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Established in 1992, Sustainable San Mateo County (SSMC) is dedicated 

to the long-term health of our county’s economy, environment, and social 

equity.  Every year SSMC publishes this indicators report in order to raise 

awareness of sustainability in our county and improve our ability to make 

sound decisions for the benefit of future generations.  It is the only countywide 

report that tracks major economic, social, and environmental issues in one 

document.  In addition to publishing the indicators report, SSMC hosts 

an annual sustainability awards program to recognize San Mateo County 

businesses, community groups, and individuals that have demonstrated an 

outstanding commitment to bringing sustainable practices to their work.

Sustainable San Mateo County 
177 Bovet Road, Sixth Floor, San Mateo, CA 94402

650-638-2323 • advocate@sustainablesanmateo.org  
www.sustainablesanmateo.org
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About This Report
This is the thirteenth annual edition of Indicators for a Sustainable San Mateo County!  
This report tracks data on 33 different “indicators,” or trends, each of which affects the 
health and prosperity of our county.  It also highlights actions cities in the county are 
taking to move toward a more sustainable future.  Are we better off now than we were 
yesterday?  

This annual report strives to stimulate a communitywide dialogue about the long-
term health of the county.  By design, it covers a wide range of topics, from child care 
availability to water quality, disaster preparedness to community health.  And though we 
present diverse sources of data, each indicator shares a common thread: they all impact 
the economy, environment, and social equity of our community—the so called “triple 
bottom line” of sustainability.  Propelled by the philosophy that “what gets measured 
gets managed,” this report aims to both educate the community about sustainability and 
bring the concept of sustainability into the mainstream of countywide decision making.

Though this is our thirteenth year in print, each year we add or subtract indicators, based 
on the availability of data and the level of interest within the community.  The exclusion 
of any indicators that have been analyzed in previous editions does not reflect our belief 
that those indicators are no longer important, but rather the unavailability of new data or 
lack of print space to accommodate them.  New to the report this year is our Key Indicator, 
“Transportation: Infrastructure and Efficiency,” an issue that we believe deserves extra 
attention because of its importance to San Mateo County’s future.

By providing fact-based information about local trends over time, this report improves 
our ability to make sound decisions for the benefit of current and future generations.  
It is distributed to government policy makers, Chambers of Commerce, environmental 
organizations, human services agencies, civic groups, businesses, individuals, and others.  

This report would not be possible without the dedication of dozens of local volunteers, 
each of whom gave many hours of their valuable time and energy.  They research, edit, 
and layout the pages that follow.  We are extremely grateful for their assistance and the 
financial contributions of our sponsors.

Cover Photos
Belmont Farmer’s Market:  Farmers’ markets provide a retail outlet for farmers to sell 
locally grown produce to local consumers.   Farmers’ markets reduce the travel distance 
between the farm and the consumer which reduces carbon emissions and retail price, 
while increasing the freshness of the produce.  Photograph courtesy of Pacific Coast 
Farmers’ Market Association.

California High Speed Rail:  An artist’s rendition of the high speed rail traveling along the 
bay, just south of San Francisco.  When completed, the high speed rail system will allow 
passengers to travel between San Francisco and Los Angeles in just 2 1⁄2 hours, using 
1/3 the energy of air travel and 1/5 the energy of an automobile going the same distance.  
Courtesy of California High Speed Rail Authority and NC3D.  

Yerba Buena Gardens:  Winner of a 2009 Sustainable San Mateo County Award, the Yerba 
Buena Nursery in Woodside is the oldest retail nursery in California specializing in native 
plants and ferns.  Use of native plants adapted to the local climate is an important means 
of conserving water used for landscaping.  Photo courtesy of Yerba Buena Gardens.

This report is dedicated to Catherine “Kay” McCann,  
a long time supporter of Sustainable San Mateo County 

and community activist.
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Introduction

What Is Sustainability?
Sustainability is a short-hand term for viewing 
the relationship between our actions today and 
their effect on the future.  Living sustainably 
means that we meet today’s needs without 
compromising the ability of future generations 
to meet their needs.  Sustainable planning 
recognizes the interconnections between the 
environment, economy, and society. A disruption 
in any one area affects the health of the other 
two.

In recent years, the idea of sustainability has 
moved into the mainstream.  Many, however, 
believe sustainability is solely an environmental 
issue or more narrowly, an effort to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions.  As important as 
these are, true sustainability is much more.  
Sustainability recognizes the connection 
between a healthy environment, a vibrant economy, and a socially equitable community—the three E’s of 
sustainability.      

What Is an Indicator?
An indicator is a statistic or trend that displays the direction in which a particular condition is heading.  
Indicators measure whether a community is getting better or worse at providing all of its members with a 
productive, enjoyable life, both now and prospectively in the future.  Indicators can be used by policy makers 
and planners to set goals, measure progress toward achieving them, and prioritize the allocation of scarce 
resources.

Social Equity

. . . meet the needs of all 

of its citizens.  It would 

provide all residents 

with good schools, 

affordable housing, 

and basic services 

that enable even the 

least affluent to live 

comfortably.  It would 

also foster a sense of 

individual responsibility 

for the community.

Economy

. . . have a strong 

economy that fosters 

sound businesses, 

governments, and 

nonprofit organizations.  

Its economy would 

provide good jobs, basic 

community needs, 

a fertile ground for 

innovation, and a solid 

foundation for society.

Environment

. . . have clean air, clean 

water, and be free from 

pollution.  It would have 

a healthy environment 

where resources would 

be replaced and not 

depleted.  It would also 

include natural spaces 

where animals and 

plants can thrive.
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Positive Trend

Executive Summary

Air Quality
There were no days in 2008 where air quality 
exceeded Federal standards for particulate matter.  
The county received an “A” grade for ozone from the 
American Lung Association. 

Children: Health
The percentage of children meeting all California 
physical fitness standards has increased for all 
grade levels since 2002-03.  

Contaminated Sites
The number of contaminated sites in the county has 
fallen every year for the past decade.

Economy: Jobs
In 2007, the county added jobs for the fourth 
consecutive year.  Employment remains diverse 
among industries.

Energy Use 
Per capita energy use has declined over the last five 
years, while installation of solar generating capacity 
has more than doubled since 2005. 

Green Buildings
Total square feet of LEED-certified buildings doubled 
in 2008.  

Public Library Use
Public library expenditures continued to increase 
in 2006/07.  Annually, county libraries spend an 
average of $64.62 per capita on library expenditures, 
an increase of 38 percent over the last 10 years.  

Solid Waste
Though total solid waste generation remains stable, 
recycling diversion rates continue to increase.  The county 
now diverts 57 percent of its solid waste from landfills.  

Transportation: Gasoline Use and Fuel 
Efficiency
Per capita gasoline consumption continues to 
decline, down 14 percent since 2001.

Transportation: Vehicle Travel and Public 
Transit
Public transit ridership in the county has never been 
higher, at 130,000 riders per day in 2008.  Per capita 
daily vehicles miles traveled has declined steadily 
over the last six years. 

Voter Participation
Participation in the November 2008 election was the 
highest since 1992.  Voter participation in the county 
has been consistently above the state average. 

The thirteenth annual Indicators for a Sustainable 
San Mateo County evaluates 33 indicators, or 
trends, to provide a snapshot of how we are doing 
as a community and show our progress toward a 
sustainable future.  Among the indicators this year 
is a key indicator, “Transportation: Infrastructure 
and Efficiency,” which we believe will play a critical 
role in the county’s long-term future.  

Transportation: Infrastructure and Efficiency
Spending on transportation projects in the county 
will approach $1 billion over the next four years.  
Projects such as the electrification of Caltrain and 
increased shuttle connections to mass transit can 
help reduce the need for single occupancy vehicle 
travel.  There is an increasing emphasis in the county 
on linking land use with transportation planning 
as demonstrated by efforts such as the Grand 
Boulevard Initiative and a number of transit-oriented 
development projects throughout the county.   

➠
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No Clear Trend
Carbon Dioxide
Use of fossil fuels for transportation—the largest 
contributor to carbon emissions—has fallen on a per 
capita basis.  Total carbon emissions in the county, 
however, remain only slightly below historic highs, with 
residential electricity and natural gas usage growing.  

Children: Child Care

The gap between licensed child care spaces and 
children requiring care remains unchanged over the 
last three years.  

Crime
Rates for violent crime and juvenile arrests in the 
county have been stable over the past five years.  

Disaster Preparedness
All local governments in the county have adopted 
coordinated plans to respond to natural or human-
caused disasters.  

Economy: Income Distribution and Poverty
The median household income in the county continues 
to increase, though it is unclear if the distribution of 
income among all residents is equitable.

Economy: Unemployment
Though slightly higher in 2008, the unemployment 
rate in San Mateo County was the second lowest in 
the state.

Habitat Protection
The number of endangered species in the county is stable. 

Health care: Insurance and Cost
The percentage of residents lacking health care is 
unchanged at 8 percent.  Health care costs continue 
to increase at a rate greater than other goods. 

Health care: Community Health
Fewer county residents are exhibiting a combination 
of healthy behaviors that limit the risk of heart 
disease and cancer.  Adoption of healthy behaviors 
is highly uneven among different socioeconomic 
groups.  

Housing: Affordability 
Adjusting for inflation, the median price of a single 
family home in the county has decreased for four 
straight years.  The cost of median price housing, 
however, remains 75 percent above the median 
household income for county residents. 

Land Use
Many cities in the county are built-out, suggesting 
a need for in-fill and mixed use development to 
meet the needs of future residents and businesses.  
Fifteen cities in the county allow mixed use and 
higher density zoning in downtown areas.  

Parks and Open Space
A large percentage of county land (39 percent) is 
protected open space, but access to parks remains 
uneven across cities.  

Pesticide Use
About 288,000 pounds of pesticides were used in 
nonresidential applications in 2007.  This number 
remains largely unchanged over the last five years.  

Population
Though population continued to increase in 2008, 
there has been a net migration of 11,000 existing 
residents to other parts of California since 1999.  

Negative Trend
Agriculture
Though total agricultural production has remained 
stable over the last three years, it is down 28 percent 
since 1998.

Children: Child Abuse
Though the rate of child abuse referrals was stable 
in 2007, they continue to be higher than the long-
term average.  

Ecological Footprint
The rate of consumption of natural resources in 
developed countries has stabilized since 2005, 
though county residents continue to consume 
natural resources in excess of nature’s ability to 
replace them. 

Education 
The percentage of 12th grade students in the county 
meeting UC or CSU requirements is at its lowest 
point in five years.  

Housing: Homelessness
Reliance on safety net services increased in the 
county in 2008.  Waitlists for shelter housing 
increased rapidly throughout the year.

Water: Bay and Ocean Water Quality
Beach closures due to poor water quality increased 
for the third straight year. 

Water: Supply and Demand
Total water demand in the county increased 5.5 
percent in 2006/07, in large part because of a 
dry year and increased irrigation.  Dependence on 
imported water remains the same. 

➠

➠

➠
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Local governments play an integral role in building 
a sustainable future.  Their policies and actions can 
have a profound impact on a range of issues, including 
land use, education, and social programs.  In the fall 
of 2008, SSMC asked San Mateo County, the cities 
and towns within the county, and the San Mateo 
County Community College District, to describe 
their actions in three key areas of sustainability: 
Transportation, Economy, and Public Participation.  
In the following pages, SSMC has gathered their 
responses.  

Transportation
Adoption of policies to promote a more sustainable 
transportation system were widespread in the 
county.  

• Most cities reported offering pre-tax commuter 
benefits and bicycle and pedestrian improvements 
(such as accessible bike racks) to their workers.  
Some encourage alternative work schedules and 
telecommuting as well. 

• A number of cities are focusing on transit-
oriented development, with notable projects in 
Millbrae, San Carlos, Redwood City, and South 
San Francisco.

• Brisbane reports great success with commuter 
shuttles connecting workers with Caltrain and 
BART stations. Ridership is over 300 people per 
workday on the Crocker Park shuttle.

• A number of cities along El Camino Real report 
participation in the Grand Boulevard Initiative, 
which seeks to improve the functionality of the El 
Camino corridor.  

Economy
Most local governments in the county have been 
adversely impacted by the economic downturn.  

• Cities and towns report reductions in a variety 
of revenue streams.  Sales tax revenues from 
shopping and restaurants are lower, as are fees 

Sustainability Updates from Local Governments

from new home building.  Many cities also report 
slower than expected growth in property tax 
revenues as property values flatten or decline.  

• Many cities reported to SSMC that they are 
reducing budgets mid-year to meet decreased 
revenue sources.  

• Foreclosures are up throughout the county, but 
from historically low levels.  Few cities report 
large scale disruptions or impacts from home 
foreclosures.  

• The San Mateo County Community College 
District reports a surge in enrollment, as usually 
occurs during difficult economic times.  This is 
coupled, however, with decreasing support from 
the State for capital project spending.  

• The county government reports reduced interest 
and investment earnings from its operating and 
retirement funds because of the financial markets 
turmoil.  

Public Participation
• The most common means of participation in 

local government is through citizen’s committees 
or commissions.  Almost all cities and towns in 
the county have formed sustainability or “green” 
committees.

• All cities and towns undertaking General Plan 
updates have committees of local residents to 
provide input and feedback.   

• Redwood City, a 2009 Sustainable San Mateo 
award winner, has developed a comprehensive 
civic engagement program for its Downtown 
Precise Plan, which brings together businesses 
and local residents throughout the planning 
process.  

• A number of cities are engaging citizens to combat 
climate change.  San Carlos, Burlingame, and 
Menlo Park are all drafting Climate Action Plans 
with significant public input.  
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Why is This Important?
Efficient, cost effective transportation is a fundamental 
necessity of any sustainable community.  Residents 
need access to a variety of transportation modes 
in order to move to and from work, school, homes, 
and local businesses.  Businesses must be able to 
deliver goods and services to their customers in an 
economically competitive manner with little or no 
time lost to congestion.  Local governments must be 
able to fund maintenance of existing infrastructure 
without adverse impacts on other required services.  
And in all cases, transportation infrastructure plays 
a critical role in reducing the use of the single largest 
source of greenhouse gas emissions in the county—
the fossil fuel burning vehicle.

What is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where transportation 
infrastructure allows a range of convenient, cost 
effective and affordable transportation choices that 
support a vibrant economy while minimizing single 
occupancy vehicle travel.

How Are We Doing?

Infrastructure Funding
Government agencies spend hundreds of millions of 
dollars per year on the construction and maintenance 
of transportation infrastructure such as roads, bridges, 
and rail lines in San Mateo County.  A sustainable 
state directs available funding to projects that reduce 
dependence on vehicles, increase transit options, and 
support high density in-fill development patterns. 

Federal, state, and local money funds the county’s 
major infrastructure projects.  Every two years, the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), a 
regional transportation planning agency for the nine-
county Bay Area region, approves a Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP).  The current TIP includes 
all major transportation projects in the area along with 
source of funding for the $12.8 billion in project costs.

• The 2009 TIP, which covers federal Fiscal Years 
2008-09 through 2011-12, includes about $950 
million in ongoing and future road projects in San 
Mateo County.  Major projects include the Devil’s 
Slide Bypass Tunnel ($323 million), construction 
of auxiliary lanes on US 101 between 3rd Avenue 
in San Mateo and Millbrae ($188 million), and 
construction of auxiliary lanes on US 101 between 
Marsh Road and the Santa Clara County line 
($111 million).  

• The 2009 TIP also includes a number of large 
capital projects for transit providers in the 

county, including $629 million for the Caltrain 
electrification and $62 million for new alternatively 
fueled SamTrans buses.

• Among all new projects, approximately 57 
percent of project funding is devoted to transit, 
38 percent is devoted to highways and roads, and 
2.7 percent is allocated to bike and pedestrian 
improvements.

Voter-approved sales taxes provide a significant 
portion of local transportation funding needs.   San 
Mateo County voters first approved a permanent 
½ cent sales tax to fund operations and capital 
projects for SamTrans in 1976.  In 1988, voters 
approved an additional ½ cent tax to fund a range of 
transportation improvements in the county.  These 
funds are administered by the San Mateo County 
Transportation Authority according to a voter-
approved Expenditure Plan.  

In 2004, voters overwhelmingly reauthorized the 
“Measure A” sales tax, which became effective on 
January 1, 2009.  The tax will generate $1.5 billion 
over 25 years for use solely within the county (about 
$65 million per year in 2008 dollars).  The voter-
approved Expenditure Plan restricts funding to the 
categories detailed below.  

Transit Performance
• On-time performance is the most basic measure 

of transit performance. Caltrain had an on-time 
performance of 95 percent in 2007-08; BART 
was ontime 91.5 percent of the time.  Ontime 
performance for SamTrans was about 90 percent.  

Transportation: Infrastructure and Efficiency
Key Indicator: 
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• Transit ridership has steadily increased in the 

county over the last five years.  High fuel prices, 
new service on the BART extension, Caltrain 
improvements such as the Baby Bullet, and the 
reinvention of the system service model in 2005, 
have all contributed to record ridership and 
revenues.  Average weekday ridership on the three 
systems in 2007 was almost 130,000.

• Another way to measure transit performance 
is “farebox recovery.”  Farebox recovery is the 
percentage of operating expenses recovered from 
fares.  BART has the highest farebox recovery for 
transit providers in the county, at 45%.  Caltrain 
had a farebox recovery rate of about 44% in 
2007.  SamTrans farebox recovery rate is about 
18%.  Farebox recovery rates vary widely among 
different modes of transit; all three systems are 
at the midrange of the national average of farebox 
recovery for their respective modes.

• The cost effectiveness of a transit system is a 
measure of how efficiently transit systems provide 
service to riders.  It measures “cost per passenger 
mile”, or the cost of driving one passenger one 
mile.  In 2007, San Mateo County transit providers 
had a combined cost effectiveness of $0.58 per 
passenger mile traveled, which compares favorably 
to a survey of similar transit systems around 
the country with bus, light rail, and commuter 
rail systems.  Cost per passenger mile traveled 
has been decreasing over the last four years, a 
positive trend driven in large part by increasing 
ridership.

Roads
• Delays from highway and road congestion cost San 

Mateo County residents an average of 10,500 hours 
per weekday in 2007.  This is a 36% increase from 
2006.  The majority of this increase is attributable 
to construction of auxiliary lanes along US-101 
between Millbrae Avenue and 3rd Avenue in San 
Mateo, a Transportation Authority project that 
ultimately will relieve traffic congestion. 

• Congestion on streets and roads in the county 
costs drivers and businesses approximately $78 
million per year.  

Other Transportation Modes
• The Port of Redwood City handles about 115 ship 

arrivals annually.  The total tonnage passing 
through the port has averaged 1.5 million metric 
tons annually over the last three years.  

• The primary products processed at the port 
are construction materials (70-75 percent) and 
recycled metals (25–30 percent). 

• Though technically part of the City and County 
of San Francisco, San Francisco International 
Airport is one of the 30 busiest airports in the 
world, and a major employer of San Mateo County 
residents. 36,700,000 passengers arrived at or 
departed from the airport in 2007-08.  

• Airline travel is one of the most energy intensive 
ways of travel.  On one 3,000-mile plane trip, 
one passenger emits the same greenhouse 
gas equivalents as driving a normal car for 
approximately three months.  

• Construction of the AirTrain tram service and BART 
extension reduced greenhouse gas emissions by 
eliminating fuel consumption in cars and buses.  
The 2007 Environmental Sustainability Report 
estimated that the BART extension eliminates 
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64.5 million vehicle miles traveled from area 
roadways, resulting in reduced CO2 emissions of 
approximately 29,000 tons per year.

• The airport is currently preparing a Climate 
Action Plan which aims to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions by 20% from 1990 levels by 2017.  

• The Water Emergency Transportation Authority 
(WETA) is planning for ferry service from Oyster 
Point in South San Francisco to Jack London 
Square in Oakland.  Service is expected to 
commence in 2011.  Long-range plans include 
service to Redwood City.  When completed, the 
ferry will provide a valuable alternative to car 
travel to San Francisco and the East Bay, and 
could provide a vital link for emergency services 
in a natural disaster such as an earthquake.  

What Is Being Done?

Land Use Policies
• Land use decisions at local levels have an enormous 

impact on transportation infrastructure.  Transit 
in particular requires certain minimum densities 
of population to operate efficiently.    

• Many cities in the county, supported by SamTrans 
and the Transportation Authority, encourage 
“transit-oriented development”, which focuses 
new residential and commercial construction 
around transit stations.  A 2004 BART/Caltrans 
study suggested that residents who live within ½ 
mile of transit stations are 5 times more likely to 
take transit than average residents.  

• The Grand Boulevard Initiative is a critical step 
toward integrating transportation and land 
use in the county.  Sponsored by SamTrans, 
C/CAG, Samceda, VTA and Joint Venture: 
Silicon Valley Network, the Initiative is an inter-
jurisdictional collaboration of 19 cities, 2 counties, 
Caltrans, regional agencies, labor, business, 
environmentalists, and other associated interests 
to transform the El Camino Real corridor between 
Daly City and San Jose into a sustainable place 
“to live, work, shop, and play.”

• Transportation infrastructure is a critical 
component of the Grand Boulevard Initiative.  
BART, Caltrain, and SamTrans all provide transit 
service within or directly adjacent to the El Camino 
corridor.  The initiative aims to leverage this 
investment in transportation infrastructure and 
improve transit productivity by creating walkable 
environments, developing multimodal access, 
managing parking assets, and strengthening 
bicycle and pedestrian connections.

• The San Mateo County Transit District is pursuing 
a transit-oriented development “transit village” 
project at the San Carlos Caltrain Station.  A 
proposal for mixed-use development, including 
more than 300 rental units and retail, is currently 
in the approval process.  District policymakers 
intend for this project to be a “model home” for TOD 
that will encourage similar developments on public 
and private property throughout the county.

Commute Shuttles
• The average commute distance in the county in 

2008 was 15.2 miles.  Over 70% of people cover 
this distance in single occupancy vehicles.  

• The 2008 Commute Profile Survey, completed for 
the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance, 
cites lists “Transit station too far from/to 
workplace” as the second most important reason 
why people choose to drive to work rather than 
use public transit.  (The most common reason 
cited is “Travel Time (Driving is Fastest)”)  

• Use of commute shuttles in the county has 
increased significantly over the last five years.  
These shuttles typically link Caltrain and BART 
stations in the county with places of work.  

• Average weekday ridership on publicly-funded 
commute shuttles, many of which link with 
Caltrain service, has increased an average of 
9.1 percent per year since 2004.  These shuttle 
programs are supported by a diverse collection of 
agencies, including Caltrain, the Transportation 
Authority, SamTrans, C/CAG, the Alliance, local 
governments, and private employers. 

• These shuttle programs cut approximately 36 
million miles of vehicle travel by county residents—

Land Use Planning  
and Transportation

Redwood City recently received an award from its 

fellow partners in the Grand Boulevard Initiative for its 

Downtown Precise Plan, which seeks in part to promote 

transit-oriented development in the downtown area.  

The plan will encourage development of a denser, more 

walkable neighborhood in the vicinity of El Camino and 

its environs.  There is no cap on dwelling densities, and, 

with height limits up to 12 stories, development will be 

concentrated in a small area with easy access to regional 

mass transit options.  

Other cities that have been recognized for their efforts 

to promote transit-oriented development include Colma 

(Trestle Glen Apartments and Transit Village), Daly 

City (for its Top-Of-The-Hill Streetscape Project), South 

San Francisco (Archstone and Park Station) and San 

Bruno (The Crossings).  More information about Grand 

Boulevard can be found at www.grandboulevard.net

http://www.grandboulevard.net
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eliminating approximately 16,300 tons of CO2 
emissions per year.   

Electrification of Caltrain
• Ridership and revenues on Caltrain have steadily 

increased over the last five years, with fiscal 
2007-08 marking another all-time high in average 
weekday ridership—about 37,000 riders per day. 
During the year’s peak, ridership topped more 
than 42,000 per day.  Ridership has increased 44 
percent since 2003-04. 

• A major limitation to the future growth of Caltrain 
ridership is the use of diesel powered trains.  These 
trains accelerate and decelerate slowly between 
stops, and for service between closely spaced 
stations such as those on the Caltrain line, this 
slower speed means increased travel times.  

• The use of electric trains reduces travel time 
between stations, increases the length of trains 
that can be run, and in so doing, allows for 
increased ridership with more efficient use of 
resources.  An electrified Caltrain would reduce 
travel times between San Francisco and San Jose 
by up to 13 percent.

• The draft environmental impact report for the 
project estimates ridership would increase by over 
6,000 riders a day versus the non-electrification 
alternative.  This increased ridership would 
eliminate an estimated 59,000 vehicle miles daily 
from the region’s roadways.

• The capital costs associated with the Caltrain 
electrification program, including new rolling 
stock and fixed facilities, total $1.005 billion 
in 2008 dollars.  The cost of the fixed facilities 
(including the overhead electrical wire system, 
substations and signal systems) is estimated at 
$608 million (2008 dollars).  The cost of rolling 
stock is estimated at $397 million (2008 dollars). 

What Can You Do?
There are ample opportunities for community 
involvement in the transportation decision-making 
process.  

• Attend Board meetings for agencies such 
as MTC (the regional transportation planning 
organization), San Mateo County Transit District 
(SamTrans), the San Mateo County Transportation 
Authority (TA), the Peninsula Corridor Joint 
Powers Board (JPB) or C/CAG.  Meetings are all 
open to the public, and it’s a great way to learn 
about what projects are going on in your city or 
neighborhood.  

• Get on a Citizens Advisory Committee such as 
C/CAG’s Bike and Pedestrian Committee or San 
Mateo County Transportation Authority’s Citizens 
Advisory Committee.  Virtually every government 
agency involved in transportation policy has one.  
They are all-volunteer, and you need no experience 
to apply.

• Vote! on important local, regional, and state 
measures that support sustainable transportation 
programs and smart land use such as in-fill 
development and mixed use.

• Ride transit as much as possible.  The single 
most important contribution you can make to 
encourage development of better transportation 
systems is to show that the demand for these 
systems exists.  Look for incentive programs, such 
as discounted fares for regular users; employer 
provided transit passes through the GO program; 
and pre-tax commuter benefits for using mass 
transit.  

High Speed Rail in California
California voters passed Prop 1A in November of 2008.  

This proposition commits almost $10 billion in bond 

financing to construct a high speed rail line between 

northern California (San Francisco and Sacramento) 

and Los Angeles.  When built, the high speed rail will 

have two stops in or very close to San Mateo County; 

at SFO Airport/Millbrae and Redwood City or Palo Alto.  

High speed rail is by far the most energy efficient way to 

travel long distances, using 1/3 of the energy of air travel 

and 1/5 the energy of automobiles.  The approved draft 

environmental impact report (DEIR) estimates that by 

2030, the high speed rail system could reduce annual 

greenhouse gas emissions in the state by 12 billion 

pounds, the equivalent of removing one million cars from 

the roads. 
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Transportation Agencies and Organizations in San Mateo County

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) (http://www.mtc.ca.gov/)  
MTC is the federally-designated metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for the Bay 
Area.  It works primarily to get eligible projects in the Bay Area federal and state money 
(typically for capital projects).  

Bay Area Air Quality Management District  (http://www.baaqmd.gov/)  
Among many other things, BAAQMD helps administer (along with C/CAG, below) the 
$4 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) motor vehicle fee.  These funds go to 
transportation projects that help improve air quality in the region. 

San Mateo County Transportation Authority (or “TA”)  (http://www.smcta.com/)  
The primary function of the TA is to manage and to distribute the proceeds of the ½ 
cent Measure A sales tax and to work with local cities to design, fund, and construct 
transportation projects and transit programs.

San Mateo County Transit District  (http://www.samtrans.com/)  
The district operates the SamTrans bus, shuttle, and paratransit service in the county; is 
the managing agency for the TA (above) and the managing partner agency for Caltrain.

Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (Caltrain) 
Operates commuter rail service between San Francisco and San Jose with peak-hour 
service to Gilroy.  Fourteen train stations are located in San Mateo County.

City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) (http://www.ccag.ca.gov/)  
C/CAG serves as the Congestion Management Agency for the county, responsible for 
administering much of the federal and state funding that flows to the county and motor 
vehicle fee proceeds.          

Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (http://www.commute.org)  
As the designated traffic demand reduction agency for the county, the Alliance runs a 
number of programs aimed at reducing single occupancy vehicle use. 

TransForm (formerly TALC, Transportation and Land Use Coalition) http://
transformca.org/  
A nonprofit advocacy group, TransForm “works to create world-class public 
transportation and walkable communities in the Bay Area and beyond.”)

http://www.mtc.ca.gov/
http://www.baaqmd.gov/
http://www.smcta.com/
http://www.samtrans.com/
http://www.ccag.ca.gov/
http://www.commute.org
http://transformca.org/
http://transformca.org/
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Sustainability Indicators

Many cities, counties, and regions in the United States and internationally are 
now using sustainability indicators as planning tools and to set communitywide 
goals.  An indicator is a statistic or trend that allows us to evaluate whether we are 
moving toward sustainability in our community.  An indicator helps us understand 
where we are and which way we are going.  Each indicator that follows was chosen 
because of its importance to one or more of the three goals of sustainability: a 
healthy environment, a vibrant economy, and a socially equitable community.  

Indicators of sustainability differ from traditional indicators of economic or 
environmental progress; they highlight the interconnectedness of the environment, 
economy, and society.  Sustainability indicators show that a negative trend in one 
area affects the health of the other two.  

Sustainability requires we make decisions so that future generations can enjoy 
a healthy environment, economy, and society.  Sustainability indicators can be 
used to assist us in making sound decisions on issues that affect the future of the 
county.  
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Agriculture

Why Is This Important?
Farmland—or working landscapes—can provide 
economic, environmental, and quality of life benefits 
to a community.  Locally grown food maintains its 
freshness and nutritional value and may reduce 
transportation-related air pollution and costs.  The 
cultivation and use of native species may reduce 
the need for landscape irrigation, the largest non-
industrial use of water in the county.  The adoption 
of organic farming practices is especially important 
because they reduce the harmful environmental and 
health effects of pesticides and protect long-term 
soil quality.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where agriculture is 
economically viable for both owners and laborers and 
agricultural practices conserve natural resources and 
biodiversity, maintain healthy soils and ecosystems, 
and provide food security for local communities.

How Are We Doing?
• According to the San Mateo County: 2007 

Agricultural Crop Report, the total gross production 
value of San Mateo County agriculture in 2007 was 
$172.8 million, which is a 2.6 percent increase 
from 2006 ($168.5 million) in real dollars.  Total 
production value, however, has decreased over 27 
percent in inflation adjusted terms since 1998, 
reflecting a loss of total farmland and reduced 
agricultural activity in the county.  

Negative Trend

➠

• Floral and nursery crops generated 80 percent of 
the county’s crop production value (about $139 
million) making the county one of the largest 
producers of ornamental nursery crops and cut 

flowers in the state.  Other significant production 
consisted of vegetable crops (14 percent), and 
forest products (2 percent).  There was significant 
increase in the value of vegetable crops produced 
(7.4 percent from 2006) as a result of increased 
Brussels sprouts and pumpkin production. 

• According to the California Employment Develop-
ment Department, total farm employment in 
San Mateo County is 2,000, an increase of 100 
workers from last year, but a 31 percent decrease 
from 1997. 

• The total number of certified farmer’s markets in San 
Mateo County is 14, with the addition of the new 
East Palo Alto Community Farmers’ Market.  There 
are four community supported agriculture farms.

• In 2007, there were 11 farms totaling 190 acres 
devoted to organic farming production.  

• San Mateo County has an Agricultural Awareness 
Ordinance, passed in 2007.  It states that the 
“declared policy of this county to conserve, 
protect, and encourage agricultural operations on 
agricultural land within the county.”  

Yerba Buena Nursery
Winner of a 2009 Sustainable San Mateo County Award, 

the Yerba Buena Nursery in Woodside is the oldest retail 

nursery in California specializing in native plants and 

ferns.  The nursery sits on over 40 acres of land and 

includes walking paths and a 2-acre demonstration garden 

showcasing native plants in their maturity.  The nursery 

holds frequent tours and programs to educate people on 

the appropriate use of native plants in landscaping.   

See appendix page 79. Researcher: Jin Oh
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Air Quality

Why Is This Important?
Clean air is essential to human and environmental 
health.  Air pollution increases the risk of lung 
disease and contributes to a variety of health 
problems, including asthma, cardiovascular disease, 
and respiratory problems in children.  Air pollution 
can also damage local ecosystems, both terrestrial 
and aquatic.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where the air is clean and poses 
no threat to human health or environmental quality.

How Are We Doing?

Particulate matter
Suspended particulate matter (PM) is associated with 
asthma and other respiratory ailments, contributes to 
haze, and harms the environment.  The size of particles 
is directly linked to their potential for causing health 
problems, with the smaller particles most dangerous 
as they can lodge deep in the lungs.

The main source of PM in the county is vehicular 
activity, both from internal combustion engines and 
dust generated from roads.  Other sources include 
industrial processes, dust from construction sites, and 
wood combustion (including wood-burning stoves). 

• In 2008, there were no days where concentrations 
of particulate matter exceeded national standards 
at the Redwood City air quality monitoring station.  
In 2007, there was one day where national 
standards were exceeded.

• After July 2008, sampling for PM10 (particulate 
matter of 10 microns or less in size) was 
discontinued at six sites throughout the Bay 
Area, including Redwood City.  This was due to 

continued low levels of PM10 in the Bay Area, and 
an increased focus on PM2.5.  

Ozone
Ground-level ozone is the main component of smog.  
It can be a trigger for asthma even at very low levels 
and can cause permanent lung damage after long-
term exposure. Vehicles are the primary source 
of ground-level ozone, and weather conditions 
(temperature and winds) are major contributors to 
ground-level ozone formation.

• In 2008, there were no days when ozone 
concentrations exceeded the state one-hour 
standard at the Redwood City station.

• The county received an “A” grade from the 
American Lung Association (ALA) State of the Air: 
2008 for ozone pollution, and was ranked among 
the best in the country for this pollutant.

Other
Other monitored pollutants include carbon monoxide 
and nitrogen dioxide.  In 2008, as in the past decade, 
there were no days when state or federal standards 
were exceeded for either of these pollutants at the 
Redwood City station. 

