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AGENDA
September 15, 2015

9:00 A.M. Convene, Call to Order and Opening Ceremonies

Inspirational Thought- "May the stars carry your sadness away, may the flowers fill your heart
with beauty, may hope forever wipe away your tears, and above all, may silence make you
strong." ~Chief Dan George

CONSIDER CONSENT ITEMS (Items listed as C.1 through C.91 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 the Consent Calendar will be
considered with the Discussion Items.

PRESENTATIONS (5 Minutes Each)

PR.1 PRESENTATION recognizing the contributions of Vonley R. Honey on his 25
years of service to Contra Costa County. (Julie Bueren, Public Works Director)

PR.2 PRESENTATION recognizing the contributions of Stanley A. Burton on his 35
years of service to Contra Costa County. (Julie Bueren, Public Works Director)

PR.3 PRESENTATION recognizing the contributions of Andre Johnson on his 30 years
of service to Contra Costa County. (Julie Bueren, Public Works Director)


http://www.co.contra-costa.ca.us

PR.4 PRESENTATION recognizing the month of September as National Recovery
Month in Contra Costa County. (Ed Diokno, District V)

DISCUSSION ITEMS

D. 1 CONSIDER Consent Items previously removed.

D. 2 PUBLIC COMMENT (3 Minutes/Speaker)

D.3 CONSIDER accepting actuarial valuation of future annual costs of potential
changes to Retirement Benefits, changing the pension COLA for employees in the
Probation Peace Officers’ Association of Contra Costa County who become
members of the CCCERA on or after January 1, 2016 or alternatively July 1,
2016, as provided by the County's actuary. (Lisa Driscoll, County Administrator's
Office)

D. 4 CONSIDER accepting actuarial valuation of future annual costs of potential
changes to Retirement Benefits, changing the pension COLA for employees in the
California Nurses Association who become members of the CCCERA on or after
January 1, 2016 or alternatively July 1, 2016, as provided by the County's actuary.
(Lisa Driscoll, County Administrator's Office)

D.5 CONSIDER accepting the reports from the Health Services Department on the
Planning and Integration Team for Community Health, the Health In All Policies,
and the Built Environment Program, as recommended by the Family and Human
Services Committee. (William Walker, M.D., Health Services Director)

D.6 CONSIDER adopting Resolution No. 2015/338 to support the Contra Costa
Zero:2016 Campaign to End Veteran and Chronic Homelessness. (Lovonna
Martin, Health Services Department)

D.7  CONSIDER accepting a report on the Contra Costa Transportation Authority's
development of a Transportation Expenditure Plan and potential sales tax ballot
measure and DIRECT staff as appropriate, as recommended by the Transportation,
Water, and Infrastructure Committee. (John Cunningham, Department of
Conservation and Development)

D. 8 HEARING to consider claim for property tax refund filed on behalf of Lafayette
Christian Church. (Supervisor Andersen)

D.9 CONSIDER adopting Resolution No. 2015/337 adopting the FY 2015-16 Adopted
Budget as finally determined, as recommended by the County Administrator.
(David Twa, County Administrator)



D.10 CONSIDER adopting Resolution No. 2015/339 rescinding and superseding
Resolution No. 84/346 to appoint William B. Walker, M.D. to the Office of the
Public Guardian and the Office of the Public Administrator; APPROVE
Appropriation Adjustment No. 5001 to transfer Public Administrator revenues and
appropriations from the District Attorney's Office and appropriate revenues and
expenditures from the General Fund to the Health Services Department; and
ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21732 to add one Deputy Public
Administrator (represented) position and one part-time Public Administrator's
Program Assistant position (represented) in the Health Services Department.
(David Twa, County Administrator)

D. 11 CONSIDER reports of Board members.

ADJOURN IN MEMORY OF

Nancy Cardinalli Fahden,

Former Contra Costa County Supervisor, District 11

and

Ann Miller Denny,
Lafayette resident

Closed Session
A. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS
1. Agency Negotiators: David Twa and Bruce Heid.

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; 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.
Unrepresented Employees: All unrepresented employees.

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--EXISTING LITIGATION (Gov. Code, §
54956.9(d)(1))

1. Ralph Ortland v. Contra Costa County, WCAB #ADJ9254759

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--ANTICIPATED LITIGATION



Significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Gov. Code, § 54956.9(d)(2): 1 potential case

CONSENT ITEMS

Road and Transportation

C.1

C.3

C.4

C.5

C.6

C.7

APPROVE the Las Trampas Creek Repair at Boulevard Way Bridge Project and
related actions under the California Environmental Quality Act, as recommended
by the Public Works Director, Walnut Creek area. (100% Local Road Funds)

APPROVE the Vasco Road Embankment Repair Project and related actions under
the California Environmental Quality Act, as recommended by the Public Works
Director, Byron area. (100% Local Road Funds)

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/328 terminating and abandoning a portion of an
Offer of Dedication for a Landscape Maintenance Easement over a portion of
Assessor's Parcel Number 222-620-039, along Lilac Ridge Road in San Ramon,
Dougherty Valley area, as recommended by the Public Works Director. (100%
Applicant Fees)

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/334 accepting as complete the contracted work
performed by Hess Concrete Construction Co., Inc., for the Miranda Avenue
Sidewalk Improvements Project, as recommended by the Public Works Director,
Alamo area. (14% Transportation Development Act Grant Funds and 86% Alamo
Area of Benefit Funds)

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/335 accepting as complete the contracted work
performed by GradeTech, Inc., for the Pacheco Boulevard Sidewalk Gap Closure -
Phase II Project, as recommended by the Public Works Director, Pacheco area.
(62% Measure J Funds, 7% Transportation Development Act Funds, 28%
Martinez Area of Benefit Funds, and 3% Local Road Funds)

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/336 accepting as complete the contracted work
performed by Malachi Paving & Grading, Inc., for the Giaramita Street Sidewalk
Replacement Project, as recommended by the Public Works Director, North
Richmond area. (17% Community Development Block Grant Funds and 83%
Local Road Funds)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to execute
Contract Amendment No. 6 to the Consulting Services Agreement with T.Y. Lin
International, effective January 1, 2015, to increase the payment limit by $153,300
to a new payment limit of $929,345, to provide design, environmental, and
construction support services for the Orwood Road Bridge Replacement Project,
Brentwood area. (80% Federal Funds and 20% Local Road Funds)



Claims, Collections & Litigation

C.8

C.9

C.10

C.11

C.12

RECEIVE report concerning the final settlement of Greicy Bermudez vs. County
of Contra Costa; and AUTHORIZE payment from the Workers' Compensation
Internal Service Fund in an amount not to exceed $75,954 less permanent
disability payments, as recommended by the Risk Manager. (100% Workers'
Compensation Internal Service Fund)

RECEIVE report concerning the final settlement of Marina Ramos vs. County of
Contra Costa; and AUTHORIZE payment from the Workers' Compensation
Internal Service Fund in an amount not to exceed $80,000, as recommended by the
Risk Manager. (100% Workers' Compensation Internal Service Fund)

RECEIVE report concerning the final settlement of Lavarie McNair vs. Contra
Costa County; and AUTHORIZE payment from the Workers' Compensation
Internal Service Fund in an amount not to exceed $32,500, as recommended by the
Risk Manager. (100% Workers' Compensation Internal Service Fund)

DENY claims filed by Allstate Insurance A/S/O Alexis White, Consuela Deets,
James Fallon, Diane Lowery, Shannon Murphy Sr., and Dale Robert Vorozilchak.
DENY amended claims filed by Lamon Raney.

RECEIVE public report of litigation settlement agreements that became final
during the period of August 1, 2015 through August 31, 2015, as recommended by
the County Counsel.

Statutory Actions

C.13

APPROVE the Board meeting minutes for August 2015, as on file with the Office
of the Clerk of the Board.

Honors & Proclamations

C.14

C.15

C.16

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/353 recognizing the Month of September as
National Recovery Month in Contra Costa County, as recommended by
Supervisor Glover.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/266 declaring September 2015 as Childhood Cancer
Awareness Month in Contra Costa County, as recommended by Supervisor Gioia.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/317 recognizing the contributions of Jacqueline
Pigg on her 25 years of service to Contra Costa County, as recommended by the
Health Services Director.



C.17

C.18

C.19

C.22

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/307 recognizing the contributions of Vonley R.
Honey on his 25 years of service to Contra Costa County, as recommended by the
Public Works Director.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/316 recognizing the contributions of Stanley A.
Burton on his 35 years of service to Contra Costa County, as recommended by the
Public Works Director.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/322 recognizing the contributions of Steve
Kowalewski on his 25 years of service to Contra Costa County, as recommended
by the Public Works Director.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/331 recognizing the partnership between DeNova
Homes and HomeAid of Northern California, as recommended by Supervisor
Andersen.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/333 recognizing the contributions of Andre Johnson
on his 30 years of service to Contra Costa County, as recommended by the Public
Works Director.

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/343 honoring the life of Officer Jon S. Rowan, as
recommended by Supervisor Mitchoff.

Appointments & Resignations

C.23

C.25

ACCEPT the resignation of Robert Calkins, DECLARE a vacancy in Mandated #6
seat on the Workforce Development Board, and DIRECT the Clerk of the Board to
post the vacancy, as recommended by the Employment and Human Services
Director.

REMOVE Christopher F. Martinez from District IV-A seat of the Alcohol and
Other Drugs Advisory Board; DECLARE the District IV-A seat vacant, and
DIRECT the Clerk of the Board to post the vacancy, as recommended by
Supervisor Mitchoff.

APPROVE the medical staff appointments and reappointments, privileges,
primary departments, advancements, and voluntary resignations, as recommend by
the Medical Staff Executive Committee, at their August 17st meeting, and by the
Health Services Director.

REAPPOINT the West County cities' nominee Lisa Motoyama to the City 2 seat
on the Affordable Housing Finance Committee, as recommended by the
Conservation and Development Director.



Personnel Actions

C.27 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21737 to add one Administrative
Assistant III position (represented) in the Employment and Human Services
Department. (34% State, 53% County, 13% Marriage License Fees)

C.28 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21714 to reclassify three Paralegal
(represented) positions to Legal Assistant (represented) in the Public Defender's
Office. (100% General Fund)

C.29 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21715 to add one Database
Administrator (represented) position in Employment and Human Services
Department. (45% Federal, 45% State, 10% County)

C.30 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21743 to add one Clerical
Supervisor position (represented) and cancel one Clerk-Senior Level position
(represented) in the Health Services Department. (100% Hazardous Materials
Fees)

C.31 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21742 to add one Account
Clerk-Experienced Level position (represented) and cancel one Information
Systems Assistant II position (represented) in the Health Services Department.
(100% Hospital Enterprise Fund I)

C.32 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21744 to add one Registered
Nurse-Experienced Level position (represented) in the Health Services
Department. (100% CCHP Enterprise Fund II)

C.33 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21741 to add one Senior Deputy
County Administrator (unrepresented) position and cancel one Principal

Management Analyst (unrepresented) position in the County Administrator’s
Office. (100% General Fund)

Grants & Contracts

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE execution of agreements between the County and the
following agencies for receipt of fund and/or services:

C.34 ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/299 to approve and authorize the Employment and
Human Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract amendment with the
California Department of Aging, to increase the payment limit by $78,917 to a
new payment limit of $3,892,003 for enhanced ombudsman services for the period
July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016. (No County match)



.35

.36

.37

.38

.39

.40

.41

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the County Librarian, or designee, to apply for and
accept a grant in the amount of $5,000 from East Bay Community Foundation,
administered by the Rodeo Municipal Advisory Council, for Rodeo Library
services, pursuant to the local refinery Good Neighbor Agreement for the period
January 1 through June 30, 2016.

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the District Attorney, or designee, to submit an
application and execute a grant award agreement, and any extensions thereof
pursuant to State guidelines, with the California Governor's Office of Emergency
Services, Criminal Justice/Emergency Management Victim Services Branch, for
funding of the Victim/Witness Assistance program in the amount of $633,015 for
the period July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016. (100% State)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the County Administrator, or designee, to apply for
and accept funding in the amount of $9,500 from the California State Arts Council
for the Veterans Initiative in the Arts program. (No County match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to apply
for and execute a grant award agreement with the California Department of Public
Health, Immunization Program, to pay the County an amount not to exceed

$857,324, for the “Provide Immunization Services to the General Public” Project
for the period July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2017. (No County match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract amendment with the California Department of Public Health,
Nutrition Education and Obesity Prevention Program, effective June 30, 2015, to
increase the amount payable by $99,145 from $3,635,062 to a new amount
payable of $3,734,206 and to make technical adjustments, with no change in the
original term of October 1, 2013 through September 30, 2016. (No County match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Kaiser Permanente, Kaiser Foundation Hospitals, to pay
the County an amount not to exceed $20,000 for the Public Health Division’s,
Healthy and Livable Pittsburg Project, for the period July 1, 2015 through June 30,
2016. (No County match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract amendment with the Department of Health Care Services,
effective July 1, 2015, to make technical adjustments to the budget and to increase
the amount payable to County by $1,565,860, to a new payment limit of
$30,503,985, for continuation of the Drug Medi-Cal Substance Abuse Treatment
Services, with no change in the original term of July 1, 2014 through June 30,
2017. (No County match)



.42

.43

.44

.45

. 46

.47

.48

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with the California Department of Public Health, Office of
AIDS, to pay County an amount not to exceed $37,702 for the County's AIDS
Drug Assistance Program, for the period July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2017. (No
County match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Monument Impact, to pay the County $18,412, for the
County’s Public Health Monument, Healthy Eating Active Living, Zone
Collaborative Project, for the period January 1 through December 31, 2015.
(County match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Conservation and Development Director, or
designee, to execute a contract amendment with the City of Walnut Creek to
extend the term from June 30, 2015 through June 30, 2016, for the administration
of the Housing Rehabilitation Loan and Grant Program, with no change to the
amount payable to the County of $159,858. (100% federal funds through the City
of Walnut Creek)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Sheriff-Coroner, or designee, to execute a
contract with the California Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training,
including full indemnification of the State of California, to pay the County an

initial amount of $90,000 to provide Emergency Vehicle Operations Course
instruction for the period July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016. (100% State)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the County Administrator, or designee, to submit
an application and, if awarded, execute a grant agreement with the State of
California, California Arts Council, to pay the County an amount not to exceed
$12,000 to provide advocacy for the advancement of the arts in Contra Costa
County, for the period October 1, 2015 through September 30, 2016. (50% County
match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment and Human Services Director, or
designee, to execute a contract amendment with California Department of
Education, to increase the payment limit by $182,388 to new payment limit of
$4,038,245, to provide for childcare and development programs (CalWORKS
Stage 2), with no change to term July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015. (No County
match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment and Human Services Director, or
designee, to apply for and accept funding from the Department of Health and
Human Services Administration for Children and Families in an amount not to
exceed $809,585 for Early Head Start supplemental funding for the period January
1 through June 30, 2016. (20% County in-kind match)



C.49

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment and Human Services Director, or
designee, to apply for and accept funds from the 2015-16 Child and Adult Care
Food Program Day Center Sponsorship grant in the California Department of
Education, in an amount not to exceed $1,500,000, to provide daily nutritious and
healthy snacks, for the period October 1, 2015 through September 30, 2016. (No
County match)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Sherift-Coroner, or designee, to apply for and
accept a grant in an amount up to $10,000 from Contra Costa Keller Canyon
Mitigation Trust Fund to provide gang prevention services in the local
community. (100% Keller Canyon Mitigation funds)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Sheriff-Coroner, or designee, to apply for and
accept a grant from the U.S. Department of Homeland Security, 2015 Pre-Disaster
Mitigation Grant, in an amount not to exceed $150,000 for the update to the
Contra Costa County Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan. (75% Federal, 25%
In-Kind 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.52

C.55

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Conservation and Development Director, or
designee, to execute a contract amendment with Circlepoint, to extend the term
from September 30, 2015 to December 31, 2016 with no change to the original
payment limit of $124,990, for the environmental review of the proposed Ball
Estates Subdivision. (100% Applicant Fees)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Consumer Self-Help Center in an amount not to exceed
$255,620 to provide a Patients’ Rights Program, for the period July 1, 2015
through June 30, 2016. (100% Mental Health Realignment)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, or designee, to execute, on
behalf of the Public Works Director, a blanket purchase order with JC Paper/San
Francisco Envelope in the amount of $150,000 for blank envelopes, for the period
November 1, 2015 through October 31, 2017, Countywide. (100% Department
User Fees)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, or designee, to execute, on
behalf of the Public Works Director, a purchase order with Refrigeration Supplies
Distributor in an amount not to exceed $275,000 for refrigeration parts and
supplies, for the period September 1, 2015 through August 31, 2018, Countywide.
(100% General Fund)



.56

.57

.58

.59

. 60

. 61

.62

.63

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, or designee, to execute, on
behalf of the Public Works Director, a purchase order with East Bay Tire in an
amount not to exceed $210,000 for tire supplies, for the period September 1, 2015
through August 31, 2016, Countywide. (100% Internal Service Fund - Fleet)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, or designee, to execute, on
behalf of the Public Works Director, a purchase order with Goodyear Tire in an
amount not to exceed $180,000 for tire supplies, for the period September 1, 2015
through August 31, 2016, Countywide. (100% Internal Service Fund - Fleet)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the County Administrator, or designee, to execute a
contract with SHELTER, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $720,000 to provide
housing services for the AB 109 Reentry Program for the period July 1, 2015
through June 30, 2016. (100% State Public Safety Realignment)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Daniel Forkin, M.D., in an amount not to exceed $145,600
to provide psychiatric care to mentally ill adults in West County, for the period
October 1, 2015 through September 30, 2016. (100% Mental Health Realignment)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Muhammad Raees, M.D., in an amount not to exceed
$200,000 to provide pulmonary care at Contra Costa Regional Medical and Health
Centers, for the period September 1, 2015 through August 31, 2016. (100%
Hospital Enterprise Fund I)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Sunita Kumari Mall, M.D., in an amount not to exceed
$182,000 to provide outpatient psychiatric care to mentally ill adults in Central
County, for the period October 1, 2015 through September 30, 2016. (100%
Mental Health Realignment)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Planned Parenthood: Shasta-Diablo, Inc., in an amount not
to exceed $3,000,000 to provide obstetrics/gynecology and family planning
services to CCHP members, for the period October 1, 2015 through September 30,
2016. (100% CCHP Enterprise Fund II)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with The Tides Center in an amount not to exceed $198,494 to
provide Mental Health Services Act (MHSA) prevention and early intervention
services for the period July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016, with a six-month
automatic extension through December 31, 2016 in an amount not to exceed
$99,247. (100% MHSA)



. 64

. 65

. 66

. 67

. 68

. 69

.70

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Gupta Etwaru, M.D., in an amount not to exceed $145,000
to provide ophthalmology services to Contra Costa Health Plan members, for the
period October 1, 2015 through September 30, 2017. (100% CCHP Enterprise
Fund II)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with East Bay Sports Medicine and Orthopaedic Associates, a
Medical Corporation, in an amount not to exceed $200,000 to provide orthopedic
surgery services to Contra Costa Health Plan members for the period October 1,

2015 through September 30, 2017. (100% CCHP Enterprise Fund II)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Abid Majid, M.D., in an amount not to exceed $200,000 to
provide pulmonary care at Contra Costa Regional Medical and Health Centers, for
the period September 1, 2015 through August 31, 2016. (100% Hospital
Enterprise Fund I)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with The Regents of the University of California, San
Francisco, including mutual indemnification, in an amount not to exceed $3,000 to
provide specialized training for the County Behavioral Health Services Division,
for the period July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016. (100% Mental Health Services
Act)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with George Lee, M.D., in an amount not to exceed $1,485,000
to provide anesthesiology care at Contra Costa Regional Medical and Health
Centers, for the period August 1, 2015 through July 31, 2018. (100% Hospital
Enterprise Fund I)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the
Health Services Director, a purchase order with Hologic, Inc., in the amount of
$175,000 for gynecological health products for the Contra Costa Regional Medical
and Health Centers, for the period September 1, 2015 through August 31, 2017.
(100% Hospital Enterprise Fund I)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the
Health Services Director, a purchase order with Stryker Endoscopy in the amount
of $450,000 for endoscopic products and other medical supplies used in the
operating room at Contra Costa Regional Medical, for the period July 11, 2015
through July 10, 2017. (100% Hospital Enterprise Fund I)



.71

.72

.73

.74

.75

.76

.77

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract amendment with Craig Nielsen, M.D., effective June 1, 2015, to
modify the payment provisions and the service plan to allow the Contractor to
continue providing anesthesiology care including high-risk pre-operative,
Radiology and Intensive Care Units at Costa Regional Medical and Health
Centers, with no change in payment limit of $450,000 or in the original term of
October 1, 2013 through September 30, 2016. (100% Hospital Enterprise Fund I)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with the Jewish Family and Children’s Services of the East Bay
in an amount not to exceed $159,679 to provide Mental Health Services Act
prevention and early intervention services for the period July 1, 2015 through June
30, 2016, with a six-month automatic extension through December 31, 2016 in an
amount not to exceed $79,840. (100% Mental Health Services Act)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Precyse Solutions, LLC, in an amount not to exceed
$230,000 to provide tumor and cancer registry and oncology interim management

services for Contra Costa Regional Medical and Health Centers, for the period
August 1, 2015 through July 31, 2016. (100% Hospital Enterprise Fund I)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract amendment with Process Improvement Institute, Inc., to extend
the term from July 31, 2015 through January 31, 2016 with no change in the
payment limit of $876,600, to continue providing consulting and technical
assistance with regard to a Safety Evaluation Report of the Chevron Richmond
Refinery. (100% reimbursed by Chevron)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Community Health for Asian Americans in an amount not
to exceed $194,995, to provide youth, family, and community drug abuse
prevention services for the period July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016. (100%
Substance Abuse Primary Treatment Block Grant Youth Set-Aside)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Darrell Cacciaroni, MFT, in an amount not to exceed

$150,000 to provide Medi-Cal specialty mental health services for the period July
1, 2015 through June 30, 2017. (50% State; 50% Federal)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Fred Finch Youth Center in an amount not to exceed
$1,220,402 to provide school and community based mental health services to
adolescent children and their families, including therapeutic behavioral services,
for the period July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016; with a six-month automatic
extension through December 31, 2016 in an amount not to exceed $610,201. (49%
Federal Financial Participation, 50% Mental Health Realignment; 1% Mt. Diablo
Unified School District)



C.78

C.79

C. 80

C. 81

C. 82

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to
execute a contract with Kaiser Foundation Health Plan, Inc., in an amount not to
exceed $150,000,000 for the provision of health care services for Medi-Cal
recipients enrolled in the Kaiser Foundation Health Plan, for the period July 1,
2015 through June 30, 2016. (100% Contra Costa Health Enterprise Fund II)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Sheriff-Coroner, or designee, to execute a
contract amendment with International Business Machines Corporation, to extend
the expiration date from July 28, 2015 to December 31, 2015 with no change in
the payment limit, to provide database software and integration services. (100%
Automated Reporting Information Exchange System user fees)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment and Human Services Director, or
designee, to execute a contract, including modified indemnification language, with
Little Angels Country School, LLC, in an amount not to exceed $201,647, to
provide State Preschool and Head Start program services for the period July 1,

2015 through June 30, 2016. (81% State, 19% Federal)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment and Human Services Director, or
designee, to execute a contract with Child's Best Interest in an amount not to
exceed $125,000 to provide ombudsman services to program applicants,

recipients, community members and staff, for the period September 1, 2015
through August 31, 2016. (10% County, 45% State, 45% Federal)

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Sheriff-Coroner, or designee, to execute a
contract amendment with Forensic Medical Group to add payment provisions
related to transcription services, with no change to the existing payment limit of
$700,000 or the original contract term of July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2019.
(100% General Fund)

Other Actions

C.83

C. 84

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Conservation and Development Director to
execute any and all documents required to effectuate a settlement in the amount of
$28,500 for administrative fees owed to the County by Contra Costa RE Investors
from May 2007 through May 2015 under a regulatory agreement and declaration
of restrictive covenants.

ADOPT the 2015/16 secured property tax rates and AUTHORIZE to levy the
2015/16 Property Tax Roll, as recommended by the Auditor-Controller. (100%
General Fund)



C.85 ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/332 approving the issuance of Multifamily Housing
Revenue Bonds in an amount not to exceed $15,000,000 to finance the acquisition
and rehabilitation of Mission Bay Apartments in the Bay Point area, and
authorizing other related actions, as recommended by the Conservation and
Development Director. (No impact on the County General Fund)

C.86 APPROVE the bid documents, including the contract General Conditions,
Technical Specifications, and Construction Task Catalog for Job Order Contracts
001, 002, and 003 for future repair and remodeling projects at various County
facilities; and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to solicit bids
to be received on or about October 20, 2015, and to issue bid addenda, as needed,
for clarification of the contract bid documents, Countywide. (100% Facilities Life
Cycle Improvement Funds)

C. 87 Acting as the Crockett-Carquinez Fire Protection District Board of Directors,
ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/330 establishing the terms and conditions for
emergency response within the California Fire Service and Rescue Emergency
Mutual Aid System, as recommended by the Fire Chief. (No fiscal impact)

C.88 APPROVE amendments to the Conflict of Interest Code for Acalanes Union High
School District, as recommended by the County Counsel.

C.89 APPROVE the list of providers recommended by the Contra Costa Health Plan's
Peer Review and Credentialing Committee on August 11, 2015, and by the Health
Services Director, as required by the State Departments of Health Care Services
and Managed Health Care, and the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services.

C.90 APPROVE the design and bid documents, including plans and specifications, for
the Emergency and Imaging Department Expansion and Reconfiguration on the
Third Floor at 2500 Alhambra Avenue, Martinez project for the Health Services
Department; and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to solicit
bids to be received on or about October 22, 2015, and to issue bid addenda, as
needed, for clarification of the contract bid documents. (100% Hospital Enterprise
Fund I)

C.91 CONTINUE the emergency action originally taken by the Board of Supervisors on
November 16, 1999 regarding the issue of homelessness in Contra Costa County,
as recommended by the Health Services Director. (No fiscal impact)

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.

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 96 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.

Subscribe to receive to the weekly Board Agenda by calling the Office of the Clerk of the Board,
(925) 335-1900 or using the County's on line subscription feature at the County’s Internet Web

Page, where agendas and supporting information may also be viewed:

WWW.CO.contra-costa.ca.us

STANDING COMMITTEES

The Airport Committee (Karen Mitchoff and Supervisor Mary N. Piepho) meets quarterly on the
second Monday of the month at 10:30 a.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 second Monday of the month at 10:30 a.m. in Room 101, County

Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Finance Committee (Supervisors


http://www.co.contra-costa.ca.us

Mary N. Piepho and Federal D. Glover) meets on the first Monday of the month at 10:30 a.m. in
Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Hiring Outreach Oversight Committee (Supervisors Federal D. Glover and Karen Mitchoff)
meets on the first Thursday of the month at 1:00 p.m. in Room 101, County Administration
Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Internal Operations Committee (Supervisors Karen Mitchoff and John Gioia) meets on the
second Monday of the month at 2:30 p.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine
Street, Martinez.

The Legislation Committee (Supervisors Karen Mitchoff and Federal D. Glover) meets on the
first Thursday of the month at 10:30 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 1:00 p.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine
Street, Martinez.

The Transportation, Water & Infrastructure Committee (Supervisors Candace Andersen and
Mary N. Piepho) meets on the first Monday of the month at 1:00 p.m. in Room 101, County
Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

Airports Committee December 14, 10:30 See
2015 a.m. above

Family & Human Services Committee October 12,2015 10:30 See
a.m. above

Finance Committee October 5, 2015  |10:30 See
a.m. above

Hiring Outreach Oversight Committee October 1, 2015 |1:00 p.m. |See
above

Internal Operations Committee October 12, 2015 |2:30 p.m. [See
above

Legislation Committee October 1,2015 10:30 See
a.m. above

Public Protection Committee October 12,2015 |1:00 p.m. [See
above

Transportation, Water & Infrastructure October 5, 2015 |1:00 p.m. [See
Committee above

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

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

DSRIP Delivery System Reform Incentive Program

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

HOME Federal block grant to State and local governments designed exclusively to create
affordable housing for low-income households

HOPWA Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS Program
HOYV 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

ML.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)
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



D.3

Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: David Twa, County Administrator County

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: Government Code 7507 Compliance - Retirement Benefits - Probation Peace Officers' Association

RECOMMENDATION(S):

ACCEPT actuarial valuation of future annual costs of potential changes to Retirement Benefits, changing the pension
COLA for employees in the Probation Peace Officers’ Association of Contra Costa County who become members of
the CCCERA on or after January 1, 2016 or alternatively July 1, 2016, as provided by the County's actuary in a
report dated September 8, 2015.

FISCAL IMPACT:

As shown in the valuation, the combined result of the retirement changes described herein for employees in the
Probation Peace Officers Association of Contra Costa County would result in a savings of 3.9% of annual
pensionable pay with the first hire in year one. Future valuation results will change with demographic and cost
updates. These projections do accurately measure the direction of the proposed plan change costs. Over time, as more
employees are hired into the new PEPRA tier at a 2% COLA, the savings will become more significant. It should be
noted that the figures presented in this report represent the savings associated only with the negotiation of a 2%

COLA. The savings described in the valuation report do not include the savings resulting from the implementation of
PEPRA.

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015

Contact: Lisa Driscoll, County Finance David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Director, 335-1023

By:, Deputy

cc: Ann Elliott, Employee Benefits Manager



BACKGROUND:

Government Code, Section 7507 requires with regard to local legislative boards, that the future costs of changes in
retirement benefits or other post employment benefits as determined by the actuary, shall be made public at a
public meetingat least two weeks prior to the adoption of any changes in public retirement plan benefits or other
post employment benefits. The code also requires that an actuary be present to provide information as needed at
the public meeting at which the adoption of a benefit change shall be considered.

Assembly Bill 340 (AB340), known as the California Public Employees' Pension Reform Act of 2013 (PEPRA),
took effect January 1, 2013. Generally, for employees who become safety members of the Contra Costa County
Employees’ Retirement Association (CCCERA) on or after January 1, 2013, PEPRA requires a pension formula
of 2.7% at age 57, 36 month final compensation averaging, and a maximum salary amount used for pension
calculation of $132,000 (plus CPI). PEPRA does not address Cost of Living Adjustments (COLAs).

In the future, the Board of Supervisors may consider and may take formal action with respect to a proposed
change in the COLA to the pension benefit. The Board of Supervisors is taking no action today other than
accepting the report.

A report from Buck Consultants, dated September 8, 2015, is attached. The report explains that this change affects
only future employees; it will have no effect on the unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities of CCCERA. The
expressed savings are in annual dollar amounts and as percentages of covered payroll for calendar years 2016,
2017, and 2018. For calendar year 2016, the start date is assumed to be either January 1, 2016 or alternatively
July 1, 2016. The savings shown are combined employee and employer normal costs. The savings are equal to the
excess of the normal cost for the PEPRA structure and a 3.00% COLA to the pension benefit over the normal cost
of'a PEPRA structure and a 2.00% pension COLA.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Possible delay in the adoption of memorandum of understanding and in the future implementation of the pension
COLA reduction, resulting in loss of savings.

ATTACHMENTS
7507 Report for PPOA dated September 8, 2015
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Buck Consultants, LLC
353 Sacramento Street
Suite 800

San Francisco, CA 94111

tel 415.392.0616
September 8, 2015 fax 415.392.3991

Ms. Lisa Driscoll

Finance Director

Contra Costa County

651 Pine Street, 10" floor
Martinez, CA 94553

Re: Complying with California Government Code Section 7507 Regarding Changes to Pension
Benefits of Probation Peace Officers Association

Dear Ms. Driscoll:

We have been asked to estimate the effect on the County’s current and future unfunded actuarial
accrued liabilities and Annual Required Contributions resulting from a new tier of benefits in the
structure of Assembly Bill 340 (AB340) with a 2.00% Cost of Living Adjustment (COLA) effective on
January 1, 2016 or alternatively, effective July 1, 2016. Both dates are used as potential effective
dates for the proposed change for the members of Probation Peace Officers Association. We are
comparing this benefit structure to the AB340 structure with a 3.00% COLA which the plan currently
provides.

Because this change affects only future entrants, it will have no effect on the unfunded actuarial
accrued liabilities of Contra Costa County Employees’ Retirement Association (CCCERA) as of the
effective dates. We show the cost impacts on the enclosed charts per one hire per year (results are
averages of one male and one female). The costs shown are combined employee and employer
normal costs. By going from a 3.00% COLA to a 2.00% COLA, the County will realize a savings. The
savings are equal to the excess of the normal cost for an AB340 structure with a 3.00% COLA over
the normal cost of an AB340 structure with a 2.00% COLA.

We have expressed the savings in annual dollar amounts and as percentages of covered payroll for
calendar years 2016, 2017 and 2018 (2019 is also included for the July 1, 2016 effective date). These
results are merely illustrative and the actual impact will depend upon the actual demographic
characteristics of the employees as well as the pattern of future hiring. On the exhibit for the July 1,
2016 effective date, results shown for 2016 are for the six month period July 1 through December 31.
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Ms. Lisa Driscoll
September 8, 2015

Page 2

Future actuarial measurements may differ significantly from the current measurement presented in this
report due to such factors as: plan experience different from that anticipated by the economic and
demographic assumptions; increases or decreases expected as part of the natural operation of the
methodology used for these measurements; and changes in plan provisions or applicable law. Due to
the limited scope of this report, an analysis of the potential range of such future measurements has not
been performed.

The methods and assumptions used are the same as those used in the December 31, 2014, actuarial
valuation of CCCERA. The demographic as well as the economic assumptions with respect to
investment yield, salary increase and inflation set forth in the December 31, 2014 valuation have been
based upon a review of the existing portfolio structure as well as recent and anticipated experience.
Information on our new entrant profile is given in Note 2 of the enclosed projections.

The report was prepared under the supervision of David Kershner and Stephen Drake, who are both
Enrolled Actuaries and Members of the American Academy of Actuaries. David Kershner is a Fellow
of the Society of Actuaries and Stephen Drake is an Associate of the Society of Actuaries. Both meet
the qualification Standards of the American Academy of Actuaries to render the actuarial opinions
contained in this report. This report has been prepared in accordance with all Applicable Actuarial
Standards of Practice. We are available to answer any questions on the material contained in the
report, or to provide explanations or further details as may be appropriate.

Sincerely,
David J. Kershner, FSA, EA, MAAA Stepi"en Drake, ASA, EA, MAAA

Principal and Consulting Actuary Director, Retirement Actuary
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Probation Peace Officers Association — January 1, 2016
Contra Costa County - AB340 with 3.00 COLA vs. AB340 with 2.00 COLA
$50,000 [ Annual Cost by Plan Year ($) ]
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2016 2017 2018
Saving/(Cost) ~ ====AB340 with 3.00% COLA == AB340 with 2.00% COLA

Calendar Year 2016 2017 “

Valuation Pay $38,500 $79,400 $123,100
Annual Cost
AB340 with 3.00% COLA
i)S $13,700 $28,300 $43,800
ii) % of Pay 35.6% 35.6% 35.6%
AB340 with 2.00% COLA
i)s $12,200 $25,200 $39,100
ii) % of Pay 31.7% 31.7% 31.8%
Saving/(Cost)
i)S $1,500 $3,100 $4,700
ii) % of Pay 3.9% 3.9% 3.8%
Notes:

1. The methods and assumptions used to determine the savings were the same as those used for the
December 31, 2014 valuation for the Safety members.

2. The County is assumed to hire one Safety employee into PPOA at January 1 of each projection year (we
have averaged results for one male and one female). The assumed age at entry for new hires is 35, and
the annual salary is assumed to be $42,400, $43,900, and $45,400 for the 2016, 2017, and 2018 hires,
respectively. These assumptions were provided by the County.

3. The maximum compensation limit for the retirement benefit is assumed to be 120% of $120,870, or
$145,044, for 2016 and it is expected to grow 2.00% per year.

4. Inthe AB340 benefit structure, the multiplier is 2.5% at 55. The multiplier increases by 0.1% for ages above
55 to a maximum of 2.7% at 57. It decreases by 0.1% for ages below 55 to a minimum of 2.0% at 50.
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Probation Peace Officers Association —July 1, 2016
[ Contra Costa County - AB340 with 3.00 COLA vs. AB340 with 2.00 COLA ]
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2016 2017 2018 2019
Saving/(Cost) = AB340 with 3.00% COLA = AB340 with 2.00% COLA

Calendar Year 2016 2017 2018 2019

Valuation Pay $19,200 $60,300 $104,100 $150,900
Annual Cost
AB340 with 3.00% COLA
i)S $6,900 $21,500 $37,100 $53,700
ii) % of Pay 35.9% 35.7% 35.6% 35.6%
AB340 with 2.00% COLA
i)S $6,100 $19,200 $33,100 $47,900
ii) % of Pay 31.8% 31.8% 31.8% 31.7%
Saving/(Cost)
i)S $800 $2,300 $4,000 $5,800
ii) % of Pay 4.1% 3.9% 3.8% 3.9%
Notes:

1. The methods and assumptions used to determine the savings were the same as those used for the
December 31, 2014 valuation for the Safety members.

2. The County is assumed to hire one Safety employee into PPOA at July 1 of each projection year (we have
averaged results for one male and one female). The assumed age at entry for new hires is 35, and the
annual salary is assumed to be $42,400, $43,900, $45,400, and $47,000 for the 2016, 2017, 2018, and 2019
hires, respectively. These assumptions were provided by the County.

3. The maximum compensation limit for the retirement benefit is assumed to be 120% of $120,870, or
$145,044, for 2016 and it is expected to grow 2.00% per year.

4. Inthe AB340 benefit structure, the multiplier is 2.5% at 55. The multiplier increases by 0.1% for ages above
55 to a maximum of 2.7% at 57. It decreases by 0.1% for ages below 55 to a minimum of 2.0% at 50.

5.  Results for 2016 are for six months only (July 1 through December 31).

)

®
»
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Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: David Twa, County Administrator County

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: Government Code 7507 Compliance - Retirement Benefits - California Nurses Association

RECOMMENDATION(S):

ACCEPT actuarial valuation of future annual costs of potential changes to Retirement Benefits, changing the pension
COLA for employees in the California Nurses Association who become members of the CCCERA on or after
January 1, 2016 or alternatively July 1, 2016, as provided by the County's actuary in a report dated September 8§,
2015 (attached).

FISCAL IMPACT:

As shown in the valuation, the combined result of the retirement changes described herein for employees in the
California Nurses Association would result in a savings of 1.3% of annual pensionable pay with the first hire in year
one. Future valuation results will change with demographic and cost updates. These projections do accurately
measure the direction of the proposed plan change costs. Over time, as more employees are hired into the new
PEPRA tier at a 2% COLA, the savings will become more significant. It should be noted that the figures presented in
this report represent the savings associated only with the negotiation of a 2% COLA. The savings described in the
valuation report do not include the savings resulting from the implementation of PEPRA.

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS 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: September 15,2015

Contact: Lisa Driscoll, County Finance David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Director, 335-1023

By:, Deputy

cc: Ann Elliott, Employee Benefits Manager



BACKGROUND:

Government Code, Section 7507 requires with regard to local legislative boards, that the future costs of changes in
retirement benefits or other post employment benefits as determined by the actuary, shall be made public at a
public meetingat least two weeks prior to the adoption of any changes in public retirement plan benefits or other
post employment benefits. The code also requires that an actuary be present to provide information as needed at
the public meeting at which the adoption of a benefit change shall be considered.

Assembly Bill 340 (AB340), known as the California Public Employees' Pension Reform Act of 2013 (PEPRA),
took effect January 1, 2013. Generally, for employees who become miscellaneous members of the Contra Costa
County Employees’ Retirement Association (CCCERA) on or after January 1, 2013, PEPRA requires a pension
formula of 2% at age 62, 36 month final compensation averaging, and a maximum salary amount used for
pension calculation of $110,100 (plus CPI). PEPRA does not address Cost of Living Adjustments (COLAs).

In the future, the Board of Supervisors may consider and may take formal action with respect to a proposed
change in the COLA to the pension benefit. The Board of Supervisors is taking no action today other than
accepting the report.

A report from Buck Consultants, dated September 8, 2015, is attached. The report explains that this change affects
only future employees; it will have no effect on the unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities of CCCERA. The
expressed savings are in annual dollar amounts and as percentages of covered payroll for calendar years 2016,
2017, and 2018. For calendar year 2016, the start date is assumed to be either January 1, 2016 or alternatively
July 1, 2016. The savings shown are combined employee and employer normal costs. The savings are equal to the
excess of the normal cost for the PEPRA structure and a 3.00% COLA to the pension benefit over the normal cost
of'a PEPRA structure and a 2.00% pension COLA.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Possible delay in the adoption of memorandum of understanding and in the future implementation of the pension
COLA reduction, resulting in loss of savings.

ATTACHMENTS
7507 Report for CNA dated September 8, 2015
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Buck Consultants, LLC
353 Sacramento Street
Suite 800

San Francisco, CA 94111

tel 415.392.0616
September 8, 2015 fax 415.392.3991

Ms. Lisa Driscoll

Finance Director

Contra Costa County

651 Pine Street, 10" floor
Martinez, CA 94553

Re: Complying with California Government Code Section 7507 Regarding Changes to Pension
Benefits of California Nurses Association

Dear Ms. Driscoll:

We have been asked to estimate the effect on the County’s current and future unfunded actuarial
accrued liabilities and Annual Required Contributions resulting from a new tier of benefits in the
structure of Assembly Bill 340 (AB340) with a 2.00% Cost of Living Adjustment (COLA) effective on
January 1, 2016 or, alternatively, effective July 1, 2016. Both dates are used as potential effective
dates for the proposed change for the members of California Nurses Association. We are comparing
this benefit structure to the AB340 structure with a 3.00% COLA which the plan currently provides.

Because this change affects only future employees, it will have no effect on the unfunded actuarial
accrued liabilities of Contra Costa County Employees’ Retirement Association (CCCERA) as of the
effective dates. We show the cost impacts on the charts below per one hire per year (results are
averages of one male and one female). The costs shown are combined employee and employer
normal costs. By going from a 3.00% COLA to a 2.00% COLA, the County will realize a savings. The
savings are equal to the excess of the normal cost for an AB340 structure with a 3.00% COLA over
the normal cost of an AB340 structure with a 2.00% COLA.

We have expressed the savings in annual dollar amounts and as percentages of covered payroll for
calendar years 2016, 2017 and 2018 (2019 is also included for the July 1, 2016 effective date). These
results are merely illustrative and the actual impact will depend upon the actual demographic
characteristics of the employees as well as the pattern of future hiring. On the exhibit for the July 1,
2016 effective date, results shown for 2016 are for the six month period July 1 through December 31.
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Future actuarial measurements may differ significantly from the current measurement presented in this
report due to such factors as: plan experience different from that anticipated by the economic and
demographic assumptions; increases or decreases expected as part of the natural operation of the
methodology used for these measurements; and changes in plan provisions or applicable law. Due to
the limited scope of this report, an analysis of the potential range of such future measurements has not
been performed.

The methods and assumptions used are the same as those used in the December 31, 2014, actuarial
valuation of CCCERA. The demographic as well as the economic assumptions with respect to
investment yield, salary increase and inflation set forth in the December 31, 2014 valuation have been
based upon a review of the existing portfolio structure as well as recent and anticipated experience.
Information on our new entrant profile is given in Note 2 of the enclosed projections.

The report was prepared under the supervision of David Kershner and Stephen Drake, who are both
Enrolled Actuaries and Members of the American Academy of Actuaries. David Kershner is a Fellow
of the Society of Actuaries and Stephen Drake is an Associate of the Society of Actuaries. Both meet
the qualification Standards of the American Academy of Actuaries to render the actuarial opinions
contained in this report. This report has been prepared in accordance with all Applicable Actuarial
Standards of Practice. We are available to answer any questions on the material contained in the
report, or to provide explanations or further details as may be appropriate.

Sincerely,
David J. Kershner, FSA, EA, MAAA Stepi"en Drake, ASA, EA, MAAA

Principal and Consulting Actuary Director, Retirement Actuary
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California Nurses Association —January 1, 2016
| Contra Costa County - AB340 with 3.00 COLA vs. AB340 with 2.00 COLA |
$50,000 [ Annual Cost by Plan Year ($) ]
$40,000
$30,000 /
520,000 /
$10,000
S0 T T
2016 2017 2018
Saving/(Cost) === AB340 with 3.00% COLA == AB340 with 2.00% COLA
15.0% [ Annual Cost by Plan Year (% of Pay) ]
10.0%
5.0%
0.0%
2016 2017 2018
Saving/(Cost) === AB340 with 3.00% COLA === AB340 with 2.00% COLA

Calendar Year “ 2017 2018

Valuation Pay $90,300 $184,200 $281,600
Annual Cost
AB340 with 3.00% COLA
i)s$ $12,200 $24,700 $37,600
ii) % of Pay 13.5% 13.4% 13.4%
AB340 with 2.00% COLA
i)$ $11,000 $22,200 $33,700
ii) % of Pay 12.2% 12.1% 12.0%
Saving/(Cost)
i)S $1,200 $2,500 $3,900
i) % of Pay 1.3% 1.3% 1.4%

Notes:

1. The methods and assumptions used to determine the savings were the same as those used for the
December 31, 2014 valuation.

2. The County is assumed to hire one active employee at January 1 of each projection year (we have averaged
results for one male and one female). The annual salary at entry is assumed to be $100,400, $103,900, and
$107,500 for the 2016, 2017, and 2018 hires, respectively. The age at entry for new hires is assumed to be
39. These assumptions were provided by the County.

3. The maximum compensation limit for the retirement benefit is assumed to be $120,870 for 2016 and it is
expected to grow 2.00% per year.

4. Inthe AB340 benefit structure, the multiplier is 2% at 62. The multiplier increases by 0.1% for ages above

62 to a maximum of 2.5% at 67. It decreases by 0.1% for ages below 62 to a minimum of 1.0% at 52.
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California Nurses Association —July 1, 2016
[ Contra Costa County - AB340 with 3.00 COLA vs. AB340 with 2.00 COLA |
$50,000 [ Annual Cost by Plan Year ($) ]
$40,000 //A
$30,000 //
$20,000
$10,000 /
SO T T T 1
2016 2017 2018 2019
Saving/(Cost) === AB340 with 3.00% COLA == AB340 with 2.00% COLA
15.0% [ Annual Cost by Plan Year (% of Pay) ]
10.0%
5.0%
0.0%
2016 2017 2018 2019
Saving/(Cost) === AB340 with 3.00% COLA === AB340 with 2.00% COLA

Calendar Year 2016 2017 2018 | 2019 |

Valuation Pay $45,200 $140,500 $239,600 $342,400
Annual Cost
AB340 with 3.00% COLA
i)s$ $6,100 $18,900 $32,100 $45,800
ii) % of Pay 13.5% 13.5% 13.4% 13.4%
AB340 with 2.00% COLA
i)$ $5,500 $17,000 $28,800 $41,100
ii) % of Pay 12.2% 12.1% 12.0% 12.0%
Saving/(Cost)
i)$ $600 $1,900 $3,300 $4,700
i) % of Pay 1.3% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4%

Notes:

1. The methods and assumptions used to determine the savings were the same as those used for the
December 31, 2014 valuation.

2. The County is assumed to hire one active employee at July 1 of each projection year (we have averaged
results for one male and one female). The annual salary at entry is assumed to be $100,400, $103,900,
$107,500, and $111,300 for the 2016, 2017, 2018, and 2019 hires, respectively. The age at entry for new
hires is assumed to be 39. These assumptions were provided by the County.

3. The maximum compensation limit for the retirement benefit is assumed to be $120,870 for 2016 and it is
expected to grow 2.00% per year.

4. Inthe AB340 benefit structure, the multiplier is 2% at 62. The multiplier increases by 0.1% for ages above
62 to a maximum of 2.5% at 67. It decreases by 0.1% for ages below 62 to a minimum of 1.0% at 52.

5. Results for 2016 are for six months only (July 1 through December 31).
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Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: FAMILY & HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE Cou nty

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: Report on the PITCH, Health in All Policies, and the Built Environment Program

RECOMMENDATION(S):
ACCEPT the reports from the Health Services Department on the Planning and Integration Team for Community
Health (PITCH), the Health In All Policies, and the Built Environment Program.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact - report only.

BACKGROUND:

The Board of Supervisors referred consideration of the Built Environment Program and Health in All Policies to the
Family and Human Services Committee on May 12, 2015. On July 20, 2015 the Family and Human Services
Committee received a report from the Health Services Department on this topic, including an update on the Planning
and Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH).

Attached are the two reports provided to the Committee. The first one is regarding the Planning and Integration Team
for Community Health (PITCH). The second report is regarding the Health In All Policies and the Built Environment
Program. Staff from the Department of Conservation and Development and Public Works Department were on hand
to address questions related to their involvement in PITCH.

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015

Contact: Tracey Rattray, David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
925-313-6835

By:, Deputy

cc:



BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

The Family and Human Services Committee requested that staff from the Health Services provide the report to the
Board of Supervisors.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The Board and the public may not receive current information regarding the programs.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

Not applicable.

ATTACHMENTS

Pitch Report

Health in All Policies, Built Environment Report
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To:  Family and Human Services Committee, Contra Costa Board of Supervisors

From: Tracey Rattray, Director, Community Wellness and Prevention Program, Contra Costa Health
Services
Julie Bueren, Director, Contra Costa County Public Works Department
John Kopchik, Director, Department of Conservation and Development

Re:  Planning and Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH)

Date: July 13,2015

Background

At the Board of Supervisors meeting on May 12, 2015, Health Services staff was directed to provide a
report to the Board’s Family and Human Services Committee (FHS) regarding the Planning and
Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH). Health Services staff was also directed to provide a
report to FHS on work involving Health in All Policies and the Built Environment Program’s work with
communities and cities. These issues are addressed in a separate report.

PITCH

On June 20, 2006, the Board of Supervisors received and unanimously accepted a presentation from Dr.
Richard Jackson, former Public Health Officer for the State of California and author of “Urban Sprawl
and Public Health: Designing, Planning and Building for Healthy Communities.” Dr. Jackson’s
presentation reviewed the growing body of evidence that shows how the design and physical layout of a
community (the built environment) and certain land use and transportation policies can directly or
indirectly influence a wide range of public health concerns. Dr. Jackson described barriers to physical
activity, including the absence of sidewalks, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and the distance between
schools, parks, libraries and residential areas and how they contribute to increased risk for bicycle and
pedestrian injuries as well as chronic diseases, such as heart disease, cancer, stroke and diabetes, due to
lack of daily physical activity. Dr. Jackson also reviewed how certain land use policies, such as those
promoting infill, compact, and mixed use development can in the long-term minimize vehicle miles
traveled and promote physical activity, thereby reducing risks for asthma and chronic diseases.

After the presentation, the Board unanimously directed an Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth to
reconvene to consider the County’s approach to the built environment and asked staff from the
Department of Conservation and Development (DCD), Public Works (PWD) and Health Services
(CCHS) Departments to work together to develop preliminary recommendations and report back to the
Ad Hoc Committee (2006 Board Order - Attachment 1).

Following this direction, DCD, PWD and CCHS began to meet regularly and formed the Planning and
Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH) to develop recommendations and discuss opportunities
for collaboration. On February 6, 2007, the Board unanimously accepted the report and recommendations

+ Contra Costa Behavioral Health Services « Contra Costa Emergency Medical Services « Contra Costa Environmental Health «
* Contra Costa Hazardous Materials « Contra Costa Health Plan « Contra Costa Public Health - Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Health Centers *




on the built environment and public health that had been prepared by PITCH and submitted to the Ad Hoc
Committee on Smart Growth.

The Board then directed that the existing staff working group formally establish PITCH to align and
integrate various ongoing planning, engineering, and public health initiatives throughout the County into a
coordinated team approach across departmental lines, to focus on the other actions that were described in
the recommendation section of the report to the Ad Hoc Committee, and to report progress made back to
the Board.

The Board also acknowledged the impact of the built environment on public health and affirmed the
Board’s commitment to promoting public health principles in the land use planning and development
process. (2007 Board Order with attachments— Attachment 2)

Since that time, PITCH has increased collaboration among County Departments and has been effective in
raising awareness among staff from DCD, PWD and CCHS about how their work can align to promote
health. PITCH has provided a forum for the three departments to work together on policies, programs and
projects that have created environmental conditions that support community health.

The four main areas that PITCH has focused on are: complete streets policies, including standards for
county roadways; planning policies that consider impacts on public health; planning for park and
recreational facilities for the unincorporated area; and improving coordination and planning in the siting
of schools. Specific efforts and outcomes in each of these areas have been described in reports to the
Board of Supervisors in 2008, 2012 and 2013 and are summarized in this report. Lead partners are
identified for some of the outcomes below, the others were PITCH projects involving all three agencies.

Complete Streets Policies and Standards for County Roadways

e Evaluated the County’s Roadway Policies and Standards based on the “Complete Streets”
approach, which recognizes that our roads serve bicycles, pedestrians and transit, as well as
automobiles, and are an integral element in promoting the principles of a healthy community.

e Provided input to the effort by DCD on the County's Complete Streets amendment to the General
Plan. Contra Costa’s unincorporated area was the first jurisdiction in the county to implement this
state law.

e Provided input to the effort by the Contra Costa City County Engineers Advisory Committee on
issues of conflict between Complete Streets policies and fire code.

e Provided input to PWD on several complete street projects throughout the County to improve
pedestrian and bicycle access and reduce injuries in our unincorporated communities, including
Willow Pass Road, Bailey Road, the Bailey Road/SR 4 interchange and Pacifica Avenue in Bay
Point, Parker Avenue in Rodeo, and Fred Jackson Way in North Richmond.

e Provided input to DCD and PWD on implementation of complete streets within development
projects including Coggins Drive in Contra Costa Centre and the Dougherty Valley Trail

e DCD and CCHS partnered to host community workshops in Bay Point to educate residents about
walkability, street design, and how built environment affects health.

e Activities on road standards led to a grant for technical assistance for a project in the City of
Concord to develop community design for a complete street.




Planning Policies

e Provided input to DCD on the preparation of a North Richmond Specific Plan. CCHS gathered
community input and provided comment on the administrative draft. The project ended when the
redevelopment agencies were abolished by the state in 2012.

e PWD and CCHS collaborated closely with DCD in the development of the draft County's Climate
Action Plan in the areas of transportation, land use and health. CCHS provided an extensive health
co-benefit analysis and a chapter on public health.

e Monitored the One Bay Area Grant Program (OBAG)/Priority Development Area (PDA) process
at the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) closely to determine consistency with
adopted County policies. CCHS and DCD both gained seats on MTC’s PDA working group and
provided feedback for project scoring criteria.

Planning for Park and Recreational Facilities
e Provided input through DCD on East Bay Regional Park Districts’ Master Plan.
e Provided input to the development of parklet standards that are going to be considered by the
Board of Supervisors for adoption in September for use in unincorporated communities

Improving Coordination and Planning in the Siting of Schools

e Discussed how school siting and design can be improved to increase physical activity and decrease
injuries. School siting is often done by school districts following State guidance without these
health considerations or input by local jurisdictions. This led to legislative proposals developed
through the Board of Supervisors’ Transportation Water and Infrastructure Committee that were
provided to state legislators for consideration. PITCH continues to follow school siting reform,
and worked with Board of Supervisors to encourage changes at the state level. The Board of
Supervisors also advocated for more flexibility and local control over the establishment of school
Zones.

Since the last report by PITCH to the Board of Supervisors in 2013, the team has continued to collaborate
on projects and programs to ensure that health impacts are considered along with DCD and PWD
priorities. These efforts include:

Developing plans for San Pablo Dam Road and Appian Way in El Sobrante
Improving pedestrian and bicycle access to schools in Alamo, Bay Point and unincorporated
Walnut Creek

e Completion of construction of the San Pablo Dam Road walkability project, which included
completing a sidewalk along San Pablo Dam Road through downtown El Sobrante as well as
planting street trees.

Working through PITCH has continued to build awareness of health impacts of the built environment and
has contributed to the success of projects in Contra Costa County communities.

Since PITCH was first established, there has been state legislation (Assembly Bill 32 and Senate Bill 375)
and regional policies (MTC’s OBAG) that require a transportation land use link, complete streets policies
and consideration of climate impacts of planning and projects.



PITCH provides a forum for staff from DCD, PWD and CCHS to work together to develop
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors on implementation of these state and local mandates. It is
recommended that PITCH continue to collaborate to ensure that health impacts of proposed policies,
programs and projects are considered and to report to the Board annually on its accomplishments.




Attachment 1

Board Order June 20, 2006

Subject: Built Environment
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10! " BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
FROM: Mark DeSaulnier Contra
Costa
DATE: June 20, 2006 Coun ty
- SUBJECT: Built Environment

SPECIFIC REQUEST(S) OR RECOMMENDATION(S) & BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION

(1) RECOMMENDATION: Receive and accept presentation from Dr. Richard Jackson, former
Public Health Officer for the State of California and author of “Urban Sprawl and Public Health:

Designing, Planning, and Building for Healthy Communities”.

(2) RECOMMENDATION: Direct the Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth to reconvene to
consider the County’s approach to the “built environment”. Ask staff from the Community

Development, Public Works, and Health Services Departments to participate to give input into
the scope and substance of this effort.

(3) RECOMMENDATION: Direct the Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth to convene within
30 days from today. Ask the Community Development, Public Works, and Health Services
Departments to work together to develop preliminary recommendations and report back to the
Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth within 90 of the initial meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT: None to general fund.

CONTINUED ON ATTACHMENT: YES SIGNATURE:
T RECOMMENDATION OF COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR — RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE
__APPROVE ___OTHER
ACTION OF BOARD ON __%/_Qg?[gggﬁ, APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED _2§r OTHER \_/
VOTE OF SUPERVISORS
v( : W I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS IS A TRUE
UNANIMOUS (ABSENT. } AND CORRECT COPY OF AN ACTION TAKEN
AYES: NOES: AND ENTERED ON THE MINUTES OF THE BOARD
ABSENT: ABSTAIN: OF SUPERVISORS ON THE DATE SHOWN.

ATTESTED, ;ﬁ:;%é- RO, pe-T,

JOHN CULLEN, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS AND COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Contact:
cc: BOS

0 é/\—é /v(.ﬁ\/K
BY O 2 DEPUTY
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A University of Maryland research project looked at the health of 200,000 individuals living in
US metropolitan areas. The researchers compared the degree of lower-density development (in
which homes are relatively far from shops, restaurants and other destinations) to the health
problems of the people living there. They found that as the degree of density decreased, the
chances that residents would be obese or have high blood pressure also increased.

Changes to our built environment can help reverse such trends. Improving streets for pedestrian
and cyclist safety and increasing access to open space and recreation facilities can create more
everyday opportunities for physical activity. Adopting local transportation and land use policies
that promote the establishment of grocery stores and farmers’ markets in more neighborhoods
and that promote ease-of-use for bicycling and walking to reach such destinations are others.

Financial and staff resources for new initiatives are always an issue. The county’s Community
Development, Public Works, and Health Services are already working on related issues with
small amounts of federal, state, and local funding. Projects that may emerge from this partnership
could be eligible for funding through the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC’s)
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) program, Cal Trans, or MTC’s Housing
Incentive Program (HIP). If such grants were made to the County, this could position the County

to receive other monies in turn.

Contra Costa is a growing, dynamic county of over one million people. We have always placed
an emphasis on public health and the quality of life in our communities. To meet the challenges
of future growth, our Departments must continue to work together to ensure a comprehensive

approach to planning in our communities.

R



Attachment 2

Board Order February 6, 2007

Subject: Report and Recommendations on the Built Environment and
Public Health




TO: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

FROM: AD HOC COMMITTEE ON SMART GROWTH
SUPERVISOR JOHN GIOIA
SUPERVSOR FEDERAL GLOVER

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2007

SUBJECT: REPORTAND RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC
HEALTH

SPECIFIC REQUEST(S) OR RECOMMENDATION(S) & BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION
RECOMMENDATIONS
1. ACCEPT the report and recommendations on the Built Environment and Public Health
prepared by an interdepartmental staff working group from Community Development,
Health Services, and Public Works and submitted to the Ad Hoc Committee on Smart
Growth.
2. ACKNOWLEDGE the impact of the built environment on public health.

3. AFFIRM the Board’s commitment to promoting the public health principles in the land
use planning and development process.

X YES
SIGNATURE upervisor John Gioia SuEervisor Federal Glover
RECOMMENDATION OF COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

APPROVE OTHER

CONTINUED ON ATTACHMEN

SIGNATURE(S): L
ACTIONOFBOARDON_ 023 /s /Oo~}  APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED ¢ OTHER X

The Board amended the Recommendations to the Planning Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH) to
include a direction to examine the impacts of existing roadway conditions on the quality of life.

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS | HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS IS A TRUE AND
X UNANIMOUS (ABSENT ) CORRECT COPY OF AN ACTION TAKEN AND

AYES: NOES: ENTERED ON THE MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF

ABSENT: ABSTAIN: SUPERVISORS ON THE DATE SHOWN

Contact: P. Roche, CDD-AP (925) 335-1242 ATTESTED o?—/ote/ o}

ce: CDD JOHN CULLEN, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF
CCC-Public Works Dept. SUPERVISORS AND COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
CCC-Health Services Dept.

CAO

County Counsel , DEPUTY




February 6, 2007
Board of Supervisors
Report on Built Environment and Public Health from Ad Hoc Commitiee on Smart Growth

Page 2

RECOMMENDATIONS - continued

4. DIRECT that the staff working group from Community Development, Health Services,

=~

and Public Works departments formally establish an interdepartmental Planning
Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH) to align and integrate various
planning, engineering, and public health initiatives throughout the County into a
coordinated team approach across departmental lines, and, as necessary, add staff
from other County departments to the team.

DIRECT the Planning Integration Team for Community Healith (PITCH) to pursue
implementation of the recommended actions as described in the attached reporton the
built environment and public health, including:

a) Evaluate the County’s Roadway Policies and Standards based on the “Complete
Streets” approach, which recognizes that our roads serve more than just the
automobile and are an integral element in promoting the principles of a healthy
community;

b) Evaluate methods and measures to implement the General Plan policies that
emphasize compact, infill, and mixed use development and consider impacts on
public health;

c¢) Identify and develop policies and implementation measures relating to the
principles of public health that could be incorporated into pending General Plan
Amendment studies, and into potential revisions in the General Plan and the
County Ordinance Code;

d) Integrate the principles of public health in the master planning of park and
recreational facilities for the unincorporated area; and,

e) Improve coordination and planning with school districts in the siting of new schools
and/or expansion of existing schools in the unincorporated area with the aim of
promoting the principles of public health.

DIRECT the Planning Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH) to evaluate the
feasibility of implementing a County “Healthy Community” Pilot Program to
demonstrate the concepts and principles of creating healthier communities, which
would be funded through outside grant sources, and to report back fo the Board on
program feasibility, specifically investigating the opportunities in receiving outside grant
fund sources and any potential constraints in applying them toward a pilot program.

DIRECT the Planning Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH) to report to the
Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth and the Board of Supervisors by July 31, 2007 on
progress in implementing the recommendations described above.

FISCAL IMPACT

None to the General Fund. Implementation of some recommendations in this report can begin
with currently available funds. For instance, the staff time and expenses for the respective
departments involved in the formation of the Planning Integration Team for Community Health
(PITCH) may be funded through departmental budgets or through specific grant funding
sources. Other recommendations described above may require securing additional funding
from other agencies, such as grant funding, or in certain circumstances where appropriate and
legal, recovering County costs through development application fees and park dedication fees.
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BACKGROUND / REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION

The Board of Supervisors at the June 26, 2006 meeting received a presentation from Dr. Richard
Jackson, former State of California Health Officer, on public health and the built environment. Dr.
Jackson’s presentation reviewed the growing body of evidence showing how the design and physical
layout of a community (the built environment) and certain land use policies can directly or indirectly
influence a wide range of public health concerns. Dr. Jackson described how the design and layoutof a
community can often create barriers to physical activity for various segments of the population and this
may be contributing to increased risks for obesity, heart disease, diabetes, and other chronic diseases.
These barriers in community design and physical layout may include the absence of sidewalks,
pedestrian/bicycle paths, and the distance oraccessto a community's public facilities, such as schools,
parks, libraries, etc., or the distance and access from a community’s residential area to its commercial
area. Dr. Jackson also reviewed how certain land use policies, such as those promoting infill, compact,
and mixed use development, can actually promote improved public health. For example, there is
evidence that policies emphasizing infill, compact, and mixed use development can in the long-term
minimize vehicle miles traveled and reduce the length of trips by the automobile, and thereby improve air
quality. The improvement to air quality in tumn helps reduce incidences of respiratory diseases among
the population (e.g. reduction in the asthma rate in children).

Recognizing these links between public health and the built environment, the Board at the June 20, 2006
meeting received a report from Supervisor Mark DeSaulnier that requested the Board's Ad Hoc
Committee on Smart Growth reconvene to investigate how public health considerations could be
incorporated into the County’s approach toward planning and development of the built environment (see
Attachment #1). At the June 26, 2006 meeting, the Board unanimously approved a request to the
Community Development, Health Services, and Public Works departments to work with the Board’s Ad
Hoc Committee on Smart Growth to identify approaches that incorporate public health concems in the
County's land use planning process and in the development of the public infrastructure.

This report to the Board of Supervisors from the Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth is in response to
the Board's June 20, 2006 directives concerning the built environment and public health, Attached for
the Board’s consideration is a report on the built environment and public health submitted to the Ad Hoc
Committee on Smart Growth that was prepared by an interdepartmental staff working group comprised of
Community Development, Health Services, and Public Works departments (see Attachment #2). The _
report from the interdepartmental working group provides an inventory of current policies and ongoing
efforts related to the built environment and public health. The report also recommends actions aimed at
more directly incorporating public health concems in the County’s land use planning process and in the
development of the public infrastructure. The Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth has reviewed the
report from the interdepartmental staff working group and is recommending the Board take the following

actions:

» Acknowledge the impact of the built environment on public health and affirm the Board's
commitment to promoting the public health principles in the County’s land use planning process
and in the development of the public infrastructure (e.g. roads, parks, schools, etc.).

» Directthatthe existing staff working group from Community Development, Health Services, and
Public Works departments formally establish an interdepartmental Planning Integration Team for
Community Health (PITCH) to align and integrate various ongoing planning, engineering, and
public health initiatives throughout the County into a coordinated team approach across
departmental lines, and, as necessary, add staff from other County departments to the team.
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Board of Supervisors
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BACKGROUND / REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION -continued

o Direct that the newly formed PITCH (Planning Integration Team for Community Health) also
focus on the other actions that are described in the recommendation section to this Board
Report, and to report back progress to the Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth and the Board of
Supervisors by July 31, 2007,

Attachments (2)

Attachment 1:  June 20, 2006 Board Order on the Built Environment from Supervisor Mark DeSaulnier

Attachment2:  Heport to the Ad Hoc Commitiee on Smart Growth from Contra Costa County Interdepartmental Working
Group on the Built Environment and Public Health, dated November 29, 2006
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Attachment1: June 20, 2006 Board Order on the Built

Environment from Supervisor Mark
DeSaulnier
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TO: " BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

FROM: Mark DeSaulnier Contra
o Costa

DATE: Jume 20, 20 Coun ty

SUBJECT: Built Environment

SPECIFIC REQUEST(S) OR RECOMMENDATION(S) & BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION

(1) RECOMMENDATION: Receive and accept presentation from Dr. Richard Jackson, former
Public Health Officer for the State of California and author of “Urban Sprawl and Public Health:
Designing, Planning, and Building for Healthy Communities”.

(2) RECOMMENDATION: Direct the Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth to reconvene to
consider the County’s approach to the “built environment”. Ask staff from the Community
Development, Public Works, and Health Services Departments to participate to give input into
the scope and substance of this effort.

(3) RECOMMENDATION: Direct the Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth to convene within
30 days from today. Ask the Community Development, Public Works, and Health Services
Departments to work together to develop preliminary recommendations and report back to the
Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth within 90 of the initial meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT: Nore to general fund.

CONTINUED ON ATTACHMENT: YES SIGNATURE:
RECOMMENDATION OF COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE
__APPROVE ___ OTHER
SIGNATURE(S): - )
ACTION OF BOARD ON ér// %@q A APPROVED ASRECOMMENDED X OTHER \‘_/'
VOTE OF SUPERVISORS
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BACKGROUND: Aspects of the environment that are human modified — from our homes,
schools, communities and workplaces, to our parks, industrial areas, roads and highways — are
more frequently being referred to as the “built environment”. There is increasing evidence that
this built environment affects our health in significant ways. Many modern health problems
including obesity, heart disease and stroke, cancer, asthma, stress, and traffic related injuries are
impacted by how and where we build our communities.

Modifications to the built environment that incorporate a focus on public health could ultimately
help decrease these health problems and improve both physical and mental health, learning,
quality of life, and the more efficient movement of people, goods and services through our
transportation system.

Obesity in the United States is a rapidly growing epidemic. Almost 30 percent of children in
California are obese, more than the national average of 24 percent. In Contra Costa, 31 percent of
all 5™ graders are overweight, or about 11,764 children in this age group throughout the county
The CDC estimates that if current trends continue, one out of four African American and
Hispanic children will develop diabetes in their lifetime. (See atiached Board Order on Child
Obesity, presented to the Board of Supervisors on January 24, 2006 for additional information).

A new study by UCLA shows that the number of California teens who do not get regular physical
activity is on the rise. The Health Policy Research Brief, a publication of the UCLA Center for
Health Policy Research, also reports that one in four California adults does not walk at all for
transportation or leisure in an average week — 6.8 million adults in all — and half walk less than
one hour each week, or about nine minutes each day.

