverse ethnic groups who live in Contra Costa County; to create

partnerships with business and government; to increase communications and understanding between all citizens

through art. Most importantly, the Commission will promote arts and culture as a vital element in the quality of life

for all of the citizens of Contra Costa County. 

The Commission has eight members, one from each Supervisorial 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Dorothy Sansoe,

925-335-1009

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 21

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Family and Human Services Committee

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Appoinitments to the Art and Culture Commission of Contra Costa County 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

District, two at-large members and one alternate.  Each seat has a four year term.

The Commission is recommending the appointments of Y'Anad Burrell to the At-Large 1 seat Geoffrey Meredith to

the Alternate seat with expiration dates of June 30, 2015.

Y'Anad Burrell

2519 Duke Avenue

Richmond, CA 94806

Geoffrey Meredith

3517 Eagle Point Road

Lafayette, CA 94549

The applicants were interviewed by the Arts and Culture Commissiion of Contra Costa County and recommended to

the Family and Human Services Committee for appointment.  The Family and Human Service Committee was

unable to meet and review these applications.  To prevent a delay in the appointment of these individuals which

would hamper the work of the Commission due to lack of a quorum, the Family and Human Services Committee has

asked that the recommendations be forwarded directly to the Board of Supervisors for approval.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The Commission will not have a quorum and will be unable to meet.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not Applicable.

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 326



RECOMMENDATION(S): 

REAPPOINT the following individuals to seats on the Contra Costa Commission for Women for a term with an

expiration date of February 28, 2016, as recommended by the County Administrator:

At Large Seat 3

Katherine Reed

1000 Chianti Court

Brentwood, CA  94513

At Large Seat 8

Julianna Hynes

1638 Freed Circle

Pittsburg, CA 94565 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Commission for Women was established to identify major economic, educational, and social 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Dorothy Sansoe,

925-335-1009

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 22

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: David Twa, County Administrator

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: APPOINTMENT TO THE CONTRA COSTA COMMISSION FOR WOMEN 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

concerns of women in Contra Costa County, and to reach and inform all women on a variety of issues. The

Commission consists of 26 members: one member from each Supervisorial District, 20 At-Large members, and 1

Alternate At-Large member. The Internal Operations Committee reviews nominations to the 20 At-Large and one

Alternate-At Large seats.

Terms for all Commission seats are three years.

The Family and Human Services Committee was scheduled to meet in February to discuss the two recommended

re-appointments.  However, that meeting was cancelled and the applications could not be reviewed.  Due to timing,

the fact that these individuals are currently serving and recommended by the Contra Costa Commission for Women

for re-appointment, and the need to fill the positions expeditiously, the recommendations are being forwarded to the

Board of Supervisors for review.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The seats will remain vacant and the Commission may not be able to meet.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None.
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CONTRA COSTA 
COMMISSION FOR WOMEN 
P.O. Box 6695  
Concord, CA 94520 
E-Mail:  womenscommission@gmail.com   

 
DATE:  January 25, 2013 
TO:         Family and Human Services Committee 
    

FROM:  Julianna Hynes, Contra Costa Commission for Women 
 
SUBJECT:     Recommended Appointments to the Contra Costa Commission for Women  
  
 
The purpose of this memorandum is to forward to you the following recommendation from the Contra Costa 
Commission for Women (CCCW):  
 

• Re-appoint Kathi Reed to At Large Seat 3 on the CCCW  
• Re-appoint Julianna Hynes to At Large Seat 8 on the CCCW 

 
Background 
The Contra Costa Commission for Women was formed to educated the community and advise the Contra Costa 
County Board of Supervisors and other entities on the issues relating to the changing social and economic 
conditions of women in the County, with particular emphasis on the economically disadvantaged.  
 
The Committee consists of 25 members and one alternate, including: 
 
• Five district representatives; (one from each supervisorial; districts)  
• Twenty at large members; and 
• One at large alternate. 
 
The five district representatives are nominated for a three year term by each other the five members of the Board 
of Supervisors. The twenty at large members and one at large alternate are nominated by the CCCW 
membership committee and forwarded to the full CCCW. All nominated appointments to the CCCW are 
reviewed by the Internal Operations Committee (IOC) and referred to the Board of Supervisors for approval. 
CCCW terms are for three years and they are staggered across the membership. A current CCCW roster, as of 
November 19, 2012, is attached for your information (Attachment A).  
 
Current Status of Appointments 
 
The CCCW has been recruiting applicants on an ongoing basis to fill the vacant seats.  
 
The membership committee unanimously approved the above recommendation.   
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As of January 9, 2013 there are 12 at large vacancies. The at large Alternate is also vacant.  
 
If the appointment recommended in this memorandum is ultimately approved, one at large seat will be filled. 
The vacancies remaining after approval would be 12 at large seats, the District I seat and one alternate.  
 
Since May 2004, the CCCW has had extremely limited staff support and no budget provided by the County.  
However, the CCCW membership committee is continuing its recruiting efforts and plans to fill the remaining 
vacancies within the next few months.   
 
 
cc without attachment : CCCW Membership Committee  
   Dorothy Sansoe, CAO 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

RE-APPOINT David R. Del Simone to the Board of Trustees of the Public Law Library, Member of the Bar Seat, to

a one-year term ending December 31, 2013

David Del Simone

6371 Florio Street

Oakland, CA  94618

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No fiscal impact 

BACKGROUND: 

The Public Law Library Board of Trustees was established pursuant to State law and County Ordinance to maintain a

law library in Martinez and a branch library in Richmond. The Board of Trustees is the governing body for the Law

Library with the authority to determine personnel, fiscal, and administrative policies to fulfill the legal information

needs of the community. 

The Internal Operations Committee annually reviews the appointment to the Member of the Bar seat, which 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Timothy Ewell,

925-335-1036

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 23

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: INTERNAL OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: REAPPOINTMENT TO PUBLIC LAW LIBRARY BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

term expires each December 31. The Internal Operations Committee approved the nomination of Mr. Del Simone at

its February 11, 2013 meeting and recommends to the Board his re-appointment.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The Member of the Bar Seat will remain vacant until the Board of Supervisors makes a permanent appointment.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

No impact.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ACCEPT the adopted 2013 State Legislative Platform, as amended by the Board of Supervisors at their January 22,

2013 meeting. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No fiscal impact to Contra Costa County from this action. 

BACKGROUND: 

At their January 22, 2013 meeting, the Board of Supervisors reviewed the Proposed 2013 State Legislative Platform. 

The Board adopted the Platform with an amendment to policy #43 which addresses locally-approved special taxes. 

This item is a transmittal of the Adopted 2013 State Legislative Platform (see attached), as amended by the Board of

Supervisors.

The Proposed policy #43 was:

"SUPPORT a reduction in the 2/3 vote requirement for special taxes that fund a comprehensive community plan

developed by the county, cities and school districts that improves health, education and economic outcomes and

reduces crime and poverty."

The Adopted policy #43 is:

"SUPPORT a reduction in the 2/3rd vote requirement for locally-approved special taxes that fund health,

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 
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Contact:  L. DeLaney, 925-335-1097

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 
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"SUPPORT a reduction in the 2/3rd vote requirement for locally-approved special taxes that fund health,

education, 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

economic, stormwater and/or public safety programs and services."

Although the Board of Supervisors supported the inclusion of "stormwater" in the amended policy position, they

indicated that Contra Costa County would not sponsor legislation related to this effort and expressed a preference for

such a change to be "bundled" with other policy-matters regarding the 2/3rd vote threshold for special taxes.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:
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2013 STATE LEGISLATIVE PLATFORM 

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 
 
 
Each year, the Board of Supervisors adopts a State Legislative Platform that 
establishes priorities and policy positions with regard to potential State legislation and 
regulation.  The State Legislative Platform includes County-sponsored bill proposals (as 
needed), legislative or regulatory advocacy priorities for the year, and policies that 
provide direction and guidance for identification of bills which would affect the services, 
programs or finances of Contra Costa County. 
 
LEGISLATIVE/REGULATORY ADVOCACY PRIORITIES 
 
Each year, issues emerge through the legislative process that are of importance to the 
County and require advocacy efforts.  For 2013, it is anticipated that critical issues 
requiring legislative advocacy will include the following: 
 
1.  State Budget – The state’s continuing economic recovery, prior budget cuts, and the 
additional, temporary taxes provided by Proposition 30 have combined to bring the 
State Budget to a much improved financial condition.  The Legislative Analyst’s Office is 
now indicating that the state has reached a point where its underlying expenditures and 
revenues are “roughly in balance.” Specifically, the Governor proposes $138.6 billion in 
General Fund and special fund spending in 2013-14, up 4.5 percent from 2012-13. The 
Administration forecasts that the state’s General Fund budgetary balance will be $1 
billion at the end of 2013-14 under the Governor’s plan.  However, this optimistic 
prognosis is dependent on growth in the economy and the stock market, and the budget 
faces considerable risks from federal fiscal policy and revenue volatility.  Any of these 
factors could derail the plan for out-year operating surpluses.  
 
The long-standing practice of state government has been to look to counties as a 
means of balancing its budget.  While opportunities to do so are more limited with the 
passage of Proposition 1A, the state has been creative in its efforts to include counties 
as part of its budget balancing solution and may do so again through additional program 
realignment and/or revenue reductions.   
 
Of particular concern to counties is the inadequate reimbursement for our ever-
increasing cost of operating several human services programs:  the “Human Services 
Funding Deficit,” formerly referred to as the “Cost of Doing Business.”  The annual 
shortfall between actual county expenses and state reimbursement has grown to over 
$1 billion since 2001, creating a de facto cost shift to counties.  The funding gap forces 
counties to reduce services to vulnerable populations and/or divert scarce county 
resources from other critical local services.  It also increases the risk of state and 
federal penalties.   
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2.  Health Care –   Counties play a critical role in California’s health reform efforts. 
Counties serve as employers, payers, and providers of care to vulnerable populations. 
Consequently, counties stand ready to actively participate in discussions of how to best 
reform the health care system in California and implement the national health care 
reform legislation passed in 2010, The Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act 
(ACA).   
 
The optional Medi-Cal Expansion, to take effect on Jan. 1, 2014, is likely to be part of 
the State Budget process, while a Special Session on Health Care Reform – expected 
to be called by the Governor sometime this month – will address Health Care Exchange 
issues and the required Medi-Cal expansion. (The mandatory expansion includes 
changes to eligibility and enrollment for populations currently eligible for Medicaid and is 
estimated to cost the state General Fund $350 million.) The ACA required states to 
expand Medicaid programs to allow childless adults at or below 138 percent of poverty 
to be eligible for Medicaid (known as Medi-Cal in California). The Supreme Court struck 
down that mandate but allowed it to be an option for states, which California has 
exercised.  The Governor’s Budget provides two options for that optional expansion:  a 
“state option” and a “county option.” Both options, which will need to be vetted by the 
Legislature, will have fiscal implications for counties.  The implementation of the ACA 
through the health benefits exchange (“Covered California”) and with a proposed “Medi-
Cal Bridge” program (a basic health program that would bridge between Medi-Cal and 
the Exchange) dovetail with the Medi-Cal expansion. The outcome of these issues will 
have a major impact on Contra Costa’s health care delivery system. 
 
In the coming year, the County will continue to work on the implementation of required 
health care reform measures to maximize federal revenue. The County will support 
efforts to provide counties with the necessary tools to implement health care reform 
which may include performing eligibility and enrollment, preserving existing county 
resources from 1991 Realignment, providing for a smooth transition in 2014 for the 
various operational systems, and supporting legislation to ensure that low-income 
families are covered under the Affordable Care Act.  In addition, the County will 
continue to work to reduce uncompensated health care costs. 
 
3.  Water and Levees /The Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta – The enactment of the 
Delta Reform Act (2009), a package of bills that established the co-equal goals for 
reliable water supply and ecosystem restoration for the Delta as well as the proposed 
Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP)--an effort to construct a pair of massive tunnels 
under the Delta--will bring significant, large-scale change to the Delta as we know it. 
The scope and content of these changes, as well as enduring political battles between 
north and south over water, will continue to guide legislative and administrative agendas 
in the coming year.  

 
Significant future impacts upon the County in the areas of water quality and supply, 
levees, ecosystem, governance and flood control are anticipated. Additionally, a water 
bond has been delayed from the November 2012 ballot. Consideration should be given 
to the potential for the County to sponsor Delta-related legislation through our legislative 
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delegation.  The County may also work with the Delta Counties Coalition (DCC) to 
sponsor Delta-related legislation.   
 
Particular areas of concern for 2013 include, but are not limited to, the ongoing 
development of the tunnel project, the impacts of Delta plans on local land use 
authority, efforts to expedite state bond funding for levee improvement projects, and the 
development of flow standards that will impact water quality and ecosystem health. The 
County’s adopted Delta Water Platform, as well as the Strategic and Action Plans, are 
incorporated in this Platform by reference. 
 
4.  Realignment Implementation – The battle for constitutional protections for 2011 
Realignment concluded successfully on November 6, 2012 when Proposition 30 was 
passed by the voters. Proposition 30 provides constitutional guarantees to the funding 
that supports Realignment and safeguards against future program expansion without 
accompanying funding. With these provisions in place, Contra Costa County can 
continue to implement the array of programs transferred under 2011 Realignment, 
confident that funding is secure and programmatic responsibilities are defined.  
 
Any future proposals to realign programs to counties must have constitutionally 
guaranteed ongoing funding and protections.  The County will oppose any proposals 
that will transfer additional program responsibility to counties without funding and 
protections. The County will also oppose efforts that limit county flexibility in 
implementing programs and services realigned in 2011 or infringe upon our ability to 
innovate locally.   
 
The County resolves to remain accountable to our local constituents in delivering high-
quality programs that efficiently and effectively respond to local needs. Further, we 
support counties’ development of appropriate measures of local outcomes and 
dissemination of best practices.  
 
With regard to Public Safety realignment, the County will support efforts that facilitate 
the smooth transition of prisoners and parolees at the county level.  Counties have 
received parolees whose latest crime fits the specified “non-violent, non-serious, non-
sex offender” (N3) definition but who have a criminal background that includes violent, 
serious and/or sexual crimes.  Under the current legislation, the person’s latest 
offense/crime determines if they meet the N3 criteria.  However, counties have received 
people who have a very violent background.  Specifically, a change would be requested 
to prevent those whose total criminal background does not meet the N3 criteria.  These 
individuals should stay under the responsibility of the state. 
 
The County will also support efforts to provide additional funding/grants to those 
counties that have a commitment to lowering the crime rate and reducing recidivism 
through the provision of innovative, comprehensive, evidence-based programs for 
offender populations and their families. The County will also continue to support efforts 
to ensure that the receipt of Local Community Corrections Funds matches the amounts 
anticipated from the state, without undue delay. 
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STATE PLATFORM POLICY POSITIONS 
 
A brief background statement accompanies policy positions that are not self-evident.  
Explanatory notes are included either as the preface to an issue area or following a specific 
policy position.  Please note that new and revised policy positions are highlighted and in italics.  
The rationale for the policy position is italicized. 
 
Agricultural Issues 
 
1. SUPPORT efforts to ensure sufficient State funding for pest and disease control 

and eradication efforts to protect both agriculture and the native environment, 
including glassy-winged sharpshooter, light brown apple moth, and Japanese 
dodder activities; high risk pest exclusion activities; pesticide regulatory and law 
enforcement activities; and noxious weed pest management.  Agriculture is an 
important industry in Contra Costa County.  Protection of this industry from pests 
and diseases is important for its continued viability. 

 
2. SUPPORT continued appropriations for regulation and research on sudden oak 

death, a fungal disease affecting many species of trees and shrubs in native oak 
woodlands.  The County’s natural environment is being threatened by this 
disease. 

 
3. SUPPORT funding for agricultural land conservation programs and agricultural 

enterprise programs to protect and enhance the viability of local agriculture.  The 
growth in East County and elsewhere has put significant pressure on agricultural 
lands, yet agriculture is important not only for its production of fresh fruits, 
vegetables and livestock, but also as a source of open space.  
 

4. SUPPORT legislation to establish legal authority where needed to facilitate the 
efforts by the California Department of Food and Agriculture and the Department 
of Boating and Waterways to survey and treat all incipient infestations of the 
South American spongeplant and a continued long-term effort to rid the Delta of 
this and other invasive species.  Invasive aquatic species are a threat to 
agriculture, the environment and recreation in the Delta.  This includes support 
for efforts by the Department of Boating and Waterways to secure multi-year 
permits for eradication of multiple species of invasive weeds in the Delta. 
 

5. SUPPORT the CSAC policy statement regarding revisions to the California 
Conservation Act of 1965 (the Williamson Act) to support legislative changes that 
preserve the integrity of the Williamson Act, eliminate abuses resulting in 
unjustified and premature conversions of contracted land for development, and to 
fully restore Williamson Act subventions. The state subventions to counties also 
must be revised to recognize all local tax losses. 
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Animal Services Issues 
 
6. SUPPORT efforts to protect local revenue sources designated for use by the 

Animal Services Department; i.e., animal licensing, fines and fees. Fines, fees, 
and licensing are major sources of revenue for the Animal Services Department.  
The demand for animal services is increasing each year as does the demand on 
the General Fund.  It is important to protect these revenue sources to continue to 
provide quality animal service and to meet local needs. 

 
7. SUPPORT efforts to protect or increase local control and flexibility over the 

scope and level of animal services.  Local control over the scope of animal 
services is necessary to efficiently address public safety and other community 
concerns.  Local control affords jurisdictions the ability to tailor animal service 
programs to fit their communities.  Animal related issues in dense urban areas 
vary from those in small, affluent communities. 

 
8. SUPPORT efforts to protect against unfunded mandates in animal services or 

mandates that are not accompanied by specific revenue sources which 
completely offset the costs of the new mandates, both when adopted and in 
future years.  Unfunded mandates drain our limited fiscal resources and, at the 
same time, chip away at local control over the scope and level of services. 

 
9. SUPPORT efforts to ensure full funding of State animal services mandates, 

including defense of the Department of Finance’s lawsuit against the State 
Commission on Mandates regarding the State obligations for reimbursement of 
local costs for animal services incurred in compliance with SB 1785.  The County 
invested large sums of money to comply with SB 1785, with the assurance that 
our cost would be offset by reimbursements from the State.  Failure by the State 
to honor the reimbursements negatively impacts the County General Fund and 
Animal Services’ budget. 

 
10. SUPPORT efforts to protect and/or increase County flexibility to provide animal 

services consistent with local needs and priorities.  The demand for quality 
animal service programming continues to increase each year.  The County is 
experiencing population growth and changing demographics.  It is incumbent 
upon the Animal Services Department to be flexible enough to adjust to the 
changing needs and priorities. 

 
11. SUPPORT efforts to preserve the integrity of existing County policy relating to 

Animal Services (e.g., the Animal Control Ordinance and land use requirements).  
Contra Costa is looked upon as one of the model Animal Services Departments 
in the state.  Its policies, procedures, and ordinances are the yardstick against 
which other Animal Control organizations are measured.  The local control 
exercised by the Board of Supervisors is key to that hallmark. 

