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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
7:00 PM – Regular Meeting of the Town Council
Wednesday, January 22, 2020
Historic Schoolhouse
765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA 94028
______________________________________________________________________________
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA
7:00 PM - CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
Councilmember Wengert, Councilmember Richards, Councilmember Hughes, Vice Mayor Derwin and Mayor Aalfs
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
Persons wishing to address the Town Council on any subject may do so now. Please note however, that the Council
is not able to undertake extended discussion or action tonight on items not on the agenda.
CONSENT AGENDA
The following items listed on the Consent Agenda are considered routine and approved by one roll call motion.
The Mayor or any member of the Town Council or of the public may request that any item listed under the
Consent Agenda be removed and action taken separately.
1. Approval of Minutes – Amended December 11, 2019 (3)
2. Approval of Minutes – January 8, 2020 (25)
3. Approval of Warrant List – January 22, 2020 (40)
4. Appointment by Mayor – Commissions and Committees Membership Appointments for 2020 (56)
REGULAR AGENDA
5. First Annual Council/Committee Workshop (59)
6. Discussion – PG&E Restructuring (61)
7. Appointment by Mayor – Council Liaison Appointments for 2020 (62)
8. COUNCIL LIAISON COMMITTEE AND REGIONAL AGENCIES REPORTS (64)
Oral reports arising out of liaison appointments to both in-town and regional committees and initiatives. There are
no written materials and the Town Council does not take action under this agenda item.
9. TOWN MANAGER REPORT (65)
WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS
10. Town Council Digest – January 10, 2020 (66)
11. Town Council Digest – January 16, 2020 (84)
ADJOURNMENT
ASSISTANCE FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact
the Town Clerk at (650) 851-1700. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the Town to make reasonable arrangements
to ensure accessibility to this meeting.
AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION
Copies of all agenda reports and supporting data are available for viewing and inspection at Town Hall and at the Portola Valley
Library located adjacent to Town Hall. In accordance with SB343, Town Council agenda materials, released less than 72 hours prior
to the meeting, are available to the public at Town Hall, 765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA 94028.
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SUBMITTAL OF AGENDA ITEMS
The deadline for submittal of agenda items is 12:00 Noon WEDNESDAY of the week prior to the meeting. By law no action can be
taken on matters not listed on the printed agenda unless the Town Council determines that emergency action is required.
Non-emergency matters brought up by the public under Communications may be referred to the administrative staff for appropriate
action.
PUBLIC HEARINGS
Public Hearings provide the general public and interested parties an opportunity to provide testimony on these items. If you
challenge any proposed action(s) in court, you may be limited to raising only issues you or someone else raised at the Public
Hearing(s) described in this agenda, or in written correspondence delivered to the Town Council at, or prior to, the Public Hearing(s).
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PORTOLA VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING NO. 979, DECEMBER 11, 2019
CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
Mayor Wengert called the Town Council’s Regular meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. and led the Pledge of
Allegiance. Ms. Hanlon called the roll.
Present:

Councilmembers Maryann Derwin, Craig Hughes, John Richards; Vice Mayor Jeff Aalfs;
Mayor Ann Wengert

Absent:

None

Others:

Jeremy Dennis, Town Manager
Cara Silver, Town Attorney
Laura Russell, Planning & Building Director
Sharon Hanlon, Town Clerk

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
(1)

PRESENTATION – Laura Fanucchi, Associate Executive Director of HIP Housing

Ms. Fanucchi presented the 2020 Calendar. She said several hundred students participated in the
calendar contest. Three winners were from Woodlands School in Portola Valley. Fifth Grader Emma read
her quote featured in the month of October. Ms. Fanucchi thanked the Town for their support of their
affordable housing programs. She said they are purchasing their 20 th affordable housing property on
Ralston Road in Redwood City that will become 10 studio apartments. She described their various
programs, including the Fatherhood Collaborative for single-parent dads, online parenting modules, home
sharing education in Hillsborough, workforce housing resources for educators, etc.
(2)

REORGANIZATION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL
(a)

Election of Mayor

Councilmember Derwin nominated Jeff Aalfs for Mayor. Seconded by Councilmember Richards; the
motion carried 5-0.
Mayor Aalfs thanked outgoing-Mayor Wengert for a very productive year in office and for her service to
the Town.
(b)

Election of Vice Mayor

Councilmember Hughes nominated Maryann Derwin for Vice-Mayor. Seconded by Mayor Aalfs; the
motion carried 5-0.
CONSENT AGENDA
(3)

Approval of Minutes – Town Council Regular Meeting of November 13, 2019.

(4)

Ratification of Warrant List (1 of 2) – November 27, 2019, (via Bank of America) in the amount
of $118,563.03. [Pulled from Consent Agenda]

(5)

Ratification of Warrant List (2 of 2) – November 27, 2019, (via preliminary accounting with
Tech/CU) in the amount of $35,954.78. [Pulled from Consent Agenda]
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(6)

Approval of Warrant List – December 11, 2019, in the amount of $131,788.64.

(7)

Recommendation by Planning and Building – Second Reading and Adoption of Ordinance to
Adopt the 2019 California Building Code.
(a) Second Reading of Title, Waive Further Reading, and Adopt an Ordinance of the Town
Council of the Town of Portola Valley Amending 15.04.20 [Amendments to the Building
Code], and 15.04.030 [Administration of the Building Code] of Chapter 15.04 [Building Code]
of Title 15 [Building and Construction] of the Portola Valley Municipal Code to Adopt an
Updated Building Code of the Portola Valley Municipal Code (Ordinance No. 2019-434)

Councilmember Richards moved to approve Items 3, 6, and 7 of Consent Agenda. Seconded by
Councilmember Wengert, the motion carried 5-0, by roll call vote.
(4)

Ratification of Warrant List (1 of 2) – November 27, 2019, (via Bank of America) in the amount
of $118,563.03.

(5)

Ratification of Warrant List (2 of 2) – November 27, 2019, (via preliminary accounting with
Tech/CU) in the amount of $35,954.78.

Councilmember Hughes pulled these items so Town Manager Dennis could explain that the Town is
transitioning from Bank of America to Tech Credit Union and the two warrant lists for the same period of
time reflect a test of the Tech Credit Union positive pay system.
Councilmember Hughes moved to approve Items 4 and 5 of the Consent Agenda. Seconded by ViceMayor Derwin; the motion carried 5-0.
REGULAR AGENDA
(8)