Dispersed, lower density development results in greater travel distances to jobs, schools,
shopping and entertainment. Increased driving leads to poor air quality and higher rates of
vehicle collisions and injuries. The United States has one of the highest per capita automobile-
related fatality rates of developed countries. California’s pedestrian fatality rate of 17 percent of
all traffic fatalities is 6 percentage points higher than the national average. In 2003, the Surface
Transportation Policy Project ranked Contra Costa 4 statewide in dangerous places for
pedestrians. Latinos die more frequently than other Contra Costans from unintentional injuries

such as these. :

Physical activity can sharply reduce the incidence and severity of all chronic diseases and is
strongly influenced by the built environment. Walking is a moderate-intensity physical activity
that can provide significant health benefits, as can bicycling. Both of these forms of activity are
inexpensive and could be available to most residents if the environment is built to foster these
activities. A rapidly increasing body of literature supports the idea that modifications to the built
environment — such as streets that better accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists — not only
decrease injuries, but increase physical activity. Increased walking and bicycling will not only
improve health and safety, but decrease use of vehicles; thereby reducing traffic and improving
air quality.

Access to parks and other spaces where people can gather increases social cohesion, safety, and
influences the level physical activity. More than one out of four California adolescents — over
825,000 — have no access to a safe park, playground or open space for physical activity.
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A University of Maryland research project looked at the health 0f 200,000 individuals living in
US metropolitan areas. The researchers compared the degree of lower-density development (in
which homes are relatively far from shops, restaurants and other destinations) to the health
problems of the people living there. They found that as the degree of density decreased, the
chances that residents would be obese or have high blood pressure also increased.

Changes to our built environment can help reverse such trends. Improving streets for pedestrian
and cyclist safety and increasing access to open space and recreation facilities can create more
everyday opportunities for physical activity. Adopting local transportation and land use policies
that promote the establishment of grocery stores and farmers’ markets in more neighborhoods
and that promote ease-of-use for bicycling and walking to reach such destinations are others.

Financial and staff resources for new initiatives are always an issue. The county’s Community
Development, Public Works, and Health Services are already working on related issues with
small amounts of federal, state, and local funding. Projects that may emerge from this partnership
could be eligible for funding through the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s MTC’s)
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) program, Cal Trans, or MTC’s Housing
Incentive Program (HIP). If such grants were made to the County, this could position the County
to receive other monies in turn. ' :

Contra Costa is a growing, dynamic county of over one million people. We have always placed
an emphasis on public health and the quality of life in our communities. To meet the challenges
of future growth, our Departments must continue to work together to ensure 2 comprehensive
approach to planning in our communities.
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BACKGROUND

Land use planning decisions and the design and physical layout of a community (the
built environment) can directly and/or indirectly influence a wide range of public health

concems.

The relationship between public health and how the built environment is developed can

be illustrated as follows:

* Air Quality — Documented incidences of respiratory diseases among segments
of the Bay Area’s population has been linked to poor air quality. Poor air quality
in the Bay Area is directly tied to pollution emitted from automobiles and other
motor vehicles. Urban sprawl promotes more vehicle miles traveled thus
increasing auto emissions that contribute to poor air quality. Policies promoting
infill, compact, and mixed use development can help to minimize vehicle miles
traveled by reducing the number and length of trips by the automobile, and

thereby improve air quality.

¢ Water Quality — Runoff from development is one of the leading sources for
degradation of water quality in Contra Costa County and throughout the Bay
Area. Wastewater generated from development also poses a serious threat to
water quality. Contra Costa County has been an active partner with Federal,
State and Regional agencies in monitoring and improving water quality. Besides
adhering to regulations promulgated by State and Federal agencies, the General
Plan provides policy direction focused on improving and maintaining water quality
not only within the boundaries of Contra Costa County but also within the Bay

region.

o Traffic Safety — Although walking and bicycling currently account for a small
percentage of trips, they can be viable altematives to driving an automobile if the
facilities for the bicyclist and pedestrian are properly planned and integrated into




the built environment. Providing for safe accommodation of the pedestrian and
bicyclist within the built environment is essential to promoting these as

alternatives to the automobile.

» Physical Activity — Recent health studies suggest that the design and layout of
communities (the built environment) often create barriers to physical activity for

various segments of the population, and this may be contributing to increased
risks for obesity, heart disease, diabetes, and other chronic diseases. These
barriers may include the absence of sidewalks, pedestrian/bicycle paths, and
distance or access to recreational facilities.

e Hazardous Materials — Due to Contra Costa County’s legacy of industrial
development, hazardous materials are transported, stored, manufactured, or
disposed of in many communities throughout the County. As the awareness and
understanding of the health risks associated with the hazardous materials has
become better known, land use and environmental regulations have been
enacted in the County over the years to separate incompatible uses (e.g. housing
away from certain heavy industry) and to reduce the population’s potential
exposure to hazardous materials. As with concems about water and air quality,
Contra Costa County has been an active partner with Federal, State and
Regional agencies in monitoring hazardous materials and reducing the

population’s potential exposure to hazardous materials.

The built environment in Contra Costa County is shaped and influenced by many

factors:

* Individual decisions about land use and the public infrastructure made by the
County and the nineteen municipalities within the County, and the decisions

made by single purpose agencies or special districts;




e General Plan policies and zoning regulations or standards for the County and
each of the nineteen municipalities within the County;

* Funding priorities and design standards for the public infrastructure (e.g. streets
and highways), which are determined by numerous public agencies at the local,
regional, state, and federal level;

» The local economy and the market forces (increasingly regional and global
market forces) on the local economy.

The interdepartmental working group decided early in its review to limit its investigations
to those factors with which the County had the most direct role or involvement. Since
the General Plan is the highest policy document intended to shape the built environment
by defining a community’s vision and providing a roadmap for achieving this vision, the
interdepartmental working group initially reviewed the Contra Costa County General
Plan (2005-2020) to determine what policies or directives are contained in that plan
which relate to the concepts or principles for developing a healthy built environment.
This review determined that there are policies and implementation measures already
provided in the plan addressing many community and environmental health concems.
An inventory of the relevant General Plan policies is attached to this report as Exhibit

“A”.

The initial review by the interdeparimental working group also covered matters
pertaining to roadway design standards as administered by the Public Works
Department and typical conditions of approval used by the Community Development
Department for residential subdivisions. These are some of the mechanisms typically

used to implement General Plan policies.

The interdepartmental working group then set about identifying where new or renewed
or modified efforts should be directed in promoting and developing a healthier built
environment. To guide this exercise the following general of principles were applied:



* One size does not fit all. Contra Costa is a diverse county both in terms of
geography and demographics. This means that while broad principles may apply in
common for many communities, the needs, interests, and practical considerations
will be different for each community.

* Health issues also vary widely from community to community. Income level and
other factors create significant health disparities between residents of different
communities.

* Incentive approaches vs. regulation and rule-making are likely to be less divisive and
more successful in encouraging unique and creative approaches. We want to make
it easier to do the right thing.

» Community input is an important element in any interdisciplinary approach to
creating vibrant and healthy communities. Being innovative and thorough in
gathering community input will be key to success.

= Alotis already being done. The recommendations recognize and seek to extend or
expand current efforts that promote the concepts or principles for developing a
healthy built environment. See Exhibit “B” to this report for a current listing of County
initiatives related to developing a health built environment.

= Sometimes competing policies and interests may be encountered when

implementing a program related to the built environment (e.g. mixed use
development and higher densities are associated with higher noise levels).

RECOMMENDATIONS

Contra Costa County has always placed an emphasis on the public health and quality of
life for its residents. To meet the challenges of future growth within the County the
interdepartmental working group recommends the following set of actions.

1. EVALUATE THE COUNTY’S ROADWAY POLICIES AND STANDARDS BASED
ON THE “COMPLETE STREETS” APPROACH

“Complete Streets” is a transportation planning concept that balances the needs of
all users in designing and constructing streets. This approach recognizes that the
County’s roadways serve more than just the automobile. The needs of all users,
including pedestrians, bicyclists, disabled people, motorists, and emergency
vehicles, must be considered in the design of roadways. “Complete Streets” must




also be developed in compliance with Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and

Clean Water standards. The following are some tools that could be applied to finding

the desired balance among all users and in adapting it to specific situations:

a. Evaluate and update current Roadway Design Standards

b. Consider and adopt revised Level of Service Standards

c. Evaluate methods to improve neighborhood connectivity such as shift of

streets back to grid system, pedestrian cut-through connections

d. Prioritize non-motorized travel and access to transit

e. Consider and apply a variety of traffic calming measures that are

appropriate to the individual setting:

i.
ii.
iii.
iv.

V.

vi.
vii.
viii.
ix. Roundabouts and traffic circles at intersection locations

Wide sidewalks

Barriers between vehicles and pedestrians

Planting strips for pedestrian protection

Bulb-outs to increase pedestrian visibility

Short crossing distances and long signal timing to provide
safer crossing

Well-marked cross walks

Street trees to safely narrow field of vision and slow traffic
Median islands for pedestrian safety

Encourage narrower roadways widths under special
design standards such as P-1 zoning districts

2. CONTINUE GENERAL PLAN EMPHASIS ON COMPACT, INFILL AND MIXED USE
DEVELOPMENT WHILE BALANCING PUBLIC HEALTH CONSIDERATIONS
BASED ON CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD ADVISORY ON AIR
QUALITY AND LAND USE

As noted in Exhibit “A” to this report, General Plan policies already emphasize that
urban development in the unincorporated areas should occur within the County’s
Urban Limit Line to discourage urban sprawl. The General Plan also gives priority to



compact, infill, and mixed use development. While urban sprawl will be discouraged
under such policies, the interdepartmental working group acknowledges that there
must also be consideration of potential health impacts when implementing these
policies. For example, when considering the location of new residential projects near
industrial facilities or transportation corridors the environmental review should
consider the potential exposure to new residents from the health harming emissions
generated from the nearby industrial facilities or transportation corridors. The
California Air Resources Board has recently published an advisory set of guidelines
for local jurisdictions to consider when evaluating the potential air quality impacts
related to the siting of new sensitive land uses (e.g. new residential subdivision) near

industrial facilities and transportation corridors, such as freeways or railroad yards

(source: Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Heaith Perspective,
April 2005, California Air Resources Board). This document describes new air
pollution studies that have shown the association between respiratory disease and
proximity to high traffic roadways, it highlights the potential heaith impacts
associated with proximity to air pollution sources, and it recommends that planners
explicitly consider this issue in the planning process. The interdepartmental working

group believes that through careful evaluation, infill development, mixed use, higher
density, transit oriented development, and other concepts that benefit regional air
quality can be compatible with protecting the health of individuals at the
neighborhood level. The interdepartmental group recommends that the way to
achieving this goal is through the measures, as identified in the handbook published
by California Air Resources Board, which involve more direct communication and
consultation between the planners in the Community Development Department and
the air quality experts at the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and the
public health and hazardous materials experts in the County’s Health Services
Department when reviewing applications to site sensitive land uses near industrial
facilities or transportation corridors. Two immediate matters need attention in order
to institute the approach recommended by the California Air Resources Board: 1)
better definition in the methods or protocols for evaluating air quality impacts on
sensitive land uses (e.g. determining air quality impacts from high traffic roadways




on a new residential subdivision); and 2) identification of a feasible range of
measures to mitigate air quality impacts on the sensitive land uses, which are not
the source of the impact. The Community Development Department will need the
assistance and expertise of staff from both the Air District and Health Services
Department in improving the methods for impact analysis and defining measures to

mitigate impacts.

In addition to more explicitly evaluating the air quality impacts related to siting new
sensitive land uses, the interdepartmental group also discussed the potential for
applying a checklist or worksheet approach in reviewing land use proposals in
relation to multiple policy concerns, including: Smart Growth, Public Health, Water
Quality, Watershed Protection, etc. Attached for the Ad Hoc Committee’s
consideration under Exhibit “C” is a sample of a checklist developed by Tri-County
Health Department in Colorado used by local health agencies to identify potential
health impacts associated with new development. It might be possible to develop
such a scoring checklist approach for evaluating the public heaith concemns (or in
addition to other policy concerns) for land use proposals in the unincorporated area.
However, no consensus was reached by the interdepartmental group on how and in
what circumstances to apply the worksheet approach, not to mention what would be
done with the results as the land use application proceeds through the hearing
process. It may be possible to further explore the concept of a checklist approach if

the Ad Hoc Committee is interested.

. IMPROVE ACCESS TO COMMUNITY FACILITIES, GOODS, AND SERVICES

One of the most significant challenges facing certain communities in Contra Costa
County, particularly low-income neighborhoods, is their poor access to vital public
facilities, and essential goods and services. This is best illustrated by the greater
distances that residents in low-income neighborhoods now must trave! to reach a full
service grocery store. This problem has recently been exacerbated by the changes
in the grocery store business where major chain stores have been consolidated into



larger outlets located further from low-income neighborhoods. Poor access for low-
income neighborhoods to essential and healthy foods has now become a public
health concemn. While not so much a land use planning issue, there are steps that
the interdepartmental working group have identified that could partially address this
problem, namely potential County support for Senate Bill 1329. SB 1329 (Alquist) or
the “Healthy Food Retail Innovations Fund” proposed establishing a fund on a
statewide competitive basis for loans and grants dedicated to the development of
retail markets that would offer healthy, high quality, and affordable food in
underserved communities. S.B. 1329 did not make it through this legislative
session, but given the level of statewide interest it is seems likely to be re-introduced

in the next legislative session.

Another matter conceming access to community facilites reviewed by the
interdepartmental working was the siting of public schools. It is noted that while the
County is consulted by school districts in regards to siting new schools, the
consultation often occurs well after the school district has selected a site and is
already engaged in the acquisition process when they need a determination of
General Plan conformity from the County Planning Agency as directed under
Califomia Government Code Section 65402. More than a determination about
General Plan conformance is needed. Too often the school district’s imperatives to
acquire a site drive the planning process, and concems about providing access by
all transportation modes (auto, public transit, bicycle, and walking) become a
secondary concem. It is understood that a school district most follow a very
elaborate school site selection and development process that is overseen by the
state (California Department of Education and Office of State Architect). Ultimately,
the school district must answer to the State of Califomia to secure approval, and
often funding, for a school site, and so the local jurisdiction’s concems are
sometimes not foremost. Better coordination and planning for new schools between
a school district and a local jurisdiction is needed not only to assure that a proposed
school site matches local land use plans, but also to make sure it will be matched
with adequate public infrastructure, and that it promotes the concepts and principles




of a healthy community. A review of the Guide to School Site Analysis and
Development (2000 Edition), prepared by the California Department of Education,
indicates that the criteria for site selection does pay attention to location in relation to
walking, bicycling, and proximity to supporting public facilities (e.g. public library), but
these criteria need greater emphasis. Additionally, the school site design and layout
are based on the school facility essentially functioning in a stand-alone manner

(sometimes the security and safety features in standard school design create a
campus that is too internalized) with little recognition that after regular school hours
the school site often becomes either a gathering place for community functions or a

recreational facility.

The interdepartmental working group suggests that the County should directly
engage school districts in the unincorporated area and the County Office of
Education to establish a more coordinated process in the siting and development of
public schools to recognize their importance in creating a healthy community.

. OTHER POTENTIAL ACTIONS

In addition to the consensus recommendations contained #1 through #3 above, the
interdepartmental working group identified other potential and related actions that
the Ad Hoc Committee may want to consider, but as of the preparation of this report
had not completed its review to reach a consensus. The following are offered for

discussion purposes only:

a) “Healthy Community” Pilot Projects — The interdepartmental group discussed
the potential of the County undertaking pilot projects to demonstrate the
concepts and principles of creating healthier communities. These could be
pilot projects in each Supervisorial District where there is a documented
public health concern directly tied to the built environment. There is a broad
range of possibilities for pilot projects, everything from building capital
improvements tied to local public health (e.g. Montalvin Manor bus access



b)

improvement project) to working on school siting issues. However,
establishing funding source(s) for a County pilot program is necessary before
this concept can advance much further.

“Healthy Community” Worksheet — As mentioned in Recommendation #2, the

interdeparimental working group discussed the concept of creating a
worksheet or checklist to evaluate how well a land use proposal incorporates
the concepts and principles of a healthy community. An example of a
worksheet used by the Tri-County Health Department in Colorado is
provided in Exhibit “C” to this report. Inherent in this approach is reaching a
clear consensus on all the elements that make up a “healthy” community —
which necessarily would involve some subjectivity and judgment. Then there
is the question of how the worksheet would actually be used in the planning
process — what standing would it have in decision-making. This is not an
insignificant question given that the land us planning process is already a
complex exercise with the added legal requirement to process applications in
a timely manner pursuant to the Permit Streamlining Act. There was some
discussion that a worksheet approach could be used as an adjunct without
prejudice to the environmental review required under the Califomia
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). It is noted that the purpose of CEQA is to
protect the environment from proposed projects, not to protect proposed
projects from the existing environment, and to impose a requirement beyond
CEQA or its guidelines is prohibited (Baird, et al, v. County of Contra Costa
and Bi-Bett Corporation, California Court of Appeals, 1% District, February
1995). So while a worksheet could be prepared to score a land use
application in relation to health concems in paralle! with the required CEQA

review, it must by law be distinct and separate from the CEQA review

process, in order to avoid any potential claim that it imposes a new
requirement beyond CEQA or its guidelines.
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It is noted that in 2004 the City and County of San Francisco through its
Health Department initiated a health impact assessment for eastem
neighborhoods in the city. The Eastern Neighborhoods Community Heaith
Impact Assessment (ENCHIA) was an 18-month process where an
assessment was conducted of the health benefits and burdens from
development within several neighborhoods, including the Mission, South of
Market, and Potrero Hill. An important outcome of this effort was the creation
of a Healthy Development Measurement Tool (HDMT) to evaluate the extent
to which development in these neighborhoods is meeting the needs of health.
The HDMT (Tool) arrayed 27 community health objectives organized into
seven eiements: environmental stewardship, sustainable transportation,
public safety, public infrastructure/access to goods and services, adequate
and healthy housing, healthy economy, and community participation. This
pilot project is the first known attempt at comprehensive health impact
assessment of land use planning in the United States. A description of
ENHCIA is attached as Exhibit “D” to this report.

Planning Integration Team for Community Health (“PITCH?) - Establish an

interdepartmental Planning Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH).
This group would consist of representatives from County Administrator,
Community Development, Public Works, Health Services, and Employment and
Human Services departments. The purpose of PITCH would be to identify and
coordinate current and future planning efforts to improve community health.

Community Development, Public Works, Health Services, and Employment and
Human Services Departments are currently working on related and in some
cases overlapping projects in the community of Bay Point. The County could
more effectively align and integrate various planning, engineering, and public
health initiatives by coordinating them in a team approach across departmental
lines (similar in approach to the Service Integration Team established several
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years ago for the Welfare To Work initiative). In Bay Point, for example, on-going

related and overlapping efforts include:

Community Based Transportation Plan

Traffic Safety Education

Safe Routes To Schools

Specific Plan and Redevelopment Plan Implementation

The interdepartmental planning group has identified the following potential roles
for the PITCH:

Inventory and coordinate current activities in designated pilot
communities;

Identify opportunities for collaboration on the other projects identified in
Exhibit “B”; that may significantly contribute to community health;

Identify opportunities and funding to replicate these efforts in other Contra
Costa communities;

As a result of these collaborative efforts, identify opportunities, as needed,
to modify the County General Plan and Zoning Codes to more effectively
support community health; and,

Identify benchmarks and proxy measures for evaluating these efforts on
the health of county residents.

Add a Health Element to the General Plan — There was discussion about

adding a Health Element to the County General Plan. There are a few
jurisdictions in California that have or the equivalent of a Health Element in
their General Plan. Examples include: the City of Benicia General Plan that
has chapter devoted to “Community Health and Safety”, which incorporates
the requirements of the mandatory Safety Element and explicitly discusses a
vision for creating a healthy community; and, the City of Palm Desert General
Plan that has a Health Services Element, which addresses the significance of
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health case accessibility and affordability, particularly in relation to its sizeable
retired and senior population. Staff understands that the City of Richmond
may consider a Health Element as part of their comprehensive update to the
City's General Plan now in progress. It is noted that developing a Health
Element could be a potentially staff intensive and a costly undertaking since
there is no clear model to follow. The interdepartmental working group
discussed as an altemative that it might be more feasible to develop and
incorporate and explicitly state public health goals, policies, and measures
within the framework of the Land Use, Public Facilities/Services, and Safety
elements of the current General Plan rather than creating a whole new

element,

[Note: At the 10/12/2006 meeting of Ad Hoc Committee on Smart Growth, the committee
members expressed a preference to recommend that the Board declare its intent to
include a Health Element in the next comprehensive update to the General Plan and
during the interim consider the addition and/or revision to the existing General Plan

relating to community health and safety.]

d) Community/Neighborhood Park — Parks, open space, and recreational
facilities are an essential element for a vibrant and healthy community. While
Contra Costa County is well served by regional parklands and open spaces,
there is an ongoing challenge in developing and maintaining local
(neighborhood or community) parks and recreational facilities within the

unincorporated area. Some unincorporated communities are reasonably well
served by neighborhood parks but many unincorporated communities are
lacking in basic local-serving parks or recreational facilities. It is the view of
interdepartimental working group members that the problem is not rooted in
standards established for providing parks through the General Plan, but
rather it is the level of funding and the organizational structure in which parks
are planned and developed. Because the County does not have a Parks and
Recreation Department, the responsibilities for the financing, planning,
development, and management of local parks in the unincorporated area are
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Exhibit “A™:

Exhibit “B":

Exhibit “C™

Exhibit “D™

dispersed across several departments and service districts or service areas.
There is no real focal point for master planning and funding of local parks and
recreational facilities in the unincorporated area. Members of the
interdepartmental wérking group expressed concerns with how well the
funding level and the organizational structure for providing park and
recreational opportunities is serving the interest of establishing healthy
communities. To address these concerns, the County is nearing completion of
a comprehensive update to the park dedication (Quimby Act) fees for the first
time in nearly 20 years. Soon a new park dedication fee proposal will be
presented to the Board of Supervisors. If adopted by the Board, the park
dedication fee will not only increase funding for new park facility development
but also provide funding for capital improvements to existing park facilities
and enable the County to prepare its first comprehensive Parks Master Plan.

LIST OF EXHIBITS
INVENTORY OF GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
CURRENT INITIATIVES REGARDING THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT

CHECKLIST — PUBLIC HEALTH IN LAND USE PLANNING & COMMUNITY
DESIGN (TRI-COUNTY HEALTH DEPT., COLORADO)

SAN FRANCISCO EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS COMMUNITY HEALTH
IMPACT ASSESSMENT

FABuilt EnviroameniWReport to the Ad Hoc Comemnitics on Smast Growth1 12906.d0c
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EXHIBIT "A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
PROMOTING INFILL DEVELOPMENT AND
DISCOURAGING URBAN SPRAWL

OPEN SPACE ELEMENT, pages 9-3 to 9-4

OVERALL OPEN SPACE POLICIES

9-1.

9-2.

9-3.

9-4,

9-7.

9-9.

Permanent open space shall be provided within the County for a variety of open
space uses.

Historic and scenic features, watersheds, natural waterways, and areas
important for the maintenance of natural vegetation and wildlife
populations shall be preserved and enhanced.

Areas designated for open space shall not be considered as a reserve
for urban land uses. In accordance with Measure C - 1990, at least 65
percent of all land in the County shall be preserved for agriculture,
open space, wetlands, parks and non-urban uses.

Where feasible and desirable, major open space components shall be
combined and linked to form a visual and physical system in the

County.

The visual identities of urban communities shall be preserved through
the maintenance of existing open space areas between cities and/or
communities.

Open space acquisition shall be planned and funded, in concert with
the region's staged transportation, landfill, and water and sewage
plant programs.

Open space shall be utilized for public safety, resource conservation
and appropriate recreation activities for all segments of the
community.

Development project environmental review will consider the effect of
the project on the County's open space resources, whenever the
project proposes to convert substantial amounts of land from an open
space designation to an urban development designation.

The County shall preserve open space lands located outside the Urban
Limit Line by declining to authorize requests for general plan
amendment studies which would result in redesignation of such lands
to urban land use designations. The County shall not designate any
open space land located outside the ULL for an urban use. A
substantial portion of land developed within the ULL shall be retained
for open space, parks and recreational uses.

Exhibit A - Page 3



EXHIBIT "A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
IMPROVING AND MAINTAINING WATER QUALITY

PUBLIC FACILITIES/SERVICES ELEMENT, pages 7-5 to 7-16

WATER SERVICE POLICIES

7-1. Water service systems shall be required to meet regulatory standards
for water delivery, water storage and emergency water supplies.

7-2. Water service agencies shall be encouraged to establish service
boundaries and to develop supplies and facilities to meet future water
needs based on the growth policies contained in the County and cities'
General Plans.

7-3. Water service agencies should generally be discouraged from
constructing new water distribution infrastructure which exceeds future
water needs based on the buildout projections of the County General
Plan and city general plans.

7-4. Urban development shall be encouraged within the existing water
Spheres of Influence adopted by the Local Agency Formation
Commission; expansion into new areas within the Urban Limit Line
beyond the Spheres should be restricted to those areas where urban
development can meet all growth management standards included in
this General Plan.

7-5.  Development of rural residences or other uses that will be served by well
water or an underground water supply will be discouraged if a high nitrate
concentration is found following Health Services Department testing (see
Figure 7-2).

7-6. At the project approval stage, the County shall require new development
to demonstrate that adequate water quantity and quality can be
provided. The County shall determine whether (1) capacity exists within
the water system if a development project is built within a set period of
time, or (2) capacity will be provided by a funded program or other
mechanism. This finding will be based on information furnished or made
available to the County from consultations with the appropriate water
agency, the applicant, or other sources.

7-7. Water service agencies shall be encouraged to meet all regulatory
standards for water quality prior to approval of any new connections to
that agency.

7-8. The County shall cooperate with other regulatory agencies to control
point and non-point water pollution sources to protect adopted
beneficial uses of water.

7-9.  Opportunities shall be identified and developed in cooperation with water
service agencies for use of non-potable water, induding ground water,
reclaimed water, and untreated surface water, for other than domestic use.
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7-10.

7-11.

7-12.

7-13.

EXHIBIT “A”: Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
IMPROVING AND MAINTAINING WATER QUALITY

Land uses and activities that could result in contamination of groundwater
supplies shall be identified, monitored and regulated to minimize the risk of
such contamination.

The need for water system improvements shall be reduced by encouraging
new development to incorporate water conservation measures to decrease
peak water use.

The redamation of water shall be encouraged as a supplement to existing
water supplies.

The County shall encourage its water serving agencies to prepare written
drought contingency plans and hold public hearings on these plans. These
plans should identify the size of needed drought capacity reserves. In
requests for capacity verification for new development, the County shall
require that the serving agency exclude these reserves from its operating
capacities for the purpose of the verification.

WATER SERVICE IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

Development Review Process

The following measures were developed in order to ensure adequate water
supply and quality for the current and future goals of the General Plan and to
ensure consistency with the land use and growth management elements.

7-a.

7-d.

Conditionally approve all tentative subdivision maps and other preliminary
development plans on verification of adequate water supply for the
project. ~ Such condition shall be satisfied by verification, based on
substantial evidence in the record, that capacity within the system to serve
the specific development project exists or comparable demonstration of
adequate wastewater treatment capacity. Where no tentative map or
preliminary plan is required prior to development, approve no map or
development permit without this standard being satisfied.

Identify, map, and monitor those areas where high levels of nitrates have

been detected in groundwater supplies.

Discourage subdivisions or other permits which would allow the

construction of rural residential units served by well water in areas of

high nitrate concentrations, consistent with existing Health Department

policy.

Discourage subdivisions or other permits which would allow the

construction of rural residential units served by well water on lots of less
than one acre, consistent with existing Health Department policy.
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EXHIBIT "A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
IMPROVING AND MAINTAINING WATER QUALITY

SEWER SERVICE POLICIES

7-29

7-30

7-31

7-32

7-33

7-34

7-35

7-35

7-36

Sewer treatment facilities shall be required to operate in compliance
with waste discharge requirements established by the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board. Development that would result
in the violation of waste discharge requirements shall not be approved.

Sewer service agencies shall be encouraged to establish service
boundaries and develop treatment facilities to meet future service needs
based on the growth policies contained in the County and cities' General
Plans.

Urban development shall be encouraged within the sewer Spheres of Influence
adopted by the Local Agency Formation Commission. Expansion into new areas
within the Urban Limit Line but beyond the Spheres of Influence should be
restricted to those areas where urban development can meet growth
management standards included in this General Plan.

Development of rural residences, or other uses, that will be served by
septic tank and leachfields, shall be discouraged in areas with high
groundwater levels or soils with poor percolation characteristics.

At the project approval stage, the County shall require new
development to demonstrate that wastewater treatment capacity can
be provided. The County shall determine whether (1) capacity exists
within the wastewater treatment system if a development project is
built within a set period of time, or (2) capacity will be provided by a
funded program or other mechanism. This finding will be based on
information furnished or made available to the County from
consultations with the appropriate water agency, the applicant, or
other sources.

For future sewer facilities that may be required, appropriate land areas
in the County shall be designated consistent with other policies in the
General Plan.

Opportunities for using reclaimed wastewater shall be identified and
developed in cooperation with sewer service and water service
agencies.

Beneficial uses of treated wastewater including marsh enhancement
and agricultural irrigation shall be encouraged. Such wastewater
reclamation concepts shall be incorporated into resource management
programs and land use planning.

The need for sewer system improvements shall be reduced by
requiring new development to incorporate water conservation
measures which reduce flows into the sanitary sewer system.
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EXHIBIT "A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
IMPROVING AND MAINTAINING WATER QUALITY

SEWER SERVICE IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

In accordance with the land use and growth management elements of the
General Plan that limit growth until adequate waste management services can
be provided, the following measures were developed in order to provide for
the liquid waste disposal needs of the community.

Development Review Process

7-e. Conditionally approve all tentative subdivision maps and other
preliminary development plans on verification of adequate wastewater
treatment capacity for the project. Such condition shall be satisfied by
verification based upon substantial information in the record that
capacity within the system to serve the specific development project
exists or comparable demonstration of adequate wastewater treatment
capacity. Where no tentative map or preliminary plan is required prior
to development, approve no map or development permit without this
standard being satisfied.

7-f.  Identify, map, and monitor those areas where high groundwater levels
and soils with poor percolation characteristics have been detected.

7-g. Discourage approval of subdivisions or other permits which would
allow the construction of rural residential units served by septic tanks
and leachfields in areas of high groundwater levels or poor percolation
characteristics, consistent with existing Health Department policy.

7-h.  Continue to enforce Sections 420-6.002 and 4200-6.008 of the County
Code, which regulate the placement of septic tanks within the
watersheds of reservoirs.

7-i.  Include wastewater reduction and other measures recommended by
sewer service agencies in the conditions of approval for subdivisions
and other new development.

SAFETY ELEMENT, pages 10-40 to 10-42

WATER SUPPLY POLICIES
10-1. The County shall support local, regional, State, and Federal
government efforts to improve water quality.

10-2. The County shall support water quality standards adequate to
protect public health in importing areas as a priority at least equal in
status to support of Bay/Delta estuary water standards.

10-3. Point sources of pollution shall be identified and controlled to protect
adopted beneficial uses of water.
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10-4.

10-5.
10-6.

10-7.

10-8.
10-9.

10-10.

10-11.

10-12.

EXHIBIT "A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
IMPROVING AND MAINTAINING WATER QUALITY

Public ownership of lands bordering reservoirs shall be encouraged
to safeguard water quality.

Prohibit underground discharges of toxic liquid wastes.

Land use plans and major project proposals that would encourage
development served by wells and septic systems shall be approved
only after there are assurances of the adequacy of the aquifer and
that there is minimum risk of well contamination during the rainy
season.

Annexation of municipal or small service districts into the larger
districts shall be supported when such annexations would result in
water supply safety benefits to the consumers.

No new water districts shall be established.

The use of reclaimed water for industrial operations shall be
encouraged.

Because of the public need for water of a quality suitable for
domestic, industrial and agricultural uses, the County shall take an
active role in reviewing regional, State and federal programs which
could affect water quality and water supply safety in Contra Costa
County.

New water storage reservoirs shall be encouraged in appropriate
locations subject to adequate mitigation of environmental impacts.

Discourage the development of new wells for domestic use in areas
with high nitrite concentrations in the ground water.

WATER SUPPLY IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

10-aa.

10-ab.
10-ac.

10-ad.

10-ae.

10-af,

A permit system shall be required for all future wells or other shafts to
aquifers.

Monitoring of well water quality shall be required.

Develop drilling and sealing ordinances designed for protection of
aquifers and the public health and welfare.

Instruct the County Health Department to do a study of the nitrite
groundwater problem for East County including recommendations on
continued approval of new wells for residential use.

Prohibit underground discharge of toxic liquid wastes through
adoption of a hazardous materials ordinance or other means.

Encourage local, State, and federal agencies to investigate and
recommend methods of maintaining agricultural productivity with
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10-ag.

10-ah.

10-ai.

10-aj.

EXHIBIT "A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

reduced amounts of toxic and nutritive chemicals which can damage
water quality.

Encourage all water districts in their efforts to provide water supply
safety for emergency and disaster uses by the most practicable
means.

Encourage domestic water services to participate in the State Emergency
Services program for county-wide coordination of emergency response
planning and to take advantage of low cost purchase of auxiliary power
equipment where these programs would result in greater security for
domestic water supplies.

Encourage domestic water suppliers to undertake programs to
inform homeowners, schools, convalescent hospitals, and other
institutions of appropriate and efficient emergency use of available
water in an immediate post-disaster recovery period.

Review and evaluate regional, State, and federal programs which
could affect water quality and water supply safety in the County.
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EXHIBIT "A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
IMPROVING THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT
FOR PEDESTRIANS / BICYCLISTS

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION ELEMENT, pages 5-12 to 5-17

Circulation Safety, Convenience and Efficiency

5-1. Through-traffic along arterials shali be improved by minimizing the
number of new intersecting streets and driveways; and, when
feasible, by consolidating existing street and driveway intersections.

5-2. Direct frontage and access points on arterials and collectors shall be
minimized.
5-3. Existing circulation facilities shall be improved and maintained by

eliminating structural and geometric design deficiencies.

5-4, Development of a secondary road system of expressways shall be
considered as part of the solution to congested freeways.

5-5. The use of freeways for community circulation shall be minimized by
providing sufficient arterials and expressways.

5-6. The use of local and collector roadways for neighborhood circulation shall be
encouraged.

5-7. Physical conflicts between vehicular traffic, bicydlists, and pedestrians shall be
minimized.

5-8. Adequate lighting shall be provided for vehicular, pedestrian and
bicyclist safety, consistent with neighborhood desires.

5-9, Curbs and sidewalks shall be provided in appropriate areas.

5-10.  Emergency response vehicles shall be accommodated in development
project design.

5-11. The design and the scheduling of improvements to arterials and col-
lectors shall give priority to safety over other factors including
capacity.

5-12.  Efforts shall be made to increase short-term parking for retail uses in
areas where it is currently inadequate.

5-13. New development (including redevelopment and rehabilitation
projects) shall provide adequate off-street parking, or contribute
funds and/or institute programs to reduce parking demand.

5-14. New subdivisions should be designed to permit convenient
pedestrian access to bus transit and efficient bus circulation
patterns.
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EXHIBIT "A”: Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
IMPROVING THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT
FOR PEDESTRIANS / BICYCLISTS

5-25. Planning and provision for a system of safe and convenient pedestrian ways,

bikeways and regional hiking trails shall be continued as a means of
connecting community facilities, residential areas, and business districts, as
well as points of interest outside the communities utilizing existing public and
semi-public right-of-way.

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

Circulation Safety, Convenience, and Efficiency

5-a.

5-b.

5-d.

Design local streets so that the widths and curvatures fit the desired
speed of travel.

Design a system of local and collector streets within a development
to connect residences with arterials, activity centers and adjacent
neighborhoods.

Reserve rights-of-way to ensure compatibility with transit service in the
design of developments on appropriate freeway, expressway, arterial
and collector routes.

Adopt design standards and right-of-way standards with typical sections
showing relationships of pavement, median, sidewalks, lighting, and
landscaping. Typical sections for roadways shall be based on the
following minimum design standards:

(1) 12 feet per travel lane;
(2) 12 feet per turn lane;
(3) 8 feet per shoulder; and

Add 4 feet per shoulder if bike lanes are to be provided where parking is allowed.

5-f.

ive T ortation /Circulation Sys

Enforce County TDM (Transportation Demand Management) Ordinances
consistent with State law, and encourage neighboring jurisdictions to
adopt similar ordinances.

Develop and implement a comprehensive program of park-and-
ride lots, in cooperation with the cities, transit agencies, and
Caltrans, to serve the demand forecasted by this Plan.

Coordinate efforts with BART to expand parking facilities at or near
stations.
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5-h.

5-l.

5-p.

EXHIBIT "A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
IMPROVING THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT
FOR PEDESTRIANS / BICYCLISTS

Encourage and coordinate efforts with BART to extend train service
along State Route 4 to Brentwood and along I-80 to northwestern
Contra Costa County.

In cooperation with interested local jurisdictions, regional agencies,
and transit operators, conduct a study investigating the feasibility of
implementing commuter rail, urban rail, and other regional transit
services within the Transit Corridors identified in the Transit Network
Plan.

Request MTC, in cooperation with affected local jurisdictions and
transit operators, develop a comprehensive plan on the use of the
three percent discretionary funds from Regional Measure 1, and
include in the Plan a determination of the feasibility of additional
ferry operations.

Coordinate efforts with BART, bus operators, and other jurisdictions
to reserve rights-of-way, station sites, and other support facilities for
rail extensions within the Transit Corridors identified in the Transit
Network Plan.

Coordinate efforts with all transit districts serving the county to provide for
improved routing, bus frequencies, facilities, and improved design of land
development plans.

Expand transit service areas to serve all urbanized portions of the El
Sobrante Valley.

Provide safe pedestrian ways in the vicinity of schools and other public
facilities, and in commercial areas, and provide convenient access to
bus routes.

Construct the bikeways shown in the future Bikeway Network Plan
and incorporate the needs of bicyclists in major roadway
construction projects and normal safety and operational
improvements.

Develop a parking program to maximize traffic flow on new and
existing arterials and collectors by reducing or eliminating on-street
parking, by providing off-street parking or parking bays to
accommodate on-street parking, or enhancing transit or ridesharing
services.
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EXHIBIT “"A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES AND PARK/OPEN SPACE

OPEN SPACE ELEMENT, pages 9-22 to 9-24
PARKS AND RECREATION FACILITIES POLICIES

9-10.

o-11.

9-12.

9-13.

9-14,

9-15.

9-16.

9-17.

9-18.

Major park lands shall be reserved to ensure that the present and
future needs of the County's residents will be met and to preserve
areas of natural beauty or historical interest for future generations.
Apply the parks and recreation performance standards in the Growth
Management Element.

A well-balanced distribution of local parks, based on character and
intensity of present and planned residential development and future
recreation needs, shall be preserved.

Park design shall be appropriate to the recreational needs and access
capabilities of all residents in each locality.

Regional-scale public access to scenic areas on the waterfront shall be
protected and developed, and water-related recreation, such as
fishing, boating, and picnicking, shall be provided.

As a unique resource of State-wide importance, the Delta shall be
developed for recreation use in accordance with the State
environmental goals and policies. The recreational value of the Delta
shall be protected and enhanced.

Public funds from agencies such as the Department of Fish and Game
shall be utilized to purchase levees and acquire easements.

Public trail facilities shall be integrated into the design of flood control
facilities and other public works whenever possible.

Recreational development shall be allowed only in a manner which
complements the natural features of the area, including the topogra-
phy, waterways, vegetation and soil characteristics.

Recreational activity shall be distributed and managed according to an
area's carrying capacity with special emphasis on controlling adverse
environmental impacts, such as conflict between uses and trespass. At
the same time, the regional importance of each area's recreation
resources shall be recognized.
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EXHIBIT “A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES AND PARK/OPEN SPACE

PARK AND RECREATION FACILITIES IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES
Ordinances and Programs

9-a. Complete a comprehensive study of all open space lands in the County
to determine the areas that are most suitable for future park
acquisition.

Devel ent Review Proce

9-b. Require that new development meet the park standards and criteria
included in the growth management program and set forth in Table 7-
3. Ensure that credit for the park dedication ordinance requirements
be given for private recreation facilities only after a finding has been
adopted that the facilities will be open to and serve the pubilic.

9-c.  Permit additional marinas to serve the Delta and the Bay in select areas if
they meet the following criteria:

1) where projects can be clustered and located adjacent to similar
uses;

2) along waterways having an adequate channel width as defined
by the State Harbors and Navigation Code;

3) in areas having adequate public vehicular access;

4) where off-site improvements, such as required access roads,
can be assigned to development;

5) where adequate on-site sewage disposal can be provided;

6) where located in an area served by a public fire protection
district; and

7) when such uses will not conflict with adjacent agricultural uses.

Intergovernmental Coordination

9-d. Coordinate with the various school districts in the County to provide for the
joint use of recreation facilities.

9-e. Coordinate funds and programs administered by County government
and other agencies, such as the East Bay Regional Park District, to
obtain optimum recreation facilities development.
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KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES AND PARK/OPEN SPACE

9-f. Develop a comprehensive and interconnected series of hiking, biking
and riding trails in conjunction with cities, special districts, public
utilities and county service areas.

Funding

9-g. Form a county-wide committee to explore funding sources for
recreation and open space to support regional, community and local
park and trails on a county-wide basis.

9-h.  Work with local unincorporated communities to determine the means
of providing local park services where the need presently exists, as
well as when development occurs.

9-i. Increase the park dedication fee to a level which approaches the local

park dedication standards called for in this Plan.
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KEY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

SAFETY ELEMENT, pages 10-39 to 10-40
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS POLICIES

10-13.

10-14.

10-15.

10-16.

10-17.

10-18.

10-19.

10-20.

10-21.

10-22.

Hazardous waste releases from both private companies and from
public agencies shall be identified and eliminated.

Storage of hazardous materials and wastes shall be strictly
regulated.

Secondary containment and periodic examination shall be required
for all storage of toxic materials.

Industrial facilities shall be constructed and operated in accordance
with up-to-date safety and environmental protection standards.

Industries which store and process hazardous materials shall provide
a buffer zone between the installation and the property boundaries
sufficient to protect public safety. The adequacy of the buffer zone
shall be determined by the County Planning Agency.

To the greatest possible extent, new fuel pipelines should not be
routed through centers of population nor should they cross major
disaster evacuation routes.

In order to provide for public safety, urban and suburban development
should not take place in areas where they would be subject to safety
hazards from oil and gas wells. Development near oil and gas wells should
meet recognized safety standards.

When an emergency occurs in the transportation of hazardous mate-
rials, the County Office of Emergency Services shall be notified as
soon as possible.

Industry should be encouraged to utilize underground pipelines, rail,
and water transportation of hazardous materials to the greatest
extent feasible to take advantage of the greater separation from the
general public provided by these modes of transportation.

Applications for private or commercial recreation docks which would
encroach into waterways used primarily for recreation boating should
be reviewed by the County to evaluate their aggregate impact upon
public safety.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

10-ak.

Encourage the State Department of Health Services and the
California Highway Patrol to review permits for radioactive materials
on a regular basis and to promulgate and enforce public safety
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10-al.

EXHIBIT “A": Inventory of General Plan Policies

standards for the use of these materials, including the placarding of
transport vehicles.

Request that State and federal agencies with responsibilities for
regulating the transportation of hazardous materials review
regulations and procedures, in cooperation with the County, to
determine means of mitigating the public safety hazard in urbanized

areas.
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Exhibit “C”: CHECKLIST - PUBLIC HEALTH IN LAND USE
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DESIGN (TRI-COUNTY
HEALTH DEPT., COLORADO)



PR T

NACCRO and the Tri-(_‘,mss‘ tealth Department in Colorade developad this checklist io asslst local pubic hiealth agencies (L7 HAS
Hel Qr o

J

in 2hsit review of appl new develapinent of redevelop
ensure long m pio
issaes comnmented on by LP’HA; during the planning process,
sCreening process for umnov:ua e quality of decision-mak
reguiatory authoriy over, b

other interventions. 1.}
their focat planning deps
land ase plansing and communit;

15
RN

Water Quality
3 What is the source of water for the project?
A pubiic system or individua wed! 1

O ¥ public, does the agency have any regulatoiy
responsibility for quality assurance?

0 If private, are wellhead protection procedures
proposed?  Are the weli(s) completed in an area of
the aquifer that i free from identified or potential
sourcas of contamination?

O I rursl areas where gas or oif exploration is
veeurning, are domestic welts planned with ad-
equate satbacks from gas or oil wells?

] Does the project adsay uately addrass stormwates?
O What is the drairage pattern on the sie?

L3 Are there indications of drainage problems, such
as erosion, steep topagraphy, wetlands, bogay
areas, eic.?

03 A there adjacent or nearby bodies of water
(lakes, reservolrs, ditches, streams, ate.) that
receive drainage from the site?

DI If 2n erosion control plan has been n provided, are
effective erasfon control methods provosad chring
consiruction? Post-construction?

03 Doas the plan includs effeciive projac t-spacific or
regional stormwater guality measures? Both
angineered and non-gnginesred?

01 Does the propossd use warranit specific best
menagement or poliution prevention
{=.4., proper use of pesticides on go!

1 Doss the pmms include U{‘f‘ltk‘»"&i
expanses of paved are

COUISES)
iy large

a
..g

[ 1s the property in a ¥
{aquifery recharge aea?

{1 Doss the ave
hazardous producis or wastes |

Toodplain o a groundwater

proposed use have the p&:ent:éai o] ra!ease
i

f ublic heallhi and consistency i comutents submitted for «
I; can alse be used (o ider

5. The checklist
'E xlkr\ m~ muny puvm fneaith imz::.' that may arise during develn pmcm a:‘(r rcquxx po icy ci.'lrs-n o
€ Issues that ave speciiic be their furs
ozsciu} l' 1§ Mdic, antt fhe public, both to inciease awareness of rrﬁbm llf.dﬂh
fexign, and & eacourage appropriate referrat of applications to LPHAs for review and comment,

ient plang in fhelr comumusities, The checklist provides » methad 1o

development plans, and a. yicadens the heaith
potential bealth impacts snd provide a
addrasses net only those issues thet LPHAS have

s LiEAs

issues a;ar-.:idted Wi

groundwater?  (e.g., ASTAUSTs; rhemicals, including
agiiculisal chemicals such as pesticides and herhic cides;
ashiestos}

For more informatior, visjt:
www.ena. goviwatervearofcleanwater idues/
arowthwaterndf
httpsfiotioling asu.eduiwsfact /0003 himi
www.ire.ubc.calecoresearch/publica3.himl

yovww.fhwa. dot.govenvironment fwtrshd 6. hi

www.cde gov/healthyplaces/ahoui htm

Wastewater

D3 s the proposed wastewater treatment system adeguate
and effective?
Lenirafizad service

DK new central service Is proposed, doss &
facility have an approved wility plan?

D i new central service is not proposed, is the proposed
project within the service area of an existing rmunici-
val ulility or wastewater treatment diskeict, hased an
its approved utiiity plan?

O Doas the existing or proposed service provider have
the capacity to serve the development in compliance
with regulatory reguirements?

[ ks the proposed system fiscally sound?

e proposed

Individual sawage disposal systems (1505 )
1 What type of systems do the soils warrant?
0 A there site features or areas that should ke avoided
as 1305 locations?  \What are appiopriate sethacks?
03 Should certain site usas be prohibited from dischasg-
ingl into the 1ISO3? Are n"cv‘s'on in place o segragate
and collect these discharges?

For more information, visit:
clingsit) JHOOVER M

yonhwasLedulraodiore




Water Quantity
3
0

Is there a sustainable water supply for ¢
Has the permitiing agency {e.g., Stals nginger’s Office)
provided writlen confirmation that the apphicant owns
sufficient water righis for the poposed developmani?
Does the landscaping pian include appropriate water
conseivelion measures?

Are there opportunities for recycling or reuse of water
and wastawater generated by the project?

€ proposad use?

I

0
o

For more information, visin
cstfsicrmwals

-

8

WWW B DR ;_a.pedr
SUORDANeoPubsininof pai

f;

ginad. pdf

VWL 2ha goviondn!

aoviowow/nos

VOV B 5a.

wwiena.govilivabilite/pe vthwaler odf

ir Quality

O From an air quality perspective, is
compatible with adjacent uses?
L1 Wili the proposed use emit air poiluiants? Does it
require an emissions permii?

Are fugitive dust emnissions a potential preblem?

Buring construction? Fost-construction? What mitigaticn
measures should be 1aken?

Will the project b served by paved roads?
paving recommendad?

Does the proposed use generate odors?
If the project will emit air poliuiants or odors, what
measures should be employed to eliminate or smitigate
the emisions?

As the project develops, will there be adequate transpoe-
tation infrastructore in place lo absorb the volume of
traffic generated by the project withomt degrading af
quality?

Is the project designad
grid lvout or nen-circui
external connectivity, mixed uses

Is the project dasioned o offer and encourage the use of
tmvel chicices in addition to the automobile? Eg.
Transit-friendly design, bike/padestian trails, etc.

& proposed use

3

If not, is

i

5 the project in close proximily o celi towers, Goway
fites or other uses that emit patentially hannful electo-

magnetic radiation?

more information, visit:

3

For

waveshaaodaiaoiansaltian

vidL L eoysenvirnmet

pportunities for Physical Fitness
Are open spaces and Lrails inciuded (o provide regular
oppotunity for physical activit ies such as walking and
biking?
Are communities bullt with miredhuse commerzial and
residential purpeses, and with sidewaiks so that peopile
can walk to movies, restaurants, and 5o on?

3 Are schools built withio cormmuniiias so that yaunyg people

can walk to schooi?

Are sidewalks wide enough for rwlitiple uses {e.g,,

and walkersy?

is lighting placed along trails end sidewalks to increase

D,,
a

3

hikes

O

the comfort isvel of those using them?
{3 is thare park space and equiprnent for children o play
with?

more Information, visit:
www.surgeengeneral.acv/lopicssobesity/

wwwisprawlwatch org/health, pdf
www.nga org/common/issyeSnaiDetsiiPrint ¢
1,1434,2473,00.htm)

wwwvipi.orgdwalkabilivy, pddi

o

.
Transportation and Injury
Prevention

3 # the proposed use involves significant truck traffic, does
the site plan provide adequate room for truck tumaraunds
znd safe truck access and sgress, refative to reighboring
dgevelopments?

Qoes the proposed project include safe routes o
with & minimum of street crossings ana high visibility
chifdren walking to school?

Does the proposed plan include pedestran signals anc
mid-street islands an busy streets, and presence of bicycie
tanes and trajls?

Does the project include traffic quirting road aeEsigns in
buth subdivisions and shopping districts?

Does the adequate nizighborhiood access
to public transportation?

iives the propased project include amens, depresged
curbs or perodic breaks in curbs that act as ramps for
pecple wilh disabifities?

Does the proposed project inclede vaice/audia or visual
clues provided at crosswalks and transit stops?

Does the project comply with ADA

of curb rarmps, ceess slopes

schiogd

ror

project provids

0

requiremernts for
desigr and detectibie

wWarings for new construckion or ratrofic projecis?



For more information, visit:
voww transact.org/Reporisidriven/
wwyi-cta ornl.gevinpts!1 993/doc/NPTS. Boakiet ndt
wyw.aaafoundation.orgéresaurcesfindex. cfm?

butfon=agdriext

wwwenrd.nhtsadot.gev/pddinm-30/NCSATSI2001 4
2001 pedestrian pdf

o
“Noise

[J s the proposed project compatible with neighboring
uses from a noise perspective?

[ Is the proposed project subject to nuisance noises fram
reathy uses such as airports, high volume roadways,
industrial uses?

[ s the proposed project likely to generate noises that will
create a nuisance to neighboring uses?

[0 Are there engineered or non-enginesred measures
that can be emplayed to mitigate nulsance noises, such
as setbacks, sound walls, vegetative barriers, opera-
tional practices, and so on?

For more information, visit:
www.culturechange.org/is
www.naisewavs.org/

noise. htm

‘%ﬁ‘ﬁatural and Manmade Hazards

{1 s tha site in a flood or landsiide prone area?

[Tl s the propuosed use appropriate for the site, given the
polential hazard{(s)?

(] Does the praposed use present the potential for
releases or spilfs of toxic materiais? (E.g., above or
undergiound storage tanks, drum storage, pool chemi-
cals, etc.)

{0 What measures {e.g., engineering controls, design
features or buffering) should be employed to eliminate
or mitigate the hazard(s)?

%Solid and Hazardous Waste Disposal

L3 1s the gestogy and hydrology of the site suitable for the
proposed waste handiing ot disposal activity?

[ Is the propesed waste handling or disposal activily
compatibia with adfacent existing or zoned uses?

(O *what design, operational or pallution prevention
practices should be employed te reduce the likelhood
of releases or fo mitigate potential impacts fror the
proposed waste handling or disposal activity?

[ are plans in place to prevent retease of hazardous
materials into the environment in the event of an an-
site fire?

Foy more information, visit:
www,plannersweb.com/sprawl/solutions regional htmi
ggxég_w_f__ggg"gg\_r,@mgliance[resouggg_sjpub]icagigg;{gjj
reducing risk_com voll.pdf

%ff;;st Site Uses

(] is there historic evidence of salid or hazardous waste
disposat or releases on or adjacert to the site? If 50,08
there potential for exposure or risk due to contamina.
tion or sxplosive gases?

[ what additionat information, monitoring, or mitigation
measures of these sites are necessary?

[1 Are new industrial facilities planned? Have the potential
impacts on health been assessed?

For more information, visit;

www.sustainable.doe.gov[landuse[tz@_wm’:ghtmi

www.brownfield.ora/ActionfLanduse/BAP%20land pdf

%{slk Storage Facilities

(e.g., chemicals, fertilizers, etc.)

[ What design, operational or pallution prevention
practices should be employed to reduce the fikelihoad
of releases or to mitigate potential impacts in the event
of 2 release?

[] Are adequate secondary containment measures
proposed?

[7] Daoss the facility have an adequate proposal for or an
approved spill prevention control and countermeasures
(5PCC) plan?

[] Is the facility near vulnemble resousces that may require
contingency planning for protection in the event of an
on-site fire?

For more information, visity
www.epa.gav/neresdl /land-sci/ndl/3351eb98 pdf

a

#

‘Zoonosis

[3 Is the site on or adjacent to an area that might involve
the risk of zoonot: disease transrizsion such as Wast
Mile virus?  H so, have measuras bean taken to prevent
spread of zoonotic diseases such as filling i pools of
water or open ditches that may provide breeding
grounds for mosguitos or vermin?

Page 3




[J Have abatement/vecior controf measuras been
ronsidered?  f lethal controd is proposed, I the appli-
cant aware of regulatory standiards for contyolled use of
pesticides?

ealth Eguity

ve disadvantaged populations at greater risk of expo-
sure 1o environmental hazards?
How are potential hazards distributed across the
commisnily emong diferent population groups?
Are affectzd residents involved in the planning process?
Have they been Involved in providing data about their
neighborhoads?
Does the proposed project present unsafe conditions or
deter access and free mobiliyy for the physically
handicapped?
Are there information barriers preventing peopls with
disabilities from participating in the planning process?
what is the overall picture of anvironmental hazards
amonyg all of the categories listed i the checklist,
particularly for low-income zornmunitias?
What zoning decisions under consideration would
afleviate or exacerbate the potential for creating
environmental exposures to contaminants?
What health data exist for the community that indicate
ieading causes of mortafily and morbidity?  How might
thay be Important for expected radeveigpment?

s

O 00 o o=

O

O

For more information, visit;
www snrawlwatch.orgfhealih. pelf
www.ejrc. zau.edufnatsmartanwihinit hun

Mattonal Association of County ang
Lreeironmental Heal

17t Styeer, NW o« ipy

Fhone (2023 783-S350 » Tax (203)

Y
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:‘ﬁddiﬁanal Resources

wwa e Addtisisman Growth/solvedsaiveing asn

wwviebiodiversitynrolectorafmessagekis. him

€ase Studies

vy planneswet com/sprawlisolutions regional b
www.nga.orgfcommuoniissueBriefDelailfriny!

1.3434.2488 .00 html




Exhibit “D”:

SAN FRANCISCO EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS
COMMUNITY HEALTH IMPACT ASSESSMENT




SAN FRANCISCO
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
OCCUPATIONAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

Our Mission: Ensuring safe and healthy living and working condssions - for all San Franciscans

Asian Neighborhood Design

= é

Center for Human Development

Charlie's Place i e = e :

Citizen's Housing. Like many metropolitan areas, San Francisco must contend with multiple, and often competing, interests and

«Jardiniere / Nextcourse needs as it makes decisions regarding economic and land use development. Ideally, City decisions will strike
the right balance amang social, economic, and environmental interests. However, despite the
complementary goals of urban planning and public health, health considerations are typically left off of the
scales.

The Eastern Neighborhoods Community Health Impact Assessment (ENCHIA) was an 18-month long
process to assess the health benefits and burdens of development in several San Francisco neighborhoods,
including the Mission, South of Market, and Potrero Hill. Convened and facilitated by the Program on Health,
Equity, and Sustainability at the SF Department of Public Health, ENCHIA was guided by a multi-stakeholder
Community Council of over 20 diverse organizations whose interests were affected by development.

Using a set of methods broadly referred to as “Health Impact Assessment® (HIA), the ENCHIA process
reflected growing scientific understanding that optimal health could not be achieved by heaith services and
individual behaviors alone but through healthful neighborhood conditions including adequate housing; access
to public transit, schools, parks and public spaces; safe routes for pedestrians and  bicyclists; meaningful and
productive employment; unpoliuted air, soll, and water; and, cooperation, trust, and civic participation.

The ENCHIA process resuited in a number of important outcomes. Among them are:
*  Producing a vision of a Healthy San Francisco;
*  Developing community health planning objectives to reflect that Health City Vision,
5 *  ldentifying indicators to measure those objectives and vision;
-orporation L § *  Generating and presenting data on those objectives and indicators to assess how the
Transportation for a Livable City. City was doing with respect to that Vision;

Urban Habitat *  Developing research and forecasting tools to relate planning to health outcomes;

Walk SF : = Developing a menu of urban policy strategies to advance those objectives: and,

L - . «  Integrating all of the above products into the Healthy Development Measurement Tool
?::::nggf; gggl’;”es Froviding (HDMT), an evidence-based support tol for healthy planning and policy-making.

SF Department of City Planning ENCHIA has also resulted in a number of process outcomes. These include achieving an increased

SE Department of Parking and Traffic  understanding of the human health impacts of development; the use of public health rhetoric and evidence in
SF-Departmert of Public Health public policy dialogues and debates; new working relationships among Council members with

8F Municipal Transporiation Agency ~ complementary interests; and, a broadening of the horizons of a government agency.
gggeef:aﬁbn”and Park Department  The Healthy Development Measurement Tool represents the most significant product of this process.
: Participants in ENCHIA envision that the Toof might ultimately be used in a comprehensive way by many City
Technical Advisors agencies in comprehensive planning, in plan and project review, and in agency specific planning and
echnical Advis budgeting. The SF Department of Public Health is committed to developing and maintaining the Tool,
supporting pilot applications in San Francisco, and monttoring the progress of community health indicators.

Columbia University
Center for Collaborative Policy This HIA refiects the first attempt at a comprehensive health impact assessment of land use planning in the
s ir and Coordinator United States. We feel successful in completing the process, maintaining stakeholder participation, and
ponsor ang Loordi adapting and responding o challenges raised along the way. Today, as we prepare to apply the Heaithy
Development Measurement Tool to other planning contexts, we see this work as a reflection of the state of the
gs_oepamﬁm L;{hPUE"gi: Hgan!éh field - a clear need for tools and methods fo assess health in land use planning. We also belleve this
Suri%f‘amg? e, ity experience reflects the call for comprehensive health and social assessment, which has long been unheeded
inabity by many government agencies.
Website
www.sidph.org/phes/enchia.htm

For more information, please contact:
Lili Farhang, ENCHIA Project
Coordinator at fili.farhang@sfdph.org




- DRAFT DOCUMENT -

Example

‘e(’om HDMT

Element B. Sustainable Transportation (ST)

Objective 8T.1 Decrease private motor vehicles trips and miles traveled

Health-based Rationale [references forthcoming]

* Location-efficient growth can allow for population and job growth without increases in VMT which
is directly proportional to gasoline consumption, vehicle emissions, pedestrian injury rate, hearing,
environmental noise exposure, physical mactawty lower social cohesion.

* Respiratory disease (air pollution), pedestrian injury, sleep disturbance, annoyance, speech
impairment, hypertension (noise), exposure to environmental contammatxon due to fuel and oil

spills, air emissions, etc.

=  Link physical activity and health outcomes (ie CVD, stroke, cancer) as well as costs that are saved

from the prevention of these diseases.

Established Standards

= HP 2010 Objective 22.14: Increase the proportion.of tnps made by wa!kmg
= HP 2010 Objective 22.15: Increase the proportlon of trips made by bicycling

Key indicators

Developm,e,m:Taggets«,;

a. Vehicle miles traveled per San Francnsco
resident (SF drivers only)

b. Aggregate regional vehicle miles traveled -

Development resuits in regional contributions to vehicle
mnles traveled that are:
Min: 20% below standard area trip generation
.rate for type and:size of project
'nchmark 30% below area trip generation
. rate”‘
S Max: e

c. Vehicle trips per r&sidént

Development results in vehicle trips that are:
= .- Min: 20% below standard area trip generation
~ rate for type and size of project
= Benchmark: 30% below area trip generation
rate
= Max: -

d. Proportion of commute tnps made by
walking or blkmg

Development resuits in:
= Min: 10% increase in trips made by walking or
bilking
*  Benchmark: : 25% increase in trips made by
walking or bilking
= Max: 50% increase in trips made by walking or
bilking

e. Proportion of commute trips made by
public transit

Development results in:
*  Min: 10% increase in the trips made by public
transportation
= Benchmark: 25% increase in the trips made by
public transportation
= Max: 50% increase in the trips made by public
transportation

-18-

Healthy Development Measurement Tool




- DRAFT DOCUMENT - Example

£com HDMT

f.  Ratio of miles of bicycle lanes and paths to | Development includes bicycle lanes linked to the cities

miles of roads existing bicycle network

g. Total transport expense relative to median | Development subsidizes public transit passes for
income households earning <200% of the poverty line

h. Area score on Pedestrian Environmental Development ensures:
Quality Index™ *  Min: PEQI score of a rating of good

*  Benchmark: PEQI score of very good or
improves the PEQI by one rating level

I Proportion of households owningacar | Development provides strucmred parking ratios at the
following ratios as a maximum:
s Min: Three: spac&s for every four households
* Benchmark: One spage for every two
households
= Max’ -

Policy and Design Strategy Suggestions:

Location of development close to high capacrty transrt
increased street connectivity®
Construction of quality bike and pedesman ‘facilities
Transportation nmpact fees based on vehicle: tﬂps :generated by pﬁejects
Congestion pricing policies on road facilifies and w:thm hngh trafﬁc areas
Reduced structured parkmg requ:rements
Structured parking forgar:sh : :
No cost shuttles between worksites, homes, and regional pubhc transit
Employee subsidy for mass transit
Tax incentive for mass transit: B
Enhanced bicycle padqng and changn;g facilities
Employee parking policy: parameters
" Preferred car pool:parking
- Minimum parking prices should exceed the unsubsidized cost of transit fares
- Set prices at par with-market price for area all day parking facilities

.- No discount for long-term:passes
Not allowing any reserved parking spaces for individual employees at existing facilities

-19-
Healthy Development Measurement Tool



D'Andre Wells/CD/CCC To Patrick Roche/CD/CCC@CCC, Rose Marie
02/13/2007 07:35 AM P_ietraleD,lCCC@CCC, David Brockbank/CD/ICCC@CCC
cc Jim Kennedy/CD/CCC@CCC

bce

Subject Fw: Nove Property Public Hearing

—— Forwarded by D'Andre Wells/CD/CCC on 02/13/2007 07:34 AM ——-
"marvin mendelsohn”

<marvin755@earthlink.net> To "D'Andre Wells" <DWell@cd.cccounty.us>
02/12/2007 08:55 PM cc "ACTIONMETALS" <ACTIONMETALS@covad.net>, “John
Please respond to Troughton" <john_troughton@cushwake.com>
marvin755@earthlink.net Subject Nove Property Public Hearing

Dear D'Andre,
Regarding the public hearing before the Contra Costa Board of Supervisors on the Nove Property development, my concers are the following:

Action Metals has been located at the corner of Richmond Parlcway and Pittsburg Avenue for 11 years. We've witnessed numerous automobile
accidents and fatalities on that comer. We suggest an altemate truck route due to our safety concerns as well as health concemns from all the
diesel fumes that would be emitted from the trucks. The K & B Bellaflora development project bronght in hundreds of tons of dirt loaded onto
diesel trucks, which we are sure will be duplicated by Signature Homes® project. That earthwork took over a year to be completed. Our
customers' and employees’ safety is our main concern. Heavy equipment such as semi-trucks and bottom loaders should not have access onto
Pittsburg Avenue from the Richmond Parlcway, and instead, should be routed down to Parr Boulevard and then onto 3rd. Pittsburg Avenue is
too narrow to accommodate that type of equipment traffic. We feel our bus iness will also be impacted by the heavy trucks blocking our
customers’ ingress and egress from our property entrance which is only 60 feet from the intersection's traffic lights located on the Richmond

Parkway.

The alternate access during the construction phase of the Nove Property should be in the Conditions of Approval to insure our customers,
employees, and overall business is not negatively impacted.

Please present this to the Board of Supervisors on my behalf,
Sincerely,

—- marvin mendelsohn

—- marvin755(@earthlink.net

President
Action Metal Recycling




S CONTRA CoOSTA
WILLIAM B. WALKER, M.D. - PUBLIC HEALTH
HEALTH SERVICES DIRECTOR ~ 597 CeNTER AVENUE, SuITe 200

MARTINEZ, CALIFORNIA 94553

WENDEL BRUNNER, M.D. CONTRA COSTA PH (925) 313-6712

Fax (925) 313-6721
URERFOE i PRCUR FERSSH H E A LT H S E Rv I C E S WENDEL.BRUNNER@(HSD.)CCCOUNTY.US

To:  Family and Human Services Committee, Contra Costa Board of Supervisors

From: Tracey Rattray, Director Community Wellness and Prevention Program, Contra Costa Health
Services

Re:  Health In All Policies, Built Environment Program

Date: July 13,2015

Background

At the Board of Supervisors meeting on May 12, 2015, Health Services staff was directed to provide a
report to the Family and Human Services Committee (FHS) regarding the Planning and Integration Team
for Community Health (PITCH) (submitted in a separate report), Health in All Policies and Contra Costa
Health Services’ Built Environment Program.

Health in All Policies

Health in All Policies (HiAP) is a concept that recognizes that the work of government and community
agencies, such as park departments, police departments, planning departments, public works departments,
schools, and day care centers, profoundly impacts the health of the communities they serve. HiAP is a
strategy to improve population health that is promoted by a wide variety of organizations and entities
including: the World Health Organization, the American Planning Association, the Institute of Medicine,
the National Association of County and City Health Officials, and the California Strategic Growth
Council. The State of California and, locally, the City of Richmond have officially adopted HiAP as part
of their organizational policies.

These stakeholders use a variety of definitions of Health in All Policies to guide their work. Contra Costa
Health Services Department uses the term Health in All Policies to signify the principle that agencies and
institutions should consider health as one of the factors when developing plans and policies. Decision
making around development, redevelopment, transportation, parks, schools, land use and other issues is
complex and involves many interests. An HiAP approach says that health should be one issue, among
many, that factors into making policies and plans.

HiAP efforts in Contra Costa over recent years have involved multiple partners, including residents,
community organizations and local government, who have worked together to develop plans or
implement policies that reduce risk factors for injuries and chronic diseases such as heart disease, cancer,
stroke and diabetes. Some recent examples of HiAP include:

1. Reducing risk factors for chronic disease through Second Hand Smoke protections policies in
outside public areas and for residents in multi-unit housing
2. Creating 100% smokefree campuses for all County properties.

+ Contra Costa Behavioral Health Services « Contra Costa Emergency Medical Services » Contra Costa Environmental Health «
+ Contra Costa Hazardous Materials + Contra Costa Health Plan « Contra Costa Public Health « Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Health Centers «




3. Directing the formation of PITCH, to enable the Department of Conservation and Development,
Public Works Department and Contra Costa Health Services (CCHS) to collaborate and explicitly
examine the ways these county departments can work together to improve health

4. Promoting consumption of healthier foods and beverages through a 100% healthy vending
machine policy in buildings occupied by CCHS

5. Reducing obesity and dental caries by encouraging family day care centers to eliminate sugary
beverages for children

6. Promoting physical activity and reducing pedestrian/bicycle injuries through complete streets
policies in the County’s general plan

7. Promoting physical activity and reducing pedestrian/bicyle injuries by partnering with the Cities
of Concord and Richmond on the development of bicycle and pedestrian plans

8. Increasing access to healthy food and affordable housing, promoting physical activity, and
reducing injuries by partnering with the City of Richmond to conduct a Health Impact Assessment
that will inform the development of major commercial corridors in central Richmond.

Role of Public Health in Built Environment Efforts with Communities and Cities

CCHS’s Built Environment Program’s (the BE program) activities reflect the World Health Organization
(WHO), Center for Disease Control (CDC), American Planning Association (APA), and many other
organizations’ perspectives that how a community is designed has a direct effect on the health of its
citizens. The WHO, CDC and APA offer research, education, and tools to health departments that are
working to create community conditions that support health.

In addition, the Local Government Commission, State of California Nutrition and Physical Activity
Initiative, Metropolitan Transportation Commission and others provide technical assistance to the BE
program about how to adapt best practices in the field to conditions in Contra Costa County. These
practices include providing data on the extent and nature of local health problems and environmental
conditions; conducting health impact assessments of proposed polices and projects; conducting outreach
and education activities; providing technical assistance on health issues to community groups and
organizations, cities and elected officials who are already engaged in land use and transportation issues;
and operating the national Safe Routes to Schools program at local school sites.