 

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 349



Contra Costa County 7 

Child Support Services Issues 
 
12. SUPPORT the establishment of a statewide electronic registry for the creation 

and release/satisfaction of liens placed on property of a non-custodial parent as 
necessary to collect delinquent child support payments.  California law currently 
provides that recording an abstract or notice of support judgment with a County 
Recorder creates a lien on real property.  This requires recording the judgment in 
each of the 58 counties in order not to miss a property transaction.  An electronic 
registry would simplify not only the creation of liens but also the 
release/satisfaction of liens because there would be a single statewide point of 
contact, and the entire process would be handled electronically through 
automated means. 

 
13. SUPPORT amendment of current law that states that documents completed and 

recorded by a local child support agency may be recorded without 
acknowledgement (notarization) to clarify that the exception is for documents 
completed or recorded by a local child support agency.  This amendment clarifies 
that documents that are prepared by the local child support agency and then sent 
for recording either by the local child support agency or by the obligor (non-
custodial parent) or by a title insurance company are covered by the exemption, 
a technical point not acknowledged by all county recorder offices. 

 
14. SUPPORT efforts to simplify the court process for modifying child support orders 

by the court by requiring court appearances only when one of the parties objects 
to the modification.  Currently, establishment of parentage and support by the 
court is permitted without court appearance if both parties are in agreement.  A 
similar process for modification would reduce court time, the workload of all 
involved agencies and parties, and streamline the process. 

 
15. SUPPORT efforts to ensure that the reduction caused by the federal Deficit 

Reduction Act of 2005 to the California Department of Child Support Services is 
not passed down as a reduction to the local program.  The Act places a 
restriction on the ability of states to use incentive funds as the state match to 
draw additional federal funds.  In previous years, California used its $30 million in 
federal funds in child support programs. 

 
16. SUPPORT efforts that would require the Department of Child Support Services to 

provide any notice form, information, or document that is required or authorized 
to be given, distributed, or provided to an individual, a customer, or a member of 
the public to be given, distributed, or provided in a digitized form, and by any 
means the Department determines is feasible, including, but not limited to, e-mail 
or by means of a web site.  
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Climate Change Issues 
 
17. SUPPORT the CSAC Climate Change Policy Statements and Principles which 

address a broad range of issues affected by climate change, including water, air 
quality, agriculture, forestry, land use, solid waste, energy and health.  The 
document is largely based on existing CSAC policy and adapted to climate 
change.  Additionally, the document contains a set of general principles which 
establish local government as a vital partner in the climate change issue and 
maintain that counties should be an active participant in the discussions in the 
development of greenhouse gas reduction strategies underway at the state and 
regional level. 

 
18. SUPPORT efforts to ensure that the implementation of AB 32 results in harmony 

among the greenhouse gas reduction target created by the Air Resources Board 
for each regional/local agency, the housing needs numbers provided by the state 
Department of Housing and Community Development pursuant to housing 
element law, the Sustainable Communities Strategy, and the Regional 
Transportation Plan processes. 
 

19. SUPPORT legislative or administrative efforts that favor allocation of funding 
from the California Greenhouse Gas Cap and Trade Program to jurisdictions that 
are the largest emitters of greenhouse gas. 
 

Elections Issues  
 
20. SUPPORT legislation to adjust precinct sizing from 1,000 voters per precinct to 

1,250 voters per precinct. With the option of being able to have up to 1,250 
voters per precinct, the best polling locations in a neighborhood can be selected, 
and that same site is more likely to be used for several elections, thus avoiding 
the need to change poll sites for voters. 

 
21. SUPPORT full state reimbursement for state mandates imposed upon local 

registrars by the Secretary of State, including special state elections. The state 
has committed to reimburse Counties for the cost of certain state mandates.  
That reimbursement process, SB 90, can be lengthy and contentious.  The SB 90 
process is also subject to uncertainties including partial payments, delayed 
payments, and now, suspended or no payments.  In lieu of the SB 90 process for 
Elections, there is merit in the examination of having the state pay its pro-rata 
share of costs when state candidates/measures are on the ballot. 
 

22. SUPPORT legislation that would add provisions to the state Elections Code that 
would allow special elections to fill a vacancy in a congressional or legislative 
district to be conducted by all mailed ballots at the county’s discretion.   
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Emergency Preparedness, Emergency Response 
 
23. SUPPORT legislation that would give local agencies more authority to train 

volunteers and help clean-up oil spills without taking on additional legal liability. 
 
24. SUPPORT legislation that would require the state’s Oil Spill Prevention and 

Response Agency to improve communication and clean-up technology, increase 
safety standards for ships and establish special protections for ecologically 
sensitive areas. 

 
25. SUPPORT legislation that would require responses to future oil spills in a shorter 

timeframe, with a more regional approach. 
 
26. SUPPORT measures that enable counties and other local agencies to better 

exercise their responsibilities to plan for and respond to emergencies and 
disasters without taking on additional legal liability and oppose those that do not 
recognize or support the county and local agency role in the State’s Standardized 
Emergency Management System. 
 

27. SUPPORT legislation or other measures requiring the creation or utilization of 
emergency rock stockpiles suitable for levee repair throughout the Delta, 
enabling increasingly efficient and less costly prevention of levee breaks and 
enhancement of initial response capabilities. 

 
28. SUPPORT legislation or other measures that will enable the Department of 

Water Resources to easily and quickly enter into contracts with local entities that 
need assistance in planning for emergency response. 

 
 
Eminent Domain Issues  
 
29. SUPPORT legislation that maintains the distinction in the California Constitution 

between Section 19, Article I, which establishes the law for eminent domain, and 
Section 7, Article XI, which establishes the law for legislative and administrative 
action to protect the public health, safety, and welfare. 

 
30. SUPPORT legislation that would provide a comprehensive and exclusive basis in 

the California Constitution to compensate property owners when property is 
taken or damaged by state or local governments, without affecting legislative and 
administrative actions taken to protect the public health, safety, and welfare. 

 
Flood Control and Clean Water Issues 
 
31. SUPPORT authorization for regional approaches to comply with aquatic pesticide 

permit issues under the purview of the State Water Resources Control Board.  
Contra Costa County entered into an agreement with a neighboring county and 
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several cities to share the costs of monitoring.  While it makes sense for local 
government to pool resources to save money, State Board regulations make 
regional monitoring infeasible. 

 
32. SUPPORT efforts to provide local agencies with more flexibility and options to 

fund stormwater programs.  Stormwater permit requirements issued by the 
Regional Water Quality Control Boards are becoming more and more expensive, 
yet there is no funding.  Stormwater services, encompassing both water quality 
and drainage/flood control, should be structured like a utility with the ability to set 
rates similar to the other two key water services:  drinking water and wastewater. 

 
33. SUPPORT efforts to provide immunity to local public agencies for any liability for 

their clean-up of contaminations on private lands.  This will be more critical as the 
Regional Water Quality Control Boards institute Total Maximum Daily Loads, 
which establish a maximum allowable amount of a pollutant (like mercury) in the 
stormwater from a watershed. 
 

34. SUPPORT efforts to require the Department of Water Resources (DWR) to 
provide 200 year flood plain mapping for all areas in the legal Delta.  SB 5 
requires the County and cities in the Delta to insure certain development projects 
must have 200 year level of protection and to make certain related findings.  
DWR has revisited developing zoning flood plain mapping, and if they do, only 
working in areas protected by project levees which does not include any areas 
within Contra Costa County. 

 
General Revenues/Finance Issues 
 
As a political subdivision of the State, many of Contra Costa County’s services and programs 
are the result of state statute and regulation.  The State also provides a substantial portion of 
the County’s revenues.  However, the State has often used its authority to shift costs to counties 
and to generally put counties in the difficult position of trying to meet local service needs with 
inadequate resources.  While Proposition 1A provided some protections for counties, vigilance 
is necessary to protect the fiscal integrity of the County. 

 
35. SUPPORT the State's effort to balance its budget through actions that do not 

adversely affect County revenues, services or ability to carry out its governmental 
responsibilities. 

 
36. OPPOSE any state-imposed redistribution, reduction or use restriction on 

general purpose revenue, sales taxes or property taxes unless financially 
beneficial to the County. (Note that a redistribution of sales and property tax may 
be beneficial to Contra Costa County in the event that sales tax growth lags 
behind property tax growth.)   

 
37. OPPOSE efforts to limit local authority over transient occupancy taxes (TOT). 
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38. OPPOSE any efforts to increase the County's share-of-cost, maintenance-of-
effort requirements or other financing responsibility for State mandated programs 
absent new revenues sufficient to meet current and future program needs.  

 
39. SUPPORT efforts to ensure that Contra Costa County receives its fair share of 

State allocations, including mental health funding under Proposition 63 and pass-
through of federal funds for anti-terrorism and homeland security measures.  The 
State utilizes a variety of methods to allocate funds among counties, at times 
detrimental to Contra Costa County.   

 
40. SUPPORT efforts to receive reimbursement for local tax revenues lost pursuant 

to sales and property tax exemptions approved by the Legislature and the State 
Board of Equalization.  

 
41. SUPPORT continued efforts to reform the state/local relationship in a way that 

makes both fiscal and programmatic sense for local government and conforms to 
the adopted 2010 CSAC Realignment Principles, with an emphasis on maximum 
flexibility for counties to manage the existing and realigned discretionary 
programs.    

 
42. SUPPORT efforts to relieve California of the federal Child Support penalties 

without shifting the cost of the penalties to the counties. 
 
43. SUPPORT a reduction in the 2/3rd vote requirement for locally-approved special 

taxes that fund health, education, economic, stormwater and/or public safety 
programs and services. 
 

44. SUPPORT efforts to authorize counties to impose forfeitures for violations of 
ordinances, as currently authorized for cities.  This would provide the County with 
the opportunity to require deposits to assure compliance with specific ordinance 
requirements as well as retain the deposit if the ordinance requirements are not 
met.  Currently, the County is limited to imposing fines which are limited to only 
$100 - $200 for the first violation, which has proven to be an ineffective deterrent 
in some cases. 

 
45. SUPPORT efforts to redefine the circumstances under which commercial and 

industrial property is reassessed to reduce the growing imbalance between the 
share of overall property tax paid by residential property owners versus 
commercial/industrial owners. 

 
46. SUPPORT efforts to reduce County costs for Workers’ Compensation, including 

the ability to control excessive medical utilization and litigation.  Workers’ 
Compensation costs are significant, diverting funds that could be utilized for 
County services.  Workers’ Compensation should provide a safety net for injured 
employees, for a reasonable period of time, and not provide an incentive for 
employees to claim more time than medically necessary. 
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47. SUPPORT state actions that maximize Federal and State revenues for county-

run services and programs. 
 
48. SUPPORT legislative compliance with both the intent and language of 

Proposition 1A. 
 

49. SUPPORT the provisions of Proposition 22 that would protect County revenues, 
particularly as related to transportation revenues and excluding those provisions 
related to redevelopment funds. 

 
50. SUPPORT full State funding of all statewide special elections, including recall 

elections.   
 
51. OPPOSE efforts of the State to avoid state mandate claims through the practice 

of repealing the statues, then re-enacting them.  In 2005, the State Legislature 
repealed sections of the Brown Act that were subject to mandate claims, then re-
enacted the same language pursuant to a voter-approval initiative, and therefore, 
not subject to mandate claims. 

 
52. SUPPORT strong Public Utilities Commission (PUC) oversight of state-

franchised providers of cable and telecommunications services, including 
rigorous review of financial reports and protection of consumer interests.  AB 
2987 (Núñez), Chapter 700, statutes of 2006 transferred regulatory oversight 
authority from local government to the PUC. 

 
53. SUPPORT timely, full payments to counties by the State for programs operated 

on their behalf or by mandate.  The State currently owes counties over $1 billion 
in State General Funds for social services program costs dating back to FY 
2002-03. 

 
54. SUPPORT full State participation in funding the County’s retiree and retiree 

health care unfunded liability.   Counties perform most of their services on behalf 
of the State and Federal governments.  Funding of retiree costs should be the 
responsibility of the State, to the same extent that the State is responsible for 
operational costs. 
 

55. SUPPORT legislation that provides constitutional protections and guaranteed 
funding to counties under Realignment. 
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Health Care Issues 
 
The County remains concerned about the implementation of any health care reform measures that could 
transfer responsibility to counties, without commensurate financing structures or in a manner not 
compatible with the County’s system. The County supports a concept of universal health coverage for all 
Californians. Toward that end, the County urges the state to enact a system of health coverage and care 
delivery that builds upon the strengths of the current systems in our state, including county-operated 
systems serving vulnerable populations. 
 
Currently, California has a complex array of existing coverage and delivery systems that serve many, but 
not all, Californians. Moving this array of systems into a universal coverage framework is a complex 
undertaking that requires sound analysis, thoughtful and deliberative planning, and a multi-year 
implementation process. As California moves forward with health care reform, the County urges the state 
to prevent reform efforts from exacerbating problems with existing service and funding. The state must 
also consider the differences across California counties and the impacts of reform efforts on the network 
of safety-net providers, including county providers. The end result of health reform must provide a 
strengthened health care delivery system for all Californians, including those served by the safety net.  

 
56. SUPPORT state action to increase access and affordability. Access to care and 

affordability of care are critical components of any health reform plan. Expanding 
eligibility for existing programs will not provide access to care in significant areas 
of the state. Important improvements to our current programs, including Medi-
Cal, must be made either prior to, or in concert with, a coverage expansion in 
order to ensure access. Coverage must be affordable for all Californians to 
access care. 

 
57. SUPPORT Medi-Cal reimbursement rate increases to incentivize providers to 

participate in the program. 
 
58. SUPPORT administrative streamlining of Medi-Cal, including elimination of the 

asset test and semi-annual reporting and changes to income verification. 
California should look to other states for ideas to reduce administrative costs, 
such as allowing all children born into Medi-Cal to remain on the program until 
age 21. 

 
59. SUPPORT actions that address provider shortages (including physicians, 

particularly specialists, and nurses). Innovative programs, such as loan 
forgiveness programs, should be expanded. In an effort to recruit physicians from 
other states, the licensing and reciprocity requirements should be re-examined.  
Steps should be taken to reduce the amount of time it takes to obtain a Medi-Cal 
provider number (currently six to nine months). 

 
60. SUPPORT efforts that implement comprehensive systems of care, including case 

management, for frequent users of emergency care and those with chronic 
diseases and/or dual (or multiple) diagnoses. Approaches could be modeled after 
current programs in place in safety net systems.  

 
61. SUPPORT efforts that provide sufficient time for detailed data gathering of 

current safety funding in the system and the impact of any redirection of funds on 
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remaining county responsibilities. The interconnectedness of county indigent 
health funding to public health, correctional health, mental health, alcohol and 
drug services and social services must be fully understood and accounted for in 
order to protect, and enhance as appropriate, funding for these related services.  

 
62. OPPOSE safety net funding transfers until an analysis of who would remain 

uninsured (e.g. medically indigent adults, including citizens, who cannot 
document citizenship under current Medicaid eligibility rules) is completed in 
order to adequately fund services for these populations.  

 
63. SUPPORT efforts to clearly define and adequately fund remaining county 

responsibilities.  
 

64. SUPPORT state action to provide an analysis of current health care 
infrastructure (facilities and providers), including current safety net facilities 
across the state, to ensure that there are adequate providers and health care 
facilities (including recovery facilities), and that they can remain viable after 
health reform.  

 
65. SUPPORT efforts to provide adequate financing for reforms to succeed. 
 
66. SUPPORT measures that maximize federal reimbursement from Medicaid and 

S-CHIP. 
 
67. SUPPORT state action to complete actuarial studies on the costs of transferring 

indigent populations, who currently receive mostly episodic care, to a coverage 
model to ensure that there is adequate funding in the model. 

 
68. SUPPORT efforts that ensure that safety net health care facilities remain viable 

during the transition period and be supported afterwards based on analyses of 
the changing health market and of the remaining safety net population. 

 
69. SUPPORT state action to implement the 2010 Medi-Cal waiver in a manner that 

maximizes the drawdown of federal funds for services and facilities, provides 
flexibility, and ensures that counties receive their fair share of funding.  

 
70. SUPPORT efforts to increase revenues and to contain mandated costs in the 

County's hospital and clinics system.   
 

71. SUPPORT efforts to obtain a fair-share of any state funds in a distribution of 
funding for the integration of IHSS and managed care. 

 
72. SUPPORT efforts to increase the availability of health care (including alcohol and 

other drugs recovery) to the uninsured in California, whether employed or not. 
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73. SUPPORT legislation that improves the quality of health care, whether through 
the use of technology, innovative delivery models or combining and better 
accessing various streams of revenue, including but not limited to acute and long 
term care integration. 

 
74. SUPPORT legislation to protect safety net providers, both public and private.  

Legislation should focus on stabilizing Medi-Cal rates and delivery modes and 
should advocate that these actions are essential to the success of any effort to 
improve access and make health care more affordable. 
 

75. SUPPORT efforts that allow counties to draw down federal Medicaid funds for 
providing confidential alcohol and drug screening and brief intervention services 
to pregnant women and women of childbearing age who also qualify for Medi-Cal 
benefits.  

 
76. SUPPORT state efforts to increase the scope of benefits and reimbursement 

rates contained in Minor Consent Medi-Cal to give youth suffering from 
substance abuse disorders access to a continuum of care, including residential 
and one-on-one outpatient treatment. 

 
77. SUPPORT efforts to give incentives to providers to establish more youth-driven 

treatment facilities within the community. 
 
78. SUPPORT efforts to extend Minor Consent Medi-Cal Coverage to incarcerated 

youths, many of whom are in custody due to drug related crimes.  This could 
greatly decrease recidivism in the juvenile justice system. 

 
79. SUPPORT county efforts in the promotion of partnerships that provide integrated 

responses to the needs of alcohol and other drugs populations, including criminal 
justice, perinatal and youth as well as those populations with co-occurring 
disorders. 

 
80. SUPPORT and encourage the development of strategies that include alcohol and 

other drugs services in the provision of all culturally appropriate health care 
services.  
 

81. SUPPORT efforts to require coverage of medically necessary alcohol and 
substance abuse related disorder treatment on the same levels as other medical 
conditions in health care service plans and disability insurance policies.  Alcohol 
and other drugs treatment services are the most under-funded of all health 
services.  Neither the state nor the federal allocations to the County covers 
medical treatment for AOD services, and so are a cost borne by the County. 
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Human Services Issues 
 
82. SUPPORT efforts to increase County flexibility in use of CalWORKs funds and in 

program requirements in order to better support the transition of welfare 
dependent families from welfare-to-work and self-sufficiency, including, but not 
limited to: extending supportive services beyond the current limit; enhancing 
supportive services; increasing diversion and early intervention to obviate the 
need for aid; developing a state earned income tax credit; expanding job 
retention services; developing an eligibility definition to 250% of the poverty level; 
and exempting the hard-to-serve from welfare-to-work activities and the 20% 
exemption or providing flexibility in the time limit (dependent upon terms and 
conditions of TANF reauthorization).  SUPPORT efforts to align CalWORKs 
property and asset limitations with those of Food Stamps.  All of these measures 
would make it easier for CalWORKs families to enter employment services, 
become employed, and continue with the support they need in order to maintain 
their jobs. 

 
83. SUPPORT efforts to revise the definition of “homelessness” in the Welfare & 

Institutions Codes to include families who have received eviction notices due to a 
verified financial hardship, thus allowing early intervention assistance for 
CalWORKs families.  Current law prevents CalWORKs from providing homeless 
assistance until the CalWORKs family is actually “on the street.”  This rule 
change would enable the County to work with CalWORKs families who are being 
threatened with homelessness to prevent the eviction and, presumably, better 
maintain the family members’ employment status. 