Carbon dioxide, a major contributor to climate 
change, is discussed in the Carbon Dioxide Emissions 
indicator. 

Emissions Inventory
In December of 2008, BAAQMD completed its most 
recent inventory of total air emissions in the Bay 
Area.  Among the important findings:

• The largest source (30 percent) of PM pollution 
(both PM10 and PM2.5) in San Mateo County is road 
dust.  Other significant contributors include off- 
road vehicles such as construction equipment (15 
percent) and construction and farming operations 
(14 percent).  

• On-road vehicles continue to be the largest 
polluters in the county.  Vehicles are the biggest 
source of nitrogen oxides and reactive organic 
gases, (the precursors to ground-level ozone 
formation,) as well as carbon monoxide.  

• BAAQMD estimates that emission of carbon 
monoxide, nitrogen oxides, and reactive organic 
gases will decline over time in the Bay Area, 
primarily because of vehicle turnover and 
industrial technology improvements.  Emissions 
of PM10 and sulfur dioxide, however, are expected 
to increase, highlighting the need for continued 
research into new methods of reducing these 
pollutants (such as new land use choices).

See appendix page 79. Researcher: Gladwyn d’Souza

Positive Trend ➠
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Why Is This Important?
Carbon dioxide (CO2), a greenhouse gas, is the 
primary cause of climate change.  CO2 enters the 
atmosphere through nature’s carbon cycle and 
human activities such as the burning of fossil fuels 
and deforestation.  Human activities are the main 
driver of increased CO2 in the Earth’s atmosphere; 
global atmospheric concentrations of CO2 are now 30 
percent higher than they were before the industrial 
revolution.  Anthropogenic climate change is causing 
extreme weather events (including drought and 
floods), changes in sea level, increasing temperature, 
glacial and polar ice melt, and species extinction or 
migration.  Climate change may also exacerbate air 
pollution and expand the range of certain infectious 
diseases into San Mateo County.

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state, humans have reduced CO2 
emissions to a level that is in balance with nature’s 
ability to absorb those emissions.

How Are We Doing?
SSMC estimates that carbon dioxide emissions in 
San Mateo County totaled 6.29 million metric tons 
of carbon equivalent in 2007.  As in past years, this 
estimate does not include off-road transportation 
sources such as ships, airplanes, and locomotives.  
While calculated total carbon emissions are about 
3 percent higher than 2006, much of this increase 
is due to changes in the factor converting electricity 

use to carbon dioxide emissions, rather than to 
increases in the use of the carbon emitting inputs 
themselves. (See appendix for more information).  

Per capita emissions increased slightly in 2007, up 
about 2.6 percent from 2006.  Since 2000, per capita 
carbon emissions have decreased about 5 percent.  

Transportation
• Transportation is the largest contributor to carbon 

emissions in the county.  Though total fuel usage 
is down about 9 percent from its peak in 2000, 
on-road vehicles still emitted 3.4 million metric 
tons of CO2 into the atmosphere in 2007.  

• On a per capita basis, carbon emissions from on-
road transportation sources have declined from 
5.3 metric tons per year per capita in 2000 to 4.7 
metric tons per year per capita, a reduction of 
about 11 percent.  

• In the Source Inventory of Bay Area Greenhouse 
Gases 2007, the Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District (BAAQMD) estimated that total mobile 
source emissions of carbon dioxide in San Mateo 
County (including on-road and off-road vehicles, 
trains, ships, and commercial airplanes) accounted 
for about 70 percent of all carbon emissions.  

Natural gas
After transportation, natural gas combustion in 
homes and businesses is the second largest source 
of carbon emissions in the county.  Natural gas is 
used both in residential heating and cooking, as 
well as in industrial processes to generate power for 
equipment.  

Carbon Dioxide Emissions
No Clear Trend

➠

➠
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• In 2007, natural gas combustion generated 1.39 
million metric tons of carbon dioxide.  This is a 
2.6 percent increase in carbon emissions from 
2006.  

Electricity
Emissions from electricity are driven by both 
total electricity use and the carbon content of the 
generation source of that electricity.  Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company (PG&E) delivers most of the 
electricity in San Mateo County and has a mix of 
generation sources that is less carbon intensive than 
the electricity for the state as a whole (see Energy 
Use indicator for more information). 

• In 2007, electricity use in the county accounted 
for 1.33 million metric tons of CO2 emissions.  This 
is a 12 percent increase from what was reported 
in 2006.  Most of this increase is due to a higher 
carbon emission factor (lbs of CO2 emitted per 
kilowatt hour generated) as reported by PG&E.  
The higher carbon content of electricity provided 
by PG&E is due in part to drought conditions, 
which reduced hydroelectric generation.     

• According to the 2007 Source Inventory, electricity 
use accounted for about 10 percent of all carbon 
emissions in the county.  

Solid waste
Carbon dioxide is released from landfills as plant 
matter decomposes.  International guidelines for 
accounting for greenhouse gas emissions recommend, 
however, that carbon dioxide released in this way 
(so-called “biogenic carbon”) not be included in 
carbon emissions inventories.  As plants grow, they 
take carbon from the atmosphere and turn it into 
solid matter; when they decompose, that carbon is 
merely returned to the atmosphere, and there is no 
net effect on concentrations of carbon dioxide in the 
atmosphere.  

Methane, however, is an extremely powerful 
greenhouse gas (21 times stronger than carbon 
dioxide) and large quantities of methane are released 
from landfills.  Methane emissions are traditionally 
converted into “metric tons carbon equivalent” for 
the purposes of measuring greenhouse gas warming 
potential. 

• In 2007, landfills in the county emitted 117,000 
metric tons of carbon equivalent into the 
atmosphere. This is a 10 percent decrease from 
2006 and reflects decreased disposal in landfills 
through increased recycling.

Climate Action Plans
A number of municipalities in the county are in the 

process of developing “Climate Action Plans.”  A Climate 

Action Plan is a policy document that guides how local 

governments can meet greenhouse gas reduction targets 

set forth in AB32, the Global Warming Solutions Act of 

2006.  Once adopted, a Climate Action Plan becomes a 

guiding document for all policy decisions that impact 

climate.  The City of San Carlos recently completed its 

Draft Climate Action Plan, which includes 42 specific 

reduction measures the city can implement before 2020 

to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 15 percent.  The 

specific strategies included in the San Carlos Climate 

Action Plan will be incorporated directly into the pending 

General Plan update.  Other municipalities that have 

recently started or completed Climate Action Plans 

include Burlingame, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, and 

Redwood City.     

See appendix page 79. Researchers: Danielle Lee 
and Adam Lynch
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Children: Child Abuse

Why Is This Important?
Healthy children in stable families provide the 
foundation for a sustainable community.  Unable 
to protect themselves, children depend upon 
adults to provide them with a safe environment in 
which to grow and learn.  When a child is abused, 
particularly by an adult with whom that child has 
a significant relationship, that child’s development 
is often profoundly impacted.  Trauma from child 
abuse can result in lifelong social impairment and 
affect academic and occupational performance.  
Many perpetrators of child abuse experienced abuse 
during their own childhoods.  

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where instances of child 
abuse are rare and all children grow up in nurturing 
and safe environments.

How Are We Doing?
San Mateo County continues see child abuse referral 
rates far below the statewide average.  In 2007, 
4,527 children in San Mateo County were referred 
to Child Protective Services as potential victims of 
child abuse—roughly 3 percent of the total child 
population in the county.  The rate of child abuse 
referrals per 1,000 children in the county was 
27.6 in 2007.  Although child abuse referrals have 
increased slightly over the past five years, this rate 
is still far below the state rate of 49.2 referrals per 
1,000 children.

In 2007, San Mateo County rates of child abuse 
referrals varied across ethnicity, age, and gender.

• The referral rate for African American children in 
the county was greatest, 92.9 per 1,000 children.  
Referral rates for Native American and Latino 
children also were above the overall county rate, 
44.3 and 32.4 respectively.

• The substantiation rate (a measure of the number 
of cases that are deemed credible and requiring 
followup by social workers) as a percentage of 
referrals fell from 18.8 percent in 2006 to 16.3 
percent in 2007, the lowest percentage since 
SSMC started recording these data.    

• The referral rate for female children was higher 
than for male children, 29.4 per 1,000 children 
compared with 25.7.

Child abuse referrals are categorized into subgroups: 
sexual abuse; physical abuse; severe neglect; general 
neglect; exploitation; emotional abuse; caretaker 
absence/incapacity; at-risk, sibling abused; and 
substantial risk (an allegation type where no known 
offense has yet occurred but where the caseworker 
has deemed significant substantial risk of some type 
of abuse is imminent).  In 2007, general neglect and 
substantial risk of abuse accounted for over half of 
all referrals.

In 2007, 213 children in the county first entered the 
foster care system, or 1.3 per 1,000 children.  This 
is slightly reduced from the 1.4 per 1,000 children 
in 2006 but less than half the rate at the state level, 
3.2 per 1,000 children. 

See appendix page 80. Researchers: Willard Chan 
and Eric Tsang

Negative Trend

➠
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Children: Child Care

Why Is This Important? 
The quality of child care and early childhood 
education influences emotional and cognitive 
development, including language learning, problem 
solving, self control, social skills, and school 
readiness.  San Mateo County’s high cost of living 
makes the availability of affordable and quality child 
care extremely important as many families have 
two working parents.  Many of the county’s middle- 
and low-income families do not qualify for state or 
federal child care subsidies as they earn too much 
based on guidelines that do not account for regional 
differences in cost of living.  

What Is a Sustainable State? 
A sustainable state is one where there are a variety 
of child care options that supply enough diversity, 
flexibility, and affordability to meet parental choices 
and needs, such as those with irregular work schedules 
and children with special needs.  

How Are We Doing? 

Supply
• In 2008, over 86,000 San Mateo County children 

(ages 0-13) lived in households where either both 
parents worked or, in the case of single-parent 
households, the children lived with a working 
parent.  There were just over 22,000 licensed child 
care spaces available providing room for about 
26 percent of the total population of children 
potentially needing care. 

• The supply of licensed child care spaces is unevenly 
distributed among age groups.  The supply of 

spaces for infants (ages 0-2) was sufficient for only 
13 percent of those needing care, while there was 
space for only 11 percent of school age children (6 
–13) needing care.  These figures remain largely 
unchanged from the past three years.  

• The supply of licensed spaces met the needs of 74 
percent of preschoolers (ages 3-5).  This higher 
percentage may reflect an increased interest in 
preschool initiatives locally and around the state.

• The gap in school age care is made up for, in part, 
by a variety of license-exempt programs through 
school districts or city recreation programs. 
Similar funding and attention, however, are 
lacking for infant and toddler care, making that 
gap in licensed care particularly troublesome.

Cost
• Between 2003 and 2008, most child care costs 

have increased in inflation adjusted dollars.
• The largest increases in child care costs have come in 

care for preschoolers in child care centers (22 percent 
increase from 2003 in inflation adjusted dollars).

• In January 2009, 3,051 children were on the 
county’s Centralized Eligibility List for subsidized 
care, a decrease of about 27 percent from last 
year.    It is not yet known why numbers on the 
list are down.

Child Care and Transit: 
Making the Link

Parents with young children are among those least likely 

to take transit (approximately 2 percent nationwide). This 

study, published in 2008 by the Metropolitan Transportation 

Commission (MTC) and the Child Care Coordinating Council 

of San Mateo County, investigated the links between transit 

and child care.  Specifically, the study found that parents 

with children in child care centers near transit were three 

times more likely to take transit than other parents.  It also 

recommends a number of steps that policy makers in the 

county can take (such as focusing on developing subsidized 

child care for low income residents near transit) to improve 

the ability of families with children to reduce vehicle trips. 

No Clear Trend

➠

➠

See appendix page 80. Researcher: Sarah Kinahan
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Children: Health

Why Is This Important?
A child’s health affects all aspects of its life.  
Children who are physically fit and well nourished 
are happier and do better in school.  Obese and 
overweight children are at greater risk of developing 
health complications, such as diabetes and high 
blood pressure, later in life.  Immunizations protect 
children against serious diseases.  Good mental 
health as a child is the foundation for the same 
during adult life.

What is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where the incidence of 
childhood health problems continues to decrease 
over time and health insurance is provided for 
children regardless of ability to pay.

How Are We Doing?

Physical fitness
The California Physical Fitness Test (PFT) is given 
to all students in the fifth, seventh, and ninth 
grades. The test is one way of measuring the health 
of children in a community. It measures fitness in 
six areas: upper body strength, flexibility, aerobic 
capacity, body composition, abdominal strength, 
and trunk extensor strength.

• In 2007-08, 35 percent of fifth graders, 41 percent 
of seventh graders, and 37 percent of ninth graders 
in San Mateo County met the fitness standards 
in all six categories.  San Mateo County children 
performed better than the statewide average at 
all three age levels and have shown consistent 
progress at all age levels.  

Healthy Diet
• According to the 2007 California Health Interview 

Survey, only 24.6 percent of San Mateo County 
teenagers consume five or more servings of fruits 
and vegetables per day, a decrease from 2003 
when 35.3 percent did so.

• In the same survey, 24 percent of San Mateo 
County children reported consuming fast food at 
least twice per week.  

• Efforts at schools to reduce the consumption of 
soda and sugary drinks may be showing benefits.  
In 2003, over 20 percent of children and teens 
reported having consumed two or more sodas 
or sugary drinks the previous day.  By 2007, 
only 10 percent of respondents reported similar 
consumption.    

Health Insurance
In 2007, almost all children (99 percent) in San 
Mateo County had some form of health insurance 
coverage. The statewide level stood at 94 percent.  

• Health insurance is provided by a variety of sources. 
Employer-based insurance plans cover 78 percent 
of children. Another 13 percent participate under 
the Medi-Cal or Healthy Families programs. 
Privately purchased insurance plans cover about 
8 percent of children.  

• At the state level, employer-based plans cover 
56 percent of children. Medi-Cal and the Healthy 
Families program together provide coverage to 
33 percent of children. Private policies cover 5 
percent of children with health insurance, and 6 
percent remain uninsured. 

See appendix page 81.  Researchers: Shaydanay 
Mellen and Diana Liao

Positive Trend ➠



 S
u

st
a
in

a
b
le

 S
a
n

 M
a
te

o 
C

ou
n

ty

23

Contaminated Sites

Why Is This Important?
Contaminated sites are areas with ground pollution 
that jeopardize public health, the environment, and 
the economy.   Ground contamination has been found 
on public and commercial land as well as in residential 
areas.  Contaminated sites are an economic liability 
as site cleanup can be costly and time consuming.  
Contaminated sites are most common in larger cities 
with significant industrial or commercial activity and 
abandoned gasoline stations.  

There are many sources of ground pollution:

• Leaking underground storage tanks containing 
gasoline, heating oil, or other potential 
contaminants

• Chemical or sewage leaks
• Hazardous material spills
• Landfills

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where the number of 
contaminated sites decreases and new cases of 
contamination are identified and remediated promptly.  

How Are We Doing?
The California State Water Resources Control 
Board maintains a database of contaminated sites 
monitored by local and regional water boards.  For 
San Mateo County, the local authority is the San 
Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board 
which manages several groundwater protection 
programs that have contributed to a dramatic 
decrease in contaminated sites in San Mateo County 
over the past 10 years. 

• At year end 2008, there were 484 contaminated 
sites in San Mateo County undergoing 
investigation, monitoring, and cleanup.  The total 
number of contaminated sites has declined by 40 
percent since 1999.

• The prevalence of contaminated sites (most of 
which are underground storage tanks at gas 
stations) is highly correlated with population.  As 
a result, South San Francisco, Redwood City, and 
the City of San Mateo have the highest number of 
contaminated sites.  In all three cities, however, 
the number of contaminated sites has declined by 
between 26 and 43 percent since 1999.  

• Another notable improvement over the past year 
is that there are no longer any Federal Superfund 
sites located in San Mateo County.  A former 
pesticide manufacturing plant in East Palo Alto 
that has undergone soil remediation was removed 
over the last year.

• Although the countywide total number of 
contaminated sites decreased from 2007, three 
cities and one portion of the unincorporated 
county (East Palo Alto, Menlo Park, Millbrae, and 
La Honda respectively) had more sites at the end 
of 2008 than the previous year, signifying newly 
contaminated or discovered sites.

• There are 20 landfills in San Mateo County, and one 
military cleanup site at the Half Moon Bay Flight Strip.

See appendix page 81.  Researcher: Flora Kaplan

Positive Trend ➠
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Crime

Why Is This Important?
Increased crime impacts a community’s social and 
economic well-being.  High rates of crime discourage 
neighborhood vitality and economic development.  
High crime may also impact the ability of a local 
government to deliver essential public services 
by diverting scarce resources to increased police 
enforcement.  While violent crimes such as homicide 
grab most headlines, lesser crimes such as theft and 
vandalism weaken the morale and civic engagement 
of residents.  Juvenile crime rates are particularly 
important indicators as they are strongly correlated 
with continued criminal activity in adult years.  

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where crime levels 
are low and communities have safe schools and 
neighborhoods.

How Are We Doing?

Violent crime
• The rate of violent crimes in 2007 for San Mateo 

County was 289.9 crimes for every 100,000 
residents. This is a 3.7 percent decrease from 
2006, and an 11.4 percent decrease since 1998. 
The crime rates in San Mateo Country remain far 
below the state rate of 507.0 violent crimes per 
100,000 residents.

• The decrease in violent crime was spread among 
a number of different categories, though notably, 
there was a 40.9 percent decrease in homicides 
compared with 2006 (from 22 to 13).

Juvenile crime
• Juvenile felony arrests in 2007 continued their 

long-term decline.  After leveling off in 2005 to 
2006, there was a significant drop in juvenile 
felony arrests in 2007, from 888 to 802. 

• The overall decline in total juvenile arrests 
(including felonies and misdemeanors) from 1998 
to 2007 was over 37 percent.  This outpaced 
the decline in juvenile arrests statewide, which 
decreased 12.7 percent.  

Gang violence
There were 35 homicides in San Mateo County in 
2006 and 2007, of which only two were gang related. 
This is the second year in a row of reduced gang-
related homicides after a spike in 2004 and 2005 
where 14 gang-related homicides took place. 

See appendix page 81. Researchers: Janey Moon 
and Kai Proschan

No Clear Trend
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Why Is This Important?
Natural or human-caused disasters can have 
devastating effects on a community, the economy, and 
the environment.  Having a plan for your community 
or your household that provides food, clean water, 
emergency medical services, temporary shelter, and 
transportation during emergencies can lessen the 
impacts of disasters.  Government agencies must 
have plans that enable areas to quickly restore vital 
services so that the effects from a disaster are not 
compounded by a lack of power, water, sewer, and/
or other services.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where a community is 
prepared to meet the emergency needs of all of its 
members in the event of a disaster.

How Are We Doing?

Local government preparedness
Guidelines under California’s Standardized 
Emergency Management System (SEMS) and the 
Federal National Incident Management System 
(NIMS) are designed to help local governments 
develop emergency operations plans (EOPs) for 
disasters.  Having an EOP compliant with SEMS 
and NIMS ensures that during a major disaster, 
responders can work in a coordinated manner with 
personnel from other local jurisdictions and the state 
and federal governments.

• San Mateo County and all its cities have EOPs 
compliant with SEMS.

• As of January 2008, over 70 percent of cities in 
the county had EOPs compliant with NIMS with 
the remaining in the process of updating their 
plans to meet NIMS guidelines.  

Community preparedness
Community Emergency Response Team (CERT) 
training teaches individuals skills such as fire 
safety, light search and rescue, and first aid that 
can help local communities during an emergency.  
A volunteer Medical Reserve Corps (MRC) can help 
meet the public health needs of a community in an 
emergency.  As of the end of 2008:
• There were 16 active CERT teams in the county, 

covering almost all areas of the county.  
• In 2008, 753 new individuals completed CERT 

trainings in addition to an estimated 2,382 
existing CERTs.  

• In 2008 San Mateo County opened a new website 
and produced a new video on disaster preparedness 
for residents (http:///www.smcready.org). 

• San Mateo County maintains two primary 
emergency alert systems for residents.  The 
Telephone Emergency Notification System (TENS) 
can reach all county residents through their home 
phones—including unlisted numbers—and does 
not require sign-up.  There is also a voluntary 
emergency alert system that residents can sign 
up for at http://www.smcalert.info. The system 
sends information to residents by text message or 
email about emergencies that impact them. The 
county estimates that about 12,000 to 13,000 
residents are currently reached through SMC 
alert, and another 1,300 first responders are 
connected through the system  

• The San Mateo Coastside Medical Reserve Corps 
(SMCMRC) is a group of health care professionals 
dedicated to providing the county with qualified 
volunteer health care professionals that can assist 
local agencies with disaster response.  As of February 
2009, the SMCMRC had 52 doctors, nurses, and 
other medical professionals among its members.  

Disaster Preparedness

See appendix page  81.  Researcher: Adam Lynch

No Clear Trend

➠

➠

http:///www.smcready.org


26

 S
u

st
a
in

a
b
le

 S
a
n

 M
a
te

o 
C

ou
n

ty
Ecological Footprint

Why is This Important?
All human activities depend on the biological support 
of nature.  An Ecological Footprint is a tool designed 
to measure a population’s use of natural resources.  
It measures the area of land and water a population 
requires to produce the resources it consumes and to 
absorb the waste it produces.  When a population has 
a footprint exceeding the area available to replenish 
its resources, it draws down the natural inventory of 
those resources.  If a society continues to consume 
more natural resources than can be produced 
by nature over a long period of time, the ultimate 
sustainability of that society may be in question.

The components of an Ecological Footprint include:

• Natural resources used in production (crop land, 
grazing land, fishing grounds, and forest land), 

• Surface area of the earth (land and water) needed 
to sequester carbon dioxide emissions from energy 
use and production, and

• Land required to accommodate human infra-
structure (housing, transportation, industrial 
production, and other built-up land).  

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where society’s demand 
upon nature is in balance with nature’s productive 
and regenerative capacity, and each person has 
access to the natural resources necessary to sustain 
his or her needs.

How Are We Doing?
• In 2005, the global per capita Ecological Footprint 

was 6.7 acres.  This is a significant increase from 
5.5 acres per capita reported in 2003.  Among 
high income countries, the per capita Ecological 
Footprint declined slightly, while among low 
and middle income countries, it increased 
significantly. 

• The global per capita biocapacity (the capacity of 
the Earth to regenerate and provide resources to 
the population) stood at 5.1 acres in 2005.  This 
“overshoot” of 1.6 acres is significantly higher 
than in 2003, when it was 1.1 acres.  

• In 2005, the U.S. per capita Ecological Footprint 
was 23.3 acres, over three times the global 
footprint.  The U.S. per capita footprint has 
decreased slightly since 2003.  

• In 2001, the last year for which complete data are 
available, the Ecological Footprint for San Mateo 
County was 20.9 acres per person, slightly below 
the national average. 

• The largest component of the county’s footprint 
was energy, accounting for over 13 acres, or 63 

percent of the total footprint.  Energy used in 
producing goods and services (such as consumer 
goods) and transportation energy are the largest 
two components of the energy footprint. 

• Crop land for food production is the next largest 
component of the county’s footprint, with each San 
Mateo resident requiring approximately 3.4 acres 
of crop land for food production for one year.  

For more information on Ecological Footprints, 
please see the Global Footprint Network at www.
footprintnetwork.org and Redefining Progress at 
www.rprogress.org.  To estimate your individual 
Ecological Footprint, see www.myfootprint.org.

See appendix page 81.  Researcher: Adam Lynch
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Economy: Income Distribution and Poverty

Why Is This Important?
Household income can impact access to health care, 
good nutrition, and quality housing.  High-income 
households often have access to better schools and 
live in safer neighborhoods, and children of high 
income households are more likely to complete 
college.  Low-income households may have difficulty 
meeting basic needs, particularly in areas with very 
high cost of living.  Children are especially vulnerable 
to poverty, as poor nutrition can stunt physical 
growth and cognitive development.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all community 
members share in the benefits of economic 
development and income growth and the number 
of households living in poverty continues to decline 
over time.

How Are We Doing?

Income distribution
• The median household income in San Mateo 

County in 2007 was $83,109, well above the 
statewide median household income of $59,948.  
The median household income in the county has 
increased about 21 percent since 2004.  

• In 2007, there were still wide disparities in 
household income in San Mateo County.  The 
median household income for Atherton was 
$236,845, while in Colma it was $75,780.  

• Overall, the number of households earning more 
than $100,000 has increased over the last four 
years, while the number of households earning 
less than $50,000 has decreased.  It is unknown 
whether this is due to earnings growth throughout 
the population or because low income families are 
leaving the county while high-income households 
move in.

• While the total number of households in the 
county has remained almost constant since 2006, 
the number of households earning more than 
$200,000 a year increased by about 15 percent. 

Poverty
• In 2007, the percent of San Mateo County 

residents living in households with earnings 
below the federal poverty threshold ($16,079 for a 
family of three) decreased from 7.4 percent to 6.9 
percent.   

• In 2007, 8.8 percent of the county’s children lived 
in households with earnings below the poverty 
threshold, compared with 6.3 percent of adults 
age 18 and older.  

• In 2007, the strongest concentration of poverty 
was in East Palo Alto (21.3 percent of households) 
and East San Mateo (14.2 percent). 

Because of our county’s high cost of living, comparisons 
with the federal poverty threshold can be misleading.  
In 2007, a family of three in San Mateo County needed 
household earnings of $71,827 to be self sufficient.  
More than 40 percent of households earned less than 
that level of income.  In 2008, the self-sufficiency level 
increased to $79,816, reflecting continued high prices 
for food, transportation, and housing.

See appendix page 82.  Researcher: Carrie Branam
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Why Is This Important?
A sustainable economy provides a diversified mix 
of jobs to community members of all skills and 
backgrounds.  Job growth in emerging industries 
is an important means of encouraging economic 
growth, and employment spread among many 
industries reduces the potential impacts of economic 
downturns.  Reducing unemployment may lead 
to reduced use of public assistance and increased 
revenues to local governments.   

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where the number of jobs 
and number of people seeking employment is in 
balance, and job growth keeps pace with population 
growth.  

How Are We Doing?
In 2007, San Mateo County added 6,400 jobs, a 1.9 
percent increase from 2006.  The 2007 reported job 
total is the highest for the county since 2002.

• The sectors reporting the largest job growth were 
professional and business services with 2,100 
new jobs, and leisure and hospitality with 1,500 
new jobs.  Goods-producing industries such as 
construction and manufacturing added 2,100 
jobs.  

• The information services industry (which includes 
a wide range of internet, data processing, and 
software publishing subsectors) continued a 
trend of declining employment, losing 1,100 jobs 
since last year’s report; total job losses over the 

last five years are an estimated 6,000 jobs, or 
just over 25 percent of total information services 
employment. 

Job diversity
The county continues to have a very diverse job 
base, with jobs spread widely among several major 
employment sectors.  At least seven different sectors 
employ at least 20,000 people.   

There is an even distribution of workers in firms of 
various sizes in the county.  

• 39 percent of workers are employed at firms with 
fewer than 50 employees. 

• 40 percent work at firms with 50 to 499 
employees.

• 21 percent are employed in workplaces with more 
than 500 employees.

Projections
By 2016, the total number of jobs in the San 
Francisco-San Mateo-Redwood City Metropolitan 
Division is expected to have grown by 7.6 percent 
(about 82,900 jobs) from 2006 levels.  Employment 
in Business and Professional Services is expected 
to be the most significant contributor to this job 
growth, adding an estimated 27,100 jobs over the 
next 10 years (a change of about 14 percent).  Jobs 
in Federal government and Utilities are expected to 
decline.  

See appendix page 82.  Researchers: Elizabeth Chan 
and Nika Ip

Economy: Jobs
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Economy: Unemployment

Why Is This Important?
The unemployment rate is a basic indicator of 
economic vitality.  Unemployment rates fluctuate 
with economic cycles and vary across regions.  
Unemployed individuals are unable to earn money 
to meet financial obligations, may lack health 
insurance they normally would receive through an 
employer, and could be at risk of losing their home.    

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where the level of 
unemployment is low and the unemployed have 
access to training and other resources to help them 
find employment.

How Are We Doing?
• In 2008, the average unemployment rate in San 

Mateo County was 4.8 percent.  This is an increase 
of one full percentage point from 2007, when the 
average rate in the county was 3.8 percent.  The 
unemployment rate is higher now than at any 
point since 2004.  

• The average number of unemployed individuals 
in 2008 was roughly 18,500, an increase of about 
4,000 unemployed persons since 2007.  

• The San Mateo County unemployment rate 
continued to be lower than either the state or 
federal rates, which were 7.2 percent and 5.8 
percent respectively.  The county unemployment 
rate has been below the state and federal rates for 
each of the last 10 years.

• As of December 2008, San Mateo County had the 
second lowest unemployment rate in the state.

• In 2008, the unemployment rate increased in 
every city and town in the county.  At 11.6 percent, 
East Palo Alto had the highest unemployment 
rate in the county.  Hillsborough had the lowest 
unemployment rate in the county at 1.9 percent.  
Hillsborough has had the lowest unemployment 
rate in the county since 2000.

See appendix page 82.  Researcher: Adam Lynch
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Education

Why Is This Important?
A good education provides a foundation for children 
to become productive members of society, obtain 
high-quality jobs, and contribute towards their 
community’s general welfare.  By providing equal 
education for all children, schools can play a large 
role in increasing the overall social equity of a 
community.  Further, a highly skilled and educated 
work force will attract new businesses to the area 
along with new jobs and other economic benefits.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all children receive 
a good education that equips them with the tools, 
knowledge, and confidence to fully reach their 
potential and become active participants in society.

How Are We Doing?

API scores
The Academic Performance Index (API) is the 
cornerstone of California’s Public Schools 
Accountability Act of 1999.  Student performance on 
standardized tests is aggregated at the school level 
and converted into a score between 200 and 1,000.  
Each individual school is given a yearly growth target 
based on the previous year’s performance level.  The 
performance target for all California public schools 
is 800.  

• In 2008, the median API scores for county schools 
were 809 for elementary, 787 for middle, and 749 
for high schools.  Median scores for all school 
levels improved from 2007.  

• Comparisons of API scores between individual 
schools are problematic because of differences in 
student populations.  A high proportion of socio-

economically disadvantaged students or English 
learners will have a negative impact on a school’s 
API as these students generally score lower than 
other students.  For example, in 2008 the median 
API for county school districts was 787, whereas 
the district level median API for socioeconomically 
disadvantaged students and English learners was 
695 and 691 respectively.

Preparation for higher education 
In 2006-07, 40 percent of the county’s high school 
graduating class met University of California (UC) 
and/or California State University (CSU) eligibility 
requirements, compared with 36 percent for the 
state.  Though this percentage has declined slightly 
over the last five years, it remains above the statewide 
average.

Despite meeting UC and CSU eligibility requirements, 
many graduates are still unprepared for higher 
education.  Of the students from county high 
schools entering the CSU system in the fall of 2007, 
33 percent were deemed not proficient in math and 
44 percent were not proficient in English (as defined 
as prepared to enroll in college-level courses).  

School resources
• The average expenditure per pupil for all 

county school districts was $8,345 in 2006/07.  
Statewide, the average expenditure per pupil was 
$9,061, while the national average expenditure is 
expected to be $10,418 per pupil in the current 
school year.  

• There is wide variability in expenditures per 

Negative Trend
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student across school districts in the county.  Per 
pupil spending in the Woodside Elementary and 
Portola Valley Elementary school districts is more 
than double that in South San Francisco.  

• The availability of local revenue sources, primarily 
property taxes (which are impacted by both the 
value of property in a district as well as the presence 
of elective parcel taxes) explain much of the variation 
between districts.  Funding differences can also 
reflect revenues received for specific services, such 
as special education dollars.

Data related to teachers in the county include:
• During the 2007-08 school year, 96 percent of the 

4,636 teachers employed in county schools were 
fully credentialed, the same percentage as for all 
public schools in the state.  

• During the 2007-08 school year, five districts 
(Hillsborough City Elementary, Los Lomitas 
Elementary, Menlo Park City Elementary, Portola 
Valley Elementary, and Woodside Elementary) 
had average annual teacher salaries exceeding 
$80,000.  Seven school districts’ average teacher 
salaries were below $60,000.  

• During the 2007-08 school year, three districts 
(Hillsborough City Elementary, La Honda-
Pescadaero Unified, and Woodside Elementary) 
had pupil-teacher ratios of 15 students or fewer per 
teacher, whereas three districts (Ravenswood City 
Elementary, Jefferson Union High, and San Bruno 

Park Elementary) had pupil-teacher ratios over 22 
students per teacher, or 50 percent greater.

Arts, career technical, and outdoor education
Art is an important element in a well-rounded 
education.  Students learn creative thinking and 
different ways of expressing themselves.  Arts 
education can benefit all children, but the effects on 
at-risk children can be even greater.  This is especially 
true for children from low-income households who, 
because of a lack of resources available to them, 
are less likely to be introduced to the arts.  Arts 
competencies themselves can be marketable skills 
in today’s economy (e.g. web design, graphic arts, 
advertising, etc.).

Career technical education, formerly known as 
vocational education, helps students explore future 
career options and prepare for post-high school 
training or work.  It can also keep students interested 
and engaged enough in school to graduate. 

The following chart shows the number of fine art 
and career technical education classes offered in 
county schools since the 2003/04 school year.  The 
number of fine arts classes has remained relatively 
constant, while career technical education classes 
have decreased by about 15 percent.

The San Mateo Outdoor Education Program hosts 
students at Jones Gulch to learn about the natural 
world.  Students attend classes, explore tide pools, 
visit marshes, and hike with a team of naturalists 
who teach them about the coastal environment and 
living sustainably.  Since the 2003-04 program year, 
an average of over 4,600 fifth or sixth graders and 
over 460 high school students have participated 
annually.

See appendix page 82.  Researcher: Laura Helland
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Energy Use

Why Is This Important?
California and San Mateo County depend on 
the burning of nonrenewable fossil fuels—coal, 
petroleum, and natural gas—for energy.  The 
burning of fossil fuels negatively impacts air quality 
and releases significant quantities of carbon dioxide, 
a greenhouse gas that causes climate change.  
California has committed to reduce its greenhouse 
gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020.  Increased 
energy efficiency and an increase in non-greenhouse 
gas emitting energy sources are keys to achieving 
this goal.  An overreliance on fossil fuels can also 
make an economy vulnerable to price spikes in the 
oil or natural gas markets.  