In 2008, BE program staff worked with the Public Health Director and published a paper, “ Planning
Communities; What Health Has To Do With It “ which was based on these best practices and was
distributed nationally as a model for health departments. (Attachment 1)

» Contra Costa Community Substance Abuse Services s Contra Costa Emergency Medical Services & Contra Costa Environmental Health » Contra Costa Health Plan a
» Contra Costa Hazardous Materials Programs ¥ Contra Costa Mental Health 8 Contra Costa Public Health # Contra Costa Regional Medical Center a Contra Costa Health Centers » )




The BE Program’s Work with Community Groups

The BE Program works with community groups that have identified areas for improvement in their
communities, such as poor conditions in parks or busy streets with insufficient sidewalks. The BE
program provides data to assist community groups in compiling all of the factors that influence the issue
they have identified. Data assistance can include: researching GIS for park locations, creating digital
versions of maps, and providing data about population density, income, rates of car ownership, chronic
disease and obesity. The BE program also conducts walk audits with residents to identify barriers to
walking safely to schools, parks and other destinations in the community. Local data adds value and a
scientific perspective to the resident groups’ work.

In addition, the BE program provides resident groups with training on how to work with and present their
findings to local elected officials so that the group’s participation is more meaningful and pertinent to
decision-making processes. Training topics include the type of information that is relevant to a city
council or planning commission; how to provide testimony at city council meetings; and how decisions
are made by the city councils and commissions.

The BE program’s work with the Healthy Eating and Active Living (HEAL) Collaborative in Concord,
for example, helped community agencies, residents, city staff, and some city council members conduct a
walk audit in their community to identify safety issues that hindered families’ ability to get to destinations
on Detroit Avenue including an elementary school, a major city park and First Five’s Child Care Center.
The BE program then trained HEAL, city staff and some city council members on traffic calming and
design features to improve safety in this area. The city council incorporated the data the group had
collected into a plan to redevelop this section of Detroit Avenue, and with the BE program’s assistance,
wrote a grant proposal for One Bay Area Grant funds (OBAG) to implement these improvements. The
grant succeeded in winning the City of Concord a 2.15 million dollar grant for the project. Feedback from
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), which awarded the funds, showed that the proposal
scored high points in the sections about public health and community engagement.

The BE Program’s Work with Cities

Some BE program activities are funded by subcontracts with cities in Contra Costa. Major funders of
land use and transportation work in cities, such as the Transportation Development Act funds, Strategic
Growth Council, California Department of Transportation, and the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission, are now calling for public health and community input into applications for funding. The
BE Program has been collaborating with cities and the county Public Works program on grant
applications to these funders over the past few years and has assisted in bringing $9,865,000 into Contra
Costa County for land use and transportation projects that support community health. A summary of the
BE Program’s work and revenue generated for county and city programs for BE projects is attached
(Attachment 2).

CCHS plays three main roles working with cities and the PWD on land use and transportation grants.

e Providing data and information on the health impacts of proposed projects to inform the
development and implementation of grant funded projects

* Providing community outreach and education, and gathering community input, to inform the
development and implementation of grant funded projects

s Contra Costa Community Substance Abuse Services s Contra Costa Emergency Medical Services s Contra Cosla Environmental Health & Contra Costa Health Plan &
1 Contra Costa Hazardous Materials Programs » Contra Costa Mental Health ¢ Contra Costa Public Health » Contra Costa Regional Medical Center » Contra Costa Health Centers »




Subcontracting with cities to carry out portions of grant-funded projects. In addition to the roles
above, the scopes of work for these subcontracts include providing technical expertise on health
impact assessments, bicycle and pedestrian plans, traffic calming and safer street design.

» Contra Costa Community Substance Abuse Services m Contra Costa Emergency Medical Services # Contra Costa Environmental Heaith » Contra Costa Health Plan a
s Contra Costa Hazardous Materials Programs » Contra Costa Mental Health & Contra Costa Public Health n Contra Costa Regional Medical Center a Contra Costa Health Centers »
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Planning Communities: What Health Has to Do With It
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PLANNING COMMUNITIES:
WHAT HEALTH HAS TO DO WITH IT

“Building a freeway to reduce traffzc congestion is like loosening your belt to

prevent obesity.”—wALTER KULASH

Television commercials remind us that high cholesterol comes from our diet and

from our ancestors, but our community also helps determine how héalthy we

are. Without us realizing it, the buildings, streets, and open space that make up

our communities - the built environment - shape our lives, our health, our social

relationships, and even influence our behavior.

HISTORY OF URBAN PLANNING
AND HEALTH

The roots of modern land use planning
grew out of concerns about the public’s
health. People living in 19th century cities
lived in the midst of farm animals, butch-
er shops, tanneries, and industry with vir-
tually no sewage or sanitation. Early land
use and zoning measures were established
at this time to protect people from con-
tagious diseases such as tuberculosis and
cholera, which were spread by sewage,
contaminated water and air, and crowded,
substandard housing. Public health prac-
titioners helped initiate zoning to keep
the most toxic land uses, such as slaughter
houses and tanneries, separate from hous-
ing. Otherwise, there were few limitations
and communities were built with a- mix-
ture of closely-located functions, includ-
ing homes, businesses, schools, transpor-
tation and manufacturing. Distances were
short and people lived close to where they
worked.!

Public health practitioners’ role in land
use and zoning was an effective response
to the communicable disease epidemics
of the 19th century. Since that time pub-
lic health departments have continued
to play a role in ensuring that housing
and places of business are clean and free
from disease, and in monitoring industry
to limit exposure to environmental con-

taminants. As the communicable diseases
of the past have been contained, chronic
diseases such as heart disease, diabetes,
cancer, and asthma have emerged as the
leading causes of sickness and death. Over
the last half century, the focus of modern
public health practice has shifted to reduc-
ing risk factors for chronic disease as well
as reducing the incidence of traffic inju-
ries, community violence, and disparities
in health status between people of differ-
ent ethnicities and income levels. Today’s
public health strategies include improving
the built environment along with other
fundamental approaches such as increas-
ing access to health care, providing com-
munity education, and advocating for pol-
icies that support a healthy lifestyle.




Heart disease, cancer, stroke, diabetes, asthma, injuries,
and violence all have risk factors in common. These fac-
tors are linked to the places where people live and work,
the distance between these places, and how people get
from one place to another. Risk factors include limited
access to places for everyday physical activity and ob-
taining nutritious food; poor air quality; unsafe walking
and biking conditions; unsafe public gathering places;
substandard housing; and compromised air quality.

“The farther we live from where we work and con-
duct our daily activities, the more driving we do, the
more health and safety problems we create. More
automobiles, more air pollution, more injuries.”

Physical Activity

Despite evidence that regular physical activity reduc-
es rates of obesity, diabetes, and chronic disease, most
Americans don'’t get the minimum daily requirement
of about one-half hour most days of the week.? A gen-
eration ago, most of us walked to school. Yet between
1977 and 1995 walking declined by 42%, while driving
increased to about 89% of all trips.* Today, many of us
live some distance from where we work, go to school,
and buy our groceries. This encourages us to use the car
for daily errands and trips, and discourages walking and
bicycling.

Walking and bicycling, the most inexpensive and acces-
sible forms of physical activity, are influenced by auto-
oriented community design.® Barriers to what used to
be “every day exercise” include missing or narrow side-
walks; lack of access to paths and parks; neighborhoods
that are unsafe due to traffic or street violence; and long
distances to useful and appealing destinations.® Studies
show that when community design accommodates and
integrates pedestrians and bicyclists, there are great-
er levels of walking and bicycling.” Thus, people are
more likely to walk or bicycle for pleasure or goods and
services when destinations are nearby, safe, useful, and
attractive.

Nutrition

Recent figures attribute 35% of all cancers and 20-30%
of all premature heart disease to diet.® A poor diet is alsc
arisk factor for diabetes and obesity. Though we gener-
ally think of this issue in terms of personal food choices
our community environment often promotes unhealthy
super-sized food, and limits access to healthy food. Stud-
ies indicate that people who live in a neighborhood wit}
access to a grocery store are more likely to eat a healthy
diet.> Unfortunately, many low-income communities
lack a grocery store - and are saturated with fast fooc
restaurants and convenience stores that sell primar-
ily liquor, sodas, and unhealthy snacks. A recent study
showed that in Contra Costa County, there are 4.66 times
as many fast food restaurants and convenience stores as
supermarkets and produce vendors.*

The type, location, and number of food outlets is a result
of jurisdictional zoning decisions and market forces that
determine the placement of full-service grocery stores
and other food outlets. Marketing and advertising un-
healthy products like alcohol, tobacco, and junk food.
often governed by local signage ordinances, also shapes
the food environment.




An All~Too Common Case Study

Leori Robmson drlves to’ work in San Fran-

 cisco daily. He uses his car for work during

the day, so taking public transportation is not

 practical for him. Leon drops his son off at ju—‘

nior high, while his wife drives their younger

daughter to elementary school. Both of the

-schools are within walking distance, but Leon
~and his wife don't feel safe letting the kids
walk. Leon spends up to two hours a day comi-
muting, much of it just sitting in traffic. At
42, Leon is overweight and was recently diag-

‘nosed with Type II Diabetes.

on the weekend, the fémily does groéery
shopping, and the parents drive the kids to
soccer practice and to their friends’ houses.
These errands are done by car because of
time constraints and because the shopping
center is more than a mile away, not easily
walkable. Occasionally Leon and his wife, or
sometimes the whole family, go to a weekend
movie, These frips too are taken by car. Leon
knows he should get more exercise, but he
just doesn't have the time. He would like to
liveina more'cdni}enient location, but hous-
ing prices closer to his work are too high, so

he endures the commute.

Leon’s lifestyle makes a-cése for safer streets,
improved public transit, and mixed;_use_ de-
velopment that would enable Leon’s .faﬁlily
to conduct some of their activities without
using the car. This would give them the op-
I por_funity to have physical activity “built-in”
to their daily lives, breathe cleaner air, and

become more connected to their community.

Asthma

Outdoor air pollution that triggers asthma originates
from mobile and stationary sources in the built envi-
ronment." Mobile sources, primarily vehicle emissions,
are responsible for one-third to one-half of all air qual-
ity problems. The resulting poor air quality is a risk

~ factor for asthma, and studies confirm that children who

live near busy roads are three times more likely to be
treated for asthma than those who don’t."? In addition
to automobiles themselves, trains, trucks, buses, and
ships involved in the movement of people and goods all

‘have a tremendous impact on air quality. The movement
~ of goods through California is projected to quadruple

between 2000 and 2020, and without improvements,
there will be a significant impact on air quality, increas-
ing risks for asthma and other respiratory diseases.”
Globally, vehicular emissions are a major contributor to
the warming of the atmosphere, which has in turn in-
creased pollen production and is thought by scientists
to have increased asthma worldwide.

Stationary sources of air pollution include power plants,
refineries, and other industrial facilities that also con-
tribute significantly to asthma risk. These sources are
responsible for a significant amount of air contaminants
in Contra Costa County that increase the occurrence
of asthma episodes, and decrease lung function and
growth." These facilities produce regular emissions as a
by-product of the manufacturing process, and also pro-
duce occasional toxic releases. These stationary sources
are often located in close proximity to low-income com-
munities of color,' contributing to health disparities.




Pedestrian and Bicycle Injuries

In California, pedestrian injuries are 17% of all traffic-re-
lated injuries, though only about 7% of all trips are made
on foot." This is significantly higher than the pedestrian
injury rate for the United States as a whole. Although
our vast network of freeways is where the most lethal
traffic crashes occur, a significant number of fatal and
non-fatal injuries, especially to pedestrians and bicy-
clists, occur on neighborhood streets. Automobile speeds
and local street design are the major environmental risk
factors for pedestrian and bicycle injuries.®

Most post-WWII communities were built to accommo-
date vehicle travel and often neglected the safety of
pedestrians and bicyclists.”” Street design during this
time frequently included wide vehicle travel lanes, no
designated space for bicycles, limited space for walking,
and limited or inadequate pedestrian crossings. These
and other factors encourage unsafe speeds and increase
conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists,
contributing to injuries and death.?

Strategies to reduce these risks include adopting engi-
neering measures to slow cars, known as traffic-calm-
ing, near schools and in residential and commercial
areas. Community design can also support safe walking
and bicycling by incorporating compact, mixed-used
development that promotes a greater pedestrian pres-
ence, thus reducing the dominance of cars.?

Three out of the top 10 most congested
Bay Area commutes are in Contra Costa
County. These include the #1 most con-
gested location, Interstate 80 westbound
in the morning, and #6 and #8, Highway 4
westbound in the morning and eastbound
in the evening.

source: Metropelitan Transportaiion Commission

Homicide and Assault

Community violence is a significant public health threz
in many communities. Patterns of homicide and assaul
generally correspond to patterns of housing segregate
by poverty and race. In low-income communities, inade
quate school systems, substandard housing, poor physice
infrastructure, and lack of a thriving local economy lea
to community deterioration, loss of community pride an:
hope, joblessness, and substance abuse - all of which con
tribute to higher rates of street violence.?2

Along with other interventions, land use and trans
portation planning can help curb community violence
Research shows that crime rates are influenced by th
design of both the buildings and the space surroundin
the buildings. The “eyes on the street” concept inheren
in mixed-use development, with residences above retail
makes it more likely that residents perceive the street a:
“their” space and will take action if they observe crimi
nal behavior.” Inclusionary housing, where mixed income
levels are included in the same development, is anothe:
promising strategy to help reduce violence. Incorporating
sound built environment principles in low-income com-
munities is an important part of the solution to crime anc
violence. However, careful planning is needed to ensure
that existing residents are not displaced.




Economic Costs of Dispersed Development | | |
These health and safety issues have costs for individuals, businesses, our health care system,
and for cities and countles. This graph outlines some of those costs.

The following graph illustrates dramatically rising adult obesity rates over a 15-year period,
increasing from 9.8% in 1990 to 22% in 2004

In 2003, California spent

$7.7 billion on obesity-
attributable healthcare costs,
over nine times the cost of
providing health insurance to
all uninsured men, women,
and children in California
(Finkelstein, et al, 2004; UCLA,
2005).
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20% |

15% |
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Costs of Dispersed, Auto—Oriented Development

° As of 2003, combined housing and transportation
costs had increased to 57% of the average household
budget.*

® San Francisco’s Bay Area Economic Forum estimates

that businesses lose $2B per year while employees sit
in traffic.?

® A house built in the urban fringes costs $10,000 more
in public services than one built in the urban core.?

Moving to an area with lower housing costs often ® Free or under-priced parking actually costs cities and
doesn’t pay off for low-income Americans. Moving to counties significantly in wasted land use, traffic con-
an inexpensive outer suburb, but continuing to work - gestion, and poor air quality.®

near a city center, often results in commuting costs

that equal or outstrip the savings on housing.?



POLIGIES AND BEST PRAGTICES FOR A HEALTHY BUILT ENUIRONMENT

If the way communities are built contributes to health
problems, communities can also be planned and con-
structed in a way that reduces risk factors for chronic
disease, traffic injuries, and violence - and improves
health and quality of life for residents of all income
levels. Local cities, Contra Costa County, and others
across the state and nation are beginning to learn about,
plan and develop, or re-develop, healthier communi-
ties. A combination of best practices and policies that
incorporate compact development, mixed-use, trans-

* portation alternatives, traffic calming measures, and

inclusionary housing, are all part of creating a healthier,

Compact, mixed-used development emphasizes having
less of a development “footprint” in the same amount o
space and the co-location of residences, goods and servic
es, and transit. Alternatives to automobile transportatior
such as bus rapid transit, pedestrian and bicycle facilities
light rail, and rail rapid transit have the potential to dra
matically reduce automobile dependence. If implementec
on a broad scale these practices will create healthier lo
cal communities, and contribute to a reduction in globa
warming,

safer, and more livable community.

The Impact of Built Environment Strategies on Health
This table illustrates the links between land use, transportation, and open space practices, their impact on the buill
environment and subsequent health outcomes.

Feme—

| STRATEGY

| Transportation
. Neighborhood traffic calming,? bi-

cycle lanes and paths, wide sidewalks,

| street trees,” transportation options™

BUILT ENVIRONMENT IMPACT

—Slows traffic & makes neigh-
borhood streets safer for pedes-
trians and cyclists !
~Provides alternatives to auto-
mobile travel

-Decreases air pollution, carbon
dioxide emissions

HEALTH OUTCOME

-Reduces injuries

-Increases opportunities for walk-
ing or cycling to transit, reducing
risk for chronic diseases

-Reduces obesity and associated
diseases

-Reduces asthma

¢ Land Use

Compact mixed-use development;*
co-location of housing, jobs, services,

transportation; inclusionary zon-

ing;® healthy food retail and restric-

| tions on unhealthy food outlets;*

reduced density of alcohol outlets;?
land use patterns that encourage
neighborhood interaction and a
sense of community;* multi-use
school facilities that can be used eve-
nings and weekends

-Decreases automobile use
-Decreases air pollution, carbon
dioxide emissions

~Creates useful and attractive
pedestrian destinations
-Supports healthy food retail and
restricts poor quality food and
alcohol outlets

—Can foster “eyes on the street”
-Ensures that housing develop-
ment includes affordable homes

-Increases walking and bicycling,

reducing risk for chronic diseases?
-Reduces asthma

-Reduces obesity and associated
diseases

-Increases neighborhood safety, re-
duces violence and creates a sense
of community safety and security

e

Open Space
| Parks,” trails, urban forests, commu-

nity gardens and urban farms, paths,
greenways, street trees®

-Creates attractive destinations
and space for recreation

~Can connect parts of the com-
munity

-Improves air quality
-Improves quality of life

-Increases physical activity,
thereby reducing risk for chronic
diseases

-Decreases asthma

-Reduces stress and isolation as-
sociated with violence

-Helps create a sense of community




Communities with these characterlstlcs don’t Just happen. -

They are the result of complex transportation and land use

planning processes. City or County General Plaris, Spec1f1c
Plans, Redevelopment Areas, Zoning Codes, local street

design standards; and Transportation Plans all contribute -

tohow healthy we are. Among transportation and land use
strategies that support health are:

Land Use, General Plans and Zomng

Prioritize business development in suburban residential
communities to reduce vehicular traffic to urban: job
centers. ’

Establish or revise zoning to create useful, attractive, ac-
cessible destinations, where residents can easxly conduct
daily business without a car.

Utilize selected Crime Prevennon 'Ihrough Urban/En-
vironmental Design (CPTED) and other strategies to

create safe, crime-free public spaces; avoid those that
create barriers between neighborhoods.

Establish development with good connections to homes,
shops, schools, and offices so people have many walking
and bicycling choices.

Enact inclusionary housing policies — different income
levels in same neighborhood or development to create
inclusive communities.

Take every opportunity to establish green space, from
parks large and small to street tree and urban forest pro-
grams to edible landscaping and community gardens.

Maximize the extent to which all community residents -

can walk to these facilities. : _
Accommodate urban agriculture and community gar-
dening in the Open Space Element.

Create joint use agreements with school to allow use of

playgrounds and community meeting space.

Protect agricultural lands by maintaining parcels large
enough to support agricultural production and prevent
conversion to non-agricultural uses.

Develop local policies that support the estabhshment of -

full-service grocery stores, farmers’ markets, and other
fresh produce outlets.

Limit the number and concentration of fast food restau-
rants and outlets that sell tobacco and alcohol.

Add a Health Element to your jurisdiction’s General Plan
and incorporate health principles in its other elements.

Iralﬁc and Trans ortauon“

® Improve access to transit and iranspoftation* alterna-
tives; set high goals for getting people out of their
cars. - :
® 'Revise local street standards and policies to create
safer, more accessible environments for pedestrians,
bicyclists and all users; mcludmg mulu—modal goals
and levels of service. =
® Create a separate bicycle plan and pedestrian plan ref-
erenced in the Circulation Element of your General
Plan; include designated Pedestrian Districts, and an
interconnected network of sidewalks, on-street biké
lanes, and designated bike trails.
® Establish Neighborhood Traffic Calming Plans
throughout your jurisdiction to slow traffic and main-
tain neighborhood safety.
® Establish parking policies that charge falr—ma:ket
prices for parking, and return the resulting revenue to
-the jurisdiction for public improvements.
®  Adoptand implement “Complete Streets” policies that
call for accommodating all users of the road.
¢ Develop “Safe Routes to Schools” programs to improve
pedestrian and bicycle safety, especially for children.

Contra Costa is a diverse county both in its geography
and its people so “one size does not fit all” While these
policies and practices apply to all communities, the
needs, interests, practical considerations, and solutions
will be different for each community. For this reason,
community involvement and the involvement of health
professionals can be a meanirigful addition to commu-
nity planning processes.




A NEW ROLE FOR PUBLIC HERETH

In recent years planners, engineers, elected and ap-
pointed officials, and community residents have begun
to incorporate health concepts and language into their
community planning work. At the same time, public
health practitioners have begun to learn about the ways
in which land use and transportation planning can im-
prove community health. As this movement progresses,
new roles are emerging for public health to;

©  Provide data on the extent and nature of local health
problems.
© Where quantitative local data is unavailable, provide
qualitative data from community focus groups, key in-
formant interviews, and community meetings.
©  Identify the health impacts of proposed developments
* to shape local and state policies.
‘©  Provide input on the development of health goals or
* a health element within general plans, regional trans-
portation, and regional comprehensive plans.
© Participate in ongoing local land use and transporta-
tion planning and policy development.
© Provide training and foster the involvement of resi-
dents in community planning processes.

©  Educate the public, planners, elected officials and

others on the links between land use and health.

In Contra Costa County, planners and health profession-
als are working together to promote health through
land use and transportation planning. Under the direc-
tion of the County Board of Supervisors, the county’s
Community Development, Health Services, and Public
Works Departments are working together on a Plan-
ning Integration Team for Community Health (PITCH).
PITCH’s purpose is to identify and coordinate land
use and transportation planning efforts to improve
community health in Contra Costa’s unincorporated
communities.

Contra Costa Health Services (CCHS) is working with
two local cities to include a Health Element in the City
General Plan, and, foster resident and business capacity
to incorporate pedestrian safety and “walkability” into
a Redevelopment Plan. CCHS has provided input into
several Community-Based Transportation Plans, and

is currently working with planners, community groups,
and residents to develop an alternative truck route to de-
crease residents’ exposure to diesel particulate matter.
Because built environment approaches are just one part of
a comprehensive approach to health improvements, CCHS
will continue to integrate built environment approaches,
where sensible and realistic, into its other public health
activities.



E&cts & Fieums
In Contra Costa County, as in California, the three leading causes of death are heart disease,
cancer and stroke. Other serious conditions that lead to death and decreased quality of life
include diabetes, obesity, asthma, injuries, and homicide. Below is a closer look at the health

and safety conditions that affect Contra Costa residents. All health data were taken from the

26()4):unless otherWISe mdlcated

Health Disparities

©  The National Institute of Health defines health dis-
parities as differences in the incidence, prevalence,

mortality, and rate of diseases and other adverse
health conditions between specific population
groups. Many of these differences can be attribut-
ed to social determinants of health, e.g., education,
income level, ethnicity, quality of housing, and
neighborhood safety and quality of life.

° People of color are disproportionately represented
among the poor and living in poor neighborhoods
can have a direct negative impact on health.

° In Contra Costa, African Americans, Latinos, and
those living in low-income communities are at
greater risk for poor health outcomes. The health
data that follows reveals significant disparities in
Contra Costa County.

Heart Disease

® Heart disease is the leading cause of death in the
country, and in Contra Costa, where it-accounts for
27% of all deaths,

® From 2000-2002 about 5,623 Contra Costa residents

died from heart disease, approximately 1,875 each
year.

® People living in San Pablo, Oakley, Richmond,

Antioch, Brentwood and Pittsburg, as well as Afri-
can Americans and men, are more likely to die from
heart disease compared to the county overall.

Cancer

~® Cancer is the second leading cause of death in the
country, and in Contra Costa, where it accounts for
25% of all deaths.
® From 2000-2002, there were 5,037 Contra Costa resi-
dents who died of cancer, approximately 1,675 each
year.

mdicators for Selected Cities and Places in Contra Costa County (Contra Costa Health Serv1ces

Residents of San Pablo, Oakley, Martinez, Brentwood,
and Richmond are more likely to die from cancer com-
pared to the county overall.

African Americans are more likely to die from can-
cer compared to Contra Costa as a whole. Asians and
Latinos are less likely to die from cancer compared to
the county as a whole.

Stroke

Stroke is the third leading cause of death in the
country, and in Contra Costa, where it accounts for 9%
of all deaths.

From 2000-2002, 1,810 Contra Costa residents died of
stroke, approximately 600 each year.

Residents of San Pablo, Oakley, Pittsburg and
Richmond are more likely to die from stroke compared -
to the county overall., ' ~

African Americans in Contra Costa are more likely to
die from stroke and Asians, Latinos, and Whites are -
equally likely to die from stroke.

Injuries

Unintentional injury (all injuries except homicide and
assault) is the fifth leading cause of death in Contra
Costa. Car crashes are the leading cause of uninten-

tional injury death among all age groups combined.

From 2000-2004, 3,960 Contra Costa residents were
hospitalized as a result of motor vehicle crashes; 15%
of these were pedestrians and bicyclists, higher than
the national average of 11%.

Residents of San Pablo and Martinez are more likely to
die from unintentional injury compared to the county
overall.

Residents of Antioch, Martinez, Richmond, and San
Pablo are more likely to suffer pedestrian injuries, and
residents of Concord and Richmond have higher rates
of bicycle injuries.”




Diabetes

e Almost 6% of Contra Costa residents have been diag-
nosed with diabetes, virtually the same rate as the
Bay Area.

e African Americans in Contra Costa (12%) are more
likely to be diagnosed with diabetes compared to
the Bay Area (5%) as a whole.

o African American and Latino, as well as people liv-
ing in San Pablo, Richmond, and Pittsburg, are more
likely to die from diabetes compared to the county
overall.

e Diabetes is on the rise. Experts predict that if cur-
rent trends continue, one in four African American
and Latino children born in California will develop
diabetes in their lifetime. Increases in diabetes will
increase chronic health conditions such as heart
disease, stroke, blindness, kidney failure and leg and
foot amputations.

Obesity _

®  Obesity is a significant risk factor for heart disease,
cancer, stroke, and a major contributor to soaring
rates of diabetes.

° [n Contra Costa County 3,635 fifth graders, or 31%,

are overweight. Fifth graders in the Byron (47%),

Pittsburg (46%) and West Contra Costa (42%) school

districts are more like to be overweight compared to

the county overall.

Twenty percent of Contra Costa adults are obese, a

rate slightly higher than all of California.

African American (32%) and Latino (21%) Bay Area

residents are more likely to be obese compared to

the Bay Area adults overall (16%).

(c]
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Childhood Asthma

In Contra Costa County about 15% of children 0-14
years have asthma.*

From 1998-2000, 1,256 Contra Costa children ages 0-14
were hospitalized for asthma, or about 419 annually."
The hospitalization rate for children who live in Rich-
mond and San Pablo (42/10,000 children) is much
higher than the state average (18/10,000 children).
From 2001-2003 the percentage of African American
children diagnosed with asthma in Contra Costa Coun-
ty increased from 14% to 26%.

In Contra Costa, the hospitalization rate for Africar.
American children (63/10,000) is almost five times
that of White children (13/10,000).*

Homicide

Homicide is the third leading cause of death among al
Contra Costans under 25 years of age.

From 2000-2002, 183 Contra Costa residents, died from
homicide, approximately 60 each year.

Over half (97) of these homicides were African Ameri:
can men. Men living in Richmond are 13 times more
likely to die from homicide than people living in othe:
areas of the county.

Most of the homicide deaths occurred among Africar
Americans (107), followed by Whites (37), Hispanic,
Latinos (19), Asians (14), and other (6).

T AP\ AN YR
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VWHERE DO WE GO FRON HERES

Past land use and transportation planning practices have contributed to serious health, safety and quality of life prob-
lems for local communities and for the planet. They have also contributed to dramatic health disparities. These factors,
along with projected state population increase of 12.5 million over the next 25 years, demand that we accelerate the

pace of healthy urban planning.

We need to get out of our cars, find ways to make it safer, easier, and more attractive to walk and bicycle, and find
alternative modes of transportation to and from work. We must also create communities where goods, services, jobs,
schools, residences, and parks are located within easy traveling distance by foot or bicycle. And we must do these things
in a way that benefits residents of all ethnic groups and income levels.

studies indicate that public interest and demand for communities with these characteristics is high.” Residents and
community leaders alike place a high priority on health, equity, and quality of life for themselves, and for others. Many
planners and engineers have become skilled at applying healthy land use and transportation practices, and local and
state health departments have gained significant capacity to contribute to urban planning.

These factors create an unprecedented opportunity to work across sectors and with the public to create healthy, liv-
able communities for everyone. A great deal can be accomplished working at the local level, within each jurisdiction
and with neighboring jurisdictions. When we revise or amend a General Plan, or create a Redevelopment Area, or set
transportation priorities, we have excellent opportunities to create a healthier community. This in turn will influence
policy at the state and national level, improving the health of our communities for future generations.
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Summary of the Community Wellness and Prevention Program's work on
Built Environment issues 2015

Through May 11, 2015, Contra Costa Health Services’ Community Wellness and Prevention
Program (CWPP) assisted in bringing approximately $9,865,000 into Contra Costa County
through its work on built environment programs.

Increasingly, funding for cities is tied to public health considerations and Contra Costa Health
Services is part of a growing number of health departments throughout the country that are
addressing the impact of the built environment on public health. Major funders that require or
favor public health input into proposals for land use and transportation projects in cities include:
Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds, the Strategic Growth Council, the California
Department of Transportation (Cal Trans), and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC).

CCHS’s Built Environment Program’s (the BE program) activities reflect the World Health
Organization (WHO), Center for Disease Control (CDC), American Planning Association
(APA), and many other organizations’ perspectives that how a community is designed has a
direct effect on the health of its citizens. The WHO, CDC and APA offer research, education,
and tools to health departments that are working to create community conditions that support
health.

In addition, the Local Government Commission, State of California Nutrition and Physical
Activity Initiative, MTC and others provide technical assistance to the BE program about how to
adapt best practices in the field to conditions in Contra Costa County. These practices include
providing data on the extent and nature of local health problems and environmental conditions;
conducting health impact assessments of proposed polices and projects; conducting outreach and
education activities; providing technical assistance on health issues to community groups and
organizations, cities and elected officials who are already engaged in land use and transportation
issues; and operating the national Safe Routes to Schools program at local school sites.

CWPP's Work on the Built Environment

The following are examples of CWPP’s work with cities and the County’s unincorporated area.
CWPP’s work with cities is at their request and helps them to raise grant dollars for projects.
Frequently cities subcontract with CWPP to co-implement projects.

Richmond

o Collaborated on Richmond’s application to TDA for the City’s Bicycle Plan. The
City received $200.,000 for the plan and worked with the BE program to help with
community outreach and education, and consult on the health impacts of the plan.



o Collaborated on Richmond’s application to the Strategic Growth Council for a
zoning code update for major commercial corridors in Richmond, which was
awarded $895.000 for a planning grant. The City subcontracted with CCHS to
conduct a health impact assessment for the update and to provide feedback on the
new code as it was being written.

o CWPP received $250.000 from The California Endowment and sub-contracted
with the City of Richmond to purchase and install water fountains in schools,
parks and other community locations in order to promote drinking tap water.

San Pablo

o Collaborated on San Pablo’s Caltrans Environmental Justice Grantto do a
community-based planning project. The project was awarded $200.000 for
planning and the City subcontracted with CCHS to lead community outreach and
education. When the planning was complete, San Pablo won a $5.97 million
grant from MTC’s competitive One Bay Area Grant (OBAG) funding. MTC
provided feedback that the resident engagement conducted during the planning
phase contributed to the success of the grant proposal.

o Collaborated with the City of San Pablo on another Caltrans planning grant the
following year. San Pablo was awarded $250.000 for this project. The City
subcontracted with CCHS to lead community outreach and education for a
planning project for Rumrill Ave.

Concord

o With funding from Kaiser Permanente, and in collaboration with Monument
Impact and First Five, the BE program led numerous “walk audits,” where
residents, city staff, elected officials and community based organization staff
identified barriers to walking in their community. The BE program then held
workshops to develop recommendations for streetscape improvements for Detroit
Ave, a very busy street that bisects the Monument Community in Concord. The
BE program worked closely with City planners and City Council members to
incorporate resident feedback and develop a comprehensive plan for the street.
These construction improvements for the street were awarded a $2.15 million
grant from the competitive OBAG funding.

o Collaborated with the City of Concord to write a Safe Routes to Transit grant to
create the city’s first Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Access to Transit Plan. The City
received $200,000 and is subcontracting with CCHS to conduct community
sutreach and education and provide feedback on drafts of the Plan.

o Collaborated and provided technical assistance to First Five’s Resident Group on
local data collection, their efforts to improve parks in low-income areas of
Concord and how to present their park assessment findings and recommendations
to city staff and the City Council.




East Contra Costa

o Worked with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) to sponsor a
multi-sectoral group from Antioch, Bay Point and Pittsburg to attend the New
Partners for Smart Growth Conference in January 2015. Attendees included:
representatives from Supervisor Piepho’s and Glover’s offices, a city council
member from Antioch, city planner from Pittsburg, Mayor of Antioch, CEO of
Antioch Chamber of Commerce, a representative from the Bay Point MAC, a
planner from DCD, and representatives from two CBOs. The Mayor of Pittsburg
was also invited and planned to attend, but had to decline at the last minute for
personal reasons. The overall goal of this effort was to build capacity and
promote relationships among members of a multi-sectorial group, that would
expand to include other representatives from these jurisdictions. The group would
identify priority smart growth issues, and pull down grants from national
foundations, which in turn would lead to state and federal dollars being invested
in East Contra Costa.

Throughout the County

o CWPP responded to requests from the cities of Richmond, San Pablo, El Cerrito
and County Public Works to complete the public health sections of their Active
Transportation Grants, which will be distributed through a competitive process by
Cal Trans.

o MTC provided CCHS funding to conduct planning schools. This was a program
that educated CBOs and residents about how the built environment affects health
and how to participate in civic processes that impact the built environment. These
schools were time-limited interventions, consisting of 1-5 sessions on various
topics, based on requests from CBOs to support their work. Most of the work was
with First Five on their efforts to improve parks. CWPP also worked with
Building Blocks for Kids, CCISCO and Monument Impact.

o Receives funding from Cal Trans to operate the national Safe Routes to Schools
Program in West and Central Contra Costa County. Funding for Safe Routes to
School in other areas of the county are awarded to 511, a community based
organization that also implements this program.

Unincorporated Contra Costa County

o

Collaborated with the Public Works Department (PWD) to write the public health section
of six Active Transportation Program grants to CalTrans.

If the grants are awarded, PWD plans to allocate funds to CCHS to conduct community
outreach and education in tandem with their projects in Bay Point.

In Bay Point, PWD allocated funds to CCHS to do community outreach and education in
schools to assist with their side walk improvements on Pacifica Avenue



o Worked with DCD to add public health considerations to their Climate Action Plan.

o Staffs monthly meetings with the Planning Integration Team for Community Health
(PITCH) in order to exchange information and work on joint projects with DCD and

PWD.
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Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: William Walker, M.D., Health Services Director Cou nty

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: Zero:2016 Resolution of Support

RECOMMENDATION(S):
ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/338 to Support the Contra Costa Zero:2016 Campaign to End Veteran and Chronic
Homelessness.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No impact.

BACKGROUND:

Contra Costa's Homeless Program is one of over 70 organizations selected to join Zero: 2106, a national campaign
that aims to end veteran and chronic homelessness within two years. The Zero: 2016 campaign, led by New
York-based nonprofit Community Solutions, will provide technical assistance to local service providers and the
Contra Costa Homeless Program as they enhance their strategies for helping people in these key, vulnerable
demographics into permanent housing.

The campaign aims to reduce the average daily number of homeless veterans and chronically homeless individuals in
participating communities to zero by 2016, using real-time data and performance management tracking developed to
accelerate housing efforts. To date, the County is on track to end veteran homelessness by December 2015.

Local partners in the campaign include the Contra Costa Council

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015
Contact: Jaime Jenett, (925) David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
313-7720

By:, Deputy

ce: T Scott, Natalie Rios



BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

on Homelessness, Contra Costa Health Services, Contra Costa Interfaith Housing, Housing Authority of Contra

Costa County, Multi-Faith ACTION Coalition, Richmond Community Foundation, SHELTER, Inc., and the U.S.
Department of Veterans Affairs.

ATTACHMENTS
Resolution No. 2015/338
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In the matter of: Resolution No. 2015/338
Support for the Zero: 2016 Campaign

Whereas, Zero: 2016 is a national campaign coordinated by Community Solutions to house all homeless
veterans by the end of 2015, and all people who are chronically homeless by the end of 2016; and
Whereas, Contra Costa has joined more than 70 other communities across the U.S., all working to quickly
and efficiently reduce the number of veterans and chronically homeless people to zero; and

Whereas, “zero” means that the number of veterans and chronically homeless individuals who are
permanently housed each month in our county is equal to or greater than the number of veterans and
chronically homeless individuals who are entering homelessness; and

Whereas, in Contra Costa County, 237 veterans and 763 chronically homeless individuals (people with
disabilities who have been homeless repeatedly or for an extended period of time) need housing; and
Whereas homelessness affects every community in Contra Costa County, and that as community members,
we all have a role in finding permanent housing solutions for residents in need; and

Whereas, by focusing on housing opportunities and helping to build strategic partnerships, we believe that
we can provide homes to all of the homeless veterans and chronically homeless people in our county, and
provide the services they need to remain housed; and

Whereas Contra Costa Council on Homelessness, Contra Costa Health Services, Contra Costa Interfaith
Housing, Housing Authority of Contra Costa County, Multi-Faith ACTION Coalition, Richmond
Community Foundation, SHELTER, Inc., and U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs are all active partners
in the Contra Costa Zero:2016 campaign; and

Whereas, partners commit to working with the campaign and encouraging others to do so, lending their
experience, knowledge and expertise about the resources within our communities that could be used to find
permanent housing solutions; and

Whereas, we agree to help build a system that meets the housing need in Contra Costa County, and
specifically within our own communities.

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved that the Board of Supervisors does pledge to endorse the Contra Costa Zero: 2016 campaign,
and to do its part to end veteran homelessness in our county by December 2015, and chronic homelessness by December 2016.

JOHN GIOIA

Chair,
District I Supervisor

CANDACE ANDERSEN MARY N. PIEPHO

District II Supervisor District IIT Supervisor
KAREN MITCHOFF FEDERAL D. GLOVER

District IV Supervisor District V 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: September 15,2015

David J. Twa,

By: , Deputy




To:  Board of Supervisors

From: TRANSPORTATION, WATER & INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: Report on the Development of a Transportation Expenditure Plan and potential sales tax ballot measure by the Contra
Costa Transportation Authority

RECOMMENDATION(S):

ACCEPT areport on CCTA's development of a Transportation Expenditure Plan and potential sales tax ballot
measure; DIRECT staff as appropriate, including potentially returning to the Board with a draft comment letter to
CCTA, as recommended by the Transportation, Water, and Infrastructure Committee.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None. The recommendation addresses an outside agency's actions.

BACKGROUND:
Table of Contents/Summary of Recommendations:

1] INTRODUCTION
Recommendation: None, information only.

2] PROCESS: Relevant statutes, etc.
Recommendation: Initiate a dialog with the Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) on the proposed process
to adopt and implement a Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP).

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015

Contact: John Cunningham, David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
674-7833

By:, Deputy

cc: Steve Kowalewski, Julie Bueren, Rich Seithel, John Kopchik, Maureen Toms



BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)
3] CCTA UPDATE: Polling information
Recommendation: None, information only.

4] COMMITTEE INPUT: Regional Transportation Planning Committees and Expenditure Plan Advisory
Committee
Recommendation: None, information only.

5] MAINTENANCE AND THE “LOCAL STREETS MAINTENANCE AND IMPROVEMENTS
PROGRAM”: Discussion regarding level of funding needed and state transportation initiatives
Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Board of Supervisors adopt a position on the level of maintenance

funding in a new TEP consistent with the recommendations provided by the Regional Transportation Planning
Committees (RTPCs).

6] ACCESSIBLE SERVICES/MOBILITY MANAGEMENT ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES
Recommendation: Staff recommends sending communication to CCTA and Contra Costa County transit districts
that:

1) Re-asserts the position that implementation and funding of mobility management is a priority, highlighting the
Santa Clara mobility management/brokerage model and cost information provided in this report,

2) Formally requests participation in the OUTREACH/Santa Clara County tour from CCTA and transit district
leadership,

3) Recommends that eligibility for any transit operations program funding in the TEP is contingent on
participation in the implementation of a mobility management program and other identified improvements, and

4) Asserts that it is the intent of the Board of Supervisors to insulate the existing paratransit client population from
service degradation or interruptions as implementation efforts move ahead and requests that CCTA and the transit
providers adopt the same position.

7] BETTER COORDINATION OF LAND USE: AN ALTERNATIVE FORM OF TRANSPORTATION
PROGRAM
Recommendation: Staff recommends the Board provide initial feedback on these concepts.

8] BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION ISSUES
Recommendation: Staff recommends sending communication to CCTA proposing the development and funding
of a bicycle project and program strategy that substantially increases the County’s trip-by-bike rate.

9] MAJOR PROJECTS
Recommendation: Staff recommends communicating BOS project priorities for a TEP to CCTA.

1] INTRODUCTION
The CCTA, on behalf of its member agencies, is currently developing both a Countywide Transportation Plan
(CTP) and Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP):

o CTP development is a requirement of our Growth Management Program (GMP). The GMP is a
requirement of Measure J (2004), the current countywide Y4 cent transportation sales tax.

o The TEP is being developed for inclusion in a possible 2016 ballot measure for a new transportation sales
tax.

o The proposed sales tax would be for 25 years (expiring in 2042), for %2 cent, running concurrently with



Measure J (expiring in 2034) and is forecasted to generate $2.3 billion.

As established in the October 21, 2014 letter to CCTA regarding the CTP, the Board of Supervisors has not
yet endorsed the proposed transportation sales tax.

The Board of Supervisor’s October 2014 letter to CCTA (attached) established that, prior to supporting such a
measure, the County 1) expects additional outreach to member jurisdictions, including members of the Board of
Supervisors, 2) needs to consider conflicts with other public finance priorities, and 3) will consider if the need for
additional funding justifies a new transportation sales tax.

The information and activities described in this report provide additional policy and technical information on
CCTA's TEP relative to the priorities set by the Board of Supervisors in the October 2014 letter. Concepts that
have not been previously discussed by the Board of Supervisors are identified as new where appropriate.

This report is being brought before the Board of Supervisors to:

1) Discuss the statutory process and authority under which a transportation sales tax measure would be developed
and brought before the Board of Supervisors,

2) Provide additional information and analysis in support of Board of Supervisors refining its position and
priorities for possible inclusion in a comment letter to CCTA (to be considered at a future Board of Supervisors
meeting), and

3) Update members on recent activities that have taken place relative to TEP development.

The broad recommendation of this report is to "DIRECT staff as appropriate, including potentially returning to
the Board with a draft comment letter to CCTA ..."Explicit recommendations in specific areas are found in the
Table of Contents above and repeated at the end of each of the topical sections below in bold, and underline.

Statewide Context: In order to better understand the statewide context relative to transportation related taxes, the
table Transportation Related Taxes in California is attached.

In summary, there are eight counties that have multiple, concurrent transportation and transit sales taxes. Seven
counties are located in the San Francisco Bay Area, with the eighth being Los Angeles County.

The most recent example in the Bay Area is Alameda County’s Measure BB which passed in November 2014 with
70% support. Measure BB, which is forecast to generate $8 billion in revenue, renewed an existing ¥4 cent
transportation sales tax and increased the sales tax by /2 cent for 30 years.

Three counties have transportation sales taxes that are more than 1% (Alameda, Los Angeles, and Santa Clara),
and Santa Clara is considering an additional .5% for 2016.

Information Not Available For This Report

The following information was not available at the time this report was submitted. However, staff anticipates the
information being available by the September 15th Board of Supervisors meeting:

1: CCTA’s most recent polling results (CCTA and consultant staff have confirmed they will be present at the
September 15th discussion.

2: The minutes and summary from the August 10th Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee.

History: Reports on this issue have been brought to previous Board of Supervisors meetings. Those reports
included a substantial amount of background information and are available at the following links:

June 16, 2015

http://64.166.146.245/docs/2015/Board of Supervisors/20150616 591/601 6-16-15%20Board of
Supervisors%20Packet.pdfffpage=1222

October 21, 2014



http://64.166.146.155/docs/2015/BOS/20150616_591/601_6-16-15%20BOS%20Packet.pdf#page%3D1222
http://64.166.146.155/docs/2015/BOS/20150616_591/601_6-16-15%20BOS%20Packet.pdf#page%3D1222
http://64.166.146.155/docs/2014/BOS/20141021_482/493_10-21-14_1410_AGENDApacket.pdf#page%3D453

http://64.166.146.245/docs/2014/Board of
Supervisors/20141021 482/493 10-21-14 1410 AGENDApacket.pdf#page=453

September 23, 2014
http://64.166.146.245/docs/2014/Board of
Supervisors/20140923 476/487 09-23-14 1017 AGENDApacket.pdf#page=28

2] PROCESS: Proposed 0.5% Sales Tax Increase for the Support of Countywide Transportation Projects and
Programs

In 1988, Contra Costa County voters approved Measure C, a transportation sales tax measure. In November 2004,
the voters approved Measure J to continue the half-cent transportation sales tax for 25 more years beyond the
original expiration date of 2009. According to the CCTA’s website, Measure C was approved by 71% of the voters.

Statutory Setting: The Legislature has limited the maximum combined rate of sales, transactions and use taxes
that can be imposed in California at 9.5% (the “cap”). Cities and counties may collectively impose up to 2% of
this amount.

The cities of Richmond, Moraga and Pinole each have sales and use tax rates at the 9.5% cap.

Last year, El Cerrito obtained special legislation that allowed it to exceed the 2% cap by 0.5%. City voters
approved the additional 0.5% sales tax effective January 1, 2015, increasing the sales tax rate in El Cerrito to 10%.

In 2013, the Legislature amended Sections 7291 and 7292 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, allowing Alameda
County and Contra Costa County each to impose a one-half cent (0.5%) transactions and use tax for countywide
transportation programs above the maximum sales tax rate cap of 9.5%.

Specifically, Revenue and Taxation Code section 7291 states:
Notwithstanding any other law, the County of Alameda and the County of Contra Costa may each impose a
transactions and use tax for the support of countywide transportation programs at a rate of no more than
0.5 percent that would, in combination with all taxes imposed pursuant to Part 1.6 (commencing with
Section 7251), exceed the limit established in Section 7251.1, if all of the following requirements are met:
(a) The county adopts an ordinance proposing the transactions and use tax by any applicable voting
approval requirement.
(b) The ordinance proposing the transactions and use tax is submitted to the electorate and is approved by
the voters voting on the ordinance pursuant to Article XIII C of the California Constitution.
(c) The transactions and use tax conforms to the Transactions and Use Tax Law, Part 1.6 (commencing with
Section 7251), other than Section 7251.1.

Because this legislation authorizes a new one-half cent (0.5%) transactions and use tax, for countywide
transportation programs “notwithstanding any other law,” a new half-cent sales tax increase could be proposed to
the Contra Costa County voters in November 2016, even though the result would be that the sales and use tax
rates in some cities in this County would exceed the 9.5% cap (i.e., the sales and use tax rate in Richmond,
Moraga and Pinole would increase to 10% and the rate in El Cerrito would increase to 10.5%).

Under this authority, in November 2014, Alameda County voters approved Measure BB, which increased the
local sales tax by 0.5% to support local transportation programs.

To implement a similar sales tax in Contra Costa County to support transportation programs, the ordinance
proposing the special tax would need to be approved by four members of the Board of Supervisors and thereafter
by two-thirds of qualified voters voting in the election, (R&T § 7287.5, Gov. Code § 53724(b), PUC § 180201).
The authority to impose this tax expires if the voters have not approved the new tax by December 31, 2020.


http://64.166.146.155/docs/2014/BOS/20141021_482/493_10-21-14_1410_AGENDApacket.pdf#page%3D453
http://64.166.146.155/docs/2014/BOS/20141021_482/493_10-21-14_1410_AGENDApacket.pdf#page%3D453
http://64.166.146.155/docs/2014/BOS/20140923_476/487_09-23-14_1017_AGENDApacket.pdf#page%3D28
http://64.166.146.155/docs/2014/BOS/20140923_476/487_09-23-14_1017_AGENDApacket.pdf#page%3D28

Recommendation:Initiate a dialog with CCTA on the process to adopt and implement a TEP, in the event the
effort receives the necessary support from the cities, County, and CCTA Board.

3] CCTA UPDATE

Polling: CCTA is conducting public opinion surveys of Contra Costa residents to assist in identifying CTP and
TEP projects and programs most likely to accomplish public objectives and improve transportation and growth
management, while sustaining the quality of life in Contra Costa.

The most recent poll was only just recently completed; results were not available at the time this report was
published. This latest poll included 800 Contra Costa County voters likely to vote in November 2016. It was
conducted between the dates of August 26 and September 3, 2015. The survey has a margin of error of +- 3.5%.
Respondents were split into four sample groups with each receiving one of four sample potential sales tax
measures. The sample sales tax measures tested were a 1/2 cent county specific tax; a 1/4 cent county specific tax;
a 1/2 cent CCTA specific tax and a 1/4 cent CCTA specific tax. The survey also studied the effect of a potential
BART bond measure sharing the November 2016 ballot.

CCTA and consultant staff will be present at the September 15 Board of Supervisors meeting to discuss the
results of the poll and respond to questions.

Recommendation: None, information only.

4] COMMITTEE INPUT

Input on the TEP is being brought to CCTA through a number of forums which were listed in the June 16, 2015
report to the Board of Supervisors. Included below is input from the a) Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee,
and b) Regional Transportation Planning Committees.

a) Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee (EPAC) TEP Input: CCTA formed this committee as a part of its
comprehensive outreach program for TEP development. Membership on the committee reflects a broad range of
issues and interests in the County including environmental, construction, bicycling, labor, elder issues, etc. The
complete roster is attached. EPAC met on June 3, 2015; these meeting minutes are attached (EPAC 6-3-15
Meeting Minutes). CCTA provided the following summary of "common themes" expressed at the meeting:

* Interest in developing a balanced plan that voters will support.

* Using the Urban Limit Line to encourage density and development in the right places, expressed by both
environmental and business advocates.

* Continuing to use funding from a potential ballot measure to leverage additional moneys, co-invest with other
public agencies, and fill gaps resulting from State cutbacks.

* Identifying performance standards for the transportation system that facilitate comparison of options.

b) Regional Transportation Planning Committees (RTPCs)
The RTPCs were given the following targets to meet:



Funding Targets by Subregion

2030 Percentages 25-year Measure

CONSTANT S POPULATION REVENUE (x 1,000)
TRANSPLAN 28.25% S 660,756
TRANSPAC 29.37% S 686,929
WCCTAC 23.26% S 544,032
SWAT 19.13% S 447,366
TOTAL* 100.00% S 2,339,083

* may not add up due to rounding

Below is a summary table the input provided to CCTA from the RTPCs (Also attached as RTPC TEP Input):

TRANSPAC
Programs Cost % of
(x1000) Share
Local Streets Maintenance/Multi-Modal $206,100 30.0%
Improvements
Bike/Pedestrian/Trail Enhancement and $20,000 2.9%
Maintenance
|Transp0rtati0n for Seniors and Disabled |$21,300 |3. 1%
|Safe Routes to School |$10,800 |1.6%
|Increased Bus to BART 857,900 [8.4%
|Commute Alternatives |$10,000 | 1.5%
|Transp0rtation for Livable Communities |$24,700 |3.6%
|Technology Upgrades |$20,000 |2.9%
Subtotal Programs 18370,800 [54.0%
IRTPC TOTAL 1$687,000  100.0%
Capital Projects Cost % of
(x1000) Share
[New BART Cars 810,000 |1.5%
[1-680/SR-4 Interchange 860,000 [8.7%
|SR-242/Clayton Road On/Off Ramps 817,700 [2.6%
|I—680 Operational Improvements |$15,000 |2.2%
|SR—4 Operational Improvement |$30,000 |4.4%
|Pacheco Boulevard Widening |$20,300 |3.0%
|Alhambra Avenue Widening |$10,000 | 1.5%
|Galindo Street Corridor Improvements |$4,400 |0.6%
Contra Costa Boulevard/Concord Avenue ’$24,000 ’3.5%
Interchange
|C1ayton Road/Treat Boulevard Intersection |$1,000 |0.1%
|anacio Valley Road Complete Streets |$20,000 |2.9%
|Concord Boulevard Complete Streets |$8,000 | 1.2%
|Willow Pass Road Capacity/Complete Streets |$5,000 |0.7%



Contra Costa Boulevard Complete Streets - Phase |$12,800 1.9%
Five and Six
Gregory Lane Complete Streets $17,700 2.6%
Pleasant Hill Road Complete Streets - Phase Two ||$16,600 2.4%
and Three
West Downtown Public Improvements $24,000 3.5%
Olympic Corridor Bike/Trail Connector $11,700 1.7%
Ferry Service $8,000 1.2%
Subtotal DRAFT Capital Projects $316,200 |(46.0%
TRANSPLAN
Programs Cost % of
(x1,000) Share
Local Streets Maintenance and Improvements $198,227  130.0%
Pedestrian/Bike $9.911 1.5%
Transportation for Seniors and Disabled $46,914 7.1%
Safe Transportation for Children/"Street Smarts" $8,259 1.2%
Bus Service $33,038 5.0%
Express Bus $13.876 2.1%
Commute Alternatives $6,608 1.0%
TLC $16,519 2.5%
Ferry Service in East County $6,608 1.0%
Subregional Transportation Needs $10,110 1.5%
Subtotal DRAFT Programs $350,070 |53.0%
Capital Projects Cost % of
(x1,000) Share
Major Streets in East County $20,000 3.0%
BART Parking/Access/Other Improvements $10,000 1.5%
BART Safety and System Reliability $10,000 1.5%
eBART (Antioch to Brentwood) $80,000 12.1%
Tri-Link (SR-239 - Brentwood to Tracy $120,000 18.2%
Expressway)
SR-4 Operational Improvements $30,000 4.5%
Vasco Road Improvements $40,000 6.1%
Subtotal DRAFT Capital Projects $310,000 |46.9%
SWAT
Programs Cost % of
(x1,000) Share
Local Streets & Roads (Option A)! $134,000 |(30.0%
Local Streets & Roads (Option B)2 $112,000 |[25.0%
Pedestrian/Bike/TLC/Complete Streets $40,000 8.9%




|Transp0rtati0n for Seniors |$10,000 |2.2%
|Safe Transportation for Children |$25,000 |5.6%
|Expanded Transit Access to BART 860,000 |13.4%
|Cornmute Alternatives |$5,000 | 1.1%
|Technology Upgrades (Signal Coordination, etc.) |$5,000 |1.1%
|Option A Subtotal DRAFT Programs 18279,000  |62.4%
|Option B Subtotal DRAFT Programs 1$257,000  |57.4%
|Option A RTPC TOTAL 18448,000  100.1%
|Option B RTPC TOTAL 18448,000  100.1%
Capital Projects Cost % of
(x1,000) Share
| Major Streets 816,000 [3.6%
|Expanded BART Service (Option A)l |$28,000 |6.3%
|Expanded BART Service (Option B)2 850,000 |11.2%
|1-680 Transit Congestion Relief 880,000 |17.9%
|SR—24 Interchange Operational Improvements |$20,000 |4.5%
[PDA Bypass (Lafayette) 825,000  [5.6%
|Option A Subtotal DRAFT Capital Projects 18169,000  |37.8%
|Option B Subtotal DRAFT Capital Projects 191,000 |42.7%
WCCTAC
Programs Cost % of
(x1,000) Share
|Local Streets/Sidewalk Maintenance |$ 152,329 |28.0%
|Pedestrian, Bike, Trails 827,202 [5.0%
|Transportation for Seniors and Disabled |$27,202 |5.0%
|Safe Routes to School |$5,440 |1.0%
|Student Bus Pass Program |$27,202 |5.0%
|Bus Service Improvements |$54,403 |10.0%
|Commute Alternatives (TDM) 182,720 10.5%
|Ferry Service in West County |$27,202 |5.0%
|Subregional Transportation Needs |$2,720 |0.5%
|Richmond Pkwy Maintenance |$13,601 |2.5%
|Clean Transportation |$ 10,881 |2.0%
|N0 Displacement from PDAs |$10,881 |2.0%
\Subtotal DRAFT Programs 1$361,783  |66.5%
IRTPC Total 1$544,034 [100.0%
Capital Projects Cost % of
(x1,000) Share
|Major Roads, Bridges, Grade Separations |$13,600 |2.5%
IBART (Station, Safety, Other Improvements) 843,523 [8.0%




|1-80 Interchange Improvements 859,844 [11.0%

|High Capacity Transit Improvements |$54,403 | 10.0%
| Hercules Intermodal Transit Center | $10,881 | 2.0%
|Subtotal DRAFT Capital Projects 1$182,251  (33.5%

*At the 8/3/2015 SWAT Committee meeting, the SWAT Committee was split on whether to allocate 30% to
Local Streets and Roads or allocate only 25% to Local Streets and Roads and increase funding to expanded
BART service. The SWAT Committee approved the Draft SWAT TEP with a split in vote on the amount to
allocate to Local Streets and Roads and expanded BART service.

1Option A based on Draft SWAT TEP proposal with 30% dedicated to Local Streets and Roads

20ption B based on Draft SWAT TEP proposal with 25% dedicated to Local Streets and Roads and increased
funding to expanded BART service

5] MAINTENANCE AND THE “LOCAL STREETS MAINTENANCE AND IMPROVEMENTS
PROGRAM”

Due to the well-documented need, the Board of Supervisors previously supported increases in maintenance
funding in communication both to CCTA and the State. The information below is provided to establish a more
explicit basis on which to request increases in maintenance funding and identify an amount. Ultimately, this
information would be distributed to CCTA in support of the Board of Supervisors efforts to increase maintenance
funding.

Maintenance funding in the TEP has generated substantial dialog in many forums, in particular the RTPCs and the
Public Managers Association/City-County Engineering Advisory Committee.

Generally, the conversation is in these areas:

a. What is the need for new maintenance funding and how much funding should be dedicated to maintenance
in a new TEP?

b. How much transportation funding will be available from the state in the future (may impact the amount in
a) above)?

a) Level of Need for Funding for Maintenance in a New TEP: Currently, Measure J provides 18% for the
maintenance program referred to as "Local Streets Maintenance and Improvements". Due to the well documented
maintenance backlog (see the problem statement in the attached, 'Fix our Roads Fact Sheet"), there is general
consensus that maintenance funding needs to be substantially increased. The dialog at the RTPCs and various staff
committees has focused on how much of an increase is appropriate. The following information is being submitted
in support of the staff recommendation for a specified maintenance funding level in a new TEP.

Detailed information on the maintenance backlog is available in the attached documents. State level information
can be seen in the aforementioned — attached Fix our Roads Fact Sheet, and regional data can be seen in the
Pavement Condition Index* (PCI) from the Metropolitan Transportation Commission's (MTC) Pavement
Management Program (MTC CC County PCI). This information is summarized below:



* MTC performed a 24-year analysis that establishes how much funding is necessary to bring roads up to a state
of good repair, assuming consistent revenues. The analysis shows a revenue shortfall in unincorporated Contra
Costa County of approximately $179 million in pavement needs. If related, non-pavement needs are included
($263 million), that shortfall increases to$442 million.

If the proposed new 30% TEP program for Local, Streets Maintenance funding is added to MTC’s assumed
revenue (approximately $93 million in the 24- year analysis period for unincorporated Contra Costa), there would
still be an $87 million shortfall in pavement needs alone for unincorporated Contra Costa County (in the 24-year
analysis period). The shortfall is $350 million if the related, non-pavement needs are included.

In addition to the MTC projections, Contra Costa County Public Works Department (PWD) tracks PCI in the
unincorporated area. Their data indicates an even larger shortfall than the MTC data.

Important Notes

e Maintaining roads in a "state of good repair" is not solely to provide a smooth driving experience for the
driver, it is primarily a critical, long-term cost saving measure. If pavement condition is allowed to
degrade, expensive rehabilitation and reconstruction is ultimately required. The cost of rehabilitation and
reconstruction dwarfs the relatively small maintenance investment which greatly extends the original
construction investment.

o While pavement condition data and costs are most frequently reported, the directly related, non-pavement
needs exceed the pavement needs. These non-pavement needs are included in this discussion because they
are inextricably linked to road maintenance costs and activities. Some of these costs include signage, traffic
signal systems, shoulder maintenance, lighting, drainage/stormwater infrastructure (culverts, gutter,
hydrauger, etc.), clean water infrastructure requirements, guardrail/crash cushion, sweeping, landscaping,
street trees, curb/sidewalk, retaining walls, etc. This is an incomplete list.

e The establishment of additional maintenance funding could improve the County’s competitiveness in grant
applications. In particular, sustainable infrastructure grants often have a landscaping component. Currently,
the County does not have adequate maintenance funding to maintain new landscaping. In this example,
either we would not compete well with those applications or we would forego the grant opportunity.

o There are other assessments districts and revenue sources that can assist in funding some of the
non-pavement costs mentioned above. However, those sources are not always available consistently
throughout the unincorporated area and the available revenue stream is typically overwhelmed by costs.
The Area of Benefit programs only fund capital costs, not maintenance.

*PCl is expressed by a number between 0 and 100 and is used to indicate the general condition of a pavement.
Widely used in transportation civil engineering, it is a statistical measure and requires a pavement survey.

b) State Transportation Funding: There has been substantial dialog regarding two emerging state level
transportation funding initiatives that could impact the decision on how much maintenance funding to dedicate in
the TEP:

e The recent convening of a special session of the legislature to address state transportation
funding/budgeting, and
o The relatively new Cap & Trade Program.

These state initiatives are being discussed in the context of a new local transportation sales tax. If substantial new
state transportation revenues are provided to local jurisdictions it could reduce the need for TEP dedications to
maintenance. In considering the dynamic between local and state funding the following should be considered:

* New State Transportation Funding Initiative
State revenues are potentially less useful than revenue from a local measure because the control of the revenue
stream is with the state and expenditure priorities may not be flexible or correspond with local priorities.



However, the special session currently underway is considering a partial solution to this situation. Mark Watts, our
state legislative advocate, is tracking these discussions closely continues to provide updates to staff. Discussions
include placing funding formulas in statute with a follow-up constitutional amendment to prohibit reallocations.
Without these fixes, the reliability of state revenues is somewhat speculative. This is distinct from local funds
which are insulated from being used for other purposes. Local funds are relatively stable for the life of local
transportation measures, subject only to the performance of the overall economy.

The outcome of the special session is currently unknown although it will be known prior to the adoption of the
TEP. Mr. Watts and CCTA staff are closely monitoring the special session and CCTA staff will inform the CCTA
Board of any actions that could impact our local TEP decision making.

Given the glaring maintenance shortfall that remains even after an assumed increase in local maintenance funds,
staff does not consider the potential for increased state maintenance funding and funding reliability as
substantially off-setting the need for increases in local maintenance funding. (The current proposal from the
Governor’s office (9/8/15), as we understand it at this time, does not come close to funding the gap discussed in
the “Level of Need for Funding” section above.)

* Cap-and-Trade Program¥: Currently, the only transportation programs in the Cap-and-Trade expenditure plan
are high speed rail, intercity rail, and the transit-oriented development grant program. There have been discussions
about using Cap-and-Trade funding for maintenance but this is unlikely. In theory, the transit-oriented grant
program could offset programs in either our existing Measure J or the proposed augmentation. However,
Cap-and-Trade funds are granted through a statewide competitive grant, rather than the programmatic manner in
which local sales taxes are often disbursed.

The Cap-and-Trade Program is relatively new and the expenditure plan is likely to evolve and expand over time.
However, any evolution in funding eligibility is constrained in that projects must have a clear nexus between
project character/activity and reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. This typically prevents the funds from being
used for routine maintenance. Future Cap-and-Trade programs are more of an unknown and the revenue stream is
more unprotected relative to our local funding.

Staff does not consider Cap-and-Trade revenues as substantially off-setting the need for increases in local
maintenance funding.

In summary of the discussion above, even in the event that a substantial amount of maintenance funding is
established in the proposed TEP, and the State increases funds to local jurisdictions for maintenance, the deferred
maintenance demand will continue to greatly exceed revenues, at a minimum in the short term. If, in the
long-term, we have achieved our target PCI, the TEP can be amended to redistribute funds to higher priority
projects.

*Cap-and-Trade defined: The California Cap-and-Trade Program is a market-based mechanism to lower
greenhouse gas emissions. This mechanism is intended to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from regulated
entities by more than 16 percent between 2013 and 2020. Under Cap-and-Trade, companies must hold enough
emission allowances to cover their emissions, and are free to buy and sell allowances on the open market.
Companies must purchase allowances at an auction. Auction revenues are spent according to a state adopted
program. Program activities must have a direct nexus to greenhouse gas reduction.

Other Considerations

Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) Tax Increase: Similar to the deferred maintenance backlog faced by
transportation agencies, BART has a substantial unfunded maintenance program. In BART's recent report on their
2015-2024 Capital Improvement program, BART has reported a $4.8 billion shortfall in funding. BART has plans
to seek authorization from the voters in 2016 for a tax increase.

Other Staff Input: The Contra Costa Public Managers Association (PMA) and City County Engineering
Advisory Committee (CCEAC) are both discussing the matter. Final input is not yet available from these groups.



However, at the time of the submission of this report, the majority of PMA and CCEAC members support 30%
maintenance program.

Expansive Definition of Maintenance: The dialog regarding increases in maintenance funding has been
somewhat confounded by the evolving definition of what activities are included in "maintenance" projects.

The existing Measure J Expenditure Plan includes the following categories — Transportation for Livable
Communities, and Pedestrian, Bicycle and Trail Facilities — which, directly or indirectly, support alternatives to
auto-based travel. At the time these project categories were developed (early 2000's), the state of transportation
planning and engineering was such that if there was a desire for funds to be dedicated to these types of activities,
they needed to be called out separately. Over 10 years later, transportation planning and engineering has evolved,
advocacy efforts related to safety, livability, and the expansion of alternatives to the automobile have changed the
state-of-the-practice.

With this evolution, the current dialog on maintenance funding has struggled to keep up with the
state-of-the-practice which is now that consideration/accommodation of pedestrians and cyclists in all
transportation projects is typically obligatory in some manner. This is not to say these "alternative" programs
should necessarily be reduced or subsumed in to the general maintenance category. Rather, decision makers
should consider that there is overlap between the categories of maintenance, bicycle/pedestrian trails,
transportation for livable communities, etc.

In addition to including alternative modes in transportation projects, our well-documented deferred maintenance
costs are magnified by ever stricter water quality requirements. Transportation projects, new construction and
maintenance, are required to have runoff and pollution controls installed with the project to meet requirements in
our Municipal Regional Stormwater/National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit.

Recommendation:Staff recommends that the Board of Supervisors adopt a position on the level of maintenance
funding in a new TEP consistent with the recommendations provided by the RTPCs*.

* RTPC Local Streets Maintenance Recommendations: TRANSPAC = 30%, TRANSPLAN = 30%, SWAT =
25-30%, WCCTAC = 28%.

6] ACCESSIBLE SERVICES/MOBILITY MANAGEMENT ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Notes:

Accessible Services: The type of transit service discussed in this section is referred to in shorthand as “accessible
services”. This includes many different types of service provided by different types of agencies including
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) mandated paratransit service, senior/disabled service provided by private
non-profit providers, mobility management programs, volunteer based programs, cities, community based
programs, etc.

Mobility Management Defined: Mobility management is a strategic approach to service coordination and
customer service, directing passengers to the most appropriate and cost-effective transportation service
providers. A well-managed service area provides a full range of well synchronized mobility services in a cost
effective manner.

This issue was included as a priority in the October 2014 letter from the Board of Supervisors to CCTA. The letter
emphasized the need for additional funding along with the need for "fundamental administrative changes". This
issue is longstanding, and was a Board of Supervisors priority during the reauthorization of Measure C in 2004,
(see attached letter: 2004 Board of SupervisorstoCCTA Comments Re Measure C Reauthorization).

Primary barriers to progress on this issue are 1) accessible transit responsibilities are diffused (geographically and



organizationally) throughout the county resulting in no single agency or organization falling naturally into a
leadership role, 2) understandable resistance to implementing a countywide service that is now provided
sub-regionally, 3) similar understandable resistance to changes in the way service is provided to a sensitive
population, and 4) the initial investment necessary in an agency or organization that will be necessary to develop
adequate administrative, technical and operational capacities to implement necessary changes.

The information below is provided to address some of the barriers listed above and to establish a more explicit
rationale and more specific proposal on how we can make progress. Ultimately, this information could be
distributed to CCTA and the transit providers in the County to pursue a more coordinated approach to improve
accessible services.

Accessible Services Topics:

a. Issue Summary

b. Increasing Costs

c. Contra Costa County Mobility Management Plan

d. 2014 Federal Transit Administration Study: Accessible Transit Services For All
e. Contra Costa County Public Works/General Services Involvement

f. Santa Clara County — OUTREACH Tour

g. Coordination requirements

h. Acknowledgment of Sensitivity

a) Issue Summary: In order to cost effectively manage a range of accessible services, an agency must be able to
manage:

o Clients with a wide range of intellectual and physical capacities,

o Transportation service providers with different vehicles/drivers/costs/capacities,

o deployment of new technology and systems in an seamless and effective manner,

¢ An array of funding sources with different policy eligibility and geographic eligibility,

o Trips with an array of origins/destinations (as opposed to fixed route bus service with set routes/stops), The
co-mingling of the aforementioned funds, clients, and trips.