 
84. SUPPORT efforts to ensure funding of child care for CalWORKs and former 

CalWORKs families at levels sufficient to meet demand.  The State of California 
has not fully funded the cost of child care for the “working poor.”  Additional 
funding would allow more CalWORKs and post-CalWORKs families to become 
and/or stay employed. 

 
85. SUPPORT efforts to establish an “umbrella code” for the reporting of incidents of 

elder abuse to the Department of Justice, thus more accurately recording the 
incidence of abuse.  Current reporting policies within California’s law 
enforcement community and social services departments are uncoordinated in 
regards to the reporting of adult abuse.  Under an “umbrella code,” law 
enforcement agencies and social services departments would uniformly report 
incidents of elder abuse and California would have much better data for policy 
and budget development purposes.   

 
86. SUPPORT efforts that seek to identify and eliminate elder financial abuse and 

elder exposure to crime that may be committed through conservatorships, 
powers of attorney, notaries and others who have the right to control elder 
assets.   
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87. SUPPORT efforts to effectively manage the In Home Supportive Services (IHSS) 
to establish and maintain cost control mechanisms while delivering quality, 
targeted services and maintaining program integrity.  Efforts may include, but are 
not limited to, establishing an IHSS Volunteer Coordination component coupled 
with the rebalancing of available hours.  Retired volunteer social workers and 
registered nurses could act as local Care Coordinators, enabling IHSS Social 
Workers to increase their capacity to perform more timely reassessments that 
would enable the management of available hours and target services to those 
clients most in need and at risk of institutionalization.   

 
88. SUPPORT efforts to eliminate the finger-imaging requirement for adult food 

stamp applicants, recognizing the fraud deterrent aspects of the Electronic 
Benefits Transfer System.    Elimination of the finger-imaging requirement, which 
was originally implemented as a fraud control measure in the old welfare 
programs, is viewed by many as an unnecessary or duplicate process.  The 
current electronic benefits transfer system combined with program eligibility 
processes provides more fraud prevention/detection than does finger-imaging. 

 
89. SUPPORT efforts to allow phone-in Food Stamp Eligibility Redeterminations as a 

more cost effective benefit reassessment process.  As counties such as Contra 
Costa change their business models to utilize centralized service centers, some 
of the antiquated process rules and requirements also need to be changed, to 
allow cost efficient practices.  Changing the rules to allow phone-ins for Eligibility 
Redeterminations is one example.   

 
90. SUPPORT efforts to continue expansion of Child Welfare Redesign Program 

Improvements including: use of Federal IV-E funding for pre-placement, 
prevention activities; development of caretaker recruitment and retention 
campaigns; extension of Independent Living Skill services to age 21; and, 
funding to implement Children’s Child Welfare Workload Study Results, SB 2030.  
Changes in these areas would enable counties to better meet their performance 
accountability goals, as required under federal and state statutes. 

 
91. SUPPORT efforts to allow Medi-Cal clients transportation access to medical care 

via the most efficient transportation mode possible instead of the very costly 
ambulance transportation that is currently prevalent.  California is currently 
limited to the types of non-emergency medical transportation for reimbursement 
by Medi-Cal.  However, the federal Medicaid program allows other much less 
costly forms of transportation to be used.  Other states use this more permissive 
definition of approved non-emergency medical transportation to encourage 
Medicaid clients to receive preventative care and reduce the incidence of last-
resort ambulance transportation to hospital emergency rooms for primary care. 

 
92. OPPOSE any legislation that increases tobacco taxes but does not contain 

language to replace any funds lost to The California Children and Families 
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Act/Trust Fund for local services as currently funded by tobacco taxes, 
Proposition 10 in 1998 and Proposition 99 in 1988.  

 
93. OPPOSE legislation, rules, regulations or policies that restrict or affect the 

amount of funds available to, or the local autonomy of, First 5 Commissions to 
allocate their funds in accordance with local needs.  
 

94. SUPPORT efforts to restore funding in the amount of $80 Million for the Child 
Welfare Services Program that was line-item vetoed by Governor 
Schwarzenegger in the State’s FY 2009-10 and FY 2010-11 budgets, as these 
reductions have a direct impact on local child protective services and the lives of 
children. 
 

95. SUPPORT efforts by the Contra Costa County’s executive directors and program 
administrators of all Child Care and Development Programs to restore state 
budget allocations to the FY 2009-10 levels for the California State Preschool 
Program (CSPP), California Center-Based General Child Care Program (CCTR), 
CalWORKs Stage 2 (C2AP), CalWORKs Stage 3 (C3AP), Alternate Payment 
Program (CAPP), Child Care and Development Grant and the Child Care 
Retention Program (AB 212). 
 

Indian Gaming Issues 
 
Contra Costa County is currently home to the Lytton Band of the Pomo Indians’ Casino in San Pablo, a 
Class II gaming facility.  There is also a proposal for an additional casino in North Richmond.  Local 
governments have limited authority in determining whether or not such facilities should be sited in their 
jurisdiction; the terms and conditions under which the facilities will operate; and what, if 
any, mitigation will be paid to offset the cost of increased services and lost revenues.  Contra Costa 
County has been active in working with CSAC and others to address these issues, as well as the need for 
funding for participation in the federal and state review processes and for mitigation for the existing Class 
II casino. 

 

96. SUPPORT efforts to ensure that counties who have existing or proposed Class II 
Indian gaming facilities receive the Special Distribution Funds. 

 
97. CONSIDER, on a case by case basis, whether or not to SUPPORT or OPPOSE 

Indian gaming facilities in Contra Costa County, and only SUPPORT facilities 
that are unique in nature and can demonstrate significant community benefits 
above and beyond the costs associated with mitigating community impacts. 

 
98. OPPOSE the expansion or approval of Class III gaming machines at the existing 

gaming facility in Contra Costa County unless it can be demonstrated that there 
would be significant community benefits above and beyond the costs associated 
with mitigating community impacts. 

 
99. SUPPORT State authority to tighten up the definition of a Class II machine. 
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100. SUPPORT State legislative and administration actions consistent with the CSAC 
policy documents on development on Indian Lands and Compact negotiations for 
Indian gaming. 

 
Land Use/Community Development Issues 
 
101. SUPPORT efforts to promote economic incentives for "smart growth," in Priority 

Development Areas including in-fill and transit-oriented development.  Balancing 
the need for housing and economic growth with the urban limit line requirements 
of Measure J (2004) will rely on maximum utilization of “smart growth” and 
Sustainable Community Strategy principles. 

 
102. SUPPORT efforts to increase the supply of affordable housing, including, but not 

limited to, state issuance of private activity bonds, affordable and low income 
housing bond measures, low-income housing tax credits and state infrastructure 
financing.  This position supports Goals 2, 3 and 4 of the County General Plan 
Housing Element. 

 
103. SUPPORT establishment of a CEQA exemption for affordable housing financing.   

Current law provides a statutory exemption from CEQA to state agencies for 
financing of affordable housing (Section 21080.10(b) of the California Public 
Resources Code and Section 15267 of the CEQA Guidelines)—but not to local 
agencies.  The current exemption for state agencies is only operational if a 
CEQA review process has been completed by another agency (e.g., by the land 
use permitting agency).  Since the act of financing does not change the 
environmental setting, the net effect of the exemption is streamlining the process 
for providing financial assistance for already approved projects.  AB 2518 
(Houston) in 2006 was a Contra Costa County-sponsored bill to accomplish this, 
but it was not successful in the Legislature. 

  
104. SUPPORT efforts to obtain a CEQA exemption or to utilize CEQA streamlining 

provisions for infill development or Priority Development Areas, including in 
unincorporated areas.  Section 15332 of the CEQA Guidelines is a Categorical 
Exemption for infill development projects but only within cities or unincorporated 
areas of a certain size surrounded by cities. Without the exemption, housing 
projects in the unincorporated areas are subject to a more time-consuming and 
costly process in order to comply with the CEQA guidelines than that which is 
required of cities, despite having similar housing obligations. 

 
105. SUPPORT efforts to reform State housing element law to promote the actual 

production and preservation of affordable housing and to focus less on process 
and paper compliance. 

 
106. OPPOSE efforts to limit the County’s ability to exercise local land use authority. 
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107. SUPPORT efforts to reduce the fiscalization of land use decision-making by local 
government, which favors retail uses over other job-creating uses and housing.  
Reducing incentives for inappropriate land use decisions, particularly those that 
negatively affect neighboring jurisdictions, could result in more rational and 
harmonious land use. 

 
108. SUPPORT allocations, appropriations, and policies that support and leverage the 

benefits of approved Natural Community Conservation Plans (NCCPs), such as 
the East Contra Costa County NCCP.  Support the granting of approximately $20 
million to the East Contra Costa County NCCP from the $90 million allocation for 
NCCPs in Proposition 84.  Support the position that NCCPs are an effective 
strategy for addressing the impacts of climate change and encourage appropriate 
recognition of the NCCP tool in implementation of climate change legislation 
such as SB 375 and AB 32.  Promote effective implementation of NCCPs as a 
top priority for the Department of Fish and Wildlife.  Support efforts to streamline 
implementation of NCCPs including exemptions from unnecessary regulatory 
oversight such as the Delta Plan Covered Actions process administered by the 
Delta Stewardship Council. 
 

109. SUPPORT legislation that would give local agencies specific tools for economic 
development purposes in order to enhance job opportunities, with emphasis on 
attracting and retaining businesses, blight removal and promoting smart growth 
and affordable housing development, while balancing the impacts on revenues 
for health and safety programs. 
 

110. OPPOSE legislation that would create substantial uncertainty over the tax 
allocation bonds issued by redevelopment agencies and possible negative credit 
impact.   
 

111. SUPPORT legislation that would resolve the administrative funding gap for 
agencies serving as the Successor Housing Agency. Such legislation should not 
have a negative impact on the localities’ general fund. The Redevelopment 
Dissolution Act allows Successor Agencies a modest allowance of tax increment 
funds to support Successor Agency administrative costs. There is no such carve 
out for Housing Successors. However, unlike Successor Agencies, Housing 
Successors have an ongoing obligation to monitor existing affordable housing 
developments. These obligations will continue for up to 55 years.  
 

112. SUPPORT legislative and regulatory efforts that streamline compliance with the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) by integrating it with other 
environmental protection laws and regulations, modifying the tiering of 
environmental reviews, expanding the application of prior environmental reviews, 
focusing areas of potential CEQA litigation, and enhancing public disclosure and 
accountability.   
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113. OPPOSE CEQA reform efforts that reduce environmental protections for projects 
that cross county or city boundaries. 

 
114. SUPPORT efforts to improve or streamline CEQA for efficiency without losing 

sight of its ultimate goal to thoroughly identify environmental impacts and 
mitigations.   
 

115. OPPOSE efforts to change CEQA solely to accommodate one particular 
infrastructure project or set of projects. 
 

116. SUPPORT legislation that amends Section 20133 of the Public Contract Code to 
1) delete the existing sunset date of July 1, 2014 for design-build authority 
granted to counties, and 2) eliminate the current project cost threshold of $2.5 
million required for the use of the design-build method. 

 
Law and Justice System Issues 
 
117. SUPPORT legislation that seeks to curb metal theft by making it easier for law 

enforcement agencies to track stolen metals sold to scrap dealers through such 
means as requiring identification from customers selling commonly stolen metals, 
banning cash transactions over a certain amount, and requiring scrap dealers to 
hold materials they buy for a certain period of time before melting them down or 
reselling them. 

 
118. SUPPORT legislation that provides a practical and efficient solution to 

addressing the problem of abandoned and trespassing vessels and ground 
tackle in an administrative process that allows the California State Lands 
Commission to both remove and dispose of such vessels and unpermitted 
ground tackle.  Boat owners in increasing numbers are abandoning both 
recreational and commercial vessels in areas within the Commission’s 
jurisdiction.  Our state waterways are becoming clogged with hulks that break up, 
leak, sink and add pollutants to our waterways and marine habitat. 
 

119. OPPOSE legislative proposals to realign additional program responsibility to 
counties without adequate funding and protections. 
 

120. OPPOSE legislation that would shift the responsibility of parolees from the state 
to the counties without adequate notification, documentation and funding. 
 

121. SUPPORT legislation that will help counties implement the 2011 Public Safety 
Realignment as long as the proposal would:  provide for county flexibility, 
eliminate redundant or unnecessary reporting, and would not transfer more 
responsibility without funding. 
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Levee Issues, Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Issues  
 
The County’s Delta Water Platform was developed in mid-2008 to consolidate and organize the 
many County policies and positions into one document that could be utilized to guide actions 
and advocacy to promote a healthy Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta.  

 
The Delta Water Platform is comprised of fourteen subject areas. Each of these subject 
categories contains relevant policies and background explanatory language. Each subject 
category is summarized below; the first five are considered priorities.  The policies and 
background information can be found in the Delta Water Platform, which is included in this 
document by reference 

 
Short Term Actions to be implemented immediately:  Includes a broad range of specific, 
relatively non-controversial actions to quickly improve the state of the Delta, such as 
improvements to levees, the fishery, habitat and emergency response. 
 
Conveyance: Through-Delta and Isolated Conveyance:  Consideration of isolated 
conveyance must protect and improve the Delta and the entire Bay-Delta ecosystem, 
include the broadest range of non-biased scientific analysis of impacts, include levee 
repair and all costs of a facility must be paid by beneficiaries. 
 
The Delta Ecosystem:  Protection and restoration of an ailing Delta ecosystem has long 
been a priority of the Board of Supervisors, including need for additional scientific 
research to address fundamental questions, fishery and habitat restoration projects.  
 
Governance:  A new or improved system of oversight related to ecosystem and water 
management is necessary.  The existing Delta Protection Commission land use 
governance structure has been successful, requiring no further action.  Local 
Government representation in any governance structure is paramount. 
 
Levee Restoration:  Advocacy for immediate and significant (multi-year) funding and 
levee repair is a priority, including upgrades to minimum (PL 84 99) standards for all 
levees, and a higher, 200-year level of protection for communities protected by levees.  
Stockpiling rock in the Delta specifically for levee repair and continuance of the Long 
Term Management Strategy (LTMS) are highly recommended. 
 
Water Quality, Water Quality and Delta Outflow:  Protection and improvement of water 
quality, quantity and outflow, determination and assurance of adequate water for the 
delta ecosystem and examination of the State and Federal project operations (including 
potential for reduced exports) are recommended here. 
 
Flood Protection/Floodplain Management:  Comprehensive flood management planning 
throughout the Delta and its watersheds, as well as funding to bring flood facilities to 
200-year levels and revenue generation for flood control districts continue to be of 
import. 
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Water Rights and Legislative Protections:  Existing area-of-origin and other water rights 
protections established for the Delta should be preserved. 
 
Regional Self-Sufficiency:  All export regions should be implementing all water supply 
options available to them to reduce stress on the Delta as a limited resource. 
 
Emergency Response:  Collaborative efforts among the Delta counties to improve 
emergency response in the region have been productive and are continuing. 
 
Water Conservation:  Landscape and household conservation, maximizing use of 
reclaimed wastewater, use of meters, and agricultural water conservation are 
recommended. 
 
Water Storage: Multi-purpose storage facilities are recommended and groundwater 
storage preferred to surface storage options.  Detailed groundwater studies are 
recommended. 
 
San Luis Drain/Grasslands Bypass:  Long-standing opposition to selenium discharges 
from this project entering the Delta and support of in-valley treatment solutions are 
ongoing. Continued reduction in drainage from the Grasslands Bypass project is also 
monitored. 
 
Climate Change:  Impacts of climate change must be considered in planning, 
engineering and construction activities. 
 
122. ADVOCATE for administrative and legislative action to provide significant funding 

for rehabilitation of levees in the western and central Delta.   Proposition 1E, 
passed in November 2006, provides for over $3 billion for levees, primarily those 
in the Central Valley Flood Control Program. Language is included in the bond 
for other Delta levees but funding is not specifically directed.  The County will 
work on a coalition basis to actively advocate for $1 billion in funding through this 
bond. 
 

123. SUPPORT legislation that requires the levee repair funds generated by 
Proposition 1E be spent within one year.  Many public agencies, including 
reclamation districts charged with maintaining levees, have complained about the 
state’s inaction in allocating and distributing the levee funds that were raised by 
the bond sales authorized by Proposition 1E in 2008. Legislation could require 
the immediate distribution of these funds to local levee projects.  The Delta 
Reform Act of 2009 authorized over $202 million for levee repairs.  It has been 
difficult to obtain explanations from the state as to why these funds are not being 
distributed. 
 

124. SUPPORT legislation to amend California Water Code Section 12986, to 
maintain the state/local funding ratio of 75/25 for the state’s Delta Levees 
Subventions Program, which provides funds for local levee repair and 
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maintenance projects.  The code provisions that have the state paying 75% of 
project costs will expire on July 1, 2013.  At that time the matching ratio will 
change to 50/50. This means local reclamation districts will have to pay a larger 
portion of project costs (50%, compared to their current 25% requirement).  Many 
districts do not have the funding to do so. The Delta Levees Subventions 
Program should continue to use funds from bonds or other dedicated sources, 
rather than the state’s General Fund.   For the past several years the program 
has been funded from bonds.  When these bond funds run out, the program will 
have to be funded from the General Fund, unless some other new dedicated 
funding source is established.  This is something that should be included in the 
next Water Bond, if and when there is one. 

 
125. ADVOCATE for legislation dealing with the Delta, including levees and levee 

programs, level and type of flood protection, beneficiary-pays programs, flood 
insurance, liability and other levee/land use issues. 

 
126. SUPPORT legislation/regulation requiring Reclamation Districts to develop, 

publish, and maintain hazard emergency plans for their districts.  Emergency 
response plans are critical to emergency management, particularly in an area or 
situation like the Delta where a levee break could trigger other emergencies. This 
legislation/regulation should also include the requirement for plan review and 
annual distribution of the plan to the residents of the district, County Office of 
Emergency Services and other government agencies that have emergency 
response interests within the district. 
 

127. SUPPORT legislation to amend California Water Code Section 85057.5 to bring 
the Delta Stewardship Council’s “covered actions” land-use review process into 
consistency with CEQA.   This section of state code defines a “covered action,” 
which refers to local permit decisions that are subject to potential revocation by 
the Delta Stewardship Council, as proposed in the Council’s Delta Plan.  The 
proposed process works as follows: (1) if a local permit application meets the 
definition of a “covered action,” the jurisdiction must evaluate it for consistency 
with all of the policies in the Stewardship Council’s Delta Plan. (2) If the 
jurisdiction finds the project is consistent with the Delta Plan, they notify the 
Stewardship Council of this finding.  (3) Anyone who objects to the project may 
appeal the consistency finding, and it will be up to the Stewardship Council to 
make the final decision.  Should the Stewardship Council decide against the local 
jurisdiction, there is no appeal process available to the jurisdiction or project 
applicant other than legal action. 
 
“Covered actions” are defined in Section 85057.5 of the California Water Code.  
It defines them as plans, projects or programs as defined by CEQA, and then 
goes on to grant several exemptions to certain types of projects.  It does not, 
however, provide exemptions for all the project types that CEQA itself exempts.  
CEQA provides a lengthy list of categorical exemptions for plans, projects and 
programs that generally do not have significant environmental impacts, and 
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projects that have compelling reasons to move forward quickly (such as public 
safety projects).  The entire list of categorical exemptions from CEQA also should 
be exempt from the Delta Stewardship Council’s “covered actions” process.   