Report by Town Manager – State Housing Bills/Housing Element Process Updates

Town Manager Dennis provided an update regarding the housing bills signed by the Governor and the
upcoming Housing Element/Regional Housing Needs Assessment process. He led the PowerPoint
presentation, “Housing Bills/Housing Element Overview,” including the summary of the Housing Strategic
Plan, Plan Elements, Plan Progress Report, and Next Steps. He described the 2019 State Housing Bills,
and more specifically the bills that affect Portola Valley (SB 330, AB 1482, AB 1486, SB 6, AB 1255, AB
1483). He described the regional context of the $2.5 billion allocated for housing and related infrastructure
and the Housing Element – RHNA.
Town Attorney Silver noted that there was a specific law passed saying that ADUs can be counted toward
RHNA allocations. She said how long that will be in effect may be questionable, but for this particular
eight-year cycle, given this new legislation, ADUs are very much a part of the whole housing package,
which is good news for Portola Valley.
Mayor Aalfs invited questions from the Council.
Councilmember Wengert asked for clarification regarding AB 1486. She said this seems to be legislation
without teeth as municipalities are not required to identify whether or not their Town-owned properties are
considered surplus. Town Attorney Silver said the State has not spent a lot of time on the subject of
surplus properties. She said in this most recent legislative session there were three bills regarding surplus
properties. One bill was simply a requirement that cities inventory all of their surplus properties, place
them on the Housing Element, and report on them annually. The second bill requires that prior to a city
disposing of a property, the property must either be designated as surplus or exempt surplus. Properties
designated as surplus are required to first be offered to housing providers for the construction of
affordable housing before being disposed of. Although the cities are not required to enter into agreements
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with housing providers, they are required to negotiate with them. Upon completion of the negotiation
period, the city will be required to submit a request to the State (HCD) to advise them of the intent to
dispose of a property. The city can sell the property for fair market value after receiving permission by the
State. Many properties are exempt from these requirements such as narrow strips of land, rights of way,
and properties of less than 5,000 square feet that are not developable for housing. The third bill requires
that the State maintain an inventory of all surplus property.
Councilmember Wengert said it sounds like the greatest potential impact would only affect the Town if it
was planning to dispose of any Town properties, otherwise it is not terribly relevant to Portola Valley.
Town Manager Dennis agreed. He added that staff would not be advising to surplus property any time
soon unless there was a significant reason such as the property being a liability to the Town.
Town Attorney Silver said the identified issue concerns the small open space properties that the Town
was considering selling to adjacent property owners. She said that will need to be examined before a sale
is consummated.
Councilmember Hughes asked if scenarios such as a property situated on a cliff face, or inaccessible, or
in a landslide zone, etc., could potentially be grounds for an exemption. Town Attorney Silver said there
are eight exemptions and they would need to be further examined.
Vice-Mayor Derwin said her understanding was that local agencies must create a full inventory of
publicly-owned sites within their jurisdictions and report that information to HCD. She asked if that list was
different from the list of surplus properties. Town Attorney Silver said the bill staff is referring to requires
only surplus properties be listed, not including the exempt properties. Town Manager Dennis said not all
Town-owned properties must be surplus. Vice-Mayor Derwin said the housing expert she talked to
disagrees, so she is confused and wants to be sure the Town is doing the right thing. She asked if the
Town has any officially designated surplus properties. Town Attorney Silver said she was not aware of
any. She said there are three categories – surplus properties, which requires a finding by the Town
Council; the newly created category of exempt surplus property; and the third category is everything else
owned by the Town. Town Attorney Silver confirmed that the Town Council would need to take action to
designate any property as surplus but it is not a requirement to categorize a property as surplus, even if it
not being used, unless the Town wants to dispose of it. Vice-Mayor Derwin said if the intent of the bill is to
ferret out more property for affordable housing, this bill does not accomplish that. Town Attorney Silver
said it is a first step. Town Manager Dennis said it makes it harder for cities to dispose of land without first
trying to make it available for housing.
Councilmember Richards asked if AB 1763 would supersede the Town’s current height limits. Town
Attorney Silver said it ignores everything. She said it is called the “super density bonus.” She said a city
can get a 33-foot height increase within one-half mile of a transit stop. Town Manager Dennis said the
only circumstance that it could possibly apply in Portola Valley would be with the Affiliated Housing
Program. Councilmember Hughes asked if someone could buy a lot in town and build an apartment unit
for low-income housing with the Town having little or no control over the density. Town Attorney Silver
said that would need to be researched more but she thought it was possible; however, she noted the land
here is expensive and typically not near community services, and it would be unlikely that a traditional
affordable housing provider would see this is an attractive option. Councilmember Hughes said a very
high-density unit could make it more economically feasible.
Councilmember Richards said previously the RHNA numbers were indicative only of how many units are
possible. He asked if there has been any talk about actually being required to build those units. Town
Manager Dennis said it has not gotten that far. He said there will be more pressure on the annual reports
to demonstrate making progress. Town Attorney Silver said there is a CEQA streamlining bill that
indicates if the RHNA numbers are not built, permit streamlining requirements and CEQA exemptions
might be applied.
Councilmember Hughes asked if it was expected that HCD would review the Town’s proposal more
stringently. Town Manager Dennis said they will. Councilmember Hughes said that, along with the
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increased numbers, will be potentially significant. Town Manager Dennis said assuming the worst-case
scenario, with RHNA numbers increasing by 225 percent, low income would go to something like 100
units. It’s not clear that the Town could produce that many ADUs on a regular basis over the eight years.
He said HCD may look at that and require the Town come up with other ways to do it.
Town Attorney Silver said historically HCD has had three Planners to review all of the Housing Elements
in the State but have now hired 50 Planners for those reviews. Town Manager Dennis said he has spoken
directly with HCD representatives who have made it very clear that there are communities they are
looking at specifically to produce more housing opportunities and have used strong language about
affluent communities and smaller communities. He said there is a very clear push to see more units
produced from cities like Portola Valley. He said managing the Housing Element process over the next
couple of years will be critical. Vice-Mayor Derwin said she sat in a meeting in May with a representative
from HCD who told her specifically, “We are going to be scrutinizing your Housing Element. You need to
start building housing.”
Councilmember Hughes asked, regarding SB 330, if someone built a new single-family residence with an
ADU, with that ADU categorized as affordable, if the entire project would then need to be approved within
60 to 90 days, including appeals. Town Attorney Silver said that is correct. She said the application
processing time is from when application is completed and after the CEQA review is done.
Councilmember Hughes asked if the Town could rezone an infrastructure, such as a road that could
support the development of housing, to open space or if the SB 330 clause purely applied to reducing the
intensity of residential use and not supporting uses. Town Attorney Silver said it only applies to
residentially-zoned properties. Town Manager Dennis said, for example, if a city changed the designation
of a vacant lot zoned R-100 to an open space park, they would need to create 100 units of housing
opportunity somewhere else.
In response to Councilmember Hughes’ question, Town Attorney Silver confirmed that now three units
can be built on any residentially zoned property in California. Vice-Mayor Derwin said East Palo Alto
currently has 30,000 residents in 2.6 square miles. Portola Valley has 4,500 residents in 9 square miles.
She said this will have a much more significant effect on the denser cities.
Mayor Aalfs asked if the ADU ordinances passed last year in Portola Valley are consistent with the new
ADU bills. Town Manager Dennis said the Town will need to do more work to make them consistent.
Councilmember Wengert asked about the applicability of SB 330 and the timing. Town Manager Dennis
said it is effective January 2, 2020. Town Attorney Silver said there is a small part having to do with
downzoning that is retroactive.
Councilmember Hughes asked if the owner occupancy requirement applied to the ADU or also the main
unit. Town Attorney Silver said she did not think that requirement would be allowed but it needs to be
researched further.
Councilmember Hughes asked if someone built three units on any property, regardless of lot size, they
are granted by right a minimum size or if the Town can still restrict the maximum square footage. Town
Attorney Silver said there is disagreement on the interpretation and clean-up legislation will be required.
She said the prevailing thought is that the 800-square-foot minimum detached ADU must be allowed and
the excess FAR can be dedicated to the single-family home.
Councilmember Hughes asked if the Town would be allowed to disclose that a piece of property was
unbuildable in their negotiations with a potential buyer. Town Attorney Silver said she could not imagine
that AB 1486 would prohibit that. She said there are other real estate disclosure laws that would require
that disclosure and this bill does not amend those laws.
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Councilmember Hughes asked if Portola Valley finds another town that is interested in unit sharing, even
if there is no sub-regional sharing, there could be an agreement to swap. Vice-Mayor Derwin said the
County decided not to do it and nobody is allowed to share. She said, however, they are all working with
21 Elements who is working directly with HCD, to do its best to get every Housing Element certified.
Mayor Aalfs asked if the State suing egregious housing offenders would start with towns that do not have
certified Housing Elements. Town Manager Dennis said it started with a Southern California city that
downzoned some property. Town Attorney Silver said there is new legislation that allows HCD to bring
the lawsuits instead of housing advocates.
Mayor Aalfs invited public comment. He explained the Council would not be able to answer a lot of
detailed questions but invited the public to email additional questions staff.
An unidentified woman said she is saddened by the incredible amount of gaslighting she is hearing
tonight. She said the State Constitution, which is law, says that the local governments have control over
zoning and planning. She said the bills that are being discussed are not law and will almost certainly
change. She said if and when they are passed into law, they will be challenged in courts. She said all of
this discussion tonight is speculation. She said Huntington Beach was sued for not having a Housing
Element, not because they aren’t building housing, because that would be unconstitutional. She said she
spoke with the attorneys at Huntington Beach today and they are in the process of suing back. She said
that it may be, although highly unlikely, that Housing Element requirements will disappear if they win. She
said the discussion tonight is being based on speculation. She said the only things that should be done
based on speculation is protecting ourselves. She said planning for more ADUs of different sizes and
making changes to the Town’s requirements based on bills that are not even finalized is unfortunate. She
said if something needs to be passed before January 1 to protect the Town, that’s what should be
concentrated on. She said she is sorry to see the same constant drip of “they’re coming to get us” with no
discussion of if this is real. She said the State would like to see the Town make these changes because
Scott Weiner and the Governor are funded almost entirely by the housing industries but there is another
candidate running against Scott Weiner in San Francisco who should be supported. She said she wished
the Council would spend more time being honest with the public about the current rules and what can be
done to protect the Town and less time planning around unfinished bills.
Mayor Aalfs said he resents the implication that the Council is being dishonest. The unidentified female
said she was not saying that Mayor Aalfs is being dishonest but is saying that the Council is being
gaslighted. Vice-Mayor Derwin said all of these bills have been signed and will become law on January 1,
2020. The unidentified female asked if anyone was suing to stop the bills. Vice-Mayor Derwin asked why
anyone would sue to stop the bills when the State is experiencing the most egregious housing crisis in
history.
Town Attorney Silver said the Town understands this is a difficult issue to discuss. She said that is the
reason for this study session, to review the bills that have been signed by the Governor. She said they
also expect there will be more bills, including SB 50, which was the most aggressive bill proposed this
season. She said, to be clear, SB 50 did not pass, but all of the other bills discussed tonight have passed
in both houses, have been signed by the Governor, and will go into effect on January 1, 2020. She said
the bills have not been challenged in the courts but they very well may be. She said because these bills
were prepared so quickly in order to get them completed by the end of the legislative session, some of
the language is internally inconsistent. She said it has already been announced that there will be
emergency legislation prepared to clean up the major ADU bill. Town Attorney Silver said staff is trying to
provide the best interpretation of these laws available right now. She said although all cities and towns
are struggling with it, staff felt it was important to give the community a preview of what will take effect on
January 1.
The unidentified female asked how these bills can be considered legal if the State Constitution specifically
states these issues are solely governed by a town or city. Town Attorney Silver said the zoning law is
typically a subject legislated by the State. She said cities have the ability to do some local zoning but the
State has asserted that the housing crisis is an issue that needs to be taken up on a statewide basis.
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Jon Silver, 355 Portola Road. Mr. Silver said he also resented the implication that the Council was being
dishonest. As someone who spent 30 years as a public official, Mr. Silver said that the idea that a court is
going to rule that the requirement for Housing Elements is unconstitutional is ridiculous and will not
happen. He the U.S. Supreme Court first considered the right of localities to zone land in the 1920s in the
Euclid case, which basically said States have the power to allow municipalities to zone land to protect the
public health, safety, and welfare, but that right comes through the State. He said the idea that Portola
Valley does not need to take this seriously is nuts.
Cornelia Tilney thanked the Town for holding this very helpful meeting and thanked the Council and staff
for their time and the information provided on this incredibly complex subject. She asked if the rules about
setbacks from streams, etc., will be preserved. She also asked if the current ADUs that may not be
registered can be used to meet the requirements. Town Attorney Silver said that is a good suggestion
because there is also a new bill that allows the Building Inspector to legalize some of those units.
Councilmember Wengert asked if there were specific requirements in that bill that allows a Building
Inspector to designate illegal units legal. Town Attorney Silver said there is a process to verify that the
unit was in compliance with the building codes in effect at the time it was built.
Daniel Simon, 107 Crescent Avenue. Mr. Simon asked regarding the magnitude of the number of
buildings required to be built within Portola Valley. Mayor Aalfs explained the Town is in the 5th cycle,
which extends from 2014 to 2022 and the requirement was 64 units total, divided up between moderate,
low income, very low income, and market rate categories. Mr. Simon asked what the delta was after
taking away the ADUs built or in planning. Town Manager Dennis said 69 total units have been built that
fall into the affordable category. He estimated approximately 40 percent of those are ADUs.
Lisa Lovazzano, 287 Westridge, Portola Valley. Ms. Lovazzano asked if the Stanford Wedge units would
be part of the delta to apply to affordable units. Town Manager Dennis said that would depend on when
and if they’re approved, which is dependent on a number of factors the Town has no control over. Ms.
Lovazzano asked if the fire hazards, the school surveys, and the traffic issues would be discussed before
voting occurs on the Stanford property. Town Manager Dennis said there is a parallel EIR process that
takes place during the application processes that will occur over an approximately 12-month period. Ms.
Lovazzano said the fire hazard is a big issue. Town Manager Dennis said the consultant the Town hired
is utilizing a fire consultant, who has significant experience in Portola Valley including working as PV
Ranch’s fire consultant and who also advised the Blue Oaks development. Mayor Aalfs noted that this
issue was off topic. Ms. Lovazzano asked if and example of a disposable property would be like when the
Town sold the Blue Oaks property that had been dedicated for open space or ADUs. She asked if the
new rules would have prohibited the Town from disposing of that property and instead make that an
affordable housing project. Town Manager Dennis said the Town could make other decisions for a
property before disposing of it, such as deciding it still has a use.
(9)

Reports by the Ad-Hoc Housing Committee and Standing Committee’s Conservation,
Open Space, and Trails and Paths
(a) Ad-Hoc Housing on Town Owned Property Committee Recommendations

Judith Hasko, Planning Commissioner and Ad-Hoc Housing Committee Member, explained that the
Committee was comprised of seven members including Town Councilmembers, Planning
Commissioners, and other community members who have historically been involved in Town matters
and/or housing issues. Nicholas Targ, Planning Commissioner and Committee Member, noted that
members of the public and Towns residents were also present and provided valuable input into the
process. He said that a review of the minutes will provide a lot of information and is likely the best way to
understand what went into the process leading to the conclusions represented in the chart. He noted that
the conclusions represent only a rough consensus and there were some divergences.
Committee Member Hasko explained that the Committee was tasked to evaluate Town-owned properties
with potential for use in future housing, evaluating each property’s characteristics, and then to create a
table with that information.
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Committee Members Hasko and Targ described the chart, the process, each property, and the
Committee’s recommendations, as detailed in the staff report.
The Ad-Hoc Housing Committee’s Recommendations to the Town Council were to: 1) Accept its
recommendations on Town-owned properties that may be appropriate for modest housing opportunities
to support the community, teachers, public safety workers, and employees, and 2.) Provide feedback to
staff as appropriate on these recommendations.
Mayor Aalfs invited questions from the Council.
Councilmember Hughes noted that the Town Council appointed one Councilmember to the Committee,
the Planning Commission appointed two Commissioners, and the other members were appointed by
application. Everyone who applied was appointed.
Mayor Aalfs asked how much time was spent looking at fewer units on the two sites than shown in the
draft proposal. Councilmember Wengert said the very first pass was a feasibility study to examine the
maximum that could potentially be supported, recognizing they could always fall back to a lower number.
She said there was no proposed project and it was merely a design exercise.
(b) Standing Committee Reports on Alpine Road Remnant Property