An agency with the capabilities mentioned above is relatively sophisticated and will require an investment. Due to
economies of scale with such an operation, such an investment is not likely to be efficient on a sub-regional level;
the return on investment is only likely to be reasonable if it is made on a countywide scale.

b) Increasing Costs: Costs for the provision of specific, required ADA paratransit by transit operators have
increased as has been predicted for some time. Cost figures for Contra Costa County transit operators are
provided below. The cost figures for Santa Clara County paratransit provider OUTREACH is also provided for
context given the discussion further below in this report.



Cost Per Passenger Trip 2010-2013
OUTREACH Paratransit: VTA - Santa Clara County
Contra Costa County Transit Average
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Data source: 2004-2013 National Transit Database (NTD)

ADA Paratransit is reported as “demand response” in the NTD reporting system

"CC County Average" includes cost for AC Transit, County Connection, Tri Delta, and WestCAT demand
response services. Note that “VTA” is the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority.

The cost control shown by VTA-OUTREACH in the chart above is a result of a maturing mobility management
program combined with a brokerage model. A brokerage is a central operation which selects the most appropriate
and cost-effective transportation service providers for varying clients and trips and is provided by contractors to
the broker. OUTREACH fulfills VTA's Americans with Disabilities service obligations in addition to providing
other accessible services. OUTREACH is nationally recognized as a best-practice model for cost-effective
procurement/contracting and operating practices (See 2014 FTA Accessible Transit Study section below).

In order to address the cost increases, and to improve service, a fundamental change in the way accessible services
are administered is necessary. Mobility management was proposed in the Measure C reauthorization process and
is suggested in the current Mobility Management Plan discussed further below. Currently, each transit district
fulfills its ADA paratransit obligations independently, some cities provide additional accessible services to its
citizens, and some specialized programs that serve elder clients or clients with disabilities provide their own
transportation.

The recommendation in this report is for Contra Costa County and CCTA to examine the Santa Clara County
brokerage model as a potential operation to replicate as an eventual evolution of the Mobility Management Plan
mentioned above and discussed below. This approach would involve the countywide consolidation of services (as
opposed to agencies).

The provision of lower-cost transportation providers such as volunteer programs, sedan services, Uber/Lyft, etc.
alone will be inadequate to control costs. Efficient management of these resources, and the ability to quickly and
accurately connect appropriate clients with the most appropriate lower-cost transportation provider is critical in
reducing costs. Mobility Management and a brokerage model are not proposed in place of these lower-cost
services, but rather to enable them.

¢) Contra Costa County Mobility Management Plan:
A County Connection led effort in 2013 resulted in the "Contra Costa Mobility Management Plan" (MMP) being
developed. The MMP provides recommendations for implementation of a program in the County:

Phase 1: Adoption of Plan

o Obtain Transit Operator Support


http://www.ntdprogram.gov/ntdprogram/data.htm

o County Connection Board Adoption
o Forward MMP to CCTA for Implementation

Phase 2: Form MMP Oversight Board

o Members include executive staff from County Connection, Tri-Delta Transit, WestCAT, AC Transit, CCTA,
BART, and three executives representing human service agencies
e CCTA Presentation

Phase 3: Form a Consolidated Transportation Service Agency as the Mobility Management Agency

e Oversight Board Hires Manager
o Oversight Board Conducts Performance Review

Currently, the process is in Phase 2. A meeting of the MMP Oversight Board has been called. Staff will keep the
Transportation, Water, and Infrastructure Committee and Board of Supervisors informed of progress on this
issue.

d) 2014 FTA Study: Accessible Transit Services for All

As mentioned in the Increasing Costs section above, the Federal Transit Administration released a study in 2014
called“Accessible Transit Services for All”which examined the state of accessible transit service in the
nationwide. The study is critical because of its comprehensive nature but also because it provides contemporary
examples of successful service models. Examination of current programs are important given the evolving nature
of the accessible transit services field.

An excerpt from the study is attached, "FTA Report: OUTREACH Excerpts", and information related to the
mobility management program, brokerage operation and associated cost savings are bookmarked and highlighted.

e) Contra Costa County Public Works/General Services Involvement
The FTA study mentioned above investigates the various reasons for the success of the OUTREACH program. Of
interest to the Board of Supervisors may be the involvement of Santa Clara County government in the operation.

As noted in the study, County government provides competitive pricing to OUTREACH and VTA for the
following: vehicle parking, vehicle maintenance, and bulk fuel purchase.

Staff from Public Works and Conservation and Development are currently exploring if this arrangement could be
replicated in Contra Costa County.

f) Santa Clara County - OUTREACH Tour

The Transportation, Water, Infrastructure Committee (TWIC) expressed support for a tour of the
OUTREACH/Santa Clara County operation and directed staff to begin making arrangements. Originally projected
to take place in September, the tour will take place later in the fall due to scheduling conflicts with OUTREACH.

g) Coordination Requirements: In order to compel and accelerate implementation of the recommendations of
the MMP and any outcomes or findings from the OUTREACH/Santa Clara County Tour, the Board of
Supervisors should consider recommending to CCTA that eligibility for transit funding in a new TEP is
contingent upon participation with mobility management and other identified efforts. This type of requirement is
not without precedent:

o At the federal level, United States General Accounting Office produced a report in 2003, "Disadvantaged
Populations: Some Coordination Efforts Among Programs Providing Transportation Services, But
Obstacles Persist". The report found that increased coordination improved service and reduced costs.



Subsequent to this report, an Executive Order was issued directing increased coordination. With the next
iteration of the federal transportation funding authorization (SAFETEA-LU), coordination was required
pursuant to the Executive Order. To be eligible for certain federal transit funding for accessible type
services coordination was required. Those requirements continued with each subsequent funding program
and continuing resolution.

o At the regional level, the MTC passes along the federal coordination requirements mentioned above to local
recipients of federal transit funding.

o At the local level, requirements currently exist in Measure J, albeit not relative to transit funding. Local
jurisdictions are required to participate in, and demonstrate consistency with the Growth Management
Program in order to be eligible for " Local Streets Maintenance & Improvements" program.

h) Acknowledgement of Sensitivity

Compounding the complexity of implementing a system is the sensitive nature of the client population being
served. The existing client population should be insulated from any extreme or sudden changes in service
provision. This issue is reflected in recommendation #4 immediately below.

Recommendation: Staff recommends sending communication to CCTA and Contra Costa County transit districts
that:

1. Re-asserts the position that implementation and funding of mobility management is a priority highlighting
the Santa Clara brokerage model and cost information provided in this report;

2. Formally requests participation in the OUTREACH/Santa Clara County tour from CCTA and transit district
leadership;

3. Recommends that eligibility for any transit operations program funding in the TEP is contingent on
participation in implementation of the countywide mobility management program, and other identified
improvements;

4. Establishes that it is the intent of the Board of Supervisors to insulate the existing paratransit client
population from service degradation or interruptions as implementation efforts move ahead and requests
that CCTA and the transit providers adopt the same position.



7] BETTER COORDINATION OF LAND USE: AN ALTERNATIVE FORM OF TRANSPORTATION
PROGRAM

The County’s October 2014 letter included a funding request for economic development supportive activities
under the heading of “Major Projects & Emerging Planning Initiatives”. Further detail included a funding request
for “transportation projects and programs, infrastructure improvements and other expenditures that facilitate
needed economic development.” This section is intended to expand on that idea, describe the connection to
transportation and suggest for discussion purposes some alternative approaches that could be further evaluated
and pursued for possible inclusion in the TEP.

The reverse-commute direction on regional routes is often under used. For example, State Route 4 in East Contra
Costa County carries approximately 30,000 vehicles during the westbound AM and Eastbound PM commute
direction. This is approximately 70% of the total corridor segment traffic volume during either of those peak
commute periods. Again, this often leaves the off-peak direction operating with substantial remaining capacity.
The top five cities in the Bay Area with the longest commute times are all in Contra Costa County*. That time that
could be spent more productively with family, working, exercising, etc. Long and congested commute patterns
contribute substantially to unhealthful and climate-altering emissions. A primary cause of this unbalanced,
inefficient and resource-intensive transportation pattern is that it can be difficult to find jobs and housing in close
proximity or to find jobs and housing connected by transit or other efficient transportation infrastructure. The
potential sales tax measure now under consideration may present an opportunity to better address a root cause of
the transportation challenges we face.

The interrelationship between transportation and land use has long been recognized and incorporated in policy.
Measure C (1988) and Measure J (2004) included growth management programs for this reason. Both linked
return to source funding for local jurisdictions to establishment of urban limit lines intended to curtail growth that
would further impact the overburdened transportation network. California Senate Bill 375, adopted in October
2008, seeks to reduce greenhouse gas emissions through the development of sustainable community strategies that
call for better coordination between transportation and land use planning. The Association of Bay Area
Governments, charged with implementing SP 375, has coordinated designation of Priority Development
Areas--infill development areas near transit--as well as Priority Conservation Areas (PCAs). ABAG’s Regional
Planning Committee voted unanimously on June 3, 2015, to embark on further study of Priority Industrial Areas
(PIAs), recognizing that land needs to be allocated for high-growth industries that generate significant jobs and
tax revenues, and when centrally located, decrease travel time. Expenditures from the State Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Fund (Cap and Trade) are being directed to promote development within PDAs. A potential sales tax
measure for Contra Costa County may be able to employ some of these types of policies and customize them to
Contra Costa County needs and circumstances. In fact, WCCTAC has recommended allocating sales tax funding
in its region for PDAs and for anti-displacement activities within those PDAs.

To illustrate the types of provisions that could be considered for the TEP staff has outlined some examples that
could effect transportation benefits through land-use. These examples belong to two categories: a) funding
allocations to promote development that reduces congestion, and b) new policy incentives to promote development
that reduces congestion.

* MTC's "Vital Signs": Oakley, Brentwood, Antioch, Hercules, Pittsburg.

Funding Allocations to Promote Development That Reduces Congestion.

The TEP could allocate a portion of the future funds to a transportation demand reduction program. Instead of
focusing on building or expanding transportation infrastructure, funds for such a demand reduction program could
be used to stimulate certain infill development. Such development would have to demonstrate reductions in
transportation demand, such as reduced strain on the most congested freeways. This could take the form of
development in PDAs near transit or other types of development that achieve the demand reduction goal. For
Contra Costa County, jobs/housing balance is a key concern. A focus on developing employment centers that
would offer well-paying jobs proximate to housing (i.e. priority employment areas) could have merit. Stimulating
development that establishes well-paying jobs in East County, for example, could reduce strain on Highway 4,



offer a far easier commute for East County residents and make better use of prior transportation investments by
stimulating the counter commute.

Subject to establishment of a clear nexus to transportation needs, a broad range of activities designed to stimulate
infill development and reduce demand on roads or other existing transportation facilities could be evaluated as
part of this process. One example might be the improvement of roads in infill areas or transit access to those areas
to stimulate development. However, some areas may need greater investment to reverse prior land-use trends and
reduce transportation demand. In this case, broader investment options might be explored. Subject to legal
analysis, ideas such as funding or partially-funding other public infrastructure (e.g., water, sewer, power, etc.),
impact fees (including transportation fees) or possibly even the costs of land assembly or constructing a project
such as a business park might be considered. Some approaches will work better than others or have broader
support, and past experiences with investing in economic development could be a guide to more successful
strategies.

Policy Incentives to Stimulate Infill Development. Alternatively or in addition, the Board might want to direct
staff to evaluate whether the TEP might include policy incentives to promote infill development that reduces
transportation demand. For example, staff could explore whether the TEP could include incentives for local
agencies to adopt and implement certain land-use policies such as PDAs or priority employment areas, greater
density along transit or employment targets similar to the housing targets local agencies are required to include in
their General Plan Housing Elements. The Board might also want staff to evaluate whether infill development
incentives could be linked to existing TEP funding. For instance, the Board might want staff to explore whether
infill development or transportation demand reduction could be a criteria for allocating funding for complete
streets projects or other categories of funds in the TEP, or whether the TEP could include planning funds to help
local jurisdictions address problems like the job/housing balance.

Local land-use agencies, including the County, are eager to maintain control of their land-use process and new
policy in incentives embedded in the TEP could be controversial. Such incentives can also have unintended
consequences and any new policy incentive would need to be carefully considered.

Recommendation: The material presented in this section is intended to promote conversation and elicit policy
guidance from the Board. It was not intended to be a detailed proposal and has not been thoroughly discussed with
CCTA or other jurisdictions. If the Board wishes to pursue these ideas further, additional research and engagement
with partners would be required to further explore the feasibility of these concepts and craft a more definitive
proposal. Staff recommends the Board provide initial feedback on these concepts.

8] BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION ISSUES

Contra Costa County currently has the lowest rate of trips-by-bike rate in the Bay Area according to the MTC*. A
strategic approach to developing and prioritizing bicycle project and program activities to reverse this rate could
improve the County’s ranking.

* MTC: Regional Bicycle Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area — 2009 Update.

Recommendation:Staff recommends sending communication to CCTA proposing the development and funding
of a bicycle project and program strategy that substantially increases the County’s trip-by-bike rate.

9] MAJOR PROJECTS



Below is a list of “major projects” included as priorities in the Board’s October 2014 letter. Staff understands that
these priorities are still valid. Modifications to the County position, where necessary, are provided.

* TriLink (SR239): Recommend continuing as a priority. Emphasize the Vasco-Byron Connector phase as a near
term priority.

* North Richmond Truck Route: Recommend continuing as a priority.

* I-680 HOV Gap Closure: Recommend continuing as a priority. (Note: The CCTA Administration and Planning
Committee recently approved an agreement with MTC to study alternatives to close the gap.)

* Iron Horse/Lafayette-Moraga Trail Connector: Recommend continuing as a priority.
* Vasco Road Safety Improvements: Recommend continuing as a priority.
* Northern Waterfront Goods Movement Infrastructure: Recommend continuing as a priority.

* Kirker Pass Road Truck Climbing Lane: This particular project did not make it on the RTPC project priority
list. Staff recommends continuing with this project as a priority and communicating the importance of the project
to CCTA as follows: The Northbound Project, estimated to cost $18 million, is scheduled for construction in 2018
and will provide a northbound truck climbing lane and paved shoulders for future Class II bike lanes between
Clearbrook Drive in the City of Concord and the easternmost Hess Road intersection in the unincorporated area.
The project is needed to improve safety for motorists and bicyclists along this stretch of road that experiences high
truck traffic and is a major commute corridor between central and east county. With sustained grades steeper than
eight percent, trucks are unable to match the speed of other vehicles on the roadway, causing significant
congestion and creating a safety hazard.

The Southbound project will add a truck climbing lane in the opposite direction and is estimated to cost over $20
million. There is no date yet for construction, but project development activities are expected to be started within
the next few years.

* Capitol Corridor Voucher Program: New Proposed Program: Staff recommends requesting that WCCTAC
and CCTA explore the concept. WCCTAC is currently involved in a high capacity transit study that would
explicitly or effectively extend BART service in West Contra Costa County. Given that a service expansion of
this type is typically a long-term process; a more immediate solution should be considered.

The CCJPA currently operates the Capitol Corridor service through Contra Costa County. In order to provide
some service increase to West Contra Cost residents, a TEP-funded, Capitol Corridor voucher program for Contra
Costa residents should be explored. The CCJPA is currently involved in a Capitol Corridor Vision Planning
process that does call for coordination with WCCTAC and CCTA relative to the high capacity transit study.

Recommendation:Staff recommends communicating Board of Supervisors project priorities for a TEP to CCTA
including the specific recommendations above.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If a comment letter is not transmitted, the Board will forgo an opportunity to provide input on the development of
the Transportation Expenditure Plan.
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Funding Tragets Set by Subregion

25-year Measure Revenue

Constant $ 2030 Population % (x1,000)
TRANSPAC 29.37% $ 686,929
TRANSPLAN 28.25% $ 660,756
SWAT 19.13% $ 447,366
WCCTAC 23.26% $ 544,032
Total 100.00% $ 2,339,083
TRANSPAC TRANSPLAN SWAT* WCCTAC
DRAFT Capital Projects Cost (x1,000) % of Share DRAFT Capital Projects Cost (x1,000) % of Share DRAFT Capital Projects Cost (x1,000) % of Share DRAFT Capital Projects Cost (x1,000) % of Share
1-680/SR-4 Interchange S 60,000.00 8.7%]eBART (Antioch to Brentwood) S 80,000.00 12.1%]1-680 Transit Congestion Relief S 80,000.00 17.9%]1-80 Interchange Imprvs S 59,844.00 11.0%
SR-242/Clayton Rd On/Off Ramps S 17,700.00 2.6%|SR-4 Operational Imprvs S 30,000.00 4.5%|Major Streets S 16,000.00 3.6%|Major Roads, Bridges, Grade Separations S 13,600.00 2.5%
SR-4 Operational Imprvs S 30,000.00 4.4%|Vasco Rd Imprvs S 40,000.00 6.1%|SR-24 Interchange Ops Imprvs. S 20,000.00 4.5%|High Capacity Transit Imprvs S 54,403.00 10.0%
Tri Link (SR-239 - Brent dtoT
Contra Costa Blvd/Concord Ave Interchg ~ $ 24,000.00 3.5% E”pr'sn () rentwood to fracy $ 120,000.00 18.2%|PDA Bypass (Lafayette) $ 25,000.00 5.6%|Hercules Intermodal Transit Center $ 10,881.00 2.0%
Xprswy
I-680 Operational Imprvs S 15,000.00 2.2%|BART Pkg/Access/Other Imprvs S 10,000.00 1.5%|Expanded BART Service (Option A)* S 28,000.00 6.3%|BART (Station, Safety, Other Imprvs) S 43,523.00 8.0%
New BART Cars $ 10,000.00 1.5%| BART Safety and System Reliability S 10,000.00 1.5%|Expanded BART Service (Option B)? $ 50,000.00 11.2%
Ferry Service S 8,000.00 1.2%|Major Streets in East County S 20,000.00 3.0%
Clayton Rd/Treat Blvd Intersection S 1,000.00 0.1%
Ygnacio Valley Rd Complete Sts S 20,000.00 2.9%
Concord Blvd Complete Sts S 8,000.00 1.2%
Willow Pass Rd Capacity/Complete Sts S 5,000.00 0.7%
Galindo St Corridor Imprvs S 4,400.00 0.6%
Conta Costa Blvd Complete Sts - Ph 5&6 S 12,800.00 1.9%)
Gregory Lane Complete Sts S 17,700.00 2.6%
Pleasant Hill Rd Complete Sts - Ph 2&3 S 16,600.00 2.4%
Olympic Corridor Bike/Trail Connector S 11,700.00 1.7%|
West Downtown Public Imprvs S 24,000.00 3.5%
Pacheco Blvd Widening S 20,300.00 3.0%,
Alhambra Ave Widening $ 10,000.00 1.5% Subtotal Capital (Option A)* $ 169,000.00 37.8%
Subtotal Capital S 316,200.00 46.0%|Subtotal Capital S 310,000.00 46.9%|Subtotal Capital (Option B)? S 191,000.00 42.7%|Subtotal Capital $ 182,251.00 33.5%
DRAFT Programs Cost (x1,000) % of Share DRAFT Programs Cost (x1,000) % of Share DRAFT Programs Cost (x1,000) % of Share DRAFT Programs Cost (x1,000) % of Share
Local Streets Maint/Multi Modal Imprvs S 206,100.00 30.0%|Local Streets Maint & Imprvs S 198,227.00 30.0%|Local Streets & Roads (Option A)1 S 134,000.00 30.0%|Local Sts/Sidewalks Maint S 152,329.00 28.0%
Technology Upgrades S 20,000.00 2.9%|TLC S 16,519.00 2.5%|Local Streets & Roads (Option B)? S 112,000.00 25.0%|Richmond Pkwy Maint S 13,601.00 2.5%
Transportation for Livable Comms. S 24,700.00 3.6%|Ped/Bike S 9,911.00 1.5%|Expanded Transit Access to BART S 60,000.00 13.4%|Safe Routes to School S 5,440.00 1.0%
Safe Routes to School S 10,800.00 1.6%]| Transportation for Seniors & Disabled S 46,914.00 7.1%]Technology Upgrades (signal coord, etc) S 5,000.00 1.1%|Ped, Bike, Trails S 27,202.00 5.0%
Increased Bus to BART S 57,900.00 8.4%| Express Bus S 13,876.00 2.1%|Safe Transportation for Children S 25,000.00 5.6%]|Ferry Service in West County S 27,202.00 5.0%
Transportation for Seniors & Disabled S 21,300.00 3.1%]|Commute Alternatives S 6,608.00 1.0%|Commute Alternatives S 5,000.00 1.1%|Bus Service Improvements S 54,403.00 10.0%
Bike/Ped/Trail Enhance & Maint. S 20,000.00 2.9%|Safe Transp for Children/"Street Smarts" S 8,259.00 1.2%|Ped/Bike/TLC/Complete Sts S 40,000.00 8.9%|Student Bus Pass Program S 27,202.00 5.0%
Commute Alternatives S 10,000.00 1.5%|Subregional Transportation Needs S 10,110.00 1.5%|Transportation for Seniors S 10,000.00 2.2%|Transportation for Seniors & Disabled S 27,202.00 5.0%
Ferry Service in East County S 6,608.00 1.0%) Clean Transportation S 10,881.00 2.0%
Bus Service S 33,038.00 5.0% No Displacement from PDA S 10,881.00 2.0%
Subtotal Programs (Option A)* S 279,000.00 62.4%|Commute Alternatives (TDM) $ 2,720.00 0.5%)
Subtotal Programs (Option B)? S 257,000.00 57.4%|Subregional Transportation Needs $ 2,720.00 0.5%|
Subtotal Programs S 370,800.00 54.0%|Subtotal Programs S 350,070.00 53.0%|TOTAL (Option A) S 448,000.00 100.1%|Subtotal Programs S 361,783.00 66.5%
TOTAL S 687,000.00 100.0%|TOTAL S 660,070.00 99.9%| TOTAL (Option B)’ $ 448,000.00 100.1%|TOTAL $ 544,034.00 100.0%)

*At the 8/3/2015 SWAT Committee meeting,the SWAT Committee was split on whether
to allocate 30% to Local Streets and Roads or allocate only 25% to Local Streets and
Roads and increase funding to expanded BART service.

The SWAT Committee approved the Draft SWAT TEP with a split in vote on the amount
to allocate to Local Streets and Roads and expanded BART service.

1Option A based on Draft SWAT TEP proposal with 30% dedicated to Local Streets and

Roads

2Option B based on Draft SWAT TEP proposal with 25% dedicated to Local Streets and
Roads and increased funding to expanded BART service
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Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee

Meeting Date: September 14, 2015

Subject

EPAC Membership

Bay Area Council
e Mike Cunningham
e Emily Loper (A)
Bike East Bay
e Dave Campbell
e Kenji Yamada (A)
Building and Construction Trades Council
e Bob Lilley
e Alternate to be determined
Building Industry Association
e Lisa Vorderbrueggen
e Bob Glover (A)
California Alliance for Jobs
e Andy Fields
e Michael Quigley (A)
Central Labor Council
e Margaret Hanlon-Gradie
e Cheryl Brown (A)
Contra Costa Community College District
e Tim Leong
e Alternate to be determined
Contra Costa County Taxpayers Association
e Jack Weir
e Mike McGill (A)
Contra Costa County Office of Education
e Bruce Burns
e Terry Koehne (A)
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

East Bay Economic Development Alliance

e Dennis Freeman

e AnneO (A)
East Bay Leadership Council

e Kristin Connelly

e Steve Van Wart (A)
East Bay Regional Park District

e Sean Dougan

e Erich Pfuehler (A)
Genesis

e Reverend Hubert Ivery

e Mary Lim-Lampe (A)
Greenbelt Alliance

e Joel Devalcourt

e Tom Brickley (A)
Paratransit

e Rita Xavier

e Shirley Cressey (A)
Rehabilitation Services of Northern California

e Debbie Toth

e Tighe Boyle (A)
Save Mount Diablo

e Ron Brown;

e Seth Adams (A)
TRANSFORM

e Joel Ramos

e Geoffrey Johnson * (A)
United Contractors

e Emily Cohen

e Man-Li Lin Kelly (A)
Alliance of Californians for Community Empowerment (ACCE)

e David Sharples

e Jovana Fajardo (A)
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. Northern Waterfront Economic Development Initiative

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

e Rich Seithel
e Jamar Stamps * (A)
Sierra Club

e Patrisha Piras

e Matt Williams (A)
TRANSDEF

e Peter Lydon

e David Schonbrunn (A)
Urban Habitat

e Bob Allen

e Ellen Wu (A)
California Trucking Association

e Eric Sauer

e Chris Shimoda (A)
Brentwood Agricultural Land Trust

e Kathryn Lyddan

e To be determined (A)
Business Parks

e Alex Mehran

e Chris Truebridge (A)
Public Health

e Rebecca Rozen *

e Alternate to be determined
John Muir Trust

e Linus Eukel *

e Alternate to be determined

Interim appointment by CCTA Chair
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APPENDIX D;
Case Studies

Appendix D: Case Studies

Twelve case studies were conducted to document actual practices in operating cost-effective ADA
complementary paratransit service and implementing inclusive service designs. The transit agencies
studied and the specific topics covered are shown in the table below. Case studies are presented in the

order listed.

Transit Agency/Provider

Topics Studied

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA)
and Outreach and Escort Service, Inc. (OUTREACH),
San Jose, CA

Service design — brokerage;
Cost-effective procurement and contracting;
Cost-effective operating practices

Port Authority of Allegheny County (PAT) and ACCESS
Transportation Systems, Inc.(ACCESS), Pittsburgh, PA

Service design — brokerage
Coordination

San Mateo County Transit District, San Carlos, CA

General public demand responsive service;
Service design — contracted turnkey

STAR, Arlington County, VA

Service design — contracted call/control center with
contracted service providers;

Coordination;

Cost-effective contracting and procurement;
Cost-effective operating practices;

Use of taxis;

Use of technologies

Dallas Area Rapid Transit (DART), Dallas, TX

Service design — contracted turnkey with taxi
component;

Contract monitoring;

Use of Technology

Pelivan Transit, Big Cabin, OK

Coordination;
Use of Technologies

Capital Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(CapMetro), Austin, TX

Service design — in-house call/control center with
contracted service providers;

Use of taxis;

Flex-routes

Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority
(SEPTA), Philadelphia, PA

Cost-effective contracting and procurement;
Performance monitoring;
Use of technologies

Northern Arizona Intergovernmental Public
Transportation Authority (NAIPTA), Flagstaff, AZ

Use of Taxis

Broward County Transit (BCT), Broward County, FL

Community bus service

Utah Transit Authority (UTA), Salt Lake City, UT

FLEX Route services

Metro Transit, Seattle, WA

Coordination (Community Transportation Program);
Use of taxis

D-1




Appendix D: Case Studies

Agency: Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) and
Outreach and Escort Service, Inc. (OUTREACH),
San Jose, CA

Topics: Paratransit Service Design — Full Service Brokerage
Cost-effective Procurement and Contracting
Cost-effective Operating Practices

Background

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) is an independent special district that is
responsible for multi-modal transportation planning and public transit services in Santa Clara County,
CA. VTA oversees the operation of fixed route transit—including light rail and fixed route bus
services—as well as ADA paratransit services throughout the county. VTA also serves as the
Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for Santa Clara County and the cities that are located in the
county. As part of its role as the CMA, VTA conducts comprehensive countywide planning for highway
as well as transit services. VTA also partners with the state and with neighboring counties to provide
intercity rail services, commuter rail services, and regional bus services for the region.

VTA's service area includes all of Santa Clara County, which is at the southern tip of San Francisco Bay.
There are 15 cities within the county, including the City of San Jose. Santa Clara County has a growing
population and is home to many of the country’s largest technology companies. The county covers 346
square-miles and had a population of 1,816,486 in 2013.

VTA operates a fleet of 99 light rail transit (LRT) cars over 42.2 miles of rail line that connect 62
stations. The LRT system is fully accessible to persons with disabilities. All grade-separated stations are
equipped with elevators. The majority also have escalators. And all platforms at stations provide level
boarding to the trains. LRT operates at 15 minute headways during peak hours, 15-30 minute headways
during mid-day and weekend hours, and 15-60 minutes headways at night. In fiscal year 2012, the VTA’s
Light Rail provided over 10.3 million unlinked passenger trips and had an average weekday ridership of
32,716.

VTA also operates an extensive fixed route bus service. A fleet of 426 buses operate over a network of
71 routes with 1,236 route miles. Ninety of the buses are hybrid powered low emission. VTA's bus
route system includes 53 local routes and 18 express and limited stop routes. The bus system can be
reached by customers at 3,782 bus stops (2,220 with benches and/or shelters), 16 transit centers and 10
Park & Ride lots. All of VTA'’s buses are accessible, with a mix of ramps and lifts. In fiscal year 2012, the
bus system provided over 32 million unlinked passenger trips and had an average weekday ridership of
104,583.

VTA encourages the use of its bus and light rail system by seniors and persons with disabilities by
offering community oriented travel training outreach services. This involvement in travel training grew
out of VTA's 2008 FTA New Freedom funded Mobility Options Program.

The Mobility Options Program was initiated to provide persons with disabilities the skills and confidence
needed to independently travel on VTA's transit system. VTA'’s current travel training efforts, in
partnership with its’ ADA paratransit broker and other community social service agencies, focus on
increasing the use of fixed route services through a Train the Trainer Academy, Daycation events,
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educational campaigns, public outreach, and a mobility device Securement Marking and Tethering
program.

VTA’s ADA Paratransit Service

VTA provides ADA paratransit for persons with disabilities who are not able, because of their disability,
to use the fixed route rail or bus services. VTA’s ADA paratransit service is provided as part of a
coordinated transportation brokerage. The brokerage is managed by Outreach and Escort Service, Inc.
(OUTREACH), a regional non-profit public benefit agency.

The ADA paratransit service covers all origins and destinations that are within ¥-mile of non-commuter
bus routes, or within a % mile radius of rail stations. VTA also provides “premium” service to origins
and destinations that are up to 1 mile outside these boundaries.

ADA paratransit is provided during the same days and hours as fixed route transit. Fares for ADA
paratransit are $4 per trip, twice the non-discounted fixed route adult fare.

ADA paratransit is provided on a “next day” basis. Eligible riders can call up to the close of the
reservations office to reserve a ride for any time the following day. Riders can also reserve trips up to 3
days in advance. The reservations office is open seven days a week, 365 days a year from 8 am. to 5
p.m. VTA also offers same day service on a space-available basis. Riders may use the IVR (Interactive
Voice Response) system for trip confirmations, trip cancellations and to book trips.

In FY 2012, a total of 775,553 trips were provided by a fleet of 255 vehicles composed of hybrid gas-
electric sedans, accessible minivans, raised-roof modified vans, and cutaway small buses. Average
weekday ridership was 2,742 with 7,095 eligible ADA paratransit customers taking at least one trip
during the fiscal year.

Riders can request trips based on either a desired arrival time (typically done for going trips with
appointments), or a desired pickup time (typically done for return trips). For return trips, riders can
either request a set pickup time, or can request an “Open Return” and call when they are ready. Open
returns are provided on a space available basis, are not offered for trips after 8 p.m. or on a subscription
basis, and riders can only request one Open Return trip per day. Policy allows open return pickups to
be made up to 90 minutes after a call is received, but in practice riders wait 15 to 30 minutes on
average. The fare for Open Return trips is also higher ($16) than the standard ADA paratransit fare.

Drivers provide assistance to and from the door. At larger facilities and apartment complexes, service is
provided to the exterior door of the lobby. Door-to-door service is provided as long as drivers do not
lose sight of their vehicles.

VTA also allows riders to make limited adjustments to return pickup locations. Return trip pickups can
be changed to be at a different location at the same facility, or to nearby addresses (such as across the
street from the original location). This flexibility was introduced to respond to changes in trips plans
that are sometimes outside of the rider’s control and to then prevent no-shows. Riders only need to call
before the start of their 30-minute pickup window to request a different, nearby pickup location.
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ADA Paratransit Service Design within the OUTREACH Brokerage
and Mobility Management Center

VTA and OUTREACH have a longstanding contractual and working relationship, going back to 1993, for
the operation and management of the brokerage. OUTREACH had been providing specialized
transportation and individualized mobility options along with social services, information and assistance,
and individualized case management since the 1970s. OUTREACH and VTA were early adapters to
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) and Information Technology (IT) for the paratransit program
dating back to the early 1990s and have continuously updated systems to reflect advancements in
technology. OUTREACH is somewhat atypical as a brokerage as it designs and implements many of its
own ITS and IT systems—often with the involvement of local volunteer talent.

OUTREACH Coordination and Mobility Management Services

OUTREACH serves as the Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (CTSA) for the region with its
first designation in 1982 and most recent re-designation in 2013. This is a designation bestowed by the
San Francisco Bay Area Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) in accordance with California’s
Social Service Transportation Improvement Act of 1979.

MTC is both the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) and the (Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the nine-county San Francisco Bay Area, and in this capacity serves as a
designated recipient of federal transportation funding. Under more recent federal requirements, MTC
has developed a “blueprint” for implementing a range of strategies intended to promote and advance
local efforts to improve transportation for persons with disabilities, older adults, and persons with low-
incomes. The Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan (Coordinated Plan) first
developed in 2007 and revised in 2013 emphasizes the designation of CTSAs to avert duplication of
efforts, to oversee a number of diverse funding sources, to facilitate sub-regional mobility management
and transportation coordination and to help build continuity of services between public transit,
paratransit and health and human service transportation.

CTSAs are recognized by the State Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and allowed to procure
goods and services on the state contract. As the county’s CTSA, OUTREACH endeavors to reduce
service costs coordinating health and human services transportation and public paratransit services,
enhance the efficient use of vehicles, purchase insurance and equipment at reduced costs, coordinate
grant applications, and register its vehicles at discounted prices, among other coordination activities
across a range of training, educational, and mobility options.

Through its one-stop eligibility and call center, the OUTREACH brokerage coordinates services to
varied customers including but not limited to:

e Persons with Disabilities who are Certified ADA Eligible
Regional Center persons with Developmental Disabilities
Non/Limited English Speaking Riders
Refugees/Immigrants
Seniors
Homeless Riders
Children, Youth and Families
Veterans
Transportation Disadvantaged
Residents of Institutional Settings

D-6



Appendix D: Case Studies

Welfare-to-Work and Low Income

Managed Care Riders

Individuals Living in Communities of Concern

Members of Faith Based Groups and Participants of Community Based Organizations/Non-
profits

To serve this variety of riders, OUTREACH coordinates a number of funding sources, including but not
limited to:

FTA Job Access and Reverse Commute Small urban and Large urban Areas
FTA New Freedom Small and Large urban Areas

HUD Community Development Block Grant

Local City General Funds

County General Funds

Older American Act Funds

State Transit Assistance

FTA Section 5310

State Proposition 1B for capital

Car and Cash Donations and Foundation and Corporate Grants
Temporary Assistance for needy Families (TANF)/CalWORKs (California Work Opportunity
and Responsibility to Kids)

State Health and Human Services

Coordinated services include but are not limited to:

ADA paratransit and Fare Subsidies

Senior Transportation

Employment and Low-Income Transportation

Volunteer Transportation

Managed Care Transportation

Menu of Mobility Options such as Fixed Route Bus Passes, Gas Cards, Ride Sharing, Vehicle
Sharing, Biking, Healthy Walking, Discount Taxi, Mileage Reimbursement, Older Driver Safety
Courses, Individual and Group Travel Training Instruction, etc.

With funding from the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), OUTREACH undertook a
planning grant with the community to develop a mobility management center in 2009 to centralize many
functions and activities into a one-call/one-click center. The following graphic illustrates the concept.
The Mobility Management Center serves as a central repository for storing and sharing information
about transportation services. It links to key organizations and public information systems, including the
AAA (Area on Aging), ILC (Independent Living Center), 2-1-1 (Santa Clara County United Way with
health and human services Information and Referral), transportation providers and funders, 511.org (for
regional transit), VTA.org (for local transit), services for Veterans (VA), among others. Consumers,
social service agencies, and transportation providers and funders can then access this information
through the Center.
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Figure D-1. OUTREACH Mobility Management Concept

In addition to providing live support and direct delivery of transportation services, OUTREACH has also
created a web portal for virtual, “one-call/one-click” mobility management services. Nonprofits,
community groups and other entities may set up accounts for their members or clients and use the
cloud-hosted web portal at no charge. Typical users are faith-based groups, Veterans organizations,
homeless shelters, senior/gerontology groups, and health care providers. Or nonprofits, community
groups and other entities may call or have their clients call OUTREACH’s multi-lingual mobility
managers through the one-call center 800-number. These live agent and/or web portal call functions and
activities include but are not limited to:

Emergency planning for transportation and evacuation of vulnerable populations in the event of a
disaster or security threat through:
- Fleet and driver inventory resource management system linked to County office of
Emergency Operations Center
- Mapping of encrypted at-risk vulnerable populations to be accessed only when
emergency is declared; encrypted file updated every 90 days.
- Mapping of accessible shelters, staging areas and evacuation routes, etc.
Volunteer driver modules
Vehicle sharing modules across organizations
Trip booking system for reservations
- Single trips or standing sent by agency to vendor dashboard in real time
- Agency may select one or more paid vendors (accessible vans, discount taxi, nonprofit,
etc.) or volunteers to perform trips
- Trip bookings with other organizations to share vehicles or seats
- Google mapping for shortest distance,
- Trip authorization functions based on customized business rules and policies
- Reporting and invoicing
- Fee or charge functions if needed
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- Fund accounting if managing more than one funding source

- automated invoices and reports, and linked in real time to vendor service providers via
dashboards

- Trip booking for paid providers like accessible van companies or discounted taxi
companies

- Trip bookings with other organizations to share vehicles or seats

- Trip bookings for volunteer drivers

e Mobility option or benefit management system for tracking gas cards, bus passes, ADA eligibility
subsidies, mileage reimbursement, bikes, healthy walking programs, etc.

The screen print the following page captures many of the business and operational functions on the left
and the simple reservations system on the right of the screen.

Reset Password| Log Out

User : agencyadminl My Account

About U5 [Virtual Taxi Admin Registration |User Registration | Contact Us
Weloome QUTREACH

Trip Management i Book A Trip
Book A Trip Search Client By: 1 v |
Trip Dashboard Client Name: | - Email Id:
fesitisnge Client’s Add: Client’s Status:
Subscription Trip Booking @ Round Trip © One way
Other Trips ] open Gaing Mo. of Passengers: [Jopen Return Na. of Passengers:
Rule Management v Pick-up:
Default Configuration (w1 | | Date: [&/1772010 Date:
Vendor Management = Addi: | | # -l ! | #1 -|
Client Management e City: | vl Zip: | | ity v| Zip: | |
Agency User Management ¥
= Drop-off:
i anagement e
= Date: |&/17/2010
Status Management L
Reports v Add1: | | #
City: | vl Fip: | |
Contact Details
Calaulate Distance (miles)

Fa 408-382-0470 Authorization Code: | |

By Mail
OUTREACH & ESCORT INC
325 Rock Ave, S10
S=n Josa, CA, 95131

Special Service Details: |

By Email
contactBoutreachmme.org

& 2006-2010 Outreach & Exscort Inc All rights reserved.
Tarms & Conditions | Frivacy Statament | Coockie Policy | Accessibility |  Trademarks of Outresch & Escort Inc

Figure D-2. OUTREACH Mobility Management Center TripNet Web Portal

Current and future ADA Certified Eligible persons have many options within the OUTREACH
brokerage in addition to paratransit. Accurate and easy access to information about resources is a key
factor to identifying, comparing, and selecting one or more options. OUTREACH provides a
“Community Search System” to the public. This system is a searchable database of transportation and
community resources that can be compared in terms of location, services, eligible criteria, accessibility,
hours of operation, wheelchair accessibility, target populations, languages, fees, contact information and
many other features. The user may select language of choice as well as size of font and can save, email
or print off results. Searches can be general or targeted by rider type such as older adults, persons with
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disabilities, Veterans, low-income individuals and so forth. A live chat support assists with any questions
about resources. This tool is being expanded through partnerships with Salinas-Monterey Transit to the
south and Marin Transit to the north of OUTREACH creating a regional system stretching over 250
miles among others as part of VTA and OUTREACH’s VTCLI grant (Veterans Transportation and
Community Living Imitative).

OUTREACH also partnered with the National Center for Senior Transportation to develop a person-
centered, rider choice model providing over 800 persons with disabilities and older adults with a range
of flexible mobility options for travelling to places to a range of community services. The goal of the
program is to provide individuals with a wide range of transportation options and to allow them to
choose the option that best meets their needs. Figure D-3 illustrates the wide range of maobility options
that have been developed for accessing various community services.

The Administrative Brokerage Model

OUTREACH manages all of these programs as an “administrative broker.” This means that OUTREACH
does not directly operate vehicles, but contracts with transportation companies for the delivery of
service. OUTREACH's broader roles and responsibilities as the administrative broker and CTSA are to:
e Develop partnerships with local and regional agencies
e Cooperatively plan and develop transportation services
e Contract with funding agencies to manage the delivery of transportation services
e Pursue additional funding to supplement monies provided through contracts, including the
preparation of grant applications and local fundraising
e Cooperatively negotiate overall budgets for service and manage the proper allocation of costs to
participating agencies
e \Work cooperatively with funding agencies to develop public information and market the
transportation services provided
e Conduct open, competitive procurement processes, in compliance with state and federal laws,
for companies to delivery transportation services
Monitor service provider contracts and performance
Perform customer service and quality assurance duties
Receive rider input and investigate and resolve rider complaints and concerns
Review and process invoices from service providers and bill funding agencies
Manage rider fares and accounts
Prepare required service and financial reports for funding agencies
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:] Mobility Management Options
:] Community Services

Figure D-3. OUTREACH Mobility Management Options

Depending on the needs of participating funding agencies and the transportation services being provided
for them, OUTREACH also performs other more specific tasks. For example, for VTA and the ADA
paratransit service, OUTREACH:
e Accepts applications from individuals and makes determinations of ADA paratransit eligibility
e Administers an appeal process for ADA paratransit eligibility
e Operates a call and control center to accept and schedule trip requests and to provide radio
dispatch services
e Provides support to VTA, as needed, to meet regulatory requirements, including NTD
reporting, safety and security planning, Title VI and LEP planning and compliance, and SBE and
DBE plans and goals
e Oversees fuel and vehicle maintenance contracts with the County of Santa Clara
e Prepares and submits annual California State Excise Tax Rebate forms

VTA sets overall policies for the ADA paratransit service, including eligibility requirements, service area,

days and hours of operation, fares, and other riders and service policies. VTA also negotiates and
manages the contract with OUTREACH for brokerage services, develops funding for the ADA

D-11


jcunningham
Highlight


Appendix D: Case Studies

paratransit service, reviews invoices for service provided, processes payment to OUTREACH, and
monitors service quality.

At the time of the case study in April 2013, OUTREACH had contracts with several companies for the
delivery of service. The largest contract was with a company for the operation of vehicles “dedicated”
to the paratransit service. The vehicles and on-board equipment (MDTs, AVL) used in this part of the
operation are leased to the dedicated provider as part of the company’s contractual relationship with
OUTREACH. The lease is $1.00 per equipped vehicle. OUTREACH is unique in that it designs the in-
vehicle system and develops the software that links the dispatch center to the vehicles in real-time. VTA
and OUTREACH both seek public grants for hardware and technology having been early adaptors to
automated scheduling, vehicle routing and tracking, and digitized mapping since the early 1990s when
FTA and Caltrans New Technology grants were implemented. OUTREACH is now on its 4th generation
of Intelligent Transportation systems (ITS).

OUTREACH develops daily schedules and batch optimizes the trips that are transmitted to the service
provider. The “dedicated” service provider is paid a monthly amount for fixed cost, plus a per trip rate
for variable costs.

As one of several cost savings initiatives (described below), OUTREACH has negotiated a contract that
allows paratransit vehicles operated by the dedicated service provider to be maintained at County
garages by staff that also maintain other County vehicles. This arrangement was possible because of the
positive working relationship that both VTA and OUTREACH together have with the County, as well as
separately though other contractual arrangements. OUTREACH as a broker also has agreements with
the County for other social service mobility options, transportation services and case management.
Dedicated vehicles are fueled at County fueling stations to take advantage of bulk purchase savings.
OUTREACH has also arranged for dedicated vehicles to be parked at VTA and County facilities to
reduce service provider facility costs.

The dedicated service provider is mainly responsible for managing staff involved in the direct operation
of service. This includes drivers, road supervisors, pullout (“window”) dispatchers, managers, and
administrative staff. The dedicated service provider is responsible for hiring, background checks, training,
and supervision of these staff. Other responsibilities include:

e Providing vehicle and general liability insurance
Contracting for the repair of body damage
Operating vehicles in compliance with contract requirements
Accident and incident reporting and claims management
Providing OUTREACH with daily and monthly service reports

OUTREACH developed a somewhat unique approach for control and dispatch of paratransit service a
decade ago. While OUTREACH has sole responsibility for trip reservations and scheduling, it shares
responsibility for radio dispatch and management of vehicle runs with its dedicated service provider.
Both parties have access to OUTREACH's software systems and vehicle locating and tracking systems in
an area called the “Day of Service Department.” At each dispatch “station,” there is an OUTREACH
representative as well as a dedicated service provider dispatcher. These two professionals work as a
collaborative team.
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This dispatching partnership allows OUTREACH to
provide the client with individual assistance and to be
directly involved in making any required changes to
schedules and to ensure that service policies are
followed. At the same time, it allows the dedicated
service provider to maintain responsibility for supervising
and managing its drivers, and to ensure that the drivers
are supported in the field. In practice, this collaborative
team atmosphere ensures the well-being of both
OUTREACH's clients and the service provider’s drivers
in the field.

OUTREACH:'s dispatch approach has resulted in
improved on-time schedules, less time to resolve service
issues or challenges in real-time, more satisfied clients, Figure D-4. Dispatch Teams at
and drivers that are able to get timely rest and meal OUTREACH Call and Control Center
breaks. Since the introduction of this collaborative
dispatch method, the combined number of FTEs for broker and vendors personnel in the Day of
Service/Dispatch Department has declined at the same rate as the overall staffing levels of the
paratransit program as follows:
e Total OUTREACH paratransit personnel declined 35% from 73 to 48 FTEs from FY 02 to FY 13
e Total Dedicated Vendor paratransit personnel declined 29% from 301 to 215 FTEs from FY 02
to FY 13

In addition to its dedicated service provider contact, OUTREACH contracts with local taxi companies
to provide “non-dedicated” service. A daily list of trips is developed by the call center and transmitted
to each taxi company. Each company then dispatches and provides the trips as part of its overall taxicab
operation. Taxi vendors are reimbursed for local trips based on the number of miles of service
operated. The miles to be paid are generated by the OUTREACH scheduling system and are based on
revenue vehicle miles. Deadhead is excluded and the same mileage rate is paid regardless of the number
of riders on the vehicle. This arrangement allows OUTREACH to group taxi trips whenever possible for
cost savings.

Long distance taxi trips are reimbursed on a flat rate based on distance. At the time of the case study,
trips from 10 to 19.99 miles were $30; trips 20-29.99 miles were $42.50; and trips 30-40 miles were
$55.

In addition to having the same general operating responsibilities of the dedicated service provider, taxi
vendors are responsible for providing vehicles and on-board equipment, for purchasing fuel, and for
maintaining vehicles. The taxi vendors also dispatch vehicles directly, although vehicle information from
the taxi dispatch software is “patched” into the OUTREACH control center so that the delivery of
service by taxis can be monitored in real time. In 2013, OUTREACH procured accessible vehicles with
FTA New Freedom funds through MTC. These vehicles are being provided to taxi providers in order to
allow them to better serve riders with mobility devices for both the paratransit program and the general
public as these vehicles will not be restricted. VTA also enables taxi companies to increase their
accessible vehicles by allowing the Broker to make available those vehicles that are being retired from
the paratransit fleet during replacement cycles.

Figure D-5 illustrates the above described roles and responsibilities under the brokerage model that has
been developed by VTA and OUTREACH.
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Brokerage Partners

(VTA, County, Cities, AAA, Councils on Aging, Caltrans, Others)

- Set service policies

- Manage contract with broker
- Monitor service quality and costs

- Provide funding

Broker
(OUTREACH)
Service Planning and Paratransit Mobility
Development Operations Management

- Build partnerships

- Prepare studies and
plans

- Develop funding
(grants, fundraising)

- Operate call and
control center

- ADA Eligibility
determination

- Contract with and
manage service
providers

- Customer service

- Prepare service and
financial reports

- Information and
referral

- Develop options
(volunteers, gas
cards, mileage
reimbursement,
walking & biking,
travel training)

Dedicated Service

Providers
Operate assigned
runs on dedicated
vehicle (vehicles,
maintenance, and
fuel by broker and
partners)

Figure D-5. VTA-OUTREACH Brokerage Model

VTA and OUTREACH Vehicles

Non-Dedicated
Service Providers
Provide trips assigned
by Broker on own

non-dedicated
vehicles

. Owned By
Ml R el VTA | OUTREACH
Hybrid Sedan 100 31
Mini Van 64 10
Modified Van 3 16
Cutaway Van 20 11
Total 187 68

Appendix D: Case Studies

VTA and OUTREACH work on multi-year vehicle purchasing plans based on fleet needs and the
availability of capital funding from both federal and state sources. In FY 2013, the combined VTA and
OUTREACH fleet for paratransit was 255 vehicles (187 VTA owned vehicles and 68 OUTREACH
owned vehicles). Table D-1 shows the composition of this dedicated fleet.

Table D-1. Joint Fleet of 255 Vehicles Dedicated to VTA Paratransit
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VTA recently completed a replacement of 154 paratransit vehicles bringing the average fleet age to 2.5
years. Some of the retired vehicles went to OUTREACH to support other transportation programs.
Some also went to other nonprofits to support transportation services operated directly by these
agencies. Some went to local taxi companies to increase the accessibility of taxicab fleets.

OUTREACH also owns an additional 72 vehicles for its other non-VTA social service transportation
programs. These vehicles can also be used for VTA paratransit services if needed. Table D-2 shows the
composition of this additional OUTREACH fleet. As noted above, several of these additional vehicles
were obtained from VTA during recent dedicated fleet replacements.

Table D-2. Additional OUTREACH Brokerage Vehicles
Used for Non-VTA Services

. Owned By
Vehicle Type OUTREACH
Hybrid Sedan 56
Mini Van 12
Modified Van 2
Cutaway Van 0
Total 72

The joint VTA and OUTREACH vehicle procurement program anticipates an additional 26 accessible
vehicles from FTA 5310 Cycle 10 and Cycle 11 grant awards to OUTREACH. With Cycle 12 underway,
an additional 13 accessible vehicles will be acquired.

VTA and OUTREACH are also the recipients of state funding for a back-up fleet wide emergency radio
communication system as well as funding to procure 70 to 90 plug-in electric vehicles and charging
system. Procurement of these vehicles will occur in 2013 and 2014 and the County of Santa Clara will
partner in terms of charging infrastructure and locations.

History and Development of the OUTREACH Brokerage Program

Prior to the passage of the ADA in 1990, VTA met its Section 504 requirements by operating accessible
fixed route services. Paratransit services in Santa Clara County were provided by non-profit
organizations and local communities. OUTREACH was the largest provider of special needs
transportation among the nonprofit providers with service dating back to the 1970s and the War on
Poverty.

To respond to the ADA requirement to provide both accessible fixed route and paratransit service,
VTA undertook a study in 1992 to examine alternative paratransit service delivery designs and
approaches. Because a strong network of local services already existed, VTA chose to pursue the
development of a brokerage model to build on these services, rather than to develop a separate ADA
paratransit program.

In 1993, VTA issued a RFP for a paratransit broker. OUTREACH, which was the largest of the then five
CTSAs in the area, responded and was selected to be the broker. OUTREACH worked with the other
CTSAs, as well as with the 15 cities within the county, to coordinate existing transportation services
into a single brokerage program throughout the entire VTA service area. Given that OUTREACH
operated a number of different community transportation programs within the umbrella of the overall
brokerage, OUTREACH developed an overall program budget and contracted with VTA as well as
other participating organizations.
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The initial contract between VTA and OUTREACH, which became effective in 1993, was for three years
with two option years. In 1998, based on the success of the program, VTA opted to negotiate a five year
extension rather than to re-bid. VTA has elected to do the same thing ever since, extending the
OUTREACH contract each time it was scheduled to expire. This approach is not atypical in California
where other transit agencies have long-standing relationships for decades with the same nonprofit
CTSAs as in Los Angeles (LA Access Services) and in Sacramento (Paratransit Inc.) given the high degree
of coordination that the relationship brings when the nonprofit CTSA is also engaged in paratransit
management and service delivery. Nonprofit CTSAs can apply for grants and health and human funding
sources that are not otherwise available to transit agencies.

VTA and OUTREACH staff noted that the long-term relationship that has developed between the
agencies is a partnership rather that a short-term contractor/vendor relationship. VTA and OUTREACH
work collaboratively—together with other partners and funding agencies—to develop and improve the
service. As a non-profit public benefit agency, OUTREACH’s costs are also regularly audited by VTA and
other organizations, which provides for detailed cost accountability and control.

It is important to note that year-after-year, the direct service provider costs comprise 80% or greater of
the program operating costs. Vendor services are competitively procured by OUTREACH on a regular
frequency, following Federal Transit Administration Circular C4220 for guidance on best practices used
in the industry for competitive third party contracting requirements. These competitive procurements
also meet all state and VTA procurement requirements.

VTA noted that in 2003 FTA changed its requirement that all services be competitively procured at least
every 7 years. FTA now allows transit agencies to maintain the kind of partnerships that VTA has with
OUTREACH if this is a business decision determined to be in the best interest of the transit agency and
the region.

Over time, VTA and OUTREACH have worked together to build and strengthen the brokerage model.
Different combinations of dedicated and non-dedicated service providers have been used. Expanded
collaborative arrangements with the County and other local and state agencies have also been
developed to expand services and achieve cost-savings. The design of the call center has also been
revised. Prior to 1999, OUTREACH only handled trip reservations and scheduling. Contracted service
providers were responsible for radio dispatching and run management. Over the past decade, the
dispatching of dedicated service was also centralized. OUTREACH and VTA have found that this has
given them much better control over service efficiency and service quality.

Annual budgets for brokerage of ADA paratransit services are negotiated each year by VTA and
OUTREACH. These annual budgets are then incorporated into VTA'’s two-year budget process. The
OUTREACH budget has four components:

e Broker Services — This includes overall broker management and administrative functions, as well
as call and control center costs for trip reservations, scheduling, dispatch, customer service,
fleet management and IT functions.

e Vendor Services — This includes dedicated and non-dedicated service provider costs. It also
includes operating costs outside of service provider contracts, such as fuel, vehicle maintenance,
vehicle registrations, communications, and vehicle depreciation.

e Eligibility Certification — This includes costs incurred by OUTREACH for managing the ADA
paratransit eligibility certification and appeals processes.

e Capital — This includes non-vehicle capital, such as computer system costs.
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The VTA and OUTREACH Brokerage model has the following budgetary and control characteristics:

Allowable Costs and Total Compensation. OUTREACH abides by the “Cost Principles for Non-
Profit Organizations” established by the federal Office of Management and Budget and published in
Circular A-122, and VTA only compensates OUTREACH for costs allowable pursuant to the principles
stated therein. OUTREACH is compensated for services performed based on actual allowable costs.
This compensation does not exceed the amount authorized by VTA’s Board of Directors.

Biennial Budget Projections. OUTREACH provides VTA with a proposed budget and annual trip
estimates by a date requested by VTA (typically December 1) for the preparation of VTA's biennial
budget. After review and consultation with OUTREACH, the proposed budget is incorporated into
VTA'’s biennial budget document, which is subject to VTA Board approval. In determining the proposed
budget, the parties consider the cost per trip, projected growth, program policies and services, and cost
containment strategies. In the spirit of the partnership that has been developed, OUTREACH'’s financial
records are open and a reasonable budget is negotiated to achieve the goals established each year.

Long Term Budget Estimates. Upon request of VTA, OUTREACH develops longer term (5-10
years) budget(s) and trip estimates to support VTA service and financial planning efforts.

Annual Budget Submittal. In the last quarter of each fiscal year, OUTREACH develops and submits
an annual line-item budget for all expenses to provide paratransit services for the subsequent fiscal year.
All line-items have corresponding back-up justification and explanation. The proposed budget shall be
due by a date specified by VTA (typically June 1). After review, and modification as needed, the VTA
Project Manager approves such annual budget in writing. The budget may be amended at mid-year or
when needed, reasonable and justified, to reflect changes in vendor costs, broker costs, eligibility costs
or capital needs brought on by unforeseeable circumstances or by changes in VTA-approved service
policies, procedures, guidelines and service delivery practices. The budget includes costs for broker and
vendor services, capital procurements and the ADA paratransit eligibility certification program. The
budget submittal also includes an organizational chart, staffing plan, vehicle assignment list, a description
with budget impact of any proposed programmatic change and other documents needed to support the
requested budget.

Additional and/or Alternative Funding. If OUTREACH receives additional or alternative funding
that is incorporated into the paratransit program budget, OUTREACH identifies these revenues, the
type of funds, funding source, amount of funding and the potential impacts to the paratransit program as
part of the budget process. Any agreement between OUTREACH and a third party to provide these
funds is made available to VTA upon request. A typical example of this additional funding that has been
recognized in the annual budget is the contribution of the County of Santa Clara, Aging an Adult
Services, which will contribute to part of the cost of the paratransit trips for ADA-certified eligible
riders to and from the network of 39 senior/community/nutrition centers in Santa Clara County. The
County contribution goes beyond covering the rider fare and contributes to the actual cost per trip.

Fare Collection. OUTREACH collects over $2.4 million per year in client fare payments using a virtual
paratransit pre-paid debit account payment system. This system is highly secure and eliminates any fraud
at the time of the ride. Customers enjoy the convenience of the system in not having to carry cash,
tokens, tickets, or smart cards. Fares collection is automated through this virtual debit system with each
client having an individual account with OUTREACH eliminating the need for in-vehicle fare equipment
and costly fare collection procedures. Customers have the convenience of setting-up standing or single
payments. Clients can pay into their accounts using cash, checks, commuter checks, credit cards, and
other options. The fare account system is designed to accept ride sponsors and subsidies. The Broker
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submits fare reconciliation sheets to VTA monthly showing all transactions. Fare-box recovery is in the
12% to 15% range.

Invoices — Paratransit Brokerage Service. VTA pays OUTREACH in advance for broker services,
based upon estimates for costs to be incurred for each billing period. Cost estimates are submitted to
the VTA Project Manager who reviews and approves for processing of the invoice and payment by the
10th day after receipt of the invoice. OUTREACH submits a month end invoice by the 20th day of each
month for services provided during the previous month, to include billings for actual costs incurred by
OUTREACH. OUTREACH reconciles the difference between the prior period’s advance payments and
actual costs incurred for that invoice period. OUTREACH adjusts the subsequent advance payment
requests for any underestimated costs and VTA is credited any over-estimate in costs for the brokerage
services.

Invoices — Paratransit Vendor Services. VTA pays OUTREACH in advance for the Vendor fixed
cost, which is a pre-determined amount, set in the contract(s) between OUTREACH and its Vendor(s)
for each billing period. OUTREACH submits to VTA’s Project Manager who reviews and approves for
processing of the Invoice(s) and payment(s) by the 10th day after receipt of the Invoice. For services
provided by vendors, OUTREACH submits a provisional claim to VTA’s Project Manager by the 5th and
20th of each month for services performed. VTA arranges a wire transfer of funds no later than the
15th and 30th of each month. OUTREACH submits a month-end invoices by the 20th of each month for
services provided during the previous month, to include billings for actual costs incurred by
OUTREACH. OUTREACH reconciles the difference between the prior period’s advance payments and
actual costs incurred for that invoice period. OUTREACH adjusts the subsequent provisional claim
request on the 20th of each month for any underestimated costs and VTA is credited any over-estimate
in costs for the vendor services.

Invoices — Eligibility Services. OUTREACH submits invoices to the VTA's Project Manager by the
20th of each month for Eligibility Services provided during the previous month. The Eligibility Service
invoices include billings for actual costs incurred by OUTREACH.

Invoices — Capital Expenses (Excluding fleet/vehicles jointly procured separately).
OUTREACH submits an invoice to the VTA's Project Manager by the 20th of each month for capital
purchases incurred during the previous month, as needed. OUTREACH is paid by VTA within 30 days
upon receipt of such invoice.

Back-up Documentation. OUTREACH provides appropriate back up documentation supporting the
amounts billed in the invoices, including, but not limited to, receipts, complete third party invoices
including fuel invoices, work orders, ridership information and documents used to pay vendors.
OUTREACH provides VTA with an invoice, detailing each item of expense. All third party invoices and
other supporting documents are provided to substantiate all capital costs. OUTREACH provides
additional reports and documents upon VTA request.

Year-End Invoice. OUTREACH submits the year-end “close-out” invoice to VTA for the June 30th
close-out of the fiscal year by July 20th. In this invoice, OUTREACH reconciles actual costs for
brokerage and vendor services incurred for the immediately preceding fiscal year with the annual budget
of that year.

Annual State Fuel Tax Exemption Claim. OUTREACH submits an end of year state fuel tax

exemption claim. OUTREACH submits the fuel tax exemption refund from the California Controller to
VTA to offset paratransit expenses. OUTREACH provides a copy of the claim to VTA.
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Reporting: VTA requires the Broker to submit extensive monthly and quarterly reporting of financial
and operational data.

Auditing: OUTREACH submits an annual audit and indirect cost audit to VTA conducted by an
independent third party CPA firm. VTA conducts extensive auditing the paratransit program as part of
the VTA Internal Audit Work Plan. In 2012 VTA’s Internal Auditor reported to the VTA Board that an
extensive paratransit contract compliance audit had been conducted using the services of Deloitte &
Touche LLP. The audit team conducted a 300 hour extensive review of the budgeting, invoicing, fare
collection, reporting, procurement practices, control procedures, data management and verification,
among other focus areas. The audit firm concluded that OUTREACH had strong and effective controls
and was complaint with its contractual requirements.

As a non-profit public benefit agency, OUTREACH's costs are also regularly audited by other
organizations given the diverse funding sources, which provides for detailed cost accountability and
control.

Advantages of the OUTREACH Brokerage Model

The brokerage approach to delivering ADA paratransit service has several advantages for VTA as well as
for the region.

e VTA s able to manage the ADA paratransit service with a relatively small staff since
OUTREACH performs many administrative functions on its behalf.

e Brokerage services are shared by all funding partners. Once OUTREACH establishes its overall
administrative budget, these costs are allocated to all funding partners.

e The services developed by OUTREACH through its mobility management center have provided
ADA paratransit eligible individuals with multiple additional travel options. These additional
options have reduced reliance solely on ADA paratransit services. Also, the options selected by
riders through the mobility manager are often less costly to provide.

e VTA benefits from the relationships and contacts that OUTREACH has with other organizations
in the community. These relationships are often important for developing alternative funding or
service delivery options. OUTREACH's non-profit status also assists with obtaining grants and
raising supplemental funds.

e OUTREACH, as the broker, has the flexibility to change or expand the pool of direct service
providers. This can produce lower costs, as more cost-effective service providers or delivery
options are developed. It can also help to ensure service quality, as non-performing providers
can easily be replaced with performing providers.

e Change at the service delivery level is also possible with minimum disruptions or transitions.
With vehicles owned by VTA and the Broker, and software and information centralized with the
broker, it is a relatively straightforward matter to involve a new service provider or switch out
an existing provider.

e As a non-profit public benefit agency, OUTREACH's sole priority is to deliver quality, cost-
effective service.

e Because OUTREACH is strictly an administrative broker and does not operate any of the
service, it can make decisions on assigning trips to providers without bias.

One small example of the added value of the model to VTA is the outside fund-raising that OUTREACH
has done to make ADA paratransit service more affordable to low-income residents. At $4.00 per trip,
paratransit is unquestionably a bargain, but an $8.00 round-trip to shop or get to an appointment can be
unaffordable to some. Above and beyond the contract with VTA, OUTREACH has raised $275,000
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from local communities and organizations to help pay fares for low-income riders. These types of efforts
not only are beneficial to riders, but help build community support. The client accounting system with
individual accounts enables a robust subsidy system that can target individuals and/or individual trips. For
example, the City of Santa Clara uses CDBG funding and subsidies a flat amount for rides taken by all of
its residents. This subsidy is automated and easy to track for accountability.

The broader community also benefits from the expertise that has been created at OUTREACH. Other
human service agencies and communities can get assistance with expanding and improving
transportation in the county. OUTREACH is also available to assist with new initiatives like the mobility
management initiative, emergency preparedness planning, and other important programs.

Service Statistics and Costs

Figure D-6 shows annual ADA paratransit ridership in the VTA area from FY2003 through FY2011.
Ridership dropped significantly from FY2003 through FY2005. VTA and OUTREACH staff noted that
this was during the economic downturn and that the decline in the local economy was mainly
responsible for this decrease in ridership. From FY2006 through FY2009, ridership increased back to
FY2003 levels. In FY2010 and FY2011, ridership has decreased again—by 12.8% from FY2009 to FY2010,
and by 11.3% from FY2010 to FY2011.
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Figure D-6. VTA Annual ADA Paratransit Ridership
(Unlinked Passenger Trips)
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VTA and OUTREACH staff noted that the most recent decreases in ADA paratransit ridership were
due to a combination of factors, including:
e Increased use of other travel options made available through the Mobility Management program
such as free or greatly discounted taxi rides, free gas cards,
volunteer trips, among other flexible and affordable
solutions
e Increased use of fixed route transit services, due in part to
expanded travel training services and free access to fixed
route via the VTA/OUTREACH picture ID. Use of the ID
card (see sample ID card) accounts for 2% of VTA overall
bus ridership.
e Some reductions in premium service trips provided with
premium fare increases and VTA bus service reductions
and paratransit policy changes

Analysis in FY2012 by VTA and OUTREACH showed the impact of increased use of fixed route transit
and other travel options on ADA paratransit ridership. As shown in Figure D-7, ADA paratransit
ridership was just under 800,000 trips in FY2012. ADA paratransit eligible individuals also took over
600,000 trips that year on the VTA fixed route bus system (note that the analysis did not count
ridership on VTA rail services, rather only boardings on fixed route bus services are counted), and
almost 400,000 trips that year using other travel options available through the Mobility Management
program. In total, ADA paratransit eligible individuals made almost 1.8 million trips on all these modes
and only about 40% the total trips were on the ADA paratransit service.

Figure D-7. Trip-Making by ADA Paratransit Eligible Riders (2012)

In FY 2013, paratransit customers took an average of 48,000 trips per month on VTA bus services using
the OUTREACH Picture ID. This level of bus ridership exceeds the average monthly 45,000 paratransit
trip taking by clients in FY 2013 by 7%. The combined ridership (bus and paratransit) is 93,000 per
month across modes, where 52% is on VTA fixed route bus (light rail data not available). The expense
to the paratransit program if all of the trips were performed as demand responsive would be an
additional $1.1 million per month.
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Approximately 48% of all certified ADA eligible riders have been certified as “conditional” with the
expectation that they may take some or all of their trips on fixed route independently as their functional
disabilities and the situation permits. OUTREACH has a strict eligibility program and for those deemed
conditional, OUTREACH provides travel training and other support to encourage fixed route utilization.
OUTREACH also tracks conditional ridership patterns to see what additional support the client may
need to access fixed route.

It should be noted that the 93,000 trips per month does not include the trip count for all of the
alternative trips with gas cards and other options that OUTREACH provides. The bottom-line is that
there is increased mobility in Santa Clara County through the VTA and OUTREACH coordinated
partnership. Over 1,600 car pool trips are being taken each month through the OUTREACH Mobility
Management web portal (TripNet). OUTREACH’s gas card programs are gaining community support
among car pools and volunteer drivers due to these programs’ flexibility.

OUTREACH provides software and training to manage rider options via TripNet to other nonprofits at
no charge. In addition to coordination and procurement strategies as a CTSA, and the benefits of the
Mobility Management Center’s multiple strategies to build rider choice, OUTREACH continued business
cost containment measures reduced budgeted expenses in FY 13 by $2.7 million.

Figure D-8 shows productivity (unlinked passenger trips per vehicle-revenue-hour) for the ADA
paratransit service from FY2003 through FY2011. As shown, VTA and OUTREACH have been able to
steadily increase the productivity of the service over time—from 2.11 trips per vehicle-revenue-hour in
FY2003 to 2.58 trips per vehicle-revenue-hour in FY2011. This statistic is based on 100% of all trips
system wide and not a sampling. Peak hour passenger per tends to run higher as OUTREACH provides
group trip services, standing orders/subscription trips, and has shared vehicle arrangements where
riders are coming and going from common locations. Operating practices that have been used to
increase service productivity are described in the next section.
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Figure D-8. ADA Paratransit Productivity
(Unlinked Passenger Trips/Vehicle-Revenue-Hour)

Figure D-9 shows the total operating cost for ADA paratransit service from FY2003 through FY2012.
Total operating costs, including OUTREACH brokerage costs and service provider costs (including fuel,
maintenance and facility costs) are included. VTA administrative costs are not included. As shown, the
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cost per trip increased slightly from FY2003 to FY2004 mainly as a result in the significant drop in
ridership that year related to the economic downturn (see Figure D-8). Prior to FY 07, the service
provider rate included capital for vehicles, fuel, maintenance, parking yards, and communications among
other expenses. Starting in FY 06-07, VTA and OUTREACH have been able to steadily reduce the cost
per trip by using more grant dollars for vehicles and equipment, by jointly procuring vehicles and leasing
to vendors, by introducing more energy efficient vehicles into the fleet mix, by having the Broker
control fuel and maintenance expenses directly through contract partnerships with the County of Santa
Clara, and by using existing parking yards owned by VTA and the County. The cost per trip has been
reduced from $30.40 in FY 04 to $ 26.46 in FY 12, which is well below the most recently published Top
50 NTD value. If the cost of living during this time period was factored in the decrease in unit cost
would be even more significant (cumulative decrease of 26.8% or approximately $7 per ride).
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Figure D-9. ADA Paratransit Operating Cost per Trip

The farebox recovery increased from 8% in FY 03 to 15% in FY 13, also well above the most recently
published Top 50 NTD value. The net operating cost has decreased dramatically by 55% from 2002 to
2012 ($31.9 million to $17.6, respectively).