 
Library Issues 
 
128. SUPPORT State financial assistance in the operation of public libraries, including 

full funding of the Public Library Fund (PLF) and the Direct/Interlibrary Loan 
(Transaction Based Reimbursement) program.   

 
129. SUPPORT State bonds for public library construction.  The 2000 library 

construction bond provided funding for two libraries in Contra Costa County.  
There is currently a need of approximately $289,000,000 for public library 
construction, expansion and renovation in Contra Costa County.  

 
130. SUPPORT continued funding for the California Library Literacy and English 

Acquisition Services Program, which provides matching funds for public library 
adult literacy programs that offer free, confidential, one-on-one basic literacy 
instruction to English-speaking adults who want to improve their reading, writing, 
and spelling skills. 

 
Telecommunications Issues 
 
131. SUPPORT clean-up legislation on AB 2987 that provides for local emergency 

notifications similar to provisions in cable franchises for the last 20 years. 
Currently our franchises require the cable systems to carry emergency messages 
in the event of local emergencies. With the occurrence of several local refinery 
incidents, this service is critical for Contra Costa. Under federal law, Emergency 
Alert System requirements leave broad discretion to broadcasters to decide 
when and what information to broadcast, emergency management offices to 
communicate with the public in times of emergencies. 

 
132. SUPPORT preservation of local government ownership and control of the local 

public rights-of-way. Currently, local government has authority over the time, 
place, and manner in which infrastructure is placed in their rights-of-way.  The 
California Public Utilities Commission is considering rulemaking that would give 
them jurisdiction to decide issues between local government and 
telecommunication providers. 

 
Transportation Issues 
 
133. SUPPORT increased flexibility in the use of transportation funds. The County 

supports an amendment to the Subdivision Map Act to allow the use of off-site 
transportation impact fees to fund pedestrian, bicycle transit and traffic calming 
facilities necessitated by new development.  The Act currently limits the use of 
these funds to improvements to bridges and “major thoroughfares.” Senator 
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DeSaulnier introduced such a bill in 2008. The County’s proposal was adopted 
by CSAC for its legislative platform in the 2011 session.  The proposal would 
provide more flexibility in how we can use an existing transportation funding 
source.  

 
134. SUPPORT regional coordination that provides for local input in addressing 

transportation needs.  Coordinated planning and delivery of public transit, 
paratransit, and rail services will help ensure the best possible service delivery to 
the public.  Regional coordination also will be needed to effectively deal with the 
traffic impacts of Indian gaming casinos such as those in West County.  Regional 
coordination also will be essential to complete planning and development of 
important regional transportation projects that benefit the state and local road 
system such as State Route 239, improvements to Vasco Road, completion of 
remaining segments of the Bay Trail, improvements to the Delta DeAnza 
Regional Trail, and the proposed California Delta Trail.  There may be interest in 
seeking enhanced local input requirements for developing the Sustainable 
Communities Strategy for the Bay Area mandated by SB 375 for greenhouse gas 
reduction.  It is important that the regional coordination efforts are based on input 
gathered from the local level, to ensure the regional approach does not 
negatively impact local communities.  “Top-down” regional planning efforts would 
be inconsistent with this goal. 

 
135. SUPPORT efforts to improve safety throughout the transportation system.  The 

County supports new and expanded projects and programs to improve safety for 
bicyclists, pedestrians and wheelchair users, as well as projects to improve 
safety on high-accident transportation facilities such as Vasco Road.  Data on 
transportation safety would be improved by including global positioning system 
(GPS) location data for every reported accident to assist in safety analysis and 
planning.  The County also supports school safety improvement programs such 
as crossing guards, Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) grants, efforts to improve the 
safety and security of freight transportation system including public and private 
maritime ports, airports, rail yards, railroad lines and sidings.  The County also 
supports limits or elimination of public liability for installing traffic-calming devices 
on residential neighborhood streets. 

 
136. SUPPORT funding or incentives for the use of renewable resources in 

transportation construction projects.  The County seeks and supports grant 
programs, tax credits for manufacturers, state purchasing programs, and other 
incentives for local jurisdictions to use environmentally friendly materials such as 
the rubberized asphalt (made from recycled tires) that the County has used as 
paving material on San Pablo Dam Road and Pacheco Boulevard. 

 
137. SUPPORT streamlining the delivery of transportation safety projects.  The length 

of time and amount of paperwork should be reduced to bring a transportation 
safety project more quickly through the planning, engineering and design, 
environmental review, funding application, and construction phases, such as for 
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Vasco Road. This could include streamlining the environmental review process 
and also streamlining all state permitting requirements that pertain to 
transportation projects. Realistic deadlines for use of federal transportation funds 
would help local jurisdictions deliver complex projects without running afoul of 
federal time limits which are unrealistically tight for complex projects. 

 
138. SUPPORT efforts to coordinate development of state-funded or regulated 

facilities such as courts, schools, jails, roads and state offices with local planning.  
The County supports preserving the authority of Public Works over County roads 
by way of ensuring the Board of Supervisors’ control over County roads as 
established in the Streets & Highways Code (Ch2 §940) is not undermined. This 
includes strongly opposing any action by a non-local entity that would ultimately 
dilute current Board of Supervisors discretion relative to road design and land 
use. 
 

139. SUPPORT efforts to coordinate planning between school districts and local 
jurisdictions in locating and planning new schools and funding programs that 
foster collaboration and joint use of facilities to help finance off-site transportation 
improvements for access to schools. The County supports the California 
Department of Education’s current effort to better leverage school facilities in 
developing sustainable communities. Related to this effort, the County supports 
reform of school siting practices by way of legislative changes related to any new 
statewide school construction bond authorization. The County takes the position 
that reform components should include bringing school siting practices in to 
alignment with local growth management policies, safe routes to school best 
practices, State SB 375 principles, and the State Strategic Growth Council’s 
“Health in All Policies Initiative.” 

 
140. SUPPORT regional aviation transportation planning efforts for coordinated 

aviation network planning to improve service delivery. Regional aviation 
coordination could also improve the surrounding surface transportation system 
by providing expanded local options for people and goods movement. 

 
141. SUPPORT efforts to increase waterborne transport of goods and obtaining funds 

to support this effort.  The San Francisco to Stockton Ship Channel is a major 
transportation route for the region, providing water access to a large number of 
industries and the Ports of Sacramento and Stockton.  A project is underway to 
deepen the channel, providing additional capacity to accommodate increasing 
commerce needs of the Ports and providing better operational flexibility for the 
other industries.  Increased goods movement via waterways has clear benefits to 
congestion management on highways and railroads (with resultant air quality 
benefits).   
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Waste Management 
 
142. SUPPORT legislation that establishes producer responsibility for management of 

their products, including pharmaceuticals, at the end of their useful life. 
 

143. SUPPORT efforts to increase the development of markets for recycled materials. 
 

144. SUPPORT legislative and regulatory efforts to allow third parties, under specific 
circumstances and conditions, to collect and transport household hazardous 
waste to collection facilities. 
 

145. SUPPORT legislation that seeks to remedy the environmental degradation and 
solid waste management problems on a State-wide basis of polystyrene 
containers and single-use plastic bags typically given away for free at grocery, 
retail and other establishments. 
 

146. SUPPORT legislation that does not require increased diversion from landfills 
without out an adequate funding mechanism. 
 

147. SUPPORT legislation that would make changes to the used tire redemption 
program.  Instead of collecting a disposal fee from the consumer when new tires 
are purchased, a disposal fee would be collected at the wholesale level and 
redeemed by the disposal site when the used tires are brought to the site.  The 
party bringing the tires to the disposal site would also receive a portion of the fee. 
 

148. SUPPORT legislation that relieves counties with privately-operated landfills from 
the state requirement for maintaining a 15-year supply of disposal capacity for 
waste generated within each county.  In 1989, Contra Costa County amended its 
general plan to accommodate construction of Keller Canyon Landfill.  Due to the 
difficulty in siting landfills and the requirements of Public Resources Code 47100 
– Countywide Siting Element, the County maintained authority to control the 
amount of waste disposed at this facility from outside the county.  Despite Contra 
Costa County’s opposition, AB 845 will become law on January 1, 2013 and 
prohibit any jurisdiction from regulating the amount of waste disposed at a 
privately-operated landfill based on its place of origin.  
 
Because local jurisdictions can no longer control importation of waste to 
privately-operated landfills, the host County will have a greater need to undertake 
the difficult task of identifying new disposal capacity pursuant to the Countywide 
Siting Element requirement.  Since the state believes there is no need for local 
jurisdictions to regulate disposal of solid waste by place of origin, the state should 
remove existing statutes that require each County with privately-operated landfills 
to identify sufficient disposal capacity for the waste generated by the jurisdictions 
within that County. 
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149. SUPPORT legislation that can reduce the amount of harmful pharmaceuticals 
that ultimately enter waste water treatment facilities and landfills. 
 

150. SUPPORT legislative and regulatory efforts to restrict payments from the 
Beverage Container Recycling Program Fund for redemption of beverage 
containers sold out of state.  Fraudulent redemption of these beverage 
containers is costing the Fund from $40 million to $200 million annually.  This 
fraud combined with loans to the General Fund to reduce the State budget deficit 
has significantly reduced the availability of funds for increasing recycling as 
intended under the law. 
 

151. SUPPORT legislative and regulatory efforts that correct the imbalance between 
the County’s regulatory authority to control the collection and disposal of solid 
waste generated within the unincorporated areas and our exposure to state 
penalties for failing to meet state mandates for diverting solid waste generated 
within these areas as a result of Appellate Court decisions. These decision 
awarded solid waste franchise authority to the Rodeo Sanitary District and 
Mountain View Sanitary District while the County remains exposed to state 
penalties for failing to meet state mandates for reducing solid waste generated in 
these areas. 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21233 to add one permanent Safety Services Specialist-Level B

(represented) position in the Risk Management Division of the County Administrator's Office. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This action is projected to result in an annual cost of $91,629.  The current contract with EORM will be reduced by

$125,000 to fund this position, resulting in a savings of $33,000.

BACKGROUND: 

The reinstatement of this position will allow Risk Management to address loss trends in order to yield long term

reduction in workers' compensation and liability claims savings and reduce the need to use contractors as

supplemental backup to the Assistant Risk Manager/Loss Control. It is preferable to have a County employee assist

the Assistant Risk Manager/Loss with the increased training that has been required on newly mandated programs. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

Potential of increased penalty fees and/or legal and indemnity costs to County. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Sharon Hymes-Offord

925.335.1453

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the
minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Roxana Mendoza,   Sharon Hymes-Offord,   Sharon Brown,   Marta Goc   

C. 25

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Ted Cwiek

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Add one Safety Services Specialist-Level B position in Risk
Management 
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CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

No impact.
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POSITION ADJUSTMENT REQUEST  
 NO.  21233 

DATE  1/25/13 
Department No./ 

Department  CAO-Risk Management Budget Unit No. 0150  Org No. 1505  Agency No. 03 
Action Requested:  Add one (1) Safety Services Specialist - Level B (AJWH) in the Risk Management Department 

Proposed Effective Date:        
Classification Questionnaire attached: Yes    No    /  Cost is within Department’s budget: Yes     No  
Total One-Time Costs (non-salary) associated with request:  $0.00 
Estimated total cost adjustment (salary / benefits / one time): 

Total annual cost  $91,629.00 Net County Cost  $0.00 
Total this FY  $38,179.0 N.C.C. this FY  $0.00 

SOURCE OF FUNDING TO OFFSET ADJUSTMENT  100% Self Insurance Trust Funds & reduced contract costs 
 
Department must initiate necessary adjustment and submit to CAO. 
Use additional sheet for further explanations or comments. 
        
 ______________________________________ 

               (for) Department Head 
 
REVIEWED BY CAO AND RELEASED TO HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 
 
             
       ___________________________________      ________________ 
                  Deputy County Administrator              Date 
 
HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS      DATE        
Add one (1) permanent 40/40 Safety Services Specialist -Level B (AJWH) represented at salary level ZA2 1526 ($4850.55-
$5909.92) in the Risk Management Department. 
 
Amend Resolution 71/17 establishing positions and resolutions allocating classes to the Basic / Exempt salary schedule. 
Effective:     Day following Board Action. 
       (Date) Marta Goc 1/28/2013 
       ___________________________________        ________________ 

         (for) Director of Human Resources   Date 
 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: DATE         
  Approve Recommendation of Director of Human Resources 
  Disapprove Recommendation of Director of Human Resources       
  Other:  ____________________________________________ ___________________________________ 

                 (for) County Administrator 
 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ACTION:             David J. Twa, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Adjustment is APPROVED      DISAPPROVED        and County Administrator 
 
DATE        BY        
 

APPROVAL OF THIS ADJUSTMENT CONSTITUTES A PERSONNEL / SALARY RESOLUTION AMENDMENT 
 

POSITION ADJUSTMENT ACTION TO BE COMPLETED BY HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT FOLLOWING BOARD ACTION 
Adjust class(es) / position(s) as follows: 
 
      
 
P300 (M347) Rev 3/15/01 
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REQUEST FOR PROJECT POSITIONS 
 

Department CAO-Risk Management Date 2/7/2013    No.        
 
1.   Project Positions Requested: 

      
 
2.   Explain Specific Duties of Position(s) 

      
 
3.  Name / Purpose of Project and Funding Source (do not use acronyms i.e. SB40 Project or SDSS Funds) 

      
 
4.  Duration of the Project:  Start Date       End Date        
     Is funding for a specified period of time (i.e. 2 years) or on a year-to-year basis? Please explain. 

      
 
5.  Project Annual Cost 
 

a.  Salary & Benefits Costs:         b. Support Costs:        
           (services, supplies, equipment, etc.) 
 
c.  Less revenue or expenditure:        d. Net cost to General or other fund:        
 

6.  Briefly explain the consequences of not filling the project position(s) in terms of: 
a. potential future costs   d. political implications 
b. legal implications   e. organizational implications 
c. financial implications 

      
 
7.   Briefly describe the alternative approaches to delivering the services which you have considered. Indicate why these 

alternatives were not chosen. 
      

 
8.   Departments requesting new project positions must submit an updated cost benefit analysis of each project position at the 

halfway point of the project duration. This report is to be submitted to the Human Resources Department, which will 
forward the report to the Board of Supervisors. Indicate the date that your cost / benefit analysis will be submitted 
      

 
9.  How will the project position(s) be filled? 

 a. Competitive examination(s) 
 b. Existing employment list(s) Which one(s)?       
 c. Direct appointment of: 

 1. Merit System employee who will be placed on leave from current job 
 2. Non-County employee 

 
Provide a justification if filling position(s) by C1 or C2 

 
 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21241 to add one (1) full time Deputy County Counsel- Standard-

Exempt (2ET2) (unrepresented) at salary level B82 2097 ($8,537.43 - $10,148.32) and cancel Deputy County

Counsel- Advanced (2ETK) (unrepresented) vacant position #5777 at salary level B82 2297 ($10,407.08 -

$11,774.66) in the County Counsel's Office. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Upon approval, this action will result in an annual savings of approximately $21,073. 

BACKGROUND: 

The purpose of this action is to enable the Office of the County Counsel to hire an attorney who has the specialized

training and/or expertise in specified areas of civil law, so that the Office can efficiently and effectively satisfy the

County's legal needs.  

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

County Counsel will be unable to recruit and hire an attorney into this deep class, to the detriment of County clients. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Not applicable. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Wanda McAdoo, (925)

335-1811

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: MJ Saepharn,   Rozana Mendoza,   Wanda McAdoo   

C. 26

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Ted Cwiek, Human Resources

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Deputy County Counsel - Exempt 
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POSITION ADJUSTMENT REQUEST  
 NO.  21241  

DATE  2/12/2013 
Department No./ 

Department  County Counsel Budget Unit No. 0030  Org No. 1700  Agency No. 17 
Action Requested:  Add one (1) full time Deputy County Counsel- Standard- Exempt (2ET2) and cancel Deputy County 
Counsel- Advanced (2ETK) vacant position #5777 in the County Counsel's Office. 
 

Proposed Effective Date:  2/27/2013 
Classification Questionnaire attached: Yes    No    /  Cost is within Department’s budget: Yes     No  
Total One-Time Costs (non-salary) associated with request:  $0.00 
Estimated total cost adjustment (salary / benefits / one time): 

Total annual cost  ($21,073.00) Net County Cost  ($21,073.00) 
Total this FY  ($7,024.00) N.C.C. this FY  ($7,024.00) 

SOURCE OF FUNDING TO OFFSET ADJUSTMENT  Cost Savings 
 
Department must initiate necessary adjustment and submit to CAO. 
Use additional sheet for further explanations or comments. 
  Sharon Anderson 
 ______________________________________ 

               (for) Department Head 
 
REVIEWED BY CAO AND RELEASED TO HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 
 
 Lisa Driscoll 1/31/2013 
       ___________________________________      ________________ 
                  Deputy County Administrator              Date 
 
HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS      DATE        
Add one (1) full time Deputy County Counsel- Standard- Exempt (2ET2) (unrepresented) at salary level B82 2097 ($8,537.43 
- $10,148.32) and cancel Deputy County Counsel- Advanced (2ETK) (unrepresented) vacant position #5777 at salary level 
B82 2297 ($10,407.08 - $11,774.66) in the County Counsel's Office. 
 
Amend Resolution 71/17 establishing positions and resolutions allocating classes to the Basic / Exempt salary schedule. 
Effective:     Day following Board Action. 
       (Date) Ted Cwiek 2/6/13 
       ___________________________________        ________________ 

         (for) Director of Human Resources   Date 
 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: DATE         
  Approve Recommendation of Director of Human Resources 
  Disapprove Recommendation of Director of Human Resources       
  Other:  ____________________________________________ ___________________________________ 

                 (for) County Administrator 
 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ACTION:             David J. Twa, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Adjustment is APPROVED      DISAPPROVED        and County Administrator 
 
DATE        BY        
 

APPROVAL OF THIS ADJUSTMENT CONSTITUTES A PERSONNEL / SALARY RESOLUTION AMENDMENT 
 

POSITION ADJUSTMENT ACTION TO BE COMPLETED BY HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT FOLLOWING BOARD ACTION 
Adjust class(es) / position(s) as follows: 
 
      
 
P300 (M347) Rev 3/15/01 
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REQUEST FOR PROJECT POSITIONS 
 

Department       Date 2/7/2013    No.  21241 
 
1.   Project Positions Requested: 

      
 
2.   Explain Specific Duties of Position(s) 

      
 
3.  Name / Purpose of Project and Funding Source (do not use acronyms i.e. SB40 Project or SDSS Funds) 

      
 
4.  Duration of the Project:  Start Date       End Date        
     Is funding for a specified period of time (i.e. 2 years) or on a year-to-year basis? Please explain. 

      
 
5.  Project Annual Cost 
 

a.  Salary & Benefits Costs:         b. Support Costs:        
           (services, supplies, equipment, etc.) 
 
c.  Less revenue or expenditure:        d. Net cost to General or other fund:        
 

6.  Briefly explain the consequences of not filling the project position(s) in terms of: 
a. potential future costs   d. political implications 
b. legal implications   e. organizational implications 
c. financial implications 

      
 
7.   Briefly describe the alternative approaches to delivering the services which you have considered. Indicate why these 

alternatives were not chosen. 
      