Open Space Advisory Committee

Nona Chiariello, Chair of the Open Space Advisory Committee (OSAC), presented their recommendation
that the Town formally designate a 1.3-mile section of the Alpine Road Scenic Corridor as open space
and to formally combine it with Frog Pond Open Space.
Committee Chair Chiariello said OSAC did not set out to address the Alpine crescent on its own but
rather as part of a partnership with the Conservation Committee. OSAC began more than a year ago to
draft vision statements for each of the major Town-owned open space properties. Soon after they began
their draft for Frog Pond, they received three written proposals – from Helen Quinn, Dana Breen, and
Betsy Morgenthaler – to designate the Alpine Crescent as open space. She said they were advised,
however, not to agendize those proposals until the Town specifically asked them to. Eventually OSAC
determined that the Alpine crescent is integral to the Frog Pond Open Space and they could not articulate
a legitimate and lasting vision statement without addressing those interdependencies and how they would
be maintained. After explaining the situation, Councilmember Wengert allowed them to agendize the
proposals. Committee Chair Chiariello thanked Councilmember Wengert for that decision. Committee
Chair Chiariello said that by that time OSAC had received a fourth proposal, from Gary Morgenthaler.
Committee Chair Chiariello said they strictly limited public comment and discussion to open space values
as presented in the General Plan, insisting that everyone recognize that it would be the Council’s role to
weigh alternative recommendations regarding the crescent.
Committee Chair Chiariello described the five aspects they found critical to their recommendation, which
was unanimously approved by OSAC on September 23, 2019, and as detailed in their Committee report,
which was included with the staff report.
Committee Chair Chiariello added it has been asked, given that upland is necessary to the Frog Pond
basin, how much upland is really needed. She said they don’t know exactly but noted there are sources of
information they can access to get an idea. She said the question of how much upland a wetland needs is
often asked because there is so much development pressure on wetlands and so there have been
scientific studies of this question. She shared one of the studies showing the approximate values of
recommended core habitat and terrestrial buffers. Overlaying that graph onto the Frog Pond, the
necessary area for Frog Pond extends well into the Alpine Road Scenic Corridor. She acknowledged that
these are general guidelines and that every site is different and every species is different. She said OSAC
7
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believes that applying a precautionary principle such as this to the understanding of Frog Pond is one
way to think about what the habitat really needs. Committee Chair Chiariello said the three species of
frogs have somewhat different needs and may need different amounts of upland habitat. She said one
alternative is to accept this precautionary principle and another would be to follow the guidelines of the
General Plan and do an actual delineated wetland by a qualified biologist to determine what the needs
might be of all the creatures living in the wetland.
Committee Chair Chiarello thanked the Council for receiving the report and thanked all of the residents of
Portola Valley who provided valuable input to the Open Space Committee.
Mayor Aalfs invited questions from the Council.
Councilmember Hughes asked regarding the distinction between open space, scenic corridors, and
greenways. He said a road runs through the area in question and he asked if the recommendation was to
move the road out of the open space or somehow otherwise change things, especially given that right
now there is a disconnect in the road because part of is on the Morgenthalers’ property. He said if
someday a future owner of the property doesn’t want the road on their property, the Town could
potentially need to do something with that road. Committee Chair Chiarello said they felt it should be open
space, mainly because of the interdependencies between the Alpine Road corridor, especially in the
vicinity of the Frog Pond open space, and the Frog Pond property. She said they should be managed as
a unit because they are potentially that interdependent. She said, with regard to the road, there are some
statements about roads in the General Plan and the Open Space Element. She said there would need to
be some kind of flexibility, perhaps adjusting the open space to the eastern boundary of the road. She
said their intention is definitely not to compromise in any way vehicular traffic or emergency egress. She
said they fully appreciate the need to maintain that road. She said she sees a very big challenge to the
Council in terms of thinking about all of the Scenic Corridors being evacuation routes as well as the
sustainability of those routes. Councilmember Hughes said greenway may be exactly what Committee
Chair Chiarello is talking about – the concept of essentially being open space combined with a transit
corridor, a greenway that both wildlife and humans can use. He said it is a bit different in character from
the rest of Frog Pond in that it is a major road. Committee Chair Chiarello said it may be a semantic issue
because their main concern is that the Scenic Corridor has a trail that runs the entire length, which should
be regarded as functional open space because it is used by humans and wildlife, and it connects the
Hawthorns, which will be hopefully open at some point, to other major open space preserves. She said
their expectation is that use of it will increase by both wildlife and people.
Committee Member Craig Taylor said the important part of the wildlife corridor is to make sure wildlife can
move back and forth. He said they are also starting conversations with Mid-Pen about taking down the
fences in front of Hawthorn to allow wildlife to come down and move up the corridor. He said there is an
opportunity here to open up that whole area.
Councilmember Hughes said it sounds like an informal designation but also not permanently disallowing
any construction, road, etc., and that the goal is to just preserve it the way it is now. Committee Member
Taylor said as long as wildlife and people can continue to transit without interruption that would capture
the Committee’s sense.
Vice-Mayor Derwin said there has been a lot of discussion that if the Alpine piece was ever developed it
would adversely affect the Frog Pond. She asked if the school’s large remodel and deck will adversely
affect the Frog Pond. Committee Chair Chiarello said the idea of a deck sounds interesting, but she has
not seen any plans for it. She said they’ve discussed setting up audio streaming from the pond, which
would be totally non-intrusive, so that students and the whole community can hear the Frog Pond chorus.
She said one of the really interesting things about the three species of tree frogs is that their
communication is by their call.
Committee Member Taylor said although it has to date not been an issue, if the school generates more
pollution, such as with fertilizers, they would need to advise the school that they need to be a partner in
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protecting this area. Committee Chair Chiarello said that actually this had been an issue in the past and it
was addressed.
Councilmember Wengert thanked the Committee for all their hard work.
Councilmember Wengert said she was looking at the connectivity issue. She said that in that 1.35-mile
section there are a lot of trails currently in place and road access and easements or rights of way. She
asked what changes, if any, would happen as a result of this recommendation. She added the Town has
been trying to get Mid-Pen to let them rebuild the trail for at least eight years, recognizing that connectivity
is huge. Committee Member Taylor said the issue of designating the entire corridor was to unify it, rather
than have it be piecemeal with trail easements here and there. He said this improves the standing with
Mid-Pen by making a strong statement about the value of the entire corridor. Committee Member Taylor
said the Alpine crescent was always considered open space until the housing discussion occurred. He
said they are hoping the issue will be resolved formally by the Council so it does not drag on and have to
be discussed again 10 years from now. Councilmember Wengert said it is already today part of the Alpine
Scenic Corridor and Mid-Pen has been the holdup in the linkage. Committee Member Taylor said a
Scenic Corridor still sounds like something that has setbacks, more of a zoning designation, and they are
stressing that this is a wildlife corridor that should be preserved and protected, which is not captured by
“Scenic Corridor.” Councilmember Wengert said this might be a separate issue from what is being
addressed tonight because it is a bigger discussion with a bigger dimension. She said the discussion
tonight will focus more on the road remnant Frog Pond parcel. Committee Chair Chiarello said the
Committee’s concern is that there is not a parcel there, it is all one parcel because the crescent is not
parcelized. She said they want to think of that as one continuous unit interdependent with Frog Pond.
Councilmember Wengert asked if that approach would affect private landowners, because that land was
deeded to Mid-Pen through the Hawthorn estate.
Town Manager Dennis said there are two different concepts that may be helpful. He said there is the
Alpine Road Scenic Corridor, which is on both sides, and has guidelines used for development. There is
also the Town’s right-of-way that moves from Windy Hill open space up Alpine Road through the
Hawthorns. He said it narrows and widens to varying degrees through that 1.3-mile segment, widening
most significantly at the road remnant property. He said on top of that right-of-way, the Town has
dedicated trails. He said the vast majority of the southern part of Alpine Road is almost all owned by the
Town with only a couple hundred feet that is ranch-owned property with an easement for the Town’s
trails. He said the code has very specific language around what the Town’s right-of-way should look like,
depending on the type of road (cul-de-sacs, minor collectors, major collectors, arterials). He said some
thought should go into how the recommendation will affect right-of-way issues.
Ed Holland, Chair of the Bicycle, Pedestrian, Traffic & Safety Committee expressed support of the OSAC
recommendation.


Conservation Committee

Judith Murphy, Chair, Conservation Committee, thanked Nona Chiarello for her elegant presentation. She
thanked the Council for the opportunity to present their Committee’s unanimously approved
recommendations that Triangle Park be formally designated and protected as a Town Park and that Frog
Pond-Alpine Road corridor be formalized as open space and combined with Frog Pond Open Space.
Committee Chair Murphy said the Conservation Committee was not addressing where or where not to
build housing. She said their report is on all Town-owned properties with respect to the importance of
attention to upkeep.
Committee Chair Murphy described their analysis and recommendations for Triangle Park and the Frog
Pond Park road remnant, as detailed in their report which was included with the staff report.
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Committee Chair Murphy said the road remnant, the bulged area, at Frog Pond Park has no marked
edges and is not a parcel. She said it is not just a bulge that needs protecting but the bulge exists in the
context of the two larger areas, a classic example of the whole being so much more important the
individual pieces.
Mayor Aalfs invited questions from the Council.
Councilmember Hughes asked regarding the scope of creating a parcel where there isn’t one. Town
Attorney Silver said those issues need to be further researched. She said a survey would be the most
critical aspect.
Mayor Aalfs asked where the boundaries were drawn when the parcel was defined as 1.3 acres. Town
Manager Dennis said they were rough boundaries to provide a sense of scale.
Councilmember Hughes said one of the recommendations of the Ad-Hoc Wildfire Preparedness
Committee was to clear shaded canopies alongside the major roads. He asked how that would play into a
possible open space designation. He asked if there would be any impact in terms of being able to clear
underbrush and those sorts of things if the designation changes. Committee Chair Murphy said there is
maintenance done in open space but it is done with a higher level of attention to habitat. She said it would
not be inconsistent and they would also find it important to improve the fire resiliency in that area. Town
Manager Dennis said the Wildfire Preparedness Committee recommendations were about rights-of-way
so, hypothetically, there would be some right-of-way designation in this area as part of a parcelization.
Councilmember Hughes asked for more clarification regarding right-of-way and whether the right-of-way
would be implicitly all of the land owned by the Town. Town Manager Dennis said one of the staff
conditions would be some right-of-way per the code and whatever the right-of-way provides. Committee
Chair Murphy said they are not asking that those problems be solved tonight but are taking the larger
view and saying this is important and it should be protected as open space.