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one that is carbon neutral, where 
energy is produced from clean, renewable sources, 
and is used efficiently amongst all user groups.  

How Are We Doing?

Energy consumption
• In 2007, energy use from electricity and natural 

gas in San Mateo County totaled nearly 41.3 
trillion British thermal units (BTUs), a 2 percent 
increase from 2006 and a 12 percent increase from 
1998.  Since 1998, electricity use has increased 
by 25 percent; natural gas use has increased 3 
percent.

• In 2007, natural gas accounted for 55 percent 
of energy consumed in the county (not including 
fuel consumption for vehicles), roughly the same 
as in past years.

• In 2007, residential use accounted for 48 percent 
of energy consumption in the county.  Per capita 
residential energy use has remained largely 
constant over the last 10 years, ranging between 
27 and 28 million BTUs per capita.

• In 2006, average household energy use was 
highest in Atherton, Woodside, Hillsborough, and 
Portola Valley.  Average household use in these 
communities was at least double the county 
average (and in some cases triple the average) for 
both natural gas and electricity.

Electricity generation
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) provides 
most of the electricity used by San Mateo County 
residents and businesses.  

• In 2007, PG&E’s delivered electricity was generated 
primarily from natural gas (47 percent), nuclear 
power (23 percent), and large hydroelectric power 
(13 percent).  

• Only 4 percent of PG&E’s delivered electricity came 
from coal-fired power plants.  By comparison, 
coal accounted for 17 percent of the electricity 
delivered to all California electricity customers.

• In 2007, renewable energy sources, including 
biomass, geothermal, small hydroelectric, wind, 
and solar, accounted for 12 percent of PG&E’s 
delivered electricity, a slight decrease from 2006 
(13 percent).  This decrease is due, in part, to dry 
water conditions reducing the small hydroelectric 
output.  

Positive Trend ➠
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Renewables
• In 2008, there were 371 new solar photovoltaic 

installations in the county totaling 1,936 kilowatts 
of new generation capacity.  (As a rule of thumb, it 
takes about 3 kW of generating capacity to provide 
one home with electricity for one year).  

• At year end 2008, there were over 6,300 kilowatts 
of solar generating capacity in the county (1,426 
individual installations).  More than 60 percent of 
this total was installed since 2006.  

See appendix page 83.  Researchers: Isabelle Gecils, 
Nancy Gogan
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Why Is This Important?
The construction, operation, and removal of buildings 
use a tremendous amount of energy and natural 
resources and generate large quantities of waste and 
pollution.  Green building practices seek to minimize 
the impact of our built environment by creating 
healthier and more resource-efficient buildings.  
Green buildings provide environmental benefits by 
reducing solid waste and conserving energy and 
water, economic benefits by reducing operating costs 
and enhancing asset values, and social benefits by 
minimizing the strain on local infrastructure and 
providing healthy indoor environments.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where buildings are 
resource efficient, produce minimal waste, are built 
with nontoxic substances, and have healthy indoor 
environments.

How Are We Doing?

LEED Buildings
The U.S. Green Building Council’s (USGBC) 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design 
(LEED) Green Building Rating System measures a 
building’s performance in five key areas: sustainable 
site development, water savings, energy efficiency, 
materials selection, and indoor environmental 
quality.  

• Nationwide, over 4.2 billion square feet of 
commercial building space are involved with the 
LEED green building certification system.  

As of December 31, 2008, the county was home to 
722,000 square feet of LEED-certified space. Total 
LEED-certified space in the county almost doubled 
from 2007.

During 2008, five new LEED buildings were certified 
in San Mateo County.

• The San Mateo Public Library, San Mateo (LEED-
Gold)

• Alexandria Technology Campus East Grand (249 
East Grand Ave.), South San Francisco

• The Nueva School, Hillsborough (LEED-Gold)
• Villa Montgomery Apartments, Redwood City 

(LEED-Gold)
• East Palo Alto YMCA, East Palo Alto, (LEED-Gold)

Currently 31 other projects in the county are registered 
with the USGBC to begin the LEED certification 
process.  These projects are located throughout the 
county and include commercial buildings, libraries, 
schools, and other public facilities.  LEED-registered 

Green Buildings

projects comprise another 6.1 million square feet.   
Registration documents the intent of the builders/
owners and the design of a building, but not the 
as-built performance; past data indicate less than 
20 percent of LEED-registered buildings achieve 
certification.

Green building policies
A green building policy is a written ordinance, code, or 
guideline that promotes or requires the construction 
of green buildings.  As of December 31, 2008, two 
jurisdictions in the county had mandatory green 
building ordinances.

• In March of 2008, San Mateo County passed a 
comprehensive green building ordinance that 
applies to new construction in the unincorporated 
county.  In order to receive building permit 
approval, all new residential construction must be 
rated at 50 “GreenPoints” or higher (GreenPoints 
is a residential green building rating system run 
by the nonprofit Build It Green).  Similarly, all 
new commercial/industrial construction projects 
over 3,000 square feet (or substantial remodels 
of a similar size) must demonstrate LEED 
certification.  

• Brisbane requires all city and commercial 
buildings over a specific size to meet LEED-Silver 
standards, and residential projects must be rated 
at 50 “GreenPoints” or higher. 

In addition, Hillsborough and Portola Valley require 
permit applications for new construction to include 
either a Build It Green GreenPoints checklist or a 
Sustainable Buildings Checklist. 

See appendix page 83.  Researcher: Patrick Wooliever

Positive Trend ➠
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Habitat Protection

Why Is This Important?
San Mateo County is home to a diverse mix of 
ecosystems, including beach and intertidal zones, 
coastal sage scrub, chaparral, oak woodlands—even 
redwood forests.  Preservation of these habitats 
provides a number of benefits to county residents, 
both monetary and nonmonetary.  Visitors to 
area beaches, forests, and lakes spend money 
in local stores, and unspoiled habitat increases 
property values and provides area residents with 
opportunities for recreation.  Ecosystem impacts 
such as development in sensitive areas, excessive 
pollution, and the introduction of invasive species 
can lead to habitat loss and destruction. 

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where ecosystems are 
healthy and land use or other decisions are balanced 
with the need for habitat protection. 

How Are We Doing?

Threatened and endangered species
San Mateo County is home to over 30 state or 
federally listed threatened or endangered species.  

• The Central California coastal coho salmon spawn 
in small streams before migrating to the ocean 
for most of their adult lives.  Pollution, decreased 
water quality, and poor stream conditions have 
greatly diminished the salmon’s prevalence in the 
county. 

• The San Francisco garter snake, found only 
in San Mateo County, feeds primarily on the 
federally threatened California red-legged frog.  
Both species prefer wetland habitats, which have 
been lost to agricultural, commercial, and urban 
development.  

Invasive species
• The San Mateo County Weed Management Area is 

a regional organization formed by public agencies, 
private landowners, the agricultural industry, 
and environmental organizations concerned with 
invasive plant species in the county.  Their top 
eight invasive species of concern are the yellow 
star thistle, jubata grass, pampas grass, French 
broom, Scotch broom, cape ivy, gorse, and 
fennel. 

• The California Native Plant Society, the Friends 
of Edgewood, and the San Mateo County Parks 
& Recreation Division have been eradicating 
noxious weeds at Edgewood Park since the early 
1990s. Today over 50 acres of weeds have been 
removed in total including over 20 acres of yellow 

star thistle removed, and populations of fennel, 
teasel, and bristly ox-tongue significantly reduced 
or eradicated.

Bird populations
The Audubon Society’s Christmas bird count tracks 
bird populations at Año Nuevo and Crystal Springs.  
Three species are indicators of the overall ecosystem 
health:  

• The common raven because its population is 
closely tied to human presence and disturbance. 

• The acorn woodpecker because it is a cavity nester 
that depends on oak habitats for survival. 

• The California quail because it is a ground-nesting 
species vulnerable to human disturbance. 

Although there can be great variation in the annual 
counts, since 1986 the number of common raven has 
grown steadily while the number of acorn woodpecker 

and California quail counted has decreased slightly.

Habitat Restoration
An unused 2-acre Christmas tree farm within 
the Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District’s 
Skyline Open Space Preserve has been re-graded and 
replaced with what will—in time—become a native 
oak woodland.  The work will keep sediment from 
eroding into nearby Horseshoe Lake, an important 
water source for wildlife and potential habitat for 
endangered species such as the California red-
legged frog and the San Francisco garter snake.  
The district will also restore an additional six acres 
within the Horseshoe Lake watershed over the next 
two years. 

See appendix page 83.  Researcher: Rachel Rounds

No Clear Trend
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Health Care: Community Health

Why Is This Important?
Neighborhood characteristics, social influences, and 
individual behavior are among the most important 
factors affecting community health. Access to 
recreation areas or the availability of affordable 
housing can indirectly impact the ability of residents 
to get exercise.  Social factors may impact residents’ 
health, including the availability of health information 
(including linguistically and culturally appropriate 
information), norms encouraging healthy behaviors, 
and inequalities across socioeconomic or ethnic 
groups.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all people have the 
knowledge and ability to lead a healthy lifestyle and 
the adoption of healthy behaviors increases over 
time among all members of a community. 

How Are We Doing?

Chronic Illness
Chronic illnesses are long lasting and costly.  
Increased rates of certain chronic illnesses may 
indicate changes in community behaviors, and 
frequent hospital visits associated with chronic 
disease may strain household budgets and 
community health care systems.

• Asthma and arthritis remain the most common 
chronic illnesses in the county in 2008.  Sixteen 
percent of all residents suffer from arthritis, while 
14 percent have asthma.  

• In 1998, 3.9 percent of county residents had 
diabetes; in 2008, over 8 percent reported 
diabetes.  The two major factors influencing the 
prevalence of Type 2 diabetes (which accounts for 
90 to 95 percent of all cases) are obesity and lack 
of physical activity.  

• The prevalence of heart disease in the county has 
remained constant over the last ten years.

Healthy Behaviors
The Healthy Community Collaborative of San Mateo 
County publishes a biannual Health and Quality of 
Life Survey.  Key findings of the survey include:

• In 2008, only 8.5 percent of San Mateo County 
residents exhibited a combination of healthy 
behaviors that limit the risk of cancer and heart 
disease, the two leading causes of death in the 
county (they do not smoke, are not overweight, 
exercise at least three times per week, and eat an 
average of five fruits and/or vegetables a day).

• In 2008, men were much less likely than women to 
exhibit all four healthy behaviors (only 4 percent 
of men compared with 11 percent of women).  

• Among all races in the county, Hispanic residents 
are the least likely to demonstrate all four healthy 
behaviors (4 percent).  White residents are the 
most likely (12 percent).  

• Overweight and obese individuals have significantly 
higher rates of a number of diseases, including 
diabetes and heart disease.  Since 1998, the 
percentage of San Mateo County residents who 
were overweight or obese has climbed significantly.  
In 1998, 51 percent of residents were overweight; 
in 2008, 57 percent were.  The percentage of obese 
residents climbed from 13 percent to 19 percent 
over the same time period.  

• The adoption of healthy behaviors is highly 
correlated to income, indicating a need for local 
communities to target healthy behavior efforts at 
low-income households.  Residents in households 
earning less than 200 percent of the Federal 
Poverty Level (FPL) (in 2007, for a family of four 
this was $41,300) are the least likely group in the 
county to demonstrate all four healthy behaviors 
(3 percent).  

See appendix page 84.  Researcher: Adam Lynch

No Clear Trend
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Health Care: Insurance and Cost

Why Is This Important?
Affordable quality health care is necessary for a 
healthy and productive life. High costs for health 
insurance, treatment, and medications are a 
deterrent to obtaining proper care and leave less 
money for other basic needs.  Health insurance 
allows for better access to health care and spreads 
the cost of care across the community. Deferring 
care because of cost often leads to more severe 
illness, which burdens individuals and the health 
care system further. 

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all members of the 
community have access to affordable quality health 
care and health insurance.  

How Are We Doing?

Health insurance
• In 2007, 7.6 percent of San Mateo County 

residents lacked health insurance—roughly 
56,000 individuals. This is almost unchanged 
from 2005 when 7.8 percent of county residents 
lacked health insurance.  

• The percentage of county residents lacking health 
insurance compared favorably with both the state 
(13.2 percent) and the nine-county Bay Area 
region (8.3 percent).

• In 2007, 66.4 percent of county residents received 
health insurance through an employer-based plan, 
an increase from 63.3 percent in 2005. In 2007, 
only 53.7 percent of individuals statewide received 
health insurance through an employer-based plan.

• In 2007, the percentage of county residents receiving 
health insurance through public programs fell to 

18.2 percent, compared with 22.4 percent in 2005.  
For the purposes of these data, “public” insurance 
includes Medicare, Medicaid, and public-private 
coverage combinations (such as Medicare along 
with private “Medigap” insurance).  

Health care costs
• In 2008, the cost of health care in the Bay Area 

Metropolitan region, as measured by increases in 
the medical care category of the Consumer Price 
Index, grew by 3.5 percent.  

• Over the past decade, medical costs have 
consistently increased at a higher rate than other 
goods.  Medical costs rose at an annual average 
rate of nearly 5 percent compared with a 3 percent 
growth rate for all goods. 

See appendix page 84.  Researcher: Joyce Routson
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Housing: Affordability

Why Is This Important?
A lack of affordable housing limits the ability of people 
to live in San Mateo County and may reduce the 
availability of qualified workers for local businesses.  
In response to high housing prices, local workers 
may be forced to live in another county and face long 
commutes, or pay more than they can comfortably 
afford for housing.  The provision of affordable 
housing for low- and very-low-income individuals is 
of particular importance if community members of 
all socioeconomic backgrounds are to share in the 
benefits of job growth and economic development.  

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where housing is available 
and affordable to all members of society and new 
housing is built to meet projected population and 
job growth.

How Are We Doing?

Housing costs
• The California Association of Realtors (CAR) 

estimated that in the third quarter of 2008, only 
29 percent of households in San Mateo County 
could afford to purchase an entry-level home, 
compared with 35 percent of households in the 
greater San Francisco Bay Area, 53 percent 
statewide, and 60 percent nationally. (An entry-
level home is defined as one that is equal to 85 
percent of the prevailing median price.)  Overall 
housing affordability in the county has been 
improving for four straight quarters, increasing 
from 17 percent in the second quarter of 2007.  

• In 2008, the median sales price of a single-family 
home in San Mateo County was $795,000 a 12.4 
percent decrease from 2007, adjusted for inflation. 
Still, the median sales price for a single-family 
home in the county has increased 34 percent 
since 1999.  

• In 2008, the median sales price of a San Mateo 
County condominium was $504,000, an 18.4 
percent decrease from 2007, adjusted for 
inflation. 

• Despite the decreases, the median sales price for 
single family homes still exceeds $1 million in 10 
of the 27 communities of San Mateo County. 

• The household income necessary to purchase a 
median-priced single-family home in San Mateo 
County decreased in 2008 for the first time in five 
years. The necessary income ($165,200) remains, 
however, 75 percent above the U.S. Housing 
and Urban Development median family income 
estimate for San Mateo County ($94,300). 

• In 2008, average rents in the county for one- and 
two-bedroom apartments were $1,613 and $1,849 
per month respectively.  Adjusting for inflation, 
these are 4 percent higher than 2007 levels. 

Housing production
In a 2007 survey by the Silicon Valley Leadership 
Group, 84 percent of business leaders listed 
housing as their number one business concern, and 
99 percent said housing was the top cost of living 
challenge for area employees.

A significant shortage in the housing supply is the 
primary cause for the high housing costs in the 
county.  Barriers to housing development include 
limited undeveloped land, local regulatory barriers, 
and community opposition. 

Every five to seven years, local jurisdictions are 
allocated housing production targets based on the 
state’s Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) 
process.  Projections are based on anticipated job 
growth, anticipated population growth, and existing 
need.  

• San Mateo County produced 63 percent of its total 
allocated housing target from 1999 to 2006.  The 
Bay Area region as a whole produced 92 percent 
of the regional housing needs target.  

• In June 2008, the Association of Bay Area 
Governments (ABAG) published the latest Regional 
Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) targets.  San 
Mateo County was allocated a target of nearly 
16,000 new units for 2007-2014.  Approximately 
39 percent of those units are required in the low- 
and very-low-income levels (<80 percent and <50 

No Clear Trend
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percent of the regional Median Household Income 
respectively). 

• In 2007, 1,185 new housing permits were issued 
in San Mateo County, meeting only 60 percent of 
the annual needs assessment.  Permit issuance 
for new housing was down throughout the Bay 
Area as a result of the economic downturn.  As 
whole, new housing starts were down 24 percent 
in the nine Bay Area counties from 2006. 

• Housing production in the low- and very-low- 
income categories continues to lag.  In 2007, only 
209 new housing units were permitted in these 
categories in the county (about 18 percent of total 
housing starts).  The RHNA estimates that 39 
percent of housing starts in San Mateo County 
should be in these two categories.  

See Appendix Page 84.  Researcher: Dean Martucci
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Why Is This Important?
Homeless individuals lack a fixed, regular, and adequate 
nighttime residence.  Homelessness detracts from an 
individual’s ability to hold down steady employment 
and can negatively impact their health and safety.  
Homelessness among children can impact a child’s 
ability to succeed in school and maintain relationships 
with peers.  High rates of homelessness may negatively 
impact businesses by reducing the attractiveness of 
downtown areas to patrons.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all residents of a 
community have access to a safe and permanent 
residence and those at risk of becoming homeless 
have access to high-quality temporary shelters and 
support services.

How Are We Doing?
The San Mateo County Human Services Agency 
completed the last Homeless Census and Survey in 
early 2007.  It identified 2,064 homeless individuals 
in the county.  The next census is scheduled for 
early 2009, but the results of this survey were not 
available to SSMC before this report went to press. 
The 2007 survey’s major findings included:

• Seven percent of homeless households were 
families with dependent children.

• African Americans were disproportionately 
represented in the homeless population, comprising 
3 percent of the county’s total population but 31 
percent of its homeless population.

• Thirteen percent of the homeless population 
reported having been in the foster care system, 
which is consistent with national findings that a 
significant number of emancipated foster youth 
become homeless.

• Twenty-four percent of the homeless population 
reported having used hospital emergency rooms 
three or more times in the previous year.

Homeless services  
San Mateo County’s Center on Homelessness has 
indicated to SSMC that that there are more first time 
homeless in the county in 2008 than in previous years.  
This trend is likely related to the deteriorating state 
of the economy, particularly rising unemployment 
and continued high prices of housing.  

The Society of St Vincent de Paul of San Mateo 
County, a major provider of services to the homeless, 
reports to SSMC that:

• The number of people accessing services at its 
three Homeless Help Centers increased 20 percent 
in the fourth quarter of 2008;

• Requests for rental assistance are up 21 percent 
from the previous year; and

• Requests for aid with utility bills totaled $79,032 
in 2007/08, a 41 percent increase from the 
previous year.  

Other notable trends include:

• Shelter Network, a primary provider of shelter for 
homeless families and individuals in the county, 
reports that the size of the wait list for shelter 
space—one indicator of the demand for homeless 
services—was recently as high as 119 families.   
Typically, Shelter Network reports between 45 
and 55 families on the wait list. 

• Samaritan House reports to SSMC that demand 
for food at their kitchen increased 52 percent 
in 2008.  Samaritan House further reports that 
requests for rental assistance increased 300 
percent over the last year.

• Second Harvest Food Bank, which supplies 
several food pantries in San Mateo County, saw a 
55 percent increase in the number of direct food 
requests on its emergency hotline this fall.

• The San Mateo County Department of Health and 
Human Services reports that the number of people 
receiving federal food stamps has increased 21 
percent since last year.

See appendix page 84.  Researcher: John 
Kittermaster

Housing: Homelessness
Negative Trend
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Why Is This Important?
Land use decisions by local governments have far 
reaching impacts on the long-term sustainability of 
the county. By 2050, San Mateo County’s population 
is projected to grow by 80,000 residents.  With 
many towns and cities in the county fully built-
out, accommodation of these new residents and 
businesses will require adoption of “smart growth” 
policies that direct development to areas within close 
proximity to commercial services, jobs, and transit 
stations.  Some of the benefits of in-fill development 
and increased density include:

• Revitalized and thriving downtown areas 
• Reduced driving and dependence on fossil fuels 
• Cost savings by maximizing use of existing 

infrastructure and public services
• Accommodating the housing needs of employees 

and our growing senior population
• Reduced commute time and traffic congestion
• More affordable housing

• Preserving natural space and agricultural land

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where land use policies 
accommodate growth, protect open space and 
agriculture, and encourage increased development 
in areas that have easy access to commercial 
services, jobs, and transit.  

How Are We Doing?

Developed Land
• In 2005, 37 percent of the land in San Mateo 

County was urban, compared with only 26 percent 
for the entire Bay Area.  

• The percentage of urbanized land in the county is 
largely unchanged since 2000.  This reflects the 
high percentage of protected open space in the 
county (about 39 percent of total land area) and 
the fact that many cities and towns are fully built-
out within their borders.  

• Residential land accounted for over half of all urban 
lands (51 percent), a slightly higher percentage 
than for the entire Bay Area (49 percent). 

• Major infrastructure (mainly roads and highways), 
accounted for 26 percent of urban land and 9 
percent of all land in the county, in total over 
26,000 acres.  

Land Use Policies
In early 2009, SSMC conducted a survey on the 
adoption of a range of land use policies in the 
county.  Notable findings include: 
• Thirteen cities and towns in the county had 

inclusionary housing policies designed to increase 
the availability of affordable housing.  These 
policies usually stipulate that certain percentages 
of new residential development be set aside for 
low income residents.  

• Four cities (South San Francisco, Foster City, 
East Palo Alto, and Colma) require at least 20% of 
new housing units to be affordable housing units 
(with some exceptions). 

• Fifteen cities and towns in the county have General 
Plan or other formal policies that allow mixed use 
development in or around downtown areas.  Most 
of those cities or towns that did not have explicit 
mixed use development guidelines responded that 
they did not have defined downtown areas.  

• Thirteen cities in the county have formal policies 
allowing mixed use or high density development 
within ¼ mile of a transit hub. Most of the cities 
that did not have transit-oriented policies did not 
have transit hubs.  

• Only two cities in the county have adopted policies 
relating to proximity of parks to residents.  Both 
San Mateo and Redwood City have policies stating 
that residents should have access to parkland 
within ½ mile of their homes.  

• Seven cities in the county allow residential 
densities of over 20 dwelling units per acre in 
downtown areas. 

See appendix page 85.  Researchers: Tina King and 
Adam Lynch

Land Use
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Why Is This Important?
Parks and open space enrich a community’s quality 
of life. Access to and use of parks and open space 
may improve public health and increase values of 
nearby property.  Parks are also public gathering 
places that bring people together and build a sense 
of community.  Open space attracts tourism, and 
safeguards clean air and drinking water.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where parks and open 
space are abundant, of good quality, and readily 
accessible to all residents. 

How Are We Doing?
There are over 112,000 acres of parkland and 
protected open space in San Mateo County, the 
majority open for public use; parklands and open 
space make up 39 percent of the total land area in 
San Mateo County.

Significant protected landholdings in the county 
include watershed lands managed by the San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC), 
land owned by the Midpeninsula Regional Open 
Space District and the Peninsula Open Space Trust, 
state parks, and San Mateo County parks. The 
remaining protected lands are owned by cities, the 
federal government, state agencies and nonprofit 
organizations.

City parks

City parks are generally the most accessible and 
most used park facilities. They can range from small 

Parks and Open Space

pocket parks located within individual neighborhoods 
consisting solely of a playground and a few picnic 
tables, to large community or regional parks 
offering multiple active and passive recreational 
opportunities.

• In 2008, Portola Valley had the highest number 
of acres of city-owned parkland per 1,000 
residents in San Mateo County, with 18.1 
acres per 1,000 residents.  The town reported 
to SSMC that it had 84 acres of parks for its 
4,639 residents.  

• In total, there were 2.5 acres of city-owned parks 
per 1,000 residents in San Mateo County.    

• The total acreage of parks managed by cities 
and townships in San Mateo County increased 
about 8 percent in 2008 (125 new acres of parks 
were reported, bringing the total to 1,678 acres 
of city-owned parks in the county), suggesting 
continued support among local governments for 
development of new park facilities.  

See appendix page 85.  Researcher: April Mo
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Pesticide Use

Why Is This Important?
Widespread use of toxic pesticides can damage 
human health and the environment.  Toxic pesticides 
are nerve toxins and can cause cancer or pose 
reproductive hazards.  Pesticides that are applied to 
homes, gardens, buildings, agriculture, rights of way, 
and other areas can run off into waterways, polluting 
water and threatening the health of wildlife.  Organic 
food production and nontoxic pest management are 
emerging as alternatives to toxic pesticide use.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where the most toxic 
pesticides are eliminated from use and nontoxic 
management practices are widespread.

How Are We Doing?

Pesticide Use
• In 2007, the California Department of Pesticide 

Regulation reported that 288,000 pounds of 
pesticides were used in San Mateo County for 
nonresidential purposes.  Fifty-six percent 
(162,000 pounds) were classified as “most toxic” 
by the Pesticide Action Network.

• In 2007, the use of the most toxic pesticides was 
6 percent higher than 2006.  Use of these most 
toxic substances has been consistently higher 
over the last three years than during the years 
2000 through 2004.

• Agriculture was the largest mode of use for 
pesticides in 2007, with over 58 percent of 
pesticides applied for agricultural uses, including 
nursery plants.  Structural pest control (including 
pesticides used to control ants, termites or 

roaches) was the second largest mode of use, with 
30 percent of pesticides used.    

The same three pesticides continue to account for the 
majority of the “most toxic” pesticide use in the county.  

• Sulfuryl fluoride is the most widely used (in pounds 
applied) pesticide among those considered “most 
toxic”. Over 48,000 pounds were applied in the 
county in 2007, or about 30 percent of the total 
amount of most toxic pesticides.  Sulfuryl fluoride 
is used for termite pest control by structural pest 
control companies.

• Metam-potassium was the second most widely 
used pesticide among those on the “most toxic” 
list, with over 47,000 pounds applied.  Metam-
potassium is applied to soils in the cultivation of 
Brussels sprouts.  

• Metam-sodium, also used primarily on Brussels 
sprouts, is the third most applied pesticide, with 
22,000 pounds applied.  

Integrated Pest Management
Integrated pest management (or IPM) is a term for 
managing pests using less toxic alternatives than 
harmful pesticides.  As part of the San Mateo County 
Water Pollution Prevention Program, there is now 
a county-specific website that provides resources 
on how to use less toxic methods to manage pest 
problems.  The effort includes a retail partnership 
program with over 20 stores throughout the county 
selling less toxic pesticides to consumers.  http://
www.ourwaterourworld.org/ 

See appendix page 85.  Researcher: Adam Lynch

No Clear Trend

➠

➠

http://www.ourwaterourworld.org/
http://www.ourwaterourworld.org/
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Population

Why Is This Important?
Population is an important indicator of the health of 
a community.  New residents moving into the county 
are important drivers of economic growth and can 
increase social diversity.  At the same time, increased 
population can deplete natural resources and put 
strains on essential public services, while changing 
demographics may require local governments to 
adapt their services to their populations’ specific 
needs.  

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where a community is able 
to accommodate population growth and changing 
demographics without negatively impacting quality 
of life or depleting scarce natural resources.

How Are We Doing?
• San Mateo County’s population grew by 1.3 

percent, or about 9,600 residents, from 2007 to 
2008.  As of July 1, 2008, the total population of 
the county was 742,251.  

• The population of San Bruno increased by 
1,500 people (3.5 percent), more than any other 
municipality in the county.  South San Francisco 
also grew significantly, by about 1,400 people (2.2 
percent).  No municipalities experienced declining 
population.  

• The 2008 increase resulted from both natural 
growth (births minus deaths) and net migration 
into the county from other places.  There were 
about 5,000 more births than deaths, and a 
positive net migration into the county of over 
4,500 individuals. Notably, the positive net 
migration included about 6,100 new individuals 
from outside of California (foreign or other US 
states), but a net loss of about 1,600 individuals 
within California (to other counties). 

• Overall, the county’s population has increased 
4.4 percent since 2000, adding about 31,500 
residents in eight years.    

• Since the year 2000, there has been a net migration 
out of the county of about 11,000 residents.  This 
trend may indicate a continuing shift away from 
high cost of living counties such as San Mateo to 
inland counties where affordable, family friendly 
housing exists. 

• The county’s population continues to be ethnically 
diverse.  In 2010 projections, 43 percent of the 
county’s residents will be White (non-Hispanic), 
26 percent Hispanic, 24 percent Asian, and 3.6 
percent African American.  Since 2000, the county 

has seen an increase in Asian and Hispanic 
residents and a proportionate decrease in White 
(non-Hispanic) residents. 

• In 2000, about 13 percent of the population in the 
county was 65 and older.  By 2050, the number of 
residents 65 and older is expected to increase to 
over 25 percent of the county’s population.   

See appendix page 85.  Researcher: Carol Mink

No Clear Trend

➠
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Public Library Use

Why Is This Important?
Public libraries provide all members of a community—
regardless of income or status—with access to 
information and a safe place to read, research, work, 
and learn.  For some members of a community, 
public libraries are the only place they can access 
computers or the internet.  Libraries’ reference tools 
and staff can be equally helpful to both students 
in their studies and to job seekers looking for new 
or different work or training.  Community rooms, 
children’s programs, and special literacy programs 
are offered by most libraries, helping foster an 
environment of unity and learning.   

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all members of 
society have access to public libraries and where use 
of those libraries continues to strengthen over time.

How Are We Doing?
The level of library expenditures is one measure of 
a community’s support for its libraries.  In 2006-
07, annual expenditures per capita for all public 
libraries in San Mateo County continued to increase, 
climbing from last year’s $57.67 to $64.62.  Much 
of this increase was driven by large expenditure 
increases reported in two cities—San Mateo and 
Redwood City.  In both cases, the cities opened 
improved libraries or new branches; it is unknown 
at this time if some of these operating expenses 
are one-time in nature.  In comparison, annual 
expenditures per capita for neighboring Santa Clara 
County libraries were $48.16 and the statewide 
average was $31.74. 

Other findings from 2006-07 included:
• Although library visits (attendance) per capita in 

the county have only increased slightly over the 
last five years, circulation per capita has increased 
about 38 percent during that same time.  The 
average circulation per capita for the San Mateo 
County area was 11.33 materials borrowed per 
person, while the statewide circulation per capita 
was 5.44.

• The average number of internet terminals in local 
county libraries was 0.93 per 1,000 residents, 
comparing favorably with the statewide average 
of 0.43 per 1,000 residents.  Neighboring Santa 
Clara County libraries also had 0.43 internet 
terminals per 1,000 residents.  

• Attendance at county libraries has remained 
steady over the last five years.  Countywide, 
attendance per capita stood at 7.09 visits per year 
per capita, whereas the statewide average was 
4.24 visits per capita.  

• The number of hours that libraries in the county 
are open is an important indicator of their 
accessibility.  When normalized for population, 
county libraries were open 46 hours per capita in 
1997-98.  In 2006-07, that number had risen 38 
percent to 64.6 hours open per capita.  

• The number of reference questions continues 
to decline, reflecting increased use of internet 
terminals and databases in libraries to conduct 
research.  Total reference questions have decreased 
almost 11 percent over the last 10 years.  

See appendix page 86.  Researchers: Emily Lum and 
Annemarie Stagnaro

Positive Trend ➠
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Solid Waste

Why Is This Important?
Households and businesses generate solid waste 
that is put in landfills.  This waste is composed of a 
variety of natural and manmade materials, including 
wood and green waste, plastic, paper and cardboard, 
and food waste.  Much of this material contains non-
renewable resources such as petroleum products 
and metals, while materials that are renewable may 
be consumed at a rate that outpaces nature’s ability 
to replenish them.  Further, collecting, managing, 
and properly landfilling waste is a costly task for 
municipalities and the environment.  Reducing the 
amount of waste generated is a critical component 
of balancing resource consumption with resource 
supply.  

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where consumption of 
resources is in balance with nature’s ability to 
replenish them and resources are diverted through 
reuse and recycling rather than thrown away.

How Are We Doing?
• In 2006, San Mateo County landfilled 723,000 

tons of solid waste, a decline of 5 percent (about 
38,000 tons) from 2005 and the lowest total in 
more than a decade.  Despite steady population 
growth in the county, the amount of solid waste 
disposed in landfills has declined 21 percent since 
2000.  

• Total solid waste generated (all materials entering 
the disposal system) in the county has remained 
constant over the last six years.  About 1.7 million 
tons of total material were generated in 2006, 57 
percent of which was diverted through recycling 
or reuse.  The diversion rate in the county has 
increased steadily from 43 percent in 2000.  

• Residential solid waste disposal rates have 
decreased consistently over the last four years. 
County residents disposed of an average of 1.7 
lbs of solid waste per capita per day in 2007, a 15 
percent decrease since 2004.  

• One-third of all waste in the county is residential 
waste.  According to state estimates, nearly 20 
percent of residential waste by weight is food 
remains and another 10 percent is organic matter 
such as leaves and grass clippings.  Both waste 
streams can be readily composted.

• In the commercial sector, paper and food waste 
are the largest waste stream components.  
Restaurants and retailers are the largest 
generators of commercial waste (an estimated 
10 percent and 9 percent of the total commercial 
waste stream respectively).

See appendix page 86.  Researcher: Scott 
Hammesfahr

Positive Trend ➠
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Transportation: Gasoline Use and Fuel Efficiency
Why Is This Important?

Motor vehicles are the largest source of pollution in 
San Mateo County, impacting both air and water 
quality.  The transportation sector accounts for over 
half of the county’s total carbon dioxide emissions, a 
greenhouse gas linked to climate change.  High fuel 
costs can have a major impact on household budgets 
through direct spending on transportation, and 
indirect price increases on other goods and services.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one that is carbon neutral and 
where alternative fuels or modes of transportation are 
available so that high fuel prices do not severely impact 
a household’s ability to purchase needed items.

How Are We Doing?
• In 2007, fuel consumption in San Mateo County 

was 356 million gallons, a slight increase from 
2006. Overall, total fuel consumption has declined 
about 10 percent since its peak in 2001.  