 
8.   Departments requesting new project positions must submit an updated cost benefit analysis of each project position at the 

halfway point of the project duration. This report is to be submitted to the Human Resources Department, which will 
forward the report to the Board of Supervisors. Indicate the date that your cost / benefit analysis will be submitted 
      

 
9.  How will the project position(s) be filled? 

 a. Competitive examination(s) 
 b. Existing employment list(s) Which one(s)?       
 c. Direct appointment of: 

 1. Merit System employee who will be placed on leave from current job 
 2. Non-County employee 

 
Provide a justification if filling position(s) by C1 or C2 

 
 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY 
 
 

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 379



RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Adopt Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21237 to cancel two (2) Clerk- Experienced Level (JWXB) positions, at

salary level 3RH 0750 ($2608.38 - $3236.32), and add one (1) Medical Records Technician (VNTB) position, at

salary level 3RX 1119 ($3138.41 - $4007.88), in the Health Services Department. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

100% Enterprise Fund I.  Upon approval, this action will result in an annual cost savings of approximately $590.50,

and pension costs of $3,029.21. 

BACKGROUND: 

In July of 2012, the Health Services Department implemented an electronic health record system (ccLink), which has

changed the staffing needs of the Pittsburg Health Information Management (HIM) unit. Some duties such as pulling,

transporting and duplicating medical records are no longer needed since these processes are now automated through

the ccLink system. Although there has been a decrease in clerical duties, the automated process has created additional

steps for Medical Records Technician authorizations for medical releases of information. Therefore, the Health

Services Department is requesting to cancel two clerical positions and add one Medical Records Technician position

in the Pittsburg HIM unit. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Enid Mendoza, 957-5263

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 27

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Ted Cwiek, Human Resources

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Cancel Two Clerk- Experienced Level Positions and Add One Medical Records Technician Position in the Health Services
Department 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this action is not approved, the department will not be able to appropriately staff the Health Information

Management unit, which will impact patients and providers receiving medical records requests timely.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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POSITION ADJUSTMENT REQUEST  
 NO.  21237 

DATE  1/30/2013 
Department No./ 

Department  Health Services- Hospital Enterprise Budget Unit No. 0540  Org No. 6517  Agency No. A18 
Action Requested:  CANCEL two (2) Clerk-Experienced Level (JWXB) positions, at salary level 3RH 0750 ($2608.38 - 
$3236.32), and ADD one (1) Medical Records Technician (VNTB) position, at salary level 3RX 1119 ($3138.41 - $4007.88), in 
the Health Services Department. 

Proposed Effective Date:  2/13/2013 
Classification Questionnaire attached: Yes    No    /  Cost is within Department’s budget: Yes     No  
Total One-Time Costs (non-salary) associated with request:        
Estimated total cost adjustment (salary / benefits / one time): 

Total annual cost  ($590.00) Net County Cost  $0.00 
Total this FY  ($221.00) N.C.C. this FY  $0.00 

SOURCE OF FUNDING TO OFFSET ADJUSTMENT  Cost Savings  
 
Department must initiate necessary adjustment and submit to CAO. 
Use additional sheet for further explanations or comments. 
  Enid Mendoza 
 ______________________________________ 

               (for) Department Head 
 
REVIEWED BY CAO AND RELEASED TO HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 
 
 Dorothy Sansoe 2/4/2013 
       ___________________________________      ________________ 
                  Deputy County Administrator              Date 
 
HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS      DATE        
Exempt from review under delegated authority 
 
Amend Resolution 71/17 establishing positions and resolutions allocating classes to the Basic / Exempt salary schedule. 
Effective:     Day following Board Action. 
       (Date)             
       ___________________________________        ________________ 

         (for) Director of Human Resources   Date 
 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: DATE   2/4/2013 
  Approve Recommendation of Director of Human Resources 
  Disapprove Recommendation of Director of Human Resources Dorothy Sansoe 
  Other:  _Approve as requested by Department________________ ___________________________________ 

                 (for) County Administrator 
 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ACTION:             David J. Twa, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Adjustment is APPROVED      DISAPPROVED        and County Administrator 
 
DATE        BY        
 

APPROVAL OF THIS ADJUSTMENT CONSTITUTES A PERSONNEL / SALARY RESOLUTION AMENDMENT 
 

POSITION ADJUSTMENT ACTION TO BE COMPLETED BY HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT FOLLOWING BOARD ACTION 
Adjust class(es) / position(s) as follows: 
 
      
 
P300 (M347) Rev 3/15/01 
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REQUEST FOR PROJECT POSITIONS 
 

Department       Date 2/4/2013    No.  xxxxxx 
 
1.   Project Positions Requested: 

      
 
2.   Explain Specific Duties of Position(s) 

      
 
3.  Name / Purpose of Project and Funding Source (do not use acronyms i.e. SB40 Project or SDSS Funds) 

      
 
4.  Duration of the Project:  Start Date       End Date        
     Is funding for a specified period of time (i.e. 2 years) or on a year-to-year basis? Please explain. 

      
 
5.  Project Annual Cost 
 

a.  Salary & Benefits Costs:         b. Support Costs:        
           (services, supplies, equipment, etc.) 
 
c.  Less revenue or expenditure:        d. Net cost to General or other fund:        
 

6.  Briefly explain the consequences of not filling the project position(s) in terms of: 
a. potential future costs   d. political implications 
b. legal implications   e. organizational implications 
c. financial implications 

      
 
7.   Briefly describe the alternative approaches to delivering the services which you have considered. Indicate why these 

alternatives were not chosen. 
      

 
8.   Departments requesting new project positions must submit an updated cost benefit analysis of each project position at the 

halfway point of the project duration. This report is to be submitted to the Human Resources Department, which will 
forward the report to the Board of Supervisors. Indicate the date that your cost / benefit analysis will be submitted 
      

 
9.  How will the project position(s) be filled? 

 a. Competitive examination(s) 
 b. Existing employment list(s) Which one(s)?       
 c. Direct appointment of: 

 1. Merit System employee who will be placed on leave from current job 
 2. Non-County employee 

 
Provide a justification if filling position(s) by C1 or C2 

 
 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Adopt Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21240 to add one Health Services Administrator - Level B position

(VANG) at salary level ZB2 1323 ($3967.34 - 6187.69) and one Accountant III position (SATA) at salary level ZB5

1576 ($4947.09 - 6013.22) in the Health Services Department. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Upon approval, this action will result in an annual cost of approximately $243,532, including pension costs of

$51,975, and will be fully Enterprise I funded. 

BACKGROUND: 

Both of these new positions will be assigned to the Finance Division and are needed to address increased workload. 

The Accountant III position will be responsible for preparing financial reports and responding to informational

requests as mandated by the California Department of Managed Health Care and related agencies.  The position will

also be responsible for preparing budget, cost accounting, and forecasting models as needed for the Contra Costa

Health Plan and Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Health Centers.  The Health Services Administrator

position will 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Terrina C. Manor,

957-5248

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 28

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Ted Cwiek, Human Resources

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Add one Health Services Administrator - B position and one Accountant III position in the Health Services Department. 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

interpret regulatory language for use in creating accurate financial forecasting models.  The position will also analyze

internal and external financial resports, validate assumptions, and identify and explain trends and significat

variances.  Other duties will include overseeing the process of obtaining finanacial incentives for implementing

electronic health record technology.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If these positions are not added, the department will not have sufficient staff to perform state mandated functions.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

not applicable
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POSITION ADJUSTMENT REQUEST  
 NO.  21240 

DATE  1/30/2013 
Department No./ 

Department  HEALTH SERVICES - Finance Budget Unit No. 0540  Org No. 6567   Agency No. A18 
Action Requested:  Add one Health Services Administrator - Level B position (VANG) at salary level ZB2 1323 ($3967.34 - 
6187.69) and one Accountant III position (SATA) at salary level ZB5 1576 ($4947.09 - 6013.22) in the Health Services 
Department. 

Proposed Effective Date:  2/13/2013 
Classification Questionnaire attached: Yes    No    /  Cost is within Department’s budget: Yes     No  
Total One-Time Costs (non-salary) associated with request:  $0.00 
Estimated total cost adjustment (salary / benefits / one time): 

Total annual cost  $243,532.00 Net County Cost  $0.00 
Total this FY  $101,471.00 N.C.C. this FY  $0.00 

SOURCE OF FUNDING TO OFFSET ADJUSTMENT  Enterprise Fund I 
 
Department must initiate necessary adjustment and submit to CAO. 
Use additional sheet for further explanations or comments. 
  Terrina C. Manor 
 ______________________________________ 

               (for) Department Head 
 
REVIEWED BY CAO AND RELEASED TO HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 
 
 Dorothy Sansoe 2/4/2013 
       ___________________________________      ________________ 
                  Deputy County Administrator              Date 
 
HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS      DATE        
Exempt from review under delegated authority 
 
Amend Resolution 71/17 establishing positions and resolutions allocating classes to the Basic / Exempt salary schedule. 
Effective:     Day following Board Action. 
       (Date)             
       ___________________________________        ________________ 

         (for) Director of Human Resources   Date 
 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: DATE   2/4/2013 
  Approve Recommendation of Director of Human Resources 
  Disapprove Recommendation of Director of Human Resources Dorothy Sansoe 
  Other:  _Approve as requested by department__________________ ___________________________________ 

                 (for) County Administrator 
 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ACTION:             David J. Twa, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Adjustment is APPROVED      DISAPPROVED        and County Administrator 
 
DATE        BY        
 

APPROVAL OF THIS ADJUSTMENT CONSTITUTES A PERSONNEL / SALARY RESOLUTION AMENDMENT 
 

POSITION ADJUSTMENT ACTION TO BE COMPLETED BY HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT FOLLOWING BOARD ACTION 
Adjust class(es) / position(s) as follows: 
 
      
 
P300 (M347) Rev 3/15/01 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Adopt Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21239 to cancel Account Clerk Supervisor position #7042 and add one

Clerical Supervisor position (JWHF) at salary level K6X 1290 ($3717.42 - 4747.30) in the Health Services

Department. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Upon approval, this action will result in a cost savings of $4250 annually. 

BACKGROUND: 

Due to the implementation of Electronic Medical Records and the shift in skill sets needed, the Patient Billing

department will be increasing the number of clerical positions and decreasing the number of Account Clerk positions

in its unit.  As such, an appropriate supervisory classification is needed.  The Clerical Supervisor position will

supervise, plan, assign and review the work of subordinate clerical staff, as well as evaluate clerical work procedures

and train employees on work procedures and activities.  The Account Clerk Supervisor position is vacant and is being

cancelled as cost offset.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Terrina C. Manor,

957-5248

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 29

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Ted Cwiek, Human Resources

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Cancel one Account Clerk Supervisor position and add one Clerical Supervisor position in the Health Services Department. 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this action is not approved, the division will not have the appropriate classification for the duties that need to be

performed.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

not applicable.
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POSITION ADJUSTMENT REQUEST  
 NO.  21239 

DATE  1/30/2013 
Department No./ 

Department  HEALTH SERVICES - Finance/Patient Bill Budget Unit No. 0540  Org No. 6569   Agency No. A18 
Action Requested:  Cancel Account Clerk Supervisor position # 7042 and add one Clerical Supervisor position (JWHF) at 
salary level K6X 1290 ($3717.42 - 4747.30) in the Health Services Department. 

Proposed Effective Date:  2/13/2013 
Classification Questionnaire attached: Yes    No    /  Cost is within Department’s budget: Yes     No  
Total One-Time Costs (non-salary) associated with request:  $0.00 
Estimated total cost adjustment (salary / benefits / one time): 

Total annual cost  $0.00 Net County Cost  $0.00 
Total this FY  $0.00 N.C.C. this FY  $0.00 

SOURCE OF FUNDING TO OFFSET ADJUSTMENT  Cost Savings 
 
Department must initiate necessary adjustment and submit to CAO. 
Use additional sheet for further explanations or comments. 
  Terrina C. Manor 
 ______________________________________ 

               (for) Department Head 
 
REVIEWED BY CAO AND RELEASED TO HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 
 
 Dorothy Sansoe 2/4/2013 
       ___________________________________      ________________ 
                  Deputy County Administrator              Date 
 
HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS      DATE        
Exempt from review under delegated authority 
 
Amend Resolution 71/17 establishing positions and resolutions allocating classes to the Basic / Exempt salary schedule. 
Effective:     Day following Board Action. 
       (Date)             
       ___________________________________        ________________ 

         (for) Director of Human Resources   Date 
 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: DATE   2/4/2013 
  Approve Recommendation of Director of Human Resources 
  Disapprove Recommendation of Director of Human Resources Dorothy Sansoe 
  Other:  _Approve as requested by Department__________________ ___________________________________ 

                 (for) County Administrator 
 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ACTION:             David J. Twa, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Adjustment is APPROVED      DISAPPROVED        and County Administrator 
 
DATE        BY        
 

APPROVAL OF THIS ADJUSTMENT CONSTITUTES A PERSONNEL / SALARY RESOLUTION AMENDMENT 
 

POSITION ADJUSTMENT ACTION TO BE COMPLETED BY HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT FOLLOWING BOARD ACTION 
Adjust class(es) / position(s) as follows: 
 
      
 
P300 (M347) Rev 3/15/01 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment and Human Services Director, or designee, to execute a

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with WestEd to pay County up to $6,000 for participation in the WestEd

Public Broadcasting System (PBS) Games Home Study for the period from the date of MOU execution through

September 30, 2013. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

County to receive up to $6,000 from WestEd PBS Games Home Study. 

BACKGROUND: 

The WestEd Public Broadcasting System (PBS) Games Home Study  (Study) addresses the efficacy of four (4) PBS

transmedia suites in increasing preschoolers' mathematics skills and their parents ability to support their young child's

mathematics learning in the home environment.  The Study will focus on how parent facilitators can be trained to

facilitate parent meetings related to the suites at the Head Start programs.  The Study will take place over a 10-week

period in homes recruited from the program and involve students' and parents' use of four (4) mathematic-focused

transmedia suites created by PBS: Cat in the Hat, Dinosaur Train, Curious George, and Sid the Science 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Camilla Rand 313-1771

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 30

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Kathy Gallagher, Employment & Human Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Memorandum of Understanding with WestEd, PBS Games Home Study
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

Kid. 

The Employment and Human Services Department (EHSD), Community Services Bureau (CSB) will work with

WestEd to recruit families to take part in the Study.  The program's teachers will distribute and gather parent consent

forms, prepared by WestEd and reviewed and approved by EHSD CSB, from interested parents.

WestEd will provide participating parents with stipends totaling $300-$850 over the course of the Study.  WestEd

will provide each lead teacher of a classroom with a participating child/children a stipend of $300.  Stipend payments

will be made from WestEd directly to the lead teacher and to the parents. 

This is the second cycle of the WestEd PBS Games Home Study in which CSB has participated.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Without funding Employment and Human Services, Community Services Bureau, would be unable to continue

participation in the WestEd, PBS Games Home Study program.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

The MOU will support two of the community outcomes established in the Children's Report Card, (1) "Children

Ready For and Succeeding in School" and (2) "Children and Youth Healthy and Preparing for Productive

Adulthood" by participation in a study to increase preschooler's mathematic skills and their parents ability to support

their young child's mathematic learning.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment & Human Services Director, or designee to apply for and accept

funding from Ezra Jack Keats Foundation in an amount not to exceed $8,500 for literacy programs to be conducted at

various County childcare centers during the term June 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None

100% private grant funding

No County match 

BACKGROUND: 

The Ezra Jack Keats Foundation was incorporated in 1964 and in 1983, the Foundation was directed to use the

royalties from his books to support programs helpful to humanity. The Foundation designs and implements programs

to support educators in their efforts to foster literacy and a love of learning. These programs are extended to schools,

libraries, universities, museums theaters, music schools and other organizations.

The Community Services Bureau of the Employment & Human Services Department seeks to submit a grant

application to the Ezra Jack Keats Foundation 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  C. Youngblood, 313-1712

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Cassandra Youngblood,   Kristin Cooke   

C. 31

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Kathy Gallagher, Employment & Human Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Authorization to submit mini-grant to Ezra Jack Keats Foundation 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

for 17 mini-grants of $500 each for a total of $8,500.  If awarded, the grants will be used at 16 County childcare

centers and 1 home educator program to supplement literacy programs currently in operation.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If not approved, Department will not receive potential funding to supplement literacy programs.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

The Employment & Human Services Department Community Services Bureau supports three of Contra Costa

County’s community outcomes - Outcome 1: “Children Ready for and Succeeding in School,” Outcome 3: “Families

that are Economically Self-sufficient,” and, Outcome 4: “Families that are Safe, Stable, and Nurturing.” These

outcomes are achieved by offering comprehensive services, including high quality early childhood education,

nutrition, and health services to low-income children throughout Contra Costa County.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Quality Clean LLC,

in an amount not to exceed $600,000, for carpet cleaning, blind cleaning and emergency custodial work for the period

from January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2015, Countywide.  

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This cost is to be funded through Facilities 12/13, 13/14 and 14/15 maintenance budgets. 

BACKGROUND: 

Public Works Facilities Maintenance is responsible for Custodial Services. We are requesting a contract to provide

sublet carpet cleaning, blinds cleaning and emergency custodial services to County facilities. The County has over 2

million square feet of adhesive backed carpet in their buildings. Cleaning this vast amount of carpet sometimes

overwhelms our Custodial work staff and sublet vendors must be used. Emergency Custodial services are required

occasionally when our custodial staff is not available. Sometimes this is after hours, or during weekends and

holidays. As met and conferred and agreed upon with Local One, and originally bid on Bidsync #0610-003

(06/05/2012), Quality Clean LLC was one of two (2) vendors awarded this type of work. We are requesting that a

contract be approved for a period covering the next three (3) years. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Stan Burton 925-313-7077

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: GSD Fiscal Officer,   GSD Accounting ,   CAO,   GSD Purchasing,   GSD Purchasing,   Auditor Controller ,   GSD Materials Management   

C. 32

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: APPROVE annd AUTHORIZE Contract with Quality Clean LLC, Countywide. 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this agreement is not approved, carpet cleaning, blind cleaning and emergency custodial work will not be

performed. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the County Clerk-Recorder, or designee, to execute a contract with Kofile

Preservation, Inc. to restore and preserve official county historical records. The term of this contract is from

November 1, 2012 through December 31, 2014 and the cost will not exceed $364,000 for phase 1 and $381,440 for

phase 2, for a total of $745,360 over two years. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

The cost of the project will not exceed $745,360 and will be spread over two budget years.  This project is completely

funded by Recorder Vital Record Improvement dedicated funds and Recorder Modernization dedicated funds.  The

cost of this project is budgeted in the budgets for the current year and next year.  There is no General Fund impact.    

BACKGROUND: 

The Clerk-Recorder Department is responsible for maintaining the official records of the county on a permanent

basis.   Over time, historical records disintegrate as acids in the ink or from people's hands break down and damage

the documents, 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Fred Garcia 335-7928

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 33

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Stephen L. Weir, Clerk Recorder

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Records Preservation
Services 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

as well as the natural process of oxidation.  The Clerk-Recorder has an ongoing program to restore and seal records to

prevent decay and disintegration.   It is a costly and time consuming process, so records are selected based on their

condition and completed in a phased approach.  With the assistance of the County Purchasing Division, the

department went through the Request for Proposal (RFP) process to identify and select a contractor to perform this

highly specialized service.  After careful analysis, Kofile was selected as the best choice for quality and cost reasons.