Trails and Path Committee

Trails and Path Committee Secretary, Ellie Ferrari, said the Committee recommended that the Council
protect and preserve the existing section of the Alpine Trail that traverses the road remnant parcel
adjacent to Alpine Road and Frog Pond Park. They further recommended the trail that traverses the road
remnant, coming from Willowbrook, be recognized as a vital access point and connector in the Town’s
trail network, as well as being an important wildlife corridor, as detailed in the Committee report, which
was included in the staff report.
Mayor Aalfs called for a five-minute break.
Mayor Aalfs invited public comment.
Judy Lurie, Ohlone Street. Ms. Lurie said they’ve lived here 24 years, having come from south Palo Alto
where it was getting too crowded. She said her instant attraction to Portola Valley Ranch was the view
across the Frog Pond to Windy Hill. She said she is an artist and paints a lot while overlooking the Frog
Pond. She said that view is iconic to Portola Valley.
Majda Jones. Ms. Jones thanked the Council for all their work and making these difficult decisions. She
said she has attended many of these Committee meetings because she is very passionate about the
open space upon which Portola Valley’s ethos is built. She said she is not against affordable housing and
thinks the Town should be building housing. She said, however, Portola Valley should not consider
building housing on open space. She said it is too central to the sense of community, to what binds us
together, and to what brings people out to meetings like this and inspires people to work for the
community. She said the Committee Members speaking tonight were eloquent about the importance of
open space. She said she is a conservation enthusiast and has been supporting conservation causes all
of her working life. She said there are places in the country where people are spending a lot of money to
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create wildlife corridors over and under highways and around obstructions and some parts of the United
States have realized that wildlife is essential to the survival of the human race. She said EO Wilson has
said a third to a half of the earth must be protected as open space in order to survive. Her friend, an
attorney in Palo Alto working in housing and urban space, told her that while the Governor is interested in
housing, he is also interested in preserving open space. Ms. Jones said Portola Valley is uniquely
situated as a town that can provide both values. She urged the Council to recognize the huge community
support to officially unite the Frog Pond and the remnant segment and designate it as open space.
Judith Murphy, 8 Portola Green Circle. Ms. Murphy said 600,000 vehicles commute into the Bay Area
daily, with 80,000 over Pacheco Pass. She said she is very sensitive to the pressure the Town is under
and supportive of their efforts to provide below-market housing. She said it clearly cannot remain 1964
here forever. She supported building on the Town Center property, which is appropriate and where it can
be done without too much trouble. She was strongly opposed to leaving Frog Pond Park on the possible
list. She said there is criticism that the people who feel strongly about it are concerned about their
property values but she is not one of them and does not live near that area. She said it is a one-acre
property that is miniscule for the housing effort but huge ecologically. She said she is not reassured by
the Ad-Hoc Committee’s assertions that no housing would be built on the site for quite some time and
said kicking the can down the road does not solve the problem. She said leaving it on the possible list
makes it easier to develop it at some point and weakens the ability for future Councils to protect the area.
She said the pushback and persistent dogged insistence over many years that development must be
wisely managed is the reason Portola Valley does not look like so much of the rest of the Peninsula.
Gary Morgenthaler, 4678 Alpine Road. 500 Portola Road.4678 Alpine Road Mr. Morgenthaler thanked
the Councilmembers for their service and the wonderful Committee Members for their reports. He advised
Councilmember Hughes that Alpine Road does cross a portion of his property. He said in the interest of
being public spirited and trying to find a common solution, they are willing to cede an easement across
their property to the extent that it doesn’t already exist in the service of adopting the recommendation of
the Open Space Acquisition Committee. Mr. Morgenthaler said 55 years ago Portola Valley was
chartered as a community of single-family housing at the edge of open space and designated to be a
resource for all of the Bay Area surrounding communities, offering them access to nature and open
space. He said it was designed to be governed by citizen volunteers, such as the Council, who serve their
community willingly and without pay. Permanent committees were also staffed by Town volunteers who
advise the Town Council on matters of importance to the community, as they did tonight. He said he was
proud of the citizens. He said the Town Council then set regulatory policies, guided by the General Plan,
and otherwise faithfully and unobtrusively have governed the town for 55 years, a small rural community
of 4,350 people. He said this has served the community well for the past 55 years. He said he wished
tonight’s meeting was in the red schoolhouse which has the pictures on the walls of the historical
founders and Councilmembers, who would be symbolically looking down watching these proceedings and
admonishing the current Council to remember the values around which the town was created, and to
always stay true to them. Mr. Morgenthaler reviewed the arguments for and against development on the
Alpine Road remnant. He said the school district has expressed no interest in becoming an affiliated
housing partner. He said, in contrast, the citizens of Portola Valley are petitioning the Town Council to
make Frog Pond Park permanent open space. He said it is designated a park in the General Plan, which
is not available for housing development by anyone, including Town government. He said Frog Pond Park
has for 55 years been designated as a neighborhood community park on the General Map and has been
used that way. He said it is not within the authority of Town Council to change that without changing the
General Plan. He said underlying this debate has been a fundamental misunderstanding. It has been said
there is a different color of shaded green. He said he didn’t know where that came from but the color
values have been examined and that is not true and should no longer be said. To the extent that it is
ambiguous to anyone, George Mader, who drew the map, is willing to come and tell the Council that is
not true and that this has always been designated as Scenic Corridor and Open Space. Mr. Morgenthaler
said the Town founders created the Alpine Road Scenic Corridor as a linear park, a single entity. He said
it is a park in the Alpine Road Scenic Corridor Element and the Open Space Element. He said Frog Pond
Park is part of the linear park. He said it is also part of a vernal ecosystem, environmentally sensitive, with
two trails crossing it, and located on a historically dangerous curve. He said the Town Committees have
advised that this park needs to be conserved and preserved for the community. He said the Council
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should consider that the residents of Portola Valley overwhelmingly oppose development on Frog Pond
Park. With little effort, he said the community has solicited and received 700 signatures opposing
development there and they can get more. He said that is more than 20 percent of the voting population
of Portola Valley. He said the community has also raised nearly $120,000 to underwrite conservation of
Frog Pond Park, which speaks to the passion around this property. He said the four Town Committees
have voted unanimously to preserve this for posterity, as open space, as a linear park, as part of an
ecosystem, as part of trails, and as part of a wildlife preserve, and he implored the Town Council to listen.
He said this is democracy in action. He said whether they agree with it or not, this is the voice of the
constituents speaking, loudly and clearly. He said the citizens do not want public housing or any housing
on Portola Valley’s parks, including Frog Pond Park. He said if the Council will listen, that is wonderful
and they will be celebrated and invited to the celebration of the consecration of Frog Pond Park as
permanent open space. He said if the Council is not listening, they need to understand that the
community is adamant in wanting to protect the traditional values of Portola Valley and open space and
will not go unheard by the Town Council.
Betsy Morgenthaler, 500 Portola Road. Ms. Morgenthaler said Gary Morgenthaler is her brother-in-law.
She said it was a pleasure to welcome the new faces to what she considers a truly important historic
moment in Portola Valley. She said the discussion tonight is about either valuing a habitat and natural
wonder or sitting by while it is destroyed. She said the Councilmembers must take decisive action rather
than capitulate to a future RHNA rumored scenario that does not yet exist. She said it may exist in some
sense in the future but does not ever need to exist as many mini- houses built on Frog Pond-Alpine Road
Open Space Corridor. She said the Council represents everyone in town and they need to do the harder
work of creatively imagining best solutions. She said she is willing to support the Council in those efforts
but not to drive faster toward destroying the values that originally brought the town together. She said it is
historic and unprecedented that four Committees have united tonight to present a common resolution,
representing enormous amounts of due diligence, showing up for countless meetings, and digging
through historic files and minutes, amounting to piles of reading on the panorama of perspectives seen
here tonight. She said they’ve all worked really hard. Some Councilmembers have stated that the Town
wants a full-fledged volunteer spirit again and she is grateful to see it turn out in spades for Frog Pond.
She said OSAC Chair, Nona Chiarello, outlined the five key aspects that make the case for a resolution to
make permanent the existing open space of Frog Pond Alpine Corridor. She said its worth is obvious and
the time is now. She said the history of the seriousness of tonight’s issue was clear five years ago with
the comments of former Mayor Steve Toben, currently Vice Chair of the Ad-Hoc Housing Committee. She
said in 2014 he spoke to members of the Council and Planning Commission about the General Plan,
beginning his remarks with what inspired him. He said, “Let me share a few What we share with your few
provisions that are especially inspiring. Our are community goals to preserve and enhance natural
features and open space, because they are unusual and valuable assets for the Peninsula and the entire
Bay Area ... to create an overriding impression of open space, natural terrain and vegetation, interrupted
minimally by the works of people.” She said in the face of pressure to locate more housing in the
community, the Town can and must keep the community goals and values and ethics in mind as assets
remaining the way Steve Toben suggested in 2014. Unfortunately, the Town is behind the eight ball when
it comes to preservation. She said Palo Alto has already dedicated all of its parkland to the most
protected status of permanent open space. She said these sites are precious and once developed are
gone forever. She said in the name of expedience the Town should not let the Frog Pond and Alpine
Road Corridor go the tragic way of development. She said to complement the case made by the
Committee Chairs, there is guidance to be found in the California Governor’s Office. She said his stated
desire is to build up, not out, and to locate housing around transit, while protecting our natural resources.
She said she read the Natural Resource Agency report and the California Biodiversity Initiative protecting
the State’s natural resources which, referencing the losses due to climate change, calls for the
preservation and restoration of habitats and wildlife migration corridors, including watersheds, marshes,
wetlands, and active management of invasive species. She commended the four Committees for acting in
concert with those values in mind. With regard to the Frog Pond Corridor’s neighbor, Corte Madera
School, she said this is the time to engage students in the important work of preserving whole
ecosystems. She said the Almanac reported that renovations at Corte Madera School were oriented
toward the Frog Pond and for the uninterrupted vistas of Windy Hill. She said there will be a deck
overlooking the Frog Pond, providing lessons on the watershed. She said there is the opportunity tonight
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to do something immediate to make a long-term positive impact on everything from children’s lives to
protecting this vernal pond’s robust capacity for carbon sequestration, making a positive contribution to
the stressors climate change has brought to this sensitive habitat. She said this community has the
resources and the discernment to look past false dichotomies – housing versus protection. Alongside four
Committees and a group of highly committed citizens who have been showing up and standing up, she
asked the Council to take action now to show their support for formally dedicating the Frog Pond Alpine
Road Corridor as permanent open space. She concluded with Steve Toben’s 2014 General Plan
remarks, quoting lifelong resident, Linda Yates, who said, “At the end of the day, the environment always
wins in Portola Valley.” Ms. Morgenthaler said that sounds prophetic to her.
Danna Breen, 4680 Alpine. Ms. Breen said that Wallace Stegner is a local author whose work celebrated
the American West. She said he was an ardent spokesman for wild places and worked to preserve
Peninsula lands. He was the first president of the Committee for Green Foothills. She quoted: “We need
to remind ourselves constantly that the land resource itself is what must be served; that like liberty,
democracy, all the freedoms guaranteed by the Constitution, live everything we truly value to the point
where we might die for it, the heritage of our public lands is not a fact but a responsibility, an obligation, a
task. A pleasure.” Ms. Breen said the iconic and inspirational views of Windy Hill, with the lands of the
Frog Pond in the foreground, have been celebrated for decades by local artists and photographers. She
said it is a regional treasure. She said the philosophy of the General Plan is that Portola Valley serves the
greater good regionally being rural and having low density. She said the Town is currently at near buildout. She said Paragraphs 1007 and 1008 at the beginning of the General Plan states: “As a part of the
Midpeninsula, Portola Valley is important as a low-density residential area set in a natural environment,
as a large natural scenic area to balance the intensively developed urban areas to the north and as a
resource for residents of nearby areas ...” She shared a compendium of photographs and art inspired by
the place.
Angela Hey, 4578 Alpine Road. Ms. Hey said she walked into the school last night with someone who
said they didn’t know what the noise was and it was the frogs. She said she hoped everyone has heard
the frogs. Ms. Hey said she is on the Bicycle Pedestrian & Traffic Safety Committee and is worried about
the ingress and egress to any building on that very tight corner. She said she has had to call the
ambulance for a bike accident outside of her home. She said deer, birds, and fox use the area. She said
she is from Yorkshire and grew up in a town the same size as Portola Valley. She said her village was
absorbed by a big town and the planning rules then became very different. She said in school they spent
an entire geography lesson discussing whether they wanted urban sprawl or for people to live in
concentrated areas. She said they decided they’d rather have a few tower blocks rather than urban
sprawl. She said in Hamilton Island in Australia they decided to build two 14-story tower blocks instead of
having it spread out. She said this requires moonshot thinking. She said perhaps it should be considered
to take over other parts of San Mateo County or building a tower block or, like the French, build a big
chateau on Westridge that could house 10 families, or a campsite for tiny homes and mobile homes. She
said the answer is quite clear, except for the Ad-Hoc Housing Committee and some others that feel that
mandates are coming down from the State, that housing should not be built on the open space.
Helen Quinn. Ms. Quinn recommended that the Council accept not only the Committee reports but also
the spirit of the reports and vote to take this property off the list for housing and to investigate how to
make sure that this argument doesn’t occur again. She said this property has always been considered a
park. She said the Council needs to remove the argument in front of the State pushing for not designating
open space.
Dan Quinn, 10 Bear Paw. Mr. Quinn said he came to the meeting thinking it was about housing but now
he understands there are two separate issues that have been conflated and overlapped. He said the
open space issue well predates the issues of affordable housing, although both very important issues. He
asked the Council to act on both issues. He said the Ad-Hoc Committee explicitly did not consider the
standing Committee reports and left it up to the Council to integrate the Ad-Hoc Committee with the
standing Committees. He asked the Council to do that job and take the Frog Pond Park off the potential,
someday, maybe-not-now developable list. He also asked the Council to act on the proposal consistent
with all the Committees and to designate the open space as indicated in the OSAC report.
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Mary Hufty, 257 Mapache. Ms. Hufty congratulated everyone for the great presentations and work. She
said, speaking as a family practitioner, practicing for 30 years in this area, she has treated a lot of
depression problems, isolation, bipolar disorders, autism, etc., for which the best prescription is nature,
the one teacher than can bring us back to earth and center people. She said people get health from the
animals and landscape that surround them. She said she personally suffers from biophilia, an excess
desire to be around animals, be with animals, and love animals. She said biophilia is a respected entity in
medicine that brings people closer to good health from the top to the bottom. She said she loves the Frog
Pond. She said, as Ward Paine said to the Ad-Hoc Housing Committee – “This is an easy one. This is
one you can all be really proud of – a piece of land you already own that will become part of your legacy
that will make a huge difference to the future of your town.”
Maria Southgate. Ms. Southgate wanted to give another voice to the decision-making. She hoped the
Frog Pond land would come off the list and that the Council would actively pursue finding the best places
in the community that might work to accomplish the goals that are needed, and not necessarily let the tail
wag the dog. She suggested researching what can be done with other California communities, what other
people are doing in the State. She said this needs to be done quickly if all of this is coming down the
pipeline on January 1. She said she was born and grew up here and it is distressing that zoning can be
changed on a place with an established identity and change how that land will be used. She suggested
residents contemplating giving land or money to the Town to think about how that might impact their
decisions.
Jon Silver. Mr. Silver shared a photo of a very small frog, taken at the side of Corte Madera School. He
said Burt Brent left earlier but told Mr. Silver that he would have argued for a bigger footprint for frogs and
a smaller one for humans in town. Mr. Silver apologized for sending his letter to the Council late this
afternoon at the last minute. He said that while listening to the hearings before the House Judiciary
Committee, he heard very good speeches about protecting the Constitution and the democratic system
as well as speeches less concerned with that. He said it reminded him how lucky he feels to live in a town
like a Garden of Eden in addition to have a wonderful people’s democracy, headed by this Town Council,
that rises from the people. He thanked the Council for doing such a good job, as well as all the volunteers
that are a part of that. He said he firmly believes that if the country were governed half as well as this
town, they could make a heaven on earth. He said the Town founders have lived in harmony with the
nature in town and tried to protect it. He said the town is wonderfully touched by nature and small enough