• Annual per capita gasoline consumption in the 
county was 481 gallons, a 1 percent decrease 
from 2006.  Per capita gasoline consumption has 
been in steady decline over the last six years.  

• Although this was the lowest per capita 
consumption in the county in more than a decade, 
it was still slightly higher than the national level 
(473 gallons), reflecting continued dependence on 
automobiles for most mobility needs.

• In 2007, gasoline prices in the Bay Area averaged 
$3.14 per gallon.  At the national level, gasoline 
prices averaged $2.85 per gallon.  

• In 2007, inflation-adjusted gasoline prices in the 
Bay Area were 8 percent higher than in 2006 and 
43 percent higher than in 2000.  

• In 2007, the county’s average fuel economy was 
19.1 miles per gallon.  It has been consistently 
higher than the national average fuel economy 
(although we do not have a national figure for 
2007, it was 17.2 miles per gallon in 2006).

• The San Francisco Metropolitan Area ranks second 
in the nation in hybrid vehicle popularity with an 
average of over 7.4 hybrids per 1,000 residents.  
Among states, California leads the nation in both 
total and per capita sales of hybrid automobiles.

California SB 375
Signed into law by the governor in September 2008, 

SB 375 forges closer ties between transportation and 

land use planning in order to reduce greenhouse gas 

emissions.  Specifically, SB 375 requires metropolitan 

planning organizations (MPOs) such as MTC to set 

greenhouse gas reduction targets for cars and light 

trucks that can be achieved by better integrating 

transportation projects with land use decisions.  

The law requires that MPOs develop a “Sustainable 

Communities Strategy” (SCS) that identifies projects 

that help achieve the greenhouse gas reduction 

targets.  The SCS will be included as part of the 

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  By requiring that 

SCS projects are included in RTPs, SB 375 ensures 

that innovative transportation projects that reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions have equal call on major 

Federal funding as more traditional projects.  

Positive Trend ➠

See Appendix page 86.  Researcher:  Adam Lynch
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Transportation: Vehicle Travel and Public Transit

Why Is This Important?
Our transportation choices have significant impacts 
on the economy, environment, and individual 
quality of life.  Fossil fuel burning vehicles pollute 
the air and water and are a significant contributor 
of greenhouse gas emissions.  Traffic congestion 
reduces worker productivity and free time.  The 
availability and use of efficient public transit may 
lead to improved air quality and more vibrant, 
sustainable communities focused on walking and 
biking rather than automobiles.  

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state, single-occupancy vehicle trips 
decline over time and use of public transit increases.  

How Are We Doing?

Vehicle travel
• The single-occupancy automobile continues to be 

the dominant mode of travel in San Mateo County.  
Total vehicles miles traveled increased slightly in 
2007, up about 1.7 percent to about 6.8 billion 
vehicle miles traveled.  County residents drive an 
estimated 25.3 miles per day per capita.    

• Total vehicle miles traveled in the county peaked 
in 1999 and have been steadily decreasing since 
that time.  Vehicle travel is highly correlated to job 
and economic growth.    

• Vehicle travel constitutes the largest source of 
carbon emissions in the county; approximately 
59 percent of all carbon emissions come from 
operation of on-road vehicles.  

• In 2007, 70 percent of all county residents drove 
alone to work. Another 10 percent carpooled.  

• Among county residents who do not work at 
home, about 15 percent face daily commutes of 
45 minutes each way or longer. 

Public transit
• Public transit use in the county (BART, Caltrain, 

and SamTrans) has increased significantly over 
the last five years.  Since 2004, average weekday 
ridership on the three major providers has 
increased 28 percent from 101,000 riders per 
weekday to 130,000 riders per weekday.  

• Increased service on Caltrain, including the Baby 
Bullet service in 2004, as well as increased traffic 
congestion and high gas prices have likely contributed 
to the surge in demand for public transit.  

• SamTrans is the largest provider of public transit 
service, with about 46 percent of all ridership. 

• 10 percent of all San Mateo County residents now 
take public transit to work, the highest proportion 
since SSMC began tracking these data.  

Commute.org
The Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance (the 

Alliance), a 2009 Sustainable San Mateo County 

Award winner, is dedicated to providing residents and 

employers with programs that reduce the number of 

single occupancy vehicle trips made in the county.  The 

commute shuttle program, which connects Caltrain 

and BART stations with area employers, has had large 

ridership increases, and the carpool incentive program 

provides free gas cards to workers who commit to 

carpooling together for eight weeks.  Find out more at 

www.commute.org. 

Positive Trend ➠

See appendix page 86.  Researcher: Adam Lynch

http://www.commute.org
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Voter Participation

Why Is This Important?
Voting allows people to participate in community-
wide decision making.  High voter turnout indicates 
citizens are engaged and feel empowered to influence 
decisions affecting them.  High voter participation 
is essential if public policy is to accurately reflect 
the will of the people.  Low voter turnout can signal 
disenfranchisement and skew local government focus 
toward the desires of those who voted, rather than 
for the common good of all community members.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all community 
members who are able participate in the democratic 
process by voting, and voter participation increases 
over time.  

How Are We Doing? 
• In November 2008, voters in San Mateo County 

went to the polls for the quadrennial national 
presidential election.  Along with casting votes for 
President of the United States, voters considered 
candidates for a number of state and national 
offices, as well as a host of local and statewide 
initiatives.

• Sixty-four percent of eligible residents cast ballots 
in the 2008 general election.  This is slightly higher 
than the statewide average of 59.2 percent.  Voter 
participation in the county has been consistently 
higher than the statewide average for the last six 
even-year elections.

• The 2008 election saw the highest percentage 
of registered voters casting ballots since 1992.  
Turnout was still lower than in every presidential 
election from 1948 through 1984, however.  The 
highest turnout recorded in the county since 
1948 was 90.3 percent, recorded during the 
1960 presidential election between Nixon and 
Kennedy.      

• Turnout in even-year elections (presidential 
elections in particular) is significantly higher than 
odd-year elections.  While the turnout of eligible 

voters in the last three even-year elections was 
62.9, 45.1, and 64.1 percent respectively, it was 
only 17.4, 41.5, and 15.9 percent in the last 3 odd-
year elections, indicating reduced interest when 
only local measures are on the voting ballot.

• Voter registration has improved over the last 10 
years.  In 1998, 67 percent of eligible residents 
were registered to vote.  By 2008, over 81 percent of 
eligible residents were registered.  By comparison, 
statewide about 74 percent of those eligible are 
registered to vote.

• Among county municipalities, the Town of Portola 
Valley had the highest turnout in the November 
election, with over 88 percent of registered voters 
casting ballots.  Fifteen of the 21 jurisdictions 
listed (including the unincorporated county) had 
participation rates over 80 percent.  

• Six municipalities had voter participation rates 
below the statewide average of 79.4 percent.

See appendix page  87.  Researchers: Danny 
O’Connell and CeCe Chu

Positive Trend ➠
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Water: Bay and Ocean Water Quality

Why Is This Important?
San Mateo County borders San Francisco Bay to the 
east and the Pacific Ocean to the west.  Both water 
bodies support unique aquatic ecosystems that 
are easily impacted by onshore activities.  Bay and 
ocean resources support local economies through 
tourism and fisheries, and provide residents with 
recreational opportunities.  Pollution and degradation 
of water quality in the Bay or Ocean can adversely 
impact economic growth through restrictions on 
development, fines to local governments, or loss of 
tourism revenues.   

What Is A Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where the presence 
of harmful pollutants in the Bay and Ocean is 
minimized, and marine habitats are healthy and 
support native species.

How Are We Doing?

Bay water quality
Historical contamination in the Bay comes primarily 
from mercury and PCBs.  Mercury was used 
extensively during the Gold Rush to separate gold 
from ore, while PCBs were once used extensively as 
industrial insulators. Though both were banned in 
the 1970’s, many contaminated sites remain in the 
Bay Area.

New contamination comes from inflows from the 
Delta, atmospheric deposition, and from municipal 
and industrial wastewater effluent.  “Nonpoint 
sources” of pollution (typically from stormwater 
runoff) are of particular importance. Examples of 
“nonpoint source” pollutants that can run into the 
Bay include:

• Mercury from broken fluorescent lights, old 
batteries, and thermometers

• Leaking oil, antifreeze, and gasoline from 
automobiles

• Pesticides and herbicides
• Copper dust from automobile brake pads

Beach quality
In San Mateo County, sanitary sewer overflows are 
the most common cause of beach closures, which 
typically occur during times of significant rainfall 
and high runoff.  In 2007-08, there were a total of 
five beach closures in the county, for a total of 53 
beach days closed.  This is a significant increase 
from 2006/07, when there were a total of 24 days of 
beach closures in the county. All five closures were 
due to sewer overflows associated with record rainfall 
from the same major storm event in late January.  In 

2006-07, all of the beach closures were due to the 
Cosco Busan ship accident and resulting oil spill.

Warning signs are also posted at county beaches 
when water samples test high for fecal indicator 
bacteria.  

In 2007-08, beach warnings occurred on 6 percent 
of the total beach days in the county, showing 
improvement from 8 percent of days in 2006-07, and 
13 percent in 2005-06.  

 

San Mateo County 
Pharmaceutical Disposal Program

The San Mateo County Pharmaceutical Disposal 

Program, launched in 2006, gives the public a safe 

and convenient method for disposing old or expired 

prescription medications.  Unused medication—

particularly controlled substances—poses public and 

environmental health risks.  Mistaken consumption 

of medication is a serious problem among the senior 

population and pills flushed into sewers adversely 

impact Bay water quality.  This program provides 

safe and secure drop boxes located throughout 

the county where residents can confidentially drop 

off any prescription medication for safe disposal.  

The program is one of the first of its kind in the 

nation, and has won numerous awards from both 

environmental and local government organizations. 

Negative Trend

➠

See appendix page 87.  Researcher:  Anne Lindeen
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Why Is This Important?
Communities need safe, clean drinking water 
in adequate quantities to accommodate their 
residential and non-residential needs.  San Mateo 
County has limited sources of local water, however, 
and relies heavily on the San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission (SFPUC) to meet much of its 
water supply. The SFPUC system gets 85 percent of 
its water from Sierra Nevada snowmelt stored in the 
Hetch Hetchy reservoir in Yosemite National Park. 
The remaining 15 percent comes from local Bay 
Area watersheds. Four main factors could impact or 
endanger the balance between the county’s future 
water supply and demand: population growth, 
drought, an earthquake, and climate change.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where water supplies and 
demand for water resources are in balance and there 
is a diversity of supply to reduce the risk of shortages 
or disruptions from any single source.

How Are We Doing? 
Nearly all San Mateo County residents are served by 
water agencies (individual cities or water districts) 
that are members of the Bay Area Water Supply and 
Conservation Agency (BAWSCA).  BAWSCA agencies, 
both those within San Mateo County and those in 
Alameda and Santa Clara Counties, have a combined 
Master Water Sales Agreement with the SFPUC that 
assures an annual supply of 184 million gallons of 
water per day (mgd).  The agreement expires in 2009, 
but the supply assurance survives the contract until 
a new agreement is reached.

Water agencies within San Mateo County are allocated 
90.5 mgd of the total.  Because of population growth, 
BAWSCA projects that the county will need more 
than the allocated 90.5 annual mgd by FY 2010-11 
and increased amounts above that amount every 
year.  Having demand above the supply assurance 
could lead to an increase in water rates or other 
measures to reduce demand if water supplies are 
not available.

Supply 
• In FY 2006-07, 95 percent of the water used by 

BAWSCA agency customers in San Mateo County 
came from the SFPUC regional water system (88.9 
mgd).  The remaining 5 percent was met primarily 
through local groundwater and surface water 
sources.  Less than half a percent of the county’s 
water came from recycled water, compared with 
the 7 percent used in Santa Clara County.

• Projections to FY 2030-31 show that the BAWSCA 
agencies in the county will continue to receive at 
least 90 percent of their water supply from the 
SFPUC.  Water conservation (or avoided water 
use), however, will make up a fast growing portion 
of the water supply portfolio; conservation is 
expected to comprise 4 percent of the required 
water supply in 2030-31.

• Among local water agencies, the City of San Bruno 
relies least on water supplied by the SFPUC.  In FY 
2006-07, 49 percent of San Bruno’s water supply 
came from local groundwater sources, a 4 percent 
increase from the previous year.  

• Other water agencies with significant local 
water sources include Coastside County Water 
District (17 percent of its supply came from local 
groundwater and surface water), California Water 
Service—Bear Gulch District (8 percent of its 
supply came from surface water from the Bear 
Gulch Reservoir), and Daly City (16.4 percent of 
its supply came from local groundwater, a 6.4 
percent increase from the previous year).

• In FY 2006-07, 12 of the 19 water agencies in San 
Mateo County received all of their water from the 
SFPUC, two fewer than the previous year.

Demand
• In FY 2006-07, annual water use among the 19 

BAWSCA agencies in San Mateo County totaled 
94 mgd, a 5.5 percent increase from use in FY 
2005-06.  Lower annual rainfall and increased 
irrigation demand during the warm, dry spring in 
FY 2006-07 contributed to the increase in water 
demand from FY 2005-06. 

Water: Supply and Demand

What are the top conservation 
measures being implemented?

Out of the fourteen water conservation best 

management practices measured by the 

BAWSCA, the five most commonly implemented 

by water agencies in San Mateo County are:

• Retail conservation pricing

• Metering with Commodity Rates

• System Audits/Leak Repairs

• Public Information

• Residential Clothes Washer Programs

Redwood City is the only city in San Mateo 

County currently implementing all 14 best 

management practices.

Negative Trend
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• In FY 2006-07, residential water use accounted 
for 68 percent of total water use, roughly the same 
percentage as in previous years.  Countywide, 
about half of all residential water use is used for 
irrigation.    

• Average residential per capita consumption in 
the county was 91.1 gallons per capita per day.  
Residential water use is correlated with land 
use, climate, and income.  Affluent communities 
tend to have higher outdoor water usage than 
other communities because of larger landscaping 
needs.

• Per capita residential water use in the county was 
highest in the Hillsborough (307.7 gallons per 
capita per day) and lowest in the Westborough 
Water District located in South San Francisco 
(49.6 gallons per capita per day).  

• Total annual demand in the county is projected to 
increase to 111.7 mgd by FY 2030-31.  BAWSCA 
expects conservation, primarily from the use of 
existing water-saving plumbing codes, to mitigate 
more than 5 mgd of that demand.  

See appendix page 87.  Researchers: Amelia and 
David Klawon
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Cities, Towns, and the County Sustainability Updates

Local governments play an integral role in building a sustainable future.  Their policies and actions can have 
a profound impact on a range of issues, including land use, education, and social programs.  In the fall of 
2008, SSMC asked San Mateo County, the cities and towns within the county, and the San Mateo County 
Community College District, to describe their actions in three key areas of sustainability: Transportation, 
Economy, and Public Participation.  In the following pages, SSMC has gathered their responses.  

Transportation
As more fully discussed in this year’s key indicator, SSMC believes that transportation is a critical element 
in the long term sustainability of the county.  In both time and resources spent, transportation profoundly 
impacts every resident and business in the county.  SSMC asked local governments to describe programs 
and policies that address transportation problems in San Mateo County, including efforts to reduce single 
passenger vehicle travel, and increase the use of alternative modes of transportation.

Economy

A healthy economy is 
one of the three central 
tenets of a sustainable 
community.  In light of 
the current economic 
downturn, SSMC was 
interested in learning 
about how local 
governments plan for 
and encourage economic 
development.   SSMC 
also asked how the 
recession has impacted 
local communities and 
government services.

Public Participation

Involvement of the local 
citizenry in government 
is a hallmark of a healthy 
community.  SSMC asked 
local governments how 
they involve residents 
and businesses in 
decision making, and 
what methods they use to 
help citizens understand 
key issues that affect the 
future of their cities.

  

 

Map source: Peninsula 
Library System, 
Community Information 
Program at http://cip.
plsinfo.org/smcomap.
htm
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Atherton

Transportation
The City Council has asked the Environmental 
Programs Committee (EPC) to compile 
recommendations that enable Atherton to reduce 
town-wide carbon emissions.  The EPC plans to 
submit its recommendations to the City Council this 
spring for inclusion in the council’s agenda for the 
2009/2010 fiscal year.  

To assist the EPC, residents were recruited to form 
the Thinking Green Think Tank (TGTT). The TGTT 
has had two productive meetings discussing climate 
change issues and determining what Atherton can 
do to reduce its carbon footprint.  The TGTT will 
include recommendations to the EPC to purchase 
fuel efficient vehicles for town employee use.  It is 
also expected to suggest a program to work with 
schools to encourage walking and biking to school 
and a “no idle” policy at schools.  Because Atherton 
is entirely a single family residential community, 
there is no commercial or multi-family zoning.  The 
town is currently considering making it legal to 
rent accessory structures to meet our low-income 
housing requirements.  

Economy
Building permit applications have dropped off 
somewhat in the past few months.  It will not be 
clear until March or April how much the recession 
has impacted new home or major remodel permits 
but contractors and architects that work in Atherton 
indicate that they are seeing a slowdown and several 
projects that were permitted and ready to start are now 
on hold. Atherton has been traditionally unaffected 
by a weak economy, but the loss of property tax 
revenue and income from building permits will have 
an adverse effect on the town’s budget as Atherton 
does not have sales tax as a revenue source. The 
City Manager has asked all Department Heads to 
cut their budgets by 10 percent across the board.

Public Participation
The Town of Atherton has actively engaged the 

residents in planning for climate change through 
the EPC and TGTT mentioned above. The EPC 
has a website, www.athertongreen.net and an 
environmental information exchange list to keep 
residents informed and to foster dialogue on 
environmental issues.   The EPC just launched a 
residential survey on its website to learn how efficient 
Atherton homes are and how to help residents save 
money on their PG&E bills. The EPC is creating 
conservation kits for homeowners to borrow to 
learn more effective means of conservation, new 
technologies and tools that can help save money and 
conserve less energy and water.

The town newsletter and direct mailings inform 
residents about upcoming study sessions on zoning 
changes, new ordinances or other planning issues.  
The town also has an e-mail list and a website that it 
uses to disseminate information and allow residents 
to provide feedback on issues.   For instance, the 
town recently sent postcards to all residents asking 
them to participate in study sessions regarding the 
housing element of the General Plan and the historic 
artifacts ordinance.

A study session with City Council recently heard a 
presentation on developing a User Utility Tax (UUT); 
if adopted, Atherton would be the first Bay Area city 
to develop a Conservation Utility Tax.

GreenSTART 2009, Atherton’s Environmental 
Program Committee’s environmental competition, 
has expanded to 18 local private and public schools 
and will focus the efforts of as many as 10,000 
students on home energy efficiency.  This year’s 
competition will run from March 1 through April 30, 
2009 and give students and their schools chances 
to win many different prizes, including $1,000 
for the school that has the highest percentage of 
students participating.  Parents can take advantage 
of specially negotiated discounts ranging from 30-50 
percent from GreenSTART sponsors for home energy 
efficient products and services.

Belmont

Transportation
Belmont is creating a stronger and more functional 
pedestrian and bicycle network to encourage residents 
to utilize alternative modes of transportation. In 
response to community requests for additional bicycle 
lanes to serve Carlmont High School, the city will be 

installing bicycle lanes on Alameda de las Pulgas, 
south of Ralston Avenue.  High demand locations for 
additional bicycle lanes are being identified as part 
of our General Plan update process and will ideally 
connect more bicyclists to the Caltrain station. 

Belmont is also in the process of securing funding for 

http://www.athertongreen.net
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a new pedestrian and bicycle bridge that will cross 
Highway 101. This bridge will connect residential 
neighborhoods on the west side of Highway 101 to the 
Belmont Sports Complex and ultimately to the San 
Francisco Bay Trail network, both on the east side of 
the highway. The bridge will decrease the number of 
vehicle trips crossing the freeway at Ralston Avenue 
and will create a safer pedestrian crossing. 

The city recently installed new bicycle racks at City Hall 
to serve visitors to the civic center as well as visitors to 
the surrounding Twin Pines Community Park. 

Economy
In the wake of the recent economic downturn, 
Belmont is closely monitoring its revenues for 
any potential negative impacts that the changing 
economic climate may have on its budget. As 
Belmont does not have any “big-box” retail stores 
that contribute to sales tax revenue, the impacts of 
the economic downturn will be less severe than in 
other cities. The economic downturn will most likely 
be noticed through decreased automobile sales 
which were down in the first quarter of the 2009 
fiscal year (July–September). 

The first quarter of the 2009 fiscal year showed a 
2.4 percent increase in sales tax revenue for the city. 
Further declines in sales tax revenue are anticipated 
because of decreased vehicle sales and the continuing 
decrease in gas prices.

The economic downturn is having a moderate 
impact on real estate in Belmont. From July 2008 
to October 2008, total home sales decreased by 
21 homes from the same period in 2007. Belmont 
currently has a total of six foreclosures, resulting in 
a loss of $63,000 of assessed value from the August 
2008 property tax rolls. The secured Property Tax 
Roll, however, increased 3.21 percent for the 2008-
2009 fiscal year. 

The City Council Economic Development 
Subcommittee has been working with consultants 
to develop a strategy to create new development 
that fits in with the character of Belmont. Belmont 
residents often go out of town for restaurants and 
services, and their sales tax dollars are collected in 
other cities. Attracting new retail and restaurants is 
a benefit for residents while new sales tax revenue 
is important for the fiscal stability of the city. 
Belmont’s Economic Development Strategy includes 
a vision for five target sites located within the city’s 
Redevelopment Area. 

Public Participation
The City Council established a Green Advisory 
Committee (GAC) to explore ideas for enhancing 
Belmont’s environmental sustainability. The GAC 
has met seven times since its inception and is 
already providing valuable input towards city efforts 
in the pursuit of:

• Energy efficiency & conservation promotion 
• Green building construction
• Waste reduction/recycling
• Climate-friendly purchasing
• Alternative energy & low-carbon fuel use
• Sustainable land use & smart growth

The GAC is divided into five subcommittees 1) 
Waste Prevention & Recycling; 2) Transportation; 
3) Building & Utilities; 4) Sustainability/Keeping It 
Green; and 5) Public Outreach.  Each subcommittee 
has met on a monthly basis and reported back to the 
larger group.  The GAC meets on a regular basis on 
the fourth Wednesday of the month.

Belmont is in the process of updating the entire 
General Plan document and considering several zoning 
amendments to encourage development of the Belmont 
Village target site. As part of this update process 
Belmont will be holding a Community Workshop to 
gather feedback from residents related to community 
development goals, redevelopment opportunities, and 
changing community housing needs.  

Other
In 2007 the city calculated the community’s carbon 
footprint. The calculation is based on the amount 
of carbon dioxide (CO2) emitted from the use of 
electricity and natural gas and emissions from 
transportation and waste disposal. In 2005 Belmont 
CO2 emissions totaled 112,971 metric tons. This 
number will be used as a baseline to measure the 
success of Belmont’s climate action plan to reduce 
our GHG emissions.  The carbon audit for the city 
government is not yet completed.

In October 2007 the city completed an energy 
audit of city facilities to determine potential energy 
savings. The report concluded that by implementing 
a program to replace specified lighting fixtures and 
lamps the city would realize an annual savings of 
$21,000 in electricity costs. The work to replace the 
fixtures and lamps was completed in January 2008. 
The city continues to research additional methods 
and equipment to conserve energy and reduce our 
carbon footprint and save tax dollars.
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Brisbane

Transportation
Brisbane has been working with the Peninsula Traffic 
Congestion Relief Alliance to provide shuttles for 
commuters to ride from BART and Caltrain stations 
to their workplaces.  The shuttle is free to the users 
and is supported by grants from SamTrans, the San 
Mateo Transportation Authority, and assessments 
on participating employers.  In 2008, the Crocker 
Park shuttle had 83,737 boardings and had 25 
employers contributing to the program.  The city 
has been an active member of the Alliance since its 
inception, continuing a working partnership that 
began in the mid-90s in hopes of enhancing the 
quality of Peninsula life by reducing the number of 
drive-alone trips to, from, and through San Mateo 
County.

To encourage greater use of bicycling and walking, 
bike lanes have been installed on Bayshore Boulevard 
and the Tunnel Avenue overcrossing.  In regards to 
the Bayshore North-South Bikeway Project, a total 
of $550,000 (87 percent of the project) was granted 
through the California Transportation Development 
Act to widen and smooth over the bike lane on 
Bayshore Blvd., as well as install grooved pavement 
rumble strips and a 6” wide bikeway shoulder stripe 
for further safety.  The installation of 20 bird signs 
is planned for Tunnel Ave. Bridge, which itself was 
replaced at the end of 2007 in order to survive an 
earthquake.  Crossing over the Brisbane Lagoon, the 
new bridge has a direct bike/pedestrian path from 
the intersection of Bayshore/Old County/Tunnel 
to Oyster Point, offering not only gorgeous views 
of the Lagoon to those on foot or bike, but greatly 
increasing the safety of those traveling between the 
city’s main thoroughfares.

There are currently no Transit Oriented Development 
projects in place in Brisbane, though the city is 
involved in evaluating potential transportation 
improvements on the San Francisco/San Mateo 
County border.  This long-range transportation study 
is being referred to as the Bi-County Transportation 
Study, and will be published in the spring of 2009. 

Economy
Brisbane, like other agencies, has seen some 
negative developments stem from the present 
financial crisis.  Sales, property, and hotel taxes are 
all down, with hotel occupancy falling to post-9/11 
levels.  Fortunately, Brisbane has been, for the most 

part, immune to the foreclosure crisis.  There have 
been few residential and commercial starts in 2008, 
making it difficult to see a trend at this time.  Because 
of sales, property, and hotel taxes coming in below 
2008 forecasted amounts, the city is looking at ways 
to reduce expenditures, with as little impact on the 
community as possible.  The city has decided to do 
this through attrition, leaving open the positions of 
those who retire.  

To help bolster economic growth and job creation, the 
city has created two Redevelopment Agency (RDA) 
project areas.  RDA #1 and RDA #2 were created in 
1976 and 1982, respectively, to facilitate economic 
development on vacant lands east of Bayshore Blvd.  
There is also approximately 500 acres of land, known 
as the Baylands, which is currently being studied 
in regards to public and recreational space uses.  
A final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is being 
worked on and will be completed by the end of 2009.  
Change in land use (and accompanying employment 
and other activity) is the direct and indirect basis for 
many of the physical environmental impacts to be 
analyzed in the EIR.

Public Participation
The Baylands planning process is a prime example 
of the methods Brisbane uses to educate citizens 
on city planning and sustainability issues, as well 
as to encourage participation and feedback from 
average citizens.  The city has held various Speaker 
Series, where experts in landscape architecture and 
public space speak to the community about possible 
land uses at the Baylands.  Involving citizens in the 
planning process has also been achieved through 
neighborhood workshops; the goal is to harness as 
much public input as possible.  The City Council will 
use information from the workshops to determine a 
Community Alternative to be studied indepth in the 
EIR.

To encourage citizens to provide input on issues 
relating to Brisbane’s future, the city currently 
utilizes neighborhood workshops, Speaker Series, 
community surveys, and the city’s blog.  In 2009, 
the city will be looking into alternative feedback 
mechanisms to further increase its level of citizen 
feedback.  Seeking the input of a fully informed 
citizenry has never been more important to Brisbane 
as it is now, and will help to carry the city into the 
future.
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Transportation
The City of Burlingame has implemented the following 
policies and programs to address transportation 
issues in the region.

• The city provides three shuttles that operate 
between BART, Caltrain stations and Burlingame’s 
major employment centers and shopping areas.

• City employees receive incentives to use 
alternative transportation other than single- 
occupancy vehicles.  Employees may receive time 
off (10 minutes for each round trip) in exchange 
for commuting to work by bicycle, train, bus or 
walking, or receive transportation vouchers for 
their bus or train trips.

• Burlingame has adopted a Bicycle Transportation 
Plan, an element of the General Plan, which 
outlines its policies to encourage bicycle use.  In 
order to implement the policies in this plan, a 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee has 
been formed to develop strategies and to review 
projects that will improve facilities for bicycles and 
pedestrians.  As a result, the city has installed 
lighted crosswalks at critical intersections, placed 
bicycle route signs on the residential routes 
throughout Burlingame, and installed bicycle 
racks throughout the downtown area.

• The North Burlingame/Rollins Road Specific Plan, 
adopted by the City Council in 2004 and refined 
in 2006, provides opportunities for mixed use 
and high-density residential development in the 
area of North Burlingame within one-half mile of 
the Millbrae BART/Caltrain intermodal station.  
Since the plan’s adoption, three projects have 
been approved for construction.  An assisted living 
facility for 76 residents is now under construction 
on Trousdale Drive.  Construction plans are now 
under review for two condominium projects with 
a total of 70 residential units.

• The Burlingame Downtown Specific Plan is 
now being developed for the area adjacent to 
the Burlingame Train Station.  Leveraging 
Burlingame’s successful downtown area, the plan 
provides opportunities for higher density mixed 
use and residential projects in the area south of 
Burlingame Avenue.  This area is within walking 
distance of the Burlingame train station as well 
as to the many retail opportunities and offices 
in Downtown Burlingame.  It is also near many 
regional transit routes along El Camino Real and 
California Drive.

As a part of the reconstruction of Peninsula Hospital, 
a transportation demand management program 

addressed the potential traffic impacts of the project.  
The program includes installation of bike lockers and 
racks, showers and changing rooms for employees, 
contribution to the Alliance Caltrain/BART shuttle 
service, and dedicated shuttle service between other 
Mills Peninsula facilities.  

Economy
The recent downturn in the economy has impacted 
Burlingame’s tax revenues, but there has been less 
impact on local construction projects and related fees.

• The city is experiencing a decrease in sales tax 
revenues from automobile sales, and a decrease 
in the transient occupancy tax from the hotel 
industry.  This year, measures are being taken to 
reduce costs to address this impact, and staff is 
also looking into ways to raise revenues to address 
this issue in future budget years.

• Burlingame has not seen a significant decline in 
residential or commercial construction starts, and 
building permit activity has remained steady.

• Burlingame recently hired a part time Economic 
Development Specialist to work with the business 
community and encourage new businesses to 
locate in Burlingame.  She acts as a liaison to 
businesses to increase communication, and 
to help them through the steps to obtain the 
necessary permits and licenses.

Public Participation
• As a part of the Downtown Specific Plan process, 

Burlingame held several community workshops 
to learn what residents and business owners 
would like to see in the downtown area.  Two 
community forums were also held as a part of this 
effort:  “Winds of Change,” a presentation by Don 
Weden, about how to prepare for the challenges 
communities will be facing in the coming years, 
and a presentation on “Sustainable Design & 
Green Building,” by Peter Gang of Common Sense 
Design.  

• More than 1,000 people attended Burlingame’s 
first “Green Street Fair,” where 36 exhibitors 
provided residents with ideas on ways to “go 
green” and learn about solar, sustainable building 
materials, recycling, and transit options. 

• A “Greening Your Burlingame Home” open house 
provided residents with information about green 
building, solar and energy efficiency.

• In order to gain input from citizens about our 
housing needs, Burlingame held two public 
workshops related to the upcoming Housing 
Element update.  Citizens gave input on the 

Burlingame
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critical housing needs for the community, as well 
as ideas on where housing is appropriate.

• A Green Ribbon Task Force (GRTF), comprised 
of residents, building professionals, city 
commissioners and two city council members was 
formed to identify sustainable practices that the 
city and community could implement.  The task 
force completed the “Sustainable Burlingame” 
website to educate residents and businesses 

Colma

Transportation
Colma is currently participating in the Grand 
Boulevard Initiative, a multi-jurisdictional effort 
aimed at planning and revitalizing El Camino Real.  
The goal is to transform El Camino into a place for 
residents to work, live, shop and play, and to create 
links between communities that promote walking 
and transit and an improved and meaningful quality 
of life. Two upcoming projects in Colma related to El 
Camino Real and reducing the number of car trips 
include improving the D Street Stairs, a pedestrian 
pathway improvement, and the reconfiguration of 
El Camino Real/Old Mission Road intersection to 
improve vehicle and pedestrian safety. Additionally, 
two new mixed use developments are planned along 
El Camino Real, which will take advantage of that 
roadway’s planned transportation improvements. 
These include a 24 unit/3,500 square foot office and 
retail project and the development of 15 town homes 
over ground floor office and retail. 

Economy
Colma is anticipating a drop in sales tax revenues 

on sustainable practices and resources.  Based 
on the Task Force’s recommendations, the City 
Council has: 

• Authorized the task force to develop a Climate 
Action Plan.

• Reduced residential solar permit fees to 
zero.

• Required building permit applicants to 
complete a “Greenpoint Checklist.” 

and state sales tax shift repayment due to declining 
auto and retail sales. In response, Colma has 
suspended activity on some projects and made 
minor alterations to others. Additionally, Colma 
has imposed a hiring freeze and has continued to 
streamline administrative processes. 

Public Participation
Colma staff are planning to increase citizen 
participation in planning and policy making in 
2009 and have undertaken a variety of informal 
outreach efforts in 2008, including holding informal 
discussions with local business owners, participating 
in holiday-related police outreach to businesses, 
conducting Mayor/Chamber of Commerce Walks 
and opening a community information center within 
a local shopping area.

By engaging stakeholders in 2009, the town hopes to 
increase the government’s visibility in the business 
community, encouraging them to participate in other 
upcoming community outreach efforts, including a 
future General Plan Update.

Daly City

Transportation
Daly City has undertaken initiatives designed to 
encourage citizens and city municipal employees 
to use public transportation and leave their cars at 
home.  

The City of Daly City encourages its employees to 
use public transportation.  Employees have the 
opportunity to purchase transit passes through a 
pre-tax payroll deduction.  Additionally, employees 
can take advantage of free shuttle service from City 
Hall to the Daly City BART station during morning 

and afternoon commute times.  To encourage 
carpooling, employees pledging to carpool are eligible 
for incentives offered through the Peninsula Traffic 
Congestion Relief Alliance. 

Daly City has greatly expanded its network of bicycle 
lanes throughout the community.  New bike lanes 
along Lake Merced Blvd. make it easier for bicyclists 
to travel to and from San Francisco.  Altogether, 
Daly City has created six miles of new bike lanes 
since 2006.