VTA and OUTREACH staff noted that the increase in productivity was one major factor in reducing the
cost per trip. In addition, though, they noted several cost-saving efforts that also have contributed to the
reduction in the unit cost of the service. These efforts are described in the next section.

Efforts to Manage Service Quality and Costs
VTA and OUTREACH staff noted that they work together each year to improve service availability and
service quality, as well as increase service efficiency and decrease costs. Following are some of the

successful efforts and key changes that have been made in recent years to improve service quality and
reduce costs.
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Use of Capital Funding for Paratransit Fleet

Prior to FY07, the dedicated service provider purchased vehicles. Since that time VTA has used available
federal capital funding to purchase vehicles for the ADA paratransit service. OUTREACH has also
applied for and received vehicles under the Section 5310 program for use in the coordinated brokerage.
All vehicles used in dedicated service are now purchased by VTA and OUTREACH and leased to the
dedicated service provider for $1 per year. OUTREACH estimates that using capital funding to buy
paratransit vehicles has reduced the operating cost by several dollars per vehicle-revenue-hour.

More Fuel Efficient Vehicles

VTA and OUTREACH utilize smaller,
more fuel efficient vehicles than most
other paratransit programs. The current
fleet includes 95 ramp-equipped minivans,
110 sedans, 19 modified, raised-roof vans,
and 31 body-on-chassis (cutaway)
minibuses.

In FY2007, VTA and OUTREACH
introduced 20 Toyota Prius hybrid gas-
electric sedans into the paratransit fleet as a
test. This pilot project proved to be
successful as the Prius’ proved to be
reliable, were able to be integrated into the
scheduling process without losing
productivity, and provided savings due to
lower fuel costs. There are now 110 Priuses in the overall paratransit fleet.

Figure D-10. OUTREACH Ramp-Equipped Minivans

In FY2006, prior to the introduction of Prius sedans, the paratransit fleet averaged about 14 miles per
gallon. OUTREACH and VTA continued to add Prius sedans to the mix and now operate over 100 Prius
sedans per day, averaging 47 mpg, reducing the fuel cost over $600,000 per year. In FY 12, the
paratransit fleet averaged 19.5 miles per gallon. In FY 13, VTA and OUTREACH will be introducing plug-
in electric sedans and charging systems to gain further increases on fuel efficiency and emission
reduction.

Improved Routing and Scheduling

VTA and OUTREACH have placed a lot of emphasis on fully understanding and utilizing the capabilities
of their automated paratransit scheduling system (Trapeze). Trip reservations and scheduling parameters
in the system have been fine-tuned over the years to improve the quality of the schedules.

Schedulers at OUTREACH have also developed an innovative approach to creating schedules to allow a
large number of sedans to be efficiently integrated into the fleet. First, they employ “zonal routing”
(assigning vehicles to operating zones) to ensure that an appropriate mix of sedans and accessible
minivans and vans are available throughout the service area. Second, they instruct the software to give
preference to scheduling trips by ambulatory riders on the sedans, which keeps the accessible minivans
and vans available for riders who use wheelchairs. Third, they sequence the batching of trips to runs in
the following way: (1) riders who use mobility devices; (2) longer trips; and (3) ambulatory riders making
shorter trips. This sequencing ensures that the final trips that need to be scheduled are shorter trips by
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riders who are able to use any of the vehicles in the fleet. Taxi providers can then be used to serve
these riders if the dedicated vehicles are fully booked.

Expertise in using the software has been important not only for service efficiency and costs, but for
service quality. OUTREACH is able to set system parameters to provide for responsive scheduling and
service delivery that meets service standards. For example, by creating distance-based travel time
parameters, OUTREACH is able to efficiently schedule “going” trips that have appointment times based
on the desired arrival time, rather than on an estimated pickup time. This helps ensure that riders get to
appointments on-time while at the same time ensuring that travel times are not too long or drop-offs
too early.

OUTREACH creates numerous additional applications available to all call agents, supervisors and
managers via a web-based dashboard and with real-time access and alerts to mobile devices. For
example, call agents may see the current account balance of the caller and if a payment has just been
made as OUTREACH operates a pay as you go debit type fare system; phone queue information about
how many are waiting in each queue and wait time (if wait is more than 60 seconds an email alert goes
out to all supervisors and managers to ensure staffing is shifted as OUTREACH uses hybrid staff trained
across many functional areas); tracking codes on each ride and call that are visible to all call agents and
Customer Services in real time who can sort codes and follow up directly with clients or vendors to
ensure any issue is resolved as needed; route management tools that will send alerts to supervisors and
managers if any policy violations occur such as being on board longer than planned in order to
determine the causes and trends; and hourly information by route on late and early trips with
projections of which routes need pre-emptive actions to ensure on-time performance for the next 1 to
3 hours.

County Maintenance of Dedicated Vehicles

As noted earlier, VTA and OUTREACH negotiated with Santa Clara County to have all dedicated
vehicles in the paratransit fleet maintained through the County’s vehicle maintenance program. Santa
Clara County has a large and high-quality program that maintains public works, emergency response, and
county administrative service vehicles. The scale of this operation provides economies of scale in the
maintenance of the paratransit fleet.

After negotiating with the County for maintenance
services, OUTREACH negotiated with the dedicated
service provider to identify maintenance costs. The
maintenance costs were then removed from the
provider’s rate. Prior to the use of County maintenance
services, OUTREACH estimates that vehicle
maintenance averaged about $1.20 per trip. In FY 2012
and the first half of FY 2013, OUTREACH calculated
that vehicle maintenance was averaging about $1.05 per
trip (about a 12.5% savings in maintenance costs).

VTA and OUTREACH staff noted that they were able

to negotiate a sharing of maintenance services largely

because Santa Clara County is well-run and takes an Figure D-11. County Maintenance Shop
entrepreneurial approach to the provision of services.

The County is open to these types of cost-sharing arrangements as a way to not only help other local
organizations, but as a way to generate income and share its own overhead costs.
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In-Kind Parking and Operating Facilities

Also as noted earlier, VTA and the County provide space for parking paratransit vehicles and for
housing the dedicated service provider staff. Parts of two of VTA’s operating divisions were not being
used. These areas included parking and modular buildings. The areas were made available to the
dedicated service provider. One county parking lot with unused space was also identified and made
available for parking vehicles. The parking areas are fenced and secure (one is co-located with the
County Sheriff’s office).

As the use of these facilities was being
arranged, OUTREACH negotiated with the
dedicated service provider to identify and
delete facility and parking costs included in
the contractor’s operating rate. This
negotiation reduced about $500,000 per
year in operating costs from the
contractor’s operating budget and rate.

Bulk Purchase of Fuel

To take advantage of bulk purchase pricing,

VTA and OUTREACH have arranged to

purchase fuel from the County of Santa

Clara. Vehicles involved in dedicated service

are fueled at one of the County fueling

stations. Because taxi vehicles are not Figure D-12. OUTREACH Minivan at County
dedicated solely to the paratransit service, Fueling Station

taxi contractors still are responsible for

purchasing their own fuel.

VTA and OUTREACH estimate that fuel purchased through the County is about 20 cents less per gallon
than fuel purchased on the open market. In FY2012, a total of 351,965 gallons of fuel were used in
paratransit operations. This translates to savings of about $70,393 per year.

Federal and State Fuel Tax Rebates

The paratransit service also qualifies for Federal and State excise tax rebates. OUTREACH files for
these rebates each year. In FY2012, the Federal excise tax rebate was 6 cents per gallon, or $18,551.
The State excise tax rebate was 18 cents per gallon, or $63,354. In total, OUTREACH and VTA saved
$81,905 in FY2012 by filing for these rebates.

Limited Reliance on Liquidated Damages for Contractor Performance

OUTREACH staff noted that they do not rely solely on liquidated damages in service provider contracts
to ensure service quality and contract compliance. While the contracts do contain performance
standards and associated incentives as well as liquidated damages, the terms of the contracts limit
service provider liability to a maximum of $2,000 per month in liquidated damages. OUTREACH staff
noted that they rely more on identifying the core issues and working with service providers to correct
these issues. If providers are not responsive to addressing and correcting identified problems,
OUTREACH has the option to move business to performing contractors.
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While it was not possible to place a dollar amount on the savings from this approach to contract
oversight, OUTREACH staff felt that it minimizes the inclusion of contingencies in service provider
contracts to cover possible liquidated damages.

Coordinated Procurement of Paratransit Services

To achieve the best prices, OUTREACH bundles all paratransit services and competitively procures
providers for all of the services through a coordinated procurement. RFPs request providers for the
combined ADA paratransit service, senior transportation program, and CalWORKS program.

Use of “Standby” Runs

To help ensure service quality, OUTREACH has “standby” vehicles and drivers. These runs start the day
without any scheduled trips and are therefore fully available to dispatchers to respond to same day
service issues. This allows dispatchers to better manage schedules, do proactive dispatching, and move
trips to standby runs from runs that are behind schedule. It also allows schedulers to be more aggressive
in creating efficient schedules. If unpredicted delays (traffic, weather, rider issues, etc.) occur,
OUTREACH can still stay on schedule even though the schedules are tighter. Depending on the day and
time of day, the run structure includes between 5% and 8% standby runs.

Detailed and Specific Service Provider RFPs

Given OUTREACH's long-term experience with management of the paratransit services, it has a very
exact understanding of the service provider requirements. It can estimate staffing needs, service
productivities, and other factors very accurately.

OUTREACH uses this experience and knowledge to create very detailed service provider RFPs. This
eliminates any “guesswork” on the part of proposers and minimizes the contingencies that proposers
feel they have to build in to prices to cover “unknowns.” It also allows OUTREACH to have a clear
understanding of exactly what prices are being proposed. This then is useful in determining if prices are
reasonable, appropriate, and realistic. A clear understanding of service provider costs also becomes very
useful if prices need to be re-negotiated for desired contract changes (e.g., changes to permit County
maintenance of vehicles, bulk fuel purchasing, in-kind donation of parking and facilities, etc.).

Dedicated Taxi Runs

While taxis can be effectively used to serve low-productivity trips cost-effectively, and provide overflow
and back-up, ensuring taxi service quality can be a challenge. To address this issue, OUTREACH has
worked with taxi companies to develop “dedicated” taxi runs. The taxi companies dedicate certain
vehicles and drivers to OUTREACH paratransit service and OUTREACH is able to efficiently schedule
to these runs. The OUTREACH RFP required taxi vendors to ensure that those who serve the contact
are earning a livable wage, are covered by Worker’'s Compensation Insurance, and have benefits.
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Findings and Conclusions

VTA and OUTREACH have succeeded in building one of the premier paratransit brokerages in the
country. The OUTREACH brokerage provides high-quality and cost-effective paratransit services for
VTA as well as other local and regional agencies and communities. The expertise that has been
developed through the brokerage has also made it possible for the region to be on the cutting edge of
innovative service planning and service delivery. This is evident in the innovative Mobility Management
Program that has been successfully implemented, as well as in the many innovations employed for
managing service quality and cost.

VTA and OUTREACH staff noted several important lessons that have been learned through the years in
development and operation of the transportation brokerage program. They noted that these are
important to the success of the program and would be key to replication of the model in other areas.

e A high level of trust must exist between the broker, VTA, and other participating agencies. It is
vital that this trust be maintained over time, through good times as well as challenging times.
Open communication is important for developing and maintaining this trust. The broker has a
“can-do” attitude such that its social workers and maobility managers will make every effort to
find a mobility solution for agencies and members of the public and often paratransit is only one
of many options.

e Having a non-profit public benefit agency as the broker helps maintain trust. OUTREACH's
primary obligations are to riders, funding agencies, and taxpayers.

e Accurate data from the broker is important for maintaining trust with partner agencies. The
broker must have the tools to properly account for and allocate services and costs.

e Partners must be willing to “collaborate” on the development of a coordinated transportation
program, rather than desire unilateral “control” of services. This collaboration is needed to
ensure that various needs and requirements of the partners can be combined into a coordinated
program.

e Clarifying and agreeing on the roles and responsibilities of the broker, and the roles and
responsibilities of funding partners are important. Once all parties agree to this model, each
must be willing to collaboratively participate within these defined roles.

e Partners must be willing to take leadership as well as supportive and enabling roles to help
secure and implement grants for technology, energy efficient vehicles, to expand the system in
place to address emerging needs such as Veterans transportation.

e Owning the infrastructure, information technology, and data provides the broker and
participating agencies with a high degree of flexibility in managing service delivery. The mix of
service providers and service delivery can be more easily adjusted to achieve both high quality
and low-cost service.

e Having a stable broker over the long term allows for the development of important partnerships
at the local and regional level. It also allows the broker to develop expertise and detailed
knowledge of local needs that are important for the effective management of services.

e Building local service provider capabilities is important for developing a robust, competitive
service delivery market. “Cooperative” contract management on the part of the broker can help
build this network. Technical assistance from the broker can also help to strengthen local
service providers.

e Detailed RFPs and familiarity with service provider cost structures is important for ensuring that
costs are reasonable and appropriate.

e Very strong controls in place by the Broker makes VTA over-sight of contract, ADA and service
policy compliance routine and measurable.
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Independent audits of both VTA and the Broker ensure that the best interest of the public,
transit agency, and persons with disabilities is served by this arrangement.

A one-stop, one-call/one-click center for coordinated eligibility, funding, paratransit and other
health and human services transportation, travel training and access to fixed route, and other
affordable and flexible mobility options reduces paratransit expense while creating an
environment for enhancements, such as premium services, cost-sharing, vehicle sharing and
mobility management strategies that will increase accessibility for all.

A pre-paid client fare payment debit account system enhances client fare payments, negates cash
collection, counting and custody costs, and allows fare payment sponsorship by third parties.
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Transportation Related Taxes In California

Notes:

This list primarily contains sales and use taxes for transportation purposes. Potential BART taxes are also listed. Jurisdictions may have other funding directed to transit or

transportation which are not reflected in this table.

Information below is from the State Board of Equalization. Staff has attempted to to be as inclusive as possible in identifying relevant taxes. There may be local general fund or other
revenue dedications to transportation that are not listed in the BOE resource. The source document is available here:

https://www.boe.ca.gov/pdf/boel05.pdf

County/ i o Funding
Percentage Inception Sunset Use/Description i
Tax Mechanism
Alameda County
Alameda County Transportation Improvement Authority (ACTI) 0.50% 4/1/2002 2022 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Alameda County Transportation Improvement Authority (ACTC) 0.50% 4/1/2015 2045 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) 0.50% 4/1/1970 Continuous Transit Sales Tax
Total 1.50%
Possible 2016 Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) Tax TBD Transit Unknown
Possible Future Total 1.50%
Contra Costa County*
Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) 0.50% 4/1/1989 2034 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) 0.50% 4/1/1970 Continuous Transit Sales Tax
Total 1.00%
Proposed 2016 Sales Tax 0.50% Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Possible 2016 Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) Tax TBD Transit Unknown
Possible Future Total 1.50%
Fresno County
Fresno County Transportation Authority (FCTA) 0.50% 7/1/1987 2027 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Imperial County
Imperial County Local Transportation Authority (IMTA) 0.50% 4/1/1990 2050 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Los Angeles County
Local = 25%, Transit = 35%, Roads = 0,
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission (LATC 0.50% 4/1/1991 Continuous ’ ’ ’ Sales Tax
& ¥ P ( ) ’ 1/ Discretionary = 40%, Ped/Bike = 0%
Local = 20%, Transit = 55%, Roads = 25%
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission (LATC) 0.50% 7/1/1982 Continuous (transit specific projects only), Sales Tax
Discretionary = 40%, Ped/Bike = 0%
Local = 15%, Transit = 65%, Roads = 20%
Los Angeles County Metro Transportation Authority (LAMT 0.50% 7/1/2009 2039 ’ ’ ’ Sales Tax
& ¥ P v ) ’ n Discretionary = 0%, Ped/Bike = 0%
Total 1.50%




Transportation Related Taxes In California

County/ i o Funding
Percentage Inception Sunset Use/Description i
Tax Mechanism
Madera County
Madera County 2006 Transportation Authority (MCTC) 0.50% 4/1/2007 2027 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Marin County
Transportation Authority Marin County (TAMC) 0.50% 4/1/2005 2025 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District (SMRT) 0.25% 4/1/2009 2019 Transit Sales Tax
Mendocino County*
Monterey County
Transit Services for Seniors, Veterans,
Monterey-Salinas MST Special Transit District (MSTD) 0.13%  4/1/2015 2030 1t >ervices for senio r Sales Tax
and People with Disabilities
Nevada County*
Orange County
Orange County Local Transportation Authority (OCTA) 0.50% 4/1/1991 2041 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Riverside County
Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) 0.50% 7/1/1989 2039 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Sacramento County
Sacramento Transportation Authority (STAT) 0.50% 4/1/1989 2039 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
San Bernadino County
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBER) 0.50% 4/1/1990 2040 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
San Diego County
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission (SDTC) 0.50% 4/1/1988 2044 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
San Francisco City/County
San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFTA) 0.50% 4/1/1990 2034 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) 0.50% 4/1/1970 Continuous Transit Sales Tax
Total 1.00%
Possible 2016 Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) Property Tax TBD Transit Unknown
Possible Future Total 1.00%

San Joaquin County



Transportation Related Taxes In California

County/ i o Funding
Percentage Inception Sunset Use/Description i
Tax Mechanism
San Joaquin Transportation Authority (SITA) 0.50% 4/1/1991 2041 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
San Mateo County
San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMTA) 0.50% 1/1/1989 2033 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
San Mateo County Transit District (SMCT) 0.50% 7/1/1982  Continuous Transit Sales Tax
Santa Barbara County
Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority (SBAB) 0.50% 4/1/1990 2040 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Santa Clara County
Santa Clara County Transit District (SCCT) 0.50% 10/1/1976 Continuous Transit Sales Tax
Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority (SCVT) 0.50% 4/1/2006 2036 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Santa Clara VTA BART Operating and Maintenance Transactions and 0.13% 7/1/2012 2042 Transit (BART) Sales Tax
Total 1.13%
Proposed 2016 Sales Tax 0.50% Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Possible Future Total 1.63%

Santa Cruz County
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District (SCMT) 0.50% 1/1/1979 Continuous Transit Sales Tax
Sonoma County
Sonoma County Transportation Authority (SNTA) 0.25% 4/1/2005 2025 Diverse Transportation/Transit Sales Tax
Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transportation Authority (SMRT) 0.25% 4/1/2009 2019 Transit Sales Tax
Tulare County
Tulare County Transportation Authority (TCTA) 0.50% 4/1/2007 2037 Diverse Transp;ortation/Transit Sales Tax

*Cities with Transportation Sales Taxes
City of El Cerrito (Contra Costa County) - 0.50% (2008-Continuous)
City of Fort Bragg (Mendocino County) - 0.50% (2005-2023)
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Contra Costa Transportation Authority STAFF REPORT
Meeting Date:July 15, 2015

Subject Development of a Transportation Sales Tax Transportation
Expenditure Plan (TEP) — Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee (EPAC)
June 3, 2015 Meeting Minutes

Summary of Issues The Authority has approved the formation of the Expenditure Plan
Advisory Committee (EPAC), one component of a comprehensive
stakeholder outreach program necessary to gain consensus on a
Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP) for a potential 2016 sales tax
ballot measure. The EPAC is scheduled to meet through December 2015
to discuss a wide range of issues associated with the creation of a TEP.
The committee membership represents a balance of stakeholders that
reflect the broad range of issues and interests in Contra Costa. Staff will
provide the Authority with the Meeting Minutes after they are reviewed
and approved by the EPAC.

Recommendations N/A — Information Only

Financial Implications | N/A

Options N/A

Attachments A. June 3, 2015 EPAC Meeting (#1) Summary/Minutes
B. EPAC Meeting Calendar

C. Agenda Topics for EPAC — Draft Schedule

Changes from N/A
Committee

S:\03-Authority Packets\2015 ccta\071515\TEP Ad Hoc\3.2 EPAC Minutes Staff Report_JIC-rac.docx
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Attachment A

CONTRA COSTA
() transportation
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Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: July 1, 2015

Subject Approval of Meeting Summary / Minutes of June 3, 2015 Expenditure
Plan Advisory Committee (EPAC) Meeting #1
(1345 Treat Boulevard, Walnut Creek)

Acting as facilitator in place of David Early, Andrew Hill of PlaceWorks opened the first meeting
of the EPAC and invited Committee members to introduce themselves and their organizations.
Bill Gray of Gray-Bowen-Scott introduced the project team, including Authority staff and
consultants. Then Authority Chair Julie Pierce welcomed the group and made opening remarks,
explaining that the EPAC’s role is to consider options and advise the CCTA. She emphasized that
no decision has been made yet to put a countywide transportation sales tax measure on the
ballot, and the EPAC’s role is to develop a balanced plan and to help the CCTA make that
decision.

Following the welcome remarks and introductions, there was a brief discussion of EPAC general
business items, then the CCTA project team made a series of three presentations to provide
background for the EPAC. Presentations were followed by time for questions and answers, and
the remainder of the meeting was given over to EPAC discussion. EPAC members were invited
to comment on the key issues they hope to see addressed in the Transportation Expenditure
Plan (TEP) process, and they were asked to comment on the TEP Principles for a New
Transportation Expenditure Plan, adopted by the CCTA on May 20, 2015.

A summary of key points from the EPAC discussion is provided below, together with a list of
action items.

General Business

Facilitator Andrew Hill reviewed the schedule of future EPAC meetings and the EPAC
membership roster with the group. EPAC members suggested additional appointments be
made to represent agriculture and goods movement on the Committee.

Bill Gray then outlined how the EPAC fits into the Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP)
process and how input from the EPAC will contribute to development of the TEP. Bill attributed
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Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee Minutes
July 1, 2015
Page 2 of 4

the success of a 2003 sales tax ballot measure in part to the consensus achieved by an EPAC,
which acts as a single committee forum for multiple points of view.

Project Team Presentations

The CCTA project team gave a series of three presentations to provide background for the
EPAC. A synopsis of the presentations and the questions that followed is provided below.

= |mpetus for the Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP). Randell Iwasaki, CCTA Executive

Director, gave a PowerPoint presentation focused on the history of ballot measures in
Contra Costa County, CCTA’s success in delivering projects and why Contra Costa County is
thinking about a new ballot measure.

= One EPAC member requested additional information on past investment in
transportation programs, including any improvements in transit service or benefits to
underserved or disadvantaged segments of the population.

= In response to a question it was clarified that CCTA has been successful in increasing
funding from local sources for two reasons: first, CCTA has been able to identify funding
opportunities not only for new construction but also for maintenance and rehabilitation;
additionally, CCTA has effectively managed the construction contracting process to
reduce risk for contractors, which results in lower bids and allows the available dollars
to fund more projects.

=  Qverview of Comprehensive Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP). Martin Engelmann,

CCTA Deputy Executive Director, Planning, gave a PowerPoint presentation that provided
information on the CTP.

= In response to questions, staff explained that the $4.7 billion in identified funding
referenced in his presentation looks out to 2040 and assumes that all current funding
sources remain in place.

= Staff also clarified that the CTP will be updated every 4-5 years to address new
circumstances and incorporate new ideas. Additionally, there is a mechanism in
Measure J that allows for course correction mid-stream, especially if new funding
sources become available.

= Inresponse to a question about how the CTP addresses regional GHG reductions
targets, staff explained the CTP incorporates the land use strategy from the Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SCS) for consistency with the MTC's reductions efforts and that
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Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee Minutes
July 1, 2015
Page 3 of 4

the CTP will seek to go beyond this by evaluating GHG emissions and vehicle miles
travelled that would result from the CTP to make sure that the plan supports a further
reduction in GHG emissions.

=  Public Opinion Research and Other Potential Ballot Measures. Sara Labatt, of EMC Research,

presented an overview of the public opinion research that has been done to date and also
discussed other potential upcoming ballot measures.

= Inresponse to several questions, Sara clarified that the public has been polled on
numerous questions over and above those reported in her presentation, and agreed to
share additional details of polling done to date.

Brad Beck, Senior Transportation Planner with CCTA, answered some overall questions from
EPAC members.

= |n response to a question about evaluating performance of the transportation systems, Brad
Beck clarified that the CTP will look at options for expenditure and that it will include an
analysis of alternatives overall as well as of major projects in the CTP individually.
Performance evaluation will be done using the current, adopted MTC performance goals
established for Plan Bay Area 1.0, as the revision that MTC is currently working on will not
be released until after the TEP process is complete.

= Brad further clarified that EPAC discussions will help frame the alternatives for analysis in
the CTP and EIR. Results of the performance evaluation of CTP alternatives and major
projects will be presented to the EPAC and to the Regional Transportation Planning
Committees. Additionally, there will a scoping meeting on the CTP EIR and input received
via all those channels will inform the alternatives that move forward.

EPAC Discussion

EPAC members each spoke to introduce themselves, the organizations they represent, and the
key issues they hope will be addressed in the process. Overall, EPAC members expressed a
willingness to work collaboratively to develop a TEP that benefits all Contra Costans.

Common themes included:

= Interest in developing a balanced plan that voters will support.
= Using the Urban Limit Line to encourage density and development in the right places,
expressed by both environmental and business advocates.
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Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee Minutes
July 1, 2015
Page 4 of 4

= Continuing to use funding from a potential ballot measure to leverage additional moneys,
co-invest with other public agencies and fill gaps resulting from State cutbacks

= Identifying performance standards for the transportation system that facilitate comparison
of options.

TEP Principles. Facilitator Andrew Hill introduced the TEP Principles adopted by the Authority to
guide the process and asked EPAC members for comment with a view to refining. EPAC
members agreed the TEP Principles provide solid framework for the process, and offered the
following comments:

= Under 1. Vision and Goals, add that TEP investments should not only support but achieve
the vision and goals.

= Under 4. Consensus-Based Planning, recognize that there are legal requirements that must
be met - such as legal requirements for GHG reduction - irrespective of consensus among
EPAC members.

= Under 5. Balanced Approach, substitute "intentional" or "holistic" for "balanced."

= Under 6. Public Health and Safety, clarify that the TEP should promote a policy that results
in the reduction of negative transportation impacts.

= Under 7. Maintenance of the Existing System, clarify to say "through maintenance and other
measures, ensure" the existing local roads, bicycle, pedestrian and transit systems are in a
safe and operable condition.

= Under 9. Commitment to Growth Management and Cooperative Planning, clarify that new
development should carry its fair share of the cost of infrastructure improvement needs.
Consider even incentivizing housing development in the right places, in view of its social,
economic and environmental benefits.

= Add a new Principle that helps direct thinking about cumulative environmental impacts and
a comprehensive strategy for mitigation that will improve Contra Costa's long term
economic development and quality of life.

= Establish “strong economy”, referenced under 5. Balanced Approach, as its own bullet in
recognition of the importance of economic development to Contra Costans.

Adjournment

EPAC members agreed to continue a discussion of EPAC Ground Rules and Future Meeting
topics to their next meeting, scheduled for July 1, 2015. Additionally, EPAC members agreed to
electronic packets in advance of future EPAC meetings to reduce the need for printed paper.
The meeting was then adjourned.
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Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: July 1, 2015

Subject EPAC Meeting Calendar

Date Time Location

Alameda Ballroom
June 3, 2015 10:00 am Embassy Suites Walnut Creek
1345 Treat Blvd, Walnut Creek, CA 94597

Contra Costa Ballroom
July 1, 2015 10:00 am Embassy Suites Walnut Creek
1345 Treat Blvd, Walnut Creek, CA 94597

Contra Costa Ballroom
August 10, 2015 1:30 pm Embassy Suites Walnut Creek
1345 Treat Blvd, Walnut Creek, CA 94597

Contra Costa Ballroom
September 14, 2015 1:30 pm Embassy Suites Walnut Creek
1345 Treat Blvd, Walnut Creek, CA 94597

Contra Costa Ballroom
September 28, 2015 1:30pm Embassy Suites Walnut Creek
1345 Treat Blvd, Walnut Creek, CA 94597

Contra Costa Ballroom
October 12, 2015 1:30 pm Embassy Suites Walnut Creek
1345 Treat Blvd, Walnut Creek, CA 94597

Contra Costa Ballroom
October 26, 2015 1:30 pm Embassy Suites Walnut Creek
1345 Treat Blvd, Walnut Creek, CA 94597

Contra Costa Ballroom
December 7, 2015 1:30 pm Embassy Suites Walnut Creek
1345 Treat Blvd, Walnut Creek, CA 94597
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Attachment C

CONTRA COSTA
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authority

Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: July 1, 2015

Subject Agenda Topics for EPAC — DRAFT SCHEDULE

June 3, 2015 (Meeting #1) - Foundation:

e EPAC Meeting Calendar. (Attachment - Information)

e EPAC Roster. EPAC members will introduce themselves. (Attachment - Information)

e Purpose of Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee (EPAC).

¢ Impetus for the Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP).

e OQOverview of Comprehensive Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP).

e Public Opinion Research and Other Potential Ballot Measures.

e Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP) Principles for a New Transportation Expenditure
Plan -

e Self-Introductions by All Members. - Introduce themselves, the organizations that they
represent, and the key issues they hope to see addressed in the process.

July 1, 2015 (Meeting #2) — Housekeeping:

* EPAC Scope and Function
e Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee (EPAC) Ground Rules
e EPAC agendas/materials and communications protocol
* Presentation on Project Performance Results (Qualitative Evaluation)
0 Presentation by CCTA staff
0 EPAC comment- EPAC members will be given the opportunity to comment or ask
guestions on the presentation.
e Schedule of Future Meetings/Topics
0 EPAC discussion - Facilitator will lead a discussion, inviting EPAC members to
comment on items to add and order in which to address the topics

August 10, 2015 (Meeting #3) — Presentations

* Problem Statement (available funding vs. “project wishlist”)
* Presentation on eligible uses of transportation use tax revenue
e Presentation by RTPC’s/Transit Operators/Cities
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Expenditure Plan Advisory Committee
July 1, 2015
Page 2 of 2

* EPAC Discussion
September 14, 2015 (Meeting #4) - Discuss TEP Issues and Make Recommendations
September 28, 2015 (Meeting #5) - Discuss TEP Issues and Make Recommendations
October 12, 2015 (Meeting #6) - Discuss TEP Issues and Make Recommendations

Over a series of three meetings in September and October, it is anticipated that the EPAC will
review and discuss topics as they develop a TEP Proposal for consideration by the Authority. At
their July 1 meeting, the EPAC will be asked for feedback regarding future agenda topics and
the order in which to address them. The proposed agenda topics will be further detailed at that
time. This agenda planning document will continue to be updated to reflect the future
anticipated agenda items in response to issues and ideas raised at future EPAC meetings.

October 26, 2015 (Meeting #7) - Discuss TEP Issues and Make Recommendations
e Review / Confirm Consensus for TEP Proposal

November
* No Meeting - Public Release of Discussion Draft

December 7, 2015 (Meeting #8) — Review Discussion Draft TEP

e Public Outreach and Polling Results
e Review Discussion Draft TEP
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Problem: California lacks adequate funding to fix
crumbling roads, highways, bridges and transportation
infrastructure.

California’s network of roads and highways are critical to our quality of life and
economy. Yet the condition of our deteriorating network of roads is staggering: Stable, Accountable Funding

e QOur crumbling roads cost motorists $762 a year per driver for vehicle
maintenance.

e (California has the second highest share of roads in “poor condition” in the nation.

e 58% of state roads need rehabilitation or pavement maintenance.

e California has 4 of 5 cities with the worst road conditions in the nation.

e 55% of local bridges require rehabilitation or replacement.

e Nearly 70% of California’s urban roads and highways are congested.

e Without additional funding, 1/4 of local streets and roads will be in failed condition by 2024.

Our state lacks adequate funding to address these critical deficiencies:

e Local streets and roads face an estimated shortfall of $78 billion in deferred maintenance and
an annual shortfall of $7.8 billion.

e CalTrans faces a $59 billion backlog in deferred maintenance and an annual shortfall in the
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) of $5.7 billion.

Solution: A responsible, accountable solution to fix our roads.

A broad coalition of cities, counties, labor, business, public safety and transportation advocates has
formed to meet the Governor’s call to address California’s chronic transportation infrastructure
funding shortfall. During the 2015 special session on transportation, we support the following
priorities:

1. Make a significant investment in transportation infrastructure.
If we are to make a meaningful dent that demonstrates tangible benefits to taxpayers and
drivers, any package should seek to raise at least $6 billion annually and should remain in place
for at least 10 years or until an alternative method of funding our transportation system is
agreed upon.

2. Focus on maintaining and rehabilitating the current system.
Repairing California’s streets and highways involves much more than fixing potholes. It
requires major road pavement overlays, fixing unsafe bridges, providing safe access for
bicyclists and pedestrians, replacing storm water culverts, as well as operational improvements
that necessitate, among other things, the construction of auxiliary lanes to relieve traffic
congestion choke points and fixing design deficiencies that have created unsafe merging and
other traffic hazards.

Efforts to supply funding for transit in addition to funding for roads should also focus on fixing
the system first.
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3. Invest a portion of diesel tax and/or cap & trade revenue to high-priority goods
movement projects.
While the focus of a transportation funding package should be on maintaining and
rehabilitating the existing system, California has a critical need to upgrade the goods movement
infrastructure that is essential to our economic well-being. Establishing a framework to make
appropriate investments in major goods movement arteries can lay the groundwork for greater
investments in the future that will also improve air quality and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

4. Raise revenues across a broad range of options.
Research by the California Alliance for Jobs and Transportation California shows that voters
strongly support increased funding for transportation improvements. They are much more
open to a package that spreads potential tax or fee increases across a broad range of options
rather than just one source. Additionally, any package should move California toward an all-
users pay structure in which everyone who benefits from the system contributes to maintaining
it - from traditional gasoline-fueled vehicles, to hybrids, alternative fuel and electric vehicles, to
commercial vehicles. Our coalition supports:

e Reasonable increases in:

o Gasoline and diesel excise taxes.
o Vehicle registration and vehicle license fees.

e Dedicating a portion of the cap and trade revenue paid by motorists at the pump to
transportation projects that reduce greenhouse emissions.

¢ Ensuring existing transportation revenues are invested in transportation-related
purposes (i.e. truck weight fees and fuel taxes for off-road vehicles that are currently
being diverted into the general fund).

e User charge for electric and other non-fossil fuel powered vehicles that currently do not
contribute to road upkeep.

5. Equal split between state and local projects.
We support sharing revenue for roadway maintenance equally (50/50) between the state and
cities and counties. Funding to local governments should be provided directly (no
intermediaries) to accelerate projects and ensure maximum accountability.

6. Strong accountability requirements to protect the taxpayers’ investment.
Voters and taxpayers must be assured that all transportation revenues are spent responsibly.
Authorizing legislation should:

e Constitutionally protect transportation revenues for transportation infrastructure only.
Time and again (Prop 42, 2002; Prop 1A, 2006; Prop 22, 2010), voters have
overwhelmingly supported dedicating and constitutionally protecting transportation
dollars for those purposes. We strongly support protections that prohibit using
transportation dollars for other purposes.

e Repay existing transportation loans and end ongoing diversions of transportation
revenues, including approximately $850 million in loans to the general fund and the
annual loss of approximately $140 million in off-highway vehicle fuel taxes.



Strong accountability requirements to protect the taxpayers’ investment
(Continued).

e Establish performance and accountability criteria to ensure efficient and effective use
of all funding. All tax dollars should be spent properly, and recipients of new revenues
should be held accountable to the taxpayers, whether at the state or local level.
Counties and cities should adopt project lists at public hearings and report annually to
the State Controller’s Office regarding all transportation revenues and expenditures.
Local governments should also commit to ensuring any new revenues supplement
revenues currently invested in transportation projects. Both Caltrans and local
governments can demonstrate and publicize the benefits associated with new
transportation investments.

e (Caltrans reform and oversight. To increase Caltrans effectiveness, provide stronger
oversight by the state transportation commission of the programs funded by new
revenues and establish an Inspector General office to provide accountability. Reduce
Caltrans administrative budgets through efficiency reviews with all savings to be spent
on road improvements.

¢ Expedite project delivery. More should be done to streamline project delivery,
including but not limited to:
o Establishing timelines for actions required by state agencies and eliminating
other permit delays.
o Increased implementation of alternative delivery systems that encourage more
investment from the private sector.
o Reforms to speed project completion.

7. Provide Consistent Annual Funding Levels.
Under current statute, the annual gas tax adjustment by the Board of Equalization is creating
extreme fluctuations in funding levels -- a $900 million drop in this budget year alone. A
transportation funding package should contain legislation that will create more consistent
revenue projections and allow Caltrans and transportation agencies the certainty they need for
longer term planning. While this change would not provide any new revenue to transportation,
it would provide greater certainty for planning and project delivery purposes.



Contra Costa County

{in $2015 Dollars)
24-Year Pavement Needs -- Maintain Current PCI
DRAFT

Remaining Pavement | Remaining Non-Pavement

2014 PCl Maintain PCl Non-Pavement Needs* Total SGR Needs Total SGR Revenue | Remaining SGR Needs Needs Needs
Antioch 66| S 148,209,747 | $ 210,204,175 | $ 358,413,922 | S 127,000,000 | $ 231,413,922 | S 95,693,266 | S 135,720,656
Brentwood 85( S 58,088,967 | $ 173,882,652 | $ 231,971,619 | S 46,000,000 | $ 185,971,619 | $ 46,569,918 | S 139,401,701
Clayton 82| S 15,092,361 | S 31,873,721 | $ 46,966,082 | S 7,000,000 | $ 39,966,082 | S 12,842,939 | $ 27,123,143
Concord 62| S 189,544,150 | $ 253,735,708 | $ 443,279,858 | $ 100,000,000 | $ 343,279,858 | S 146,784,673 | S 196,495,186
Contra Costa County 731 S 278,147,774 | $ 409,285,339 | $ 687,433,113 | $ 245,000,000 | $ 442,433,113 | S 179,016,377 | $ 263,416,735
Danville 74| S 66,753,867 | $ 122,024,480 | S 188,778,347 | S 56,000,000 | $ 132,778,347 | $ 46,951,720 | $ 85,826,627
El Cerrito 84| S 15,358,625 | $ 65,414,911 | $ 80,773,536 | $ 24,000,000 | $ 56,773,536 | $ 10,795,163 | $ 45,978,373
Hercules 731 S 22,149,574 | $ 53,203,451 | $ 75,353,025 | $ 10,000,000 | $ 65,353,025 | $ 19,210,133 | $ 46,142,891
Lafayette 76| S 27,081,327 | $ 65,589,118 | $ 92,670,445 | $ 28,000,000 | $ 64,670,445 | S 18,898,814 | S 45,771,632
Martinez 50} $ 51,107,080 | $ 51,717,202 | § 102,824,282 | $ 42,000,000 | $ 60,824,282 | $ 30,231,686 | S 30,592,596
Moraga 65| S 27,202,713 | $ 35,202,124 | $ 62,404,837 | S 17,000,000 | $ 45,404,837 | S 19,792,292 | $ 25,612,545
Oakley 75| S 58,438,419 | $ 98,631,258 | $ 157,069,677 | $ 17,000,000 | $ 140,069,677 | $ 52,113,499 | $ 87,956,178
Orinda 48| S 26,862,937 | S 30,874,696 | S 57,737,633 | $ 15,000,000 | $ 42,737,633 | $ 19,884,056 | $ 22,853,577
Pinole 65| S 27,948,278 | $ 37,243,325 | $ 65,191,603 | $ 14,000,000 | $ 51,191,603 | $ 21,946,341 | S 29,245,262
Pittsburg 71} S 78,277,753 | $ 146,837,578 | $ 225,115,331 | $ 72,000,000 | $ 153115331 18 53,241,705 | § 99,873,626
Pleasant Hill 66| S 49,562,719 | $ 68,411,534 | $ 117,974,253 | $ 76,000,000 | $ 41,974,253 | $ 17,634,001 | $ 24,340,252
Richmond 62| S 131,270,334 | $ 182,350,090 | $ 313,620,424 | S 124,000,000 | $ 189,620,424 | $ 79,368,353 | S 110,252,072
San Pablo 76| $ 21,699,545 | $ 72,341,250 | $ 94,040,795 | S 18,000,000 | $ 76,040,795 | S 17,546,116 | $ 58,494,679
San Ramon 79| S 96,151,444 | $ 220,264,333 | $ 316,415,777 | $ 150,000,000 | $ 166,415,777 | $ 50,569,910 | $ 115,845,867
Walnut Creek 72| $ 158,081,965 | S 161,121,651 | $ 319,203,616 | $ 26,000,000 | $ 293,203,616 | S 145,205,760 | $ 147,997,856
Total/Average 69| $ 1,547,029,579 | $ 2,490,208,596 | $ 4,037,238,175 | $ 1,214,000,000 | $ 2,823,238,175 | $ 1,084,296,722 | $ 1,738,941,453
S 64,459,566 $ 103,758,691
*Assumes state of repair approximates general pavement conditions
Assumptions: 38.32% 61.68% $465,192,745
Approx. 38.32 % revenue to pavement
Approx. 61.68 % revenue to non-pavement $748,807,255
Total revenue Annual revenue Annual needs Annual Shortfall TEP revenues % of TEP

Pavement projected revenue $465,192,745 $19,383,031 $64,500,000 -$45,116,969 $93,600,000 -48.2%
CC County Staff Revenue Notes/Assumptions:
- Includes local funding, reported by individual jurisdictions
- Includes state funding, reported by the state
- Does NOT include federal revenue due to discretionary use
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The Board of Supervisors Contra

County Administration Building
651 Pine Street, Room 106
Martinez, California 94553-1293

John Sweeten
Clerk of the Board
and
County Administrator
(925) 335-1900

John Gioia, 1st District

Gayle B. Uilkema, 2nd District
Millie Greenberg, 3rd District
Mark DeSaulnier, 4th District
Federal D. Glover, 5th District

March 16, 2004

The Honorable Amy Worth, Chair
CC Transportation Authority
3478 Buskirk Ave #100

Pleasant Hill CA 94523

Dear Chair Worth,

On March 16, 2004, the Board of Supervisors discussed the Draft Final Paratransit Improvement Study and how
the recommendations in the study could be addressed in the reauthorization of Measure C. The Board
authorized me to forward our comments to the Authority. This letter summarizes our comments.

The Board finds a number of the recommendations in the draft study encouraging, but believes that steps should
be taken to ensure implementation. It is our opinion that Measure C represents an excellent opportunity to make
some positive changes in the provision of paratransit, and a promising start in positioning the county to respond
to the impending increase.in demand for services directed to seniors and persons with disabilities.

The Board embraces the findings in the study and proposes that the recommendations be implemented in a
reauthorized Measure C as a part of a “Paratransit Improvement Program”. The funding of these specific
recommendations would be in addition to funding for paratransit operations. Funding of this
recommendation would be minimal and would ensure the Measure C funds provided for operations will be
spent cost effectively.

The following are the recommendations that the Board finds most promising along with comments that are

intended to ensure that the recommendations are implemented and effective:

1. Develop a Comprehensive Technology Plan (Recommendation 7.3): Funding for implementation and
ongoing staffing, support and maintenance of this program needs to be provided. We are aware that the
consultant highlighted this need during discussions with the Technical Advisory Committee but neglected to
include it in the Draft Final Report and Action Plan.

2. Integrating Sedans into the Fleet Mix (Recommendation 7.1.1): Funding could be made available in a
reauthorized Measure C to subsidize the purchase of sedans by transportation providers.

3. Establish a Coordination/Mobility Manager Function (Recommendation 7.6): This recommendation is
promising in that it represents the beginnings of increased expansion of coordination activities. As the senior
and disabled populations grow, these types of activities will be necessary if not compulsory. Given the
likely demands placed on this function during the life of a reauthorized Measure C, the Board believes that
the funding burden listed in the study is an underestimate.

4. Establish an Advisory Committee on Accessible Transportation (ACAT) (Recommendation 7.7): This
committee is an excellent candidate to oversee the implementation and long-term responsibility for the
plan’s recommendations. Considering the changes that are to occur in the paratransit landscape during the
life of the Measure, this Committee will need a budget for planning activities. The composition of this
committee should be structured to include, at a minimum, representatives from the operators, and appointees
from the regional transportation planning committees.
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Other considerations to take into account to ensure effectiveness and implementation of the aforementioned
recommendations:

5. Cost Survey: A cost survey should be done to verify and provide greater detail on the amount of funding
needed to implement the recommendations found in the study and discussed above.

6. Long-Term Relevance: The recommendations of the study must be relevant during the life of a reauthorized
Measure C. It is the Board’s suggestion that the study and the recommendations be amended and/or updated as
appropriate by the ACAT or its functional equivalent.

In regards to the amount of paratransit operations funds that should be allocated in a reauthorized Measure C, it is
the Board’s opinion that paratransit operations should be funded at a level greater than what is currently being
provided. The Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) may also wish to consider making paratransit
operations funding available to transportation providers’ subject to their participation on ACAT and in the
implementatation of the recommendations in the Paratransit Study.

It is the Board’s hope that our suggestions can generate some discussion on this matter so that a well-planned,
effective approach to address paratransit issues may be developed for inclusion in a reauthorized Measure C.

The Board of Supervisors commends the CCTA for their proactive role in addressing paratransit issues by
sponsoring and conducting the paratransit study. It is precisely because of this effort that we, as a county, can now
begin to take a strategic approach to addressing transportation issues for seniors and persons with disabilities in the
reauthorization of Measure C.

Sincerely,

%,

. Glover, Chaif
Contra Costa County

Board of Supervisors
FDG\C

S Members, PCC
Advisory Council on Aging
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
PARATRANSIT COORDINATING COUNCIL

Hookston Square
3478 Buskirk Avenue, Suite 100
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
(925) 939-9PCC

March 23, 2004

Amy Worth, Chair

Contra Costa Transportation Authority
3478 Buskirk Avenue, #100

Pleasant Hill, CA 94523

RE: Paratransit Improvement Study Recommendations

Dear Chairwoman Worth:

At its meeting of March 22, 2004, the Paratransit Coordinating Council reviewed and
discussed the recommendations of the subject study. The following summarizes the
Council's conclusions.

The Council supports the following study recommendations:

7.1.1 Use of sedans for paratransit.

7.2.1 Use of a 30 minute "window".

7.3 Technology Plan.

7.5.2 Fare Incentives.

7.6 Mobility Manager

7.7 Advisory Committee on Accessible Transportation (ACAT).

The Council gave conditional support to the following recommendations:

7.4 Lifeline Transit, but pointed out that needs exist for paratransit service
outside ADA service limits.

7.5.1 Travel Training, without additional funding as this is already done by the
operators.

The Council was opposed to the following recommendations:

7.1.2 Use of taxis, because of very poor experience with taxi operators and
drivers (who do not have requisite drug and other clearances), and with the
lack of taxi companies in many parts of the County.

7.2.2 Overbooking, because of the many service denials generated by this
practice.
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In addition to the above, the Council approved the following motion:

Regarding the telephone survey component of the Paratransit Study, the PCC is pleased
to note that the 57% of the respondents who were identified as regular paratransit users
had a high level of satisfaction with the services. However we find that there should be
greater follow-up research and analysis on those 43% of the respondents who either don't
use paratransit or use 1t less than 10 days per year, as fo the reasons for their non-use or
infrequent use of paratransit.

Other discussion included concerns that paratransit services be significantly funded using
current and future Measure C funds, and that transfer trips were not adequately addressed
in the study.

We hope this information will be useful as the CCTA Board considers the
recommendations of this study. Please contact me if you desire additional information.

Sincerely,

Janet Abelson
PCC Chair
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Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: Candace Andersen, District II Supervisor County

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: Hearing to Consider Claim for Property Tax Refund filed on behalf of Lafayette Christian Church

RECOMMENDATION(S):

OPEN the public hearing and take testimony on claim for property tax refund filed on behalf of Lafayette Christian
Church. CLOSE the public hearing. CONSIDER claim. If claim granted, AUTHORIZE and DIRECT the
Auditor-Controller to refund monies paid for property taxes for the 2014-2015 tax year in the approximate amount of
$8,972.42 inclusive of interest.

FISCAL IMPACT:
If the claim is granted, the County’s portion of the refund in the amount of approximately $1,194 will be paid from
the County General Fund.

BACKGROUND:

On March 24, 2014, the Lafayette Christian Church applied to the Assessor’s Office for a welfare exemption from
property tax for the 2014-2015 tax year for one of its properties located at 3213 Sharon Court in Lafayette. The
Church maintained that the property was used for exempt religious activities during the relevant period. These
activities include acting as a parsonage from March 1, 2013 through October 1, 2013, serving as a recruitment tool
for new ministers from late 2013 through early 2014 and providing a place to house furniture, appliances and church
supplies, among other uses.

On June 17, 2014, the Assessor’s Office wrote to the Church denying the claim for refund on the basis that the
property was not used as a parsonage on January 1, 2014, the statutory date used to determine eligibility for the
exemption for 2014-2015 tax year. The Assessor’s Office maintained that the property did not qualify for an

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015

Contact: Lisa Driscoll, (925) David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
335-1023

By: , Deputy

cc: Russell Watts, County Treasurer-Tax Collector



BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

>

exemption because the vacant property was not being used for a religious purpose, despite the Church’s intention
of doing so in the future. On June 22, 2015, the Church filed a claim for property tax refund for the 2014-2015 tax
year with the County for $9,806.14 after the parties attempted unsuccessfully to resolve their differences.
(Attached.)

Revenue and Taxation Code section 214 provides that property that is used exclusively for religious purposes may
be eligible for an exemption from ad valorem property taxation if a taxpayer applies for a welfare exemption.
Housing used for religious purposes may fall within this exemption. See, e.g., In House of Rest of the Presbyterian
Church in the USA v. County of Los Angeles (1957) 151 Cal.App.2d 523. In such a case, the taxpayer may be
eligible for a refund of property taxes paid on the basis that taxes should not have been levied on the property.
[Rev. & Tax. Code, §§ 5096(c), 5097(a)(2).] The Board of Supervisors has discretion to determine whether the
taxpayer qualifies for the refund of property taxes.

To be eligible for 100 percent of the exemption, the deadline for submitting a welfare exemption claim is on or
before February 15. When a claim is not filed on or before February 15, 90 percent of any tax, penalty, or interest
may be canceled or refunded if the claim is filed on or before January 1 of the next calendar year. In this instance,
the taxpayer filed on March 24, 2014, two months after the February 15, 2014 filing deadline for the 2014-2015
year. If the Board determines that the property located at 3213 Sharon Court in Lafayette should have been
eligible for the welfare exemption for the 2014-2015 tax year, the Lafayette Christian Church would be eligible
for a refund of 90 percent of the claim, in the approximate amount of $8,972.42.

Property tax refunds ordered by the Board are paid by the Auditor-Controller. [Rev. & Tax. Code, § 5101; see
also Rev. & Tax. Code, § 5151.]

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Failure to take the recommended action may prevent the Lafayette Christian Church from having its claim
concerning the property-tax exempt use of the property heard.

ATTACHMENTS
Lafayette Christian Church - Claim for Property Tax Refund




BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
INSTRUCTIONS TO CLAIMANT

A A claim relating to a cause of action for death or for injury to person or to personal property
or growing crops shall be presented not later than six months after the accrual of the cause of
action. A claim relating to any other cause of action shall be presented not later than one
year after the accrual of the cause of action.

(Gov. Code § 911.2))

B. Claims must be files with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at its office in Room 106,
County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez CA 94553.

C. If claim is against a district governed by the Board of Supervisors, rather than the County, the
name of the District should be filed in.

D, If the claim is against more than one public entity, separate claims must be filed against each
public entity.

E. Fraud- See penalty or fraudulent claims, Penal Code Sec. 72 at the end of this form.

RE:  Claim By: ' Reserved for Clerk’s filing stamp
_ )
L "':l-' b y Lican (L0
&¢d G lenside Dr, ) -
Lofeayelle, cA FY5Y9 ) REGE!UEE
Against thé County of Contra Costa or )
)
_ Dastrict) JUN 2 2 2015
(Fill in the name) ) CLERE BGARD 67 SUPERVIEDRS |
) COUTRE CUSte i,
)

The undersigned claimant hereby makes claim against the County of Contra Costa or the above-named
district in the sum of § Z FOL ., J4 and in support of the claim represents as follows:

1. When did the damage or injury occur? (Give exact date and hour)
/7 Tune, Jdoiy¢

2. Where did the damage or injury occur? (Include city and county)
County Assessor's Office

3 How did the damage or injury occur? (Give full details; use extra paper if required)
Failure to grant an exemgtion 1o frop enty Taxcs
for property used asa parsinage, See Exhibit A amd R,
4. What particular act or omission on the part of county or district officers, servants or employees
caused the damage or injury?

Sediabeve. .

3. What are the names of county or district officers, servants or employees causing the damage or
injury? us 5. Kramer
ARcesgor
Contrea Cogta County
6. What damage or injuries do you claim resulted? (Give full extent of mjuries or damages
claimed. Attach two estimates for auto damage.)

paymen'f’ O'P'$?,, P06 1



7. How was the amount claimed above computed? (Include the estimated amount of any prospective

damageorinjury)  See attached copy of 2o/ - 2045
Secured Property Tax Bill

8. Names and addresses of witnesses, doctors and hospitals:
N#& |
9. List the expenditures you made on account of the accident or injury:
DATE TIME AMOUNT
'December" ]0,.26}‘1/ ¢4f543307
A;ﬂf‘” 10, 20i5 "‘;’,5’7’3.07

} Gov. Code Sec. 9110.2 provides “The claim shall be

) signed by the claimant or by some person on his behalf
)
)

SEND NOTICES TQ; {Attorney)

Name and address of Attorney )")? LQ, M
W’}% & l A

Lafay effe ChristianCh T —
Attertion: Kiehard Black chief F(;haétn;‘agt,%f%p_%{;‘% er
5% Glenside Drive e ‘ 'nele.

)
)
bas, tt ,C/A Y54 G ) (Address)
e ; Lefayette, <A F4E¥T

)
TelephoneNo.iQ»é’* 253830 # ) Telephone No. 725~ 283~ 5376

PUBLIC RECORDS NOTICE:
Please be advised that this claim form, or any claim filed with the County under the Tort Claims Act
is subject to public disclosure under the California Public Records Act. (Gov. Code §§ 6500 et seq.)
Furthermore, any attachments, addendums, or supplements attached to the claim form, including
medical records, are also subject to public disclosure.

NOTICE:

Section 72 of the Penal Code provides: .

Every person who, with intent to defraud, presents for allowance or for payment to any state board or
officer, or to any county, city or district board or officer, authorized to allow or pay the same if
genume, any false or fraudulent claim, bill, account voucher, or writing, is punishable either by
imprisonment in the County jail for a period of not more than one year, by a fine of not exceeding one
thousand dollars ($1000.00), or by both such imprisonment and fine, or by imprisonment in the state
prison, by a fine of not exceeding ten thousand dollars ($10,000.000, or by both such imprisonment
and fine. '
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Pastor " Rev. Dr. Martha A, Williams

Lafayette Christian Church

Lafayette Christian Church  Phone; 925-283-8304

{Disciples of Christ) Fax: 925-283-2784
584 Glenside Drive Email; lec.disciples@gmail.com
Lafayette, CA 94549 Website: www.lafayettechristianchurch.org

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

Room 106

County Administration Building 18 June 2015
651 Pine Street

Martinez, California 94553

Dear Clerk of the Board, Re: Welfare Exemption Claim for Lafayette Christian Church
Parsonage for Parcel No. 237-022-024-2

Lafayette Christian Church hereby appeals the decision of the Office of the Assessor denying a welfare
exemption for the 2014-2015 tax year for the property at 3213 Sharon Court Lafayette, CA 94549,

This property was put into use for exempt religious activities of the church from its inception, has continued
this exempt use without interruption, and has never used the property for anything but the exempt religious
work of the Lafayette Christian Church.

Following the initial denial of the exemption, the church submitted detailed additional information supporting
the exemption to Sandra Williams, Contra Costa Assessor’s Office, in the form of a letter from Lauren Cesare
dated December 30, 2014, This letter is attached below and made a part of this appeal.

Background

The Lafayette Christian Church was established in 1959 and has been in continuous operation since then
providing a welcoming Christian community for Lafayette and greater Contra Costa community. The location
at 584 Glenside Drive is limited in space. Therefore, when a generous donation was made to the church in
2013, the facility came as a welcome addition. The property at 3213 Sharon Court was donated, along with its
contents of furniture, appliances, some library materials (Bibles etc), a workshop and various other household
items, for the use of Lafayette Christian Church (LCC).

The property, located only a few blocks from the church, was immediately put into use by the church and has
been continuously used by the church to carry out its exempt activities. These activities include being used to
provide space for meetings and choir rehearsals, to store furniture, supplies, church records and files, to house
a work space with numerous tools for repairing church property (such as the sanctuary chairs), to provide a
residence for ministers and to serve as a recruitment tool for new ministers. LCC has maintained the property
continuously by keeping all utilities on, maintaining a twice a month gardener, continuing garbage service and
by making various other repairs as needed to the property.
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Timeline of relevant dates:

January 2013
March 1, 2013
February 15, 2013

October 1, 2013

October 2013
through summer
2014

March 24, 2014

April 22, 2014

June 17, 2014

3213 Sharon Court was donated to LCC, along with furniture, appliances, workshop,
books and other household items.

Rev Steven Moore, the minister at LCC, moved into the property. The furniture,
appliances, workshop, books and household items remained in the property.

LCC filed a claim for FY 2013-2014 Welfare Exemption. The Exemption was
granted. (Attachment #1)

Moore resigned his pastorate and moved out of the property and away from the area,
leaving the furniture, appliances, workshop, books and household items on the

property.

The property was used continuously for a variety of church purposes including
Property Committee, Finance Committee and Pastoral Search Committee meetings,
choir practice, repairing sanctuary chairs and use of lanndry to wash church kitchen
linens. In addition, the property was shown to potential ministers who were being
recruited for the pastor position.

Frank Scudero, Moderator of the Board of LCC, filed a claim for Welfare Exemption
for relief from FY 2014-2015 Ad Valorem Taxes (Attachment #2)

In a letter to the Assessor’s Office, Frank Scudero, Moderator of Lafayette Christian
Church, noted that the property permitted the Church “to attract and retain pastoral
staff” and was for various church activities, including “Board, Elder and Committee
meetings, group and individual counseling, educational activities, social interaction
with members of the congregation, and fellowship with the parsonage family.”

In response to a specific question from the Assessor’s Office regarding page 2 of the
Claim for Welfare Exemption regarding the use of the space as living quarters, Mr.
Scudero indicated that there had been no minister living there since Rev. Moore left
and that the church was “actively looking for a new Pastor.” (Atiachment #3) Mr,
Scudero was not asked to delineate the other exempt uses of the property.

Assessor’s Findings on Qualification of Property Use for 2014 noted that the
requirements for the exemption had not been met due to “N.E.U” {Property is not used
exclusively for religious, hospital, or charitable purposes within the meaning of
section 214 of the Revenue and Taxation Code. ) and “V.U.P.” (Vacant, unused
property does not meet the requirements for exemption.)

The Findings noted: “Based on the letter you sent us, attached to the 2014 Welfare
claim, you advised us that your Pastor Stever: Moore, resided in the Parsonage through
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October 2013. This Parsonage does not qualify for the 2014 tax year, therefore it is
considered Taxable.”

The Findings indicated that “you may submit additional information and/or documents
in support of your claim.” (Attachment #4) Please note: Additional information was
submitied. See December 30, 2014 below.

July 31, 2014 Regional Minister Christian Church (Disciples of Christ) Rev. Dr. LaTaunya Bynum
was hired with the agreement that she would move into 3213 Sharon Court later in the
summer. The property was then prepared for her arrival.

September 25, 2014 Rev. LaTaunya Bynum, Regional Minister, moved into the property. The furniture,
appliances, workshop, books and household items remained in the property.

December 30,2014 LCC provided additional information outlining both the facts regarding the continuous
use of 3213 Sharon Court and the law supporting the church’s entitlement to the FY
2014-2015 Welfare exemption in a letter to Sandra Williams from Lauren Cesare.
(Attachment # 5)

June 2015 The Assessor’s office has not yet replied to LCC’s letter in writing. However, Ms.
Williams of that Office has stated verbally that she will not change her position on the
2014-15 taxes.

Lafayette Christian Church hereby appeals to the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors the denial of the
FY 2014-2015 Welfare Exemption claim for Lafayette Christian Church Parsonage for Parcel No. 237-022-
024-2 and respectfully requests that the taxes be refunded. The property has been in continuous use by the
Church to carry out the Church’s exempt activities since it was given to the Church in 2013 and therefore is
entitled to the exemption.

Thank you for your consideration.

Richard Black
Chair, Stewardship and Finance Committee
Chief Financial Officer, Lafayette Christian Church

Ce: Supervisor Candace Andersen

Attachments: It is requested that the Board of Supervisors consider the five attachments listed below and
include them as part of this appeal.

Attachment # 1 February 15, 2013 Claim for FY 2013-2014 Welfare Exemption (Granted)
Attachment # 2 March 24, 2014 Claim for FY 2014-2015 Welfare Exemption
Attachment # 3 April 22, 2014 1 etter from Frank Scudero to Office of Assessor
Attachment # 4 June 17, 2014 2014-2015 Welfare Exemption Denial Form

Attachment # 5 December 30, 2014 Letter from Lauren W. Cesare to County Assessor’s Office



Attachment # 1 Fet "1y 15,2013 Claim for FY 13-14 Welfar- --xemption

(Grassed)
: AL V U] P GUS S KRAMER, ASSESSUK
el 267 e 130512 R FONTRA COSTA COUNTY
E "/ . 2p30 Arnold Drive, Suite 100
CLATM FOR WELFARE EXEMPTION (FIRST FILING) FER 15 2013 Martinez, CA 645531795
(For new locations and/or in-lieu of preprinted claim form BOE-267-A)
FORINFORMATION: (g .
This claim Js filed for fiscalyear 2013  -2014 | (825) 813.7470
(Example: a person filing a fimely claim in January 2011 CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
wouid enter "2011-2012." ASSESSOR N
\__g{(mob“»g, c\"\rts"\'\ﬁ\q G\A\‘)rc\d ('Dugcnmlg; .1 d/\\[fs\_)
NAME OF ORGANIZATION —¥
5 gtk &]enc.ie

ADDRESS (number and.street)

L
CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE  © ’

WEBSITE ADDRESS (if any) CORPORATE ID NG, (i ary)

CHECK, IF CHANGED WITHIN THE LAST YEAR:
O MAILING ADDRESS [] CORPORATE NAME [:j ORGANIZATION'S FORMATIVE DOCUMENT (amendment fo ailicles of incorporation, constfitution, trust
- insirument, articles of organization) "
Provide a copy of the certificate issued by the State Board of Equalization (Board), and a copy of

the finding sheet issued by the Board.,

ORGANIZATIONAL CLEARANCE CERTIFICATE NUMBER

1124

if you do not have an Crganizational Clearance Cerfificate (OCC), have you filed a claim for an OCC with the Board?
Brves CINo  IfNo, see instructions for cbtaining an OCC.

PRIOR YEAR FiLINGS ) ‘
Has the organizationrﬂled for the welfare exemption in this county in prior years? E’Yes {1 Ne If Yes, state: {a} tatest year filed:

EXACT NAME OF ORGANIZATION UNDER WHICH FILED
. Lﬂvfnjb-n‘f— dfkf‘5+' [ 5 CL\UPL,.‘I\
IDENTIFICATION OF PROPERTY
1. Owner and operator; (check applicable boxes)
Claimant is: ﬁ'Owner and operator [ Owner only [ Operator only

and claims exemption on all ®l.and ﬁBuildings and improvements  and/or ] Personal property
se this property, please provite on an attached Jist: the name of the user, frequency of use, ang

If persons or organizations other than the claimant u
square footage used.
2. ADDRESS OF PRGPERTY (number andsfreeg

EY AN 5‘/\0\-{0'\ Couv

CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE )
Lafage Ve Ch AHCUYY

3. Is this a new location this year? Bves [INo 4. When was the property put to exempt use?

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER
1237-01 -~ pag -5
(MM/DD/YYYY)

5. Real property. If claiming an exemption for real property, on what date was the properly acquired? (MWDDAYYYY)

5.{a) Land. f seeking an exemption on land, provide the following: (1) Area in acres or square feet:

(2) Primary and incidental use of the property described: P 9
AL 2 Na e —

5.(b) Building or Improvements: If seeking an exemption on buildings or improvements, provide the following:
(1) Bullding number or name, number of floors, type of construction: Cnwe as 2 2—albe v

(2) Primary and incidental use of the property described: ]7,,, vieaan g

6. Personal Properiy: If seeking an exemption on perconal property, provide the following;
() Personal Property description (type):
3/ -

(b) Primary and incidental use of the property described:

USE OF PROPERTY

7. Leased or rented {since Januvary 1 of prior year)?
{&) Is any portion of the property described rented, leased, or being used or cperated par time or full time by some other Person or crganization?

Cves Rine If Yes, attach a description of that portion and its yse, attach a copy of the agreement, and Jist the amount receiveq by
claimant.
{b} Is any equipment or other property at this focation being Jeased, rented, or consigned from someone else?
[(ves ﬁ No If Yes, attach a list of equipment and other property at this location that is being leased, rented, or consigned to the claimant.
25 Please list the name and zddress of lessor or consignor and the quaniity and description of the property, and attach io the

claim. Property so listed is not subject to the exemption, and will be assessed by the Assessor if owned by a laxable entity.
THIS DOCUMENT (S SUBJECT TO FPUBLIC INSPECTION
IBOE Forms\267 Rev. 13-05-12 cc.pdf 6/28/12
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e Attachment# 2 March 24, 20, . Claim for Welfare Exemption 2530 Arnold Drive, Sulle 101
Q 1_'7,_‘-‘“““ F % ¥ e TU R kpF ¥ RVNRS i ] ! Martinez CA ‘;4 N )
XEMPTION (ANKNUAL FILIHG) : 94553-435;
) recaive the full Bxemplion, & claimant mus! complete and file this form with Local Exemptions : (825) 313.747)

e Assessor by February 15
e matisn Name and Mailing Address: (Make nacessery comactions i ik fo the arinted

“i- | acidress.) Propery Localion: {

This prpanization E] ewns D renteflesses \his location

LAFAYETTE CHRISTIAN CHURCH (DISCIPLES OF CHRIST) 3213 Sheron Ct, Lafayetie

584 GLENSIDE DRIVE Parcel / Account: 237-022-024-2

LAFAYETTE CA 94549

Proparty No.: 2 Class:

ast year your organization received the Welfare Exemption for all or pan of the property listed above. ¢ continue receiving the exemption for this locatio
w must complste, sign and return Ihis claim lorm lo the Assessor. A& separate clalm form is required for each loeation. If YOl Wish to receive
cemption on property al locations for which you have not received of filed & claim form, contact the Assessor immediately,

you no longer seek an exemption al this lpcation. chack here m sign and reiurn this form to the Assessoar.

dditionaily, if your crganization is dissalved and therefore no longer needs an Organizational Clearance Certificate, check here [}

heck, if changed within the last year: G ailing Address ] Corporate Name _

oes your organization have a valld Organizational Clearance Cerfficate (OCC) issusd by the State Board of Ecualization? 4 ves 1 Ne

yes, enter OCCNo. ___ 13 andaateissued __s=[u)es

ave you amended the organization’s formalive documents (.., arlicles of incorporation, constitution, trust instrument, articies of organization) singe la
sar? [ JYes {g No  Ifyes, please mail an endorsed copy of the amendment io the State Soard of Equalization, County-Assessed Properties Divisicl
0. Box 842879, Sacramento, CA 94275-0064. Pigase include your OCC number. (NOTE TO ASSESSOR STAFF: If the organization is dissalved or i
rmative documents were amended, please forward & copy of this page to the Board of Equalization. )

e Assessor may ask for additione! information. If you do not provide such information, It will result in danlal of your claim for gxemptios
arefully read the informalion on the revérse side befors Lompleting, AN guestions must be answersd. IF THE ANSWER TO ARY QUESTION (S “YES
KPLAIN W "REMARKS™” OR OM AN ATTACHMENT. Conlecl the Assessor immediately if special forms are needed 1o complate this application,

ES NO Since January 1, last year.

Z & 1 Has the use on any porticn of the properly that received an exemption last year changed?

2. Is any portion of this propeny being used for gxempt purposes that was not being used in that manner last year?

3. Ie any portion of this propery vacant or unused? If yes, since (date) Area(sq.ft) .

4

. Is any portion of this propery used as 2 relail oullet eor for other fundraising purposes? (Note: Thrift stores which are pad of a planne
formal rehabililation program may be exeript if BOE-267-R is filed with this claim.) P panm

4

b AL

] 5. isany portion of the property used for living quariers {other than low-tncome housing or housing for the eiderly or handicappad stee unos
guestions B or 7)7 If yes, and you claim exemption for this porifon, submii documentation including the occupent’s position or rite 1
organization including a statement indlcating that the housing continues to be used for organization's exemp! purpose (see FOLSITIY <
reverse) or, if living quarters associated with 2 rehabilltation pragram, submit BOE-267-R. R

] g B Is this propertg used as low-income housing? If yes, and the property is owned by 3 nonprofit organization or efigible limited abw
company, BOE-267-1 must be submitted. [f yes and the property 1s owned by 2 fimited parinership, BOE-267-L1 must be submited

1 & 7. Isthis property used as a faciity for the elderly or handicapped? if ves, BOE-267-H must be submitied uniess care or services are provide
or the property is financed by the federat government under sections 202, 231, 236, or 811 of the Federal Public Laws.