that we get to know each other. He said he has spent most of his life trying to preserve this town as a
wonderful place, serving on the Town Council from age 25 to 40, then serving on the County Planning
Commission. He said he learned that while he might have high ideals, he had to concentrate on what he
could actually accomplish. He said back in 2003 he worked with other active citizens to get the Town to
rezone some unneeded commercial land for potential housing. He said the Town ultimately opted to allow
housing on commercially zoned land, such as the parcel near Roberts Market. He said this was
controversial but there were those who felt affordable housing could be done in an environmentally
responsible way. He said when the Council heard the concerns, and that public opinion was split about
50/50, they directed the Planning Commission to reconsider and tweak things again, which they did,
resulting in a slight decrease of potential development. Mr. Silver said, however, that when that
recommendation came to the Town Council, two former Planning Commissioners (who are now members
of the Ad-Hoc Housing Committee on Town Owned Land) passionately argued for the Council to ratchet
back up the level of development, which the Council did. He said that ended up not passing, because it
was too much. Mr. Silver said it is very important to think of the political and community context that
makes something doable. He suggested two changes to the chart that could make a huge different in
community perceptions of where the Town is. He said that although Councilmember Hughes pointed out
that the Ad-Hoc Committee was not recommending development on the Frog Pond adjacent park, the
phrase “at this time” makes people very nervous. He suggested taking that wording out and leaving it as
“not recommended for housing.” Mr. Silver said when he discussed this with George Mader, who was the
planner working for the County before there was a Portola Valley, and who still has all his faculties, it was
clear that the best interpretation of the existing Plan is that this area was already designated as open
space. He suggested rather than giving it a new designation, just recognize what exists, then it will not be
caught up in a situation if the State comes down with legislation saying newly-designated open space is
invalid.
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With no further questions, Mayor Aalfs brought the item back to the Council for discussion and invited
comment by Vice-Mayor Derwin and Councilmember Wengert as members of Ad-Hoc Committee.
Councilmember Wengert thanked everyone for attendance and participation. She said it has been
incredibly helpful to hear all of the feedback. She said it is very difficult for them to hear it opined, either
directly stated or intimated, that this group has anything but a sharing of the open space ethos and values
in this town. She said it is the core of who they all are and all that they do when they continue to work for
this town. She said she understands that passions run high and people get very invested in things, but
she said that has been the most challenging part of the process for her. She said at the heart of all she
has worked on from the time she started on the Planning Commission and Council have been issues
related to maximizing the Town’s options to preserve as much open space as possible. She said, from
her perspective, there is no question that tonight she would support preserving the Frog Pond road
remnant piece as open space. She said one of the biggest pieces of their job on the Council is to listen to
what the citizens want the Town to do on their behalf. She said her goal, in addition to preserving open
space, is making sure the Town controls their fate moving forward. She said they know there are going to
be a number of legislative efforts. She said she is sure that putting this parcel in open space is what
should be done right now, recognizing there is a lot of work to do to look at other options.
Councilmember Richards said there have been very dramatic developments in town since he’s been here
Willowbrook Drive – Windmill School, Portola Valley Ranch, The Priory, The Sequoias – and a lot of those
projects had a huge impact on how the Town protected itself from too much development. These
developments are now thought of as integral parts of the community. He thanked the Ad-Hoc Housing
Committee for their great work. He said they did exactly what the Town asked, providing a complete and
thorough review of all the properties. He said he is also pleasantly surprised by tonight’s comments, from
everyone .noting that there were fewer thinly veiled threats than expected. He also noted that it had been
a difficult and contentious process. He said he is supportive of keeping this particular parcel as open
space. He said he has been a proponent of open space forever and was a Sierra Club member at age 12
in 1962. He was supportive of removing this parcel from the list of possibly developable sites.
Councilmember Hughes expressed great respect for the Ad-Hoc Committee’s work and said they did
exactly what the Council asked them to do. He explained that at the beginning of this process, the Council
was not even fully aware of what pieces of land the Town owned. He said this has been a long effort to
get a clear understanding of what the possibilities are, which has now been achieved thanks to the work
of the Committee. He said, with regard to comments about moonshot approaches, looking outside the
box at what might be possible, this groundwork is what was needed from the Ad-Hoc Committee to be
able to do that. He also greatly appreciated the very helpful work done by the other Committees. He said
the Committee’s recommendations are clear as to which properties the Committee thinks would be
appropriate for development and which ones are not. He said he is less concerned about the exact
phrasing in the one column and his takeaway from the report is not to build on this property. He said the
work done has clarified why there are these processes in Town and why the Town ethos is what it is. He
said it is universally acknowledged by everyone who has looked at this not to build on properties such as
the Frog Pond Park. Councilmember Hughes said he agrees with the four standing Committees, the AdHoc Committee, and the Scenic Corridor Element of the General Plan, which all very clearly state that
open space should be preserved to the maximum extent possible within the Scenic Corridor. He said he
was surprised, as was Councilmember Richards, by the aggressive comments considering there has
been no disagreement on this issue and no one is in favor of building on that parcel.
Councilmember Hughes said they need to decide on the issue of the open space designation, technically
accepting the reports, and looking more specifically at the Ad-Hoc Housing Committee report and the
other properties. Councilmember Hughes suggested a motion for discussion -- moving to direct staff to
draft a resolution of the Council declaring that the Council intends for all Town-owned land in the Town
Scenic Corridors, which would include the Frog Pond Preserve and the entire strip of Alpine or anywhere
else where the Town owns land within the Scenic Corridor, should be preserved as open space to the
maximum possible extent, and restate Section 3316 of the Scenic Corridor Element of the General Plan,
which says it is Town policy that land abutting our scenic routes should be zoned to maintain the
maximum possible open space and scenic quality. Councilmember Hughes said the reason he is thinking
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in that direction is tied to his previous questions about how technically to accomplish this without creating
a huge burden on staff, without having to hire surveyors and figure out exactly where the road needs to
be, and without having to get easements over people’s property where roads exist, yet achieve the goal
that everyone wants – to make a strong statement about the intent to maximally preserve open space, of
which this piece of land is a part and which is already in the Scenic Corridor and is already protected as
open space by the General Plan.
Vice-Mayor Derwin said her understanding was there is no such thing as permanent open space. Her
understanding is that any open space the Town has can be changed with a General Plan amendment.
Town Attorney Silver said that is true for any type of designation in the General Plan. She said there are
vehicles to create permanent open space such as setting it up as a covenant or giving it to POST or MidPen.
Vice-Mayor Derwin said the Committees put in a lot of work and the presentations were impressive. She
asked if the Council had asked the Committees to weigh in. Town Manager Dennis said the Council did
not request their input but they acted on what they were receiving from resident inquiries. Vice-Mayor
Derwin said there were three other times when she would have loved to have had the Committees weigh
in – when they were thinking about housing on the old Al’s Nursery spot, when they were daylighting the
creek, and when they were considering turf. She said she was completely in favor of housing on Al’s
Nursery property and probably the most active person on the Council to daylight the creek and she
opposed turf at the Priory. She said she wanted the Committees to get involved at that time and was told
that they could not get involved because it was politicizing them. She said she thinks at some point there
should be a policy question about that since this was previously not allowed and now it is. She would like
clear direction on whether the Committees will be weighing in on Stanford and all the projects.
Vice-Mayor Derwin said even when this Frog Pond parcel is put into open space, the Town is still
obligated to find housing in Town. She said she has made note of all of the speakers who said they were
in favor of housing but not on this parcel and will expect to see them at Stanford or Ladera Church or the
Sequoias or the rezoning of the commercial corridor to mixed use. She said she has been doing
moonshot thinking – building tiny home camps, buying a piece of property for all the Town’s first
responders, etc. She said she is hearing that the citizens are in favor of building affordable housing
because it is needed, just not on the Frog Pond property.
Mayor Aalfs thanked the Ad-Hoc Committee for all of the work they have done. He said they were
appointed in December of 2016 and they first met in early 2017. He said they have been working on this
for three years. He also thanked Vice-Mayor Derwin and Councilmember Wengert for leading the charge
in getting the Town focused on housing over the past several years. He said this process has been very
valuable because now the State is asking what is being down with the land the Town is not using and
Portola Valley has a very good answer because of the three years of work. Mayor Aalfs said this issue is
one of six or seven initiatives the Master Plan addressed. He said they did employ moonshot thinking and
tried to look at every possibility, part of a comprehensive strategy. He said, as it turns out, it is probably
not the answer for more than a small fraction of what the Town needs to do. He said the ADU
modification will likely need to be done again because the State is asking for more.
Councilmember Wengert asked if the goal is to accept or amend all of the Ad-Hoc Committee’s
recommendations. She said if they were amended, the Ad-Hoc Committee would need to agree to it.
Mayor Aalfs said the Council can accept the recommendations but also go beyond them. He said the
intent is to look at the entire report as well as the other Committee reports that relate specifically to the
road remnant, Property #2. Town Manager Dennis said it is always good practice for when a Committee
presents a report, for the Council to accept it. The Council can then provide staff with direction on the
recommendations. Councilmember Hughes said they can accept the report and have a discussion about
the recommendations and what actions may follow.
The Council agreed that the Conservation Committee’s recommendations regarding Triangle Park will
come back to the Council at another time because it is not part of tonight’s agenda.
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Councilmember Hughes moved to accept the Ad-Hoc Committee Report and the four Standing
Committee reports as written. Seconded by Councilmember Richards; the motion carried 5-0.
The Council agreed with the recommendations for Properties #3 and #4 as written. For Property #1, Town
Center, the Council preferred that no action be implied but the property be considered “appropriate for
potential housing development.” For Property #2, the Alpine Road Property adjacent to Frog Pond, the
Council ruled out housing on that property, with the logistical issues of designating it as open space to be
resolved separately.
Councilmember Hughes moving to direct staff to draft a resolution of the Town Council declaring that the
Council intends for all Town-owned land in the Scenic Corridor to be preserved as open space to the
maximum possible extent, and restate Section 3316 of the Scenic Corridor Element of the General Plan,
which says it is Town policy that land abutting our scenic routes should be zoned to maintain the
maximum possible open space and scenic quality.
Councilmember Wengert said a potentially challenging issue is if the Town is faced with development
along the primary corridors that would also fall under that designation. Councilmember Hughes said his
motion is for Town-owned land and not private-owned land, which is already covered by the Scenic
Corridor Element. He said this is basically a restatement of how the General Plan applies to Town-owned
land within the Corridor. Councilmember Wengert said she did not disagree but was just contemplating if
the Town was ever able to buy a certain suggested parcel, if that would be constrained by this definition –
because it would be Town-owned property in a commercial section of the Scenic Corridor. She said there
are no plans to proceed that way but it is not impossible. She suggested the language be brought back
for further discussion.
Councilmember Hughes said his idea was to direct staff to consider exactly those kinds of things. He said
he would not want to declare this resolution tonight without having more time to think through the possible
effects and consequences, possible new land purchases, etc. He wanted to direct staff to think through
some of those issues and bring back a resolution in that spirit, which may have some variations.
Councilmember Wengert said, as they heard tonight, people may donate land to the Town. Town
Manager Dennis said this is not necessarily a zoning issue but a designation of land issue. He said there
is open space zoning with commercial and residential properties and there are parts of Open Space in
residential zoning areas. Councilmember Hughes said that is specifically why he suggested it might be a
resolution of the Council rather than a General Plan or Zoning change, which would be more complicated
and involve a lot more work. Councilmember Wengert said it needs to be confirmed those more
complicated situations can be avoided.
Town Manager Dennis confirmed that the Council wishes to direct staff to designate the Frog Pond Park
road remnant as part of the Frog Pond Open Space. Town Manager Dennis said there is also a broader
direction on how to address the other areas. He suggested the Council take a very direct vote tonight on
the road remnant and then ask staff to come back to the Council to discuss the other issues.
Councilmember Richards said he does not know how to make a definitive motion given there are no
property boundaries. He asked staff to make suggestions in that regard. Mayor Aalfs preferred the idea of
merging the crescent of land to the Frog Pond and Councilmember Richards agreed but did not know the
precise property boundaries.
Town Manager Dennis suggested staff bring back something to the Council that designates this property
open space. He said the Council can, without creating a parcel, describe the property in some fashion,
and that would be called the open space. Town Manager Dennis said it is preferable to get it surveyed,
which will be an expense, but it is also possible to do it without parcelizing the property. Town Attorney
Silver agreed and said it can be done by way of a resolution or a General Plan amendment. She said she
is concerned about going beyond that in terms of all Open Space and Scenic Corridors because that has
not been noticed. She said it is appropriate to direct staff to come back with some type of mechanism to
do that. Councilmember Hughes acknowledged the notice requirement. He said he does not want to
reduce what has been requested – which is the area from the Hawthorns to Windy Hill. He said it does
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not make sense to try to subdivide that into a smaller section of Frog Pond Park without the whole
connection when that corridor is such an important part of that open space designation.
Mayor Aalfs said everyone is in agreement with protecting that right-of-way from Hawthorns to Windy Hill
as some form of open space as long as it did not preclude a future action on a parcel or parcels.
Councilmember Hughes said his motion does not restrict. Councilmember Wengert said it has been
clearly signaled to all the residents that the Council hears them, is taking the Frog Pond parcel off the
table, and that it will be designated as open space. She suggested waiting to understand how the
mechanics of that works because she is uncomfortable not fully understanding the implications. Mayor
Aalfs said the Council all agrees on that intention and asked if that is communicated clearly enough to
staff so they can research the issue and bring something back to the Council in January that they can
vote on as a formal resolution, protecting the whole stretch with some latitude.
Town Manager Dennis said he understands Council’s direction to staff the desire for the road remnant
property be in open space and to look more broadly at what open space designations would be for the
other connected pieces in the rights-of-way and trails and the like. He said there are issues with rights-ofway that they must be very thoughtful of, utilities and other things that cross the rights-of-way or things
the Town may want to do within the rights-of-way related to traffic, emergency preparedness, etc., that
needs to be researched before staff would be comfortable providing anything back to the Council. Mayor
Aalfs agreed and asked for confirmation that the Council was in agreement with the intent to protect the
right-of-way from Hawthorns to Windy Hill as some form of open space.
Councilmember Hughes clarified that there is a distinction that applies to the right-of-way as opposed to
the entire section of existing Town-owned property within the scenic corridor. He said the right-of-way is
defined as 70 or 100 feet and the property is wider than that in some places. He would like to capture that
it is not just the right-of-way but also the land adjacent to the right-of-way that belongs to the Town.
Councilmember Wengert suggested that Councilmember Hughes may be pushing for a motion that the
Council is not looking for tonight. She suggested calling for a second to his motion and if there is no
second, then the Council can move on with a motion that can be approved that just relates to the Frog
Pond.
Mayor Aalfs suggested adopting and passing a motion directing staff to bring back a future resolution
along the lines of Councilmember Hughes motion and addressing the logistics of it.
There was no second to Councilmember Hughes’ motion.
Councilmember Wengert moved to approve designating the road remnant Frog Pond parcel as open
space with the recommendation of how best to effect that designation to be brought back to the Council
by staff. Town Attorney Silver noted that motion cannot be made because it was not properly noticed.
Councilmember Wengert moved to remove the road remnant Frog Pong parcel from the list of possible
properties presented by the Ad-Hoc Committee on Town-owned properties. Seconded by Councilmember
Hughes; the motion carried 5-0.
Councilmember Hughes moved to accept the Committee’s recommendations that the Town Center
property at the substation site be considered for housing, that the Los Trancos Woods property not be
considered for housing at this time, and that the undeveloped portion of Ford Field be ruled out for future
housing consideration. Seconded by Councilmember Wengert; the motion carried 5-0.
The Council directed staff to return to a future meeting to discuss the Council’s desire to address the
standing committee’s broader recommendation of a connected open space designation for the trail
system along western Alpine Road connecting multiple open space properties.
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(10)
Report by Town Manager – Staff Resource Review
Recommendations by the Ad-Hoc Wildfire Preparedness Committee