Daly City was honored with two Grand Boulevard 
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Awards for transit oriented development projects 
on Mission Street including recognition for the War 
Memorial Community Center and John Daly Library 
as a Vanguard Project for Recently Completed Public 
Development.  Improvements to the War Memorial 
Community Center created a 40,000 square foot 
facility that includes a new 7,000 square foot library, 
two gymnasiums, offices, sub-dividable meeting 
spaces, a computer lab with high speed internet, and 
two kitchens. Although the facility has increased in 
overall square footage, the site was designed to allow 
for landscaped open space along Mission Street. 
It also helped provide the catalyst for the city to 
design improvements to Mission Street in the “Top 
of the Hill” area to enhance the pedestrian/transit 
experience. 

The Top-of-the-Hill Transit and Streetscape 
Improvements were recognized as a Signature 
Project/Planned Public Development by the Grand 
Boulevard Initiative.  The proposed project creates 
a pedestrian/transit plaza at SamTrans’ highest 
demand boarding location with appropriately sized 
shelters and pergola/wind screen to protect users 
from the elements, safety lighting, benches, trash/
recycle receptacles and other pedestrian amenities. It 
provides an integrated pedestrian environment with 
wider, continuous sidewalks linking the plaza with 
nearby high demand activity centers including the 
Landmark Plaza development and the War Memorial 
Community Center and John Daly Library. 

The City of Daly City, in conjunction with SamTrans, 
the City/County Association of Governments 
(C/CAG), and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC), completed a Community Based 
Transportation Plan for the Bayshore neighborhood 
of Daly City.  The plan identifies several strategies 

for improving mobility in this geographically isolated 
part of the city.  One of the top priorities for the 
community stakeholders who participated in the 
development of the plan is a neighborhood-serving 
shuttle to improve connectivity to Caltrain, BART, 
SamTrans, and SF Muni.   

Economy
Daly City has lost major retailers and sales tax 
generators, including Mervyn’s, Circuit City, and 
Linens –N- Things.  Compared with prior years, the 
city has experienced significant foreclosures and 
decline in new residential or commercial construction 
starts.  As a result, property tax revenues and permit 
and building fees are under pressure.  Daly City, like 
most cities in San Mateo County, has made budget 
adjustments to offset declining revenues.

Public Participation
Daly City has encouraged public comment and 
participation in the General Plan Update process.  
Nearly 2,000 residents completed questionnaires 
regarding the future growth and development of the 
city.  Hundreds of residents have participated in 
focus groups related to the General Plan Update.  A 
13-member General Plan Update Steering Committee 
with members from the City Council, planning 
commission and the general public meets regularly 
and provides input on the General Plan Update 
process.

Several hundred residents participated in an urban 
design charrette facilitated by architects from the 
San Mateo County Chapter of the American Institute 
of Architects.  A full summary of the charrette can be 
downloaded at www.plandalycity.org; this website 
focuses on the city’s planning issues.  

Transportation
The city has initiated two long-range planning 
processes related to transportation: the Bay Access 
Master Plan and the East Palo Alto Dumbarton Rail 
Station Area Specific Plan. 

The recently completed Bay Access Master Plan 
is a conceptual vision defining how East Palo Alto 
residents can gain access to the Bay in the Ravenswood 
Business District.  It aimed at improving pedestrian 
and bicycle circulation and increasing regional open 
space opportunities. Furthermore, the plan goes 

beyond the Ravenswood District and proposes a 
connection to the Woodland neighborhood, which is 
included because the San Francisquito Creek is a 
natural recreation corridor that should play a major 
role in ensuring that all East Palo Alto residents 
have access to the Bay.

The East Palo Alto Dumbarton Rail Station Area 
Specific Plan, seeks to explore the possibility of 
creating a Dumbarton rail transit station in East 
Palo Alto. The Plan will address a wide range of 
development, planning, and economic issues 
including:

East Palo Alto

http://www.plandalycity.org
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• Existing and future opportunities for transit-

oriented mixed-use, affordable housing, and 
residential development within the Plan area.

• Future benefits of enhanced bus service through 
the study area and improved connectivity to 
SamTrans.

• Access improvements to accommodate projected 
DRTS and SamTrans riders.

• Parking and transit management strategies to 
reduce parking demand and increase transit use, 
bicycling, and walking.  Alternatives to expand bus 
service in advance of the DRTS that will support 
future rail service to both the Planned Menlo Park 
and potential East Palo Alto DRTS locations will 
be studied.

The Free Community Shuttle Program meets a 
range of transportation needs for residents of East 
Palo Alto.  San Mateo Transit District provides local 
transit buses in East Palo Alto whose cost can be 
prohibitive for some residents on a daily basis. There 
is no vehicle to provide transfers from one transit 
system to another.  These were among the reasons 
behind the Free Community Shuttle Program.

The shuttles run throughout the day, providing 
residents with access to shopping, clinics, jobs, and 
other essential destinations.  Bus fare subsidies for 
low-income residents are part of the shuttle program.  
In the 2nd Quarter of Fiscal Year 2008/2009, more 
than 11 thousand people benefited from the Free 
Community Shuttle Program.

Economy
In order to address persistent unemployment 
or underemployment in East Palo Alto, the city 
and Redevelopment Agency adopted the First 
Source Hiring and Local Business Enterprise 
(LBE) Ordinance in 1996.  The program has been 
very successful in generating and tracking job 
opportunities and program performance at our 
commercial locations.  During 2008, East Palo Alto 
residents held approximately 43 percent, or 380, of 
the jobs in the Gateway 101 shopping.

The economic downturn has negatively impacted 
East Palo Alto.  Circuit City, an important tenant 

within the Gateway 101 shopping center, has closed, 
resulting in job losses to residents and sales tax 
revenue losses to the city. In addition, commercial 
and housing projects that were expected to expand 
the city’s tax base, create jobs, build affordable 
housing for our residents, and eliminate blight have 
been put on hold because of either lack of financing 
and/or market uncertainty.

The subprime mortgage crisis has impacted East 
Palo Alto disproportionately, compared with other 
regions in the county.  Property values have been 
affected, and the increasing the number of vacant 
homes demands more vigilance and resources from 
both the city and the community to prevent crime 
and physical urban decay.

The full impact of the economic crisis has not 
been determined yet. It is expected, however, that 
significant decreases in sales tax, property tax, and 
other revenue sources will limit the city’s ability to 
continue expanding or even providing the same level 
of services provided to the community.

Public Participation
East Palo Alto uses a variety of community outreach 
efforts to address city planning issues, including 
meetings, workshops, and roundtables with a) specific 
constituencies such as the business community, 
property owners, and tenants, b) a diverse group of 
stakeholders interested in a particular issue such 
as public safety, emergency preparedness, public 
health, redevelopment, etc., or c) open forums for all 
community members to discuss long- or short-range 
issues.

Police Department leaders hold monthly “Beat” 
meetings with the residents in order to foster 
relationships with the people in the community that 
the officers serve.  Beat meetings usually consist of 
an overview of the crime statistics, a follow-up from 
the previous meeting and a discussion regarding 
concerns in the individual neighborhoods.  Beat 
meetings allow the residents to talk to their Beat 
Team Leader and also allow the Beat Team Leader 
and the Beat Officers to talk to the community on a 
personal level.  
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Foster City

Transportation
Foster City has taken the following steps to reduce 
single passenger vehicle travel through increased 
use of public transportation, bicycles and walking:

Transit Oriented Development
• Approved first mixed-use development in the mid-

1980’s (Metro Center).
• Approved residential and mixed use redevelopment 

projects to replace two failed shopping centers in 
the 1990’s (Miramar and Marlin Cove).

• Currently processing planning approvals for 
two new mixed-use projects (Pilgrim-Triton and 
Mirabella/Parkview Plaza).

• Approved residential and non-residential 
development that is as dense or denser than 
development along the Caltrain corridor.

• Offers community and employer shuttles for 
convenient transit access to Caltrain and BART.

• Requires or recommends that all major commercial 
and mixed-use projects include pedestrian 
access, fund shuttle services, install bike parking 
facilities, and implement Transportation Demand 
Management programs.

Promotion and Support of Mass Transportation
• Works with employers and the Peninsula Traffic 

Congestion Relief Alliance to ensure that trip-
reducing alternatives are available, introduced to 
employees, and publicized on a regular basis. 

• Provides funding, with a matching grant from the 
City/County Association of Governments, for a 
free shuttle service that provides connections to 
recreation, shopping, and regional mass transit 
for residents and employees of local businesses. 

• Promotes the AC Transit transbay bus service. 
• Promotes employer-operated shuttles to and from 

the San Mateo Caltrain Station and the Millbrae 
Intermodal Station. 

• Operates a Senior Shuttle to transport residents 
age 55 and older to events and activities in the 
region. 

Bicycle Alternatives
• Requires that bicycle racks be installed at all 

new commercial/office developments and on all 
shuttle buses. 

• Maintains a bicycle/pedestrian path along the 
bayfront—a leg of the Bay Trail that connects with 
trails in neighboring cities. 

Foster City Employee Trip Reduction
• Has implemented alternative schedules for most 

employees, reducing employee commuter trips. 
• Allows certain employees to telecommute from home.

Other 
• Reduced speed limits on most city streets to allow 

for residents' and businesses' use of Neighborhood 
Electric Vehicles for intra-city transportation. 

Economy
Foster City has not experienced any major disruptions 
due to the downturn in the economy.  There have 
been some layoffs in the business community, but 
few business failures.  It is very likely that working 
residents and residents with fixed incomes are 
experiencing some financial stress due to layoffs, 
reduced hours, reductions in job benefits, and 
declining investment returns.

Foster City has experienced some increase in home 
foreclosures compared with prior years, but it has not 
yet created a significant problem in the community.  
There are several large commercial and mixed-use 
projects currently going through the city’s planning 
process.  Some, but not all, of them are slowing their 
development schedules because of the economic 
downturn.

The City Council reviewed and discussed the FY 2008-
2009 mid-year financial report on January 26, 2009.  
The report shows that some revenues are not meeting 
projections.  Foster City does not anticipate making 
mid-year budget cuts because of the availability of 
sufficient reserve funds.  Foster City is beginning 
its budgeting process for FY 2009-2010.  The city 
Council will evaluate a range of short-term and long-
term options for delivering municipal services and 

maintaining the city’s financial stability.

Public Participation
Foster City uses or is planning to use the following 
methods to educate citizens on city planning and 
sustainability issues:

Planning and General City Issues
Public Meetings

Press Releases to Local and Regional Newspapers
Foster City Website

City-Managed ListServs
FCTV – Local Government TV Channel

Electronic Marquee
Flyers

Direct Mail
E-Mail to All Businesses

Quarterly Recreation Brochure
Recreation Center Display Case

Local Radio Station
Neighborhood Watch Leaders
School Take-Home Packets

Utility Bill Inserts



62

 S
u

st
a
in

a
b
le

 S
a
n

 M
a
te

o 
C

ou
n

ty
Community Groups

Paid Advertising
Chamber of Commerce

Citizen Advisory Committees
Sustainability Issues*

All Methods for Planning & General City Issues
Earth Day or Sustainability Fair

Educational Workshops
Grass-Roots Organizing

Information Clearinghouse
Foster City Green Website

Periodic Newsletters
FCTV Sustainability Programming
Community Challenges / Contests

Town Hall Meetings

*These public outreach and education methods will be 
recommended to the City Council by a citizen advisory 
committee on February 23, 2009 for inclusion in an 
Environmental Sustainability Action Plan.

Foster City uses comprehensive public noticing 
and participation methods for major community 

development efforts.  Examples include the 
development of the Civic Center Master Plan, selection 
of a design and architect for a new Government 
Center, and updating the Housing Element with 
locations and strategies for creating more affordable 
housing.  Attendance at these kinds of events was 
about 150-200 per event.   

Foster City receives comments from citizens on 
issues relating to the city’s future in all of the 
following ways:

• Oral comments at official public or other 
community meetings or via voice mail.

• Written comments via letters and e-mail.
• Responses to survey questions.
• Comments received at regular citizen advisory 

committee meetings.
• Informal conversations with members of the 

public as elected officials and staff are active and 
involved in the community. 

Transportation
The recently completed Highway 92/Main Street/ 
Highway 1 improvements have significantly reduced 
traffic congestion and exhaust emissions in the project 
vicinity. Half Moon Bay is finalizing its conceptual 
plan for Highway 1 improvements seeking additional 
congestion relief, traffic safety improvements, and 
bicycle and pedestrian trails. A large number of local 
residents use bicycles to commute to their schools, 
work, farms, and nurseries. The city’s goal is to 
promote such commute modes by completing and 
improving bike routes and trails with grant and local 
funds. 

The city has no major transportation hub and hence 
has no transit oriented development. 

As Highways 1 and 92 are Half Moon Bay’s only 
main links to the rest of the County and State, the 
city’s Disaster Preparedness Plan is focused on 
addressing issues related to isolation after disasters, 
when residents may require food, water, and medical 
assistance, potentially for long periods of time.   

Economy
Like other communities, Half Moon Bay is struggling 
with the effects of the economic downturn.  Tourism 
is an important part of the city’s economy, and the 
local Chamber of Commence reports that business 

among its members is mixed.  Some hotels, small 
businesses, and restaurants are reporting fewer 
customers, while other larger restaurants are 
experiencing an increase in customers and report 
that their sales are higher than usual.  The Chamber 
of Commence believes that with high gasoline prices, 
more Bay Area residents are coming to Half Moon 
Bay to shop, or for a weekend get away, though the 
results of this increased business are not felt by all 
businesses.

The downturn in the economy has not only affected 
sales tax, but also the property tax and transient 
occupancy tax (TOT) the city receives, though San 
Mateo County and specifically Half Moon Bay have 
faired much better than other areas.  Realtors have 
seen a moderate drop in home prices purchased 
since 2005.  

The city is looking at cost saving measures to 
ensure that revenues continue to meet (or exceed) 
expenditures.  The city executive team continues 
to evaluate ways of becoming more efficient in our 
delivery of service to the community.  The city and 
Chamber of Commence encourages economic growth 
and job creation by working with potential new 
businesses to ensure that their business strategy or 
product targets both local residents and visitors to 
the community.  

Half Moon Bay
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Public Participation
The City of Half Moon Bay has established a 
long-range Strategic Plan that consists of several 
short-term (six month) goals that are periodically 
evaluated and updated. One of the city’s primary 
goals is to “Increase Sustainability and Improve the 
Environment.” In order to accomplish this goal, the 
Mayor and City Council will create a community 

Green Task Force to include members of the public. 

It is anticipated that the work of the Green Task 
Force will include a series of workshops and other 
activities intended to involve the community, increase 
its awareness, and facilitate its efforts in reducing 
carbon emissions and its sense of environmental 
responsibility.

Hillsborough

Transportation
Road maintenance and safety are a priority in the 
town’s General Plan.  Hillsborough adopted alternative 
methods for treating roadways that use less expensive 
scrub and microseal to preserve the life of the 
streets.  This maintenance method reduces the need 
for material intensive use of new oil and aggregate in 
street reconstruction.  The town received an award 
from Metropolitan Transportation Commission for 
improving the condition of the streets. 

The Town of Hillsborough encourages employees 
to participate in a pre-tax public transportation 
program that allows them to purchase transit passes 
with pre-tax dollars.  In addition, the town allows 
telecommuting and has recently installed a bike 
rack at Town Hall.

Economy
The current economic downturn has not affected the 
town as severely as other jurisdictions in the area.  
San Mateo County projects Hillsborough’s property 
tax revenues, its only major source of revenue, will 
continue to grow at 6-7 percent, the average increase 
over the last five years.  The County, however, projects 
only a 4.3 percent increase for 2009–2010.  The town 
projected and has experienced a decrease in revenue 
from construction planning and processing fees.  A 
similar impact is beginning to appear in the building 
permit process.   While the number of permits is 
actually up, the number of larger permitted projects 
is down by approximately 15 percent. 

By late 2008, the Hillsborough real estate market 
seems little affected by the downturn in the 
economy.  Inventory of homes for sale (38 as of the 
end of August) did not change significantly from the 
previous year, and, as of September 2008, according 
to a local newsletter from a realtor, there have been 
72 closed sales compared with 84 during the same 
period in 2008.

Public Participation
Hillsborough uses its website and subscription 
service, a quarterly community newsletter going to all 
residents, community workshops and direct mailings 
to encourage citizen participation and understanding 
of issues.  Public meetings were held regarding the 
proposed new recycling and refuse services, Housing 
Element of the General Plan, Sudden Oak Death and 
“greening your home.”    Additionally, Hillsborough 
has a Citizens Communication Committee to 
enhance citizen and Town Hall communication.  The 
town creates citizen boards to assist with issues as 
they arise such as the Housing Element Steering 
Committee.

In 2008, the Town of Hillsborough took several 
significant steps to be a more sustainable community 
and reduce greenhouse gas emissions; the public 
participated in these initiatives.  

• The Sustainable Hillsborough Task Force is 
developing a Climate Action Plan with programs 
that focus on increasing residential energy 
efficiency, conserving water and expanding green 
building.  

• The Council approved “Hillsborough’s Civic Green 
Building Policy” that requires all new municipal 
facilities and renovations to meet green building 
standards in the Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED) at the Silver Level.  

• The town was one of the first government agencies 
to adopt a construction and demolition recycling 
policy and continues to divert over 80 percent of 
these materials from new residential construction 
and remodeling projects. 

• Sustainable education and outreach programs 
significantly expanded in 2008 to include green 
building, energy efficiency and solar workshops.  
The new “Sustainable Hillsborough” website 
includes the “Building Green in Hillsborough” 
section to provide green building resources, 
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guidelines, and FAQ’s for residents.     A ‘Green 
Kiosk’ at Town Hall provides green building, energy 
efficiency, and solar information and is regularly 
updated to highlight new green workshops and 
resources.

The town held workshops to educate citizens about 
residential energy efficiency and provided discounts 
for homeowners to complete comprehensive energy 
and water efficiency audits.  The town partners with 

the South Bayside Waste Management Authority to 
provide collection of electronic waste and batteries 
in order to provide residents with safe and easy 
methods to properly recycle these materials. The 
town upgraded their fire stations, town hall, and 
public works facilities to include new energy efficient 
lighting and ballasts as a participant in the “Energy 
Watch” program through the Association of Bay Area 
Governments.

Transportation
In 1989, the City of Menlo Park became first city 
along the Peninsula to launch a shuttle program 
connecting Caltrain riders to their worksites.  Many 
of Menlo Park’s employment centers are served by 
the Caltrain shuttle service which operates during 
commute hours.   Last year the shuttle accommodated 
47,534 passengers.  

A free community midday shuttle operates from 9:30 
a.m. to 3:30 p.m.  This shuttle stops at several senior 
housing facilities and travels to key destinations 
such as downtown Menlo Park, the library, the Menlo 
Park senior center, Little House, Safeway,  Stanford 
Shopping Center.  The midday shuttle service carried 
20,667 passengers last year.  

To encourage employees to use commute alternatives 
the city provides employees who take transit a $50 
Commuter Check each month.  Those who bike, 
walk, and carpool to work receive a $1.50 a day.   
The city has installed bike lockers and bike racks 
around its campus to encourage employees to bike 
to work.  Showers and lockers are also available.  

New commercial developments in Menlo Park support 
the shuttle program with an annual fee based on the 
square footage of building space.  In addition, those 
proposing new commercial developments may choose 
from a list of Transportation Demand Management 
measures most appropriate for the type of business 
and development proposed.  

The city works with new employers to establish TDM 
programs that will assist employees in finding ways 
to get to work other than by single-occupant vehicle.  
These programs include a variety of options ranging 
from an Emergency Ride Home program, to Try 
Transit incentive kits to onsite Transportation Fairs 
and shuttle programs.

Menlo Park

The city educates residents, employees, and visitors 
about commute options through yearly events and 
programs such as Bike to Work Day, Spare the Air 
campaign, Try Transit week, transportation fairs 
and block parties.  The city distributes commute 
alternatives information to residents, employers, 
and employees through targeted mailings and 
postings of commute alternative information on the 
city’s website. 

The city has an adopted Bicycle Development Plan 
that analyzed the bicycling needs of the community.  
The city has implemented many of the projects within 
the Plan including additional bike lane striping, 
wayfinding signs, and a study to locate a bicycle 
undercrossing of the Caltrain tracks.

During the last fiscal year the city created a 
Sidewalk Master Plan to guide implementation and 
construction of new sidewalks. The plan ranked 
all the streets without sidewalks in the city and 
categorized them into high, medium, and low priority 
projects. By developing and implementing the plan 
the city is working toward increased walkability.    

Public Participation
In Menlo Park, comprehensive community planning 
decisions include a formal community engagement 
component designed to provide information 
to help residents weigh the consequences of 
various alternatives and to develop a community 
consensus on solutions.  Specific methods within 
these community engagement processes include 
everything from project newsletters and web pages to 
surveys, site tours, speakers’ series, and community 
meetings.

Recent issues with community engagement 
processes include a vision plan for the downtown 
and El Camino Real that used web-based and mail 
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back surveys (2,000 responses), speakers’ series 
(four sessions averaged 100 participants each), a 
walking tour of sites (60 people) and a series of four 
public workshops (average attendance 100–150).

A community process to locate and design a bike 
and pedestrian tunnel under the Caltrain tracks was 
also held which included a survey and community 
meetings attended by an average of 60 people each.  
Several development projects on El Camino Real also 
included public meetings with 50–100 participants 
each.

Additionally, projects involving community 
residents in decisionmaking are currently underway 
addressing emergency water supplies, sidewalks, 
traffic, a Specific Plan for downtown and El Camino 
Real, the Redevelopment Area Implementation Plan, 
and an update of the city’s Housing Element.

In addition, Menlo Park has a comprehensive web 
site that includes an interactive comment feature for 
city services as well as a City Council “in box” which 
allows subscribers to share input to the Council.  All 
regular and special Council meetings are cablecast 
and streamed on the web.  The city also publishes a 
quarterly newsletter, makes aggressive use of news 
releases to local media, and actively shares city 
information in regular community group meetings.  
These meetings include local neighborhood 
associations, downtown business owners, Chamber 
of Commerce, local Rotary club, and others.  Last 
summer, all city departments staffed information 
booths at Menlo Park’s downtown block parties, 
which attracted thousands of residents for food, 
music, fun, and community information exchange.

Transportation  
The City of Millbrae has one transit oriented 
development project completed and two under 
construction. 

• A recently completed mixed-use project at 88 
South Broadway provided 105 dwelling units with 
65,000 square feet of commercial space. 

• Belamor, a mixed-use project at 151 El Camino 
will be a 142 dwelling unit complex with 19,000 
square feet of commercial space. This project is 
located directly adjacent to the Millbrae BART/
Caltrain station.

• The Park Broadway project at 1388 Broadway will 
be a 110 dwelling unit complex that includes 13 
live/work lofts. 

The 1998 Millbrae Station Area Specific Plan 
(MSASP) set a vision for redevelopment of the 116 
acres around the BART/Caltrain Station. The 
MSASP encourages transit oriented commercial and 
residential development. This plan grants special 
zoning for higher density housing with an emphasis 
on pedestrian and transit orientation. Approximately 
two years ago, the parking standards were modified 
to include motorcycle and bicycle parking spaces in 
new developments. 

Other transportation related projects currently 
underway will help with congestion problems 
and promote the use of public transportation and 
walking. 

Millbrae

• Millbrae is working with the City/County 
Association of Governments of San Mateo County 
and Caltrans on two programs, including the 
Intelligent Transportation System, which will 
create a system to coordinate traffic signals on 
El Camino Real, and the Congestion Management 
Plan, which will manage traffic flow and circulation 
at intersections. 

• Millbrae’s implementation of the Grand Boulevard 
Initiative will enhance pedestrian access and safety 
on El Camino Real and will also help increase the 
use of public transit. 

• The Millbrae Pedestrian Overcrossing Project, 
a, long-term project, is a pedestrian bridge over 
Highway 101 to connect the ABAG Bay Trail on 
Bayshore.  It is considered a Class 1 Mixed Use 
Project and funding sources are being pursued. 

• As part of the Sustainable Millbrae Program an 
employee commute program encourages and 
provides incentives for employees to carpool and 
take public transportation.  This program will also 
be implemented for the community.

Economy
The closing of Mervyns, property tax re-assessments, 
the decrease in car sales and in the travel industry 
will reduce the city’s revenues. 

While there are properties in Millbrae that have been 
affected by the mortgage crisis, the city generally 
does not know which properties are in foreclosure 
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and therefore does not know if there will be an 
impact on our housing market. Currently, the city is 
experiencing a significant decrease in development; 
the city anticipates decreased revenues from 
planning entitlements and building permits, as 
well as from related sales tax revenue from building 
supply stores. 

Millbrae plans to reduce its budget by a total of 5 
percent in two equal phases. This isn’t a new arena 
for Millbrae, however; over the past six years, the 
city budget has included many measures to make 
ends meet through a variety of creative ways, one of 
which includes shared services. 

Millbrae encourages economic growth by granting 
entitlements for development in a coordinated 
and expeditious fashion. The city works with the 
Chamber of Commerce to seek out and welcome new 
businesses to the city; introduces brokers and end 
users to property owners; facilitates the turnover 
of major properties such as 979 Broadway; uses 
the tax increment to keep the physical condition of 
the infrastructure high; and collaborates with the 
hospitality industry to promote tourism and a high 
occupancy rate in Millbrae hotels. 

Public Participation 
To educate citizens on city planning and sustainability 
issues, the city’s website includes a calendar of 
upcoming events, planning documents, and forms 

and instructions regarding project submittals. 
Proposed residential projects require that the 
applicant distribute a consultation form to nearby 
neighbors. The city mails a notice of the project 
study session and public hearing to affected property 
owners. The meeting agendas for City Council and 
city commissions and committees include time for 
citizen comment. For Green Building, the Planning 
Division distributes brochures and guides at the 
Planning Counter.

The city encourages input from the community as 
a part of the outreach for the Sustainable Millbrae 
Program. Millbrae works with and obtains input from 
the local Sierra Club Cool Cities/Climate Protection 
Committee on projects. The city will hold a public 
forum in 2009 to obtain additional input from the 
community.

Other citizen participation events include the 
“Millbrae Now” program which was created in 2004 
and included a series of public interactive sessions 
that informed the community on the financial crisis 
facing the city as well as provided a forum for the 
citizens to suggest ideas to assist in solving the 
crisis. The first session had 204 residents attend 
and the second session had 217 attend. A second 
series of community meetings was held in 2005 and 
our third series will take place in early 2009 to once 
again address financial issues.

Transportation
Pacifica has been developing its network of multi-
purpose trails, not only within its rights of way, but 
also on city owned lands, State Lands and National 
Parks Lands.  Pacifica is working cooperatively with 
multiple regulatory agencies and grant agencies to 
develop a system that caters to bicyclists, walkers, 
runners, skateboarders and is ADA compliant. 
The city has initiated a trail master plan project 
which aims at identifying gaps within the existing 
trail system and ensuring that the entire system is 
interconnected and also connects to other coastal 
trailheads. 

Parks, Beaches and Recreation Staff coordinates the 
annual bike to work day event and conducts outreach 
to educate citizens on the benefits of bicycle travel. 
Pacifica has actively participated in Bike to Work Day 
in collaboration with Peninsula Traffic Congestion 
Relief Alliance and 511.org.  The Peninsula Traffic 

Pacifica

Congestion Relief Alliance has come to events in 
Pacifica to pass out gas cards, commuter info and 
incentives. 

As Pacifica is a coastal community, not within 
Caltrain’s or BART’s Service Corridor, public 
transportation is largely provided by SamTrans. 
SamTrans runs express service between Pacifica and 
downtown San Francisco during the peak commute 
hours. A Park and Ride facility located at Linda Mar, 
in front of the Linda Mar Shopping Center encourages 
use of public transportation. 

The City of Pacifica Senior Services has been 
providing transportation services in the city for over 
30 years to older adults who have no other means 
of transportation. Meals on Wheels delivers food to 
seniors and qualifying residents.  Transportation 
is available to and from our senior center Monday 
through Friday with 24 hour notice.  
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Senior Services schedules outings with transportation 
for shopping trips to local shopping centers.  
Transportation to medical appointments is provided 
to Kaiser and Seton Medical Center.  These programs 
have been in operation since 1974 and are currently 
funded by the Older Americans Act, San Mateo 
County Trust fund, City of Pacifica, client donations, 
community donations, fundraising, and in-kind 
volunteer hours.

Economy
As a result of the economic downturn, the city is 
experiencing a reduction in sales tax revenue, 
transient occupancy tax (hotel tax), renewal 
payments for business licenses, delinquent solid 
waste payments and associated franchise fees and 
anticipates a reduction in property tax revenue.  The 
rate of real estate development has decreased by 
approximately 12-14 percent since the 2007/2008 
fiscal year.  The number of large residential single 
family homes permits issued has decreased, and 
commercial development has also decreased. A shift 
can be seen to smaller redevelopment projects and 
proposed remodels. 

The budget preparation process for the 08/09 fiscal 
year was challenging. The city bridged a structural 
deficit of $2.5 million with operating reserves.  The 
governor’s decision to delay the release of Gas Tax 
Funds to the city caused delays in construction of 
various street construction projects.

Pacifica has existing General Plan policies that 
place the emphasis on commercial growth and 
economic development for most of its remaining 
vacant developable land. The Rockaway Beach 
Redevelopment Area also has a Specific Plan that 
calls for commercial development. The city is in the 
process of completing a streetscape for Palmetto 

Avenue in the West Sharp Park area that will 
help bolster existing businesses and attract new 
businesses. The city also supports the Chamber 
of Commerce and their efforts to assist existing 
businesses and provide information to potential 
developers regarding new business opportunities in 
the city.

Public Participation
As with all other California cities, Pacifica will soon be 
addressing the issue of climate change in its General 
Plan, and any updates or changes to the General 
Plan will entail public outreach and participation 
through the local newspaper, TV station, city web 
site, and other sources. 

The city has formed a Green Building Task Force 
to identify guidelines for green building projects in 
Pacifica. A recently proposed voluntary Styrofoam 
ban has received positive feedback from members 
in the community.  City staff has been working 
with local restaurateurs and other food merchants 
to define an effective method to replace the use of 
Styrofoam. The city works with local nonprofits to 
help support and coordinate pollution prevention 
efforts, including beach cleanups, creek cleanups, 
beach plantings of native species, invasive species 
removal workshops and education and outreach.

Existing committees such as the GGNRA Liaison 
Committee, Open Space Committee, Green Building 
Task Force, and Golf Course Task Force hold 
meetings open to the public.  All members of the 
public are welcome at committee meetings and 
council meetings, and are encouraged to attend 
Planning Commission meetings, council meetings, 
Parks, Beaches, and Recreation Commission 
meetings and any other meeting of interest.  

Portola Valley

Transportation
The Town of Portola Valley has a trails and paths 
element in its General Plan that provides a 
comprehensive system of hiking trails, equestrian/
hiking trails, pedestrian paths, bicycle paths, 
multiple use corridors, bicycle routes, and bicycle 
lanes.  The system provides facilities that access 
major destinations including schools, and civic and 
commercial areas.  The multi-modal system helps 
reduce reliance on motor vehicles.  The system 

provides for recreation and accordingly for the 
pleasure and health of residents.  

The town is currently conducting public hearings on a 
new Sustainability Element of the Town General Plan.  
The element includes goals for transportation:

• Establishing a school-busing program or other  
local transportation program in order to 
significantly reduce the amount of in-town 
vehicular traffic and resulting greenhouse gas 
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emissions.  

• Linking existing bus services, such as the services 
of the Sequoias, the Woodside Priory, Stanford 
University’s Marguerite service, and others.  

• Encouraging or requiring contractors to 
consolidate trips by employees, trips for delivery 
of materials, and trips for removal of waste and 
recycling.  

• Placing an electrical charging station for vehicles 
at town center and encouraging stations in 
homes as electric vehicles become increasingly 
available.  

• Considering cooperative programs with SamTrans, 
Caltrans, and the Transportation Committee 
of Silicon Valley to improve bus service and/or 
create shuttle service.

Economy
At the time this report was written, the downturn in 
the economy had not had any impact on the town’s 
budget.  The town has noticed a very slight decrease 
in the number of proposed residential construction 
projects and a downsizing of approved projects for 
monetary reasons.  

Public Participation
The town has a very active volunteer community 
working on advisory committees.  The community 

is involved in and participates in decisionmaking on 
various areas of interest to the town; communication 
is key to community involvement.  The town website 
is undergoing considerable upgrades to broaden town 
involvement and the website includes a resident-
maintained forum. In addition, the “Portola Valley 
Post” goes out quarterly to keep the community 
members involved and informed, and postcards are 
mailed to residents on major events taking place in 
the community.   The Climate Protection Task Force 
advisory committee provided a 2007-committee 
recommendations report on sustainability, green 
building, transportation, etc.  The town has begun 
implementing some of the programs identified by the 
committee.  

Other
The town has been actively working with Architectural 
& Site Control Commission and Planning Commission 
on the development of a draft program for Green 
Design Standards.  Public workshops on the 
program will take place in late January or February 
to consider the possible green building point system.  
After the public workshops, the Town Council will 
decide whether to implement a local green building 
point rating program.  

Transportation
A reduction in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is a key 
part of Redwood City’s Downtown Precise Plan. The 
proximity of public transit, the existing concentration 
of jobs, and the “walkability” of downtown all 
contribute to reducing VMT and creating a more 
sustainable community.

High density, another component of the plan, will allow 
future workers and residents to consume less land 
per capita than nearly anywhere else in the county, 
and will require less pavement and infrastructure 
than for typical Bay Area developments. 

Programs to reduce VMT include:

• For those working beyond walking distance from 
their home, public transit offers the greatest 
potential reduction in VMT, making Transit 
Oriented Development (TOD) crucial. By focusing 
growth near downtown transit facilities, the 
number of people with access to regional transit 

will increase, lowering growth in per-capita VMT. 
• Currently, the city has proposals for six TOD 

projects downtown, including over 300 new 
housing units, in addition to approximately 600 
existing downtown housing units. The plan’s 
build-out includes 2,500 housing units, offering 
substantial reductions in VMT.

• The city’s first Bicycle/Pedestrian Working Group 
has been formed to help make the city’s streets 
more usable for bikes and pedestrians. The city 
has started two small-bus shuttle services serving 
commuters and midday traveler. Internally the 
city currently offers a 50 percent subsidy to 
encourage employee use of mass transit.