Phase 1 restores and preserves historical vital record books of births and deaths.

Phase 2 restores and preserves historical deed books that date from 1850 to 1910.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

These records are currently in a a state of suspended deterioration.  This project is intended to address the worst cases

of deterioration.  Failure to restore and preserve these records could result in those records being further damaged or

destroyed.  In some cases, these are the only records available for legal and research purposes.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None. 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Auditor-Controller, or designee, to distribute the 2011-12 State Highway property

rental revenue in the amount of $48,946.56 to the County Road Fund and to eligible cities pursuant to the provisions

of Section 104.10 of the Streets and Highways Code, as follows:

County Road Fund     $ 45,706.56

City of Lafayette        $   3,240.00

TOTAL                      $ 48,946.56 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This action has no impact on the General Fund; the County Road Fund will receive $ 45,706.56. 

BACKGROUND: 

Section 104.6 of the Streets and Highways Code authorizes the State Department of Transportation to lease any lands

it holds which are not presently 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Jay Wilverding (925)

646-1403

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Bob Campbell,   Elizabeth Verigin,   Jay Wilverding   

C. 34

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Robert Campbell, Auditor-Controller

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: DISTRIBUTION OF STATE HIGHWAY PROPERTY RENTAL REVENUE 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

needed for State Highway purposes and provides that 24 percent of such rental revenue shall be allocated pursuant to

Section 104.10. Section 104.13 provides that all funds distributed to the County shall be deemed to be in full or

partial payment of the possessory interest taxes due on such leased properties. The recommended distribution is in

accordance with these State laws.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The funds will not be distributed.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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$45,706.56
$3,240.00

TOTAL $48,946.56

DISTRIBUTION OF 2011-12 HIGHWAY PROPERTY RENTAL REVENUE
(Right of Way Rental Income)

County Road Fund
City of Lafayette
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Health Services Director, or his designee, to execute, on behalf of the County, Contract

#26-306-21 with Per Diem Staffing Systems, Inc., a corporation, in an amount not to exceed $365,000, to provide

temporary respiratory therapist services at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health Centers,

for the period from February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2014. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This Contract is funded 100% by Enterprise Fund I. (No rate increase)

BACKGROUND: 

On May 3, 2011, the Board of Supervisors approved Contract #26-306-19 (as amended by Contract Amendment

Agreement 26-306-20) with Per Diem Staffing Systems, Inc., for the period from February 1, 2012 through January

31, 2013, for the provision of temporary respiratory therapist services to cover employee sick leaves, vacations and

workers compensation leaves, at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health Centers.

Approval of Contract #26-306-21 will allow the Contractor to continue providing temporary respiratory therapist

services through January 31, 2014.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Anna Roth 372-5101

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: D Gary,   K Cyr   

C. 35

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D.

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Contract #26-306-21 with Per Diem Staffing Systems, Inc.
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this contract is not approved, Contra Costa Regional Medical and Contra Costa Health Centers would not have

appropriate respiratory therapists to provide coverage during temporary staff absences, therefore patients would go

untreated. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Health Services Director, or his designee, to execute, on behalf of the County, Contract

#26-847-19 with Michael S. Baker, M.D., a self-employed individual, in an amount not to exceed $175,000, to

provide general surgery services at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health Centers, for the

period from January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This Contract is funded 100% by Enterprise Fund I. (No rate increase) 

BACKGROUND: 

On February 14, 2012, the Board of Supervisors approved Contract #26-847-18 with Michael Baker, M.D., for the

period from January 1, 2012 through December 30, 2012, for the provision of general surgery services for Contra

Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health Centers.

Approval of Contract #26-847-19 will allow Contractor to continue providing general surgery services, including

acting as the medical director of General Surgery at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health

Centers, through December 31, 2013.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  David Goldstein, MD,

372-5525

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes
of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Tasha Scott,   D Gary   

C. 36

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D.

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Contract #26-847-19 with Michael S. Baker, M.D. 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this contract is not approved, patients requiring these medical services at Contra Costa Regional Medical and

Contra Costa Health Centers would experience longer wait times and possibly go untreated.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Health Services Director, or his designee, to execute, on behalf of the County, Contract

#27-773-2 with Manoj Desai, M.D., in an amount not to exceed $180,000, to provide professional pediatric primary

care services for the Contra Costa Health Plan for the period from February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2015. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This Contract is funded 100% by Contra Costa Health Plan (Health Plan) member premiums. Costs depend upon

utilization. (No rate increase) 

BACKGROUND: 

The Health Plan has an obligation to provide certain specialized professional health care services for its members

under the terms of their Individual and Group Health Plan membership contracts with the County. In April 2011, the

County Administrator approved and the Purchasing Services Manager executed Contract #27-773-1 with Manoj

Desai, M.D., for the period from February 1, 2011 through January 31, 2013, to provide professional pediatric

primary care services.

Approval of Contract #27-773-2 will allow the Contractor to continue to provide professional pediatric primary care

services through January 31, 2015. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Patricia Tanquary

313-6004

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Demetria Gary,   Charlotte Rucker   

C. 37

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D., Health Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Contract #27-773-2 with Manoj Desai, M.D. 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this contract is not approved, certain specialized professional health care services for its members under the terms

of their Individual and Group Health Plan membership contracts with the County will not be provided.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not Applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Purchasing Agent, on behalf of Health Services Department, to execute a change order to

Purchase Order #37086 with Central Admixture Pharmacy Services, Inc. (CAPS), to add $200,000 to a new total of

$500,000, for compounding of Total Parenteral Nutrition (TPN) and Peripheral Parenteral Nutrition (PPN)

intravenous (IV) solutions at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center, for the period October 1, 2012 to March 31,

2014. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

100% Enterprise Fund I. 

BACKGROUND: 

Contra Costa Regional Medical Center Pharmacy Department has been using CAPS since May 2005. TPN and PNN

IV solutions are not made in the Inpatient Pharmacy and must be purchased from CAPS. The request for additional

funds is to cover expected purchases through March 31, 2014. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

If this purchase order is not approved, the lack of products such as TPN’s and 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Anna Roth, 370-5101

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: T Scott,   D Gary,   M Cabida   

C. 38

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D.

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Change Order to Purchase Order with Central Admixtures Pharmacy Services, Inc. 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: (CONT'D)

PPN’s, as well as various IV solution compounds, needed for treating our patients will have a negative impact in

maintaining compliance with our patient population.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE AND AUTHORIZE the Clerk-Recorder, or designee, to execute a contract with Independent Printing

Company (IPCO), in an amount not to exceed $6,500,000, to provide printed election materials, for election materials

collection, inserting and mailing services for the period January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2014. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

 The total contract is for $6,500,000.  This amount is funded with the Election Division budget over the two years

(Fiscal Year 2012-2013 and 2013-2014). 

BACKGROUND: 

 California Administrative Code, Title 2, Division 7, Section 20220 provides that printers must be certified by the

Secretary of State's Office in order to print official ballots for a particular voting system.  Independent Printing

Company (IPCO) is headquartered in Martinez and is certified to print official ballots for our election ballot

tabulation system. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Candy Lopez,

925-335-7808

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Jeanine Mangewala,   Candy Lopez   

C. 39

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Stephen L. Weir, Clerk Recorder

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: APPROVE AND AUTHORIZE the Clerk-Recorder, or designee to execute a contract with Independent Printing Company for
printing and related services. 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Accurate printing of election ballots and related materials; including timely production and mailing of ballots and

election materials are critical components of conducting successful elections.  Failure to accurately print or distribute

election materials could jeopardize our mandated function to conduct elections in a fair and accurate manner.  Due to

potential error or omission, the department could be forced to conduct an election again at a substantial cost to the

County. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Health Services Director, or his designee, to execute, on behalf of the County, Contract

Amendment Agreement #23-325-15 with Wilson Consulting, Inc., a corporation, effective November 1, 2012, to

amend Contract #23-325-10 (as amended by Amendments #23-325-11 through 23-325-14), to increase the payment

limit by $200,000, from $985,000 to a new payment limit of $1,185,000, with no change in the original term of

January 1, 2011 through December 31, 2012. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This amendment is funded 100% by Medicare & Medicaid Electronic Health Records Incentive Program of the

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act. (No rate increase) 

BACKGROUND: 

On January 20, 2011, the County Administrator approved and Purchasing Agent executed Contract #23-325-10 (as

amended by Amendment Agreements #23-325-11 through #23-325-14) with Wilson Consulting, Inc. for the period

from January 1, 2011 through December 31, 2012, for the provision of technical support services for County’s

Patient Accounting System, including custom reporting for the 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Patrick Godley, 957-5410

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: A Down,   D Gary   

C. 40

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D.

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Amendment #23-325-15 with Wilson Consulting, Inc. 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

Keane system, technical support for the”HL7” interface, and assistance with regard to implementing the

Department’s appointment system.

Approval of Contract Amendment Agreement #23-325-15 will allow the Contractor to provide additional hours of

service through December 31, 2012.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this amendment is not approved, the Department will not have access to Contractor’s expertise with regard to

County’s Keane computer system, while the Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Health Centers continues

transitioning to the Epic computer system.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not Applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Purchasing Agent, on behalf of the Health Services Department, to execute a change order

to Purchase Order #F43394 with Stryker Corporation, to add $400,000 to a new total of $750,000, for surgery and

reconstruction products for Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health Centers, for the period

of June 1, 2012 through May 31, 2014.

FISCAL IMPACT: 

100% Enterprise Fund I. 

BACKGROUND: 

Stryker Corporation is the leading supplier of trauma implants for the surgical treatment of bone fractures,

abnormalities and diseases of the hand, arm, hip, pelvis, leg, ankle, and feet. Stryker Corporation provides

intramedullary nails, cannulated screws, external fixation devices, plates, and all the equipment and instrumentation

necessary for surgeries. In addition Stryker Corporation provides endoscopic equipment and supplies and other

general surgical equipment.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Anna Roth, 370-5101

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Tasha Scott,   D Gary,   M Harris   

C. 41

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D., Health Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Change Order to Purchase Order with Stryker Corporation 
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this contract is not approved, Stryker Corporation’s trauma surgery and reconstruction products cannot be used to

repair traumatic bone fractures at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health Clenters. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Purchasing Agent, on behalf of the Health Services Department, to execute a Purchase

Order with Sanofi Pasteur, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $115,000, for vaccines and injectable medications at

Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health Centers, for the period from October 1, 2012

through September 30, 2013. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

100% Enterprise Fund I. 

BACKGROUND: 

Sanofi Pasteur, Inc. provides Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health Centers with vaccines

and other injectable medications. The Department has been purchasing vaccines and other injectable medications

from Sanofi Pasteur, Inc. since 2007 under a Novation contract. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

If this purchase order is not approved, needed vaccinations would not be provided to patients in order to prevent

disease, as well as prevent the spread of disease. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Anna Roth, 370-5101

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: T Scott,   D Gary,   Margaret Harris   

C. 42

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D., Health Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Approval of Purchase Order with Sanofi Pasteur, Inc. 
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CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Health Services Director, or his designee, to execute, on behalf of the County, Contract

Amendment/Extension Agreement #23-448-2 with Garda CL West, Inc., a corporation, effective January 31, 2013, to

amend Contract #23-448 (as amended by Amendment/Extension Agreement #23-448-1), to increase the payment

limit by $20,532, from $83,560 to a new payment limit of $104,092, and extend the term from January 31, 2013

through January 31, 2014. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

This amendment is funded 100% by Enterprise Fund I. (No rate increase) 

BACKGROUND: 

On May 5, 2009, the Board of Supervisors approved Contract #23-448 (as amended by Amendment/Extension

Agreement #23-448-1) with Garda CL West, Inc. for the period from February 1, 2009 through January 31, 2013, for

the provision of armored transport services.

Approval of Contract Amendment/Extension Agreement #23-448-2 will allow Contractor to provide additional

armored transport services through January 31, 2014, under the terms of Contract #23-448, which include

modifications 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Patrick Godley, 957-5410

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: A Down,   D Gary   

C. 43

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D., Health Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Amendment/Extension #23-448-2 with Garda CL West, Inc. 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

to County’s standard indemnification clause and the General Conditions. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this amendment is not approved, County Health Services Department will not have armored transport services from

this vendor.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not Applicable.

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 434



RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the Sheriff-Coroner Marine Patrol

Division, a purchase order with North River Boats in the amount of $274,850 for a Metal Shark Aluminum Boat. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No net county costs. 100% included in the 2011 Port Security grant funded by the U.S. Department of Homeland

Security. (CFDA No. 97.056) 

BACKGROUND: 

On December 13, 2011, the Board authorized the Sheriff's Office to apply for and accept the 2011 Port Security

Grant. The U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) selected the Marine Exchange of the San Francisco Bay

Region (SFMS) to serve as the fiscal agent for the 2011 Port Security Grant Program. As a sub-grantee, the Sheriff's

Office will use 2011 Port Security Grant funding to purchase equipment and pay for maintenance to further enhance

the security capabilities established with the 2006, 2007 and 2010 Port Security Grants.

This vessel will be needed for infrastructure security, port security, rescue operations, marine enforcement as well as

regular marine patrol activities. The Metal Shark Boat was chosen for the interoperability with federal partners and 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Liz Arbuckle,

925-335-1529

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 44

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: David O. Livingston, Office of the Sheriff

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Purchase Order - North River Boats (Metal Shark Aluminum Boat)
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

training needs. It is the same boat used by the U.S. Coast Guard and FLETC Training Academy for small boat

tactics. The Metal Shark Boat is a fast response center console vessel unlike any of the Sheriff's Office current

marine vessels. The open helm is preferred for tactical operation and diving so the operator has constant visual on

divers.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Negative action on this request will result in the loss of Federal funding designed to significantly increase the safety

and security of persons and property within Contra Costa County.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

No impact.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the Sheriff-Coroner Marine Patrol

Division, a purchase order with North River Boats in the amount of $548,700 to purchase two (2) Alamar Boats and

Trailers. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No net county costs. 100% included in the 2011 Port Security grant funded by the U.S. Department of Homeland

Security. (CFDA No. 97.056) 

BACKGROUND: 

On December 13, 2011, the Board authorized the Sheriff's Office to apply for and accept the 2011 Port Security

Grant. The U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) selected the Marine Exchange of the San Francisco Bay

Region (SFMS) to serve as the fiscal agent for the 2011 Port Security Grant Program. As a sub-grantee, the Sheriff's

Office will use 2011 Port Security Grant funding to purchase equipment and pay for maintenance to further enhance

the security capabilities established with the 2006, 2007 and 2010 Port Security Grants. 

The two boats replace retired vessels and will be needed for infrastructure security, port security, rescue operations,

marine enforcement as well as regular marine patrol activities. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Liz Arbuckle,

925-335-1529

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 45

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: David O. Livingston, Office of the Sheriff

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Purchase Order - North River Boats (2 Alamar Boats & Trailers)
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Negative action on this request will result in the loss of Federal funding designed to significantly increase the safety

and security of persons and property within Contra Costa County.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

No impact.
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE the Cooperative Agreement between the County and the State of California, Department of

Transportation (Caltrans), to reimburse Caltrans for review and approval of a Project Initiation Document for the

Bailey Road/State Route 4 Interchange Project, Bay Point.; and AUTHORIZE the Director of Conservation and

Development to execute the Cooperative Agreement on behalf of the County substantially in the form presented (see

attachment). 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None to the General Fund. Under the Cooperative Agreement, the County will pay to Caltrans an amount not to

exceed $105,000 for the review and approval of a Project Initiation Document for the interchange project. These

funds would be drawn from a Contra Costa Transportation Authority Pedestrian, Bicycle and Trail Facilities grant

awarded to the County in the amount of $345,300. 

BACKGROUND: 

In June 2010, the Department of Conservation and Development (DCD) completed the Bailey Road Pedestrian and

Bicycle Improvement Plan which evaluated the section of Bailey Road 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Jamar Stamps,

925-674-7832

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Chris Lau, PWD,   Angela Villar, PWD   

C. 46

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Catherine Kutsuris, Conservation & Development

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Approve Cooperative Agreement for Reimbursable Local Assistance from Caltrans 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

from Willow Pass Road to West Leland Road, near the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station, for measures that would

make this roadway safer for pedestrian and bicycle use, more efficient for transit and auto traffic, and provide a more

aesthetically pleasing corridor.  The plan was the result of numerous meetings and discussions with the community,

the Municipal Advisory Council, and a Technical Advisory Committee comprised of technical staff from Contra

Costa County, the City of Pittsburg, Caltrans, East Bay Regional Park District, Tri Delta Transit, BART, and other

concerned individuals.  The Board of Supervisors approved the plan on July 10, 2010.

The Bailey Road/State Route 4 Interchange (“Interchange Zone”) was described in the plan as needing the most

urgent attention.  The Interchange Zone extends from the BART Station Access Road to the Canal Road/State Route

4 on-ramp intersections. It is dominated by the State Route 4 highway overpass, on-ramps, and off-ramps which are

in Caltrans jurisdiction. The type of on and off-ramps used at Bailey Road are no longer built by Caltrans in urban

areas because they create too many conflicts for pedestrians and bicyclists. The entire Interchange Zone segment

presents the most challenges for pedestrians and bicyclists using Bailey Road and therefore merits a redesign in order

to meet the goals of the Bailey Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Plan. 

The interchange project would: 

1. Remove the north-side loop off-ramp and pedestrian tunnel; 

2. Improve the westbound off-ramp on the east side of Bailey Road to accommodate north and southbound traffic

turning onto Bailey Road;

3. Change the south-side eastbound loop off-ramp to a fully signalized T-intersection at Bailey Road;

4. Eliminate acceleration lanes on Bailey Road to accommodate bicycle lanes and widened sidewalks; and

5. Enhance existing pedestrian crossings at the BART Access Road and Canal Road intersections on Bailey Road.

On December 4, 2012, the Board of Supervisors approved an agreement accepting a $345,300 grant from the Contra

Costa Transportation Authority to begin implementation of the plan's recommendations.  DCD and the County Public

Works Department (PWD) are preparing to move into the project development phase for the Bailey Road/State Route

4 Interchange revisions called for in the plan, which includes the preparation and completion of a Project Initiation

Document (PID).  A cooperative agreement (attached) is needed to begin this process with Caltrans. The County

would be responsible for work associated with preparing the PID. Caltrans will review and approve the PID. Work

done by Caltrans shall be reimbursed by the County pursuant to the cooperative agreement. Funds used to reimburse

Caltrans will come from the Contra Costa Transportation Authority grant.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Failure to approve the Cooperative Agreement would delay implementation of the Bailey Road/State Route 4

Interchange Project recommended by the Bailey Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Plan, and potentially

jeopardize the County's ability to receive future grant funds from the Contra Costa Transportation Authority.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Some students enrolled in the Bel Air Elementary School on Canal Road must use Bailey Road through the

interchange area to go to and from this school.
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Project Number: 0413000199 

EA: 3G840 
Agreement 04 - 2403 

 

Project Initiation Document (PID) Agreement 2012_10_30 Page 1 of 8 

COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT 
Project Study Report – Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) 

 
 
This Agreement, effective on __________________________, is between the State of 
California, acting through its Department of Transportation, referred to as CALTRANS, and: 
 

Contra Costa County, a political subdivision of the State of California, referred to 
hereinafter as COUNTY. 

 
RECITALS 

 
1. PARTNERS are authorized to enter into a cooperative agreement for improvements to the 

state highway system (SHS) per the California Streets and Highways Code sections 114 
and 130. 