and

Proposed

Adoption

of

Town Manager Dennis thanked the Ad-Hoc Wildfire Preparedness Committee Members for staying so
late at tonight’s meeting. He presented the background of the creation of the Ad-Hoc Committee for the
purpose of addressing outstanding wildfire resiliency issues, its charter, their three subcommittees, and
the Committee’s recommendations. Council received the recommendations at their November 13 meeting
and directed staff to review the recommendations, based on the allocation of resources, in order to
finalize adoption, as detailed in the staff report.
Town Manager Dennis noted three corrections to the report: Item 2.a.i should read “Ban all combustible
...”; The resources listed under item 5.b.iii is a combination of design guidelines and adoption of fire code;
and, Item 5.b.v should read $800 total for 15 locks and not $800 per lock.
Fire Marshal Enea explained how the Fire Code is adopted. She explained that her goal is to have one
code that all three bodies (Woodside, Portola Valley, and unincorporated San Mateo County) can ratify.
She described the following Summary of Proposed Local and State Changes.
Definitions: Wherever the word “Groundcover” is used it shall be held to mean a low growing perennial
plant, under 18 inches, that covers expanses of ground, forming the lowest layer of vegetation, below the
shrub layer and protecting the topsoil from erosion and can act as a mulch and weed suppressant.
Perimeter Property Line Clearance: Section 304.1.2.A Perimeter Property Line Clearance. Section
304.1.2.A Perimeter Property Line Clearance. Persons owning, controlling, or leasing structures and or
property are required to remove, a minimum of 50 feet from the perimeter of the property line and 100
feet from any neighboring structure, specifically; flashy fuels consisting of dead weeds and dry annual
grasses, as well as dead vegetative material and litter that is capable of being easily ignited and
endangering property as determined by the Fire Marshal.
Limited Planting Around Structures: Section 304.1.2.D Limited Planting Around Structures. Due to the
combustible nature of structures throughout the territory of the Woodside Fire Protection District, the
planting of new landscape vegetation within the 0-5ft zone, adjacent to wood sided habitable buildings,
shall be limited as described in this section. When a habitable building includes wood siding on the first
floor, no new landscape vegetation, except ground cover, shall be allowed within 5ft of the wood siding.
New landscape vegetation, except for ground cover, shall not be allowed within 5ft, in any direction, of
any first story window or glass door opening. There is no setback requirement for new landscape
vegetation adjacent to Non-combustible siding, such as fiber cement board, stone and stucco.
Exceptions: Existing vegetation planted prior to the adoption of this code.
Town Manager Dennis said that staff supports this recommendation but pointed out there were two
similar recommendations from the Committee and this is the more restrictive one. In response to
Councilmember Wengert’s question, the Committee members in attendance stated they were supportive
of this recommendation.
Fire Marshal Enea said the intent is not to govern and be restrictive but is to incentivize people to build in
an ignition-resistant way and be more fire resistant.
Town Manager Dennis said reaction to this is anticipated; however, staff is very supportive because the
Committee did an excellent job showing that these kinds of changes will make a house more fire
resistant. Fire Marshal Enea said this only applies to new plantings in proposed landscaped plans.
Councilmember Hughes said people commonly use plantings to break up wall massing and the
Commissions will need to be thoughtful of the impact that has on other massing mitigations that are
encouraged.
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Fire Apparatus Access Roads:
Section 503.2.1 Amended Section 503.2.1 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following section.
Section 503.2.1 Dimensions: Fire apparatus access roads shall have an unobstructed width of not less
than 20 feet, inclusive of all-weather surface shoulders, and a vertical clearance of not less than 13 feet 6
inches. Security gates shall be in accordance with section 503.6. Driveways serving one property, with a
single or multiple habitable dwelling shall have an unobstructed driveway width of not less than 12 feet
and unobstructed vertical clearance of not less than 13 feet 6 inches. Shared driveways serving more
than one property with habitable structures shall have an unobstructed minimum width of 18 feet,
inclusive of all-weather drivable surface shoulders and an unobstructed vertical clearance of not less than
13 feet 6 inches. All gates obstructing emergency access roadways shall have a sign stating Emergency
Evacuation Route.
Fire Apparatus Access Roads:
Section 503.2.1 Amended Section 503.2.1 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following section.
Section 503.2.1 Dimensions: Fire apparatus access roads shall have an unobstructed width of not less
than 20 feet, inclusive of all-weather surface shoulders, and a vertical clearance of not less than 13 feet 6
inches. Security gates shall be in accordance with section 503.6. Driveways serving one property, with a
single or multiple habitable dwelling shall have an unobstructed driveway width of not less than 12 feet
and unobstructed vertical clearance of not less than 13 feet 6 inches. Shared driveways serving more
than one property with habitable structures shall have an unobstructed minimum width of 18 feet,
inclusive of all-weather drivable surface shoulders and an unobstructed vertical clearance of not less than
13 feet 6 inches. All gates obstructing emergency access roadways shall have a sign stating Emergency
Evacuation Route.
Additional Fire Protection Systems in Accessory Dwelling Units:
Amended Section 901.4.4.1 is added to read as follows: Additional Fire Protection Systems in Accessory
Dwelling Units. An automatic fire sprinkler system may be used in new accessory dwelling units as an
alternative, when aspects of the fire code cannot be met in their entirety and when approved by the Fire
Marshal.
Limits of Storage and Dispensing of Flammable and Combustible Liquids:
Section 9. Chapter 57 Establishment of Limits in Which Storage and Dispensing of Flammable or
Combustible Liquids in Outside Above Ground Tanks Are Prohibited.
The limits referred to in Section 5704.2, 5704.4.2.4, Table 5704.4.2 and Section 5706, of the California
Fire Code, in which the storage and or dispensing of flammable or combustible liquids, in outside above
ground tanks, shall be limited to the commercial areas within the jurisdiction of the Woodside Fire
Protection District. The dispensing, mixing, handling or storage adjacent to or on parcels with R1 and R2
occupancies is prohibited. Exceptions: 1. Quantities less than 100 gallons in emergency generators; 2.
Farms, critical infrastructure and construction site uses if determined by the Fire Marshal that the safety of
the public is not compromised. The occupancy classification quantities in Chapter 57 shall not be
exceeded.
Storage of Liquefied Petroleum Gas: Amended Section 6104.2A is added to read as follows: Where
Permitted; The storage of liquefied petroleum gas shall not exceed a water capacity of 100 gallons
aggregate for any one premise installation within the Woodside Fire Protection District territory where
natural gas mains exist. Exceptions: Installation of Liquefied Petroleum Gas may be permitted if used as
a means of emergency standby supply for residential or industrial operations, or used for medical,
research, testing, or purposes not suited to the use of natural gas. Such installation shall be in
accordance with Chapter 61 of the California Fire Code and all provisions of NFPA 58.
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Fire Flow Requirements *State Change:
Section B105.1 Fire Flow Requirements for Buildings. One- and Two-Family Dwellings. The minimum fire
flow shall be 1000 gallons per minute for structures 3601 square feet and greater and 750 gallons per
minute for structures 1 - 3600 square feet. A water supply for fire protection shall mean a fire hydrant
within 600 feet from the building, measured via an approved roadway/driveway, capable of the required
fire flow. There shall be no reduction for installation of a fire sprinkler system.
Distribution of Hydrants: Section C103.2A Modified Distribution of Fire Hydrants; In rural areas where
parcels, with structures, have large road frontages and or long driveways the minimum location of a fire
hydrant shall be 600 feet to the structure measured via a roadway or primary driveway as approved by
the Fire Marshal.
Access Road with a Hydrant: Section D103A Access road with a hydrant: Fire apparatus access roads
shall be a minimum of 20 feet in width inclusive of all-weather drivable shoulders.
The Council adopted the recommendations from the Wildfire Preparedness Committee.
Town Manager Dennis announced that Fire Marshal Enea will be retiring effective December 31, 2019.
Town Manager Dennis said staff supports all of the recommendations but requested direction on the
items requiring significant time resources and funding so they can understand how to manage it.
In response to Councilmember Wengert’s question regarding 3.b.v, Town Manager Dennis said the
$180,000 estimate is a one-time expenditure.
Councilmember Richards suggested removing any recommendations for IPE wood, which has fallen out
of favor with environmentally conscious design.
Mayor Aalfs said the Design Guidelines feels like a bigger lift than the Reach Code. Planning & Building
Director Russell said the Design Guidelines are more work because of having to work through some of
the specifics. She said, based on the specific recommendations for the Fire Reach Code, there is a fair
amount of technical work to be done. She said the contract building officials will work through that with
support from that firm, which she would oversee.
The Council was not supportive of 3.b.ii (incentive program to support private property fuel reduction
efforts) or 5.b.vii (match for home hardening) unless there were grants to fund it; otherwise, the Council
felt these should be considered low priority.
The Council directed staff to postpone 3.b.v, the prioritization of vegetation management on the Town’s
main evaluation routes, because it will be folded into the budget process after the completion of 3.b.i
(identification of ignition sources).
The Council was supportive of the remaining recommendations.
Vice-Mayor Derwin moved to accept the staff report on resource allocation and adopt the
recommendations. Seconded by Councilmember Wengert; the motion carried 5-0.
(11)