• The city’s “Hoover Area Connection” mobility 
study is aimed at identifying improvements in 
that neighborhood to increase access and safety 
of pedestrians and bicyclists traveling to work, 
school, shopping, and services. The city’s new 
General Plan, currently in development, will devote 

Redwood City
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substantial discussion to transit/transportation 
issues and related sustainability issues.

Economy
Effects of the global economic downturn are 
starting to be observable in Redwood City. Several 
employers have announced impending layoffs, and 
some large retail stores will be closing by the end 
of 2008, reflecting the downward trend in consumer 
spending. As this trend continues into 2009 it may 
affect smaller retail stores and restaurants, and 
points to a continued slowing of sales tax revenues 
to the city.

Although Redwood City has experienced a number 
of residential mortgage foreclosures, at the current 
time (November 2008) the impact does not appear to 
be as severe as in other communities.

The development community still has considerable 
interest in major mixed use residential projects in 
Redwood City. Developers may see this economic 
cycle as a good time to do their planning for future 
projects. While there is a decline in construction 
starts, this decline is somewhat mitigated because 
Redwood City’s hospitals are either implementing 
earthquake retrofits or planning for new construction. 
Additionally, the city’s capital improvement projects 
are moving forward, providing work for consultants 
and contractors.

Impacts of the downturn on Redwood City’s 
operating budget are being realized as quarterly 
revenue reports start to reflect the drop in sales tax 
and other revenues. 

Redwood City is in the process of updating its 
Economic Development Strategy in concert with the 
New General Plan process, which will foster important 
discussions about how land use designations may 
impact economic sustainability and job creation. 

Public Participation
With Redwood City’s core purpose, “Build a Great 
Community Together,” the city strives to bring its 
citizens into the decisionmaking process, and engage 
them in the process of addressing the many issues 
that the community faces. 

In the areas of sustainability and planning for 
the city’s future, a key example was the unique 
workshop held in September 2008 on the new 
General Plan, with nearly 300 attendees visiting 
multiple “information stations.” There have been 
over 30 workshops/meetings on the General Plan 
this year alone, involving hundreds of participants.  
Many meetings included information boards to 
gather citizens’ opinions where participants place a 
“heart” or a “bug” to indicate if they agree or disagree 
with various choices.

Numerous community discussions about specific 
planning projects have taken place, including 
multiple Hoover Area Connection mobility study 
sessions which drew over 200 participants, and 
several Costco expansion workshops, totaling well 
over 100 attendees. 

The development of the Downtown Precise Plan 
brought together hundreds of interested people from 
throughout the community at a variety of workshops, 
meetings, and study sessions during which their 
input was gathered.

Other public participation efforts focused on long-
term sustainability include:

• Redwood City Cool Campaign
•  “YO” (Youth Outdoors) initiative
• Recycled water/water conservation programs
• Green@Home home energy audits (with Acterra)
• Green Business Certification Program
• Promoting sustainable land use 
• Annual spring/fall cleanup days
• Community volunteers assisting Code 

Enforcement

San Bruno

Transportation
San Bruno’s emphasis on transit-oriented 
development began in earnest in 2000 with the 
adoption of the U.S. Navy Site Specific Plan.  At the 
intersection of I-380 and El Camino Real, the old 
Navy site presented a unique opportunity to create 
a residential development whose location next to 
transit, shopping, and employment centers such as 
the San Bruno BART station, the Shops at Tanforan, 

and Bayhill Office Park allowed developers to craft 
a site that reduced the need for automobiles and 
increased pedestrian access.  With over 700 high-
density residential units complete, including 200 
units for low-income seniors, and another 350 under 
construction, The Crossing demonstrates that high-
density works in San Bruno.  A study conducted 
by San Bruno and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission has since documented that residents 
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of The Crossing walk to BART, shopping and local 
employment centers. 

Building on this success is the mixed-use development 
recently approved for the old downtown cinema site 
at El Camino Real and San Mateo Avenue.  Situated 
at the southwest edge of San Bruno’s downtown core, 
this 48-unit development will feature residential 
condominiums above 14,600 square feet of retail.  

On a broader scale, San Bruno is emphasizing 
transit-oriented development in all of its planning 
documents.  The General Plan 2025 proposes 
additional land-use classifications for Transit-
Oriented Development and Multi Use-Residential 
Focus. These classifications encourage higher 
density, mixed-use developments in key areas of the 
city. To build on the vision of the General Plan, the 
city recently kicked off its Downtown and Transit 
Corridors Plan process. Encompassing an area 
including the environs of both the San Bruno BART 
and Caltrain Stations, this plan aims to chart a clear 
path for environmentally sustainable, pedestrian 
and transit-oriented residential and commercial 
development.  City officials anticipate this planning 
process to result in additional connections to bicycle 
routes such as the Sneath Lane Bicycle lane that 
leads from the BART station to Camp Sawyer Trail 
and the Countywide North-South Bicycle route.

Economy
While development has brought many positive 
changes to the community, the slowing pace of 
residential projects has also brought significant 
challenges.   Larger subdivisions have changed to 
phased construction schedules to better align with 
the economic conditions. Most notably, the housing 
and credit crisis has also delayed the rebuilding of 
a 510-unit apartment complex resulting in the loss 
of approximately $1.4 million in building permit 
fees and a large vacant property.  To mitigate both 
this revenue reduction and a decrease in sales and 
property taxes, the city has enacted a selected hiring 
freeze and delayed the construction of some facility 
rehabilitation projects.  Going forward, the city faces 
a budget deficit in FY 2009-10 of approximately $2.6 
million.  The City Council supports a process that 
brings city management and line employees together 
to find the path to address the deficit.

While these frustrating economic times continue to 
challenge the capacity of local governments to secure 
the resources necessary to provide services to the 
community, the city still plans to move forward with 
its capital program to rehabilitate the city’s water and 
sewer system, both old and in need of replacement.  

In regards to long-term economic planning, the 
Downtown and Transit Corridors Plan will include 
a detailed economic analysis to guide city policies 
and regulations.  The plan will consider what types 
of land uses will be economically viable, and in what 
proportions.  

Public Participation
The city uses a variety of methods to engage the 
public; the two most significant include citizen 
committees and a revitalized website.  Community 
volunteers serve on 11 commissions and committees 
and make recommendations to the City Council 
regarding transportation issues, crime prevention, 
emergency preparedness, bicycle and pedestrian 
issues, sports and recreational activities, the 
placement of public art, and other prominent issues 
of concern to residents.  In addition, the city’s website 
has been reviewed over the past year to ensure that 
it provides timely information regarding council and 
committee actions, access to online services and 
links to important information about the greater 
community.     

Much of the city’s current public planning process 
currently centers on the Downtown and Transit 
Corridors Plan.  To ensure that the resulting plan 
reflects the community’s vision, the public process 
includes a steering committee and three community-
wide workshops.   The steering committee is composed 
of city council members, planning commissioners, 
local property owners, and other city residents.  With 
over 80 attendees at the first community workshop, 
officials have been encouraged by the engagement 
so far and look for the enthusiasm to continue.  
Residents can track the planning process by visiting 
the website at: http://www.sanbrunotransitcor
ridorsplan.org/.   Once it is complete, residents 
will have a comprehensive guide that will focus 
development along the transit corridors, encourage 
walking, bicycling, and bus and rail use.  The result 
will be a healthier, more interconnected community 
significantly less dependent on the automobile.

http://www.sanbrunotransitcorridorsplan.org/
http://www.sanbrunotransitcorridorsplan.org/
http://www.sanbrunotransitcorridorsplan.org/
http://www.sanbrunotransitcorridorsplan.org/
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Transportation 
San Carlos has been very active in encouraging 
the use of public transportation through programs 
involving shuttles, bicycles and walking.  The city 
was one of the early proponents of Traffic Demand 
Management (TDM) programs for commercial 
development.  The recent approval of the Palo Alto 
Medical Foundation Center in San Carlos, which 
includes an extensive TDM plan and program, is a 
key example.  

The city has an active bicyclist community and has 
engaged in a multi-year program to expand the 
number of bike paths and routes.  This community 
encouraged the development of a Citywide Bicycle 
Transportation Plan.  Most recently the city added  
bicycle routes on Cedar Street and Arroyo Avenue.  
The route on Cedar Street provides connections to 
Cedar Park, Burton Park, Central Middle School, and 
White Oaks Elementary School, and the bike lanes on 
San Carlos Avenue and Brittan Avenue.  The route on 
Arroyo Avenue connects with downtown San Carlos 
and leads to Old County Road and the commercial 
and industrial area on the east side of San Carlos.  

The city is also pursuing state bike funding to 
implement the Countywide North-South Bikeway on 
Old County Road in San Carlos.  Additionally, the 
city’s Transportation and Circulation Commission 
is updating its Bicycle Transportation Plan and 
is considering the establishment of a “bicycle 
boulevard” generally following Elm Street with links 
to both Redwood City and Belmont.

To encourage bike riding or walking to school as 
alternatives to car travel, the city has worked with the 
San Carlos School District on events such as “San 
Car-Less Days.” The City’s Public Works Director is 
also working with the schools and a parents group 
to make it easier and more convenient to make more 
days “car-less.”

Economy
In 2007, the San Carlos City Council approved an 
Economic Development Plan. This plan is updated 
annually and acts as the blueprint for the city’s 
Economic Development program.  Key goals of the 
plan include:

• Enhancing the downtown area—through 
projects at the San Carlos Caltrain Station (the 
proposed “Transit Village” Transit Oriented 
Housing/Retail development with the San Mateo 
County Transportation Authority), Wheeler Plaza 
(city-owned property and parking lot at San Carlos 
Avenue and Laurel Street) and development in the 

core downtown.
• Economic Development Partnership—a unique 

collaborative of the city, Chamber of Commerce, 
Economic Development Advisory Commission and 
Harbor Industrial Association property owners 
working on Economic Development efforts.

• Exploring a hotel development—at the landmark 
site at Highway 101 and Holly Street to provide 
more meeting space and opportunities for local 
business, hotel rooms for the community, and 
revenue for the city.

The economic downturn has impacted San Carlos as 
it has neighboring cities.  Business sales and sales 
tax revenues have flattened, a lower level of property 
sales have resulted in slower property tax revenue 
growth.  The city will be holding workshops with the 
community in April 2009 to discuss whether the city 
should explore further service cuts only or also a 
revenue measure in November.

Fortunately for San Carlos, real estate prices have 
held up fairly well and foreclosure activity has been 
very low to date.  In addition, new business activity 
continues with growth in the restaurant sector in the 
downtown, the sporting goods market in the Brittan 
Avenue/Industrial Road area and new regional 
retailers at the San Carlos Marketplace and Brittan 
Corners shopping centers.

Public Participation
San Carlos has a tradition of working with local 
residents and the business community to explore 
issues, programs, and proposed developments.  A 
prime example is the City General Plan.  The city 
is currently in the final phases of an update to the 
General Plan which will take the city through 2030.  

The General Plan Update process started last year 
with the City Council appointment of a General Plan 
Advisory Committee (GPAC).  GPAC is meeting on a 
regular basis with city staff and consultants to advise 
and shape the new General Plan.  This has included:

• A speaker series on future issues and challenges 
facing San Carlos

• Development of a General Plan Briefing Book that 
describes the city’s past, present and future; the 
book is available on the city’s website

• General Plan workshops with the public that 
have included an Overview of the General Plan 
process, a Youth General Plan input meeting and 
community input meetings on the topics of the 
General Plan, Land Use and Housing

• A General Plan eNewsletter for the community on 
the process

San Carlos
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The city uses the same approach for other issues 
and topics facing the community.  The upcoming San 
Carlos Climate Action Plan was also developed with 
the aid of a Citizens Advisory Committee working 
with city staff and input provided from the public 

via Community Workshop, e-mails and meeting 
participation.  The city provides an extensive amount 
of information on its website through reports, 
agendas, minutes, videos and videos of Council 
Meetings.  

City of San Mateo 

Transportation 
A critical feature of San Mateo’s transportation 
system is the three CalTrain stations:  Downtown, 
Hayward Park, and Hillsdale.  In total, Caltrain makes 
196 stops at these three stations each weekday (98 
northbound, 98 southbound). Reflecting CalTrain’s 
importance to the city’s residents, the city has 
developed Bylaws for the Rail Corridor Transportation 
Management Association.  The Association will be 
formed early in 2009 and will be responsible for both 
promoting and measuring trip reduction strategies 
for new development projects within the corridor.  
San Mateo’s Rail Corridor Plan is unique in that it 
requires measurement of trip reduction for projects 
that are approved in the corridor.  Short-term and 
long-term trip reduction targets are set as part of the 
Conditions of Approval.  Actual trip generation will be 
measured and reported to the City Council annually. 
San Mateo currently has three TOD projects in the 
pipeline: Peninsula Station, with a 300,000 sq. ft. 
office space; Hayward Park Green, a residential 
mixed use project; and Bay Meadows Phase II.

Economy
In 2008, as a result of the difficult economic times, 
the City of San Mateo had a reduction in revenues 
from property, sales, and hotel taxes, and a loss of 
investment income. There was some decline in new 
residential and commercial developments. Unlike 
other California cities where construction had 
ceased, the city had several residential projects in 
the plan check process but the contractors indicated 
they might wait a little before they pull building 
permits. The city hopes to see new residential 
permits pulled in early 2009. San Mateo is working 
diligently to overcome its budget difficulties through 
a short-term hiring freeze and expense control; for 
the long term, the city is working to close an ongoing 
structural deficit in the budget.  

Public Participation
The city has reorganized its efforts to promote 
bicycle and pedestrian travel within San Mateo.  
The Public Works Commission, which serves as the 

city’s official bikeways and pedestrian committee, 
will hold quarterly meetings with pedestrian and 
bicycle advocates to develop both policy and capital 
improvement strategies promoting non-motorized 
travel.  Initial work efforts will be development of 
a bike/pedestrian master plan, a bike/pedestrian 
capital improvement program, and providing input 
into the ongoing update of the city’s General Plan 
Circulation Element.  This new structure and 
process will enhance public input into the bicycle 
and pedestrian policies and implementation plans.

San Mateo is currently using several public outreach 
methods to educate residents on sustainability.  When 
residents visit City Hall, they can get information 
on our voluntary green building program and other 
resources for sustainability and green building via a 
kiosk that has been set up near the public counters 
for building and planning.

San Mateo also has a robust sustainability website 
at www.cityofsanmateo.org that provides detailed 
information about our green building programs and 
provides references to numerous other sustainable 
and green programs and organizations.

Finally, San Mateo launched a public outreach 
campaign to educate residents on ways they can 
reduce their carbon footprint, called SMART: San 
Mateo Acting Responsibly Together.  The program 
launched in November 2008 and is funded by a grant 
from the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.  
The SMART campaign’s goal is to educate residents 
about ways they can contribute to reducing carbon 
emissions by choosing more sustainable options 
to curb water and energy use, and by choosing 
alternative means of transportation.  The SMART 
website has numerous tips on how to make individual 
changes, as well as a carbon calculator for residents 
to determine their current carbon footprint and a 
means to track their reductions of emissions. In 
addition to the web presence, city staff has committed 
to attending homeowners association meetings and 
citywide events and festivals to spread the word 
about the campaign and educate residents.
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Other
The city is expanding its efforts to increase recycling, 
reuse, and waste reduction.  The City of San Mateo has 
been a very active participant in the South Bayside 
Waste Management Authority’s efforts to implement 
single stream recycling.  In addition, the city has 

expanded its staffing in the recycling outreach efforts 
targeting multi-family and commercial uses within 
San Mateo. With efforts such as SMART, the City of 
San Mateo is working hard to create a partnership 
between the city and the community to reduce the 
collective carbon footprint. 

Transportation
The City of South San Francisco has implemented 
an aggressive Transportation Demand Management 
Ordinance (TDM) for all nonresidential development 
that would generate in excess of 100 average daily 
vehicle trips.  The TDM Ordinance proscribes a 
wide variety of mandatory measures that promote 
alternative modes of travel including shuttles to 
transit stations, bicycle lockers, carpool/vanpool 
preferential parking, showers/clothes lockers, 
transit information kiosks, and promotional 
programs.  Additionally, larger projects must 
implement supplemental measures such as transit 
pass subsidies, parking cash out, inclusions of on-
site amenities (ex. ATMs, child care, electric vehicle 
charging), reduced parking standards, and parking 
charges.  Depending on the size and density of 
development there are alternative mode shift targets 
that must be maintained over the life of the project, 
ranging from 28-35 percent, with mandated annual 
monitoring procedures and potential financial 
penalties for noncompliance.  

Shuttle service began serving the east of Highway 
101 area of South San Francisco in 1998 with 
service from the Balboa Park BART station in San 
Francisco. Shuttle service expanded in 2000 adding 
routes from the South San Francisco Caltrain station 
and upon its completion, the South San Francisco 
BART station. In the first quarter of fiscal year 
2008-09 a total of 135,920 single-occupancy vehicle 
(SOV) trips were eliminated through participation in 
this program. Genentech, Inc. also provides shuttle 
service for its employees.

As an active member of the Peninsula Traffic 
Congestion Relief Alliance, the city offers Commuter 
Checks to its employees and also encourages 
employees to participate in the various programs 
offered by the Alliance.

South San Francisco also has an active Bicycle 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee which plays an active 
role in the evaluation and development of the city’s 

Bicycle Plan. This group also worked in cooperation 
with Kaiser Permanente Medical Center South 
San Francisco to produce a Biking/Walking Map 
highlighting the various recreational and commuter 
routes available to local residents and employees, 
to encourage them to take advantage of alternative 
modes of transportation. This project was enhanced 
by the opening of Phase I and groundbreaking for 
Phases 2 and 3 of Centennial Way, the linear park 
connecting the South San Francisco and San Bruno 
BART stations.

This project will also enhance the TOD project located 
at the South San Francisco BART station.  While this 
project is not complete, apartment and condominium 
living are available as well as easy access to BART, 
SamTrans, and several retail outlets. 

Economy
At the time this information is being submitted, South 
San Francisco’s economic outlook based on current 
trends is steady. Currently, very few businesses have 
ceased operation or relocated. Sales tax, Transient 
Occupancy Tax (TOT), and other projections remain 
somewhat uncertain at this time. Foreclosures have 
increased compared with what the city considers to 
be typical and commercial construction has slowed 
somewhat, but there is still an interest in creating 
additional life science entities and other commercial 
development.

A midyear review of the 2008-09 budget is underway 
and will be presented in January 2009. As contracts 
expire with the various bargaining units, the city 
is asking each group to forego a salary increase for 
one year and then receive a cost of living increase 
in the second year. Staff will also be taking a look 
at the impact of potential cuts in the future at the 5 
percent and 10 percent level. 

South San Francisco has enjoyed an outstanding 
partnership with its life science industry and is proud 
of its designation as the Birthplace of Biotechnology. 
The city is actively involved in creating partnerships 
that will benefit residents and existing businesses 

South San Francisco
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and continues to work with local employers, high 
schools, Skyline College, and the Community 
College system to upgrade work force skills and 
create appropriate certificate programs to prepare 
students, residents, and employees in other trades 
for jobs in this ever-growing and expanding field.

Public Participation
The city newsletter and website provide residents 
with articles pertaining to ways they can reduce their 
carbon footprint and engage in sustainable practices. 
The South San Francisco Scavenger Company 
also provides information in this area. South San 
Francisco also invites the public to participate and 
provide input into the updating of its General Plan 

and other projects through stakeholder groups, City 
Council Study Sessions that are open to the public, 
etc.  South San Francisco is also in the process of 
updating its Zoning Ordinance and has provided 
residents with the opportunity to participate in the 
process by allowing them to offer comments and 
suggestions and access information online. 

South San Francisco offers a Citizen’s Academy to its 
residents educating them on the various departments 
within the city structure and introducing them 
to their function, points of contact, etc.  Several 
graduates of these programs have been inspired 
to become more involved with their community by 
applying for various boards and commissions. 

Transportation
As a rural, rather than suburban, community, 
Woodside has limited access to the transit systems 
of San Mateo County.  Even though the town is not 
well positioned to encourage the use of SamTrans or 
Caltrain, the Town Council does promote alternative 
transportation modes such as walking and biking.

• The town is currently undertaking a parking and 
transportation study for the area around the 
Woodside Elementary School, which is located on 
the western edge of the Town Center.  One of the 
goals of the study is to create opportunities for 
safe pedestrian and bicycle routes to the school to 
encourage more walking and biking to school.

• The town’s Bicycle Committee works with Town 
Council and staff to identify improvements to 
the town’s bikeways system, and is an integral 
part of the town’s efforts to obtain grant funding 
to implement the improvements and make 
commuting by bicycle a viable alternative to 
driving.   

To promote safety and respect for all users of the 
road, the Town Council provided funding to support 
a new educational program, Honor the Stop, which 
asks individuals to pledge to honor those that have 
been injured or killed on the roadway and to obey all 
traffic laws.  Over 1,300 bracelets and pledge cards 
have been distributed as part of this program.  

Woodside

Economy
The town’s General Plan emphasizes the rural 
residential nature of the Town of Woodside.  As such, 
the town does not focus on economic development 
as an objective.

In 2008, the town has not experienced significant 
foreclosures or a substantial decline in new 
residential construction compared with prior years.  
Through the first quarter of the fiscal year, the 
economic downturn has not affected the town’s 
municipal budget and services.  Town revenues from 
all sources, including property taxes and sales taxes, 
remain healthy.     

Public Participation
As a small community, the town is able to reach its 
residents directly through mechanisms such as a 
monthly postcard of Town Council agenda highlights, 
and a newsletter that goes to all Woodsiders at 
least twice a year.  The spring 2008 edition of the 
newsletter promoted the Town’s Green Fair and its 
focus on global warming.

The Green Fair was sponsored by Woodside Green and 
the Town’s Conservation and Environmental Health 
Committee, which develops educational programs 
to create public awareness of environmental issues 
and encouraging a more sustainable lifestyle.  The 
2008 Green Fair was attended by over 250 people.  

The committee is also working aggressively with 
the Town of Portola Valley to keep the communities 
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educated and engaged in the battle against Sudden 
Oak Death.  The town participated in a Sudden Oak 
Death Blitz this year, where about 100 local residents 
collected leaf samples for testing and mapping the 
progress of Sudden Oak Death and assisting UC 
Berkeley in conducting research designed to stop 
the spread of the disease.

In 2009, the town will be beginning a review of 
its General Plan.  The town will use a number of 
avenues for engaging the residents in a dialog about 
the community’s vision of its future, including the 
tools mentioned above and outreach through seven 
volunteer committees.  The town’s current General 
Plan foreshadows sustainability issues by including 
a basic assumption that fossil fuel availability will 
be reduced and its cost will increase in the future.   
Environmental issues are likely to be part of the 
discussion for the updated General Plan.   

Other
The town continues to pursue other sustainability 
policies and programs:

• The town has replaced the two vehicles that make 
up its Planning and Building Department fleet 
with new hybrid vehicles and the fleet of diesel 
trucks is now being fueled by biodiesel.   

• Green building and sustainable, environmentally 
sensitive site planning concepts will be included in 
the town’s design guidelines, which are currently 
being updated.

• The town is working on installing solar panels 
on the roof of the Town Hall and is planning a 
water re-use project, which will capture a portion 
of the wastewater generated from Town Hall and 
the neighboring Independence Hall, and re-use 
it for landscaping irrigation.  The water recycling 
project will also serve as a demonstration project 
for property owners whose private septic systems 
are aged and failing.  

• The town is working with ICLEI—Local 
Governments for Sustainability to prepare a 
Government Operations Emissions Inventory.   
This will be followed up with the development of 
a Climate Action Plan to reduce carbon emissions 
from a baseline year of 2005. 

Transportation
To reduce congestion and carbon emissions, the 
County of San Mateo sponsors an employee Commute 
Alternative Program..  Over 1,700 employees 
participate in the program that includes incentives 
for transit, biking, walking, and carpooling to work.  
Staff can receive up to $75 a month toward the 
purchase of BART, SamTrans or CalTrain passes. 
Bikers, walkers, and carpoolers leaving their car 
at home at least eight days a month receive $20 a 
month.  The county also provides free bike lockers at 
many worksites, offers a free guaranteed ride home 
program and provides assistance finding carpool 
partners.    

The county is also a leader in transit-oriented 
development.  Ground was broken in May of 2008 
on the Trestle Glen project, a partnership between 
the county, Bridge Housing and the City of Colma.  
When completed in early 2009, the project will have 
119 affordable apartments and a 56-slot child care 
center.   

The Departments Parks, Planning and Health are 
working together to develop community plans that 
promote a healthy lifestyle, more opportunities 
for safe walking, and biking paths.  The county is 

currently working on a new specific plan for the 
North Fair Oaks Area that will incorporate these 
important concepts.  The Public Works Department 
promotes both biking and walking through the Safe 
Routes to Schools program that builds sidewalks 
and safe street crossings near schools.  The Parks 
Department has been working for a number of years 
on the both the Bay Trail and the Coastal Trail foot 
and bike systems.   

Economy
The downturn in the economy has impacted the 
county in three key areas:  slowed growth in real 
estate values and transactions, support from the 
state budget (a source of funding for many county 
programs), and loss of interest and investment 
earnings for both operating and retirement funds.  
Recent property tax roll information indicates that the 
growth rate of property values is slowing.  The county 
has seen growth of 7.7 percent and 8.2 percent in the 
past two years, but early indications are that the FY 
09-10 figure may fall below 6 percent.  The primary 
reasons for the declining property values are fewer 
transactions and increases in assessment appeals.  
The slowdown has also reduced supplemental 
property tax and transfer tax payments.    

County of San Mateo
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According to DQNews, foreclosures countywide rose 
from 463 in the second quarter of 2007 to 1,066 in 
the second quarter of 2008, an increase of 130.2 
percent.  According to RealtyTrac, there were 411 
new foreclosures in the county during October of 
2008, indicating that this trend continues.  Sales 
taxes have held steady owing to the return of jet fuel 
sales tax proceeds to the county beginning January 
1, 2008.  

The county is taking significant steps to address the 
revenue shortfalls created by the current economic 
situation.  Last fiscal year, the county adopted a five 
year plan to eliminate a structural budget deficit of 
$28.6 million.  Since the plan was adopted, economic 
indicators have worsened.  The county revised the 
structural budget deficit projections in December 
2008 and the hiring freeze put in place in December 
2007 will continue.  

Regarding economic development activities, the 
county does not have an Economic Development 
Department, Some work has been done in the North 
Fair Oaks Community, however, and increases in 
sales tax revenues indicate some success in that area.  
The county’s greatest impact on job creation may 
be the various job training and work development 
programs provided by the Human Services Agency, 
including programs to retrain displaced workers.

Public Participation
San Mateo County utilizes a variety of public 
participation, outreach tools, and media to educate 
and inform residents, public agencies, and the 
business community about the county.  

• At 12 public meetings throughout the county 
approximately 400 residents discussed and 
developed recommendations to protect the county’s 
34 watersheds from erosion and pollution in the 
unincorporated areas. The county also developed 
a website where all background materials, reports 
and meeting summaries are posted.

• Ten “visioning” forums and an online survey 
asked residents to set goals and priorities for the 
year 2025.  Akin to a “World Cafe,” the Board 
of Supervisors, in coordination with the Shared 
Vision 2025 Community Steering Committee, 
revised the Shared Vision 2010 plan. Affordable 
housing opportunities, seamless services, lifelong 
learning, sustainability, and an environmentally 
conscious community ranked among the top 
priorities. These forums attracted more than 1,000 
participants, including more than 100 school 
children. Two forums were held in Spanish. 

• A series of public meetings has highlighted the 
need to improve in-custody counseling, treatment 

and educational programs in order to reduce 
recidivism, improve public safety and relieve jail 
overcrowding.

• Five community conversations addressed specific 
issues: 
1. Women’s Criminal Justice Summit developed 

gender-responsive strategies to reduce 
recidivism; 

2. More Livable San Mateo County to educate the 
community on the value of healthy lifestyles; 

3. Dedicated to Housing to identify new affordable 
housing strategies; 

4. Globalization of Regions Economy: Sustaining 
our Competitive Edge to improve educational 
outcomes for our youth; and

5. Livable Communities for Successful Aging, to 
create design principles for transit-oriented 
development for the county’s growing senior 
population.  

Combined, these community conversations drew 
more than 1,000 participants to develop strategies to 
achieve the community’s Shared Vision 2010 goals.   

• Implemented Access San Mateo, an online 
information request system that enables residents 
to ask questions, make a comment or post a 
complaint about services 24/7. Staff are required 
to respond. 

• Began a regular series on Peninsula TV focusing 
on current county projects and programs. The 
half-hour “SMCTV” series has promoted adopting 
local children in need, jail planning efforts, and 
upcoming community forums.  

• Held nine public meetings to consider updates to 
the Midcoast Local Coastal Plan Project Update. 
The project considered land-use policy changes to 
guide future Midcoast development.

• Launched two websites designed to reduce the 
prevalence of childhood obesity. One—www.
gethealthysmc.com—offers handy low-calorie 
recipes, information on local farmer’s markets 
and community resources and is geared for 
parents, preschool/daycare providers, and other 
caregivers. The other—www.yspacesmc.com—is 
for young people and offers fun food news and 
other resources. 

• Hosted the annual “Disaster Preparedness Day” 
at the San Mateo County fairgrounds to highlight 
community awareness, services such as classes 
offered by the county and community partners and 
the need to prepare for earthquakes, pandemic flu 
and other potential calamities. More than 3,000 
people attended the latest one in September.

http://www.gethealthysmc.com
http://www.gethealthysmc.com
http://www.yspacesmc.com
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Transportation
In response to regional housing costs that are 
among the highest in the country, the San Mateo 
County Community College District has undertaken 
a number of different initiatives to assist faculty and 
staff, including building apartments that are rented 
at below-market rates to district employees. The 
district’s commitment to providing faculty and staff 
housing on its campuses has reduced the number of 
car trips and vehicle miles traveled by its residents.  
At College Vista, a 44-unit housing complex located 
on an underutilized parking lot at the College of San 
Mateo, approximately 59 percent of the residents are 
able to walk or bike to their classrooms or offices on 
the College of San Mateo Campus or at the district’s 
headquarters.  Employees at Skyline College and 
Cañada College campuses have reduced their 
commute miles by relocating to campus housing 
from outlying areas—for an estimated savings of 
over 153,000 commute miles per year. 

This spring, construction will begin on a 60-unit 
faculty and staff housing project at Cañada College.  
Similar benefits are anticipated as faculty and staff 
working at Cañada will be able to walk a few hundred 
feet to their classrooms and offices.

All three of the college campuses are served by 
SamTrans bus routes with connections to Caltrain 
and BART.  Monthly SamTrans passes are available 
through the colleges’ student activities or cashier 
offices. 

Economy
The downturn in the economy has negatively 
impacted the College District on several fronts.  
Construction projects at all three campuses have 
been put on hold because of the State of California’s 
fiscal crisis.  The projects, totaling more than $53 
million dollars, were to be funded by a statewide 
bond measure.  The bond measure was not placed 
on the November ballot, because of state budgetary 
concerns.  Additionally, the district lost more than 
$25 million dollars on investments held in San 
Mateo County’s pooled fund as a result of the failure 
of Lehman Brothers.  Loss of these funds will likely 
result in the postponement of some of the district’s 
building and renovation projects.

On the positive side, an economic downturn typically 
results in an increase in enrollments as students 
seek to refresh their job skills or explore more stable 

and lucrative areas of employment.  This trend is 
important because enrollments impact both state 
revenues to the district as well as revenues from 
student enrollment fees.  The district experienced 
a substantial growth of 5.9 percent in its Fall 
2007 semester and 8.8 percent in its Spring 2008 
semester.  

The district encourages economic growth and job 
creation through its preparation of students for 
the local work force.  The district serves more than 
40,000 students annually and approximately half 
of those students are enrolled in Career/Technical 
Education pathways which lead to careers in more 
than 90 different fields.  The district’s colleges work 
closely with local work force development agencies 
and businesses to align curricular offerings with the 
work force needs of the region. 

Public Participation
The district regularly seeks input about its programs, 
curricular offerings and work force needs from 
business and industry through the colleges’ program 
advisory boards.  Community input is also important 
for district and college planning.  In February 2008, 
the district conducted a community needs survey 
of 1,200 residents to gauge their preferences about 
curricular offerings, preferred choice of times for 
classes, and preferred course delivery methodology.  
This information was used to inform the District and 
College Strategic and Educational Master Plans. 

Community input is also vital to the success of 
endeavors such as the district’s faculty and staff 
housing projects.  For example, during the planning 
and approval stage of the Cañada housing project, the 
district conducted a total of 15 community meetings 
with homeowners’ associations and neighbors from 
surrounding areas.  More than 100 community 
members attended these meetings and voiced 
concerns about issues such as traffic, aesthetics 
and noise.  In response to these concerns the 
district made adjustments to the building’s location 
on the site, added open space and landscaping, and 
modified the buildings’ roofline, among others.

The district’s Board of Trustees also welcomes 
public discussion.  The public has the opportunity 
to address the board on agenda and non-agenda 
items, and there is a process in place by which a 
community member may present a proposal to be 
included on a future board agenda.

San Mateo County Community College District
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KEY INDICATOR: TRANSPORTATION 
INFRASTRUCTURE AND EFFICIENCY, page 9:
The San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) was 
formed in 1976 to operate the county’s bus and paratransit 
services.  In 1988, the San Mateo County Transportation 
Authority (TA) was formed and is governed by a separate 
Board of Directors and operates with a separate, independent 
budget.  SamTrans is designated as the manager of the 
TA.  In 1992, the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board 
(JPB) was formed to acquire and govern the operations 
of Caltrain.  The JPB is a partnership of SamTrans, the 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority.  SamTrans 
is the managing partner.  As a result, SamTrans staff 
and management report to three separate, independent 
Boards of Directors, manage three separate, independent 
budgets, and operate three different, distinct elements of 
the county’s transportation system and services.

Data on total funding of transportation projects in San 
Mateo County are from the Approved 2009 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) at http://www.mtc.ca.gov/
funding/tip/. Data on the breakdown of expenditures 
for Measure A sales tax revenues are from the San Mateo 
County Transportation Authority (SMCTA) and can be 
found at http://www.smcta.com/Expenditure_Plan/
Complete.pdf. 