 
2. COUNTY desires that a project initiation document (PID) is developed for the 

modification of ramps at the Bailey Road Interchange in Pittsburg/Bay Point within the 
SHS and is referred to herein as PROJECT. 
 

3. PARTNERS acknowledge that this Agreement is only applicable for a Project Study 
Report-Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) PID. 
 

4. California Government Code section 65086.5 authorizes CALTRANS to perform as 
reimbursed work: 

(i) Preparation of PIDs at the request of local agencies. 
(ii) Review and approval of PIDs developed by others. 

 
5. COUNTY is willing to develop the PID and is willing to fund one hundred percent (100%) 

of the PID’s costs and fees, including costs to reimburse CALTRANS. If, in the future, 
CALTRANS is allocated state funds and Personnel Years (PYs) for PID review of this 
PROJECT, CALTRANS will agree to amend this Agreement to change the reimbursement 
arrangement for PID review. 
 

6. CALTRANS will review and approve the PID prepared by COUNTY; will provide 
relevant proprietary information in the form of existing data dumps, spreadsheets, and 
maps and will actively participate in the project delivery team (PDT) meetings, and will 
complete any work elements identified in the SCOPE SUMMARY of this Agreement.  All 
CALTRANS’ activities will be done as reimbursed work. 
 

7. PARTNERS hereby set forth the terms, covenants, and conditions of this Agreement, under 
which they will complete the PID. 

 
 

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 441



Agreement 04 - 2403 
 

Project Initiation Document (PID) Agreement 2012_10_30 Page 2 of 8 

ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 
 
8. COUNTY will prepare a PID for PROJECT at its sole cost and expense and at no cost to 

CALTRANS.  The PID shall be signed on behalf of COUNTY by a Civil Engineer 
registered in the State of California. 
 

9. CALTRANS will complete the work elements that are assigned to it on the SCOPE 
SUMMARY which is attached to and made a part of this Agreement by reference.  
COUNTY will complete the work elements assigned to it on the SCOPE SUMMARY.  
Work elements marked with “N/A” on the SCOPE SUMMARY are not included within 
this Agreement.  Work elements are outlined in the Workplan Standards Guide for the 
Delivery of Capital Projects available at  
 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/projmgmt/documents/wsg/WSG_10-2.pdf. 
 

10. CALTRANS will complete a review of the draft PID and provide its comments to 
COUNTY within 60 calendar days from the date CALTRANS received the draft PID from 
COUNTY.  COUNTY will address the comments provided by CALTRANS.  If any 
interim reviews are requested of CALTRANS by COUNTY, CALTRANS will complete 
those reviews within 30 calendar days from the date CALTRANS received the draft PID 
from COUNTY. 
 

11. After COUNTY revises the PID to address all of CALTRANS’ comments and submits a 
revised draft PID and all related attachments and appendices, CALTRANS will complete 
its review and final determination of the revised draft PID within 30 calendar days from the 
date CALTRANS received the revised draft PID from COUNTY.  Should CALTRANS 
require supporting data necessary to defend facts or claims cited in the revised draft PID, 
COUNTY will provide all available supporting data in a reasonable time so that 
CALTRANS may conclude its review.  The 30 day CALTRANS review period will be 
stalled during that time and will continue to run after COUNTY provides the required data. 
 

12. CALTRANS will perform its review and approval in accordance with the provision of the 
current Project Development Procedures Manual. CALTRANS’ review and approval will 
consist of performing independent quality assurance (IQA) to verify that quality 
control/quality assurance (QC/QA) meets department standards and determination that the 
work is acceptable for the next project component.  However, CALTRANS’ review and 
approval does not involve any work necessary to actually develop or complete the PID.  No 
liability will be assignable to CALTRANS, its officers and employees by COUNTY under 
the terms of this Agreement or by third parties by reason of CALTRANS’ review and 
approval of the PID. 
 

13. PID preparation, except as set forth in this Agreement, is to be performed by COUNTY.  
Should COUNTY request CALTRANS to perform any portion of PID preparation work, 
except as otherwise set forth in this Agreement, COUNTY shall first agree to reimburse 
CALTRANS for such work and PARTNERS will amend this Agreement. 
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INVOICE AND PAYMENT 
 

14. COUNTY agrees to pay CALTRANS, an amount not to exceed $105,000. 
 

15. CALTRANS will invoice COUNTY for a $10,000 initial deposit after execution of this 
Agreement and thirty (30) working days prior to the commencement of PROJECT 
expenditures. 

 
16. Thereafter, CALTRANS will submit to COUNTY quarterly invoices for estimated 

quarterly costs based on the prior quarter's expenditures. 
 

17. After PARTNERS agree that all work is complete for the PROJECT, CALTRANS will 
submit a final accounting for all costs. Based on the final accounting, CALTRANS will 
refund or invoice as necessary in order to satisfy the financial commitments of this 
Agreement. 
 

18. If an executed Program Supplement Agreement (PSA) or STIP Planning, Programming, 
and Monitoring Program Fund Transfer Agreement (PPM) exists for this PROJECT then 
COUNTY will abide by the billing and payment conditions detailed for the fund types 
identified in the PSA or PPM. 
 

19. If COUNTY has received Electronic Funds Transfer (EFT) certification from CALTRANS 
then COUNTY will use the EFT mechanism and follow all EFT procedures to pay all 
invoices issued from CALTRANS. 

 
20. Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, PARTNERS will pay invoices within 30 

calendar days of receipt of invoice. 
 
 

GENERAL CONDITIONS 
 

21. Per Chapter 603, amending item 2660-001-0042 of Section 2.00 of the State Budget Act of 
2012, the cost of any engineering services performed by CALTRANS towards any local 
government agency-sponsored PID project will only include direct costs. Indirect or 
overhead costs will not be applied during the development of the PID document. 
 

22. The PID shall be prepared in accordance with all State and Federal laws, regulations, 
policies, procedures, and standards that CALTRANS would normally follow if 
CALTRANS was to prepare the PID. 
 

23. PARTNERS will not incur costs beyond the funding commitments established in this 
Agreement. 
 

24. If HM-1 or HM-2 is found within the PROJECT limits, COUNTY will immediately notify 
CALTRANS. 
 

25. COUNTY, independent of PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 found within PROJECT 
limits and outside the existing SHS right of way.  COUNTY will undertake or cause to be 
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undertaken HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimum impact to 
PROJECT schedule. 
 

26. PARTNERS agree to consider alternatives to PROJECT scope and/or alignment, to the 
extent practicable, in an effort to avoid any known hazardous materials within the proposed 
PROJECT limits. 
 

27. CALTRANS’ acquisition or acceptance of title to any property on which any HM-1 or 
HM-2 is found will proceed in accordance with CALTRANS’ policy on such acquisition. 
 

28. CALTRANS, independent of PROJECT, is responsible for and pays or cause to be paid 
any HM-1 found within the existing SHS right of way. CALTRANS will undertake or 
cause to be undertaken HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with 
minimum impact to PROJECT schedule. 
 

29. CALTRANS’ obligations under this Agreement are subject to the appropriations of 
resources by the Legislature, the State Budget Act authority, and the allocation of funds by 
the California Transportation Commission. 
 

30. Neither COUNTY nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, 
damage, or liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by 
CALTRANS and/or its agents under or in connection with any work, authority, or 
jurisdiction conferred upon CALTRANS or under this Agreement. It is understood and 
agreed that CALTRANS, to the extent permitted by law, will defend, indemnify, and save 
harmless COUNTY and all of its officers and employees from all claims, suits, or actions 
of every name, kind and description brought forth under, including, but not limited to, 
tortious, contractual, inverse condemnation, or other theories or assertions of liability 
occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS and/or its 
agents under this Agreement. 
 

31. Neither CALTRANS nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, 
damage, or liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by 
COUNTY and/or its agents under or in connection with any work, authority, or jurisdiction 
conferred upon COUNTY or under this Agreement. It is understood and agreed that 
COUNTY, to the extent permitted by law, will defend, indemnify, and save harmless 
CALTRANS and all of its officers and employees from all claims, suits, or actions of every 
name, kind and description brought forth under, including, but not limited to, tortious, 
contractual, inverse condemnation, or other theories or assertions of liability occurring by 
reason of anything done or omitted to be done by COUNTY and/or its agents under this 
Agreement. 
 

32. If work is done under contract (not completed by COUNTY’s own employees) and is 
governed by the California Labor Code’s definitions of a “public works” (section1720(a)), 
that COUNTY will conform to sections 1720-1815 of the California Labor Code and all 
applicable regulations and coverage determinations issued by the Director of Industrial 
Relations. 
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33. This Agreement is intended to be PARTNERS’ final expression and supersedes all prior 
oral understanding pertaining to PROJECT. 
 

34. This Agreement will terminate 180 days after PID is signed by PARTNERS or as mutually 
agreed by PARTNERS in writing.  However, all indemnification articles will remain in 
effect until terminated or modified in writing by mutual agreement. 

 
 

DEFINITIONS 
 
HM-1 – Hazardous material (including, but not limited to, hazardous waste) that may require 
removal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law whether it is disturbed by PROJECT or not.  
 
HM-2 – Hazardous material (including, but not limited to, hazardous waste) that may require 
removal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law only if disturbed by PROJECT.  
 
HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES – Management activities related to either HM-1 or HM-2 
including, without limitation, any necessary manifest requirements and disposal facility 
designations. 
 
PARTNER – Any individual signatory party to this Agreement. 
 
PARTNERS – The term that collectively references all of the signatory agencies to this 
Agreement. This term only describes the relationship between these agencies to work together to 
achieve a mutually beneficial goal. It is not used in the traditional legal sense in which one 
PARTNER’s individual actions legally bind the other parties. 
 
SCOPE SUMMARY – The attachment in which each PARTNER designates its responsibility 
for the completion of specific work elements as outlined by the Workplan Standards Guide for 
the Delivery of Capital Projects (previously known as WBS Guide) available at  
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/projmgmt/documents/wsg/WSG_10-2.pdf 
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CONTACT INFORMATION 

 
The information provided below indicates the primary contact information for each PARTNER 
to this Agreement. PARTNERS will notify each other in writing of any personnel or location 
changes. Contact information changes do not require an amendment to this Agreement.  
 
The primary Agreement contact person for CALTRANS is: 
Emil Miranda, Project Manager 
111 Grand Avenue 
Oakland, CA 94612 
 
Office Phone: (510) 286-5095 
Email: emil_miranda@dot.ca.gov  
 
 
The primary Agreement contact person for COUNTY is: 
Chris Lau, Transportation Engineer 
Public Works Department 
255 Glacier Avenue 
Martinez, CA 94553 
 
Office Phone: 925-313-2293 
Email: clau@pw.cccounty.us  
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SIGNATURES 
 

 
PARTNERS declare that: 

1. Each PARTNER is an authorized legal entity under California state law. 
2. Each PARTNER has the authority to enter into this Agreement. 
3. The people signing this Agreement have the authority to do so on behalf of their public 

agencies. 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION  
 
 
 
 
By:   
 Helena (Lenka) Culik-Caro 
 Deputy District Director, Design 
 
 
 
Certified as to funds: 
 
 
 
By:   
 Kevin M. Strough 
 District Budget Manager 

 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY  
 
 
 
 
By:   

Catherine Kutsuris 
Department of Conservation and 
Development, Director 

 
 
 
Attest: 
 
 
 
By:   

David Twa 
County Administrator  

 
 
 
Approved as to form and procedure: 
Sharon L. Anderson, County Counsel 
 
 
By:   

Deputy County Counsel  
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SCOPE SUMMARY 
 

WORK ELEMENT CT CO N/A 
0.100.05.05.xx - Quality Management Plan  X  
0.100.05.05.xx - Risk Management Plan  X  
0.100.05.05.xx - Communication Plan  X  
0.100.05.10.xx - Cooperative Agreement for PA&ED Phase X   
0.100.05.10.xx - Independent Quality Assurance (IQA) X   
0.100.05.10.xx - Project Development Team Meetings X X  
1.150.05.05 - Review of Existing Reports Studies and Mapping  X  
1.150.05.05.xx - Provision of Existing Reports, Data, Studies, and Mapping X   
1.150.05.10 - Geological Hazards Review  X  
1.150.05.10.xx - Provision of Existing Geological Information X   
1.150.05.15 - Utility Search  X  
1.150.05.15.xx - Provision of Existing Utility Information X   
1.150.05.20 - Environmental Constraints Identification  X  
1.150.05.20.xx - Provision of Environmental Constraints Information X   
1.150.05.25 - Traffic Forecasts/Modeling  X  
1.150.05.25.xx - Provision of Existing Traffic Forecasts/Modeling Information X   
1.150.05.30 - Surveys and Maps for PID  X  
1.150.05.30.xx - Provision of Existing Surveys and Mapping X   
1.150.05.35 - Problem Definition  X  
1.150.05.45 - As-Built Centerline and Existing Right of Way X   
1.150.05.xx - Provision of Existing District Geotechnical Information X   
1.150.10.05 - Public/Local Agency Input  X  
1.150.15.05 - Right of Way Data Sheets  X  
1.150.15.10 - Utility Relocation Requirements Assessment  X  
1.150.15.15 - Railroad Involvement Determination  X  
1.150.15.25 - Preliminary Materials Report  X  
1.150.15.35 - Multimodal Review  X  
1.150.15.40 - Hydraulic Review  X  
1.150.15.50 - Traffic Studies  X  
1.150.15.55 - Construction Estimates  X  
1.150.20.05 - Initial Noise Study  X  
1.150.20.10 - Hazardous Waste Initial Site Assessment  X  
1.150.20.15 - Scenic Resource and Landscape Architecture Review  X  
1.150.20.30 - Initial Records and Literature Search for Cultural Resources  X  
1.150.20.50 - Initial Water Quality Studies  X  
1.150.20.60 - Preliminary Environmental Analysis Report Preparation  X  
1.150.20.65 - Initial Paleontology Study  X  
1.150.25.05 - Draft PID  X  
1.150.25.20 - PID Circulation, Review, and Approval X   
1.150.25.25 - Storm Water Data Report  X  
1.150.35 - Required Permits During PID Development  X  
1.150.40 - Permit Identification During PID Development  X  
1.150.45 - Base Maps and Plan Sheets for PID  X  
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE Contra Costa County to participate in the 2013 California State Fair with a Contra

Costa County Booth in the County Booth section.

AUTHORIZE the Chair of the Board to sign the 2013 Counties Exhibits Entry Form. 

DIRECT District III staff to coordinate with the Contra Costa County Fair Board, Contra Costa County Farm Bureau,

Brentwood Chapter of the Future Farmers of America and County 4-H members on the development of a plan for

participation and construction of a booth at the 2013 California State Fair. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

There are potential award monies which would not be available to the Brentwood Chapter of the Future Farmers of

America.

BACKGROUND: 

In order to have a booth at the California State Fair, the County must get approval by their 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Karyn Cornell, 240-7260

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 47

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Mary N. Piepho, Board of Supervisors District III

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Contra Costa County Participation at the 2013 California State
Fair 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

Board of Supervisors. Additionally, the County is required to provide proof of commercial general liability insurance

coverage at all times while the County or its agents have access to the Cal Expo grounds. 

Participation at the California State Fair is an opportunity to further promote our County's resources from agriculture

to business, commerce recreational opportunities and all the amenities Contra Costa County has to offer.

Additionally, County booth participation is an avenue for FFA and 4-H youth to use the skills they have learned in

their programs and to contribute back to their community. 

There is also a potential for award monies for the County booth.  In 2012 the Contra Costa County State Fair Booth

received a Silver Award and $4,015.34, which was designated to the Brentwood Chapter of the Future Farmers of

America (FFA). 

In recent years the Contra Costa County booth has had great success and was put together by East County resident

Deborah Spinola with assistance by FFA and 4-H youth. Mrs. Spinola as again offered to be the lead on the booth

and is currently working with the Contra Costa County 4-H and the Brentwood Chapter of the Future Farmers of

America (FFA). 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The County would not be able to participate in the 2013 California State Fair. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

None. 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ACCEPT the 2012 Annual Report from the Economic Opportunity Council Advisory Board for the period January 1,

2012 through December 31, 2012, as recommended by the Employment and Human Services Department Director. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None 

BACKGROUND: 

On June 18,2002, the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution No, 2002/377, requiring each

regular and ongoing board, commission and/or committee annually report to the Board of Supervisors on the

activities, accomplishments, membership attendance, required training and certification programs, and proposed work

plan/objectives for the following year,  The attached report fulfills that requirement for the Economic Opportunity

Council Advisory Board. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The Economic Opportunity Council Advisory Board would be out of compliance. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Not applicable. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Elaine Burres, 313-1717

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 48

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Kathy Gallagher, Employment & Human Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Economic Opportunity Council Advisory Board 2012 Annual
Report 
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Advisory Body: Economic Opportunity Council (EOC) 

Meeting Time/Location: Every 2nd Thursday of the month/40 Douglas Dr, Martinez, CA 

Interim Chair: Kathy Jones, Low-Income Seat 1 

Staff Support: Joanne Sanchez-Rosa, Administrative Services Assistant III 

Reporting Period: January 2012 – December 2012 

 

Recommendation 

ACCEPT the 2012 Annual Report of the Economic Opportunity Council Advisory Board. 

 

Activities 

. Onsite monitoring of the recipients of Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) funds 
and their impact on addressing community needs and access to services: 
. CCC Health Services Department Emergency Youth Shelter 
. City of Richmond Summer Youth Employment Program 
. Contra Costa Clubhouses 
. Opportunity Junction 
. Bay Area Legal Aid 

All programs were reported as meeting their contract requirements and fulfilling their 
contracts for addressing and meeting community needs. 

 

. EOC members participated in the following community service outreach projects. 
o Deatra Pope-Sherman, Domingo Delgadillo, Joe McFerran and 2 EOC staff 
members visited Loaves & Fishes in Pittsburg. 
o Julie Mason, Deatra Pope-Sherman, 2 EOC staff members, and a Clerical 
Assistant Trainee visited Monument Crisis Center. 
o Joe McFerran, 2 EOC staff members, participated in the 2012 Project Homeless 
Connect 8 in Concord. 
o Rachelle Gomez, Jelani Killings and 2 EOC staff visited Contra Costa Food Bank 
in Antioch. 

 

Accomplishments 
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. The BOS Community Action Month presentation occurred on May 8th. 

. 3,880 households were served in the LIHEAP services and 784 homes were weatherized 
through the Weatherization Program. 
. 19 Clerical Assistant Trainees completed this CSB program. Four obtained employment. 

Attendance/Representation 

. Nine general business meetings were scheduled in 2012. Eight of the nine general 
business meetings achieved quorum. 
. Joint meeting of the EOC, Head Start/Early Head Start Policy Council, and Board of 
Supervisors occurred on April 16th. 
. Joint orientation and training was held with the Head Start/Early Head Start Policy 
Council in September. 

Training/Certification 

. 2 EOC members attended the one-day Facilitative Leadership Conference on January 
21st. 
. Joint Meeting of the EOC, PC, and the Board of Supervisors was held in April. 
. Chair, Julie Mason, Public Sector 2 member, Deatra Pope-Sherman, and Private/Non-
Profit member, Abiud Amaro Diaz, attended the Cal/Neva Learning Institute training 
on February 23, 2012 in San Francisco. 
. Vice-Chair, Kathy Jones, Public Sector 4 member, Christine Sevier, and EOC staff 
member attended the Cal/Neva Region IX Annual Conference in March. 
. The EOC and PC joint orientation and training was held on September 29th. 
. EOC members, Abiud Amaro Diaz and Deatra Pope-Sherman and 2 EOC staff members 
attended the 2012 Annual Advisory Bodies Training. 