COUNCIL LIAISON COMMITTEE AND REGIONAL AGENCIES REPORTS

Postponed to the next Town Council meeting.
(12)

TOWN MANAGER REPORT – Postponed to the next Town Council meeting.

WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS
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(13)

Town Council Digest – November 14, 2019
None.

(14)

Town Council Digest – November 21, 2019
None.

(15)

Town Council Digest – November 27, 2019
None.

(16)

Town Council Digest – December 5, 2019
#4 - Invitation to the Annual December Council of Cities Dinner Meeting in Colma – Friday,
December 20, 2019. Vice-Mayor Derwin said there is one contested race for the Northern Cities
TAC. She recommended supporting the incumbent, Rico Medina.

ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION [12:28 a.m.]
(17)

CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS: (Gov. Code Section 54956.8)
Property: APN: 079-072-130; property adjacent to Roberts Market
Agency Negotiator: Jeremy Dennis, Cara Silver
Negotiating Parties: Donald McKinney Trust
Under negotiation: Price and terms of payment

REPORT OUT OF CLOSED SESSION
None.
ADJOURNMENT [12:40 a.m.]
Mayor Aalfs adjourned the meeting.

_____________________________

_________________________

Mayor

Town Clerk
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PORTOLA VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING NO. xxx, JANUARY 8, 2020
CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
Mayor Aalfs called the Town Council’s Regular meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. and led the Pledge of
Allegiance. Town Manager Dennis called the roll.
Present:

Councilmembers Craig Hughes, John Richards, and Ann Wengert; Vice Mayor Maryann
Derwin; Mayor Jeff Aalfs

Absent:

None

Others:

Jeremy Dennis, Town Manager
Cara Silver, Town Attorney
Cindy Rodas, Interim Finance Director
Jim Saco, Finance Consultant

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
Matthew Muffly, 187 Westridge Drive. Mr. Muffly said he and his wife are Stanford faculty members and
their children attend Ormondale and Corte Madera. They are also neighbors of the proposed Stanford
Wedge project, for which they have significant concerns. He said as part of the Wedge project, the
Woodside Fire Marshal performed an inspection and issued a report on October 15, 2019. He said the
report includes many requirements designed to mitigate the fire danger to the surrounding community,
including a requirement for 100 feet of defensible space from each side and in front and back of all
structures. He said this requirement is not met as the Wedge is currently designed. He said his concern is
that the current setback of 25 feet is not sufficient and puts Portola Valley residents at risk. He
respectfully asked the Planning Commission to adhere to the standards set forth by the Fire Marshal in
the designation of the Stanford Wedge by maintaining the 100 feet of defensible space.
Caroline Vertongen, 100 Palmer Lake. Ms. Vertongen confirmed that the Councilmembers had received
her letter. She then began to address Vice-Mayor Derwin specifically and Mayor Aalfs advised her that
this forum was to address the Council and it was not appropriate to address individuals. Ms. Vertongen
said she is not a bully and does not have xenophobic views. She said she is very concerned about the
community and as long as she hears complaints and concerns about people who are affected by the
policies and the decisions that are made, especially as a parent and as a healthcare provider, she will
continue to address the issues. She wanted to remind the Council of what they promised in 2013. She
said Councilmember Wengert was a real estate investor and advisor, mostly in large pension funds, so
hopefully she could help. Mayor Aalfs asked Ms. Vertongen to make her point without calling on individual
Councilmembers. Ms. Vertongen said she wants to see the goals and promises made in 2013 fulfilled.
She said she does not see it right now. She said there is a lack of communication that needs to be
addressed. Mayor Aalfs advised her that if she had questions about something specific, she can write a
letter to the Council because he is not sure what she is talking about right now. Ms. Vertongen said she
has written several letters and they are not being published and shared with other committees. Mayor
Aalfs said he will reach out to Ms. Vertongen directly to sit down with her and Town Attorney Silver to go
over Ms. Vertongen’s concerns.
John Mumford, 191 Ramona. Mr. Mumford said everyone knows how the Stanford Wedge came about,
with Wengert and Derwin going to Stanford. Mayor Aalfs said that is not accurate. Mr. Mumford asked if
they went and talked to Stanford as being on the San Mateo County Committee or Portola Valley
Committee or both. Town Manager Dennis said that as part of the Town’s Housing Element, on a regular
basis the Town reaches out to the affiliated housing partners to understand what their plans are for the
coming years. There are three affiliated housing partners– Stanford University, the Sequoias, and the
Priory. He said one of them has developed affordable housing – the Priory. He said as part of that
outreach the initial question to Stanford was if they had plans and they said they were thinking about it.
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He said the rumor that there was some sort of specific outreach, a rumor that has promulgated
throughout the community, is incorrect. Mr. Mumford said one individual is taking credit for having done it
and he wants to know if that person was representing San Mateo County or the Town or both. Vice-Mayor
Derwin said early in 2016 she was a member of the San Mateo Closing the Jobs Housing Gap Task
Force, which included a huge number of people including elected officials, faith community members,
business members, real estate people, social services people, etc. She said they all sat at different tables
at every meeting, mixing up and talking about ideas. At her table was Jean Snyder from Stanford. She
said they were challenging everyone to figure out ways to create housing in their communities. She then
asked Jean Snyder, “Do you have any plans to build on the Wedge?” Vice-Mayor Derwin said that even if
she hadn’t asked, the Town Manager would have approached Stanford, the same as the Sequoias and
the Priory. Ms. Snyder asked if the Town was open to it. Vice-Mayor Derwin advised her that if they had
plans to talk to Town Manager Dennis. Mr. Mumford asked if they talked about using the Webb Ranch
property or the tree farm that they own. Councilmember Hughes said neither of those properties are in
Portola Valley. Town Manager Dennis said the Housing Element specifically identifies the Wedge as a
property for future development in Portola Valley and has been identified as such for 20-plus years. Mr.
Mumford said he asked these questions mainly due to his concern about the fire risk. He asked if the
September 1 letter from the Fire Marshal was ever provided to Stanford. Town Manager Dennis said this
was part of the pre-application and application process and those materials were all delivered to Stanford.
Town Manager Dennis also noted, for the record, that the EIR consultant that has been identified to work
on this has also hired a separate fire consultant, who currently works at the Ranch as their fire consultant,
and has worked on other issues in Portola Valley.
CONSENT AGENDA
(1)

Approval of Minutes – Town Council Regular Meeting of December 11, 2019. [Removed from
Consent Agenda.]

(2)

Ratification of Warrant List – December 25, 2019, in the amount of $124,237.66.

(3)

Recommendation by Manager – Disband the Ad-Hoc Housing on Town Owned Property
Committee

(4)

Appointment by Mayor – Member to the Sustainability Committee

(5)

Recommendation by Town Attorney – Approval to enter into the San Mateo County
Operational Area Building Safety Inspection Program Mutual Aid Agreement
(a) A Resolution of the Town Council of the Town of Portola Valley Approving and Authorizing
Town Manager to Execute San Mateo County Operational Area Building Safety Inspection
Program Mutual Aid Agreement (Resolution No. 2815-2020)

Councilmember Wengert moved to approve Items 2 through 5 of the Consent Agenda. Seconded by
Councilmember Richards, the motion carried 5-0, by roll call vote.
(1)

Approval of Minutes – Town Council Regular Meeting of December 11, 2019.

Betsy Morgenthaler presented her amendments to the minutes and a question. She said she asked to
review the recording so that her amendments were as she spoke and she was admonished that there
would be no wordsmithing. Ms. Morgenthaler said she wanted to clarify because the minutes indicated
“she said” approximately 20 times and she wanted to know if there was a certain given that speakers can
be adequately represented. She said she hoped so and that would be her assumption. Ms. Morgenthaler
said she is not trying to wordsmith. She said one of the corrections is that she said “RHNA,” which has
been used frequently, but it was recorded as “rumored.” Ms. Morgenthaler said that when mistakes like
that are made, it can really throw shade. She said she narrowed it down to six corrections. She also noted
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that she found it ironic that she spoke after her brother-in-law, and had pointed out that he was her
brother-in-law, but it was recorded that he lived at her address.
Councilmember Hughes said the purpose of the minutes are to provide an approximate recording of the
proceedings and what was discussed in the Council meeting, not an exact verbatim copy, and that may
have been what was intended to be said, even if that’s not precisely what was said. He said if the exact
word is not identical to what’s in the recording, but the sense is the same, that is what they want. He said
if the sense is not the same, which Ms. Morgenthaler pointed out some instances when it was not, the
Council very much wants to correct them to make sure the minutes are an accurate reflection of that.
The approval of the minutes was continued to the following Town Council meeting to be held on January
22, 2020.
REGULAR AGENDA
(6)

Recommendation by the Parks & Recreation Committee – Recommendation to Paint
Pickleball Lines on a Tennis Court at Town Center.