Data on farebox recovery for all three systems were 
provided by SamTrans staff to SSMC.    Average weekday 
ridership for all three systems was reported in August 
13, 2008 SamTrans Board of Directors meeting, found 
here: http://www.samtrans.com/pdf/BOD_Agenda_
Reports/081308_SamTrans_Full_Agenda_Packet.pdf 
and was confirmed by SamTrans staff.  Data used in the 
calculation of the cost effectiveness of transit are from the 
National Transit Database at http://www.ntdprogram.
gov/ntdprogram/. The cost effectiveness of the combined 
transit system in the county (SamTrans, BART, and 
Caltrain) is one measure of how efficient transit providers 
are converting operating expenses into passenger miles 
traveled.  To develop a measure of the “combined” cost 
effectiveness of all three providers, SSMC aggregated the 
operating expenses of SamTrans, BART, and Caltrain, and 
divided by aggregated total passenger miles traveled.  Both 
operating expenditures and passenger miles traveled were 
prorated for BART and Caltrain to estimate that portion 
of their expenditures and passenger miles coming in 
the county.  Operating expenditures for BART were pro-
rated by the number of daily station exits that occur in 
San Mateo County versus the entire system (7.4 percent), 
and operating expenditures for Caltrain were pro-rated 
based on the percentage of the annual budget met by San 
Mateo County (41.9 percent). The resulting total in-county 
operating expenditures were divided by the in-county 
passenger miles traveled, again prorating BART and 
Caltrain passenger miles traveled by the same ratios as 
above.  The result is an estimate of the combined transit 
cost effectiveness in the county.  

Data on the daily vehicle-hours of delay (DVHD) for 2007 
are from the California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans), 2007 State Highway Congestion Monitoring 
Program (HICOMP), Annual Data Compilation, November 
2007, found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/
sysmgtpl/HICOMP/pdfs/2007HICOMP.pdf.  Daily vehicle 
hours of delay for previous years are from previous years’ 
HICOMP reports issued by Caltrans.  DVHD is the term 
to express the magnitude of delay as measured by the 
difference between the time it takes to travel a segment at 
a recorded congested speed and the travel time at 35 mph.  
Total costs from traffic delays were calculated as the sum 
of excess fuel costs per day and the cost of travel time per 
day.  Per Caltrans 2007 HICOMP report, 1,000 vehicle-
hours of delay resulted in 1,719 gallons of wasted fuel.  For 
San Mateo County, the 10,500 DVHD resulted in 18,049.5 
wasted gallons of fuel (10,500/1,000 X 1,719 = 18,049.5).  
Multiplying this by the average cost of a gallon of gasoline 
in 2007 in the Bay Area ($3.13/gallon) resulted in $56,494 
total excess fuel costs.  Travel time per day was calculated 
by multiplying DVHD by average vehicle occupancy in 
Caltrans District 4 for 2007 (1.1 persons/vehicle) to arrive 
at 11,550 average daily person-hours of delay (10,500 X 
1.1 = 11,550).  To calculate the cost of travel time per 
day, we multiplied the average person-hours of delay 
by the estimated average cost of travel time per person-
hours of delay ($13.58).  This resulted in costs of travel 
time per day of $156,849 (11,550 X 13.58 = 156,849).  
The sum of the excess fuel costs per day and the cost of 
travel time per day equaled $213,344 (56,494 + 156,849 
= 213,344).  Figures for average gallons of wasted fuel per 
1,000 vehicle-hours of delay, average vehicle occupancy, 
and average cost of travel time per person-hours of delay 
are from Caltrans 2007 HICOMP report.  The average cost 
of a gallon of gasoline in 2007 is from the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission found at http://www.mtc.
ca.gov/maps_and_data/datamart/stats/gasprice.htm.  

Information on the Port of Redwood City is from Mike Giari, 
Executive Director, and from their website at http://www.
redwoodcityport.com/.  Passenger arrival and departure 
information on San Francisco International Airport is from 
their 2007-08 Audit at http://www.flysfo.com/investor/
FY0708AFS.pdf and information on their Environmental 
Sustainability Program can be found at http://www.
flysfo.com/web/export/sites/default/download/about/
reports/pdf/ESReport.pdf.  

Background data and information on the links between 
land use and transit are from Lund, Cervero, Wilson, 
Travel Characteristics of Transit-Oriented Development in 
California, 2004.  Information on the Grand Boulevard 
Initiative was found at http://www.grandboulevard.net/.

Information on the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief 
Alliance (PTCRA) was found at http://www.commute.
org.  Characterization of San Mateo commuters comes 
from the 2008 Commute Profile Survey provided by the 
Alliance to SSMC.  Data on shuttles was provided by 
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Mike Stevenson, PTCRA.  The amount of CO2 saved is 
determined by multiplying the average daily ridership of 
the shuttle program (8,014) by the percentage of those 
riders normally expected to drive alone (72 percent).  To 
that amount, we assume the average daily commute of 
30.4 miles roundtrip, from the Commute Survey 2008, 
which covered the San Mateo County area only.  From that 
distance, an estimate of the percentage of shuttle riders 
who drive to transit (50 percent) and the average distance 
of that trip (2.4 miles) was subtracted.  The resulting total 
represents the amount of eliminated vehicle miles from 
the 8,014 shuttle riders (about 159,000 miles per day).  We 
assume 230 workdays a year, for a total reduced vehicle 
miles traveled of 36.7 million miles.  We assume average 
fuel efficiency of 21.8 mpg for the San Mateo County fleet, 
and 19.4 lbs of CO2 per gallon of gas for 0.89 lbs of CO2 

saved per vehicle mile reduced.  36.7 million x .89 lbs CO2 
= 16,358 short tons saved.  

Information on the costs and ridership impacts of 
electrification of Caltrain was found in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report for the Electrification of 
Caltrain at http://www.caltrain.com/pdf/Electrification/
Chapter_3.pdf and from SamTrans staff.  Information 
on high speed rail impacts can be found at http://www.
cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/library/default.aspx. 

AGRICULTURE, page 16: 
Data on San Mateo County agricultural production and 
economic impacts are primarily from the San Mateo 
County Department of Agriculture/Weights and Measures, 
San Mateo County: 2007 Agricultural Crop Report, found 
at www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/agwm; also from verbal 
communication with Ronald Pummer, Deputy Agricultural 
Commissioner/Sealer. Inflation-adjusted figures were 
derived using the Consumer Price Index (CPI) for the San 
Francisco-Oakland-San Jose, CA region from the U.S. 
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics found 
at http://data.bls.gov/PDQ/outside.jsp?survey=cu.  
Information on Yerba Buena Nursery is from its website at 
http://www.yerbabuenanursery.com.  

AIR QUALITY, page 17:
Data on the number of days that concentrations of PM10, 
PM2.5, ozone, carbon monoxide, and nitrogen oxide 
exceeded state or federal standards at the Redwood City 
monitoring station for the years 1998-2007 are from the 
Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (BAAQMD) 
Annual Air Quality Summaries found at http://www.
baaqmd.gov/pio/aq_summaries/index.htm.  Preliminary 
information for 2008 is from the BAAQMD Air Quality Data 
page at http://gate1.baaqmd.gov/aqmet/aq.aspx and 
e-mail correspondence with Ken Crysler with BAAQMD.  
PM10 was tested once every six days at the Redwood City 
monitoring station through July 2008.  After July 2008, 
PM10 sampling was discontinued in Redwood City and 
at five other stations throughout the region, as PM10 
concentrations have been consistently below national 
standards.   PM2.5 is tested every three days from January 
through March and October through December and every 
six days from April through September.  Ozone is tested 
daily.  Information on the health effects of particulate 

matter is from the American Lung Association’s (ALA) 
Particle Pollution Fact Sheet found at http://www.
lungusa2.org/sota/SOTA08__PMFacts.pdf and the 
Environmental Protection Agency found at http://www.
epa.gov/particles.  Information on the health effects of 
ozone is from the ALA found at http://www.lungusa2.
org/sota/SOTA08_OzoneFacts.pdf   The ALA grades for 
particulate matter and ozone for San Mateo County and the 
Bay Area are from the State of the Air Report 2008 found at 
http://www.stateoftheair.org/2008/states/california/  In 
the 2008 Indicators for a Sustainable San Mateo County 
report, we used preliminary figures for PM10 and ozone 
for 2007.  These were confirmed in this year’s report and 
were unchanged.

CARBON DIOXIDE EMISSIONS, page 18:
Information on CO2 in the earth’s atmosphere is from the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency found at http://
www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/co2.html, the 
U.S. Energy Information Administration found at http://
www.eia.doe.gov/oiaf/1605/ggccebro/chapter1.html, and 
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Climate 
Change 2007: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution 
of Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment Report of 
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2007, 
found at http://www.ipcc.ch/ipccreports/ar4-wg1.htm.  
Information on potential impacts from climate change 
in California is from Scenarios of Climate Change in 
California: An Overview, February 2006, found at http://
www.energy.ca.gov/2005publications/CEC-500-2005-
186/CEC-500-2005-186-SF.PDF.  

We use metric tons (2,204.6 pounds) for CO2 emissions as 
metric tons are the standard convention for reporting CO2.  
For solid waste emissions (of methane) we use “metric tons 
carbon equivalent” which converts the warming potential 
of methane into carbon dioxide equivalent terms.   Our 
calculation of total carbon emissions in the county is 
estimated as the sum of 1) natural gas use in the county, 
2) electricity use in the county (which produces carbon 
dioxide at the generation source), 3) on-road transportation 
in the county (gasoline and diesel fuel consumption), and 
4) solid waste emissions (in methane, which is converted 
to metric tons carbon equivalent).  Our calculation of 
total carbon emissions does not include emissions from 
planes, ships, off-road equipment, or a number of other 
miscellaneous sources, so it should not be compared 
directly with detailed carbon emissions inventories such 
as the one recently completed by the Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District (BAAQMD), found here http://www.
baaqmd.gov/pln/emission_inventory.htm. 

Information on gasoline consumption in San Mateo County 
is from the California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans), Office of Transportation Economics found at 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ote/links_files/
countygas.pdf and here http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/
tsip/smb/documents/mvstaff/mvstaff07.pdf.  See the 
Gasoline Use entry in this appendix for more notes 
on gasoline consumption data.  Gasoline is converted 
to CO2 using an emission factor of 19.43 pounds of 
CO2 per gallon of gasoline, which comes from the U.S. 
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Environmental Protection Agency, State Workbook: 
Methodologies for Estimating Greenhouse Gas Emissions, 
November 1992, found at http://nepis.epa.gov/EPA/
html/Pubs/pubtitleOther.htm.  Diesel fuel consumption 
is from Caltrans, California Motor Vehicle Stock, Travel, 
and Fuel Forecasts found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/
tsip/smb/mvstaff.html and from Caltrans staff.  Diesel 
is converted to CO2 using an emission factor of 21.05 
pounds of CO2 per gallon of diesel, calculated using the 
following data:  130,500 Btu/gallon (source: http://
bioenergy.ornl.gov/papers/misc/energy_conv.html),  44 
pounds of carbon per MMBtu (source: http://www.energy.
ca.gov/reports/600-02-001F/2002-09-14_600-02-001F.
PDF), 44/12 = molecular weight of CO2/C, Calculation: 
44/12* 44.0*0.1305 = 21.05 pounds.  Using gasoline 
and diesel fuel is one method to calculate transportation-
related emissions.  An alternative methodology is using 
the California Air Resources Board’s EMFAC (EMission 
FACtors) model found at http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/
onroad/latest_version.htm to generate an estimate of tons 
of CO2 emitted based on vehicle miles traveled.  

Electricity and natural gas consumption data are from 
the California Energy Commission and Pacific Gas and 
Electric Company (PG&E).  In 2005, 10.76 percent of 
San Mateo County’s electricity consumption came from 
direct access customers (customers not purchasing 
their electricity from PG&E) per the California Energy 
Commission.  We used this figure as an estimate for 
each year 2000-2007 and used the conversion factor of 
700.4 pounds of CO2 per megawatt, which was the annual 
emission rate for California for 2004 as estimated by the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency found at http://
www.epa.gov/cleanenergy/energy-and-you/how-clean.
html.  This rate was used for each year 2000-2007 as it 
was the only statewide estimate available.  The remaining 
89.24 percent of electricity was converted to CO2 using 
emission factors from PG&E.  The 2007 CO2 emissions 
factor change substantially for PG&E from the one SSMC 
has used in the past.  In 2006, this emission factor was 
0.459 pounds of CO2 per kWh.  In 2007, PG&E reported 
an emission factor of 0.524 pounds of CO2 per kWh.  This 
increased factor (about 14 percent) accounts for most of 
the increased emissions we report from electricity use.  
PG&E indicates on their website that the power mix in 
2007 was slightly less clean owing to reduced hydropower 
production caused by drought conditions. Similarly, the 
natural gas conversion factor used previously (11.64 
pounds of CO2 per therm of natural gas) was changed 
significantly in this year’s analysis, to 13.45 pounds CO2 
per therm.  Since this new number is the one accepted 
by the Climate Action Registry, we have recalculated the 
natural gas CO2 emissions from past years as well.  Both 
of these emission factors were provided by PG&E and 
certified by the California Climate Action Registry, and 
can be found at http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/
pdfs/about/environment/calculator/assumptions.pdf. 

In this year’s report, we do not calculate emissions on a 
city level. There are two reasons for this.  One, the city-
level energy use data were not available to SSMC because 

of changes in the process for releasing city-level data 
(see also Energy indicator appendix).  Two, allocating 
transportation-related emissions to a city level (the 
largest component of CO2 emissions) can be very difficult.  
There is little city-level data on gasoline use or vehicle 
miles traveled, and allocating countywide emissions by 
population or road miles only may not accurately measure 
transportation-related emissions.  

Data on solid waste generated in San Mateo County 
are from the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board’s (CIWMB) Disposal Reporting System found at 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Reports/DRS/.  
CO2 is generated from solid waste decomposition, but it 
is accepted practice to not count this so-called “biogenic 
CO2” in emissions inventories.  The primary reason for 
this is that the carbon dioxide released from decomposition 
of plant material was itself carbon dioxide only recently 
(in geologic terms).  Carbon dioxide is taken into plants 
through photosynthesis and turned into solid carbon based 
material; it is this carbon based material that decomposes 
and returns the carbon to gaseous form.  There is thus 
no net effect on global atmospheric carbon concentrations 
from production of carbon dioxide from decomposition of 
plant matter in landfills.  Methane is, however, produced 
in large quantities in landfills and is included in this 
inventory. We convert methane to metric tons of carbon 
equivalent by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s 
Waste Reduction Model (WARM) http://www.epa.gov/
climatechange/wycd/waste/calculators/Warm_home.
html.  The total tonnage of waste disposed and material 
used as alternative daily cover was converted to CO2 by 
using the general municipal solid waste conversion in 
the WARM model. The CO2 generated from waste being 
transported to landfills outside of the county is not included 
in either the waste or the transportation numbers. 

Information on the breakdown overall sources of carbon 
dioxide (including ships, locomotives, and airplanes) is 
from the Source Inventory of Bay Area Greenhouse Gases: 
December 2008 and can be found at http://www.baaqmd.
gov/pln/emission_inventory.htm.

CHILDREN: CHILD ABUSE, page 20:
Data on child abuse referrals and foster care entries are 
from the University of California at Berkeley, School of 
Social Welfare, Center for Social Research’s Child Welfare 
Services/Case Management System Reports found at 
http://cssr.berkeley.edu/ucb_childwelfare/default.aspx.   
Data represent unduplicated counts of children per year 
who have been identified as a potential victim in a child 
abuse referral.  Previous years’ data have been adjusted 
to reflect changes in the estimated populations of children 
in San Mateo County and the State of California for the 
years 1998-2007.  “Substantiation rate” is a measure 
of the percentage of cases that are deemed credible and 
requiring followup by social workers.   

CHILDREN: CHILD CARE, page 21:
The number of children residing in San Mateo County was 
calculated from data from the California Department of 
Finance, Race/Ethnic Population with Age and Sex Detail, 

http://nepis.epa.gov/EPA/html/Pubs/pubtitleOther.htm
http://nepis.epa.gov/EPA/html/Pubs/pubtitleOther.htm
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/smb/mvstaff.html
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/smb/mvstaff.html
http://bioenergy.ornl.gov/papers/misc/energy_conv.html
http://bioenergy.ornl.gov/papers/misc/energy_conv.html
http://www.energy.ca.gov/reports/600-02-001F/2002-09-14_600-02-001F.PDF
http://www.energy.ca.gov/reports/600-02-001F/2002-09-14_600-02-001F.PDF
http://www.energy.ca.gov/reports/600-02-001F/2002-09-14_600-02-001F.PDF
http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/onroad/latest_version.htm
http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/onroad/latest_version.htm
http://www.epa.gov/cleanenergy/energy-and-you/how-clean.html
http://www.epa.gov/cleanenergy/energy-and-you/how-clean.html
http://www.epa.gov/cleanenergy/energy-and-you/how-clean.html
http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/about/environment/calculator/assumptions.pdf
http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/about/environment/calculator/assumptions.pdf
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Reports/DRS/
http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/wycd/waste/calculators/Warm_home.html
http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/wycd/waste/calculators/Warm_home.html
http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/wycd/waste/calculators/Warm_home.html
http://www.baaqmd.gov/pln/emission_inventory.htm
http://www.baaqmd.gov/pln/emission_inventory.htm
http://cssr.berkeley.edu/ucb_childwelfare/default.aspx
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2000–2050, July 2007, found at http://www.dof.ca.gov/
HTML/DEMOGRAP/Data/RaceEthnic/Population-00-
50/documents/SanMateo.xls.   Information about the 
Labor Force Participation Rate, defined as the percentage 
of children with either both parents or a single parent 
working, is from the U.S. Census Bureau, American 
Community Surveys found at http://factfinder.census.
gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en.  By multiplying 
these two numbers, we arrive at an estimate of the number 
of children in San Mateo County potentially needing care.  
The total number of children in San Mateo County ages 
0-13 years is 127,990 (27,994 infants 0-2 years; 29,018 
preschoolers 3-5 years; 37,200 children 6-9 years; and 
33,778 children 10-13 years).  The number of children 
age 0-13 years with both or a single parent working is 
86,323 (broken down by: 19,036 infants 0-2 years; 19,732 
preschoolers 3-5 years; 24,924 children 6-9 years; and 
22,631 children 10-13 years).  According to data supplied 
by the Child Care Coordinating Council of San Mateo 
County in February 2009, the total number of full- and 
part-time licensed child care spaces in San Mateo County 
for children age 0-13 years was 22,043.  This consists of 
5,615 in family child care homes (2 percent increase since 
2007) and 16,428 in child care centers (1 percent increase 
since 2007).  Of the 16,428 spaces in child care centers, 
934 are for infants 0-2 years, 11,287 are for preschoolers 
age 3-5 years, and 4,207 are for school age children 6-13 
years.  Information on the supply and demand for child 
care for 1999-2003 was gathered from the Child Care 
Portfolios published by the California Child Care Resource 
and Referral Network for those years.  Data on supply of 
and demand for child care for 2004-2008 and on child care 
costs are from the Child Care Coordinating Council of San 
Mateo County, February 2009.  The full Child Care and 
Transit study can be found at http://www.sanmateo4cs.
org/site/4cs/section.php?id=13959  Inflation-adjusted 
figures were derived using the Consumer Price Index 
(CPI) for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose, CA region 
from the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor 
Statistics found at http://data.bls.gov/PDQ/outside.
jsp?survey=cu.

CHILDREN: HEALTH, page 22:
Data on children meeting the California Fitness Test 
Standards are from the California Department of 
Education Dataquest web page at http://data1.cde.
ca.gov/dataquest.  Information on healthy behaviors and 
the percentage of children covered by health insurance 
is from the UCLA Center of Health Policy Research, 2001 
and 2007 California Health Interview Surveys found at 
http://www.chis.ucla.edu/.  

CONTAMINATED SITES, page 23:
Data on contaminated sites are from the California State 
Water Resources Control Board’s Geotracker database 
found at http://geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov/sites_by_county.
asp, San Mateo County.  Total contaminated sites reported 
is the total number of sites found in the Geotracker 
database for Leaking Underground Fuel Tanks (LUFT) 
and sites in California’s Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and 
Cleanups (SLIC) program as of December 31, 2008.  This 

list updates frequently, so the number of sites we report 
may have change by printing.  As there are other potential 
sites that may not be included in either the LUFT or SLIC 
databases (e.g. former Department of Defense sites, land 
disposal sites, etc.), we may underreport the number of 
contaminated sites in San Mateo County.  In previous 
years, the number of total LUFTs and other chemical leaks 
by city was overstated because of the inclusion of some 
SLIC sites in the LUFT data.  Where possible, we have 
tried to eliminate any overlap.  Information on the former 
Superfund site in East Palo Alto is from the California 
Department of Toxic Substances Control online database 
at http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/.  

CRIME, page 24:
Data on total violent crimes and juvenile crimes for the 
years 1997-2006 are from the California Department of 
Justice, Office of the Attorney General, Criminal Justice 
Statistics Center found at http://ag.ca.gov/cjsc/datatabs.
php.  Data for violent crimes and juvenile crimes for 2007 
and gang related homicides for years 1998-2007 are from 
Linda Nance, Special Requests Units, Criminal Justice 
Statistics Center.  Violent crimes include homicide, forcible 
rape, robbery, and aggravated assault (the unlawful attack 
or attempted attack by one person upon another for the 
purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury). 

DISASTER PREPAREDNESS, page 25:
Information on percentage of cities and towns with 
emergency operations plans is from a survey of local 
governments conducted between December 2007 and 
February 2008. Information on California’s Standardized 
Emergency Management System (SEMS) is from the 
California Office of Emergency Services found at 
http://www.oes.ca.gov/Operational/OESHome.nsf/
Content/B49435352108954488256C2A0071E038?Op
enDocument and http://www.oes.ca.gov/Operational/
OESHome.nsf/PDF/SEMS%20Brochure%202005/$file/
SEMSbrochure%202005.pdf.  Information on the National 
Incident Management System (NIMS) is from the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency found at http://www.
fema.gov/emergency/nims/.  Information on Community 
Emergency Response Teams (CERTs) is from the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, Emergency Response 
Team, Participant Manual, June 2003, and http://www.
fema.gov/areyouready/preface.shtm.  Data on CERTs 
members and SMC Alert subscriptions provided by JoAnn 
Scordino from San Mateo County Office of Emergency 
Services.   Information on the Medical Reserve Corps 
program is from the California Office of Emergency 
Services found at http://www.emsa.ca.gov/# and San 
Mateo Coastside Medical Reserve Corps (http://smcmrc.
org/).  The information for the Are you prepared? box is 
from The Council for Excellence in Government, Are We 
Ready?: Introducing the Public Readiness Index: A Survey 
Based Tool to Measure the Preparedness of Individuals, 
Families, and Communities, December 2006, found at 
http://www.whatsyourrq.org/national.shtml.  

ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT, page 26: 
Updated global, low income, middle income, high income, 
and U.S. Ecological Footprints are from the Global Footprint 

http://www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/DEMOGRAP/Data/RaceEthnic/Population-00-50/documents/SanMateo.xls
http://www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/DEMOGRAP/Data/RaceEthnic/Population-00-50/documents/SanMateo.xls
http://www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/DEMOGRAP/Data/RaceEthnic/Population-00-50/documents/SanMateo.xls
http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en
http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en
http://www.sanmateo4cs.org/site/4cs/section.php?id=13959
http://www.sanmateo4cs.org/site/4cs/section.php?id=13959
http://data.bls.gov/PDQ/outside.jsp?survey=cu
http://data.bls.gov/PDQ/outside.jsp?survey=cu
http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest
http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest
http://www.chis.ucla.edu/
http://geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov/sites_by_county.asp
http://geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov/sites_by_county.asp
http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/
http://ag.ca.gov/cjsc/datatabs.php
http://ag.ca.gov/cjsc/datatabs.php
http://www.oes.ca.gov/Operational/OESHome.nsf/Content/B49435352108954488256C2A0071E038?OpenDocument
http://www.oes.ca.gov/Operational/OESHome.nsf/Content/B49435352108954488256C2A0071E038?OpenDocument
http://www.oes.ca.gov/Operational/OESHome.nsf/Content/B49435352108954488256C2A0071E038?OpenDocument
http://www.oes.ca.gov/Operational/OESHome.nsf/PDF/SEMS%20Brochure%202005/$file/SEMSbrochure%202005.pdf
http://www.oes.ca.gov/Operational/OESHome.nsf/PDF/SEMS%20Brochure%202005/$file/SEMSbrochure%202005.pdf
http://www.oes.ca.gov/Operational/OESHome.nsf/PDF/SEMS%20Brochure%202005/$file/SEMSbrochure%202005.pdf
http://www.fema.gov/emergency/nims/
http://www.fema.gov/emergency/nims/
http://www.fema.gov/areyouready/preface.shtm
http://www.fema.gov/areyouready/preface.shtm
http://www.emsa.ca.gov/#
http://smcmrc.org/
http://smcmrc.org/
http://www.whatsyourrq.org/national.shtml
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Network as of October 26, 2008, based on National 
Footprint Accounts 2008 edition found at http://www.
footprintnetwork.org/download.php?id=509.  Data for San 
Mateo County are from Redefining Progress, San Francisco 
Bay Area Ecological Footprint, 2004, found at http://www.
regionalprogress.org/county/index.html. 

ECONOMY: INCOME DISTRIBUTION AND 
POVERTY, page 27:
Information on the distribution of household incomes 
and the number of individuals in households with 
earnings below the poverty threshold is from the U.S. 
Census Bureau, American Community Surveys found 
at http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_
lang=en.  Information on median household income by 
city is from ESRI, 2008 Community Sourcebook of Zip 
Code Demographics, 22nd Edition; 2008, and is derived 
from data by zip code.  In some cases the zip code data 
may not correspond with actual city boundaries, thereby 
skewing the income figures.  Information on the federal 
poverty threshold is from the U.S. Census Bureau found 
at http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/poverty/threshld/
thresh07.html.  Information on the income necessary to 
be self sufficient in San Mateo County is from Amanda 
Kim, Public Information Officer/Legislative Liaison 
Human Services Agency, County of San Mateo.  The self-
sufficiency level is based on monthly cost estimates in 
the county for household expenses (rent, utilities, food, 
transportation, personal care, housekeeping supplies, 
clothing, health care, and child care).

ECONOMY: JOBS page 28:
Data on jobs in San Mateo County are from the California 
Employment Development Department’s (EDD) monthly 
Current Employment Statistics survey given to a sampling 
of California employers.  These estimates do not represent 
the number of San Mateo County residents with jobs, but 
rather the number of people employed in the county.  The 
resulting reported number of jobs may underestimate 
the actual number of workers, as self-employed persons, 
unpaid family workers, and private household workers 
are not counted.  Specific data are found at http://www.
labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/?PAGEID=166.  Data from 
previous years have been updated to reflect revised 
estimates from CA EDD.   Employment projections 
are found at http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/
?PAGEID=145.

ECONOMY: UNEMPLOYMENT, page 29:
Unemployment rates for California, San Mateo County, and 
at the subcounty level are from the California Employment 
Development Department (EDD), Labor Market Information 
division found at http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.
ca.gov/.   The national unemployment rate is from the 
U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics 
found at www.bls.gov.  The unemployment rate is the 
number of unemployed persons as a percentage of the 
labor force.  2008 figures are preliminary and have been 
derived by averaging unemployment rates for each month 
during the year.  Previous years’ unemployment rates have 
been changed to reflect revisions made by the EDD.  A 
census-designated place (CDP) is an area identified by 

the U.S. Census Bureau for statistical purposes.   CDPs 
are delineated to provide data for settled concentrations 
of populations that are identifiable by name but are 
not legally incorporated.  The North Fair Oaks Census-
Designated Place (CDP) is located adjacent to Redwood 
City, Menlo Park, and Atherton.  The Broadmoor CDP is 
located in northern San Mateo County near Daly City.  El 
Granada CDP is located on the coastside of San Mateo 
County north of Half Moon Bay.

EDUCATION, page 30: 
The San Mateo County public school system contains 23 
school districts which serve the following communities: 
Bayshore Elementary serves portions of Daly City and 
Brisbane; Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary serves 
Belmont, Redwood Shores, and portions of Redwood City, 
San Carlos, and San Mateo; Brisbane Elementary serves 
Brisbane, the southern hills portion of Daly City, and the 
northeastern corner of South San Francisco; Burlingame 
Elementary serves Burlingame; Cabrillo Unified serves 
an area south of San Francisco on the Pacific Coast 
including Half Moon Bay; Hillsborough City Elementary 
serves Hillsborough; Jefferson Elementary serves Daly 
City, Colma, unincorporated Broadmoor Village, and 
a small portion of Pacifica; Jefferson Union serves Daly 
City, Colma, and Pacifica; La Honda-Pescadero Unified 
serves the south coast of San Mateo County; Las Lomitas 
Elementary serves portions of Menlo Park and Atherton; 
Menlo Park City Elementary serves portions of Atherton, 
Menlo Park, and unincorporated San Mateo County; 
Millbrae Elementary serves Millbrae; Pacifica serves 
Pacifica and the north coast of San Mateo County; Portola 
Valley Elementary serves Portola Valley; Ravenswood City 
Elementary serves portions of East Palo Alto and Menlo 
Park; Redwood City Elementary serves Redwood City; San 
Bruno Park Elementary serves San Bruno; San Carlos 
Elementary serves San Carlos; San Mateo-Foster City 
Elementary serves San Mateo and Foster City; San Mateo 
Union High serves Burlingame, Foster City, Hillsborough, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and San Mateo; Sequoia Union High 
serves portions of Belmont, Atherton, East Palo Alto, 
Menlo Park, Portola Valley, Redwood City, San Carlos, and 
Woodside; South San Francisco Unified serves South San 
Francisco and portions of San Bruno and Daly City; and 
Woodside Elementary serves Woodside. 

Information on the Academic Performance Index (API) 
is from the Education Data Partnership, Understanding 
the Academic Performance Index found at http://www.
ed-data.k12.ca.us/Articles/Article.asp?title=Understa
nding%20the%20API and the San Mateo County Office 
of Education, San Mateo County Schools Statistics 2008, 
February 2007, found at http://www.smcoe.k12.ca.us/
Projects/26/stats2008.pdf.  API scores are from the 
California Department of Education found at http://www.
cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ap/apireports.asp.  Socioeconomically 
disadvantaged is defined as a student whose parents 
have not received a high school diploma or a student who 
participates in the free or reduced price lunch program 
(also known as the National School Lunch Program).  Data 
on high school students meeting University of California 

http://www.footprintnetwork.org/download.php?id=509
http://www.footprintnetwork.org/download.php?id=509
http://www.regionalprogress.org/county/index.html
http://www.regionalprogress.org/county/index.html
http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en
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http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/poverty/threshld/thresh07.html
http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/poverty/threshld/thresh07.html
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/?PAGEID=166
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/?PAGEID=166
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/?PAGEID=145
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/?PAGEID=145
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov
http://www.bls.gov
http://www.ed-data.k12.ca.us/Articles/Article.asp?title=Understanding%20the%20API
http://www.ed-data.k12.ca.us/Articles/Article.asp?title=Understanding%20the%20API
http://www.ed-data.k12.ca.us/Articles/Article.asp?title=Understanding%20the%20API
http://www.smcoe.k12.ca.us/Projects/26/stats2008.pdf
http://www.smcoe.k12.ca.us/Projects/26/stats2008.pdf
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ap/apireports.asp
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ap/apireports.asp
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and California State University eligibility requirements 
are from the California Department of Education and 
the Education Data Partnership found at http://data1.
cde.ca.gov/dataquest/ .  Data on math and English 
proficiency levels of incoming freshmen at California 
State Universities are from California State University, 
Division of Analytic Studies found at http://www.asd.
calstate.edu/performance/proficiency.shtml.  Data on 
expenditures per student, average teacher salaries, and 
pupil-teacher ratios are from the California Department 
of Education and the Education Data Partnership found 
at http://www.ed-data.k12.ca.us/.  The number of fully 
credentialed teachers is from the California Department of 
Education DataQuest web page at http://dq.cde.ca.gov/
dataquest/.   Information on the benefits of arts education 
is from National Governors Association, The Impact of Arts 
Education on Workforce Preparation, May 2002.  Career 
technical education is defined as a program of study that 
involves a multiyear sequence of courses that integrates 
core academic knowledge with technical and occupational 
knowledge to provide students with a pathway to 
postsecondary education and careers.  Information on the 
San Mateo Outdoor Education Program is from the San 
Mateo County Office of Education found at http://www.
smcoe.k12.ca.us/outdoored/index.html and Mark Nolan, 
Director, San Mateo Outdoor Education Program.

ENERGY USE, page 32:
Data on electricity and natural gas use in San Mateo 
County are from the California Energy Commission.  
Electricity and natural gas consumption figures have 
been adjusted for the years 2001-2005 to reflect revisions 
made by the California Energy Commission.   Electricity 
and natural gas figures are converted from therms and 
kilowatts to British thermal units (100,000 BTU per therm 
of natural gas and 3,413 BTU per kWh of electricity).  Total 
per capita energy use in the county is calculated using 
total energy use divided by the July 1 population estimated 
from California Department of Finance.  2006 data on the 
average residential energy use for each city in San Mateo 
County are from Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E).  
Average household electricity use and natural gas use are 
converted into BTUs using the conversion factors above.  
Updated city-level data for 2007 were not available as 
this report went to press owing to changes in the process 
by which this information is released to the public from 
PG&E.  SSMC hopes to include this city-level information 
in the 2010 report.  Data on the mix of energy sources 
for California’s delivered electricity are from the California 
Energy Commission found at http://energyalmanac.
ca.gov/electricity/electricity_resource_mix_pie_charts/
index.html.  Data on the mix of energy sources for PG&E’s 
delivered electricity are from their website and can be 
found at http://www.pge.com/myhome/edusafety/
systemworks/electric/energymix/ .  Pre-July 2007 data on 
solar photovoltaic systems in San Mateo County are from 
the California Energy Commission’s Emerging Renewables 
Program found at http://www.energy.ca.gov/renewables/
emerging_renewables/COMPLETED_SYSTEMS.XLS.  
After July 2007, the California Public Utilities Commission 

(CPUC) formed the California Solar Initiative which now 
tracks all solar electric installations and processes solar 
rebates.  In the 2008 Indicators for a Sustainable San Mateo 
County, we only reported those installations captured 
in the Emerging Renewables Program data, therefore we 
slightly understated the amount of solar capacity installed 
this year.  In this year’s report, both the 2007 and 2008 
figures for installations include installations from both the 
Emerging Renewables Program and the California Solar 
Initiative.  Generating capacity for solar power systems 
is based on the nameplate rating for the installed system 
multiplied by an efficiency rating to derive an expected 
“real world” input for the panels.  This is the same output 
used for computing the rebates received for installation.  