 

2013 Proposed Work Plan 
. Hold the Community Action Public Hearing in Spring of 2013. The EOC will receive 
public input on needed services in the community. 

 

. The 2014-2015 Community Action Plan will be submitted to Ca Department of 
Community Services and Development July 2013. The CAP will include results of the 
Community Assessment, Public Hearing, and Strategic Plan. 

 

. Increase community involvement and information sharing in the areas of interest 
identified in the Community Action Plan, which are: violence awareness, 
unemployment, safety, housing, and access to health care. 
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. Release Request for Proposals for Community Action service providers to be funded by 
the Community Services Block Grant in 2014-2015. 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

Approve and authorize the Health Services Director, or his designee, to execute, on behalf of the County, Agreement

#26-735 with Kaiser Foundation Hospitals, a non-profit corporation, a non-financial agreement, to provide in-house

mentoring to County therapists at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa Health enrolled in

Contractor’s Advanced Orthopedic Manual Therapy Program, for the period from January 8, 2013 through April 21,

2013. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. This is a non-financial agreement. 

BACKGROUND: 

The purpose of this agreement is to provide County’s therapists with the opportunity to learn advanced orthopedic

therapy techniques. The Health Services Department can benefit from the students’ services to patients.

Approval of Agreement #26-735 will allow Contractor to provide mentoring, training and fieldwork instruction

experience for the County’s therapists, at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Health Centers through April

21, 2013, including mutual indemnification to hold the other party harmless from any claims arising out of the

performance of this Contract.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Anna Roth, 370-5101

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Tasha Scott,   D Gary   

C. 49

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: William Walker, M.D., Health Services

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Agreement #26-735 with Kaiser Foundation Hospitals
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CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If this Agreement is not approved, the County’s therapists will not receive training in advanced therapy techniques

and will not be able to provide these services to patients at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Contra Costa

Health Centers.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 456



RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/82 accepting as complete the construction contract work performed by Best

Contracting Services, Inc. (“Best”) for Trade Package 4B, consisting of roofing/waterproofing/architectural sheet

metal, for the West County Health Center project, 13601 San Pablo Avenue, San Pablo, for the Health Services

Department, as recommended by the Public Works Director. 

DIRECT the Clerk of the Board to file with the County Recorder a certified copy of Resolution No. 2013/82 and the

attached Notice of Completion no later than fifteen (15) days after adoption.

FISCAL IMPACT: 

There is no direct fiscal impact resulting from the adoption of the Resolution of Acceptance and Notice of

Completion, but the adoption and recording will limit the period for filing stop payment notices and bond claims on

this trade contract. 

BACKGROUND: 

The West County Health Center ("WCHC") project involves constructing a new 53,000-square-foot 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Rob Lim, 925-313-2000

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: PW Accounting,   PW CPM Division Manager,   PW CPM Project Manager,   PW CPM Clerical,   Auditor's Office,   County Counsel's Office,   County

Administrator's Office,   County Administrator's Office   

C. 50

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Adopt Resolution of Acceptance and Notice of Completion for Trade Package 4B for the West County Health Center Project, San
Pablo 
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BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

health center plus an adjacent 310 stall-parking structure. On September 20, 2011, the County entered into a trade

contract with Best for construction of Trade Package 4B, consisting of roofing/waterproofing/architectural sheet

metal, for the WCHC project. The project has been successfully completed and the facilities are in full operation. 

The above contract has been completed in accordance with the approved plans and specifications. It is recommended

that the work covered by the above contract be accepted by adopting a Resolution of Acceptance and Notice of

Completion (Resolution No. 2013/82).

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Accepting a construction contract as complete is standard procedure and allows for proper close-out of the contract. If

the above trade contract is not accepted as complete, the period for filing stop payment notices and bond claims may

be extended.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 458



Recorded at the request of: clerk of the Board of Supervisors

Return To: Capital Projects Management Division

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/82 

IN THE MATTER OF Accepting and Giving Notice of Completion of Trade Contract with Best Contracting Services, Inc. for

Trade Package 4B for West County Health Center Project, San Pablo, Authorization No. 0927-WH554B.

WHEREAS, on September 20, 2011, the County (Owner) contracted with Best Contracting Services, Inc. (General Contractor),

with The Guarantee Company of North America USA as surety, for Trade Package 4B, consisting of

roofing/waterproofing/architectural sheet metal, for work to be performed on the West County Health Center project, on County

property located at 13601 San Pablo Avenue, San Pablo, CA, and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Director reports that the contract work for Trade Package 4B has been inspected and complies

with the approved plans and specification, and recommends its acceptance as completed as of January 17, 2013.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that:

1. The contract work for Trade Package 4B of the West County Health Center project is accepted as recommended above; and

2. Within fifteen (15) days after adoption of this Resolution, the Clerk of the Board shall file with the County Recorder a certified

copy of this Resolution and the attached Notice of Completion for Trade Package 4B.

Contact:  Rob Lim, 925-313-2000

 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and
entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: PW Accounting,   PW CPM Division Manager,   PW CPM Project Manager,   PW CPM Clerical,   Auditor's Office,   County Counsel's Office,   County

Administrator's Office,   County Administrator's Office   
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Recorded at the request of: 

Contra Costa County Public Works Dept. 
Capital Projects Management Div. 
 
When recorded, return to: 

Contra Costa County Public Works Dept. 
Capital Projects Management Div. 
255 Glacier Drive 
Martinez, CA 94553 
 
 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION 
(Civil Code Section 9204) 

 
 NOTICE IS GIVEN of completion of the following public work of improvement: 
 
(1) Project name: Trade Package 4B, consisting of roofing/waterproofing/architectural sheet 

metal, for West County Health Center Project, 13601 San Pablo Avenue, San Pablo, CA 
 
(2) Date of completion: January 17, 2013 

(3) Name and address of Owner: Contra Costa County, c/o Contra Costa County Public 
Works Department, Capital Projects Management Division, 255 Glacier Drive, Martinez, 
CA 94553 

 
(4) Name and address of Direct Contractor: Best Contracting Services, Inc., 19027 South 

Hamilton Avenue, Gardena, CA 90248 
 
(5) Name and address of Construction Lender: None 
 
(6) Description of site: West County Health Center, 13601 San Pablo Avenue, San Pablo, 

CA 
 

I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
California that I am the agent of the Owner named above, that I have read this Notice, that I 
know and understand the contents, that the facts stated in the Notice are true and correct, and that 
I signed the Notice on the date listed below at Martinez, CA. 
 
Dated: February 12, 2013.           
       Rob Lim 

Contra Costa County Public Works Dept. 
Capital Projects Management Div. 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

ADOPT Resolution No. 2013/91 authorizing the issuance and sale of "San Ramon Valley Unified School District

General Obligation Bonds, Election of 2012, Series 2013" in an amount not to exceed $75,000,000 by the San

Ramon Valley Unified School District on its own behalf pursuant to Sections 15140 and 15146 of the Education

Code, as permitted by Section 53508.7(c) of the Government Code. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

There is no fiscal impact to the County. 

BACKGROUND: 

The San Ramon Valley Unified School District intends to issue General Obligation bonds to fund capital

improvements throughout the District. The District has requested that the Board of Supervisors adopt a resolution

authorizing the direct issuance and sale of bonds by the District on it's own behalf as authorized by Section 15140(b)

of the Education Code.

The District adopted a resolution on January 29, 2013 authorizing the sale and issuance of the bonds (attached). This

issuance was approved by the voters as part of a bond measure listed on the November 6, 2012 ballot.

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Timothy Ewell,

925-335-1036

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:

C. 51

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: David Twa, County Administrator

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: SAN RAMON VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS, ELECTION OF 2012, SERIES
2013 

February 12, 2013 Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 461



CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Without the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors authorization, the School District would not be able to issue

the bonds.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Certain capital projects within the San Ramon Valley Unified School District will not be completed.
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THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board

Adopted this Resolution on 02/12/2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2013/91

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE SAN RAMON VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT TO ISSUE ITS SAN

RAMON VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT (COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA, CALIFORNIA), GENERAL

OBLIGATION BONDS, ELECTION OF 2012, SERIES 2013 IN AN AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO

EXCEED $75,000,000 WITHOUT FURTHER ACTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OR OFFICERS OF

THE COUNTY

     RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Contra Costa, State of California, that:

     WHEREAS, an election was duly and regularly held in the San Ramon Valley Unified School District (the “District”) on

November 6, 2012, in accordance with Section 1(b)(3) of Article XIIIA of the California Constitution, for the purpose of

submitting a bond measure to the qualified electors of the District, authorizing the issuance of general obligation bonds in the

aggregate principal amount of $260,000,000 (the “Bonds”), and more than 55% of the votes cast were in favor of the issuance of

the Bonds; and

     WHEREAS, Sections 53506 and following of the California Government Code (the “Government Code”), including Section

53508.7 thereof, provide that a school district may issue and sell bonds on its own behalf at a private sale pursuant to Section

15140 and 15146 of the California Education Code (the “Education Code”); and

     WHEREAS, Section 15140(b) of the Education Code provides that the board of supervisors of a county may authorize a

school district over which the county superintendent of schools has jurisdiction, and which has not received a qualified or

negative certification in its most recent interim report, to issue and sell bonds on its own behalf without further action of the

board of supervisors or officers of the county; and

     WHEREAS, the Board of Education of the District, a school district under the jurisdiction of the Superintendent of Schools

of the County of Contra Costa, adopted on January 29, 2013, a resolution (the “District Resolution”) providing for the issuance

of its “San Ramon Valley Unified School District (County of Contra Costa, California), General Obligation Bonds, Election of

2012, Series 2013,” in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $75,000,000, in one or more series to be designated by the

District (the “Series 2013 Bonds”) pursuant to Section 53506 and following of the Government Code and additionally providing

for the negotiated sale thereof pursuant to Sections 15140 and 15146 of the Education Code; and    

     WHEREAS, by said District Resolution, the District has requested that this Board of Supervisors (the “Board”) of the County

of Contra Costa (the “County”) authorize the District on its own behalf to issue and sell the Series 2013 Bonds at a negotiated

sale, all pursuant to Sections 53506 and following of the Government Code and Section 15140(b) of the Education Code and

subject to the terms set forth in the District Resolution, and has represented and warranted to the Board that it has not received a

qualified or negative certification in its most recent interim report;

Contact:  Timothy Ewell, 925-335-1036

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc:
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NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY DETERMINED AND ORDERED as follows: 

Section 1.  Recitals.  All of the above recitals are true and correct. 

Section 2.  Authorization of District Issuance and Sale.  The Board hereby authorizes 
the issuance and private negotiated sale of the Series 2013 Bonds by the District on its own 
behalf, pursuant to the terms set forth in the District Resolution and as authorized by and in full 
compliance with all applicable laws, including but not limited to Sections 15140 and 15146 of 
the Education Code, as permitted by Section 53508.7 of the Government Code, as determined by 
the District’s bond counsel.  This authorization shall only apply to the Series 2013 Bonds 
authorized to be issued by said District Resolution.  

Section 3.  Purpose.  The purpose of this action is to permit the District to sell its Series 
2013 Bonds in the manner that the District determines is in its best interests and the best interests 
of its taxpayers, as provided in the District Resolution. 

Section 4.  District Responsibilities.  Pursuant to Section 15140(c) of the Education 
Code, the Board of Education of the District shall transmit the District Resolution and a copy of 
the final debt service schedule for the Series 2013 Bonds, reflecting the principal amounts and 
interest rates of such Series 2013 Bonds as determined in the sale thereof, to the Treasurer-Tax 
Collector of the County (the “County Treasurer”) and to the County Controller (the “County 
Controller”), forthwith after the sale of the Series 2013 Bonds, and in any event no later than the 
date reasonably requested by such officers, in order to permit the County to establish tax rates 
and necessary funds or accounts for the Series 2013 Bonds. 

Section 5.  County Responsibilities.  (a)  The County, including the officers thereof and 
this Board of Supervisors, assumes no responsibility for any of the proceedings following the 
adoption of this Resolution which involve or result in the sale and issuance of the Series 2013 
Bonds, including but not limited to, any proceedings for the sale and issuance of the Series 2013 
Bonds or the validity of the Series 2013 Bonds.  

(b) The County shall levy and collect taxes, pay principal and interest on the Series 
2013 Bonds when due, and hold the bond proceeds and tax funds for the Series 2013 Bonds that 
have been duly issued and sold by the District as otherwise required by law. 

(c) The County, including the officers and employees thereof and this Board of 
Supervisors, assumes no responsibility for establishing a tax rate for any new issue of bonds in 
any year in which the information required by Section 4 hereof to be delivered to the County 
officers is delivered later than the deadline established by such officers in order to permit 
compliance with Government Code Section 29100 and following. 

(d) Except as otherwise provided by this Resolution and by law, neither the County, 
this Board or any officers, officials or employees of the County shall have any liability hereunder 
or by reason hereof or in connection with the transactions contemplated hereby and the Series 
2013 Bonds shall be payable solely from tax proceeds and any other moneys of the District 
available therefor as set forth in this Section 5. 
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Section 6.  Delegation to County Treasurer.  The County Treasurer, or his/her 
designee, is hereby authorized and directed to act on behalf of and with the authority of the 
County to take any official action and to execute and deliver any certificates, receipts, orders, or 
other documents required or intended to be signed and delivered by the County, which the 
County Treasurer deems necessary or advisable, in connection with the issuance and delivery of 
the Series 2013 Bonds. 

Section 7.  Indemnification of County.  The County acknowledges and relies upon the 
fact that the District has represented that it shall indemnify and hold harmless, to the extent 
permitted by law, the County and its officers and employees (“Indemnified Parties”), against any 
and all losses, claims, damages or liabilities, joint or several, to which such Indemnified Parties 
may become subject because of action or inaction related to the adoption of this Resolution, or 
related to the proceedings for sale, award, issuance and delivery of the Series 2013 Bonds in 
accordance herewith and with the District Resolution and that the District shall also reimburse 
any such Indemnified Parties for any legal or other expenses incurred in connection with 
investigating or defending any such claims or actions. 

Section 8.  Limited Responsibility for Official Statement.  Neither this Board of 
Supervisors nor any officer of the County has prepared or reviewed the official statement of the 
District describing the Series 2013 Bonds (the “Official Statement”), and this Board of 
Supervisors and the various officers of the County take no responsibility for the contents or 
distribution thereof; provided, however, that solely with respect to a section contained or to be 
contained therein describing the County’s investment policy, current portfolio holdings and 
valuation procedures, as they may relate to funds of the District held by the County Treasurer, 
the County Treasurer is hereby authorized and directed to prepare and review such information 
for inclusion in the District’s Official Statement and in a preliminary Official Statement, and to 
certify in writing prior to or upon the issuance of the Series 2013 Bonds that the information 
contained in such section does not contain any untrue statement of a material fact or omit to state 
any material fact necessary in order to make the statements made therein, in the light of the 
circumstances under which they are made, not misleading. 

Section 9.  Delivery of Resolution. The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors is hereby 
directed to deliver a copy of this Resolution to the Superintendent of the District. 

Section 10.  Effective Date:  This Resolution shall take effect from and after its 
adoption. 

*   *   *   *   *   * 
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CLERK’S CERTIFICATE 

I, ____________________, Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors (the “Board”) of 
the County of Contra Costa, do hereby certify that the attached is a full, true and correct copy of 
a resolution and order duly adopted at a regular meeting of the Board duly and regularly and 
legally held at the regular meeting place thereof on _________, 2013, and duly entered in the 
minutes of said meeting, of which meeting all the members of the Board had due notice and at 
which a quorum thereof was present. 

An agenda of said meeting was posted at least 72 hours before said meeting at 651 Pine 
Street, Room 107, Martinez, California, a location freely accessible to members of the public, 
and a brief description of said resolution appeared on said agenda.  A copy of said agenda is 
attached hereto. 

I further certify that I have carefully compared the attached copy with the original 
minutes of said meeting on file and of record in my office.  Said resolution has not been 
amended, modified or rescinded since the date of its adoption and the same is now in full force 
and effect. 

WITNESS my hand this ________ day of ___________________, 2013. 

 
 
 
  

Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
County of Contra Costa 
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by order of the Board of Education duly made and entered on its minutes. The Bonds represent 
an obligation payable out of the interest and sinking fund of the District, and the money for the 
payment of principal of, premium, if any, and interest hereon, shall be raised by taxation upon 
the taxable property of the District. 

Unless this Bond is presented by an authorized representative of The Depository Trust 
Company, a New York corporation (“DTC”), to the Paying Agent for registration of transfer, 
exchange, or payment, and any Bond issued is registered in the name of Cede & Co. or in such 
other name as is requested by an authorized representative of DTC (and any payment is made to 
Cede & Co. or to such other entity as is requested by an authorized representative of DTC), ANY 
TRANSFER, PLEDGE, OR OTHER USE HEREOF FOR VALUE OR OTHERWISE BY OR 
TO ANY PERSON IS WRONGFUL inasmuch as the Registered Owner hereof, Cede & Co., has 
an interest herein. 

This Bond shall not be entitled to any benefit under the Resolution, or become valid or 
obligatory for any purpose, until the certificate of authentication and registration hereon 
endorsed shall have been signed by the Paying Agent. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Board of Education of the San Ramon Valley Unified 
School District, County of Contra Costa, State of California, has caused this bond to be signed 
by its President and countersigned by the Clerk of said Board, as of the date set forth above. 

  
President of the Board of Education of the 
San Ramon Valley Unified School District 

 
Countersigned: 

  
Clerk of the Board of Education of the San 

Ramon Valley Unified School District 
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RECOMMENDATION(S): 

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the Sheriff-Coroner, a purchase change

order with Surtec Inc. to increase the payment limit by $50,000 to a new payment limit of $149,000 in order

to supply the County's detention facilities with cleaning solutions for special dispensers with locks for the period of

March 1, 2012 to February 28, 2013. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

$50,000. 100% General Fund; Budgeted 

BACKGROUND: 

Surtec Inc. supplies the solutions for the specialized dispensers with locks, specifically for the jail environment to

keep the inmates from having physical contact with the chemicals. This vendor carries the majority of the cleaning

solutions used in facilities that keeps the County detention facilities in compliance with the strict requirements of the

Board of Corrections' annual facility inspections and of the State's regulations. This change order will accommodate

purchases throughout the effective period of 02/28/2013. 

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT: 

No impact. 

APPROVE OTHER 

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD

COMMITTEE 

Action of Board On:   02/12/2013 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER 

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYES ____ NOES ____ 

ABSENT ____ ABSTAIN ____ 

RECUSE ____ 

 

Contact:  Liz Arbuckle,

925-335-1529

 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of
the Board of Supervisors on the date shown. 

ATTESTED:    February  12, 2013 

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

 

By: , Deputy

cc: Joyce Buendia,   Liz Arbuckle,   Heike Siewell   

C. 52

  

To: Board of Supervisors

From: David O. Livingston, Office of the Sheriff

Date: February  12, 2013

Contra 
Costa 
County 

Subject: Purchase Order - Surtec, Inc. 
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