1 ¥ 8 Do other persons or organizations use any of this properiy? Il yes, please provide 3 list including the name of user, frequency of use ar
squars foolage used. {See Owner/Operator on reverse.}

] B o Didivsor any portion of this property generale taxable “unrelated business laxable income.” as defined in section 512 of the lntern

Revenus Code? If yes, see "Unrelated Incore” on the reverse.

; E? 10. Have the organization's income andfor expenses increased by more than 25 perceni singe fast year? i yes, allach 8 copy of your mo
recent and the prior year's compigle financial staiements.

I B 11 s there any equipmeant or propenty at this iocation that Is leased or rented {o the claimant? If yes, provide the owner's name and addres
and a description of the property. This property 1s taxable as il is nol owned by the dlaimant.

ARRRE \onaci: sefarsls shoel f vecessary)

4E GF FERSON TO CONTACT FOR ABGITIONAL INFORMATION (plsgse pri) ) OAYTIVE TECEFHONE
o Feowp Geodefe o (A1) 28< ~oa4¢’
I centily {or declare) under penalty of pejury under the Jaws ol the State of California that the foregoing and ail informtion hereon, incluinig
any accompanying statements or documents, Js frug, correct and complete lo the best of my knowledge and belief,

AT s Wbk & Gl Tl
li. ADDRESS {grd é",@@ o\.o\ . v

, L ke e o ASSESSOR'S USE ONLY -
i [Ja (O earT [ Denled . Reseon(s)for Denlsl: -

LN

THIS DOCUMENT IS SUBJECT TO PUBLIC INSPECTION
JE Forms\267-A REV. 15 (05-13) ce.pdf 08/07/13




Attachment # 3 Apm 22,2014 Letter from Frank Scudero to 0; _& of Assessor

?Lafayet‘te Chrfg’z an Church pastor

Lafayette Christian Church Phone: 925-283-8304

{Disciples of Christ) Email: lce.disciples@gmail.com
584 Glenside Drive www.lafayettechristianchurch.org
Lafayette, CA 94549 www.foundersgrove.net
April 22, 2014
Office of the Assessor _
Contra Costa County

This letter is intended to serve as a reconfirmation, as of this date that:

1. Lafayette Christian Church has been blessed by a gift from Ann Wolf of her residence in Lafayette located at 321 3 Sharon
Court, and the transfer of title was completed on january 28, 2013; and

2. Annhas provided the Board with a note setting forth her wishes and hopes for the use of the house, but which do not
constitute deed restrictions or contractual restrictions on the use-of the property; it is the desire of the Board to implement
Ann’s hopes and wishes to the extent feasible to have the property used as a parsonage by our Church, subject to and
consistent with the finandial needs of the Church, prudent business judgment in management of the Church’s affairs, and the
other goals and rissions of the Church, and to use the property exclusively for religious or charitable purposes; and

3- The Church is now capable of providing a parsonage in close proximity to the Church facilities which permits the Church to
attract and retain pastoral staff, and the parsonage can be used from time to time for other purposes such as Board, Elder and-
Committee meetings, group and individual counseling, educational activities, social interaction with members of the
congregation, and fellowship with the parsenage family, all of which uses are necessary to the goals and rﬁissions ofthe

Church; and

4. The Church desires to covenant with its present and future pastars and their families to provide housing for their needs and
the needs of the Church, and in so doing provide support for the parsonage family and facilitate ministry together; '

Lafayette Christian Church dedicated 3213 Sharon Court, Lafayette, California, for use as a parsonage and entered into a
covenant or agreement with Steven Moore, Pastor, for his residence in the parsonage, subject to and consistent with the
Findings stated above. Pastor Moore resided in the Parsonage through October 2013 when his call to Lafayette Christian

Church ended.

The Parsonage has remained empty from that time until this date. We have formed a Pasteral Search Committee and are
actively looking for a new Pastor with the intention of using the Parsonage as the residence for that new Pastor.

Frank Scudero

Moderator of the Board
Lafayette Christian Church



BOE.267F Gecky vy Attachment# - June 17, 2014 Welfare Exemption . ~iial Form

Tontra Costa Corty Asse: bmer A
2530 Amold Drive Sutte 100, Martinez, CA 94553.4359 Weltare Exemplions. (28] 3137470

WELFARE OR VETERANS’ ORGANIZATION EXEMPTION
ASSESSOR’S FINDING ON QUALIFICATION OF PROPERTY USE

DATE: June 17, 2014

Drganizalion Nare and Maling Address: Property Location:
Lafayette Christian Chuirch 3213 Sharon Ct - Lafayette
Attn: Frank Scudero Parcel #237-022-024-2
584 Glenside Drive

5
Lafayette CA 94549 [aerbona o a

Under the provisions of section 254.5 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, we have reviewed the Claim for Welfare or Veterans'

Organization Exemption together with other material submitted for the above property. Our finding is that the requirements of

section 214 or section 215.1 and following of the Revenue and Taxation Code, which provide for the welfare or veterans -
organization exemption, have “Been Met,” "Not Been Met,” or your claim was determined to be “Incomplete” as indicated below:

[0 BEENWET 0 INCOMPLETE 1 NOT BEEN MET
] PP.O. ) LR 0 HEH, [ NFs. 0O FRP. UJ ONF.
M PP &IMP. O roO. ] HLL 0 NOs. M NEU. 0 ona.
L3 PP&P) 0 NN 0 HLP ] Nnocce L vup O Lk
O oEeu. O PvP O rLG [0 F.N.C. {see balow) O PNR
T EU. O LF. (90%)
b1 oFL O LF (85%)

if this finding sheet indicates an Incomplete or Not Been Met finding, you may submit additional information and/or documents in
support of your claim. Please submit such documents to the Assessor, along with a copy of this finding sheet.

SEE REVERSE FOR DESCRIPTION OF ABBREVIATIONS AND BELOW FOR ADDITIONAL COMMENTS REGARDING THE
FINDING:

Based on the letter you sent us, attached to the 2014 Welfare claim, you advise us that your Pastor,
Steven Moore, resided in the Parsonage through Oct 2013, This Parsonage does not qualify for the

2014 tax vear, therefore it is considered Taxable.

IMPORTANT NOTICE
PLLEASE READ CAREFULLY

IN FUTURE YEARS, YOU WILL NOT RECEIVE A FINDING SHEET FROM THIS OFFICE UNLESS THE PROPERTY IS
INELIGIBLE FOR EXEMPTION.

The Assessor may not approve a property tax exemption ciaim unti the claimant has been issued a valid Organizalion Clearance
Certificate from the State Board of Equalization.

If the exemption is denied and the claimant does not agree with the above findings, the claimant may seek a refund of property
taxes paid by filing a claim for refund with the county board of supervisors, and if the claimant’s refund with the county is denied, the

claimant may file a refund action in superior court.

* 1\BOE Forms\267-f-rev (10-03) cc.pdf 6/6/11



Attachment # December 30, 2014 Letter from La. cen W. Cesare to County Assessor’s
Office

Lauren W. Cesare, Esq.
1521 Cherry Valley Dr.
San Jose, CA 95125
408.289.1520/{ax 408.292.7875
cesarelaw@att.net

December 30, 2014

Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested
Receipt No. 7014 0510 0000 6400 2792

Ms. Sandra Williams

Contra Costa County Assessor’s Office
2530 Arnold Dr., Suite 100

Martinez, CA 94553-4359

Re: Claim for Welfare Exemption for Lafayette Christian Church,
Parcel No. 237-022-024-2

Dear Ms. Williams;

Pursuant to our phone conversation, I am writing to you on behalf of my client, Lafayette
Christian Church (the “Church”) to provide you with additional information regarding the
Church’s entitlement to the Welfare Exemption from property taxes for the parcel located at
3213 Sharon Ct,, Lafayetie, California 94549, Parcel No. 237-022-024-2 (the “Property™). A
copy of the Finding Sheet is attached hereto.

Fuacts

The entire Property has been in continuous use by the Church to carry out the Church’s exempt
activities since it was given to the Church in January of 2013. As you know, the Property was
used as a parsonage for the Church’s minister, Rev. Moore, from March I, 2013 through
September 30, 2013. In addition, the Church has used the Property for several other purposes to
carry out its exempt activities. Since it received the Property, the Church has continuously
stored a great deal of furniture, appliances, tools and other property at the Property, through the
present time, including a bed with chenille bedspread, a dresser, a mirror, a dining room hutch, a
dining room table, dining room chairs, a few side chairs, an antique rocking chair, a large coffee
table, a two drawer file cabinet storing Church papers, a freezer, a washing machine and a dryer,
a Mixmaster and other appliances, several serving plates, two trays, lamps, a coffee urn, cleaning
equipment and cleaning supplies, a large historical mural, an outdoor love seat with two outdoor
chairs, an outdoor table, a workbench, a table saw, a lawn mower, garden tools, and
miscellaneous other tools. It addition, two bibles and two hymnals are stored in the home,

Not only has the Property been in continuous use to store property of the Church, the Church
also used the Property as extra space for its activities including meetings, choir practice and work



space when the minister was not living there. January 8" — 13™ 2014 a member of the Church
Property Committee worked at the Property to repair Sanctuary chairs using the workbench and
the tools stored at the Property. February 26, 2014 members of the Property committee met at
the Property to discuss replacement of facia boards. March 2, 2014 a Church member washed
the laundry of the Church at the Property using the washer and dryer stored there., March 8" and
9", 2014 the Chair of the Finance Committee had meetings with Church members at the Property
to discuss Church issues. On March 22, 2014 the Moderator, Vice Moderator, and the Chair of
the Pastoral Search Committee held a meeting with Rev. Dr. Martha Williams at the Property.
On April 15, 2014 the Choir Director held choir rehearsal at the Property, of course using the
furniture kept at the Property. On July 31, 2014, Rev. Williams and the Ministry Council Chair
held a meeting with Rev. LaTaunya Bynum, Regional Minister of the Christian Churches of
Northern California-Nevada at the Property. On September 13, 2014, the Church moderator and
another Church member spent time at the Property using the cleaning equipment and supplies
stored at the Property to do some cleaning, sorted through the files stored at the Property, and
organized and evaluated tools and other items stored in the garage at the Property.

As further evidence that the Church has continually used the Property, the Church has kept the
utilities and water on, continued the garbage service, continued the twice monthly gardener
service, and paid the utility, water, garbage, and gardener bills. In addition, on February 5™ and
6™, 2014 a member of the Church Property Committee did additional yard work at the Property,
trimmed the hedges, repaired a leaning fence, and picked the oranges, using the tools and
equipment stored at the Property. The Church kept the light, heat, water, and garbage and
gardener services on because they were continually using the Property; it was not closed down, it
was not vacant. The Property was being used by the Church to carry on its various church
activities, before, on, and after the J anuary 1, 2014 Hen date.

Further still, the Church was using the Property in an additional way. The Church was using the
Property to recruit a new pastor for the Church. When a pastor’s call to this Church ends, the
process to call a new pastor to the Church involves the Congregation searching for and hiring a
new pastor. The Church formed a search committee in November, 2013. The Pastoral Search
Committee of the Church used the Property as a possible parsonage for a new pastor as a
recruiting tool. The Pastoral Search Committee and Stewardship and Finance Committec
included the possible use of the Property as a parsonage in determining their compensation
parameters. It was included in the job description prepared by the Pastoral Search Committee for
the Church’s Transitional Pastor Position Description and submitted to the Regional Minister,
and likely will be for the permanent pastor position. This can be particularly important to
recruiting in the Bay Area where housing can be prohibitively expensive. The facts that the
Church kept the Property well maintained and kept the utilities, water, and other services going
are also evidence of the Church’s use of the Property as a recruiting tool (in addition to needing
to do so for the above-described uses.) The candidate for transitional pastor was in fact shown
the Property for her consideration as part of the compensation package.

La

There is no question under the law that a property can be used for more than one of the exempt
purposes designated in RTC §214 and qualify for the Welfare Exemption. Attorney General



Opinion CV 74-16, 3/6/74. “§214 states that the use of the property shall be for religious,
hospital, scientific or charitable purposes; that is, the property must be used exclusively for any
one or more of the designated purposes.” Id,, emphasis in original. The subject of that opinion
was a church that was using a portion of its building for a Project Headstart program. The
Attorney General opined that a church which uses part of its building for charitable as well as
religious purposes can qualify that part of the building for the Welfare Exemption. Furthermore,
in Santa Catalina Island Conservancy v. County of Los Angeles, 126 Cal. App. 3d 221, the court
recognized several charitable purposes with respect to the land that was the subject of the
Welfare Exemption, including preservation of the environment and recreational use,

A facility which is incidental to and reasonably necessary for the accomplishment of the
charitable purpose, or any facility which is reasonably necessary for the fulfillment of a generally
recognized function of a complete modem operation, comes within the Welfare Exemption.
Santa Catalina Island Conservancy, supra, citing Cedars of Lebanon Hosp. v, County of L.A.
(1950) 35 Cal.2d 729. In several cases, housing facilities at properties covered by the Welfare
Exemption were found to be incidental to and reasonably necessary for the accomplishment of
the exempt charitable purposes. Saint Germain Foundation v. County of Siskiyou (1963) 212 Cal.
App. 2d 911 (residential quarters of caretakers and maintenance workers); and the integrated
activities as a whole must be examined in determining the tax status of property for the welfare
exemption. Serra Refreat v. County of Los Angeles (1950) 35 Cal, 2d 755 (portions of retreat
house used for living quarters of priests and lay brothers); Y. M C 4. of Los Angeles v. County of
Los Angeles (1950) 35 Cal. 2d. 760 (dormitories); Cedars of Lebanon Hospital, supra (housing
for nurses); The Church Divinity School of the Pacific v. County of Alameda (1957} 152 Cal.
App. 2d 496 (housing and parking lots for faculty, students and their families.)

According to the Appraisers Handbook 267 p. 29, the courts have liberally construed what
constitutes use in actual operation of an exempt activity, citing San Francisco Boys' Club, Inc. v.
Mendocino County, (1967) 254 Cal. App. 2d 548 and Christward Ministry v. County of San
Diego, (1969} 271 Cal. App. 2d 805. Actual physical use of the entire property is not required
for qualification under the Welfare Exemption. In Chrisiward Ministry v. County of San Diego,
land used for trails and religious shrines for meditation around a religious retreat qualified for the
exemption when found necessary to assure protection of the religious environment. In

- determining whether the amount of property used for the retreat site was reasonably necessary,
the determination of those carrying out the religious purposes was to be respected.

Further, the property need not be used for the charitable purposes all year-round. In Sun
Francisco Boys’ Club, Inc. v. Mendocino County, a 2000 acre boys’ summer camp was exempt
even though 1400 acres were devoted to commercial logging operations in the off-season. The
court held that it was sufficient that the property was necessary for and devoted to the charitable
purpose during the summer season. In addition, the determination of what acreage was
teasonably necessary to provide outdoor recreation for the boys made by those responsible for
carrying out the charitable purpose of the organization was to be respected.




Analysis

Since it received the Property, the Church has made continuous use of the Property to carry out
its exempt purposes in different ways. For the entire time it has owned the Property, the Church
has stored a great deal of furniture and other property inside the home and in the yard. From
March 1, 2013 through September 30, 2013, the Church also used the Property as a Parsonage.
From October 1, 2013 to August 31, 2014, when no minister was living there, the Church
devoted the Property to other necessary exempt uses: as extra space for its activities including
meetings, choir practice, and work space to carry out tasks for the Church. In addition, from that
date, the Church has used the Property as a recruitment tool to aid in its search to call anew -
minister to the Church. Under the Attorney General Opinion and Santa Catalinag Island
Conservancy, cited above, it is permissible to use a property for more than one and/or different
exempt purposes under RTC §214 and qualify for the Welfare Exemption. And under Serra
Retreat v. County of Los Angeles, the integrated activities as a whole must be examined in ,
determining the tax status of property for the Welfare Exemptien. Accordingly, all of the uses of
the Property by the Church must be considered as a whole, and the Property is eli gible for the
Welfare Exemption even though the Church has used the Property in different ways over the

year in question to carry out its exempt purposes.

As noted above, a facility which is incidental to and reasonably necessary for the
accomplishment of the charitable purpose, or any facility which is reasonably necessary for the
fulfillment of a generally recognized function of a complete modern opcration, comes within the
Welfare Exemption. Housing for ministers, space for meetings, choir practice, repair work,
laundry of Church linens, and storage of Church files, furniture, tools and equipment, and other
property are all uses of a facility which are incidental to and reasonably necessary for the
accomplishment of the exempt purposes and functions of the Church. Using the Property as a
recruitment tool to attract and retain new transitional and permanent ministers is also a use which
is reasonably necessary for the accomplishment of the Church’s exempt purposes, and essential,
for without a minister, it will not be able to carry out its exempt purposes. Under Christward
Ministry v. County of San Diego, actual physical use of the entire property is not required for
qualification under the Welfare Exemption, thus it is not necessary that one of the uses being
made of the Property, as a recruitment tool, is not a physical use. Further, the determination of
those carrying out the religious purposes of the Church to so use the Property to carry out those

purposes is to be respected.

Finally, under San Francisco Boys’ Club, Inc. v. Mendocino County, property need not be used
for the charitable purposes all year-round to be eligible for the Welfare Exemption. Accordingly,
it is sufficient that various uses of the Property have continuously been carried on to fulfl] the
exempt purposes of the Church since the Property was acquired. The Property need not be used
solely or constantly as a parsonage. That is one eligible use. The other uses entitle the Church to
the Welfare Exemption as well. Further, the Property does not have to be used every day, or in

the same way every day.



Conclusion
In the Findings Sheet that you sent the Church, you checked NEU and VUP, that the

requirements of the Welfare Exemption had not been met because the Property was not used
exclusively for religious or charitable purposes and was vacant, unused property. You also stated
that based on the letter the Church sent, the Pastor, Steven Moore, resided in the Parsonage
through Oct 2013, and that the parsonage therefore does not qualify for the 2014 tax year. Based
upen our conversation and the information in the Finding Sheet, it appears that you came to your
conclusion that the Property no longer qualified for the Welfare Exemption based upon a
miscommunication in that letter by the Moderator, Frank Scudero. In the letter, Mr. Scudero
said that the Parsonage remained empty from the time Pastor Moore left unti] the date of the
letter, and that they had formed a Pastoral Search Committee and were actively looking for a
new Pastor with the intention of using the Property as a residence for the new Pastor. When Mr.
Scudero used the word “empty”, he only meant no one was living at the Property. He did not
mean the Property was not being used for other Church purposes. The confusion stems from the
fact that in that letter, he was responding to your questions about use of the Property as living
quarters. He had no idea his statement would be interpreted to mean that the Property was not

used at all.

However, he also mentioned in the letter that with the gift of the Property, the Church is able to
provide a parsonage to attract and retain pastoral staff, and to use the Property from time to time
for other Church purposes such as Church meetings, group and individual counseling,
educational activities, and fellowship, all of which uses, he said, are necessary to the goals and
missions of the Church. As noted above, the Church has used the Property for these purposes.

Based on the additional information that we have provided to you above, we hope that any
confusion is now put to rest. The Church has continuously and exclusively used the Property for
its exempt purposes, and the Property is clearly not “vacant, unused property”. The Church is,
therefore, entitled to the Welfare Exemption for the Property for the 2014-2015 vear. In
September, 2014, the Church rented the Property to the Christian Churches of Northern
California-Nevada, of which the Church is a member, for use by the Regional Minister.
Accordingly, the Property will continue to qualify for the Welfare Exemption in subsequent

years.

In view of the foregoing, we respectfully request that the Assessor approve the Welfare
Exemption for the Property, grant a refund for the ad valorem taxes that were already paid in the
amount of $4,903.07, with interest thereon, and cancel all assessments and any additional taxes.

Please contact me at 408.289.1520 if you have any questions, and thank you for your atiention to
this matter.

Very truly yours, .
L Ce -

Lauren Watson Cesare

Cc: Richard Black



EXHIBITB }EL. V. WATTS  2014-2015
- w113 s s 1 COUNTY TREASURER-TAX COLLECTOR FISCAL YEAR JULY 1, 2014 TO JUNE 30, 2015

ROOM 100, 625 COURT STREET, MARTINEZ, CA 94653 SECURED PROPERTY TAX BILL
TELEPHONE: (925) 957-6280 FAX: (025) 957-2098 INTERNET COPY .

APN : }-I\/:\EEOVEMENTS $§38;§8§

PERSONAL PROP S0

ADDRESS INFORMA TIQN NOT AVAILABLE ON LINE GROSS VALUE <s.000

THE ACCURACY COF THIS BILL MAY BE AFFECTED BY EXEMPTIONS $0
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NET VALUE AS OF JAN 1, 2014 $883,994
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D.9

Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: David Twa, County Administrator County

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: Resolution No. 2015/337 Adoption of the FY 2015/16 Budget As Finally Determined

RECOMMENDATION(S):

ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/337 adopting the FY 2015/16 Adopted Budget as finally determined, including:

a. Final changes to close out the 2014/2015 County Budget, including changes to revenues, appropriations, and

obligated fund balances; and AUTHORIZE the Auditor-Controller to make the necessary changes in the
financial accounting system, as reflected in Attachment A;

. Final changes in the 2015/2016 County Budget, including changes to appropriations, revenues, and obligated

fund balances; and AUTHORIZE the County Administrator and Auditor-Controller to make technical
adjustments to the budgets pursuant to Attachment B (County - Schedule A, B, and C);

. Final changes to close out the 2014/2015 Special Districts Budget, including changes to revenues,

appropriations, and obligated fund balances; and AUTHORIZE the Auditor-Controller to make the necessary
changes in the financial accounting system, as reflected in Attachment C; and

. Final changes in the 2015/2016 Special Districts Budget, including changes to appropriations, revenues, and

obligated fund balances; and AUTHORIZE the County Administrator and Auditor-Controller to make
technical adjustments to the budgets pursuant to Attachment D (Special Districts - Schedule A, B, and C).

APPROVE | | oTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015

Contact: Lisa Driscoll, County Finance David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Director (925) 335-1023

By:, Deputy

cc: Robert Campbell, County Auditor-Controller



FISCAL IMPACT:

As described in the background information below, this action adjusts FY 2014/15 appropriations and revenues to
balance budgeted figures to actual experience; and for FY 2015/16, includes fund balances, reserves, designations
and all estimated revenue and appropriation line item changes to correspond to the latest information.

BACKGROUND:

On April 21, 2015, the Board of Supervisors adopted the FY 2015/16 Recommended Budget for Countywide
Funds and Special Districts. On April 21, the Board of Supervisors conducted public hearings on County and
Special District budgets and directed the County Administrator to prepare for Board adoption the FY 2015/16
County and Special District Budgets, as modified, to incorporate any changes directed by the Board during the
public hearings.

On May 12, 2015, the Board of Supervisors requested that the Auditor-Controller make adjustments to the FY
2014/2015 appropriations and revenues by reallocating and balancing budgeted and actual expenditures and
revenues as needed for various budget units and special districts, subject to Board approval in September. This
request is pursuant to state law that requires each budget unit and expenditure object level within those units not
exceed appropriations. Each year, this requirement generates a substantial number of adjustments to balance each
budget unit and object. Attachments A and C (County and Special Districts respectively) contain the necessary
appropriation adjustments to close out the 2014/2015 Budget.

Also on May 12, the Board of Supervisors authorized the Auditor-Controller to make technical adjustments to the
FY 2015/2016 County and Special District Budgets when actual amounts were known. This action is pursuant to
state law that requires the Board of Supervisors adopt a budget which includes obligated fund balances and all
estimated revenue and appropriation line item changes to the proposed Budget no later than October 2 of each
year. Attachments B and D (County and Special Districts respectively) include changes to revenues,
appropriations, and obligated fund balances in the 2015/2016 Budget to correspond with the latest fiscal and legal
information and the necessity to re-budget appropriations for programs not fully utilizing Board authorized
spending levels in 2014/2015.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Delay in Final Budget Adoption.

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 2015/337

Attachment A

Attachment B

Attachment C

Attachment D

15-16 Budget & 14-15 Preliminary Close-Out Presentation




THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board
Adopted this Resolution on 09/15/2015 by the following vote:

AYE:

NO:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:
Resolution No. 2015/337

In The Matter Of: Adopting the FY 2015/16 Adopted Budget as finally determined and Closing-out the FY 2014/15 Budget.

The Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors acting in its capacity as the Governing Board of the County of Contra Costa and
all districts of which it is the ex-officio governing Board RESOLVES THAT:

The Board ADOPT final materials including:

1. Final changes to close out the 2014/2015 County Budget, including changes to revenues, appropriations, and obligated
fund balances; and AUTHORIZE the Auditor-Controller to make the necessary changes in the financial accounting system,
as reflected in Attachment A;

2. Final changes in the 2015/2016 County Budget, including designations and changes to appropriations, revenues, and
obligated fund balances; and AUTHORIZE the County Administrator and Auditor-Controller to make technical
adjustments to the budgets pursuant to Attachment B (County - Schedule A, B, and C);

3. Final changes to close out the 2014/2015 Special Districts Budget, including changes to revenues, appropriations, and
obligated fund balances; and AUTHORIZE the Auditor-Controller to make the necessary changes in the financial
accounting system, as reflected in Attachment C; and

4. Final changes in the 2015/2016 Special Districts Budget, including designations and changes to appropriations, revenues,
and obligated fund balances; and AUTHORIZE the County Administrator and Auditor-Controller to make technical
adjustments to the budgets pursuant to Attachment D (Special Districts - Schedule A, B, and C);

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.

Contact: Lisa Driscoll, County Finance Director (925) ATTESTED: September 15,2015
335-1023

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

By:, Deputy

cc: Robert Campbell, County Auditor-Controller



Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY-
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT |Z| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 |:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
1100 2100 BU 0001 1,000| 00
1100 3611 1,000] 00
1112 2479 BU 0007 70,000| 00
1112 1011 70,000( 00
0036 1011 BU 0036 42,000( 00
0036 2479 42,000( 00
0478 2479 BU 0478 300,000] 00
0478 5011 300,000( 00
1695 2479 BU 0145 293,000( 00
1695 1011 26,000( 00
1695 5011 267,000( 00
0002 2479 BU 0002 100] 00
0002 3611 100] 00
1200 2479 BU 0003 33,400( 00
1200 5011 25,000( 00
0018 3611 BU 0018 4,000,000] 00
TOTALS 739,500| 00 4,731,100 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
C, >0 2lz7is
BY: 7~ DATE
G
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR:
p ”(\"_,
Piise £ D%(./ // DATE a 7 1
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITCE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(M129 Rev 2/86)
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Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT [X] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
[ ] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
1060 1011 BU 0147 1,047,000| 00
1060 2479 1,020,000] 00
1060 5011 27,000( 00
4280 1011 BU 0060 144,000( 00
4280 3611 322,000| 00
4280 5011 1,025,000| 00
4280 2479 2,062,000( 00
0356 3611 BU 0356 8,400| 00
1300 2479 BU 0035 110,000( 00
1300 5011 110,000( 00
1000 2479 BU 0010 5,500] 00
1000 5011 5,500( 00
4110 4470 BU 0085 100,000( 00
4110 4431 100,000| 00
4405 4100 BU 0111 120,585| 00
4405 4106 1,036,224| 00
4419 4101 113] 00
4419 4102 1,191 00
4413 4194 471,419| 00
4405 4197 240,035( 00
4402 4265 30,861] 00
4402 4268 1,011,105] 00
4402 4269 3,695,770( 00
TOTALS 2,753,500( 00 9,940,203| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: . FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: é ‘j ‘ DATE © /27/"&
COUNTY A '\SS%RATOR:
f
AN
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE —DATE
APPROPRIATION  APOO 5092
BY: DATE. ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 2 of 50



Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT E BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0015 1011 BU 0015 110,650] 00
0015 2479 104,200( 00
0015 4951 6,200 00
0015 5011 250| 00
1600 1011 BU 0016 1,464,000| 00
1600 2479 230,000] 00
1600 5011 51,000( 00
0019 2479 BU 0019 283,000] 00
1700 2479 BU 0030 47,000| 00
1700 5011 47,000 00
5901 2251 BU 0467 1,304 00
0586 2479 BU 0586 7,500( 00
0586 1011 4,300| 00
0586 3611 3,000 00
0586 5011 200] 00
0585 2479 BU 0585 6,000( 00
5561 2479 BU 0581 83,000( 00
5561 1011 17,000| 00
5561 5011 66,000] 00
TOTALS 1,713,454| 00 818,150( 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CO%TROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: Qéé/\n?@“‘ DATE ‘3/27/"&
e Sepesrld
?
/ . =5
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION  APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 3 of 50




Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT [X] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
5101 1011 BU 0501 2,660,000( 00
5101 5022 3,900,000( 00
5101 2479 6,701,000| 00
5101 3611 20,000( 00
5203 1011 BU 0502 1,730,000( 00
5203 2479 1,200,000/ 00
5203 5011 530,000{ 00
5273 1011 BU 0503 1,200,000( 00
5273 2479 1,400,000( 00
5273 3611 1,700,000| 00
5273 5011 1,200,000| 00
0505 2479 BU 0505 7,000] 00
0505 3611 7,000( 00
5635 1011 BU 0506 700,200] 00
5635 2479 700,000 00
5635 4267 200| 00
0508 3611 BU 0508 39,000 00
0508 1011 31,000| 00
0508 5011 8,000 00
TOTALS 10,236,200( 00 13,497,200( 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: %29‘ DATE @ / el / AN
COUN@%M;ZATOR: ,/
YA
BYL>7( L4 pATE /~ / /\
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 4 of 50




Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT El BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 |:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
5601 5011 BU 0583 329,000] 00
5601 2479 111,000( 00
5601 3611 218,000| 00
2100 2479 BU 0202 1,300,000( 00
2100 1011 636,000] 00
2100 3611 711,000] 00
0239 2479 BU 0239 8,840| 00
0238 2479 BU 0238 43,000] 00
2560 2479 BU 0260 575,000] 00
2560 5011 575,000| 00
0264 5011 BU 0264 43,958 00
0264 3611 195,553 00
0275 2479 BU 0275 75,020] 00
0275 5011 75,000] 00
3260 2479 BU 0325 20| 00
2350 1011 BU 0043 1,200] 00
2350 3611 600| 00
2350 5011 600| 00
TOTALS 2,333,018| 00 2,565,773| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDlTOR&ONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
) / ‘ -
BY: %@Q DATE ? ll 7 /' >
[ ——
COUNTY ADMRNISTRATOR:
: A /(,Z/ DATE (Z)/q A\
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 5 of 50




Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT [X] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 [:] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
2450 4951 BU 0353 33,000| 00
2450 4956 33,000( 00
0129 5011 BU 0129 1,500,000( 00
0129 2479 1,500,000( 00
2500 3611 BU 0255 31,724| 00
2500 4948 642,621( 00
2500 4951 118,352| 00
2500 4952 45,000] 00
2500 4953 46,776] 00
2500 4954 976,693| 00
2500 4955 87,146| 00
2500 4956 20,000] 00
2500 1011 921,238| 00
2500 2479 764,014 | 00
2500 5011 697,068| 00
2553 1011 BU 0258 117,000| 00
2553 2479 78,000( 00
2553 3611 39,000{ 00
0262 3611 BU 0262 800| 00
0262 5011 43,100 00
TOTALS 3,618,312 00 4,076,220| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: \ DATE 34 /27/”
COUN NISTRATOR: 7
i
%%/(/W ”_ DATE 4/9 i
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 6 of 50




Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT El BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/IC 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0263 5011 BU 0263 44,250] 00
0263 3611 350( 00
2591 1011 BU 0277 42,000( 00
2591 2479 42,000| 00
2590 1011 BU 0300 803,008| 00
2590 2479 389,000] 00
2590 4955 189,000( 00
2590 4274 152,000( 00
2590 4275 37,000| 00
0359 2479 BU 0359 62,200 00
0359 1011 59,000 | 00
0359 5011 3,200 00
3620 5011 BU 0362 275,000] 00
3620 4954 11,000 00
3620 4955 242,000| 00
3620 4956 22,000] 00
3000 1011 BU 0308 351,500 00
3000 2479 151,000( 00
3000 3611 5,500| 00
3000 5011 195,000( 00
TOTALS 1,766,958| 00 1,309,050| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up

BY: DATE_O /27’ .

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR:

, =

o | Mt L oG

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:

YES:

NO:

SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 7 of 50




Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT |Z| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
3120 1011 BU 0309 630,924| 00
3120 2479 350,000( 00
3120 3611 1,300( 00
3065 2479 BU 0310 153,000| 00
3065 3611 3,338,000 00
0313 2479 BU 0313 30,000( 00
0313 3611 30,000| 00
3300 1011 BU 0335 86,500| 00
3300 2479 43,100 00
3300 5011 43,400] 00
3300 4953 22,000( 00
3300 4956 22,000| 00
3330 1011 BU 0366 734,600| 00
3330 2479 649,000( 00
3330 3611 10,500| 00
3330 5011 75,100| 00
0369 2479 BU 0369 163,000| 00
0369 5011 163,000| 00
2601 2479 BU 0280 1,264,263| 00
2601 3611 458,000( 00
2601 5011 775,000( 00
TOTALS 2,931,287 00 6,111,400( 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
RO gle7lis
BY: sl DATE
COUNTY ADMN%T%ATOR:
BY: j‘ WW DATE /0’6’7(
l — T~
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 8 of 50




Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT |Z| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 |:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0285 2479 BU 0285 97,100] 00
0285 1011 84,000( 00
0285 3611 13,100| 00
0114 4185 BU 0114 1,087] 00
0114 4386 30,176 00
0479 2479 BU 0479 200,983| 00
0479 3611 13393| 00
0479 5011 17456| 00
1580 3611 BU 0580 5,000( 00
1580 5011 5,000( 00
0591 1011 BU 0591 65,000( 00
0591 5011 65,000| 00
1585 2479 BU 0590 5,000( 00
1585 5011 5,000| 00
1590 3611 BU 0592 51,000] 00
1590 5011 51,000( 00
TOTALS 223,100/ 00 486,195| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: ;,ﬁz " DATE 2lza)15
- —
: b 4)/// oare7 ~F
A 4
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITCE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE, ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 9 of 50




Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT E| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0351 5011 BU 0351 22,000( 00
0351 2479 22,000] 00
0367 2479 BU 0367 1,000{ 00
0367 3611 1,000( 00
0561 2479 BU 0561 70,000( 00
0561 5011 70000| 00
0595 2479 BU 0595 88,578 00
0595 3611 21,983 00
0595 5011 552,321| 00
1591 2479 BU 0596 96,537( 00
1591 3611 4( 00
1591 5011 564,238 00
1594 2479 BU 0594 487| 00
1501 2479 BU 0599 487 00
TOTALS 300,585/ 00 1,210,050 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CO OLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: C C/Nf ( § ‘ DATE 2 / 17/ I8
y«r ISTRATOR: ;
/ C’/ >
: & M DATE 7// 4
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 10 of 50




Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT [E BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 I:I COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
1780 1011 BU 0249 643,306]| 00
1780 4953 7,899| 00
1780 4956 15,000] 00
1780 2479 568,581| 00
1780 3611 57,489 00
1780 5011 43,844| 00
0233 5011 BU 0233 2,000| 00
0233 2479 2,000] 00
0241 5011 BU 0241 1,000| 00
0241 3611 1,000] 00
2800 4951 BU 0242 2,603| 00
2800 5011 62,040( 00 .
2800 1011 436,979 00
2800 2479 825,414] 00
2800 3611 12,637| 00
2886 3611 BU 0244 178,000| 00
2886 2479 178,000( 00
2895 1011 BU 0245 110,706| 00
2895 2479 16,821| 00
2895 5011 185,020( 00
TOTALS 1,022,554( 00 2,327,785| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR—(ngLZRROLLQR:3 FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: —j@'d@ pATE._ & le7 )is
/ { '/C'/UA/Z//DATE 4’9’/&

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:

YES:

NO:

SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 11 of 50




Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT |Z| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0247 2479 BU 0247 89,000( 00
0247 5011 89,000/ 00
0251 2479 BU 0251 190,000( 00
0251 5011 190,000( 00
0364 1011 BU 0364 4,532| 00
0364 2479 7,097| 00
2900 3611 BU 0243 12| 00
2900 4951 26,025( 00
2900 1011 55,253] 00
2900 2479 288,528 00
2900 4953 25,976| 00
2900 5011 32,781] 00
2770 5011 BU 0296 6,404,358 00
0020 1011 BU 0020 35,743| 00
0020 2479 149,255 00
0020 5011 1,160( 00
4262 2479 BU 0063 73,469 00
TOTALS 414,249( 00 7,247,940 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR—%J’ROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
k| 2olis
BY: ‘/@ DATE e/ 7/ 3
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR:
(A / DATE G=5f
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITCE DATE
APPROPRIATION  APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 12 of 50




Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT lZl BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 I___| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
4282 4953 BU 0064 1,145,000( 00
4282 1011 32,0001 00
4282 3611 410,000] 00
4282 5011 703,000| 00
4301 5011 BU 0077 311,861| 00
4301 2479 281,000] 00
4010 1011 BU 0079 2,399,549] 00
4010 4951 47,000 00
4010 4953 80,294| 00
4010 4956 58,597] 00
4010 5011 1,336,768| 00
4010 2479 5,670,064 00
4010 3611 25,268| 00
4210 1011 BU 0148 234,489] 00
4210 5011 192,701 00
4210 2479 530,106| 00
4730 2479 BU 0473 14,000( 00
0632 3611 BU 0632 96| 00
0632 5011 35,628| 00
TOTALS 5,806,355| 00 7,701,066| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: i :‘% jK L DATE gle7/is
N, —
# &
BY: XL 4/6&1/// DATEé/// /
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION  APQO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 13 of 50




Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT [X] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 |:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0634 3611 BU 0634 349] 00
0634 5011 12,505 | 00
0635 5011 BU 0635 103,000| 00
0641 3611 BU 0641 41( 00
0641 5011 2,200,088] 00
0644 5011 BU 0644 19] 00
0644 3611 32| 00
0645 2479 BU 0645 20,000( 00
0645 3611 825| 00
0645 5011 84,854 00
4500 1011 BU 0650 1,350,000( 00
4500 2479 1,345,000( 00
4500 3611 5,000| 00
0651 2479 BU 0651 25,000] 00
0651 3611 25,000( 00
0653 5011 BU 0653 79,000( 00
0662 2479 BU 0662 140,000| 00
0662 3611 140,000 00
TOTALS 1,536,234( 00 3,994,479 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
BY: ; DATE
~—— ¥
S
BY: AL / DATE 4/4 il
== - ¥
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITCE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(M129 Rev 2/86)

Page 14 of 50




Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT E] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 [:I COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION [ SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0674 5011 BU 0674 1,000| 00
0674 3611 1,000 | 00
0676 2479 BU 0676 480,229| 00
0676 3611 1,265,032| 00
0676 5011 492,949| 00
0680 5011 BU 0680 12,000| 00
0684 5011 BU 0684 21,000( 00
0687 5011 BU 0687 40,000{ 00
0699 2479 BU 0699 3,000( 00
0699 5011 3,000( 00
4841 1011 BU 0841 25,000( 00
4841 5011 25,000] 00
4853 2479 BU 0843 73,000/ 00
4853 3611 1,057,000| 00
4844 2479 BU 0844 3,300( 00
4844 3611 11,000] 00
3702 1011 BU 0620 730,000] 00
3702 4951 25,000( 00
3702 2479 755,000| 00
TOTALS 784,000) 00 4,239,510 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDlTO%&‘ FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
L \ . "’ ’ P
BY: ( oare_9 1% 7l
COUNTY AQ«ng’R/ATOR:
P2 ‘O e
84% / V&Q/// DATE Q/ 7T %
[
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION  APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 15 of 50



Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT m BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE

ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0622 3611 BU 0622 5,000| 00
0622 5011 5,000 | 00
0579 1011 BU 0579 34,000( 00
0579 2479 27,000( 00
0579 5011 7,000( 00
6200 1011 BU 0540 100,000 00
6200 2479 17,900,000] 00
6177 2479 BU 0863 7( 00
6271 2861 BU 0861 100 00
6280 1011 95| 00
6271 3580 5| 00
6830 2817 BU 0862 100{ 00
6831 3580 100( 00
1780 2479 BU 0249 17,000] 00
1060 2479 BU 0147 2,292,000| 00
1060 1011 BU 0060 29,100{ 00
4295 2479 47,000 00

TOTALS 68,300( 00 20,395,207 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
CXlre_ elis
BY: . DATE
T~

COUNTY A ) INISTRATM

B(Y;; JdJULY pate7 G-

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:

YES:

NO:

SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION  APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 16 of 50




Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT E] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
1100 2479 BU 0001 150,000| 00
1110 5016 150,000( 00
4263 3560 BU 0063 75,000( 00
4262 2479 75,000| 00
2100 3611 BU 0202 55,000( 00
1095 2479 BU 0235 60,000| 00
1094 5022 60,000| 00
5700 1011 BU 0301 80,000( 00
5700 5011 30,000/ 00
5700 2479 145,000 00
3315 4953 BU 0335 2,000] 00
3305 3612 2,000( 00
5750 1011 BU 0450 200,000( 00
5752 2100 200,000] 00
0451 1011 BU 0451 20,000( 00
0451 2479 20,000| 00
TOTALS 587,000( 00 737,000( 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CO&T:??E_ER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
sl P s fe s
BY: ; =3 C DATE glawi
: ' GG —(
A I f DATEZ ~ 7 (——
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITCE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 17 of 50




Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT E BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 |:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
5870 2479 BU 0452 2,000| 00
5875 3612 2,000( 00
5731 2310 BU 0463 56,000| 00
5731 1011 1,000| 00
5731 5011 55,000] 00
5900 1011 BU 0466 30,489| 00
5900 4948 7,984( 00
5900 2479 381,000/ 00
5900 3611 404) 00
5900 5011 300,000] 00
0119 5016 BU 0119 564,510| 00
0119 3619 649,896| 00
0662 2479 BU 0662 10,000] 00
0662 3611 10,000{ 00
0663 2310 BU 0663 101,197( 00
0663 3611 4,748,407| 00
0663 5011 274,276] 00
1802 1011 BU 0589 744,553] 00
1802 2110 399,707| 00
1802 4953 100,000{ 00
1802 3611 1,700,000| 00
1802 5011 2,350,000| 00
TOTALS 2,016,440( 00 10,471,983| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
glz7)§
BY: , Vi
~— —
COUNTY INISTRATOR:
%LM DATEﬂ( /7'4(
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION  APOO 5092
BY: DATE, ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
(M129 Rev 2/86) Page 18 of 50




Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT ]Z] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 D COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0241 3611 BU 0241 1,000( 00
0241 5011 14,000( 00
0262 3611 BU 0263 800] 00
0263 5011 BU 0263 1,000] 00
0263 3611 1,000( 00
0475 5011 BU 0475 3,140,000/ 00
1200 1011 BU 0003 2| 00
2900 1011 BU 0243 2| 00
0017 5016 BU 0017 140,000] 00
0017 3611 140,000( 00
2971 2479 BU 0294 200( 00
0637 5011 BU 0637 63,000] 00
5721 1011 BU 0467 1,574,544| 00
5721 3611 564,375| 00
5721 4953 50,693( 00
5721 5011 567,410( 00
5721 2479 4,250,312| 00
TOTALS 2,898,024( 00 7,610,314| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
e, (271
BY: i DATE 5l i ?
COUNTY ADV? ISTRATOR: o
N ) [’
BY { //./1"/&//\/ DATES {/ /S
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION  APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(M129 Rev 2/86)

Page 19 of 50



Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT E] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/C 27 [:_‘_] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0241 5011 BU 0241 6200( 00
0262 5011 BU 0262 6,200( 00
6200 2849 BU 0540 425,000 00
6200 1011 425,000| 00
6200 2849 1,200,000] 00
6200 2479 BU 0540 17,900,000( 00
6200 2849 17,900,000 00
5900 5011 BU 0467 1,350| 00
5921 2479 1,350| 00
4282 2479 BU 0064 1,500( 00
4282 3611 1,500| 00
TOTALS 18,327,850| 00 19,540,250( 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-C RQLLER: FY 2014-15 County Clean Up
-/ vd /|
BY: i % » ljl: pate. 0(? lis
COUNTY ABMINISTRATOR: y p
e
B%ﬁ?}f”ﬂ/ﬁw o;mév’/? S
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:;
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5092
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(M129 Rev 2/86)

Page 20 of 50



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

TIC 24

Attachment A

ACCOUNT CODING

BUDGET UNIT: County - Various

REVENUE
ORGANIZATION| ACCOUNT REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
0005 8981 BU 0005 10,235,975| 00
4280 9620 BU 0060 571,000] 00
4405 9851 BU 0111 136,224 00
4402 9975 1,011,105] 00
0585 9140 BU 0585 6,000] 00
5101 9268 BU 0501 161,000]| 00
5273 9263 BU 0503 3,100,000( 00
2100 9684 BU 0202 47,000( 00
0264 9956 BU 0264 151,595| 00
3120 9362 BU 0309 1,491,811| 00
3065 9951 BU 0310 1,719,565| 00
0479 9183 BU 0479 6,358] 00
0479 8981 BU 0364 225,474| 00
0595 8981 BU 0595 441,760| 00
1591 9660 BU 0596 54,490] 00
1591 8981 413,215( 00
1780 8981 BU 0249 3,709] 00
2800 9446 BU 0242 13,930| 00
2900 9951 BU 0243 1,716| 00
2770 9263 BU 0296 6,404,358] 00
0020 9975 BU 0020 41,203| 00
4010 9879 BU 0079 1,773,124| 00
4210 9881 BU 0148 102,916( 00
4730 9126 BU 0473 14,000( 00
0632 9752 BU 0632 3,642| 00
0632 8981 BU 0632 31,890( 00
0634 8981 BU 0634 12,156| 00
TOTALS 28,175,216| 00 0| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDlTO%
p o 12 }I‘S‘
BY:__ . C \(\ DATE 227
co%;mm&
BY. ' (/0&550/// DATE ?’? gA!
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
REVENUE ADJ. RAOO 5092
BY: DATE JOURNAL NO.
(M 8134 Rev. 2/86) Page 21 of 50



Attachment A

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT
TIC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - Various
REVENUE

ORGANIZATION| ACCOUNT REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>

0635 9752 BU 0635 103,000( 00

0641 9752 BU 0641 52,195| 00

0641 8981 2,147,852 00

0644 9181 BU 0644 13| 00

0645 9752 BU 0645 64,029( 00

0653 8981 BU 0653 79,000( 00

0672 9851 BU 0672 1,483,998] 00

0676 9951 BU 0676 754,212] 00

0680 9752 BU 0680 12,000( 00

0684 8981 BU 0684 21,000/ 00

0687 8981 BU 0687 40,000/ 00

4853 8981 BU 0843 1,130,000( 00

4844 8981 BU 0844 14,300] 00

0241 9956 BU 0241 6,200( 00

0262 9956 BU 0262 6,200( 00

6200 8121 BU 0540 1,200,000( 00

0462 9956 BU 0462 800( 00

2971 8981 BU 0294 200| 00

0637 9752 BU 0637 63,000| 00

0005 8981 BU 0467 1,493,290( 00

6200 8131 BU 0540 18,000,000( 00

6100 8312 BU 0860 71 00

1780 8981 BU 0249 17,000] 00

1060 8981 BU 0147 2,292,000( 00

4295 9195 BU 0060 17,900] 00

TOTALS 28,998,196| 00 0] 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER:
g %z é% ) laz i
BY: . DATE 8l 7,
COUNTY ABMINISTRATOR: 7
J—
BZ.’%/ el oare7 77§
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE ITLE DAITE
REVENUE ADJ. RAOO 5092

BY: DATE JOURNAL NO.

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)

Page 22 of 50



Attachment A

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT
TIC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: County - Various
REVENUE
ORGANIZATION| ACCOUNT REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
2120 9150 BU 0202 55,000( 00
5700 9975 BU 0301 95,000( 00
5900 9322 BU 0466 636,578 00
5700 9951 BU 0466 6,353 00
0119 9151 BU 0119 85,386| 00
0663 9595 BU 0663 4,921,486| 00
1802 9431 BU 0589 2,805,740| 00
2971 9956 BU 0241 15,000( 00
0475 9435 BU 0475 3,140,000( 00
TOTALS 11,760,543| 00 0| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER:
BY: (4 C DATE t‘;/27h5
COUNTY ADMYNST/RLATOR:
7 D
BY: /Z) (/1/6(/&( DATE ({é 1
=
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
REVENUE ADJ. RAOO 5092
BY: DATE JOURNAL NO.
(M 8134 Rev. 2/86) Page 23 of 50



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Final Approval Needed By:

TIC 27 m Board Of Supervisors
[] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Detention Facilities (0301) Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
5700 1011 Permanent Salaries $ 1,367,664
5700 1013 Temporary Salaries 192,188 :
5700 1014 Permanent Overtime 156,388
5700 1017 Perm Phys Salaries 15,077
5700 1044 Retirement Expense 691,683
5700 1060 Employee Group Insurance 326,654
5700 2141 Pharmaceuticals 315,385
5700 2310 Non County Professional Specialized Services 218,865
5700 2314 Temporary Help 652,745
5700 2321 County Hospital Services 720,966
5700 2340 Other Interdptmntl Charges 100,533
5700 3611 Inter-Fund Expenditure Transfers 35
5700 5021 Intra-Fund Expenditure Transfers 30,762
2,771,386 :0G: 2,017,559
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR - CONTROLLER

QDO il
B V" F Date: (31l

COUNTY-ADMINISTRATOR

B j\\,ﬂ { ///&L/Kj pate 7/ ™

adopted budget level.

these adjustments.

To adjust salaries, services and supplies, and expenditure transfer
appropriations due to decreased expenditure below the

County general fund costs will be increased as a result of

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Summary:
YES: Expenditure Decr. Revenue Decrease Cnty. Cntrb. Decr.
H\S@g. 0301 $ 753,827 3 292,588 $ 461,239
NO: K )
Ao éﬂ(}@» Controller 05/28/15
Signature 1 Title Date
i
By: Date: \« Appropriation apoo 5079

Adj. Journal NO.

Page 24 of 50



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT /

Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Final Approval Needed By:

Board Of Supervisors

ALLOCATION ADJUSTMENT [ ] county Administrator
TIC 24 [:I Auditor-Controller
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Detention Facilities (0301) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
5700 9259 State Aid Realign. - VLF $ 16,056
5700 9263 State Aid Realign. - Sales Tax 8,211
5700 9951 Reimbursments - Gov/Gov 275,174
5700 9975 Misc Non-Taxable Revenue 25,259
$ 16,056 $ 308,644 :
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
Q@C ' _| To adjust revenue resulting from decreased State reimbursement for
By: S W‘— Date: /3i lig AIDS pharmaceutical costs, other misc. revenues, and Sales Tax
' revenue below the adopted budget level.
COUNTY INISTRATOR
\—4 ,)/ //
Bﬁﬁé /l/{ / /ﬂ/é Dateﬁ'ﬁ//f County general fund costs will be increased as a result of
S i these adjustments.
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Summary:
YES: Revenue Decrease Expenditure Decr. Cnty Contri. Decr.
HSD Dept 0301 § 292,588 $ 753,827 $ 461,239
Al 2allos
M"*f\’{v N Controller 05/28/15
Signature ‘& Title Date
By: Date: q\ﬁi)?evenue Adj. RA00 50 1(b
Journal NO.

Page 25 of 50



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Final Approval Needed By:

[ﬁ Board Of Supervisors

TIC 27
[] cCounty Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Health Services Department - Public Health (0450) ' Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORG'N. SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
5750 1011 Permanent Salaries 745,712
5750 2330 Other Gen Svcs 127,200
5750 2262 Occupancy 295,526
5750 2310 Non Cnty Prof Spclzd Sves 645,754
5750 4948 Misc Equip : 50,000
5750 4954 Med & Lab Equip 39,000 :
5750 4971 Capitalized Software 2,400
5750 5022 Intrafund-trans-services 322,557 :
361,557 1,866,592
Approved EXPLAINATION OF REQUEST

AUDITO CONTROL

/., j |To adjust fiscal year-ending 6/30/2015 appropriation based on the most current estimates.
Date 1121 / !

Revenue Increase(Decrease) $ (687,180)

Expenditure Increase(Decrease) $ 1,505,035
COUN DMINISTRATOR 7 J— Subsidy Change(lhcrecue D) 3 (2,192,222)

3 Py
"Bvi 1/6(,,) ( Datel/{/ /\
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
NO:
E% c@gﬁﬁ%ﬂ COOICFO 05/28/15
Signature Title Date
By: Date: PATRICK GODLEY -.
a%:o'?Appropnatlon AP00 5079

PH Appropriation Adj FY1415.xisx
PH

Adj. Journal NO.

Printed : 5/28/2015 11:03 AM

Page 26 of 50



Attachment A

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

TIC 24
ACCOUNT_CODING BUDGET UNIT: Health Services Department - Public Health (0450) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. _ SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION INCREASE < DECREASE >
00
5750 (9281 Admin-State Health Misc 687,186 @
687,180 :
Approved EXPLAINATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
V) 515 / To adjust fiscal year-ending 6/30/2015 appropriation based on the most current estimates.
By: 7 ' Date: /13t/13]
; Revenue Increase(Decrease) $ (687,186)
Expenditure Increase(Decrease) $ 1,505,035
COUN DMINISTRATOR Subsidy Change {Incm age) $ (2,192,222)
4 g
yf—i A 0& a4
A5 (AC patd? G
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
NO: \ e 3 N\ ad i
Sk o 05/28/15
Signature Title Date
PATRICK GODLEY ¢
By: Date: G
Revenue Adij. RA00 5079

Journal NO.

PH Appropriation Adj FY1415.xisx i
PH . Printed : 5/28/2015 11:03 AM

Page 27 of 50



Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY Final Aproval Needed By:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT
T/C 27 M Board Of Supervisors
[:__] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING | BUDGET UNIT(s): CONSERVATORSHIP (Dept#0451) Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE

ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
0451 1011 Permanent Salaries 54,809

0451 1013 Temporary Salaries 18,297

0451 1014 Permanent Overtime 2,945

0451 1044 Retirement Expense 22,502

0451 1061 Retiree Health Insurance 12,693

0451 2160 Clothing and Personal Supplies 21,967

0451 2262 Occ Cost- Own Bldg 13,319
0451 2301 Auto Mileage 13,989
0451 2310 Non Cnty Prof/Spclzd Svcs 25,982

0451 2340 Other Intrdeptmntal Charges 109,815

0451 5011 Reim Gov/Gov (Cnty Vehicles) 1,808

269,010 :i 29,116 :
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR.-.CONTROLLER

This adjustment is necessary to align the budget with projected
Annual Expenditures

By: \«‘;Q"\- Date?l;'lls-
i

COUNTY ABMINISTRATOR

r,,._County General Fund will DECREASE as a result of these adjustments.

4 o e
By: ) é (/(/CLZ;( Date:/ /(7 N
[
Summary:
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Expenditure DECREASE Revenue Increase Cnty Cntrb. DECREASE
HSD DEPT#0451 ($239,894) ($239,894)
YES: ;
- € X\ COOQ/CFO
SIGNATURE | TITLE DATE
PATRICK GODLEY %‘Zﬁ’

By: Date: E

Appropriation APOO 50 7@

Adj. Journal No.

Page 28 of 50



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Final Aproval Needed By:

TIC 27 lZl Board Of Supervisors
I:] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH (0452) Page 1 of 2
EXPENSE

ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
5873 1011 PERMANENT SALARIES 149,000

5876 1011 PERMANENT SALARIES 263,059

5878 1011 PERMANENT SALARIES 250,000

5885 1011 PERMANENT SALARIES 26,000

5886 1011 PERMANENT SALARIES 195,000

5875 1014 PERMANENT OVERTIME 200,000

5876 1044 RETIREMENT EXPENSE 102,500

5878 1044 RETIREMENT EXPENSE 110,000

5885 1044 RETIREMENT EXPENSE 95,000

5886 1044 RETIREMENT EXPENSE 142,500

5873 1060 EMPL GRP INS 30,000

5876 1060 EMPL GRP INS 30,000

5886 1060 EMPL GRP INS 20,000

5887 1060 EMPL GRP INS 20,000

page Tolal $1,633,059 00 $0 00
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR - CONTROLLER

By: s} Date

7121] 13

COUNTY_ADMINISTRATOR

By,m J/Q/// Dateéf ~

\\%

—

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

YES:

NO:

By: Date:

To adjust Fiscal year-end 6/30/15 appropriation based on the most current estii

Revenue Increase(Decrease) ($2,894,429)
Expense Increase(Decrease) (2,714,569)
Subsidy Increase (Decrease) $179,860.00
Budgeted Expenditures $20,823,809
Revised FY2014/15 Expenditures 18,109,240
FY14/15 Expenditure Decrease ($2,714,569.00)
m (\Eﬁl\)&» COOJ/CFO 06/08/15
Signature i Title Date
PATRICK GODLEY Xw
Appropriation Apoo 5079

Adj. Journal NO.

Page 29 of 50



Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Adj. Journal NO.

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY Final Aproval Needed By:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT
TIC 27 Izl Board Of Supervisors
I:l County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH (0452) Page 2 of 2
EXPENSE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
5879 2100 OFFICE EXPENSE 21,000
5889 2100 OFFICE EXPENSE 21,000
5889 2110 COMMUNICATIONS 30,000
5879 2131 MINOR FURNITURE/EQUIPMENT 56,210
5879 2140 MEDICAL & LAB SUPPLIES 15,000
5889 2140 MEDICAL & LAB SUPPLIES 5,000
5879 2251 COMPUTER SOFTWARE COST 10,000
5889 2251 COMPUTER SOFTWARE COST 14,000
5875 2270 MAINTENANCE - EQUIPMENT 9,000
5889 2270 MAINTENANCE - EQUIPMENT 9,000
5877 2479 OTHER SPECIAL DPMTAL EXP 238,644
5878 2479 OTHER SPECIAL DPMTAL EXP 500,000
5879 2479 OTHER SPECIAL DPMTAL EXP 71,043
5889 2479 OTHER SPECIAL DPMTAL EXP
5879 4951 OFFICE EQUIP & FURNITURE 13,505
5889 4951 OFFICE EQUIP & FURNITURE 7,000
5886 5011 REIMBURSEMENTS-GOV/GOV 20,000
5880 5011 REIMBURSEMENTS-GOV/GOV 30,000
5875 5011 REIMBURSEMENTS-GOV/GOV 11,108
yage Lole/ $1,081,510
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST ,,# 2, 7/4,5 A Y
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER Tarkl.
) =, Q@, 224 /I C To adjust Fiscal year-end 6/30/15 appropriation based on
By: ‘\- Date:7 = the most current estimates.
COUN DMINISTRATOR Revenue Increase(Decrease) ($2,894,429)
' 17 7 Expense Increase(Decrease) (2,714,569)
Eryz ' 7,&4/&37% Date:/[//p"f?,ézjbsidy Increase (Decrease) $179,860.00
Budgeted Expenditures $20,823,809
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Revised FY2014/15 Expenditures 18,109,240
FY14/15 Expenditure Decrease ($2,714,569.00)
YES:
- Q&d el
L )
b &g&b’“ COO/CFO 06/08/15
Signature \ Title Date
By: Date: PATRICK GODLEY oo
"Appropriation AP0 5079

Page 30 of 50




CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

T/IC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH (0452) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
5884 9775 MISC HEALTH FEES 300,000
5886 9761 HEALTH INSPECTION FEES 1,926,854
5878 9761 HEALTH INSPECTION FEES 667,575
$0 :06: $2,894,429
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
) )~ | To adjust Fiscal year-end 6/30/15 appropriation based on
By: W 20— Date? 2/ /’\i the most current estimates.
Revenue Increase(Decrease) ($2,894,429.00)

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Expense Increase(Decrease)

/] ) - | _Subsidy Increase (Decrease)
B,yﬂ@/%l%/ Datf//’(,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

YES:

NO:

By: Date:

($1,081,510.00)

$1,812,919.00

Budgeted Revenues $20,181,231
Revised FY2014/15 Revenues 17,286,802
FY14/15 Revenue Decrease ($2,894,429.00)
ﬁ“‘t“} e (ﬁ;\&&@p )
W f ) . . 1
Mo L , __ COOICFO 06/08/15
Signature ‘% Title Date
PATRICK GODLEY Yoo
Revenue Adj. raoo 2079
Journal NO.
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Final Aproval Needed By:

TIC 27 [z Board Of Supervisors
[ ] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING | BUDGET UNIT: Health Services Depart. - California Children's Services (0460) Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORG'N. [SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
5890 1011 Permanent Salaries 45,000
5890 1042 F.I1.CA 7,176
5890 1044 Retirement Expense 16,000
5890 1060 Employee Group Insurance 155,000
5890 1061 Retiree Health Insurance 16,000
5890 2310 Non Cnty Prof Spclzd Svecs 129,306
5890 5022 Intrafund-Trans-Services 11,097
250,273 | 129,306
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
m [z 15 To adjust fiscal year ending 6/30/15 appropriation based on the most current estimates.
By: ¢ 3 Date: /'3 g
Revenue Increase (Decrease) $ 589,459.00
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR / Exp Increase (Decrease) $ (120,967.00)
d — Subsidy Decrease $ 710,426.00
B,Y-’7‘( |4 ,K/LM Date: (75 7 A
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
j:"\ . &
NO: N TR M@H
% COOQO/CFO 06/10/15
Siignature \ Title Date
PAT GODLEY
By: Date: Appropriation AP00 507(6
Adj. Journal NO.
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

TIC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET Health Services Department - CA Children's Services (0460) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION INCREASE < DECREASE >
5890 9295 State Aid for Crippled Child 494,151
5890 9895 Misc Current Svcs 72,164
5890 9975 Misc Non-Taxable Revenue 23,144
589,459 Q0
Approved EXPLAINATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
\C/\%G‘)C ) Nz i To adjust fiscal year-ending 6/30/2015 appropriation based on the most current estimates.
i Date:
Revenue Increase(Decrease) $ 589,459.00
Exp Increase(Decrease) $ (120,967.00)
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR Subsidy Change $ 710,426.00
e Woni gt
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
o U@% x.%
COOI/CFO 06/10/15
Signature Title Date
PATRICK GODLEY
By: Date:
Revenue Adj. RA00 5 01 @
Journal NO.
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Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY Final Aproval Needed By:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT
T/C 27 [ZI Board Of Supervisors

[ ] County Administrator

ACCOUNT CODING| BUDGET UNIT(s): HOMELESS PROGRAMS (Dept#0463) Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORGN. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION < DECREASE > |  INCREASE

5731 1011 Permanent Salaries 136,150

5731 2310 Non Cnty Prof./Spclzd. Svcs 2,234,648

5731 3611 Interfund Exp - Gov/Gov 300

5731 5022 Intrafund-Trans-Services 1,053,565

2,234,948
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
- 5 E— This adjustment is necessary to align the budget with projected
By: Q)%QM Date:7”"’ /S Annual Expenditures
A

COUNT? ADMINISTRATOI}Q
i County General Fund will INCREASE as a result of these adjustments.
M L(/Z/f/'u/ ,Z Date 77 RE ™

Summary:
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Expenditure Increase Revenue Increase Cnty Cntrb. Increase
HSD DEPT#0463 $1,045,233 $578,180 $467,053
YES:
NO: r'.\‘ ﬁ:\ e M Mjﬁ (
- \ COO/CFO \‘g‘
SIGNATURE ¥K TITLE DATE
PATRICK GODLEY o
By: Date:

Appropriation AP00 5(79
Adj. Journal No.

Page 34 of 50



Attachment A

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

T/C 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT(s): HOMELESS PROGRAMS (Dept#0463) Pagel of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. SUB-ACCT. REVENUE DESCRIPTION INCREASE < DECREASE >
5731 9499 Misc Fed Health Projects 578,180

578,180
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
%}9\_ 2 /BI ] ] This adjustment is necessary to align the budget with actual revenue
By: Date: below the adopted budget level.
County General Fund will INCREASE as a result of these adjustments.
COUN DMINISTRATOR
Byﬁ/bbfl/%/(/&7 Date -5 ////.‘ Summary:
Expenditure Increase Revenue Increase Cnty Cntrb. Increase
HSD DEPT#0463 $1,045,233 $578,180 $467,053
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
NO:
COO/CFO \&/
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE L
PATRICK GODLEY \%,
By: Date: ) )
Appropriation RA00 5019

Adj. Journal No.
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APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

ALLOCATION ADJUSTMENT
TIC 27

Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Final Approval Needed By:

IZf Board Of Supervisors
|___| County Administrator

I:] Auditor-Controller

ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Mental Health Services (0467) Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE

5721 1011 Permanent Salaries 473,618 |
5971 1011 Permanent Salaries 746,708
5957 1017 Permanent Physician Salaries 400,000
5991 1017 Permanent Physician Salaries 566,824 :
5941 1044 Retirement Expense 1,276,688
5957 1044 Retirement Expense 500,000
5986 1060 Employee Group Insurance 300,000
5957 1060 Employee Group Insurance 474197 :
5901 2310 Non County Professional Specialized Services 236,465
5901 2320 Outside Medical Services 8,278,389
5901 2321 County Hospital Services 1,822,583
5901 2340 Other Interdepartmental Charge 1,140,089
5901 2479 Other Special Departmenatl Exp 231,910
5901 3310 State Hospital Use 28,331
5946 4953 Autos & Trucks 52,850
5901 5021 Intra-Fund Trans - Salaries 1,109,33

5,847,365 11,790,617

Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR CONTROLLER

A( 7 )g ) - /,.,i / M To adjust salaries and services and supplies appropriations due to
Date: '~

COUNTY A

ol

MINISTRATOR

)

' ﬁuﬁ_éé/ Date:(/"ﬂgfl(ﬁ

increased costs above the adopted budget level.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Summary:
YES: Expenditure Incr Revenue Incr Cnty. Cntrb. Incr.
HSD Dept. 0467 $ ,943, $ 440,484 $ 5,502,768

=

NO: - -
%S!I z 4 ,-}\Aﬂeﬁ = COOQICFO 05/27/15

“Signature—>2" \3 Title Date
PATRICK GODLEY i
By: Date: 15Appropriation apoo 3079

* Adj. Journal NO.
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Attachment A
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

AUDITOR - CONTROLLER

By: ¢

i

fr=ss

/ EXPLANATION OF REQUEST:
A
Date?’; {‘(

COUNTY
By: i

7 <

INISTRATOR

UVC/_C_M bate: 6/”9’[’/

To adjust revenue resulting from increased grants and
realignment funds from the adopted budget level.

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT/ MBOARD OF SUPERVISORS
ALLOCATION ADJUSTMENT [] county aominisTRATOR
| TIC 24 [] aupor-conTroLLER
ACCOUNT CODING | BUDGET UNIT: Mental Health Services (0467) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
5901 9781 MH Svcs - Medicare $ 767,296
5901 9782 MH Svcs - Pvt Pay/Ins 6,711,072
5901 9785 MH Svcs - Medi-Cal 805,404 300 :
5901 9786 MH Svcs - Other HMO 4,107,501
5901 9281 Adm-State Health Misc
5901 9306 State Aid - MH Short Doyle
5901 9310 State Aid -Realignment MH
5901 9311 State Aid -Realignment VLF -MH 415,491
5901 9951 Reimbursements (Gov/Gov) 1,536,421
5721 9951 Reimbursements (Gov/Gov) 3,452,622
5901 9429 State Aid - Madated Expenditures 1,951,826
5901 9569 Other Federal Aid
5901 9956 Transfer-Gov't to Gov't
5901 9194 Rent of Office Space
5901 9161 General Fine 179,361
5901 9975 Misc Non-Taxable Revenue 626,122
$ 10,496,800 : $ 10,056,316 :
Approved

- Summary:
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS County
Revenue Expenditure Contribution
YES: INCREASE INCREASE INCREASE
HSD Dept. 0467 _$ 440,484 $ 5,943,252 $ 5,502,768
NO:
COOICFO 05/27/15
T ) Title Date
PATRICK GODLEY - _ 078
By: Date: Revenue Adj. RA0O 5
Journal NO.
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Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY Final Aproval Needed By:

APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

m Board Of Supervisors

TIC 27
[] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Health Services Department EF1 145000-0540 Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE :

ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
6200 1011 PERMAMENT SALARIES 4,351,369
6200 1013 TEMPORARY SALARIES 3,050,717
6200 1014 PERMANENT OVERTIME ' 1,334,658
6200 1017 PERMANENT PHYSICIANS SALARIES 1,748,496
6200 1042 F.L.C.A. 302,873
6200 1063 UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 25,452
6200 2802 REGISTRY 363,292
6200 2822 SPECIALIZED SVCS NON-MED 1,351,046
6200 2826 MED FEES-PHYSICN-CLIN SVC 2,211,620
6200 2838 PHARMACEUTICALS 4,259,112
6200 2849 OTHR MINOR EQUIPMENT 1,167,417
6200 2861 MEDICAL-PURCHASED SERVICE 24,824,112
6200 2866 OTHER PURCHASED SERVICES 1,815,264
6200 2869 REQUESTED MAINT-GEN SVCS 1,073,146
6200 2876 RENTAL/LSE COSTS-EQUIPMNT 726,154
6200 2884 INTEREST EXPENSE 1,080,710
6200 2885 TELEPHONE/TELEGRAPH 1,537,388
6200 2898 LOSS OF DISPOSAL 432,912

29,251,327 00 22,404,411 06
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR - CONTROLLER

Date: ! /33/0_

To adjust FY 14/15 expenditures appropriations to current estimates.