GREEN BUILDINGS, page 34:
Information on green buildings and their use of energy and 
water is from the Energy Information Administration, EIA 
Annual Energy Outlook, found at http://www.eia.doe.gov/
oiaf/archive/aeo08/index.html, the US Geological Survey, 
from Worldwatch Paper 124: A Building Revolution: How 
Ecology and Health Concerns are Transforming Construction 
http://www.worldwatch.org/node/866, and from the 
US Green Building Council at http://www.usgbc.org/
DisplayPage.aspx?CMSPageID=1718.  Benefits of green 
buildings are from the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency at http://www.epa.gov:80/greenbuilding/index.
htm and the U.S. Green Building Council.   Data on green 
construction starts are from McGraw Hill Green Building 
Smart Market Report 2006 found at http://construction.
ecnext.com/coms2/summary_0249-229622_ITM_
analytics (subscription required).  Information on the 
number of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design 
(LEED) certified and registered buildings in San Mateo 
County and square footage is from the U.S. Green Building 
Council’s LEED Project Directory at http://www.usgbc.
org/LEED/Project/RegisteredProjectList.aspx, accessed 
March 3, 2009.  Information on the differences between 
LEED registration and certification and the number of 
LEED registered buildings that become certified was found 
at http://www.sustainablefacility.com/CDA/Articles/
Leed/BNP_GUID_9-5-2006_A_10000000000000134921.  
Information on county and city policies is per the Office of 
the California Attorney General, “Local Government Green 
Building Ordinances in California,” 12/18/08, found at 
http://ag.ca.gov/globalwarming/pdf/green_building.pdf, 
the San Mateo County Green Building Ordinance found 
at http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/smc/department/
home/0,,5557771_5558929_1243662791,00.html and 
the Brisbane Green Building Ordinance found at http://
www.ci.brisbane.ca.us/municode/_data/TITLE15/
Chapter_15_80_GREEN_BUILDING_R.html.  

HABITAT PROTECTION, page 35: 
Information on threatened and endangered species is from 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) found 
at http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/spp_lists/auto_
list_form.cfm.  Information on individual species is found 
at http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/spp_info.htm and 
from Michelle Havens, USFWS, Sacramento Field Office.  
Information on invasive species is from the California 
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http://energyalmanac.ca.gov/electricity/electricity_resource_mix_pie_charts/index.html
http://energyalmanac.ca.gov/electricity/electricity_resource_mix_pie_charts/index.html
http://energyalmanac.ca.gov/electricity/electricity_resource_mix_pie_charts/index.html
http://www.pge.com/myhome/edusafety/systemworks/electric/energymix/
http://www.pge.com/myhome/edusafety/systemworks/electric/energymix/
http://www.energy.ca.gov/renewables/emerging_renewables/COMPLETED_SYSTEMS.XLS
http://www.energy.ca.gov/renewables/emerging_renewables/COMPLETED_SYSTEMS.XLS
http://www.eia.doe.gov/oiaf/archive/aeo08/index.html
http://www.eia.doe.gov/oiaf/archive/aeo08/index.html
http://www.worldwatch.org/node/866
http://www.usgbc.org/DisplayPage.aspx?CMSPageID=1718
http://www.usgbc.org/DisplayPage.aspx?CMSPageID=1718
http://www.epa.gov:80/greenbuilding/index.htm
http://www.epa.gov:80/greenbuilding/index.htm
http://construction.ecnext.com/coms2/summary_0249-229622_ITM_analytics
http://construction.ecnext.com/coms2/summary_0249-229622_ITM_analytics
http://construction.ecnext.com/coms2/summary_0249-229622_ITM_analytics
http://www.usgbc.org/LEED/Project/RegisteredProjectList.aspx
http://www.usgbc.org/LEED/Project/RegisteredProjectList.aspx
http://www.sustainablefacility.com/CDA/Articles/Leed/BNP_GUID_9-5-2006_A_10000000000000134921
http://www.sustainablefacility.com/CDA/Articles/Leed/BNP_GUID_9-5-2006_A_10000000000000134921
http://ag.ca.gov/globalwarming/pdf/green_building.pdf
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/smc/department/home/0,,5557771_5558929_1243662791,00.html
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/smc/department/home/0,,5557771_5558929_1243662791,00.html
http://www.ci.brisbane.ca.us/municode/_data/TITLE15/Chapter_15_80_GREEN_BUILDING_R.html
http://www.ci.brisbane.ca.us/municode/_data/TITLE15/Chapter_15_80_GREEN_BUILDING_R.html
http://www.ci.brisbane.ca.us/municode/_data/TITLE15/Chapter_15_80_GREEN_BUILDING_R.html
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/spp_lists/auto_list_form.cfm
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/spp_lists/auto_list_form.cfm
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/spp_info.htm
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Department of Food and Agriculture, San Mateo County 
Weed Management Area found at http://www.cdfa.
ca.gov/phpps/ipc/weedmgtareas/SanMateo/SanMateo_
hp.htm.  Information on the Christmas Bird Counts 
at Año Nuevo and Crystal Springs is from Robin Smith 
and Al DeMartini with the Sequoia Audubon Society and 
the Sequoia Audubon Society web page at http://www.
sequoia-audubon.org/home.html.  Data from the counts 
are found at the National Audubon Society’s Christmas 
Bird Count web page at  http://audubon2.org/cbchist/
count_table.html.  Information on habitat restoration 
project around Horseshoe Lake was from conversations 
with Cindy Rossler at Midpeninsula Open Space District 
and from http://www.openspace.org/CGI-BIN/press_
releases/081211_TreeFarm_pr.pdf 

HEALTH CARE: COMMUNITY HEALTH, page 36:
Data on chronic illnesses and healthy behaviors in 
San Mateo County are from The Healthy Community 
Collaborative of San Mateo County, 2008 Community 
Assessment: Health and Quality of Life in San Mateo 
County, March 2008, found at http://www.plsinfo.org/
healthysmc/.  

HEALTH CARE: INSURANCE AND COST, page 
37:
Data on residents lacking health care and the types of health 
coverage residents may have in San Mateo County, the Bay 
Area, and California are from the UCLA Center for Health 
Policy Research, Community Health Information Survey 
found at http://www.chis.ucla.edu/.  Residents included 
in the “Public” category of health insurance providers 
include residents solely on public insurance programs 
(including Healthy Families/CHIP only, Medicaid/Medicare 
only, as well as those on “hybrid” health plans such as 
Medicare in conjunction with a privately purchased “Medi-
gap” plan as well. Data on health care costs are from the 
U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics 
found at http://stats.bls.gov/.  The Consumer Price Index 
(CPI) is a measure of the average change over time in the 
prices paid by consumers for a market basket of consumer 
goods and services.  Items included in the medical care 
category include prescription drugs and medical supplies, 
physicians’ services, eyeglasses and eye care, and hospital 
services.  The data represent the Bay Area CPI for all 
urban consumers for the San Francisco-Oakland-San 
José Combined Metropolitan Statistical Area (CMSA). 

HOUSING: AFFORDABILITY, page 38:
Information on the percentage of households that can 
afford an entry-level home is from the California Association 
of Realtors’ First-time Buyer Housing Affordability Index 
for the third quarter of 2008, found at http://www.car.
org/newsstand/newsreleases/2009newsreleases/Q3h
ousingaffordability/.  Information on the median sales 
price of a single-family home and condominium are from 
the San Mateo County Association of Realtors and the 
San Mateo County Department of Housing.  The U.S. 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) median family 
income estimates are for a four-person household and 
are from the Federal Financial Institutions Examination 

Council website found at http://www.ffiec.gov/hmda/
doc/msa08inc.doc.  The income needed to afford a home, 
condominium, or apartment was calculated based on 
the following assumptions: (1) local lender’s guidelines 
that homeowners not pay more than 35 percent of gross 
household income per year for housing, (2) a 20 percent 
down payment and 30-year fully amortized loan, and 
(3) an interest rate on a 30-year fixed rate mortgage of 
6.03 percent (according to Freddie Mac at http://www.
freddiemac.com/pmms/pmms30.htm).  Average rents in 
the county are from the San Mateo County Department of 
Housing.  Information on housing production in San Mateo 
County is from the Association of Bay Area Governments, 
Association of Bay Area Governments, San Francisco Bay 
Area Housing Annual Production, June 2008.  Information 
on the Regional Housing Needs Allocation process and San 
Mateo County allocations is from Association of Bay Area 
Governments,Regional Housing Needs Plan, 2007-2014, 
June 2008, Association of Bay Area Governments found 
at http://www.abag.ca.gov/planning/housingneeds/.

HOUSING: HOMELESSNESS, page 40: 
Data on the characteristics and number of San Mateo 
County homeless population are from the Center for 
Homelessness, San Mateo County Human Services, 2007 
San Mateo County Homeless Census and Survey, May 2007.  
The Center for Homelessness conducted a new survey in 
late January 2009, but the results of that survey were not 
available before this report went to press.  The census can 
be found at: http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/vgn/images/
portal/cit_609/43/21/13228203772007_SanMateoCou
ntyHomelessCensusandSurvey.pdf.  Other information 
was provided by Rex Andrea from the County’s Homeless 
Outreach Team (HOT).  Information on Samaritan House 
was provided by Sharon Paterson, Operations Manager, 
as well as the Samaritan House web page at www.
samaritanhouse.com.  Information on Shelter Network is 
from Brian Greenberg, Director of Programs, and Jennifer 
Ong, Contracts Compliance Specialist.  Information 
on St. Vincent de Paul is from Margaret Jung, Director 
of Development & Public Relations.  Population figures 
used to determine the percentage of San Mateo County’s 
population that are homeless are from the California 
Department of Finance, California County Population 
Estimates and Components of Change by Year, January 
1, 2000-2008, www.dof.ca.gov.  Information on Project 
HOPE and the Vendome Hotel project are from HOPE, 
Year One Report: July 1, 2006–June 30, 2007, Housing 
Our People Effectively (HOPE) at http://www.co.sanmateo.
ca.us/smc/department/hsa/home/0,2151,15587572_
473878991,00.html and Brian Greenberg with the Shelter 
Network.  The Shelter Network provides services to the 
Vendome Hotel residents. Information on homelessness in 
San Mateo County, including the % increase in direct food 
requests reported by Second Harvest Food Bank, and the 
increase in the number of people receiving food stamps, 
is from “Newly homeless putting pressure on shelters,” 
by Julia Scott, San Mateo County Times, November 22, 
2008

http://www.cdfa.ca.gov/phpps/ipc/weedmgtareas/SanMateo/SanMateo_hp.htm
http://www.cdfa.ca.gov/phpps/ipc/weedmgtareas/SanMateo/SanMateo_hp.htm
http://www.cdfa.ca.gov/phpps/ipc/weedmgtareas/SanMateo/SanMateo_hp.htm
http://www.sequoia-audubon.org/home.html
http://www.sequoia-audubon.org/home.html
http://audubon2.org/cbchist/count_table.html
http://audubon2.org/cbchist/count_table.html
http://www.openspace.org/CGI-BIN/press_releases/081211_TreeFarm_pr.pdf
http://www.openspace.org/CGI-BIN/press_releases/081211_TreeFarm_pr.pdf
http://www.plsinfo.org/healthysmc/
http://www.plsinfo.org/healthysmc/
http://www.chis.ucla.edu/
http://stats.bls.gov/
http://www.car.org/newsstand/newsreleases/2009newsreleases/Q3housingaffordability/
http://www.car.org/newsstand/newsreleases/2009newsreleases/Q3housingaffordability/
http://www.car.org/newsstand/newsreleases/2009newsreleases/Q3housingaffordability/
http://www.ffiec.gov/hmda/doc/msa08inc.doc
http://www.ffiec.gov/hmda/doc/msa08inc.doc
http://www.freddiemac.com/pmms/pmms30.htm
http://www.freddiemac.com/pmms/pmms30.htm
http://www.abag.ca.gov/planning/housingneeds/
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/vgn/images/portal/cit_609/43/21/13228203772007_SanMateoCountyHomelessCensusandSurvey.pdf
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/vgn/images/portal/cit_609/43/21/13228203772007_SanMateoCountyHomelessCensusandSurvey.pdf
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/vgn/images/portal/cit_609/43/21/13228203772007_SanMateoCountyHomelessCensusandSurvey.pdf
http://www.samaritanhouse.com
http://www.samaritanhouse.com
http://www.dof.ca.gov�
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/smc/department/hsa/home/0,2151,15587572_473878991,00.html
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/smc/department/hsa/home/0,2151,15587572_473878991,00.html
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/smc/department/hsa/home/0,2151,15587572_473878991,00.html
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LAND USE, page 41:
Data on the percentage of urban and non-urban land in San 
Mateo County and the Bay Area are from the Association of 
Bay Area Governments (ABAG), Existing Land Use in 2000: 
San Francisco Bay Area, December 2002, and Existing Land 
Use in 2005: Data for Bay Area Counties, January 2006.  
Of note, improvements in the accuracy of data collection 
beginning with the 2000 Existing Land Use report by ABAG 
mean that the total amount of urban land reported (about 
104,000 acres) should not be compared with data from the 
1990’s ABAG reports.  For example, a 1990 ABAG report 
estimated total urban land at 73,455 acres, implying an 
increase of over 30,000 urbanized acres since 1990. No 
such development has taken place.  ABAG points out that 
increases in the accuracy of surveying between the two 
reports meant that more land was accurately categorized 
as Major Infrastructure (roads and highways) whereas it 
was formerly categorized as non-urban land.  The shift in 
classification from non-urban to major infrastructure is 
responsible for 22,000 acres of the 30,000 acre apparent 
increase in urban land use.  Population projections were 
from the California Department of Finance, Population 
Projections for California and Its Counties 2000-2050, by 
Age, Gender and Race/Ethnicity, July 2007, found at http://
www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/DEMOGRAP/ReportsPapers/
Projections/P3/P3.php.  Information on the American 
Planning Association (APA) Policy Guide on Planning for 
Sustainability was from the APA website at http://www.
planning.org/policyguides/sustainability.htm.

Data on land use policies in place for San Mateo County 
municipalities were gathered in an electronic survey, sent 
January 15, 2009 to all 20 cities and towns as well as 
the county.  Reponses were received from all 20 cities and 
the county.  In responding to the survey about policies 
in place, all cities and towns could respond with “Yes” 
“No” “I Don’t Know” or “Other-Specify.”  If responded “I 
Don’t Know”, the response was not counted as a yes or 
no, merely a “non-responsive” and did not factor into the 
percentages calculated.  If responded “Other-Specify”, 
SSMC would include response in percentage calculations 
as a “yes” or “no” based on our judgment as to whether the 
specified condition could reasonably be expected to meet 
the intent of the policy in question.   

PARKS AND OPEN SPACE, page 42:
Data on the total acres of parks and open space, total 
acreage of state parks, and breakdowns by type of 
ownership are from the Bay Area Open Space Council’s 
Bay Area Protected Lands Database found at: http://
openspacecouncil.org/projects/bpad.  (Registration 
required).  Data on watershed lands managed by the San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission are from their web 
page found at: http://sfwater.org/detail.cfm/MC_ID/20/
MSC_ID/177/C_ID/93/ListID/2.  Data on lands owned by 
the Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District are from 
their annual report found here: http://www.openspace.
org/news/downloads/08_fall_newsletter.pdf.  Data on 
San Mateo County park acreage are from the San Mateo 
County Department of Parks’ web page found at http://
www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/portal/site/parks.  Data on lands 

owned by the Peninsula Open Space Trust (POST) are 
from Paul Ringgold, Director of Land Stewardship, POST.  
Data on the acreage of city parks and city policies are from 
a survey of Parks and Recreation Directors conducted 
between December, 2008 and January, 2009.  Though 
SSMC did followup with towns and cities with followup 
questions where clarification was necessary, there was 
no independent verification of the data provided by Parks 
and Recreation Directors.  In the survey, parks were 
defined using International City/County Management 
Association definitions for pocket parks, neighborhood 
parks, community parks, regional parks, metro parks, 
linear parks, and special purpose parks.  Dedicated open 
space within town or city limits was not included.  Data 
on city populations are from the California Department of 
Finance, E-4 Population Estimates for Cities, Counties and 
the State, 2001-2008, with 2000 Benchmark, May 2008, 
found at http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/
reports/estimates/e-4_2001-07/. 

PESTICIDE USE, page 43:
Data on the pounds applied, types, and uses of pesticides 
in San Mateo County are from the California Department 
of Pesticide Regulation Annual Pesticide Use Reports, 
http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/pur/purmain.htm.  
Information on the most toxic pesticides is from the 
Pesticide Action Network (PAN), http://www.pesticideinfo.
org.  The term “most toxic” refers to “PAN Bad Actor 
Pesticides” and is defined as those that contain registered 
pesticide active ingredients that are one or more of 
the following: (1) known or probable carcinogens, as 
designated by the International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC), U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA), U.S. National Toxicology Program, and the State 
of California’s Proposition 65 list; (2) reproductive or 
developmental toxicants, as designated by the State of 
California Proposition 65 list; (3) neurotoxic cholinesterase 
inhibitors, as designated by the California Department 
of Pesticide Regulation, the Materials Safety Data Sheet 
for the particular chemical, or PAN staff evaluation of 
chemical structure (for organophosphorus compounds); 
(4) known groundwater contaminants, as designated by 
the State of California (for actively registered pesticides) or 
from historic groundwater monitoring records (for banned 
pesticides); (5) pesticides with high acute toxicity, as 
designated by the World Health Organization (WHO), the 
U.S. EPA, or the U.S. National Toxicology Program.  The 
list of most toxic pesticides used in this report is based 
on the list of PAN Bad Actor Pesticides downloaded in 
February 2009.  Structural pest control represents any 
pest control work performed within or around buildings 
or other structures.  

POPULATION, page 44:
Data on the San Mateo County total population and the 
components of change are from the California Department 
of Finance, California County Population Estimates and 
Components of Change by Year, July 1, 2000-2008, 
December 2008, found at http://www.dof.ca.gov/
research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-2/2000-
08/.  Data on the county’s ethnic and age breakdowns 

http://www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/DEMOGRAP/ReportsPapers/Projections/P3/P3.php
http://www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/DEMOGRAP/ReportsPapers/Projections/P3/P3.php
http://www.dof.ca.gov/HTML/DEMOGRAP/ReportsPapers/Projections/P3/P3.php
http://www.planning.org/policyguides/sustainability.htm
http://www.planning.org/policyguides/sustainability.htm
http://openspacecouncil.org/projects/bpad
http://openspacecouncil.org/projects/bpad
http://sfwater.org/detail.cfm/MC_ID/20/MSC_ID/177/C_ID/93/ListID/2
http://sfwater.org/detail.cfm/MC_ID/20/MSC_ID/177/C_ID/93/ListID/2
http://www.openspace.org/news/downloads/08_fall_newsletter.pdf
http://www.openspace.org/news/downloads/08_fall_newsletter.pdf
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/portal/site/parks
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/portal/site/parks
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-4_2001-07/
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-4_2001-07/
http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/pur/purmain.htm
http://www.pesticideinfo.org
http://www.pesticideinfo.org
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-2/2000-08
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-2/2000-08
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-2/2000-08
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are from the U.S. Census Bureau, American Community 
Surveys found at http://factfinder.census.gov/home/
saff/main.html?_lang=en.  Data on city populations are 
from the California Department of Finance, E-4 Population 
Estimates for Cities, Counties and the State, 2001-2008, 
with 2000 Benchmark, May 2008, found at http://www.
dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-
4_2001-07/. Data on population projections are from the 
California Department of Finance, Population Projections 
for California and Its Counties 2000-2050, by Age, Gender 
and Race/Ethnicity, July 2007, found at http://www.dof.
ca.gov/HTML/DEMOGRAP/ReportsPapers/Projections/
P3/P3.php.  Figures reported in previous years’ Indicators 
Reports have been revised to reflect changes made by the 
California Department of Finance.

PUBLIC LIBRARY USE, page 45:
The County Library System includes the following 11 
libraries:  Atherton, Belmont, Brisbane, East Palo Alto, 
Foster City, Half Moon Bay, Millbrae, Pacifica, Portola 
Valley, San Carlos, and Woodside.  The City of San 
Mateo Library also serves one-third of Hillsborough.  The 
Burlingame Library also serves two-thirds of Hillsborough.  
Data are from the California State Library, Library 
Development Services Bureau, California Library Statistics 
annual reports, for the fiscal years 1996-97 through 2006-
07, found at http://www.library.ca.gov/lds/librarystats.
html.   The California Library Statistics reports list the 
number of borrowers for each library system.  Borrowers 
are defined as the number of persons registered with the 
library for circulation and other services.  We have used 
the term library card holder rather than borrower so as not 
to confuse the figure with the circulation figures.  Inflation 
adjusted figures were derived using the Consumer Price 
Index (CPI) for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose, CA 
region region from the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau 
of Labor Statistics found at http://data.bls.gov/PDQ/
outside.jsp?survey=cu.

SOLID WASTE, page 46:
Data on solid waste generated in San Mateo County and 
from each individual jurisdiction are from the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board’s (CIWMB) Disposal 
Reporting System found at http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/
LGCentral/Reports/DRS/.  Information on the percentage 
of waste generated that is residential versus commercial is 
from the CIWMB’s Waste Stream Profiles found at http://
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Profiles/County/.  The countywide 
residential/commercial solid waste breakdown was 
calculated by updating all cities residential/commercial 
solid waste generation rates through 2007, then 
aggregating all waste flows from those cities into one 
countywide figure.  Components of the waste stream are 
from the CIWMB Waste Stream Profiles as well as the 
CIWMB Statewide Characterization Study, December 
2004, found at http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Publications/
default.asp?pubid=1097.

TRANSPORTATION: GASOLINE USE AND FUEL 
EFFICIENCY, page 47:
Data on gasoline consumption in San Mateo County from 
1995 through 2006 are from the California Department 

of Transportation, Office of Transportation Economics, 
found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/
ote/links_files/countygas.pdf.  Updated gasoline use 
figures were not available from this source for 2007.  
Correspondence with Caltrans staff directed SSMC to 
use the “MVSTAFF07” report (http://www.dot.ca.gov/
hq/tsip/smb/documents/mvstaf f/mvstaf f07.pdf), 
which uses a different methodology and arrives at a 
different estimated gasoline consumption.  In order 
to provide a useful comparison with previous year’s 
gasoline consumption (as MVSTAFF does not go 
back more than two year’s prior), the percent change 
in gasoline consumption between the MVSTAFF06 
and MVSTAFF07 reports was applied to the “County 
Gas” data from 2006, to arrive at our estimated 1 
percent increase in gasoline consumption in 2007.  
Data on the San Mateo County total population are 
from the California Department of Finance, California 
County Population Estimates and Components of Change 
by Year, July 1, 2000-2008, December 2008, found at 
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/
estimates/e-2/2000-08/.  Data to calculate national 
per capita fuel consumption are from the U.S. Energy 
Information Administration, Historical Annual OECD 
Countries and World Petroleum (Oil) Demand, 1970-2006 
tables, found at http://www.eia.doe.gov/emeu/ipsr/t46.
xls and population figures from the U.S. Census Bureau, 
International Data Base found at http://www.census.gov/
ipc/www/idb/.  Data on Bay Area gas prices are from the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission found at http://
www.mtc.ca.gov/maps_and_data/datamart/stats/
gasprice.htm.  Data on national gas prices are from the 
U.S. Energy Information Administration found at http://
www.eia.doe.gov/emeu/aer/txt/ptb0524.html.  Vehicle 
miles traveled in San Mateo County used to calculate San 
Mateo County average fuel economy are from the California 
Department of Transportation, Division of Transportation 
System Information, California Motor Vehicle Stock, 
Travel and Fuel Forecast, 2000 through 2007, found at 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/smb/mvstaff.html.  Data 
on the national average fuel economy are from the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation 
Statistics found at http://www.bts.gov/publications/
national_transportation_statistics/html/table_04_09.html.  
Data on hybrid sales are for year to date September 2008 
and are from www.hybridcars.com, the Hybrid Market 
Dashboard found at http://www.hybridcars.com/files/
nov08-hybrid-market-dashboard-v3.pdf.  

TRANSPORTATION: VEHICLE TRAVEL AND 
PUBLIC TRANSIT, page 48:
Total vehicle miles traveled is from Caltrans, California 
Motor Vehicle Stock, Travel, and Fuel Forecast, May 
2008, found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/smb/
documents/mvstaff/mvstaff07.pdf and population figures 
from the California Department of Finance, California 
County Population Estimates and Components of Change 
by Year, July 1, 2000-2008, December 2008, found at 
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/
estimates/e-2/2000-08/.  Per capita daily vehicle miles 
traveled was estimated by dividing total vehicle miles 
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http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en
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http://www.hybridcars.com/files/nov08-hybrid-market-dashboard-v3.pdf
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/smb/documents/mvstaff/mvstaff07.pdf
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/smb/documents/mvstaff/mvstaff07.pdf
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traveled by population then again by 365 days.  This 
assumes that equal miles are driven on weekends as 
weekdays.  Commuting modes and commuting times for 
workers in San Mateo County are from the U.S. Census 
Bureau, American Community Surveys found at http://
factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en.  
Data on public transit ridership were gathered directly 
from BART, SamTrans, and Caltrain Board of Directors 
and staff reports.  Information on the Peninsula Traffic 
Congestion Relief Alliance was gathered from their website 
at http://www.commute.org. 

VOTER PARTICIPATION, page 49:
Data on San Mateo County voter turnout are from the San 
Mateo County Elections Office, Elections Results Archive, 
1998-2008, found at http://www.shapethefuture.
org/elections/results/default.asp and November 4, 
2008 Statement of the Vote, found at http://www.
shapethefuture.org/elections/results/november2008/
results.asp.  Data on statewide turnout are from the 
California Secretary of State, Statement of the Vote, 1998-
2008, found at http://www.ss.ca.gov/elections/elections_
elections.htm.  Registration data are from the California 
Secretary of State, Report of Registration, 1998-2008, found 
at http://www.ss.ca.gov/elections/elections_u.htm.  

WATER:  BAY AND OCEAN WATER QUALITY, 
page 50:
Information on pollutants in the San Francisco Bay is 
from the San Francisco Estuary Institute, The Pulse of 
the Estuary: Monitoring and Managing Water Quality in 
the San Francisco Estuary, 2008, found at http://www.
sfei.org/rmp/pulse/index.html.  Information on sources 
of new pollution entering the Bay is from the San Mateo 
Countywide Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program 
found at http://www.flowstobay.org/.  Information on 
beach closures and beach warning postings is from the San 
Mateo County Health Department, Environmental Health 
Division and Gregory J. Smith P.G., Supervisor Water 
Protection Programs, San Mateo County Environmental 
Health Division.  Information on the San Mateo County 
Pharmaceutical Disposal Program was found at http://
www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/vgn/images/portal/cit_609/7/5
9/1037555962Disposal2007.pdf and through Supervisor 
Tissier’s office. 

WATER SUPPLY AND DEMAND, page 51:
Information on the current and projected supply and 
demand for water in San Mateo County and the assured 
level of supply under the Master Water Sales Agreement 
is from the Bay Area Water Supply and Conservation 
Agency’s (BAWSCA) Annual Survey FY 2006-07, January 
2008 found at http://www.bawsca.org/almanac.html 
and previous annual surveys provided by BAWSCA.  
Information on the sources of water for the San Francisco 
Public Utilities Commission’s (SFPUC) regional water 
system is from the SFPUC found at http://sfwater.org/
msc_main.cfm/MC_ID/13/MSC_ID/165.   Information on 
population growth and demand is from BAWSCA’s Annual 
Survey FY 2006-07.  Information on the threat posed by 
drought, earthquakes, and climate change is from BAWSCA 
found at http://www.bawsca.org/hetch.html, the SFPUC 

found at http://sfwater.org/mc_main.cfm/MC_ID/35, 
and a January 2007 paper titled Global Warming and 
Water Supply Implications for San Francisco, by Bruce 
J. McGurk, Ph.D. Operations Manager and Hydrologist, 
Hetch Hetchy Water and Power. Additional information is 
from Nicole Sandkulla, Senior Water Resources Engineer, 
BAWSCA, Lourdes Enriquez, Assistant to the CEO and 
General Manager, BAWSCA, and Paula Kehoe, Manager of 
Water Resources Planning, SFPUC.  

The following are the water agencies in San Mateo County 
matched with their service area.  Brisbane serves the City 
of Brisbane.  Burlingame serves Burlingame plus portions 
of the unincorporated Burlingame Hills area and a few 
properties in San Mateo and Hillsborough.  California 
Water Service Bear Gulch District serves Atherton, 
Portola Valley, Woodside, portions of Menlo Park, and 
adjacent unincorporated portions of San Mateo County 
including West Menlo Park, Ladera, North Fair Oaks, 
and Los Trancos Valley.  California Water Service Mid-
Peninsula District serves San Carlos and San Mateo and 
adjacent unincorporated areas including The Highlands 
and Palomar Park.  California Water Service South San 
Francisco District serves South San Francisco, Colma, a 
small portion of Daly City, and the unincorporated area 
known as Broadmoor.  Coastside County Water District 
provides water to the City of Half Moon Bay and several 
unincorporated coastal communities in San Mateo County, 
including El Granada, Miramar, and Princeton by the 
Sea (Pillar Point Harbor).  Daly City serves Daly City and 
some unincorporated portions of the county.  East Palo 
Alto serves the City of East Palo Alto.  Estero Municipal 
Improvement District serves the City of Foster City and 
part of the City of San Mateo.  The Guadalupe Valley 
Municipal Improvement District consists primarily of an 
industrial park development located within the Brisbane 
City limits, and a small residential enclave.  Hillsborough 
serves the Town of Hillsborough and portions of the 
unincorporated San Mateo County.  The Menlo Park 
Municipal Water Department serves portions of Menlo 
Park.  Mid-Peninsula Water District serves Belmont and 
portions of San Carlos and unincorporated county areas.  
Millbrae serves Millbrae and Capuchino High School in San 
Bruno. North Coast County Water District serves Pacifica.  
Redwood City serves Redwood City, unincorporated areas 
of the county, and portions of the City of San Carlos and 
the Town of Woodside.  San Bruno serves San Bruno 
and unincorporated areas of the county.  Skyline County 
Water District serves a portion of the Town of Woodside 
and unincorporated areas of San Mateo County along 
Skyline Boulevard.  Westborough County Water District 
serves parts of South San Francisco.  For more information 
about the 19 BAWSCA-member water agencies serving 
San Mateo County, see the BAWSCA website, http://www.
bawsca.org/profiles.html.

All information included in the city reports section 
was provided to SSMC by staff from the respective 
local agencies.  It was edited for length and style, but 
SSMC could not perform any additional verification 
as to its accuracy

http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en
http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en
http://www.commute.org
http://www.shapethefuture.org/elections/results/default.asp
http://www.shapethefuture.org/elections/results/default.asp
http://www.shapethefuture.org/elections/results/november2008/results.asp
http://www.shapethefuture.org/elections/results/november2008/results.asp
http://www.shapethefuture.org/elections/results/november2008/results.asp
http://www.ss.ca.gov/elections/elections_elections.htm
http://www.ss.ca.gov/elections/elections_elections.htm
http://www.ss.ca.gov/elections/elections_u.htm
http://www.sfei.org/rmp/pulse/index.html
http://www.sfei.org/rmp/pulse/index.html
http://www.flowstobay.org/
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/vgn/images/portal/cit_609/7/59/1037555962Disposal2007.pdf
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/vgn/images/portal/cit_609/7/59/1037555962Disposal2007.pdf
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/vgn/images/portal/cit_609/7/59/1037555962Disposal2007.pdf
http://www.bawsca.org/almanac.html
http://sfwater.org/msc_main.cfm/MC_ID/13/MSC_ID/165
http://sfwater.org/msc_main.cfm/MC_ID/13/MSC_ID/165
http://www.bawsca.org/hetch.html
http://sfwater.org/mc_main.cfm/MC_ID/35
http://www.bawsca.org/profiles.html
http://www.bawsca.org/profiles.html
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✃

 

Yes, I can give you names and contacts.

❒ Here are names of businesses, organizations, agencies, or individuals who are practicing sustainability 
in some way (candidates for Sustainability Awards).

Name_______________________________________________________Daytime Phone_______________________________________  

Business, organization ________________________________________________________________________________________

Address___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

City_______________________________________________________________________________Zip_______________________________

❒ Here are names of individuals who have expertise relevant to__________________________indicator. 

Name________________________________________________________________Title (if any) _______________________________

Business/Organization________________________________________________________________________________________________

Address__________________________________________________________________________________________________________

City_________________________________________Zip ____________Daytime Phone__________________________________________

Please return this form to:

Sustainable San Mateo County Indicators Project
177 Bovet Road, Sixth Floor, San Mateo, CA 94402

Questions: Call us at 650-638-2323, email advocate@sustainablesanmateo.org,  
or visit www.sustainablesanmateo.org

Yes, I want to get involved.  

❒  Put me on your newsletter/announcement list.
❒  I would like to volunteer.  Please contact me.
❒  I would like a free copy of the 2009 Indicators Report.

Your Name_______________________________________________________________________________________________________

Address____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

City______________________________________________________________________________________Zip___________________

Daytime Phone___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

E-mail________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Please mail to:

Sustainable San Mateo County Indicators Project
177 Bovet Road, Sixth Floor, San Mateo, CA 94402

Questions: Call us at 650-638-2323, email advocate@sustainablesanmateo.org,  
or visit www.sustainablesanmateo.org
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