By: g;l;%§;;¥)§21—

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR Increase (Decrease) in Revenues 5,204,783

7 Py L—Increase (Decrease) in Expenditures (6,846,916)
By I ~ ) _{ Date: /"6/ E Increase (Decrease) in Co. Contrib. ($12,051,699)
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
" Wg&k\

COO/CFO 06/19/15
Signature Title Date
PATRICK GODLEY

By: Date: Appropriation AP00O 50 79

Adj. Journal NO.
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

TIC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Health Services-Enterprise Fund | (145000-0540) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
6200 | 8111 Medicare RHS/IP 6,639,856
6200 | 8121 Medi-Cal Patient Svcs 9,851,272
6200 | 8131 Hith Plan RHS/IP 19,080,599 :
6200 | 8141 Private Pay Patient Svcs 1,537,060 )
6200 | 8161 Interdept RHS/IP 720,966 ;
6200 | 8220 Grants & Donations 6,636,160
6200 | 8230 Oth External Hosp Revenue 4,600 :
6200 | 8231 Occupancy & Rental Charges :
6200 | 8232 Med Rec Charges 21,681
6200 | 8233 Education & Training 2,250 ¢
6200 [ 8234 Cafeteria Receipts 13,543 i
6200 | 8236 Telephone Receipts 397
6200 [ 8239 Misc Hospital Revenue 2,461,171
6200 | 8243 Gain on Disposal of Fixed Assets
6200 | 8276 Chg to A/DA/Mental Health 1,822,583
6200 | 8277 Chrgs to Envirmntl Hlth :
6200 ( 8283 . Other ID Charges 15,849 i
6200 | 8313 Realignment VLF Revenue 2,420,207
6200 | 8317 CC Health Plan Premiums 8,947,91
6200 | 8336 Interest Earnings 88,765 i
6200 8337 Realignment ST Revenue 2,171,296 :
6200 | 8850 Rental and Leases 534,561
6200 | 8861 Bond Interest
6200 | 8381 Hospital Subsidy 12,051,699
34,087,709 40,934,625
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR\\C NTROLLER
o (g@ﬁ«

Date: 7{;7 ' ’ 3

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
1,7
B¥0\ é

2 —]
Date/-7-4
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
NO:
By: Date:

To adjust estimated revenues for fiscal year 2014/15
in both hospital units and the outpatient clinic services

Increase (Decrease) in Revenues

| Increase (Decrease) in Expenditures
Increase (Decrease) in Co. Contrib. ($12,051.699)

Qs

$5,204,783
(6.846.916)

COO/CFO 06/19/15
Signature \ Title Date
PATRICK GODLEY
Revenue Adj. RA0O h( 7%
Journal NO
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

Attachment A
AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Final Aproval Needed By:

APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT
TIC 27 @ Board Of Supervisors
[ ] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: ENTERPRISE FUND 1 - CAPITAL (145000-0853) Page1 of 1
EXPENSE ;
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE

6971 4192 025 NEW PSYCH FACILITY 1,719
6971 4265 VARIOUS IMPROVEMNTS 325,757
6971 4501 555 SECURITY WALL 3C & 4C 86
6971 4504 555-2500 ALH-CNVRT ED RMS 350,000
6971 4507 733-25 ALLEN-ADA CMPL WRK 20,000
6971 4550 FAB/INST MODULAR CLINIC 950,000
6971 4564 555 REPLACE BOILER 300,000
6971 4609 HOSP AMBUL CARE CLINIC 1,112,664 i

6971 4647 SB1953 SEISMIC RETROFIT i 86,304
6977 4954 Medical & Lab Equipment 1,294,437
6979 4951 Office Equipment & Furniture 4,804,999
6992 3505 Retire Other Long Term Debt 116,179

$1,112,66Y4 i $8,249,481 :QU:
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR - CONTROLLER

By: \QZ(SCZP‘QV Date? ’;'“{

courgT\mBNll:lsmATOR
B_Z?? ; MCQ(/ ( i Date.,qfc/l)/ a1l

during the fiscal year.

-

Revenue Increase(Decrease)
Expense Increase(Decrease)

Rebudgeting of previously approved building projects and to appropriate
expenditures and funding sources for capital equipment purchased

$2,015,461.00
$7,136,817.00

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Subsidy Increase (Decrease) $5,121,356.00
YES:
NO: .
% e@&ﬁsﬂ COOICFO 06/04/15
S?gnature Title Date
By: Date: Patrick Godley K %?Appropriation e 5 07 9
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

TIC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: ENTERPRISE FUND 1 - CAPITAL (145000-0853) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
6971 8121 Medi-Cal RHS/IP 2,754,987
6971 8239 Misc. Hospital Revenue 2,575,627
6971 8381 Hospital Subsidy 741,842
6977 8121 Medi-Cal RHS/IP 1,112,572
6977 8381 Hospital Subsidy 181,865
6979 8121 Medi-Cal RHS/IP 1,023,529
6979 8239 Misc. Hospital Revenue 300,000
6979 8381 Hospital Subsidy 4,081,470
6992 8121 Medi-Cal RHS/IP 982,725
6992 8239 Misc. Hospital Revenue 982,725
6992 8381 Hospital Subsidy 116,179
$10,995,104 30 $3,858,352
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR CONTROLLER

Date:7 / ?) / g

COUNTY AQMINISTRATOR

MJ/ Datf 7 /6

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

YES:

NO:

By:

Date:

Rebudgeting of previously approved building projects and to appropriate
expenditures and funding sources for capital equipment purchased

during the fiscal year.

Revenue Increase(Decrease)
Expense Increase(Decrease)
Subsidy Increase (Decrease)

‘%&&)«— MQM COOICFO

$2,015,461.00
7,136,817.00
$5,121,356.00

06/03/15
Signature Title Date
Patrick Godley
‘o‘? RAOQ0 5079
Journal NO.
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY Final Aproval Needed By:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

TIC 27 M Board Of Supervisors
[ ] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING [BUDGET UNIT 0860:ENTERPRISE FUND 146000 (HMO ENTERPRISE) Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
6100 1011 PERMANENT SALARIES $215,603
6100 2861 MEDICAL-PURCHASED SERVICES $240,573,901
6100 3580 . CONTRIB TO OTHER AGENCIES $47,513,830
$215,603 $288,087,731 :00:

Approved
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER

By:

Date: 2/2i i

COUNTY-ADMINISTRATOR

A1
SUrcld W patedGA
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
NO:
By: Date:

EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

To adjust FY 2014/15 EF-Il appropriations to current estimates.

Increase(Decrease) in Revenues
Increase(Decrease) in Expenditures

$287,872,128
$287,872,128

Prepared by: B. Peregrino
Reviewed by: M. Lejano

Increase(Decrease) in Co. Subsidy $0
-g%ﬁw'\ MQ}‘\ HSD CFO/COO0O 05/29/15
Signature i Title Date
Patrick Godley \_»:Je
Appropriation AP00 5 079

Adj. Journal NO.
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Attachment A

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

TIC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT 0860: ENTERPRISE FUND 146000 (HMO ENTERPRISE) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
6100 8312 PHP/Medi-Cal Premiums 287,872,128
$ 287,872,128 $ -
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST -
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
c‘ ) —1. 11| ToadjustFY 2014/15 EF-Il appropriations to current estimates.
By: E Date: 712 1<
it ’ Increase(Decrease) in Revenues $287,872,128
COUNTY ABRMINISTRATOR Increase(Decrease) in Expenditures $287,872,128
uv// | A Increase(Decrease) in Co. Subsidy $0
By: | e & / pate -7 6
i T v ’
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
, -
NO: J&%ﬁh@&“ M«Q}-\
) HSD CFO/COO 05/29/15
Signature \\ Title Date
Patrick Godley a¢
By: Date: Revenue Adj. raco 25079
Journal NO.

Prepared by: B. Peregrino
Reviewed by: M. Lejano 5/29/2015Appns2014-15_TC27&24forms__EF-2 1stRound.xls
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Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY Final Aproval Needed By:

APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

TIC 27 M Board Of Supervisors

|:| County Administrator
c27&24forms_majoracctsonly-ef3may2013.xs

ACCOUNT CODING |BUDGET UNIT 0861:ENTERPRISE FUND 146100 (HMO ENTERPRISE-COMMUNITY PLAN) Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORG'N. |SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
6271 2861 MEDICAL PURCHASED SERVICES 7,333,939
6271 3580 CONTRIB TO OTHER AGENCIES 295,32y
$7,629,263 : $0 90
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
By: - \ i

< FY 2014/15 appropriation adjustment for Fund 146100:
Dalte:7 "!' ,L’\" PPIoP J

Expenditure Increase/(Decrease) ($7,629,263)
Revenue Increase/(Decrease) ($7,629,263)

e

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR .,
7 /i R — County Subsidy Increase/(Decrease) ($0)
: /I'DLQ,éé Date:ﬁ/g "

Explanation:
To adjust appropriations and revenues to reflect changes to estimated FY 14/15
CCHP Community Plan premiums and expenditures.

YES:
No: ‘@aﬁm Dol
T ) % _HSD CFO/CO0 05/29/15
Signature x\ Title Date
Patrick Godley \qe
By: Date: L Appropriation APOO 50 ] 9

Prepared by: B. Peregrino
Reviewed by: M. Lejano

Adj. Journal NO.

Appns2014-15_TC27&24forms__EF-3 1stRound.xls

5/29/2015
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Attachment A

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

TIC 24
1c27424forms_majoracctsonly-ef3may2013.xis
ACCOUNT CODING [BUDGET UNIT 0861:ENTERPRISE FUND 146100 (HMO ENTERPRISE-COMMUNITY PLAN) Page 1 of 1
REVENUE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
6271 8220 GRANTS & DONATION 8,221
6271 8330 OTHER EXTERNAL PLAN REV 7,637,484 90
$8,221 i $7,637,484 :0Q:
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR=CONTROLLER 4
( ) 7,3./' T FY 2014/15 appropriation adjustment for Fund 146100:
By: . { ‘ Date: ' Expenditure Increase (Decrease) ($7,629,263)
Revenue Increase (Decrease) ($7,629,263)

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR County Sudsidy Increase (Decrease) (30)
) e —_—r
: 4 7/TM Dateq ’; /[J Explanation:
(N b

To adjust appropriations and revenues to reflect changes to estimated FY 14/15
CCHP Community Plan premiums and expenditures.
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

YES:

NO: % éﬁ?@o&v\

, HSD CFO/COO 05/29/15
Signature 1 Title Date
: Patrick Godley &99
By: Date: Revenue Adj. RA00 50 7%
Journal NO.
Prepared by: B. Peregrino Appns2014-15_TC278&24forms__EF-3 1stRound.xls
Reviewed by: M. Lejano 5/29/2015
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Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY Final Aproval Needed By:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT
T/C 27 |Z| Board Of Supervisors
I:] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING| BUDGET UNIT(s): ALCOHOL & OTHER DRUG SERVICES (0466) Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
5900 | 1011 | PERMANENT SALARIES 449,706 |
5933 1044 | RETIREMENT EXPENSE 588,457 :
5920 1060 EMPLOYEE GROUP INSURANCE 60,474
5900 2320 OUTSIDE MEDICAL SERVICES 2,795,736
5933 4948 OTHER FIXED ASSETS
5900 5022 EXPENDITURE TRANSFERS 1,063,598
2,803,570 G
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR - CONTROLLER

By: %‘%ﬁ Date?l;‘“f

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Annual Expenditures

This adjustment is necessary to align the budget with projected

//
BWQ A .4/61(1// Dateg "(7 2
[y L4 i
Summary:
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Expenditure INCREASE Revenue INCREASE Cnty Cntrb. DECREASE
HSD DEPT#0467 $641,335 $641,335 $0

YES:
NO: %ﬁ:}&- éﬁg@Q}”\ s

x CO0Q/CFO i

SIGNATURE \ . TITLE DATE
Patrick Godley \ &
By: Date:
Appropriation APOO 5079

ecn: appr 11-12
5/27/15 4:48 PM

Adj. Journal No.

L.
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Attachment A

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

T/C 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT(s): ALCOHOL & OTHER DRUG SERVICES (0466) ’ Page 1 of 1
EXPENSE

ORG'N. SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION INCREASE < DECREASE >

5900 9785 MEDI-CAL DRUG FFP 1,049,052

5900 9770 DRINKING DRIVER PROGRAM 54,382

5900 . 9322 | SUBSTANCE ABUSE-FEDERAL - 458,610

5900 9951 REIMBURSEMENT GOV TO GOV 105,275

1,154,327 500 512,992 00
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST )
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
C)QI)OQC?\,. ] This adjustment is necessary to align the budget with projected
By: — ( ) Date: ¥/ BI/ I Annual Revenues.
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
f’/’ a - | i
B{:/ At /.[,rf‘,Lw & Date:é ’(/ //O Summary:
= Expenditure INCREASE Revenue INCREASE Cnty Cntrb. DECREASE
HSD DEPT#0467 $641,335 $641,335 $0
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
NO: % é @2 SR
¥ . M}\ COO/CFO
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
Patrick Godley ¥
By: Date: e
Appropriation RA00 5079

ecn: appr 11-12 Adj. Journal No.
5/27/15 4:58 PM
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

AUDITOR CONTROLLER USE ONLY

Final Aproval Needed By:

m Board Of Supervisors

TIC 27
[:] County Administrator
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: HEALTH SERVICES DEPARTMENT - 0465 page 1 of 1
EXPENSE
ORG'N. | SUB-ACCT. EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DECSRIPTION < DECREASE > INCREASE
Subsidy 100300-0465
0465 3570 Contribution to Enterprise Fund - MH 0467 . 5,502,768.00 ,
0465 3570 Contribution to Enterprise Fund - Cons 0451 239,894.00
0465 3570 Contribution to Enterprise Fund - Detn 0301 461,239.00
0465 3570 Contribution to Enterprise Fund - PH 0450 2,192,221.00
0465 3570 Contribution to Enterprise Fund - EH 0452 179,860.00
0465 3570 Contribution to Enterprise Fund - CCS 0460 710,426.00
0465 3570 Contribution to Enterprise Fund - Homeless 0463 467,053.00
8,341,902.00 1,411,559.00
Approved EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
- P . _ | To adjust Fiscal year-end 6/30/14 appropriation based on the most current
Date: T /a] id estimates
COUNTY A INISTRATOR EF1 Subsidy Adj (decrease) $ (12,051,049)
M,/ ~—EF1 Capital adj (increase) 5,121,350
AL pate7 77| EF2 Subsidy Ad (increase) -
EF3 Subsidy Adj (increase) -
Enterprise Subsidy to/fr GF $ (6,930,343)
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
YES:
)
. 4 .
NO: ‘\\) e M\
06/19/15
Siignature \\ Title Date
By: Date: ‘ Appropriation AP00 50 78
Adj. Journal NO.
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Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY:

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT/ [v] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
ALLOCATION ADJUSTMENT [ ] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
TCI24 [ ] AUDITOR-CONTROLLER
ACCOUNT CODING ’ DEPARTMER ™ 2 Community Plan
ORGANIZATION | REVENLE f/z/o"/t - } T DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
A -
6271 8330 7504 7 e o 2,828,661.00
por
He
547
95 o\
0(\)““'“(/0
TOTALS 2,828,661.00 0.00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

To adjust FY2014/15 revenues to current estimates.
AUDITOR =CONTROLLER
By: Date ‘D/IL/’I

: R
/ Dateﬁ 4 /(rﬂ

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS .
YES: Wt 2ol
NO: \

PREPARED BY: Patrick Godley

TITLE: HSD CFO/COO

DATE: 8/3/2015 5091

. REVENUE ADJ. RAOO

By: Date JOURNAL NO.

(M 129 Rev. 6/09 CAO)
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT/
ALLOCATION ADJUSTMENT

Attachment A

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY:
FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:

[4 BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
[] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

TIC-27 ] AUDITOR-CONTROLLER
ACCOUNT CODING DEPARTMENT: 0861 - CCHP Community Plan _
oreANIZaTION | EFFEROITURS EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
6271 2861 In Plan Expenses 2,805,268.00
6271 3580 Contributions to Other Agencies 23,393.00
0.00 2,828,661.00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
To adjust FY 2014/15 EF Il appropriations to current estimates.
AUDITOR - CONTROLLER
D .
By: ‘Q’%OW" Date Zl12[1€
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
=L Wie o 2775 Qo
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ‘
YES:
NO:
PREPARED BY: Patrick Godley
TITLE: HSD CFO/COO
DATE: 08/03/15 5091
. APPROPRIATION APOO V'
By: Date ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(M 129 Rev. 6/09)

Page 50 of 50




1041
1100
1104
1108
111
11
1113
1115
1116
1120
1120
1120
1120
1126
1127
1129
1131
1134
1134
1146
1148
1150
1153
1155

NONSPENDABLE -INVENTORIES

ASSIGNED -EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT
NONSPENDABLE -DEPARTMENTAL PETTY CASH
NONSPENDABLE -PREPAID EXPENSE
ASSIGNED -LITIGATION & AUDIT EXCEPTIONS
RESTRICTED - EBRCS INVESTMENTS

ASSIGNED -GENERAL FUND CAPITAL RESERVE
ASSIGNED -GENERAL FUND RESERVE

SUBTOTAL GENERAL FUND

ASSIGNED - CO SERVICE AREA REV RESERVE
NONSPENDABLE- PREPAID EXP (REC MODERNIZATION)
ASSIGNED -EQUIP REPL (CRIMINALISTICS LAB)
ASSIGNED -EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT (ROAD)
ASSIGNED - PRIVATE ACTIVITY BOND

NONSPENDABLE -ADVANCE (PRIVATE ACTIVITY BOND)
ASSIGNED -AFFORDABLE HOUSING

ASSIGNED -TOSCO/SOLANO TRANS MITIGATION
NONSPENDABLE- PREPAID EXP (CHILD DEVLPMT)
ASSIGNED -DEPT CONSERVATION & DEVLPMNT
NONSPENDABLE -PETTY CASH (AFFORDABLE HOUSING)
NONSPENDABLE -PREPAID EXP (DCD)

ASSIGNED -EQUIP REPL (DCD)

ASSIGNED -DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROG
NONSPENDABLE -PREPAID EXP (ZERO TOLERANCE)
NONSPENDABLE -PREPAID EXP (DA REV NARCOTICS)
NONSPENDABLE -PETTY CASH (DA FORFEITURE-FED)
ASSIGNED -EQUIP REPLACEMENT (DCSS)
NONSPENDABLE -PREPAID EXPENSE (DCSS)
ASSIGNED -PROP 63

NONSPENDABLE -PREPAID EXP (COMM COLL CHILD DEV)
ASSIGNED -AUTOMATED SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT
ASSIGNED -CTY LOCAL REV FUND 2011
NONSPENDABLE -PREPAID EXP (IHSS PUBLIC AUTH)

SCHEDULE A

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
DETAIL OF PROVISIONS FOR OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGETS

OBLIGATED
FUND BALANCE
AS OF CANCELLATIONS
6/30/12015 RECOMMEND ADOPT

INCREASES
RECOMMEND ADOPT

1,672,121
3,634,751
306,045
8,782,540
5,000,000
2,375,176
31,616,029
112,703,278

13,678,031
35,663,903

13,678,031
35,663,903

166,089,940 0 0 49,341,934 49,341,934
100,000
2,770
14,299
5,727,875
4,009,452 163,561 163,561
263,700
9,097,393
5,310,173 9,740 9,740
367,254
11,470,386
150
388,437
411,211
84,027
1,713
19,324
3,500
92,356
331,710
49,028,276
57,847
3,823,694 186,012 186,012
29,448,173
2,150

9,506,575 9,506,575

Attachment B

TOTAL
OBLIGATED
FUND BALANCE
FOR BUDGET YEAR

1,672,121
3,634,751
306,045
8,782,540
5,000,000
2,375,176
45,294,060
148,367,181

215,431,874

100,000
2,770
14,299
5,727,875
3,845,891
263,700
9,097,393
5,300,433
367,254
11,470,386
150
388,437
411,211
84,027
1,713
19,324
3,500
92,356
331,710
49,028,276
57,847
3,637,682
38,954,748
2,150
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SCHEDULE A Attachment B

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
DETAIL OF PROVISIONS FOR OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES

ASSIGNED - COMM CORR PRFMC INCNTV RSRV
RESTRICTED - L/M HSG ASSET FD-LMIHAF
ASSIGNED -LIBRARY AUTOMATION

ASSIGNED -LIBRARY FACILITIES

ASSIGNED -LIBRARY BRANCH OPERATIONS
ASSIGNED -EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT (LIBRARY)
NONSPENDABLE -PETTY CASH (LIBRARY)
NONSPENDABLE -PREPAID EXP (LIBRARY)
ASSIGNED -HERCUL/RODEO/CROCK AREA OF BENEFIT
ASSIGNED -WEST COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
ASSIGNED -NORTH RICHMOND AOB

ASSIGNED -MARTINEZ AREA OF BENEFIT
ASSIGNED -BRIONES AREA OF BENEFIT
ASSIGNED -CENTRAL COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
ASSIGNED -SO WC AREA OF BENEFIT

ASSIGNED -ALAMO AREA OF BENEFIT

ASSIGNED -SOUTH COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
ASSIGNED -EAST COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
ASSIGNED -BETHEL ISLAND AREA OF BENEFIT
ASSIGNED -LIVABLE COMMUNITIES

ASSIGNED -ROAD DEVLPMNT DISCOVERY BAY
ASSIGNED -ROAD IMPROVEMENT FEE

ASSIGNED -ROAD DEVLPMNT RICH/EL SOBRANTE
ASSIGNED -ROAD DEVLPMNT BAY POINT AREA
ASSIGNED -ROAD DEVLPMNT PACHECO AREA

TOTAL GENERAL COUNTY FUNDS

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGETS

OBLIGATED TOTAL
FUND BALANCE OBLIGATED
AS OF CANCELLATIONS INCREASES FUND BALANCE
6/30/12015 RECOMMEND ADOPT RECOMMEND ADOPT FOR BUDGET YEAR

4,454,384 2,821,353 2,821,353 7,275,137
16,815,706 16,815,706
3,065,004 300,000 300,000 3,365,004
2,203,003 500,000 500,000 2,703,003
4,805,934 800,000 800,000 5,605,934
134,921 134,921

2,710 2,710

208,395 208,395

45,000 2,100 2,100 42,900

118,391 118,391
1,216,413 8,035 8,035 1,208,378
2,267,648 263,030 263,030 2,530,678
510,735 255 255 510,990
3,124,007 1,724 1,724 3,122,283
160,001 3,844 3,844 163,845

59,062 59,062 59,062 0
2,092,810 939,380 939,380 3,032,190
3,985,022 348,697 348,697 4,333,719
401,280 37,768 37,768 363,512
5,488,016 5,488,016
955,231 686,428 686,428 1,641,659
21,565,244 3,291,757 3,291,757 18,273,487
413,980 8,323 8,323 405,657
822,575 114,114 114,114 936,689
461,610 75,549 75,549 386,061
361,522,891 3,843,631 3,843,631 65,625,610 65,625,610 423,304,870
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SCHEDULE B Attachment B
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE
FUND BALANCE
PER AUDITOR
AS OF LESS: OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES FUND BALANCE
FUND 6/30/2015 ENCUMBRANCES NONSPENDABLE, RESTRICTED ASSIGNED AVAILABLE
& COMMITTED
1003 GENERAL 295,303,898 42,744,027 13,135,882 202,295,992 37,127,997
1041 COUNTY SERVICE AREA ADVANCES 100,000 100,000 0
1056 LAW ENFORCEMENT - EQUIP REPLACE 2,214,147 2,214,147
1100 RECORDER MODERNIZATION 8,834,153 8,361 2,770 8,823,021
1101 COURT/CLERK AUTOMATION 78 78
1102 FISH & GAME 175,789 175,789
1103 LAND DEVELOPMENT 45,805 45,805
1104 CRIMINALISTICS LABORATORY 131,040 14,299 116,741
1105 SURVEY MONUMENT PRESERVATION 621,385 621,385
1108 ROAD 18,656,688 7,783,786 5,727,875 5,145,027
1110 SAN CRAINTE DRAINAGE 257,126 257,126
1111 PRIVATE ACTIVITY BOND 4,109,591 263,700 3,845,891 0
1113 AFFORDABLE HOUSING 9,097,393 9,097,393 0
1114 NAVY TRANSPORTATION MITIGATION 5,712,834 5,712,834
1115 TOSCO/SOLANO TRANSPORTATION MITIGATION 5,300,433 5,300,433 0
1116  CHILD DEVELOPMENT 483,971 9,720 367,254 106,997
1118 HUD NSP 1,315 1,315
1120 CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 15,576,326 53,430 388,587 11,881,597 3,252,713
1121 CDD/PWD JOINT REVIEW FEE 656,285 656,285
1122 DRAINAGE DEFICIENCY 2,240,054 2,240,054
1123 PUBLIC WORKS TRUST 1,764,826 1,764,826
1124 D.A. CONSUMER PROTECTION 4,424,404 4,424,404
1125 DOM. VIOLENCE VICTIM ASSIST. 10,779 10,779
1126 DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROG. 339,867 84,027 255,840
1127 ZERO TOLERANCE-DOM VIOLENCE 345,582 1,713 343,868
1129 D.A. REVENUE NARCOTICS 368,434 19,324 349,110
1130 D.A. ENVIRON/OSHA 2,256,622 2,256,622
1131 D.A. FORFEITURE-FED-DOJ 230,292 3,500 226,792
1132 WALDEN GREEN MAINTENANCE 388,372 388,372
1133 R/ESTATE FRAUD PROSECUTE 794,162 794,162
1134 CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES 468,824 176,216 331,710 92,356 (131,458)
1135 EMERGENCY MED SVCS FUND 556,828 556,828
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1137
1139
1140
14
1142
1143
1145
1146
1147
1148
1149
1150
1151
1153
1155
1156
1157
1158
1159
1160
1161
1206
1207
1231
1232
1234
1240
1241
1242
1243
1260
1270
1282
1290
1328

HLT SVC - CHIP/AB75 TOBACCO

TRAFFIC SAFETY

PUB PROTECT-SPEC REV FND

SHERIFF NARCOTICS FORFEIT-ST/LOCAL
SHERIFF NARCOTICS FORFEIT-FEDERAL
SUP LAW ENFORCEMENT SVCS

SHERIFF FORFEIT-FEDERAL DEPT OF TREASURY

PROP 63 MH SVCS ACT

PRISONERS WELFARE FUND

COMM COLL CHILD DEV FUND
PROBATION OFFICERS SPEC
AUTOMATED SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT
PROPERTY TAX ADMIN PROGRAM

CTY LOCAL REV FUND 2011

IHSS PUBLIC AUTHORITY

DNA IDENTIFICATION

COMM CORR PRFMC INCNTV FD

NO RICH WST&RCVY MTGN FD

L/M HSG ASSET FD-LMIHAF

BAILEY RD MNTC SURCHARGE

HOME INVSTMT PRTNRSHP ACT
LIBRARY

CASEY LIBRARY GIFT TRUST
HERCUL/RODEO/CROCK AREA OF BENEFIT
WEST COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
NORTH RICHMOND AREA OF BENEFIT
MARTINEZ AREA OF BENEFIT
BRIONES AREA OF BENEFIT

CENTRAL COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
SOUTH WALNUT CREEK AREA OF BENEFIT
ALAMO AREA OF BENEFIT

SOUTH COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
EAST COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
BETHEL ISLAND AREA OF BENEFIT
COUNTY CHILDRENS

FUND BALANCE
PER AUDITOR
AS OF

6/30/2015

50

370,291
2,494,239
164,095
476,836
782,099
194,262
53,030,896
1,543,072
37,471
199,308
3,822,682
2,926,780
38,954,748
99,884
229,322
7,084,524
769,167
16,815,706
1,553,892
115
16,736,811
251,520
45,000
118,391
1,208,378
2,530,678
510,990
3,203,283
163,845
59,062
3,372,690
4,634,719
392,012
173,043

SCHEDULE B

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

LESS: OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES

ENCUMBRANCES

763,417

NONSPENDABLE, RESTRICTED

ASSIGNED

& COMMITTED

57,847

2,150

16,815,706

211,105

49,028,276

3,637,682

38,954,748

7,275,737

11,808,862

42,900
118,391
1,208,378
2,530,678
510,990
3,122,283
163,845

0
3,032,190
4,333,719
363,512

Attachment B

FUND BALANCE
AVAILABLE

50
370,291
2,494,239
164,095
476,836
782,099
194,262
4,002,620
1,543,072

(20,375)
199,308
185,000
2,926,780
0

97,734
229,322

(191,213)
769,167
0
1,553,892
115
3,953,427
251,520
2,100

0

0

0

0

81,000

0

59,062
340,500
301,000
28,500
173,043
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1332
1334
1337
1349
1350
1354
1360
1388
1390
1392
1394
1395
1399

ANIMAL BENEFIT

CO-WIDE GANG & DRUG

LIVABLE COMMUNITIES FUND

HUD BLDG INSP NPP

RETIREMENT UAAL BOND FUND
FAMILY LAW CTR DEBT SVC

CENTRAL IDENTIFY BUREAU
SOUTHERN PACIFIC RIGHT OF WAY
ROAD DEVELOPMENT DISCOVERY BAY
ROAD IMPROVEMENT FEE

ROAD DEVELOPMENT RICHMOND/EL SOBRANTE
ROAD DEVELOPMENT BAY POINT AREA
ROAD DEVELOPMENT PACHECO AREA

TOTAL GENERAL COUNTY FUNDS

SCHEDULE B Attachment B
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE
FUND BALANCE
PER AUDITOR
AS OF LESS: OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES FUND BALANCE
6/30/2015 ENCUMBRANCES NONSPENDABLE, RESTRICTED ASSIGNED AVAILABLE
& COMMITTED
645,555 645,555
1,296,271 1,296,271
6,629,390 5,488,016 1,141,374
4,508 4,508
10,125,347 10,125,347
2,306,196 2,306,196
2,646,436 2,646,436
3,888,976 3,888,976
1,641,659 1,641,659 0
22,215,487 18,273,487 3,942,000
410,657 405,657 5,000
936,689 936,689 0
464,461 386,061 78,400
599,628,795 51,538,957 31,601,248 391,703,623 124,784,968
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Attachment B
SCHEDULE C

RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET

FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATIONS AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-16 FINAL BUDGET
2015-2016. 2015-2016.
RECOMMENDED FINAL FINAL RECOMMENDED
BUDGET BUDGET YEAR-END LINE ITEM
FUND FUND FUND CHANGES
FUND BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE CHANGE AMOUNT B/U ACCT
1003 GENERAL FUND 0 0 37,127,997 37,127,997 34,336 0001-2479
300,000 0003-2310
4,333,614 0003-2479
120,000 0004-2479
1,920,416 0007-2479
500,000 0010-2479
30,000 0025-4951
1,348,776 0025-2479
600,000 0030-2479
90,000 0035-2479
118,741 0038-2479
1,500,000 0043-2479
861,797 0043-4951
400,000 0111-4250
1,500,000 0111-4412
49,828 0135-3611
2,284,432 0145-2310
11,408,844 0145-2479
5,362,500 0235-2310
80,000 0242-2251
330,000 0255-2479
874,885 0265-2479
250,000 0308-2310
524,699 0308-2479
100,000 0366-1011
200,000 0366-2479
772,736 0452-2479
588,586 0580-2479
253,807 0590-2479
390,000 0650-2479
1056 CO LAW ENF CMPTR CAP PROJ 831,221 831,221 2,214,147 1,382,926 1,291 0126-5011

1,224,791 0129-5011

156,844 0131-5011 Page 6 of 9



FUND

1059 ELLINWOOD CAP PROJ

1100 RECORDER MODERNIZATION
1101 COURT/CLERK AUTOMATION
1102 FISH & GAME

1103 LAND DEVELOPMENT

1104 CRIMINALISTICS LABORATORY
1105 SURVEY MONUMENT PRESERVATION
1108 ROAD

1110 SANS CRAINTE DRAINAGE

1114 NAVY TRANS MITIGATION

1116 CHILD DEVELOPMENT

1118 HUD NSP

1120 CONSERVATION & DEVELOPMENT
1121 CDD/PWD JOINT REVIEW FEE
1122 DRAINAGE DEFICIENCY

1123 PUBLIC WORKS TRUST

1124 DA CONSUMER PROTECTION
1125 DOM. VIOLENCE VICTIM ASSIST
1126 DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROGRAM
1127 ZERO TOLERANCE-DOM VIOLENCE
1129 D.A. REVENUE NARCOTICS

1130 D.A. ENVIRON/OSHA

1131 D.A. FORFEITURE-FED-DOJ

1132 PH BART GREENSPACE MTCE
1133 RE FRAUD PROSECUTE

1134 CCC DEPT CHILD SUPPORT SVCS
1135 EMERGENCY MED SVCS FUND
1137 HLTH SVC-CHIP/AB75 TOBACCO
1139 TRAFFIC SAFETY

1140 PUBLIC PROTECTION-SPEC, REV
1141 SHER NARC FORFEIT-ST/LOCAL
1142 SHER NARC FORFEIT-FEDERAL

SCHEDULE C

RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET

FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATIONS AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-16 FINAL BUDGET
2015-2016. 2015-2016.
RECOMMENDED FINAL FINAL
BUDGET BUDGET YEAR-END
FUND FUND FUND
BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE CHANGE

250 250 0 (250)

9,395,581 9,395,581 8,823,021 (572,560)

78 78 78 0

0 0 175,789 175,789

0 0 45,805 45,805

0 0 116,741 116,741

518,487 518,487 621,385 102,898

0 0 5,145,027 5,145,027

254,533 254,533 257,126 2,593
5,756,118 5,756,118 5,712,834 (43,284)

0 0 106,997 106,997

0 0 1,315 1,315

0 0 3,252,713 3,252,713
701,910 701,910 656,285 (45,625)
2,239,312 2,239,312 2,240,054 742
1,061,234 1,061,234 1,764,826 703,592
150,000 150,000 4,424,404 4,274,404

0 0 10,779 10,779

0 0 255,840 255,840

0 0 343,868 343,868

(120,000) (120,000) 349,110 469,110
106,910 106,910 2,256,622 2,149,712
(29,500) (29,500) 226,792 256,292

0 0 388,372 388,372

(42,600) (42,600) 794,162 836,762
0 0 (131,458) (131,458)

0 0 556,828 556,828

0 0 50 50

366,960 366,960 370,291 3,331
2,179,251 2,179,251 2,494,239 314,988

0 0 164,095 164,095

0 0 476,836 476,836

RECOMMENDED
LINE ITEM
CHANGES

AMOUNT BIU_ACCT
(250) 01305016

(572,560)  0353-2479
175789  0367-2479
45805  0651-2479
116,741  0256-2479
102,898  0161-2479
5145027  0662-2479
2,593 0120-5011
(43,284)  0697-5011
106,997  0589-2479
1,315 03805011
3,252,713 0280-2479
(45,625)  0350-5011
742 0648-2479
703592 0649-5011
4274404 0247-2479
10,779 0585-2479
255840  0246-2479
343,868  0586-2479
469,110  0244-3626
2,149,712 0251-2479
256,292  0234-2479
388,372 0664-5011
836,762  0233-5011
(131,458)  0249-1011
556,828  0471-2310
50 04682310

3331 0368-2479
314,988  0260-2479
164,095  0253-5011
476,836  0252-5011

Attachment B
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FUND

1143 SUP LAW ENFORCEMENT SVCS

1145 SHERIFF FORFEIT-FED TREASURY
1146 PROP 63 MH SVCS ACT

1147 PRISONERS WELFARE FUND

1148 COMM COLL CHILD DEV FUND
1149 PROBATION OFFICERS SPEC

1150 AUTOMATED SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT
1151 PROPERTY TAX ADMIN PROGRAM
1155 IHSS PUBLIC AUTHORITY

1156 DNA IDENTIFICATION FUND

1157 COMM CORR PRFMC INCNTV FD
1158 NO RICH WST&RCVY MTGN FD
1160 BAILEY RD MNTC SURCHARGE
1161 HOME INVSTMT PRTNRSHP ACT
1206 LIBRARY

1207 CASEY LIBRARY GIFT TRUST

1231 HERCUL/RODEO/CROCK AREA OF BEN
1240 MARTINEZ AREA OF BENEFIT

1241 BRIONES AREA OF BENEFIT

1242 CENTRAL COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT
1243 SO WAL CRK AREA OF BENEFIT

1260 ALAMO AREA OF BENEFIT

SCHEDULE C

RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET

FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATIONS AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-16 FINAL BUDGET
2015-2016. 2015-2016.
RECOMMENDED FINAL FINAL
BUDGET BUDGET YEAR-END
FUND FUND FUND
BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE

0 0 782,099

0 0 194,262

0 0 4,002,620

1,360,592 1,360,592 1,543,072

0 0 (20,375)

232,000 232,000 199,308
185,000 185,000 185,000
3,052,351 3,052,351 2,926,780

0 0 97,734

0 0 229,322

(191,213) (191,213) (191,213)

0 0 769,167

0 0 1,553,892

0 0 115

0 0 3,953,427

(400) (400) 251,520

2,100 2,100 2,100
(19,500) (19,500) )
(1,300) (1,300) 0

81,000 81,000 81,000
(35,000) (35,000) 0
250,200 250,200 59,062

194,262
4,002,620
182,480
(20,375)
(32,692)

0
(125,571)
97,734
229,322
0
769,167
1,553,892
115
3,953,427

251,920
0

19,500
1,300

0

35,000
(191,138)

AMOUNT

RECOMMENDED
LINE ITEM
CHANGES

B/U ACCT

(766)  0241-5011

(30,866) 02625011
1,696  0263-5011
38326  0264-5011
773709 0311-5011
194262  0268-5011
4,002,620  0475-5011
182,480  0273-2479
(20,375)  0584-5011
(32,692)  0313-2479
(125571)  0017-5016
97,734 0508-3611
229322 0275-2479
0477-5011

769,167  0478-2479
1,553,892 0660-2479
15 0561-2479
200,000  0620-1011
2,388,387  0620-2479
57,800  0620-3620
202,240  0620-4951
300,000  0621-1011
561,000  0621-2479
144000  0621-3620
100,000  0621-4951
251,920  0622-3611
19,500  0635-5011

1,300 0636-5011

0638-5011
0641-5011

35,000
(191,138)

Attachment B

Page 8 of 9



FUND

1270 SOUTH CO AREA OF BENEFIT

1282 EAST COUNTY AREA OF BENEFIT

1290 BETHEL ISL AREA OF BENEFIT

1328 COUNTY CHILDRENS

1332 ANIMAL BENEFIT

1334 CO-WIDE GANG & DRUG

1337 LIVABLE COMMUNITIES FUND

1349 HUD BLDG INSP NPP

1350 RETIREMENT UAAL BOND FUND

1354 FAMILY LAW CTR DEBT SVC

1360 CENTRAL IDENTIFY BUREAU

1388 SOUTHERN PACIFIC RIGHT OF WAY
1390 ROAD DEVELOPMENT DISCOVERY BAY
1392 ROAD IMPROVEMENT FEE

1394 RD DEVELOPMENT RICH/EL SOBRANTE
1395 RD DEVELOPMENT BAY POINT

1399 ROAD DEVELOPMENT PACHECO AREA

TOTAL GENERAL COUNTY FUNDS

SCHEDULE C

RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET

FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATIONS AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-16 FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016. 2015-2016.
RECOMMENDED FINAL FINAL
BUDGET BUDGET YEAR-END
FUND FUND FUND
BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE

340,500 340,500 340,500
301,000 301,000 301,000
28,500 28,500 28,500

0 0 173,043

0 0 645,555

0 0 1,296,271

0 0 1,141,374

0 0 4,508

0 0 10,125,347

2,087,030 2,087,030 2,306,196
1,875,100 1,875,100 2,646,436
3,759,034 3,759,034 3,888,976
(150,200) (150,200) 0)
3,942,000 3,942,000 3,942,000
5,000 5,000 5,000
(28,600) (28,600) 0)
78,400 78,400 78,400
40,523,339 40,523,339 124,784,968

0
0
0

173,043
645,555
1,296,271
1,141,374
4,508
10,125,347
219,166
771,336
129,942
150,200
0
0
28,600

84,261,629

Attachment B

RECOMMENDED

LINE ITEM

CHANGES
AMOUNT B/U ACCT
173,043 0505-2479
645,555 0369-2479
1,296,271 0271-2479
1,141,374 0370-3611
4,508 0597-3611
10,125,347 0791-3510
219,166 0794-2479
771,336 0270-5011
129,942 0678-2479
150,200 0680-5011

28,600 0685-5011

84,261,629
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Attachment C
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT |Z| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 |:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Special Districts - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
7024 1011 BU 7024 100| 00
7024 3611 100| 00
7028 2479 BU 7028 500,000( 00
7028 4953 500,000] 00
7031 4795 BU 7031 60,000{ 00
7031 3611 60,000 00
7036 4953 BU 7036 200,000] 00
7036 2479 200,000| 00
7300 1011 BU 7300 70,000| 00
7300 2479 20,000( 00
7300 3611 50,000{ 00
7300 4955 21,000{ 00
7300 4951 7,000( 00
7300 4953 14,000| 00
7520 3611 BU 7520 300( 00
7520 4953 300| 00
7568 3611 BU 7568 300] 00
7568 5011 300 00
7569 3611 BU 7569 300( 00
7569 5011 300( 00
7595 2479 BU 7595 200( 00
7595 5011 200| 00
7406 2479 BU 7406 24,000( 00
7405 1011 BU 7405 14,000( 00
7405 2479 10,000( 00
TOTALS 876,200( 00 876,200| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: Special Districts FY2014-15 Year End Clean Up
BY: \%ﬁ pare_ 2127 [
N/
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR: /
: JLUr /LQ/// pATE 4-7-1 S’/
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5093
BY: DATE

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)
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Attachment C
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

TIC 27

FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
E] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

|:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Special Districts - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
7484 2479 BU 7484 10,000| 00
7484 5011 10000| 00
7517 3611 BU 7517 107,000( 00
7517 2479 105,000] 00
7517 4294 2,000] 00
7603 3611 BU 7603 3,500( 00
7603 5011 3,500| 00
7607 3611 BU 7607 300| 00
7607 5011 300| 00
7608 3611 BU 7608 1,300| 00
7608 5011 1,300 00
7609 3611 BU 7609 2,600| 00
7609 5011 2,600( 00
7610 3611 BU 7610 400| 00
7610 5011 400] 00
7615 3611 BU 7615 800| 00
7615 5011 800] 00
7616 3611 BU 7616 500| 00
7616 5011 500] 00
7621 3611 BU 7621 200| 00
7621 5011 200| 00
7628 3611 BU 7628 300] 00
7628 5011 300] 00
7633 3611 BU 7633 700] 00
7633 5011 700( 00
TOTALS 127,600| 00 127,600( 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: , Special Districts FY2014-15 Year End Clean Up
BY: u’ "‘\ : DATE elzz / S
TRATOR:

BYr— d //VLJZ/(,// DATE ’77’[/7// S

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:

NO:

SIGNATURE TITCE DATE
APOO 5093
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)
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Attachment C
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT [Z] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 [] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Special Districts - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
7637 3611 BU 7637 700| 00
7637 5011 700 | 00
7638 3611 BU 7638 200| 00
7638 5011 200| 00
7639 3611 BU 7639 500( 00
7639 5011 500| 00
7640 3611 BU 7640 5,700| 00
7640 5011 5,700( 00
7642 3611 BU 7642 1,200| 00
7642 5011 1,200| 00
7645 3611 BU 7645 600| 00
7645 5011 600( 00
7646 3611 BU 7646 600| 00
7646 5011 600( 00
7648 3611 BU 7648 300| 00
7648 5011 300( 00
7649 3611 BU 7649 200| 00
7649 5011 200| 00
7652 2479 BU 7652 10| 00
7652 3611 10| 00
7653 2479 BU 7653 250,000( 00
7653 1011 250,000( 00
7655 1011 BU 7655 200,000( 00
7655 2200 2,500| 00
7655 3611 2,600| 00
TOTALS 260,010| 00 465,110 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: Special Districts FY2014-15 Year End Clean Up
BY: W pate_& 127/ .
BY, [ /&CZ/Z/ DATE 7’ ?’/ 4
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITCE DATE
APOO 5093
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)
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Attachment C
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT |Z| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/IC 27 |:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Special Districts - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
7657 2479 BU 7657 25,000| 00
7657 1011 25000( 00
7658 3611 BU 7658 3,000| 00
7658 5011 3,000| 00
7671 3611 BU 7671 300
7671 5011 3,200| 00
7673 3611 BU 7673 6,200| 00
7673 5011 12,000| 00
7680 3611 BU 7680 1,000 00
7680 5011 1,000] 00
7681 3611 BU 7681 20( 00
7681 5011 20] 00
7683 3611 BU 7683 600| 00
7683 5011 600| 00
7684 3611 BU 7684 2,650] 00
7684 5011 2,650| 00
7685 3611 BU 7685 50| 00
7685 5011 50| 00
7688 3611 BU 7688 300] 00
7688 5011 300( 00
7690 3611 BU 7690 600| 00
7690 5011 600( 00
TOTALS 39,420| 00 48,7201 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: Special Districts FY2014-15 Year End Clean Up
BY: @gp\@g\ — i lis
—/
. | v ﬁtéﬂ DATE é/’é)—/ 4
.~ =
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5093
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)
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Attachment C
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT |Z] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 |:| COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Special Districts - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
7693 3611 BU 7693 2,000] 00
7693 5011 2000( 00
7694 3611 BU 7694 2,000] 00
7694 5011 2,000| 00
7695 3611 BU 7695 400( 00
7695 5011 400| 00
7696 3611 BU 7696 1,000( 00
7696 5011 1,000| 00
7700 3611 BU 7700 8,000
7700 5011 8,000( 00
7701 3611 BU 7701 100( 00
7701 5011 100( 00
7705 3611 BU 7705 1,200| 00
7705 5011 1,200| 00
7707 3611 BU 7707 500] 00
7707 5011 500| 00
7708 3611 BU 7708 20| 00
7708 5011 20| 00
17717 3611 BU 7717 1001 00
7717 5011 100( 00
7718 3611 BU 7718 400( 00
7718 5011 400] 00
7719 3611 BU 7719 15,000 00
7719 5011 48,000( 00
TOTALS 30,720 00 63,720| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: Special Districts FY2014-15 Year End Clean Up
BY: W oare_2l22]1S
4 !
COUNTY AD ‘ STRATOR: y _
M { Y/L’Z/f/(,é/// DATE_/ /7’/ S
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5093
BY: DATE

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)
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Attachment C
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT |ZI BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 [:] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Special Districts - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE

7720 3611 BU 7720 800( 00
7720 5011 1200] 00

7721 3611 BU 7721 700] 00
7721 5011 700| 00

7723 3611 BU 7723 1,500 00
7723 5011 1,500| 00

7724 3611 BU 7724 3,500| 00
7724 5011 3,500| 00

7726 3611 BU 7726 600( 00
7726 5011 2,900( 00

7731 3611 BU 7731 600| 00
7731 5011 600( 00

7734 3611 BU 7734 200 00
7734 5011 200( 00

7737 3611 BU 7737 200( 00
7737 5011 200| 00
7365 2479 BU 7365 18,759| 00
7365 3611 8,871| 00
7365 5011 24,875| 00

7473 2479 BU 7473 200{ 00
7473 5011 200( 00

7496 2479 BU 7496 2,000| 00
7496 5011 2,000| 00

7758 2479 BU 7758 1,000| 00
7758 5011 1,000| 00
TOTALS 11,300 00 66,505| 00

APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTRQLLER: ) Special Districts FY2014-15 Year End Clean Up
BY: dgp’m' DATE e /Z’/ /lj
2 \

DUAMU U OQUIrcCnvIiouno.

NO:

BY:

DATE

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)

SIGNATURE TITLE DATE

APOO 5093

ADJ. JOURNAL NO.
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Attachment C
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT E] BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/IC 27 COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: Special Districts - various
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
7980 2479 BU 7980 77,259 00
7980 3611 77270| 00
7494 2479 BU 7494 100| 00
7494 3611 100( 00
7636 3530 BU 7636 720| 00
7636 5016 720| 00
7300 2479 BU 7300 3,500,000( 00
7521 3611 BU 7521 50,000( 00
7521 5011 50,000] 00
7658 5011 BU 7658 500( 00
7658 3530 500| 00
7685 3530 BU 7685 120| 00
7685 5016 120| 00
7687 3530 BU 7687 40| 00
7687 5016 40| 00
TOTALS 128,739| 00 3,628,750| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER;: r) Special Districts FY2014-15 Year End Clean Up
BY: , \\ DATE @lz7 /D
v M HINIO | VAL UM, / /
{M{ DATE 25 ’/)
DUANU U OUrcnviouvno.
YES:
NO:
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5093
BY: DATE

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

TIC 24

Attachment C

ACCOUNT CODING

BUDGET UNIT: Special Districts - various

REVENUE
ORGANIZATION | ACCOUNT REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>

7655 8981 BU 7655 205,100| 00

7671 9066 BU 7671 3,500( 00

7673 9066 BU 7673 5,800| 00

7719 9066 BU 7719 33,000 00

7720 9066 BU 7720 400( 00

7726 9066 BU 7726 2,300| 00

7365 9956 BU 7365 52,505| 00

7980 9011 BU 7980 11| 00

7300 9011 BU 7300 3,500,000| 00

TOTALS 3,802,616] 00 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: Special Districts FY2014-15 Year End Clean Up
) N -
BY: , DATE_ ¢ (27 / G
-
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR: p P
2 g M/ DATE 974 oA}
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
REVENUE ADJ. RAOO 5093

BY: DATE JOURNAL NO.

(M 8134 Rev. 2/86)
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Attachment D

SCHEDULE A
DETAIL OF PROVISIONS FOR OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGETS
County Special Districts

OBLIGATED ~ AMOUNT MADE AVAILABLE  INC. OR NEW OBLIG. FUND BAL TOTAL

FUND FUND BAL BY CANCELLATION TO BE PROVIDED OBLIGATED
DESCRIPTION - PURPOSE BALANCE FUND BAL
AS OF FOR

6/30/2015 RECOMMENDED ADOPTED RECOMMENDED ADOPTED BUDGET YEAR

PUBLIC PROTECTION
FIRE PROTECTION
CCC FIRE DISTRICT CONSOLIDATED

202000 NONSPENDABLE-PETTY CASH 500 500

202000 ASSIGNED-GENERAL FUND RESERVE 9,943,912 7,732,203 7,732,203 17,676,115

202000 NONSPENDABLE-INVENTORIES 611,364 611,364

202000 NONSPENDABLE-PREPAID EXPENSE 1,251,017 1,251,017
TOTAL FIRE PROTECTION 11,806,793 7,732,203 7,732,203 19,538,996
FLOOD CONTROL
CCC FLOOD CTL WTR CONS

250500 ASSIGNED-EQUIP REPLACEMENT 738,740 738,740

250500 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 3,013,500 3,013,500
FLOOD CONTROL ZONE 3B

252000 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 2,404,485 2,404,485
FLOOD CNTL Z 1 MARSH CR

252100 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 70,000 70,000
FLD CONTROL DRAINAGE 33A

253500 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 108,000 108,000
FLD CNTRL DRNG AREA 67

253900 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 70,000 70,000
FLOOD CONTROL DRNG 10

255400 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 225,000 225,000
FLOOD CONTROL DRNG 29C

255500 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 77,000 77,000
FLOOD CTL DRAINAGE 15A

255900 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 25,000 25,000
FLD CONTROL DRNG 910

256000 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 30,000 30,000
FLD CNTRL DRNG AREA 56

256600 NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 879,000 879,000
FLOOD CONTROL DRNG 55
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FUND

257900

258000

258100

258300

258800

262900

265300

265500
265500

265700
265700

240600

DETAIL OF PROVISIONS FOR OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES

SCHEDULE A

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGETS
County Special Districts

Attachment D

OBLIGATED ~ AMOUNT MADE AVAILABLE  INC. OR NEW OBLIG. FUND BAL TOTAL
FUND BAL BY CANCELLATION TO BE PROVIDED OBLIGATED
DESCRIPTION - PURPOSE BALANCE FUND BAL
AS OF FOR
6/30/2015 RECOMMENDED ADOPTED RECOMMENDED ADOPTED BUDGET YEAR
NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 125,000 125,000
FLD CNTRL DRNGE 1010
NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 106,000 106,000
FLD CNTRL DRNG 101A
NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 96,000 96,000
FLOOD CONTROL DRAINAGE 16
NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 155,000 155,000
FLOOD CONTROL DRNG 22
NONSPENDABLE-ADV TO OTHER FUNDS 80,000 80,000
TOTAL FLOOD CONTROL 8,202,725 0 0 0 0 8,202,725
SERVICE AREA POLICE
P-6 CENTRAL ADMIN BASE
ASSIGNED-EQUIP REPLACEMENT 23,945 23,945
SERV AREA P-2 ZONE A
ASSIGNED-EQUIP REPLACEMENT 77,924 177,924
POLICE AREA 5 RND HILL
ASSIGNED-GENERAL RESERVE 179,900 179,900
ASSIGNED-EQUIP REPLACEMENT 3,393 3,393
SERV AREA P-2 ZONE B
NONSPENDABLE-PREPAID EXPENSE 7,255 7,255
ASSIGNED-EQUIP REPLACEMENT 26,884 26,884
TOTAL SERVICE AREA POLICE 319,301 0 0 0 0 319,301
TOTAL PUBLIC PROTECTION 20,328,818 0 0 7,732,203 7,732,203 28,061,021
HEALTH AND SANITATION
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES
SERV AREA EM-1 ZONE B
NONSPENDABLE-PREPAID EXPENSE 7,590 7,590
TOTAL EMERGENCY MEDICAL SRVCES 7,590 0 0 0 0 7,590

Page 2 of 18



FUND

248900

275800

276000

SCHEDULE A

DETAIL OF PROVISIONS FOR OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGETS

County Special Districts

Attachment D

OBLIGATED ~ AMOUNT MADE AVAILABLE  INC. OR NEW OBLIG. FUND BAL TOTAL
FUND BAL BY CANCELLATION TO BE PROVIDED OBLIGATED
DESCRIPTION - PURPOSE BALANCE FUND BAL
AS OF FOR
6/30/2015 RECOMMENDED ADOPTED RECOMMENDED ADOPTED BUDGET YEAR
TOTAL HEALTH AND SANITATION 7,590 0 0 0 0 7,590
PUBLIC WAYS & FACILITIES
SERVICE AREA MISCELLANEOUS
SERV AREA M-17 MONTALVIN
NONSPENDABLE-PETTY CASH 5,000 5,000
TOTAL SERVICE AREA MISCELLANEOUS 5,000 0 0 0 0 5,000
TOTAL PUBLIC WAYS & FACILITIES 5,000 0 0 0 0 5,000
RECREATION & CULTURAL SVC
SERVICE AREA RECREATION
SERV AREA R-7 ZONE A
NONSPENDABLE-PETTY CASH 5,000 5,000
SERV AREA R-10 RODEO
NONSPENDABLE-PETTY CASH 3,000 3,000
TOTAL SERVICE AREA RECREATION 8,000 0 0 0 0 8,000
TOTAL RECREATION & CULTURAL SVC 8,000 0 0 0 0 8,000
TOTAL OBLIGATED FUND BALANCES 20,349,408 0 0 7,732,203 7,732,203 28,081,611

Page 3 of 18



202000
202200
202400
202800
203100
203300
203400
203500
203600
203800

250500
252000
252100
252200
252600
252700
253000
253100
253200
253400
253500
253600
253700
253800
253900
254000
254100
254200
254300
254400
254500
254600
254700
254800
254900
255000
255100

SCHEDULE B

2015- 2016

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
SPECIAL DISTRICTS
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

Attachment D

Fund
Balance
Per Auditor Fund
as of Less Obligated Fund Balances Balance
Nonspendable,
District 6/30/2015 Encumbrances  Restricted & Committed Assigned Available
PUBLIC PROTECTION

FIRE PROTECTION
7300 CCCFPD-Consolidated Fire 23,693,645 61,612 1,862,881 17,676,115 4,093,038
7022 CCCFPD POB Debt Svc Fund 10,431,279 10,431,279
7024 CCCFPD POB Stabilization Fund 6,551,199 6,551,199
7028 Crockett-Carquinez Fire Dist 329,641 329,641
7031 CCCFPD-Cap Outlay-Consolidated 3,073,913 292,653 2,781,260
7033 CCCFPD Developer Fee 674 674
7034 Riverview Fire Developer Fee 55,799 55,799
7035 CCCFPD Fire Prevention-Consolidated 214 214
7036 CCCFPD New Devlpmt Pmt Fee FD 205,625 8,540 197,085
7038 CCCFPD Pittsburg Special 865,907 865,907

TOTAL FIRE PROTECTION 45,207,896 362,805 1,862,881 17,676,115 25,306,095

FLOOD CONTROL
7505 Flood Control & Wtr Conserv 7,372,832 94,531 3,013,500 738,740 3,526,061
7520 Flood Control Zone #3B 23,411,528 2,404,485 21,007,043
7521 Flood Control Zone #1 163,859 70,000 93,859
7522 Flood Control Zone #2 564 564
7526 Flood Control Zone #6A 17,923 17,923
7527 Flood Control Zone #7 731,977 731,977
7530 Flood Control Zone #38 94,525 94,525
7531 Flood Control Zone #8A 316,996 316,996
7532 Flood Control Zone #9 131,517 131,517
7534  Flood Control Drainage 37A 9,999 9,999
7535 Flood Control Drainage 33A 205,483 108,000 97,483
7536 Flood Control Drainage 75A 300,547 300,547
7537 Flood Control Drainage 128 75,904 75,904
7538 Flood Control Drainage 57 48,188 48,188
7539  Flood Control Drainage 67 100,391 70,000 30,391
7540 Flood Control Drainage 19A 36,348 36,348
7541 Flood Control Drainage 33B 8,720 8,720
7542 Flood Control Drainage 76 278,206 278,206
7543 Flood Control Drainage 62 100,600 100,600
7544 Flood Control Drainage 72 20,818 20,818
7545 Flood Control Drainage 78 4,775 4,775
7546 Flood Control Drainage 30B 354,730 354,730
7547 Flood Control Drainage 44B 323,872 323,872
7548 Flood Control Drainage 29E 28,701 28,701
7549 Flood Control Drainage 52B 33,851 33,851
7550 Flood Control Drainage 290 17,426 17,426
7551 Flood Control Drainage 300 60,060 60,060
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Attachment D
SCHEDULE B

2015- 2016
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
SPECIAL DISTRICTS
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

Fund
Balance
Per Auditor Fund
as of Less Obligated Fund Balances Balance
Nonspendable,
District 6/30/2015 Encumbrances  Restricted & Committed Assigned Available

FLOOD CONTROL CONT.
255200 7552  Flood Control Drainage 13A 3,455,780 3,455,780
255300 7553 Flood Control Drainage 52A 232,532 232,532
255400 7554  Flood Control Drainage 10 3,224,635 225,000 2,999,635
255500 7555  Flood Control Drainage 29C 271,782 77,000 194,782
255600 7556 Flood Control Drainage 29D 31,008 31,008
255700 7557 Flood Control Drainage 30A 23,850 23,850
255800 7558 Flood Control Drainage 30C 1,699,286 1,699,286
255900 7559 Flood Control Drainage 15A 149,524 25,000 124,524
256000 7560 Flood Control Drainage 910 211,551 30,000 181,551
256100 7561 Flood Control Drainage 33C 927 927
256300 7563 Flood Control Drainage 127 17,699 17,699
256500 7565 Flood Control Drainage 40A 359,794 359,794
256600 7566 Flood Control Drainage 56 8,087,977 879,000 7,208,977
256700 7567 Flood Control Drainage 73 227,735 227,735
256800 7568 Flood Control Drainage 29G 76,508 76,508
256900 7569 Flood Control Drainage 29H 20,336 20,336
257000 7570 Flood Control Drainage 29J 12,420 12,420
257100 7571 Flood Control Drainage 52C 2,041,165 2,041,165
257200 7572 Flood Control Drainage 48C 541,004 541,004
257300 7573 Flood Control Drainage 48D 18,522 18,522
257400 7574  Flood Control Drainage 48B 287,337 287,337
257500 7575 Flood Control Drainage 67A 261,875 261,875
257600 7576 Flood Control Drainage 76A 116,056 116,056
257700 7577 Flood Control Drainage 520 105,281 105,281
257800 7578 Flood Control Drainage 46 1,172,723 0 1,172,723
257900 7579 Flood Control Drainage 55 2,843,817 125,000 2,718,817
258000 7580 Flood Control Drainage 1010 745,745 106,000 639,745
258100 7581 Flood Control Drainage 101A 894,983 96,000 798,983
258200 7582 Flood Control Drainage 1010A 220,304 220,304
258300 7583 Flood Control Drainage 16 1,077,108 155,000 922,108
258400 7584  Flood Control Drainage 52D 18,626 18,626
258500 7585 Flood Control Drainage 87 31,899 31,899
258600 7586 Flood Control Drainage 88 22,665 22,665
258700 7587 Flood Control Drainage 89 21,046 21,046
258800 7588 Flood Control Drainage 22 194,179 80,000 114,179
259500 7595 Flood Control Drainage 109 6,638 6,638
259700 7597 Flood Control Drainage 47 141,991 141,991

TOTAL FLOOD CONTROL 63,116,648 94,531 7,463,985 738,740 54,819,392

Page 5 of 18



259400

248400
250100
250200
250300
250400
250700
250800
250900
251000
251100
251200
251300
251400
251500
251600
251700
251800
251900
252300
252500
253300
252400

260300
260500
260600
260700
260800
260900
261000
261100
261200
261300
261400
261500
261600

SCHEDULE B

2015- 2016
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
SPECIAL DISTRICTS
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

Attachment D

Fund
Balance
Per Auditor Fund
as of Less Obligated Fund Balances Balance
Nonspendable,
District 6/30/2015 Encumbrances  Restricted & Committed Assigned Available

STORM DRAINAGE DISTRICTS
7594  Storm Drainage Zone #19 1,859 1,859

TOTAL STORM DRAINAGE DISTRICTS 1,859 0 0 1,859

STORMWATER UTILITY DISTRICTS
7484 CCC CFD 2007-1 Stormwater 34,569 34,569
7501 Stormwater Util A-1 Ant 104,617 104,617
7502 Stormwater Util A-2 Clyn 9,131 9,131
7503 Stormwater Util A-3 Conc 87,616 87,616
7504 Stormwater Util A-4 Danv 24,471 24,471
7507 Stormwater Util A-7 Laf 26,347 26,347
7508 Stormwater Util A-8 Mrtz 24,636 24,636
7509 Stormwater Util A-9 Mrga 21,321 21,321
7510 Stormwater Util A-10 Orin 25,952 25,952
7511  Stormwater Util A-11 Pinl 36,698 36,698
7512 Stormwater Util A-12 Pitt 75,785 75,785
7513 Stormwater Util A-13 PIH 32,134 32,134
7514 Stormwater Util A-14 S Pb 33,960 33,960
7515 Stormwater Util A-15 S Rm 37,353 37,353
7516  Stormwater Util A-16 W Ck 23,704 23,704
7517 Stormwater Util A-17 Co 818,618 818,618
7518 Stormwater Util A-18 Okly 27,438 27,438
7519 Stormwater Util Admin 3,479,645 3,479,645
7523 Stormwater Util A-19 Rich 80,847 80,847
7525 Stormwater Util A-5 EIC 44,581 44,581
7533 Stormwater Util A-20 Brnt 48,643 48,643
7596 Stormwater Util A-6 Herc 28,319 28,319

TOTAL STORMWATER UTILITY DISTRICTS 5,126,385 0 0 5,126,385

SERVICE AREA-POLICE
7603 Area P-6 Zone 502 4,372 4,372
7605 Area P-6 Zone 1508 1,657 1,657
7606 Area P-6 Zone 1614 1,487 1,487
7607 Area P-6 Zone 1804 1,356 1,356
7608 Area P-6 Zone 2201 1,365 1,365
7609 Area P-6 Zone 501 2,108 2,108
7610 Area P-6 Zone 1613 1,233 1,233
7611 Area P-6 Zone 2200 700 700
7612 Area P-6 Zone 2502 1,488 1,488
7613 Area P-6 Zone 2801 1,498 1,498
7614 Area P-6 Zone 1609 981 981
7615 Area P-6 Zone 1610 700 700
7616 Area P-6 Zone 1611 840 840
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261700
261800
261900
262100
262200
262300
262400
262600
262700
262800
262900
263000
263100
263200
263300
263400
263600
263700
263800
263900
264000
264100
264200
264300
264400
264500
264600
264700
264800
264900
265000
265200
265300
265400
265500
265600
265700
265800
265900
266100
267100

SCHEDULE B

2015- 2016
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
SPECIAL DISTRICTS
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

Attachment D

Fund
Balance
Per Auditor Fund
as of Less Obligated Fund Balances Balance
Nonspendable,
District 6/30/2015 Encumbrances  Restricted & Committed Assigned Available
SERVICE AREA-POLICE CON'T.
7617 Area P-6 Zone 1612 1,404 1,404
7618 Area P-6 Zone 2501 2,389 2,389
7619 Area P-6 Zone 2800 1,405 1,405
7621 Area P-6 Zone 1101 1,405 1,405
7622 Area P-6 Zone 1803 846 846
7623 Area P-6 Zone 1700 5,666 5,666
7624 Area P-6 Zone 2000 1,754 1,754
7626 Area P-6 Zone 1505 700 700
7627 Area P-6 Zone 1506 700 700
7628 Area P-6 Zone 1001 700 700
7629 P-6 Central Admin Base 7,850,173 23,945 7,826,228
7630 Area P-6 Zone 1607 700 700
7631 Area P-6 Zone 1504 700 700
7632 Area P-6 Zone 2702 1,744 1,744
7633 Area P-6 Zone 1606 853 853
7634 Area P-6 Zone 1605 1,005 1,005
7636 Area P-6 Zone 1503 700 700
7637 Area P-6 Zone 400 858 858
7638 Area P-6 Zone 702 700 700
7639 Area P-6 Zone 1502 1,015 1,015
7640 Area P-6 Zone 3100 864 864
7641 Area P-6 Zone 2500 1,922 1,922
7642 Area P-6 Zone 701 700 700
7643 Area P-6 Zone 202 1,518 1,518
7644 Area P-6 Zone 1501 1,190 1,190
7645 Area P-6 Zone 1604 1,028 1,028
7646 Area P-6 Zone 1801 1,028 1,028
7647 Area P-6 Zone 2901 1,842 1,842
7648 Area P-6 Zone 1603 700 700
7649 Area P-6 Zone 1200 1,331 1,331
7650 Police SVC-Crockett Cogen 756,637 0 756,637
7652 Police Area 2 Danville 6,378 6,378
7653 Area P-2 Zone A, Blackhawk 737,860 0 77,924 659,936
7654 Area P-6 Zone 2902 1,684 1,684
7655 Area P-5, Roundhill Area 199,010 183,293 15,717
7656 Service Area PL6 1,379,394 1,379,394
7657 Area P-2 Zone B, Alamo 263,647 11,107 7,255 26,884 218,401
7658 Area P-6 Zone 206 1,515 1,515
7659 Area P-6 Zone 207 1,274 1,274
7661 Area P-6 Zone 200 1,470 1,470
7671 Area P-6 Zone 209 816 816
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267200
267300
267400
267500
268000
268100
268200
268300
268400
268500
268700
268800
268900
269000
269300
269400
269500
269600
269700
269900
271500
271600
271700
271800
272000
272100
272200
272300
272400
272500
272600
272700
272800
273000
273100
273200
273300
273400
273500
273600
273700

SCHEDULE B

2015- 2016
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
SPECIAL DISTRICTS
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

Attachment D

Fund
Balance
Per Auditor Fund
as of Less Obligated Fund Balances Balance
Nonspendable,
District 6/30/2015 Encumbrances  Restricted & Committed Assigned Available
SERVICE AREA-POLICE CON'T.
7372 Area P-6 Zone 211 700 700
7673 Area P-6 Zone 1005 1,050 1,050
7674 Area P-6 Zone 201 5,628 5,628
7675 Area P-6 Zone 2700 1,028 1,028
7680 Area P-6 Zone 700 701 701
7681 Area P-6 Zone 1100 867 867
7682 Area P-6 Zone 1600 1,028 1,028
7683 Area P-6 Zone 2601 1,033 1,033
7684 Area P-6 Zone 500 3,190 3,190
7685 Area P-6 Zone 1000 1,889 1,889
7687 Area P-6 Zone 2900 700 700
7688 Area P-6 Zone 1006 700 700
7689 Area P-6 Zone 1601 1,074 1,074
7690 Area P-6 Zone 2300 1,033 1,033
7693 Area P-6 Zone 1602 1,680 1,680
7694 Area P-6 Zone 1800 1,198 1,198
7695 Area P-6 Zone 2600 700 700
7696 Area P-6 Zone 2701 1,354 1,354
7697 Area P-6 Zone 1500 218 218
7699 Area P-6 Zone 3000 1,517 1,517
7735 Area P-6 Zone 1512 700 700
7736 Area P-6 Zone 1608 741 741
7737 Area P-6 Zone 1616 1,049 1,049
7738 Area P-6 Zone 1802 700 700
7700 Area P-6 Zone 503 28,185 28,185
7701 Area P-6 Zone 3103 700 700
7703 Area P-6 Zone 900 700 700
7704 Area P-6 Zone 1509 700 700
7705 Area P-6 Zone 3101 829 829
7706 Area P-6 Zone 1615 1,472 1,472
7707 Area P-6 Zone 1511 1,215 1,215
7708 Area P-6 Zone 1510 1,215 1,215
7709 Area P-6 Zone 203 1,210 1,210
7714  Area P-6 Zone 1002 955 955
7715 Area P-6 Zone 2602 1,237 1,237
7716 Area P-6 Zone 204 700 700
7717 Area P-6 Zone 1003 700 700
7718 Area P-6 Zone 1201 700 700
7719 Area P-6 Zone 2203 2,998 2,998
7720 Area P-6 Zone 3001 949 949
7723 Area P-6 Zone 504 2,067 2,067
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273800
273900
274000
274100
274200
274300
274400
274600
274700
274800
274900
277500
277600
277700
277800
277900
278100
278200
278300
278500

260200

277100

282500

240500

240600

236500

SCHEDULE B

2015- 2016
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
SPECIAL DISTRICTS
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

Attachment D

Fund
Balance
Per Auditor Fund
as of Less Obligated Fund Balances Balance
Nonspendable,
District 6/30/2015 Encumbrances  Restricted & Committed Assigned Available
SERVICE AREA-POLICE CON'T.
7721 Area P-6 Zone 3102 830 830
7722 Area P-6 Zone 3104 948 948
7724 Area P-6 Zone 2202 3,308 3,308
7725 Area P-6 Zone 205 652 652
7726 Area P-6 Zone 301 700 700
7727 Area P-6 Zone 1004 828 828
7728 Area P-6 Zone 2603 700 700
7746 Area P-6 Zone 3002 1,514 1,514
7747 Area P-6 Zone 3105 3,238 3,238
7748 Area P-6 Zone 3106 1,599 1,599
7749 Area P-6 Zone 3107 1,060 1,060
7745 Area P-6 Zone 0210 700 700
7734 Area P-6 Zone 1513 500 500
7741 Area P-6 Zone 2604 1,259 1,259
7742 Area P-6 Zone 2605 67 67
7743 Area P-6 Zone 3003 923 923
7731 Area P-6 Zone 3108 700 700
7732 Area P-6 Zone 3109 1,206 1,206
7733 Area P-6 Zone 3110 805 805
7730 Area P-6 Zone 3112 752 752
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-POLICE 11,356,310 11,107 7,255 312,046 11,025,902
SERVICE AREA-DRAINAGE
7602 Area D-2,Walnut Creek 319,168 319,168
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-DRAINAGE 319,168 0 0 0 319,168
MISCELLANEOQUS DISTRICTS
7771 Discovery Bay West Parking 23,916 23,916
7825 Contra Costa Water Agency 775,544 775,544
TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS DISTRICTS 799,460 0 0 0 799,460
TOTAL PUBLIC PROTECTION 125,927,726 468,443 9,334,121 18,726,900 97,398,262
HEALTH AND SANITATION
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES
7405 Area EM-1, Zone A (13,623) (13,623)
7406 Area EM-1, Zone B 4,561,265 1,283 7,590 4,552,392
TOTAL EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 4,547,642 1,283 7,590 0 4,538,769
SANITATION DISTRICTS
7365 District #6 0 (9,266) 9,266
TOTAL SANITATION DISTRICTS 0 (9,266) 0 0 9,266
TOTAL HEALTH AND SANITATION 4,547,642 (7,983) 7,590 0 4,548,035
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SCHEDULE B

2015- 2016
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
SPECIAL DISTRICTS
FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

Attachment D

Fund
Balance
Per Auditor Fund
as of Less Obligated Fund Balances Balance
Nonspendable,
District 6/30/2015 Encumbrances  Restricted & Committed Available
EDUCATION
SERVICE AREA-LIBRARY
270200 7702 Area LIB-2,El Sobrante 57,305 57,305
271000 7710 Area LIB-10,Pinole 1,567 1,567
271200 7712 Area LIB-12,Moraga 10,374 10,374
271300 7713 Area LIB-13,Ygnacio 82,746 82,746
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-LIBRARY 151,992 0 0 151,992
TOTAL EDUCATION 151,992 0 0 151,992
PUBLIC WAYS AND FACILITIES
SERVICE AREA-LIGHTING
240100 7394  Area L-100, Countywide 5,545,336 5,545,336
248700 7487 CCC CFD 2010-1 St Lightng 21,583 21,583
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-LIGHTING 5,566,919 0 0 5,566,919
SERVICE AREA-MISCELLANEOUS
247000 7470 Area M-1, Delta Ferry 3,397 3,397
247500 7475 Area M-29, Dougherty Valley 5,382,269 5,382,269
247600 7476 Area M-31 PH BART 10,686 10,686
248000 7480 CSA T-1 Danville 1,934,363 1,934,363
248500 7485 No Rchmd Mtce CFD 2006-1 101,799 101,799
248600 7486 Bart Trnsit VLG CFD 2008-1 188,037 188,037
248800 7488 Area M-16, Clyde 9,021 9,021
248900 7489 Area M-17, Montalvin Manor 91,302 5,000 86,302
249200 7492 Area M-20, Rodeo 14,747 14,747
249600 7496 Area M-23, Blackhawk 143,858 143,858
249900 7499 Area M-30, Danville 5115 5115
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-MISCELLANEOUS 7,884,594 0 5,000 7,879,594
SERVICE AREA-ROAD MAINTENANCE
249400 7494 Area RD-4, Bethel Island 146,249 146,249
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-ROAD MAINTENANCE 146,249 0 0 146,249
TOTAL PUBLIC WAYS AND FACILITIES 13,597,762 0 5,000 13,592,762
RECREATION/CULTURAL SVCS
SERVICE AREA-RECREATION
275100 7751 Service Area R-4 Moraga 0
275700 7757 Service Area R-9, El Sobrante 27,214 27,214
275800 7758 Service Area R-7,Zone A Alamo 3,509,224 645 5,000 3,503,579
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
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FUND BALANCE AVAILABLE

Attachment D

Fund
Balance
Per Auditor Fund
as of Less Obligated Fund Balances Balance
Nonspendable,
District 6/30/2015 Encumbrances  Restricted & Committed Assigned Available
SERVICE AREA-RECREATION CONT.
276000 7770 Service Area R-10, Rodeo 4,307 3,000 1,307
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-RECREATION 3,540,745 645 8,000 0 3,532,100
TOTAL RECREATION/CULTURAL SVCS 3,540,745 645 8,000 0 3,532,100
TOTAL COUNTY SPECIAL DISTRICTS 147,765,867 461,105 9,354,711 18,726,900 119,223,151

Page 11 of 18



SCHEDULE C
RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET
FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATION AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016 2015-2016 FINAL
RECOMMENDED FINAL YEAR-END
BUDGET BUDGET FUND FUND RECOMMENDED
FUND FUND BALANCE BALANCE LINE ITEM CHANGES
DISTRICT BALANCE BALANCE AVAILABLE CHANGE AMOUNT B/U-ACCT
PUBLIC PROTECTION
FIRE PROTECTION
7300 CCCFPD-Consolidated Fire 4,093,038 4,093,038 4,093,038 0 0 7300-2479
7022 CCCFPD POB Debt Svc Fund 10,420,564 10,420,564 10,431,279 10,715 10,715 7022-3501
7024 CCCFPD POB Stabilization Fund 6,551,199 6,551,199 6,551,199 7024-1044
7028 Crockett-Carquinez Fire Dist 329,641 329,641 329,641 7028-2479
7031 CCCFPD-Cap Outlay-Consolidated 3,061,981 3,061,981 2,781,260 (280,721) (280,721) 7031-4795
7033 CCCFPD Developer Fee 538 538 674 136 136 7033-4955
7034 Riverview Fire Developer Fee 55,663 55,663 55,799 136 136 7034-2281
7035 CCCFPD Fire Prevention-Consolidated 214 214 214 7035-2190
7036 CCCFPD New Devlpmt Pmt Fee FD 201,517 201,517 197,085 (4,432) (4,432) 7036-2281
7038 CCCFPD Pittsburg Special 866,838 866,838 865,907 (931) (931) 7038-2281
TOTAL FIRE PROTECTION 18,700,139 18,700,139 25,306,095 6,605,956 6,605,956
FLOOD CONTROL
7505 Flood Control & Wtr Conserv 5,087,040 5,087,040 3,526,061 (1,560,979) (1,560,979) 7505-2340
7520 Flood Control Zone #3B 22,859,984 22,859,984 21,007,043 (1,852,941) (1,852,941) 7520-2340
7521 Flood Control Zone #1 1,799,166 1,799,166 93,859 (1,705,307) (1,705,307) 7521-2340
7522 Flood Control Zone #2 1,081 1,081 564 (517) (517) 7522-5011
7526 Flood Control Zone #6A 17,923 17,923 17,923 (0) (0)
7527 Flood Control Zone #7 703,964 703,964 731,977 28,013 28,013 7527-2310
7530 Flood Control Zone #8 93,717 93,717 94,525 808 808 7530-2310
7531 Flood Control Zone #8A 315,692 315,692 316,996 1,304 1,304 7531-2310
7532 Flood Control Zone #9 142,897 142,897 131,517 (11,380) (11,380) 7532-2340
7534  Flood Control Drainage 37A 9,999 9,999 9,999 0 0
7535  Flood Control Drainage 33A 203,568 203,568 97,483 (106,085) (106,085) 7535-2340
7536 Flood Control Drainage 75A 242,452 242,452 300,547 58,095 58,095 7536-2310
7537 Flood Control Drainage 128 80,349 80,349 75,904 (4,445) (4,445) 7537-2340
7538 Flood Control Drainage 57 55,981 55,981 48,188 (7,793) (7,793) 7538-2340
7539  Flood Control Drainage 67 99,928 99,928 30,391 (69,537) (69,537) 7539-2340
7540 Flood Control Drainage 19A 35,392 35,392 36,348 956 956 7540-2310
7541 Flood Control Drainage 33B 9,490 9,490 8,720 (770) (770) 7541-2340
7542  Flood Control Drainage 76 257,183 257,183 278,206 21,023 21,023 7542-2310
7543  Flood Control Drainage 62 95,554 95,554 100,600 5,046 5,046 7543-2310
7544 Flood Control Drainage 72 18,348 18,348 20,818 2,470 2,470 7544-2310
7545 Flood Control Drainage 78 4,063 4,063 4,775 712 712 7545-5011
7546  Flood Control Drainage 30B 350,555 350,555 354,730 4175 4175 7546-2310
7547 Flood Control Drainage 44B 322,575 322,575 323,872 1,297 1,297 7547-2310
7548 Flood Control Drainage 29E 25,984 25,984 28,701 2,717 2,717 7548-2310
7549  Flood Control Drainage 52B 33,141 33,141 33,851 710 710 7549-3611
7550 Flood Control Drainage 290 17,403 17,403 17,426 23 23 7550-2310
7551 Flood Control Drainage 300 59,964 59,964 60,060 96 96 7551-2310
7552  Flood Control Drainage 13A 3,445,922 3,445,922 3,455,780 9,858 9,858 7552-2310
7553  Flood Control Drainage 52A 231,767 231,767 232,532 765 765 7553-2310

Attachment D
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7554
7555
7556
7557
7558
7559
7560
7561
7562
7563
7565
7566
7567
7568
7569
7570
7571
7572
7573
7574
7575
7576
7577
7578
7579
7580
7581
7582
7583
7584
7585
7586
7587
7588
7595
7597

DISTRICT

FLOOD CONTROL CON'T

Flood Control Drainage 10
Flood Control Drainage 29C
Flood Control Drainage 29D
Flood Control Drainage 30A
Flood Control Drainage 30C
Flood Control Drainage 15A
Flood Control Drainage 910
Flood Control Drainage 33C
Flood Control Drainage 130
Flood Control Drainage 127
Flood Control Drainage 40A
Flood Control Drainage 56
Flood Control Drainage 73
Flood Control Drainage 29G
Flood Control Drainage 29H
Flood Control Drainage 29J
Flood Control Drainage 52C
Flood Control Drainage 48C
Flood Control Drainage 48D
Flood Control Drainage 48B
Flood Control Drainage 67A
Flood Control Drainage 76A
Flood Control Drainage 520
Flood Control Drainage 46
Flood Control Drainage 55
Flood Control Drainage 1010
Flood Control Drainage 101A
Flood Control Drainage 1010A
Flood Control Drainage 16
Flood Control Drainage 52D
Flood Control Drainage 87
Flood Control Drainage 88
Flood Control Drainage 89
Flood Control Drainage 22
Flood Control Drainage 109
Flood Control Drainage 47

TOTAL FLOOD CONTROL

STORM DRAINAGE DISTRICTS

7594  Zone #19

TOTAL STORM DRAINAGE DISTRICTS

SCHEDULE C
RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET
FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATION AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016 2015-2016 FINAL
RECOMMENDED FINAL YEAR-END
BUDGET BUDGET FUND FUND RECOMMENDED
FUND FUND BALANCE BALANCE LINE ITEM CHANGES
BALANCE BALANCE AVAILABLE CHANGE AMOUNT B/U-ACCT
3,205,826 3,205,826 2,999,635 (206,191) (206,191)  7554-2340
272,955 272,955 194,782 (78,173) (78173)  7555-2340
35,089 35,089 31,008 (4,081) (4,081)  7556-2340
20,465 20,465 23,850 3,385 3385  7557-3611
1,692,379 1,692,379 1,699,286 6,907 6,907  7558-2310
149,146 149,146 124,524 (24,622) (24,622)  7559-2340
179,623 179,623 181,551 1,928 1,928 7560-5011
1,204 1,204 927 (277) @277)  7561-5011
18,654 18,654 0 (18,654) (18,654) 75625011
18,514 18,514 17,699 (815) (815)  7563-2340
359,326 359,326 359,794 468 468 7565-5011
8,105,932 8,105,932 7,208,977 (896,955) (896,955) 75662340
227,134 227,134 227,735 601 601 7567-2310
76,201 76,201 76,508 307 307 75682310
19,390 19,390 20,336 946 946 7569-2310
10,650 10,650 12,420 1,770 1,770 7570-2310
1,851,784 1,851,784 2,041,165 189,381 189,381  7571-2310
542,359 542,359 541,004 (1,355) (1,355)  7572-2340
22,768 22,768 18,522 (4,246) (4,246)  7573-2340
284,837 284,837 287,337 2,500 2500  7574-2310
208,382 208,382 261,875 53,493 53493 75752310
37,839 37,839 116,056 78217 78217 75762310
84,521 84,521 105,281 20,760 20760 75772310
1,139,108 1,139,108 1,172,723 33,615 33615 75783611
2,835,022 2,835,022 2,718,817 (116,205) (116,205)  7579-2340
614,343 614,343 639,745 25,402 25402 7580-2310
893,871 893,871 798,983 (94,888) (94,888)  7581-2340
152,966 152,966 220,304 67,338 67,338 7582-2310
1,071,588 1,071,588 922,108 (149,480) (149,480)  7583-2340
20,161 20,161 18,626 (1,535) (1535)  7584-2340
30,318 30,318 31,899 1,581 1581  7585-2310
21,946 21,946 22,665 719 719 7586-2310
19,351 19,351 21,046 1,695 1695  7587-2310
192,826 192,826 114,179 (78,647) (78,647)  7588-2340
6,745 6,745 6,638 (107) (107)  7595-2340
137,297 137,297 141,991 4,694 4694  7597-2310
61,181,602 61,181,602 54,819,392 (6,362,210) (6,362,210)
1,859 1,859 1,859 0 0
1,859 1,859 1,859 0 0
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7484
7501
7502
7503
7504
7507
7508
7509
7510
7511
7512
7513
7514
7515
7516
7517
7518
7519
7523
7525
7533
7596

7603
7605
7606
7607
7608
7609
7610
7611
7612
7613
7614
7615
7616
7617
7618
7619
7621
7622
7623

SCHEDULE C
RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET
FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATION AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016 2015-2016 FINAL
RECOMMENDED FINAL YEAR-END
BUDGET BUDGET FUND FUND RECOMMENDED
FUND FUND BALANCE BALANCE LINE ITEM CHANGES
DISTRICT BALANCE BALANCE AVAILABLE CHANGE AMOUNT B/U-ACCT

STORMWATER UTILITY DISTRICTS
CCC CFD 2007-1 Stormwater 39,902 39,902 34,569 (5,333) (5,333) 7484-2340
Stormwater Util A-1 Ant 115,984 115,984 104,617 (11,367) (11,367) 7501-2310
Stormwater Util A-2 Clyn 4,423 4,423 9,131 4,708 4,708 7502-2310
Stormwater Util A-3 Conc 109,569 109,569 87,616 (21,953) (21,953) 7503-2310
Stormwater Util A-4 Danv 15,503 15,503 24,471 8,968 8,968 7504-2310
Stormwater Util A-7 Laf 28,873 28,873 26,347 (2,527) (2,527) 7507-2310
Stormwater Util A-8 Mrtz 32,322 32,322 24,636 (7,686) (7,686) 7508-2310
Stormwater Util A-9 Mrga 16,317 16,317 21,321 5,004 5,004 7509-2310
Stormwater Util A-10 Orin 28,979 28,979 25,952 (3,028) (3,028) 7510-2310
Stormwater Util A-11 Pinl 21,643 21,643 36,698 15,055 15,055 7511-2310
Stormwater Util A-12 Pitt 87,704 87,704 75,785 (11,919) (11,919) 7512-2310
Stormwater Util A-13 PIH 21,717 21,717 32,134 4,417 4,417 7513-2310
Stormwater Util A-14 S Pb 25111 25111 33,960 8,849 8,849 7514-2310
Stormwater Util A-15 S Rm 32,681 32,681 37,353 4,672 4,672 7515-2310
Stormwater Util A-16 W Ck 36,450 36,450 23,704 (12,746) (12,746) 7516-2310
Stormwater Util A-17 Co 977,635 977,635 818,618 (159,017) (159,017) 7517-2310
Stormwater Util A-18 Okly 27,603 27,603 27,438 (165) (165) 7518-2310
Stormwater Util Admin 2,378,031 2,378,031 3,479,645 1,101,614 1,101,614 7519-2310
Stormwater Util A-19 Rich 109,646 109,646 80,847 (28,799) (28,799) 7523-3611
Stormwater Util A-5 EI C 28,422 28,422 44,581 16,159 16,159 7525-2310
Stormwater Util A-20 Brnt 95,651 95,651 48,643 (47,008) (47,008) 7533-3611
Stormwater Util A-6 Herc 4,685 4,685 28,319 23,634 23,634 7596-2310

TOTAL STORMWATER UTILITY DISTRICTS 4,244,851 4,244,851 5,126,385 881,534 881,534

SERVICE AREA-POLICE
Area P-6 Zone 502 0 0 4,372 4,372 4,372 7603-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1508 0 0 1,657 1,657 1,657 7605-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1614 0 0 1,487 1,487 1,487 7606-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1804 0 0 1,356 1,356 1,356 7607-3530
Area P-6 Zone 2201 0 0 1,365 1,365 1,365 7608-3530
Area P-6 Zone 501 0 0 2,108 2,108 2,108 7609-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1613 0 0 1,233 1,233 1,233 7610-3530
Area P-6 Zone 2200 0 0 700 700 700 7611-3530
Area P-6 Zone 2502 0 0 1,488 1,488 1,488 7612-3530
Area P-6 Zone 2801 0 0 1,498 1,498 1,498 7613-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1609 0 0 981 981 981 7614-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1610 0 0 700 700 700 7615-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1611 0 0 840 840 840 7616-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1612 0 0 1,404 1,404 1,404 7617-3530
Area P-6 Zone 2501 0 0 2,389 2,389 2,389 7618-3530
Area P-6 Zone 2800 0 0 1,405 1,405 1,405 7619-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1101 0 0 1,405 1,405 1,405 7621-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1803 0 0 846 846 846 7622-3530
Area P-6 Zone 1700 0 0 5,666 5,666 5,666 7623-3530

Attachment D

Page 14 of 18



7624
7626
7627
7628
7629
7630
7631
7632
7633
7634
7636
7637
7638
7639
7640
7641
7642
7643
7644
7645
7646
7647
7648
7649
7650
7652
7653
7654
7655
7656
7657
7658
7659
7661
7372
7671
7673
7674
7675
7680
7681
7682
7683

SCHEDULE C
RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET
FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATION AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016 2015-2016 FINAL
RECOMMENDED FINAL YEAR-END
BUDGET BUDGET FUND
FUND FUND BALANCE
DISTRICT BALANCE BALANCE AVAILABLE
SERVICE AREA-POLICE CON'T

Area P-6 Zone 2000 0 0 1,754
Area P-6 Zone 1505 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 1506 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 1001 0 0 700
P-6 Central Admin Base 0 0 7,826,228
Area P-6 Zone 1607 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 1504 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 2702 0 0 1,744
Area P-6 Zone 1606 0 0 853
Area P-6 Zone 1605 0 0 1,005
Area P-6 Zone 1503 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 400 0 0 858
Area P-6 Zone 702 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 1502 0 0 1,015
Area P-6 Zone 3100 0 0 864
Area P-6 Zone 2500 0 0 1,922
Area P-6 Zone 701 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 202 0 0 1,518
Area P-6 Zone 1501 0 0 1,190
Area P-6 Zone 1604 1,552 1,552 1,028
Area P-6 Zone 1801 0 0 1,028
Area P-6 Zone 2901 0 0 1,842
Area P-6 Zone 1603 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 1200 0 0 1,331
Police SVC- Crockett Cogen 48,079 48,079 756,637
Police Area 2 Danville 0 0 6,378
Area P-2 Zone A, Blackhawk 66,555 66,555 659,936
Area P-6 Zone 2902 0 0 1,684
Area P-5, Roundhill Area 45,180 45,180 15,717
Service Area PL6 178,990 178,990 1,379,394
Area P-2 Zone B, Alamo 67,187 67,187 218,401
Area P-6 Zone 206 0 0 1,515
Area P-6 Zone 207 0 0 1,274
Area P-6 Zone 200 0 0 1,470
Area P-6 Zone 211 0 0 700
Area P-6 Zone 209 0 0 816
Area P-6 Zone 1005 0 0 1,050
Area P-6 Zone P-7 201 0 0 5,628
Area P-6 Zone 2700 0 0 1,028
Area P-6 Zone 700 0 0 701
Area P-6 Zone 1100 0 0 867
Area P-6 Zone 1600 0 0 1,028
Area P-6 Zone 2601 0 0 1,033

FUND
BALANCE
CHANGE

1,754
700
700
700

7,826,208
700
700

1,744
853
1,005
700
858
700
1,015
864
1,922
700
1518
1,190
(524)
1,028
1,842
700
1,331
708,558
6,378
593,381
1,684
(29,463)
1,200,404
151,214
1515
1,274
1470
700
816
1,050
5,628
1,028
701
867
1,028
1,033

RECOMMENDED
LINE ITEM CHANGES

AMOUNT B/U-ACCT
1,754 7624-3530
700 7626-3530

700 7627-3530

700 7628-3530
7,826,228 7629-2479
700 7630-3530

700 7631-3530
1,744 7632-3530
853 7633-3530
1,005 7634-3530
700 7636-3530

858 7637-3530

700 7638-3530
1,015 7639-3530
864 7640-3530
1,922 7641-3530
700 7642-3530
1,518 7643-3530
1,190 7644-3530
(524) 7645-3530
1,028 7646-3530
1,842 7647-3530
700 7648-3530
1,331 7649-3530
708,558 7650-2160
6,378 7652-2310
593,381 7653-2479
1,684 7654-3530
(29,463) 7655-3611
1,200,404 7656-5011
151,214 7657-2479
1,515 7658-3530
1,274 7659-3530
1,470 7661-3530
700 7372-3530

816 7671-2479
1,050 7673-3530
5,628 7674-5016
1,028 7675-3530
701 7680-3530

867 7681-3530
1,028 7682-3530
1,033 7683-3530
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7684
7685
7687
7688
7689
7690
7693
7694
7695
7696
7697
7699
7700
7701
7703
7704
7705
7706
7707
7708
7709
7714
7715
7716
7
7718
7719
7720
7721
7722
7723
7724
7725
7726
721
7728
7746
7741
7748
7749
7745
7734
7741

SERVICE AREA-POLICE CON'T

DISTRICT

Area P-6 Zone 500

Area P-6 Zone 1000
Area P-6 Zone 2900
Area P-6 Zone 1006
Area P-6 Zone 1601
Area P-6 Zone 2300
Area P-6 Zone 1602
Area P-6 Zone 1800
Area P-6 Zone 2600
Area P-6 Zone 2701
Area P-6 Zone 1500
Area P-6 Zone 3000
Area P-6 Zone 503

Area P-6 Zone 3103
Area P-6 Zone 900

Area P-6 Zone 1509
Area P-6 Zone 3101
Area P-6 Zone 1615
Area P-6 Zone 1511
Area P-6 Zone 1510
Area P-6 Zone 203

Area P-6 Zone 1002
Area P-6 Zone 2602
Area P-6 Zone 204

Area P-6 Zone 1003
Area P-6 Zone 1201
Area P-6 Zone 2203
Area P-6 Zone 3001
Area P-6 Zone 3102
Area P-6 Zone 3104
Area P-6 Zone 504

Area P-6 Zone 2202
Area P-6 Zone 205

Area P-6 Zone 301

Area P-6 Zone 1004
Area P-6 Zone 2603
Area P-6 Zone 3002
Area P-6 Zone 3105
Area P-6 Zone 3106
Area P-6 Zone 3107
Area P-6 Zone 0210
Area P-6 Zone 1513
Area P-6 Zone 2604

FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATION AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016

RECOMMENDED

BUDGET
FUND
BALANCE

SCHEDULE C
RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016
FINAL
BUDGET
FUND
BALANCE

OO OO OO OO OO OO OO OO OO ODODODODODODODOD O OO ODODODODODOCDODODODODOO oo

OO OO OO OO OO OO OO OO OO ODODODODODODODOD O OO ODODODODODOCDODODOCDODO O oo

FINAL
YEAR-END
FUND
BALANCE
AVAILABLE

3,190
1,889
700
700
1,074
1,033
1,680
1,198
700
1,354
218
1,517
28,185
700
700
700
829
1,472
1,215
1,215
1,210
955
1,237
700
700
700
2,998
949
830
948
2,067
3,308
652
700
828
700
1,514
3,238
1,599
1,060
700
500
1,259

FUND
BALANCE
CHANGE

3,190
1,889
700
700
1,074
1,033
1,680
1,198
700
1,354
218
1,517
28,185
700
700
700
829
1,472
1,215
1,215
1,210
955
1,237
700
700
700
2,998
949
830
948
2,067
3,308
652
700
828
700
1,514
3,238
1,599
1,060
700
500
1,259

RECOMMENDED

LINE ITEM CHANGES
AMOUNT BIU-ACCT
3,190 7684-3530
1,889 7685-3530
700 7687-3530
700 7688-3530
1,074 7689-3530
1,033 7690-3530
1,680 7693-3530
1,198 7694-3530
700 7695-3530
1,354 7696-3530
218 7697-3530
1,517 7699-3530
28,185 7700-3530
700 7701-3530
700 7703-3530
700 7704-3530
829 7705-3530
1,472 7706-3530
1,215 7707-3530
1,215 7708-3530
1,210 7709-3530
955 7714-3530
1,237 7715-3530
700 7716-3530
700 7717-3530
700 7718-3530
2,998 7719-3530
949 7720-3530
830 7721-3530
948 7722-3530
2,067 7723-3530
3,308 7724-3530
652 7725-3530
700 7726-3530
828 7727-3530
700 7728-3530
1,514 7746-3530
3,238 7747-3530
1,599 7748-3530
1,060 7749-3530
700 7745-3530
500 7734-3530
1,259 7741-3530
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SCHEDULE C
RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET

FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATION AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016 2015-2016 FINAL
RECOMMENDED FINAL YEAR-END
BUDGET BUDGET FUND FUND RECOMMENDED
FUND FUND BALANCE BALANCE LINE ITEM CHANGES
DISTRICT BALANCE BALANCE AVAILABLE CHANGE AMOUNT B/U-ACCT
SERVICE AREA-POLICE CON'T
7742 " Area P-6 Zone 2605 0 0 67 67 67 7742-3530
7743 Area P-6 Zone 3003 0 0 923 923 923 7743-3530
7731 Area P-6 Zone 3108 0 0 700 700 700 7731-3530
7732 Area P-6 Zone 3109 0 0 1,206 1,206 1206 77323530
7733 Area P-6 Zone 3110 0 0 805 805 805  7733-3530
7730 Area P-6 Zone 3112 0 0 752 752 752 7730-3530
7735 Area P-6 Zone 1512 0 0 700 700 700 77353530
7736 Area P-6 Zone 1608 0 0 741 741 741 7736-3530
7737 Area P-6 Zone 1616 0 0 1,049 1,049 1,049 7737-3530
7738 Area P-6 Zone 1802 0 0 700 700 700 7738-3530
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-POLICE 407 543 407 543 11,025,902 10,618,359 10,618,359
SERVICE AREA-DRAINAGE
7602 Area D-2,Walnut Creek 317,155 317,155 319,168 2,013 2013 7602-2310
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-DRAINAGE 317,155 317,155 319,168 2,013 2,013
MISCELLANEOUS DISTRICTS
7771 Discovery Bay West Parking 17,382 17,382 23,916 6,534 6,534  7771-2479
7825 Contra Costa Water Agency 490,211 490,211 775,544 285,333 285333 7825-2479
TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS DISTRICTS 507,593 507,593 799,460 291,867 291,867
TOTAL PUBLIC PROTECTION 85,360,742 85,360,742 97,398,262 12,037,520 12,037,520
HEALTH AND SANITATION
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES
7405 Area EM-1, Zone A 0 0 (13,623) (13,623) (13,623)  7405-2479
7406 Area EM-1, Zone B 663,690 663,690 4,552,392 3,888,702 30888702  7406-2479
TOTAL EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 663,690 663,690 4,538,769 3,875,079 3,875,079
SANITATION DISTRICTS
7365 District #6 9,266 9,266 9266  7365-2479
TOTAL SANITATION DISTRICTS 0 0 9,266 9,266 9,266
TOTAL HEALTH AND SANITATION 663,690 663,690 4,548,035 3,884,345 3,884,345
EDUCATION
SERVICE AREA-LIBRARY
7702 Area LIB-2,El Sobrante 0 0 57,305 57,305 57,305  7702-3611
7710 Area LIB-10,Pinole 0 0 1,567 1,567 1,567 7710-3611
7712 Area LIB-12,Moraga 0 0 10,374 10,374 10374 7712-3611
7713 Area LIB-13,Ygnacio 0 0 82,746 82,746 82,746 7713-3611
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-LIBRARY 0 0 151,992 151,992 151,992
TOTAL EDUCATION 0 0 151,992 151,992 151,992
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SCHEDULE C
RECOMMENDED VS. FINAL BUDGET
FUND BALANCE CHANGES
APPROPRIATION AND ESTIMATED REVENUE RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR 2015-2016 FINAL BUDGET

2015-2016 2015-2016 FINAL
RECOMMENDED FINAL YEAR-END
BUDGET BUDGET FUND FUND RECOMMENDED
FUND FUND BALANCE BALANCE LINE ITEM CHANGES
DISTRICT BALANCE BALANCE AVAILABLE CHANGE AMOUNT B/U-ACCT
PUBLIC WAYS AND FACILITIES
SERVICE AREA-LIGHTING
7394 Area L-100, Countywide 5,462,302 5,462,302 5,545,336 83,034 83,034  7394-2479
7487 CCC CFD 2010-1 St Lightng 21,082 21,082 21,583 501 501  7487-5011
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-LIGHTING 5,483,384 5,483,384 5,566,919 83,535 83,535
SERVICE AREA-MISCELLANEOUS
7470 Area M-1, Delta Ferry 4288 4288 3,397 (891) (891)  7470-2479
7475 Area M-29, Dougherty Valley 5,852,641 5,852,641 5,382,269 (470,372) (470,372)  7475-2479
7476 Area M-31, PH BART 2,316 2,316 10,686 8,370 8370  7476-2310
7480 CSA T-1 Danville 1,886,859 1,886,859 1,934,363 47,504 47504 7480-2479
7485 No Rchmd Mtce CFD 2006-1 89,455 89,455 101,799 12,344 12,344 7485-2479
7486 Bart Trnsit VLG CFD 2008-1 186,180 186,180 188,037 1,857 1,857 7486-2479
7488 Area M-16, Clyde 4202 4202 9,021 4,819 4819  7488-5011
7489 Area M-17, Montalvin Manor 60,467 60,467 86,302 25,835 25835 74892310
7492 Area M-20, Rodeo 4731 4731 14,747 10,016 10,016 7492-2479
7496 Area M-23, Blackhawk 144,947 144,947 143,858 (1,089) (1,089)  7496-3580
7499 Area M-30 Danville 1,209 1,209 5,115 3,906 3906  7499-2479
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-MISCELLANEOUS 8,237,295 8,237,295 7,879,594 (357,701) (357,701)
SERVICE AREA-ROAD MAINTENANCE
7494 Area RD-4, Bethel Island 146,021 146,021 146,249 228 208 7494-2479
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-ROAD MAINTENANCE 146,021 146,021 146,249 228 228
TOTAL PUBLIC WAYS AND FACILITIES 13,866,700 13,866,700 13,592,762 (273,938) (273,938)
RECREATION/CULTURAL SVCS
SERVICE AREA-RECREATION
7757 Area R-9, El Sobrante 9,037 9,037 27,214 18,177 18177 T757-2479
7758 Area R-7,Zone A Alamo 3,366,662 3,366,662 3,503,579 136,917 136,917 7758-3620
7770 Area R-10, Rodeo 0 0 1,307 1,307 1,307 7770-2479
7980 Area R-8 Debt Svc, Walnut Creek 77,259 77,259 0 (77,259) (77,259)  7980-2479
TOTAL SERVICE AREA-RECREATION 3,452,958 3,452,958 3,532,100 79,142 79,142
TOTAL RECREATION/CULTURAL SVCS 3,452,958 3,452,958 3,532,100 79,142 79,142
TOTAL COUNTY SPECIAL DISTRICTS 103,344,090 103,344,090 119,223,151 15,879,061 15,879,061
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Preliminary Year End
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Reserve Classifications

Classification

Definition

Example

Non-spendable

Inherently non-spendable.

Inventories, Prepaid Items & Deposits

Restricted Source of constraint is external or the Lease Purchases, Mitigation revenues — Transfer
source is Board action passing a County Stations, Richmond Sanitary Service, Doherty
ordinance where the ordinance specifies Valley, Vehicle Theft, HOPWA, etc.
constraints on the funds by an underlying
Government code.

Committed Source of constraint is passing of an TOT Futures
ordinance with no external constraint on
the funds, and the constraint can only be
removed via the same Board action.

Assigned Items that can lapse or change without Encumbrances, equipment replacement, audit
Board action such as budget items or and litigation reserve, general fund capital
encumbrances that are not otherwise reserve, Venture Capital, CCTV, Medicare Part
restricted or committed and funds D, CMS, etc.
supported only by a Board order or
resolution.

Unassigned Total fund balance in the general fund in Residual net resources

excess of non-spendable, restricted,
committed, and assigned fund balance.




General Fund Balance

Nonspendable
Restricted
Committed
Assigned
Unassigned

Total Fund Balance

Total Fund Balance to Total Revenue

Taxes
Licenses, permits and franchise fees
Fines, forfeitures and penalties
Use of money and property
Intergovernmental
Charges for services
Other revenue
Total Revenues

2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 Change from
Actual Actual Actual Unaudited Prior Year
16,474,000 6,103,000 7,946,000 10,764,000 2,818,000
6,388,000 6,798,000 7,254,000 9,014,000 1,760,000
711,000 1,335,000 1,575,000 1,508,000 -67,000
47,246,000 57,754,000 78,136,000 94,170,000 16,034,000
81,541,000 115,518,000 142,293,000 182,895,000 40,602,000
152,360,000 187,508,000 237,204,000 298,351,000 61,147,000
13.39% 15.29% 18.28% 21.86% 3.58%
2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 Change from
Actual Actual Actual Unaudited Prior Year
286,122,000 294,155,000 314,670,000 336,788,000 22,118,000
11,344,000 10,737,000 11,678,000 13,623,000 1,945,000
15,131,000 28,016,000 29,357,000 27,944,000 -1,413,000
3,078,000 4,967,000 3,408,000 3,821,000 413,000
479,494,000 482,049,000 488,683,000 516,511,000 27,828,000
203,374,000 196,362,000 207,361,000 220,355,000 12,994,000
139,180,000 210,328,000 242,236,000 245,487,000 3,251,000
1,137,723,000 1,226,614,000 1,297,393,000 1,364,529,000 67,136,000




Unreserved/Unassigned Fund Balance
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Total Fund Balance as % of Revenues
As of June 30, 2014
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Available Fund Balance as % of Revenues
As of June 30, 2014
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Annual General Fund Debt Service Burden

as Percent of General Fund Revenues
As of June 30, 2014
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Alameda County had the highest annual debt service burden among the counties as measured by Annual General Fund Debt Service as
a Percent of General Fund Revenues. Contra Costa County had the second highest annual debt service burden followed closely by
Sacramento County. While the County improved upon this metric in the past couple of years, its relatively poor performance may
reflect the large decline in County revenues compared to the cohort counties due to prior weakness in assessed valuation performance.



Fiscal Year 2015-2016
Budget Adoption
September 15, 2015
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Contra Costa County
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Change in General Fund Actual Status
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Recent higher than ‘normal’ delinquency deposits into the Tax Losses Reserve have

Tax Losses Reserve Fund

allowed the County to:

Transfer larger annual amounts into the General Fund for general purpose;

Fund property tax related losses such as the FY 12-13 adverse decision regarding

Property Tax Administration Fees ($5.3 million) without impacting services in the

General Fund; and

Fund much needed facility repairs, which would otherwise be funded with

General Fund dollars.

Tax Losses  Delinquent Tax @  Reserve Balance
Fiscal Year Reserve Transfers June 30 @ June 30
FY 05-06 9,000,000 47,003,688 26,334,817
FY 06-07 8,000,000 97,323,762 33,558,844
FY 07-08 10,000,000 143,490,997 45,174,112
FY 08-09 9,000,000 129,971,278 66,209,174
FY 09-10 9,000,000 101,461,335 84,269,785
FY 10-11 12,000,000 78,164,109 94,110,127
FY 11-12 9,000,000 96,699,117 101,354,611
FY 12-13 22,304,000 58,162,000 96,423,523
FY 13-14 22,000,000 51,636,396 90,648,537
FY 14-15 Unaudited 22,000,000 46,986,870 84,019,204
Total Since 2005 $132,304,000

Budgeted FY 15-16

$22,000,000 [$12 M for general purpose; $10 M for facilities]
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Bargaining Contract Status

Total Number
of Employees

Currently Negotiating

California Nurses Association

California Nurses Association - Per Diem Unit
CCC Deputy District Attorneys” Association
Contra Costa County Defenders Association
IHSS SEIU - United Healthcare Workers West
Probation Peace Officers Association

Expired or Expiring as of September 10, 2015

Settled

AFSCME Local 2700, United Clerical, Technical and Specialized Employees
AFSCME Local 512, Professional and Technical Employees
Deputy Sheriff’s Association, Mgmt Unit and Rank and File Unit
District Attorney Investigator’s Association

IAFF Local 1230

Physicians and Dentists of Contra Costa

Professional & Technical Engineers — Local 21, AFL-CIO

Public Employees Union, FACS Site Supervisor Unit

Public Employees Union, Local One

SEIU Local 1021, Rank and File and Service Line Supervisors Units
United Chief Officers” Association

Western Council of Engineers

Management Classified & Exempt & Management Project

577
340
83
76

247 1,323

Contract

Expiration Date

14.2%

1,671
277

800
13
251

256
899
15
2,426
999
12
23
343 7,985

Total 9,308

7/31/2014
1/31/2013
6/30/2015
6/30/2015
10/31/2015
6/30/2015

6/30/2017
6/30/2016
6/30/2016
6/30/2016
6/30/2017
10/31/2016
6/30/2016
6/30/2016
6/30/2016
6/30/2016
6/30/2017
6/30/2017
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Reasons for Optimism

Positive Economic Qutlook

State Revenues Up

State Budget reasonably stable
Atfordable Care Act intact

7.5% growth AV revenue in 2015/16

Unemployment rate down to 5.2% (pre Great Recession rate)

Positive County Results

Structurally balanced Budget for fifth year in a row
OPEB managed

Minimal Lay Offs over past 5 years

Have begun pre-funding infrastructure needs

Fund balance increased

Standard & Poor’s Rating AAA

Stabilized AB 109 funding for Community Corrections Partnership (CCP)
Pension costs appear stable after 5 years of double digit increases

Authorized establishment of Laura’s Law to be in place effective Fall of 2016
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Reasons for Concern

Contra Costa County Economy will continue slow recovery
Extremely high number of vacant positions

High number of vacant key management positions

Labor Negotiations

e Pent-up demand for wages

* Health Insurance Costs

* Increased costs of benefits

Fund Infrastructure Needs (Repair & Maintenance)

Aging Technology — People Soft Upgrade

Unfunded Pension & Health Insurance Liability

Adequate funding for Public Safety Departments

Atfordable Care Act (ACA) May depend on who is the next President
CCC Fire Protection District — EMS Cooperation; Structure; and Funding
Doctors Medical Center Closure

Need to continue to Build Reserves for next economic downturn



Conclusion

Our ending fiscal condition continues to improve.
As a County, we will continue our focus on

0 Fiscal Health, Service Delivery, Efficiency &
Effectiveness

0 Employee training, Team & Organizational
Development

Continued efforts to avoid short term solutions and not
relying on one-time resources together with balanced
increases to employee compensation/benetfits is key to
retaining a structurally sound fiscal condition, which
will provide for sustainable growth in the future.
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Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: David Twa, County Administrator Cou nty

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: Appointment of the Public Administrator and Transferring the Office of the Public Administrator to the Health
Services Department

RECOMMENDATION(S):

1. ADOPT Resolution No. 2015/339, rescinding and superseding Resolution 84/346, to appoint William B. Walker,
M.D., to the Office of Public Guardian and the Office of Public Administrator, effective October 1, 2015, pursuant to
Government Code sections 27431 and 24011 and Ordinance No. 2015-20; and

2. APPROVE Appropriation Adjustment No. 5001 transferring $200,000 in appropriations and revenues from the
District Attorney’s Public Administrator budget (0364) and appropriating revenues and expenditures of $252,504
from the General Fund to the Health Services Department Public Administrator’s Office (0454) to cover the period of
October 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016; and

3. ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 21732 to add one (1) Deputy Public Administrator (AXFA) position
and add one part-time (20/40) Public Administrator Program Assistant (AXSD) position in the Health Services
Department, effective October 1, 2015.

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015
Contact: Enid Mendoza, (925) David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
335-1039

By:, Deputy

cc:



FISCAL IMPACT:

The Public Administrator receives revenue from probate case fees paid by the estates they manage. The amount
of these fees is established by the Probate Code and based on the value of each estate, pursuant to Cal. Prob.
Code, §§ 10800, 10810. In addition to statutory fees, the Court, upon request, may award the Public Administrator
extraordinary fees for such extra work as selling real and personal property, petitioning for determination of
heirship, litigation to collect assets, and defending actions against the estate and other similar matters (Cal. Prob.
Code, §§ 10801, 10811). We anticipate that the Public Administrator’s office will generate about $200,000 in
revenues during fiscal year 2015-16.

The addition of 1.5 FTEs will require approximately $189,000 in General Fund monies for salaries and benefits.

Approximately $37,600 will be required for services and supplies expenditures in the Public Administrator’s
Office.

BACKGROUND:

The County Administrator’s Office recognizes that the Public Guardian and the Public Administrator perform
closely related and similar duties. Both officials protect and manage the estates of descendants and at-risk
individuals who are unable to make decisions. Both offices’ duties and routines are governed by the same or
similar laws, court rules and procedures; and both are regulated by and appear before the Probate Court.
Therefore, the County Administrator’s Office believes that the transfer of the Public Administrator to the Health
Services Department will be conducive to County operations.

On August 18, 2015, the County Administrator proposed to the Board of Supervisors the transition of the Public
Administrator functions to the Health Services Department. The Board of Supervisors therefore considered and
approved the introduction of Ordinance No. 2015-20, which proposed to amend the County Ordinance Code and
separate the Office of the Public Administrator from the Office of the District Attorney. On August 25, 2015, the
Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. 2015-20, separating the Office the Public Administrator from the
District Attorney’s Office.

As proposed on both August 18 and 25, 2015, the County Administrator is now returning to the Board of
Supervisors for approval of the actions stated in the recommendations of this Board Order to appoint the Health
Services Director as the Public Guardian and as the Public Administrator, and administratively transfer the fiscal
and personnel functions of the Office of the Public Administrator to the Health Services Department, effective
October 1, 2015.

In order to effectively transfer the Public Administrator functions to the Health Services Department, the County
Administrator’s Office has determined that the addition of 1.5 FTEs and increased services and supplies will be
necessary to support the operations of the Public Administrator’s Office. The additional 1.5 FTEs and operational
expenditures will require additional General Fund monies in the Public Administrator’s Office. It is anticipated
that the additional FTEs will support operational efficiencies that could generate additional revenues, which
would offset some of the additional general fund monies being requested.

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 2015/339
Resolution No. 84/346

Ordinance No. 2015-20
Appropriation Adjustment No. 5001
P300 No. 21732




THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board
Adopted this Resolution on 09/15/2015 by the following vote:

AYE:

NO:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:
Resolution No. 2015/339

In the Matter of Appointing William B. Walker, M.D., Director of Health Services, as the Public Guardian and Public
Administrator.

WHEREAS, on December 13, 1983, the Board of Supervisors appointed William B. Walker, M.D., as the Public Guardian
pursuant to Ordinance Code Section 24-25.002; and

WHEREAS, in 2014, the Legislature enacted SB 803, to amend Government Code section 24011 to allow Contra Costa County
to separate the offices of district attorney and public administrator, and to convert the office of the public administrator from an
elected to an appointed position in order to allow the County to appoint the same person to the offices of the public administrator
and public guardian; and

WHEREAS, on August 25, 2015, the Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. 2015-20, amending the County Ordinance
Code to separate the Office of the Public Administrator from the Office of the District Attorney and changing the Office of the
Public Administrator to an appointive office, effective October 1, 2015; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2015/339 rescinds and supersedes Resolution No. 84/346, which was adopted by the Board of
Supervisors on June 12, 1984.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that William B. Walker, M.D. is appointed Public Guardian and Public Administrator
pursuant to Government Code sections 27431 and 24011 and Ordinance Code No. 2015-20.

T 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: September 15,2015

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

Contact: Enid Mendoza, (925) 335-1039

By:, Deputy

ccC:



Fitiard des D e R e 1 Hem ot A oL ' § e T L i e e A 8 S = o snbn 4n - e

C e asaaen

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Adopted this Order on w . - . by the following vote:
AYES: Supervisors Powers, Fahden, Schroder, Torlakson.

NOEs:  Nome.
ABSENT: Supervisor McPesk,
ABSTAIN: None. RESOLUTION NO. 84/ 346

SUBJECT:  pppointment of Public Guardian

The Board on December 13, 1983 having accepted the resignation of
Arnold S, Leff, M.D., as Director of Health Services and, therefore, as Public
Guardian; and

The Board on December 13, 1983 having appointed William B. Walker, M.D.
as Acting Health Services Director, effective December 17, 1983; and

The Board on February 7, 1984 having adopted
amends Contra Costa Ordinance Code Section 24-25.002 to provide tha e Board
of Supervisors appoint the Public Guardian by resolution rather than by
ordinance;

IT IS BY THE BOARD
Public Guardian pursuant toif

.D. is appointed

1 ieroby cartify that this is a true and correctcopy of
an action taken and entered on the minutes of the
Board of SU‘parvllzt on the date shown.

4

ATTESTED: _ Mt3el [ % /98

J:R. OLSSON, COUNTY CLERK
and ex officio Clerk of the Board

By , Doputy

Orig. Dept.:  County Administrator
cc: County Counsel
Acting Health Services Director

RESOLUTION NO. 84/ 346



ORDINANCE NO. 2015-20

(An Ordinance to Separate the Office of the Public Administrator from the Office
of the District Attorney and Change the Office of Public Administrator to an
Appointive Office.)

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: SUMMARY. This ordinance amends the County Ordinance Code to separate
the office of public administrator from the office of the district attorney and change the office
of public administrator to an appointive office.

SECTION lI: Chapter 24-25 of the County Ordinance Code, including Section 24-25.002,
is repealed in its entirety.

SECTION lll: From and after the effective date of this ordinance, the office of the public
administrator is separated from the office of district attorney and the office of public
administrator, and the office of public guardian will be filled by appointment of the board of
supervisors. Chapter 24-14 is retitled and amended to read as follows:

Chapter 24-14
PUBLIC GUARDIAN AND PUBLIC ADMINISTRATOR

Section 24-14.002 Office, pay, appointment

The office of public guardian is created in this county. The office of the public
administrator is separated from the office of the district attorney and is made an
appointive office pursuant to Government Code section 24011. The office of the
public administrator and the office of the public guardian shall be filled by board
appointment by resolution. The public guardian and public administrator shall
not receive any compensation for services as such. The board of supervisors
determines that it is in the best interests of the County to waive the
requirements of Government Code section 24001 for appointment to the office
of the public guardian and the office of the public administrator. (Ords. 2015-
20,§3,84-48§1,81-81§2,71-110§ 2 68-59§ 2,68-45§ 1, 1192. 1172))

ORDINANCE NO. 2015-20

1



SECTION IV: EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance becomes effective on October 1, 2015,
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 Augupt 25 2015 by the following vote:
AYES: Gioia, Andersen, Piepho, Mitchoff
NOES: None

ABSENT: Glover
ABSTAIN: None

ATTEST: DAVID TWA, Clerk of
the Board and County Administrator

By - / _ f//j’/}%m

Deputy U Board Chair

W
[SEAL]

SLAla

H:\Ordinances\PublicAdministratorPublicGuardian V4 7-31-15FINAL.doc

ORDINANCE NO. 2015-20

2



AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT ' BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TIC 27 [ ] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: 0364 - District Attorney/Public Administrator
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE

0364 1011 Permanent Salaries 122,726| 00

0364 1015 Deferred comp 765| 00

0364 1042 FICA/Medicare 11,979] 00

0364 1043 Ret Exp-Pre 97 Retirees 482| 00

0364 1044 Retirement Expense 43,828( 00

0364 1060 Employee Group Insurance 22,688 00

0364 1061 Retiree Health Insurance 8,995| 00

0364 1062 |OPEB Pre-Pay 12,090 00

0364 1063 Unemployment Insurance 368| 00

0364 1070 Workers Comp Insurance 1,648| 00

0364 2315 Data Processing Services 23| 00

0364 2326 Information Security Charges 204| 00

0364 2479 Other Departmental Charges 25,796

TOTALS 225,796| 00 25,796 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: Transfer of Public Administrator from the District Attorney to

BY:

OW /ﬁ/’r

DATE_

L 4

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR:

the Health Services Department. General Fund appropriation

remains with the District Attorney.

BY: MOdO pare_T]A s
@)
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
()
’b‘za 5o, X <7 Sr. Dep Co Admin /////S
<7 SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
APPROPRIATION APOO 5(0I
BY: DATE ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

(Deputy)
(M129 Rev 2/86)




CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

BY:

DATE JOURNAL NO.

TIC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: 0364 - District Attorney/Public Administrator
REVENUE
ORGANIZATION| ACCOUNT REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
0364 9690 Estate Fees 200,000 00
TOTALS 00 200,000/ 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER; -
s alalig
BY: DATE
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR:
BY: M W"‘-dﬁ(év DATE q/qle
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:
YES:
NO:
(bd@m Sr. Dep. Co. Adm. ?/7//.{”
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
REVENUEADJ. RACO 500




CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

TIC 27

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

[ ] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: 0454 - Heal

th Services/Public Administrator

EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0454 1011 Permanent Salaries 221,964| 00
0454 1015 Deferred comp 1,785| 00
0454 1042 FICA/Medicare 19,570| 00
0454 1043 Ret Exp-Pre 97 Retirees 482| 00
0454 1044 Retirement Expense 79,874 00
0454 1060 Employee Group Insurance 62,352 00
0454 1061 Retiree Health Insurance 8,995| 00
0454 1062 OPEB Pre-Pay 12,090| 00
0454 1063 Unemployment Insurance 672| 00
0454 1070 Workers Comp Insurance 7,111} 00
Continued on next page
SUB-TOTAL 0| 00 414,895| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: Transfer of Public Administrator from the District Attorney to
\1" 9lalis
BY: ! DATE

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR:

BY: M‘(\/\Mimé\, oate_ 4l (s

the Health Services Department.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:

YES:

NO:

BY: DATE
(Deputy)

(M129 Rev 2/86)

¥ SIGNATURE
APPROPRIATION
ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

| T %
( /L/,\MT/ piri<r{__Sr.Dep ?ngLéAdmin 7r/7//f

Apoo  K((|

DATE




AUDITOR-CONTROLLER USE ONLY

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FINAL APPROVAL NEEDED BY:
APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
T/IC 27 [:] COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: 0454 - Health Services/Public Administrator
EXPENDITURE
ORGANIZATION | SUB-ACCOUNT EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION <DECREASE> INCREASE
0454 2100 Office Expense 1,500{ 00
0454 2102 Books-Periodicals-Subscriptions 1,500] 00
0454 2110 Communications 1,000| 00
0454 2111 Telephone Exchange Service 970( 00
0454 2131 Minor Furniture/Equipment 1,500( 00
0454 2132 Minor Computer Equipment 3,000| 00
0454 2250 Rents and Leases-Equipment 2,100| 00
0454 2251 Computer Software Costs 5,000( 00
0454 2262 Building Occupancy Costs 8,400| 00
0454 2301 Autom Mileage Employees 4,750| 00
0454 2303 Other Travel Employees 1,610| 00
0454 2310 Non County Professional/Specialized Services 1,000( 00
0454 2315 Data Process Services 75( 00
0454 2326 Inforamtion Security Charges 204| 00
454 2479 Other Special Departmental Expenses 5,000( 00
SUB-TOTAL FROM PAGE 1 414,895 00
GRAND TOTAL 0| 00 452,504 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER: Transfer of Public Administrator from the District Attorney to
BY: ) DATE ! /7/“ the Health Services Department.

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR:

BY: MW DATE q!”\!\ﬁ

/_\A\ )

. /';_),.»z/\z»; K |&7t27  Sr. Dep Co Admin 9/6//,(/

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:

YES:

NO:

BY: DATE
(Deputy)

(M129 Rev 2/86)

V= SIGNATURE
approprIATION  APOO K01
ADJ. JOURNAL NO.

TITLE ” DATE




CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
ESTIMATED REVENUE ADJUSTMENT

TIC 24
ACCOUNT CODING BUDGET UNIT: 0454 - Health Services/Public Administrator
REVENUE
ORGANIZATION| ACCOUNT REVENUE ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION INCREASE <DECREASE>
0454 9690 Estate Fees 200,000| 00
0005 8981 Fund Balance Available 252,504| 00
TOTALS 452,504| 00 0| 00
APPROVED EXPLANATION OF REQUEST
AUDITOR,CONJROLLER:
_ qlalis - -
BY: 4 DATE Budget appropriaitons for fee revenue to be recevied in new
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR: unit. Public Administrator functions are being transferred from
BY: M Y\M‘/‘% DATE ql q '5 the District Attorny to the Health Services Department.
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: 0
YES:
NO:
< . K e Sr. Dep. Co. Adm. ?/7//5'—
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
REVENUEADJ. RAOO 500!
BY: DATE JOURNAL NO.




POSITION ADJUSTMENT REQUEST
NO. 21732
DATE 8/15/15
Department No./
Department HEALTH SERVICES-Public Admin Budget Unit No. 0454 Org No. 0454 Agency No. A18

Action Requested: Add one Deputy Public Administrator (AXFA) and one half time (20/40) Public Administrator Program
Assistant (AXSD) in the Health Services Department

Proposed Effective Date: 10/1/15
Classification Questionnaire attached: Yes [ ] No [X] / Cost is within Department’s budget: Yes X No []
Total One-Time Costs (non-salary) associated with request: $0.00
Estimated total cost adjustment (salary / benefits / one time):

Total annual cost $189,327.00 Net County Cost $189,327.00
Total this FY $141,995.00 N.C.C.thisFY  $141,995.00

SOURCE OF FUNDING TO OFFSET ADJUSTMENT General Fund

Department must initiate necessary adjustment and submit to CAO.
Use additional sheet for further explanations or comments.
William Walker

(for) Department Head

REVIEWED BY CAO AND RELEASED TO HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT

Dorothy Sansoe 8/17/2015

Deputy County Administrator Date

HUMAN RESOURCES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS DATE
Exempt from Human Resources review under delegated authority.

Amend Resolution 71/17 establishing positions and resolutions allocating classes to the Basic / Exempt salary schedule.

Effective: [X] Day following Board Action.

U] (Date)
(for) Director of Human Resources Date
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: DATE 9/4/15
] Approve Recommendation of Director of Human Resources
[] Disapprove Recommendation of Director of Human Resources Dorothy Sansoe

X Other: Approve as requested

(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



Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works Director/Chief Engineer Cou nty

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: APPROVE the Las Trampas Creek Repair at Boulevard Way Bridge Project and related actions under the California
Environmental Quality Act.

RECOMMENDATION(S):
APPROVE the Las Trampas Creek Repair at Boulevard Way Bridge Project (Project), as recommended by the
Public Works Director, Walnut Creek area, [County Project No. 0672-6U2507, DCD-CP#12-35] (District II), and

DETERMINE the Project is a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Class 1(c) Categorical Exemption,
pursuant to Article 19, Section 15301 of the CEQA Guidelines, and

DIRECT the Director of Conservation and Development to file a Notice of Exemption with the County Clerk, and

AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director to arrange for payment of a $25 fee to Conservation and Development for
processing, and a $50 fee to the County Clerk for filing the Notice of Exemption.

FISCAL IMPACT:
100% Local Road Funds.

BACKGROUND:

A scour hole approximately 3 feet deep, 45 feet long and 20 feet wide has developed on the upstream side of
Boulevard Way Bridge around the column footings. The streambed has scoured down to sandstone bedrock and may
eventually impact the mid-span bridge column footings. There is also scouring at the toe of the slope of

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015

Contact: A. Nattkemper, Environmental David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
(925) 313-2364

By: , Deputy

cc: A. Nattkemper, Environmental Services, L. Mangabay, Finance, H. Finch, Maintenance Division



BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)

the south bridge abutment, which is armored with grouted riprap. The scour is approximately 50 feet long, 2 feet
deep and extends approximately 3 feet horizontally under the riprap. The Project consists of filling the scour hole
upstream of the bridge’s mid-span column and at the toe of the slope along the south abutment with riprap.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Delay in approving the Project may result in a delay of construction.
CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

ATTACHMENTS
CEQA Documents




Contra PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Costa INITIAL STUDY OF
County ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE
PROJECT NUMBER: 0672-6U2507
CP# 12-35
PROJECT NAME: Las Trampas Creek Repair at Boulevard Way Bridge
DA
PREPARED BY: Alex Nattkemper ‘JQU DATE: July 7, 2015
APPROVED BY: T & DATE: _7- 14 —i5
RECOMMENDATIONS:
[X] Categorical Exemption [Class 1(c)] [] Negative Declaration
[ ] Environmental Impact Report Required [ ] Conditional Negative Declaration

The project will not have a significant effect on the environment. The recommendation is based on the
following: The project consists of repair of an existing public structure, involving negligible or no expansion of use
beyond what is previous existing; pursuant to section 15301(c) of the CEQA guidelines. The project will not result

in the removal of any scenic resource.
What changes to the project would mitigate the identified impacts: N/A

USGS Quad Sheet: Walnut Creek Base Map Sheet #: P-13 Parcel #: 185-290-030, 185-230-049,
184-150-020, 184-150-019

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS:

1. Location: The project is located 0.2 mile north of Olympic Boulevard near the City of Walnut Creek where Boulevard
Way Bridge spans Las Trampas Creek [Figures 1-3].

2. Project Description: The purpose of this project is to stabilize and protect the bridge's columns and abutment within
Las Trampas Creek from current and future scouring. A scour hole has developed on the upstream side of the bridge
around the column footings. The stream bed material loss is approximately 3 feet deep, 45 feet long and 20 feet wide at
its widest point. The streambed has scoured down to sandstone bedrock in many places and may eventually impact the
mid-span bridge column footings. There is also scouring at the toe of the slope of the south bridge abutment, which is
armored with grouted riprap. The scour is approximately 50 feet long, 2 feet deep and extends approximately 3 feet
horizontally under the riprap. The Project consists of filling the scour hole upstream of the bridge’s mid-span column and
at the toe of the slope along the south abutment with riprap. Excavation will need to be performed to establish a 5-foot
wide by 2-foot deep "key" for the rock rip-rap at the toe of the slope. Dewatering of the creek is required to conduct the
work, which would extend approximately 60 feet upstream and 40 feet downstream of the bridge. Dewatering could
require operating pumps overnight. However, low volume or muffled pumps will be used to reduce potential for noise
disruption. Construction will occur during the dry season between June 1 and October 15 and is expected to be
completed within 20 working days. The work area will be accessed via the creek bank from the upstream side of the
south bridge abutment, approximately 20 feet wide by 40 feet long. Low impact equipment (i.e., Spyder excavator) and
worker personnel will use this access route. Materials will be lowered into the work area from a crane operating from the
bridge deck. A staging area for materials, equipment, and vehicles will be located outside of the stream zone along the
east side of Boulevard Way south of the bridge within the County’s road right-of-way (ROW). While traffic control will be
required, lane closure is not anticipated. Emergency vehicles will have access at all times. It will be necessary to acquire
temporary rights-of-entry permits from two property owners upstream and two property owners downstream of the
project. Although not anticipated, utility relocations or adjustments may be necessary. Vegetation removal will include a
few small trees less than 4 inches in diameter at breast height located in the south embankment area and a few
landscaped plants within the County ROW along the edge of the road. If tree trimming is necessary, branches will be cut
cleanly. Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) fencing will be installed to clearly define the project limits and impact
area. No impact beyond the ESA fencing will be allowed and a clean worksite will be maintained. Avoidance and-—-
Minimization Measures will be implemented to minimize potential for impacts to water quality and wildlife and will be *
consistent with the Programmatic Agreement between the USFWS and the USACE to minimize potential impacts to
California red-legged frog. These measures will include, but are not limited to, best management practices to avoid
transporting sediment out of the project area, pre-construction surveys and having a biological monitor onsite. As such,
no impacts to aquatic or terrestrial species are anticipated as a result of the project.

3. Does it appear that any feature of the project will generate significant public concern?
[]Yes [X]No [_]maybe (Nature of concem):

4. Will the project require approval or permits by other than a County agency?

Yes []No U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regional Water Quality Control Board, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
and California Department of Fish and Wildlife

5. s the project within the Sphere of Influence of any city? Walnut Creek

\\pw-data\grpdata\engsvc\ENVIRO\TransEng\Boulevard Way Bridge Scour Repair Project\2014\CEQA\Blvd. Way Bridge Initial Study (Cat. Ex).docx
Form updated: December 2014
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- Boulevard Way Bridge Vicinity




" Boulevard Way Bridge Site Map




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

[X] County Clerk
County of: Contra Costa

Project Title: Las Trampas Creek Repair at Boulevard Way Bridge, Project No. 0672-6U2507 & CP# 12-35

Project Applicant: Contra Costa County Public Works Department

Project Location — Specific: The project is located 0.2 miles north of Olympic Boulevard near the City of Walnut Creek
where Boulevard Way Bridge spans Las Trampas Creek.

Project Location: Unincorporated Cominunity of Saranap Project Location — County: Contra Costa

Description of Nature, Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project:

The purpose of this project is to stabilize and protect the bridge's columns and abutment within Las Trampas Creek from current and future
scouring. A scour hole has developed on the upstream side of the bridge around the column footings. The stream bed material loss is
approximately 3 feet deep, 45 feet long and 20 feet wide. The streambed has scoured down to sandstone bedrock and may eventually
impact the mid-span bridge column footings. There is also scouring at the toe of the slope of the south bridge abutment, which is armored
with grouted riprap. The scour is approximately 50 feet long, 2 feet deep and extends approximately 3 feet horizontally under the riprap. The
Project consists of filling the scour hole upstream of the bridge’s mid-span column and at the toe of the slope along the south abutment with
riprap. This requires dewatering of the creek, which would extend approximately 60 feet upstream and 40 feet downstream of the bridge,
and could require operating pumps overnight. However, low volume or muffled pumps will be used to reduce potential for noise disruption.
Construction will occur between June 1 and October 15 and is expected to be completed within 20 working days. The work area will be
accessed via the creek bank from the upstream side of the south bridge abutment. Low impact equipment and worker personnel will use this
access route. Materials will be lowered into the work area from a crane operating from the bridge deck. A staging area for materials,
equipment, and vehicles will be located along the east side of Boulevard Way south of the bridge within the County’s road right-of-way
(ROW). While traffic control will be required, lane closure is not anticipated. Emergency vehicles will have access at all times. It will be
necessary to acquire temporary rights-of-entry permits from four property owners. Although not anticipated, utility relocations or adjustments
may be necessary. A few small trees less than 4 inches in diameter in the south embankment area and a few landscaped plants within the
County ROW will be removed. Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) fencing will be installed to clearly define the project limits and impact
area. No impact beyond the ESA fencing will be allowed. Avoidance and Minimization Measures will be implemented to minimize potential
for impacts to water quality and wildlife and will be consistent with the Programmatic Agreement between the USFWS and the USACE to
minimize potential impacts to California red-legged frog. These measures include erosion control, pre-construction surveys and having a
biological monitor onsite. As such, no impacts to aquatic or terrestrial species are anticipated as a result 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; X1 categorical Exemption: Class 1(c)
[ ] Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a)); [] Other Statutory Exemption, Code No.:
[] Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c)); [] General Rule of Applicability [Article 5, Section 15061 (b)(3)]

Reasons why project is exempt: The project consists of repair to an existing bridge; pursuant to section 15301(c) of the
CEQA guidelines. The project will not result in the removal of any scenic resource.

Lead Agency Contact Person: Alex Nattkemper - Public Works Dept. Area Code/Telephone/Extension: (925) 313-2364

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? X Yes [1No

Signature: Date: Title:

[] Signed by Lead Agency [] Signed by Applicant
AFFIDAVIT OF FILING AND POSTING

| declare that on | 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
Public Works Department [JEIR-$3,069.75 Total Due: $75.%
255 Glacier Drive ] Neg. Dec. - $2,210.9 Total Paid $
Martinez, CA 94553 [C] DeMinimis Findings - $0
Attn: Alex Nattkemper X county Clerk - $50 Receipt #:
Environmental Services Division [X] Conservation & Development - $25

Phone: (925) 313-2364

\\pw-data\grpdata\engsvc\ENVIRO\TransEng\Boulevard Way Bridge Scour Repair Project\2014\CEQA\BIvd. Way Bridge NOE.doc Form Revised: December 2014



Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: Julia R. Bueren, Public Works Director/Chief Engineer Cou nty

2 O

Date: September 15, 2015

Subject: APPROVE the Vasco Road Embankment Repair Project and related actions under the California Environmental
Quality Act.

RECOMMENDATION(S):
APPROVE the Vasco Road Embankment Repair Project (Project), as recommended by the Public Works Director,
Byron area, [County Project No. 0672-6U2319, DCD-CP#15-24] (District I1I), and

DETERMINE the Project is a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Class 1(c) Categorical Exemption,
pursuant to Article 19, Section 15301 of the CEQA Guidelines, and

DIRECT the Director of Conservation and Development to file a Notice of Exemption with the County Clerk, and

AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director to arrange for payment of a $25 fee to Conservation and Development for
processing, and a $50 fee to the County Clerk for filing the Notice of Exemption.

FISCAL IMPACT:
100% Local Road Funds.

APPROVE | | oTHER

|:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Action of Board On: 09/15/2015 |:| APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

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: September 15,2015

Contact: A. Nattkemper, Environmental David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
(925) 313-2364

By: , Deputy

cc: L. Mangabay, Finance, A. Nattkemper, Environmental Services, B. Louis, Maintenance, M. Cordis, Maintenance



BACKGROUND:

The purpose of this Project is to repair severe erosion along the road embankment and replace sections of a
damaged concrete ditch in two locations within the right of way of Vasco Road in order to redirect the drainage
back toward a perennial tributary of Brushy Creek, as originally intended by embankment construction. The

Project consists of excavating, benching, and compacting the eroded areas so that fill composed of native material
can be deposited at these locations. The failed concrete ditch material will be recycled by breaking it up and
incorporating it into the fill as riprap. The concrete ditch will then be reconstructed with a 12” tall, 6” wide

concrete salamander barrier spanning the entire length of the ditch on the uphill side. The barbed wire fence along
the right of way will be replaced. The disturbed areas will be planted with native seed after construction is complete.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Delay in approving the Project may result in a delay of construction.
CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:

ATTACHMENTS
CEQA Documents




Contra PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Costa INITIAL STUDY OF
County ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE

PROJECT NUMBER: 0672-6U2319
CP# 15-24

PROJECT NAME: Vasco Road Embanl\<ment Repair

PREPARED BY: Alex Nattkemper ‘ DATE: July 9, 2015
-4 P .

APPROVED BY: ,% = DATE: __ 72-20-15

RECOMMENDATIONS:

X] Categorical Exemption [Class 1(c)] [] Negative Declaration

[ ] Environmental Impact Report Required [] Conditional Negative Declaration

The project will not have a significant effect on the environment. The recommendation is based on the
following: The project consists of repair of an existing public structure (concrete ditch) pursuant to section
15301(c) of the CEQA guidelines. The project will not result in the removal of any scenic resource.

What changes to the project would mitigate the identified impacts: N/A
[ USGS Quad Sheet: Byron Hot Springs | Base Map Sheet #: V-25 | Parcel #: NIA |

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS:

1. Location: The project is located on the north side of Vasco Road, approximately 0.7 mile northeast from the County line,
in the Byron area [Figures 1-3].

2. Project Description: The purpose of this project is to repair severe erosion along the road embankment and replace
sections of a damaged concrete ditch in two <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>