Jon Myers, Chairman of the Parks & Recreation Committee, led the presentation, describing the
background of pickleball, and their recommendation for painting lines on a tennis court at Town Center,
as detailed in the staff report.
Mayor Aalfs invited questions from the Council.
Councilmember Wengert noted that the Parks & Recreation Committee and the pickleball group
recommended that there be a subcommittee to look at the issue, potentially choosing and approving the
color as a group.
Councilmember Hughes asked if the tennis net affected pickleball play. The representative said they were
not requesting a dedicated court and the court could be used for whoever shows up, although he
acknowledged that a dedicated court would be really, really nice. He said the tennis net serves as a
handy barrier.
With no other questions from the Council, Mayor Aalfs invited public comment.
An unidentified woman said pickleball has been a great way to bring people of different ages and
backgrounds together for something that is not just a tennis or athletic thing.
Mayor Aalfs asked if it was necessary to paint both courts. Public Works Director Young said there is no
question that both courts will get usage but the reason for moving slower is more to gauge any feedback
from tennis players or anyone else.
The pickleball representative said that they can still play pickleball on wet courts but the courts are a little
slippery. He said the court nearest the shed does not dry out in cool weather. He said if both courts were
painted, they could be seasonally adaptive.
Town Manager Dennis said, as Public Works Director Young pointed out, staff is interested to see if there
is impact to the broader tennis community. After painting one court, they can gauge usage and come
back to paint a second one, if appropriate.
Councilmember Wengert was supportive of starting with painting one court, but asked Mr. Myers and the
Committee to review this within the next month or so. If it remains active and continues to grow, she
would support a second look at a second court. Councilmember Wengert said she would be willing to
authorize the Committee to make that decision after reviewing in a month or so.
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Town Manager Dennis asked about which court to start with. The Council agreed that the pickleball
subcommittee can make that decision.
Councilmember Wengert moved to approve the painting of pickleball lines on a tennis court at Town
Center. Seconded by Councilmember Richards; the motion carried 5-0.
(7)

Recommendation by the OPEB Subcommittee – Recommendation on the Adoption of an
OPEB Trust Fund with the California Employer’s Retiree Benefit Trust (CERBT)

Town Manager Dennis led the presentation, explaining that staff met with two Other Post-Employment
Benefits (OPEB) trust funds – California Employers’ Retiree Benefit Trust (CERBT) and the Public
Agency Retirement System (PARS). Representatives from both agencies presented and provided details
of their trust fund solutions at the Finance Committee meeting of October 8, 2019. A subcommittee was
formed to review the two funds. Based on their findings, the subcommittee recommended CERBT, as
detailed in the staff report. CERBT representative Alisa Perry was present at tonight’s meeting to answer
questions.
Subcommittee member Bill Urban explained the background, discussion items, and future considerations
that contributed to their recommendation to select CERBT, as detailed in the staff report.
The OPEB Subcommittee of the Finance Committee recommended the adoption of an OPEB trust fund
with the California Employer’s Retiree Benefit Trust (CERBT).
Mayor Aalfs invited questions from the Council.
Mayor Aalfs said the preference for 100% equities in the fund seemed aggressive. Committee Member
Urban said they would not recommend that the entire amount dedicated to this approach goes into
equities. He said the idea, however, was that if there was a 100% equity alternative, they could put an
amount of money that is less than the total amount dedicated to this purpose into the Section 115 Trust
and be 100% equities and then self-manage, as has been done with the other Town reserves in the
Town’s bond portfolio, which is 7 basis points. Committee Member Urban said by adjusting the amount
between the two, they could get to whatever overall target allocation is desired at even lower cost, plus
there would be the advantage that the money in the accounts is not irrevocable, providing more flexibility.
Ms. Perry stated that contributions are voluntary and there is no minimum contribution requirement. She
said the Town could establish the account, make a contribution, and never make another one. She also
emphasized that while the trust is irrevocable, meaning it cannot be used for OPEB-related expenses,
there are three ways to get money out of it – 1) Reimbursement for what was paid out in current year
retiree premiums; 2) If the OPEB liabilities extinguish and the Town provides an actuarial evaluation
report showing zero dollar liability and there are still assets in the trust, the Town can receive a check for
that; and, 3) Dissatisfaction with the trust and moving the funds to another qualified OPEB trust provider
at no additional charge.
Councilmember Hughes asked if the liability is not zero but is lower than the balance in the trust, the
Town could receive a partial refund. Ms. Perry said the disbursement amount is limited to the current
year’s retiree premiums plus the rate subsidy specified in the actuarial evaluation report.
Councilmember Wengert said liquidity is one of the biggest issues to consider, which might argue for an
initially conservative approach. She said the Town is in a fortunate position with a relatively low liability
and is able to fund it pretty easily even to just stay current. Town Manager Dennis said that is an
important point. He said the Council was very thoughtful in creating the assignment and does not need to
make an additional decision tonight to find money to fund this. He said they could fund at different levels
and he may recommend that the subcommittee or Finance Committee be allowed to do some of that
educational work to make some final determination. Town Manager Dennis noted that the Town is in is a
somewhat remarkable position.
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Councilmember Wengert also expressed appreciation for the Finance Committee’s help in self-managing
a bond portfolio and actually being able to have a trust vehicle for finally getting some equity returns
instead of just LAIF and LAFCO.
Councilmember Hughes expressed interest in reviewing the actual contract prior to final approval.
Councilmember Wengert asked for the Finance Committee’s recommendation, after review of the
contract, regarding the level of funding.
Mayor Aalfs invited public comment.
In response to a question from the public, Mayor Aalfs explained this was not an additional budget item
and that there is already a budgeted item set aside for this liability. He explained that the discussion
tonight is how to invest that money. Town Manager Dennis explained that in the 2014-2015 timeframe the
Council created a set of assignments within the General Fund Reserve, one of which was the reserve
amount for OPEB, knowing that money would be spent for this specific purpose at some point. Town
Manager Dennis said trust funds are now the way most municipalities handle this issue.
Committee Member Urban asked if there were minimum dollar amounts or timing deadlines by which they
need to fund or if it can be any amount at any time. Ms. Perry said the contributions can be of any amount
at any time. She said the contributions are completely voluntary and the Town can control if, when, and
how much to contribute.
Town Manager Dennis said staff will begin the process with CERBT to produce a contract, to be reviewed
by the Finance Committee including discussion of the level of funding, and then bring it back to the
Council.
Councilmember Hughes moved to accept the recommendation of the Finance Committee to adopt an
OPEB trust fund with the California Employer’s Retiree Benefit Trust (CERBT), directing the Finance
Committee to meet again to review the contract, final investment amount, and timing. Seconded by
Councilmember Wengert; the motion carried 5-0.
(8)

Recommendation by the Town Manager – Adopt a Resolution to Replace the Town’s Financial
System
(a) A Resolution of the Town Council of the Town of Portola Valley Authorizing the Town
Manager to Negotiate, Per Council Direction, and Execute an Agreement with OPENGOV,
INC., in Substantially the Form as Exhibit 1, for the Purchase and Implementation of Their
OPENGOV Financials Program, and a Budget Amendment to Support the Purchase and
Implementation of the System, and a 5 Year Subscription (Resolution No. 2816-2020)

Town Manager Dennis introduced Cindy Rodas, Interim Finance Director, and Jim Saco, Finance
Consultant.
Interim Finance Director Rodas described the background, the shortcomings of the current software
program, discussion items, and fiscal impact of replacing the Town’s current financial system software
with OpenGov, as detailed in the staff report.
Interim Finance Director Rodas pointed out that the last line of the staff report lists that Springbrook’s
implementation cost would be $16,294 and the annual subscription would be $33,125 per year. She said
those numbers were mistakenly flipped and it should read that the implementation cost would be $33,125
and the annual subscription cost would be $16,294. She said the comparison between OpenGov and
Springbrook is not an apples-to-apples comparison because Springbrook does not include payroll.
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Interim Finance Director Rodas said Woodside has used the Springbrook program since 2015. She said
their implementation cost was approximately $60,000. She said Woodside eliminated many of the
modules they originally acquired due to them being too cumbersome and not what they expected.
Interim Finance Director Rodas said OpenGov provided a list of scoped hours. She said that along with
the amount quoted for payroll, which is not included in Springbrook, the payroll item estimate is 248 hours
that they will provide for implementation. Interim Finance Director Rodas said she also wants to look at
possible alternate payroll platforms with ADP that could bring down the cost with OpenGov.
Councilmember Hughes asked if the 248 hours is to configure the payroll system. Interim Finance
Director Rodas said it is the initial implementation hours for the payroll system. Councilmember Hughes
pointed out that this amounts to more than a month of work to implement a payroll system for a 20-person
organization.
Town Manager Dennis said members of OpenGov were present to answer any questions. He said staff
believes OpenGov is the best tool available.
Interim Finance Director Rodas said the quote provided by Springbrook included a total of 265
implementation hours and anything over that would be additional costs. OpenGov is providing 895 hours
of implementation with additional hours at no additional cost.
Interim Finance Director Rodas said OpenGov has proven quality of customer service to staff while
they’ve been using the budgeting solution. She said she has worked with many of the OpenGov customer
success managers, who have all been extremely responsive, knowledgeable, and resourceful. She said
staff likes to look at any solution entered into as an extension of Portola Valley’s historically lean staff.
Town Manager Dennis pointed out that this proposal may feel a little rushed because as staff was doing
due diligence in this fiscal year to start the process to transform the budget book into something new, they
realized that the FundBalance system currently being used simply does not allow staff to do what they
want to do. At that point, staff ramped up their conversations with OpenGov and other partners to see
what was available, knowing it will take a certain amount of time to actually do the work in order to have a
different presentation for the 2021 budget.
Mr. Saco said FundBalance has to go. He said both Springbrook and OpenGov would meet the Town’s
needs. He said OpenGov is a little more expensive but it is a local firm and there will be opportunity for
on-site local training, it has superior graphics, and is a superior, mature system.
Mayor Aalfs invited questions from the Council.
Councilmember Wengert said she would have liked to see OpenGov and Springbrook, and possibly
Incode, compared the same way OpenGov and FundBalance were compared. She said she agreed that
FundBalance needs to be replaced. She said the Council’s job, as the stewards of the Town’s finances, is
to make sure they’re wisely managing and they should fully understand all the options. Councilmember
Wengert also questioned changing the payroll system, which doesn’t have an issue, particularly since it
will take approximately one-quarter of the OpenGov training hours.
Interim Finance Director Rodas said they did not include Incode in some of the comparisons because
Incode, another Tyler Technology product, is really just a sidestep of FundBalance and does not hit all of
the targets of what staff is looking to upgrade. She said Springbrook is very comparable to OpenGov with
slight differences. Interim Finance Director Rodas said they went through the demo with Springbrook and
visited Woodside to look at their day-to-day functions to get a full view in real-time of how they actually
use the system. Woodside said the system is a bit finicky and some of the reporting export features don’t
work the way they’d like them to work. There are also no capabilities to reformat it so there would be no
real upgrades to the current system, in that sense.
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Mr. Saco said the interface for Incode is not good and is old technology. He said he would never
recommend it. Mr. Saco was a little concerned that Springbrook has changed hands twice in the last four
years.
Town Manager Dennis said Springbrook has not made guarantees that they can accomplish the tasks
that the Council has asked staff to do, whereas OpenGov has made that their goal.
Councilmember Richards asked if, after the initial year, the Town would be spending less than what is
being spent now, if the efficiencies anticipated with the new system occur. Town Manager Dennis said
staff believes the annual subscription fee is very reasonable and comparable to other systems. The more
concerning cost is the implementation cost. He said the issue with Springbook is that their support is at a
different level and additional support tends to cost more. Woodside’s experience with Springbrook is that
the cost for support increased rapidly over time. Councilmember Richards asked if there was a way to
bring down the initial cost.
Councilmember Hughes said $110,000 to implement a $30,000 software package and 4-1/2 months of
implementation time, seems excessive. He asked about the out-of-state travel expense since they’re in
Redwood City. Mr. Saco said that, of the 895 hours, 248 hours are for payroll and suggested looking at
the employee portal and ADP costs. Councilmember Hughes said he would like a better understanding of
why the integration and set-up fee is so high. He said even taking out the 248 payroll hours, there are still
647 hours on integration time, three man-months. Mr. Saco said he agrees the hours are excessive. Mr.
Saco said the 265 hours for Springbrook was low and the 895 for OpenGov is high. He would expect for a
town of this size to be approximately 350 to 400 hours, not including payroll. Councilmember Hughes said
it has been his experience that early buyers of software may pay more because the product isn’t actually
completely built yet.
Vice-Mayor Derwin asked if Portola Valley would be the first city on the Peninsula to use OpenGov. Mr.
Saco said Portola Valley would be the first in California. Mr. Saco said there are other cities that are
within weeks of adopting the same agreement so, while Portola Valley may be the first tonight, within a
month there will be others.
Councilmember Wengert asked if the OpenGov modules are fully separable. Town Manager Dennis said
there were a number of modules that the Town did not choose. Mr. Saco said there are three required
modules – general ledger, cash receipts, and accounts payable.
Councilmember Wengert asked regarding OpenGov’s backup if the cloud isn’t available.
Mark Gottesman, Andrew Kercado, and Sean Wani of OpenGov were present. Mr. Gottesman said they
work with AWS cloud and is backed up every night. The data would be brought up immediately once the
internet was brought back up. If the internet went out completely in Portola Valley, it would not be
accessible, just like email or any other internet service. Because it’s Cloud-based, someone could then go
to another area where the internet was accessible to access the data. Mr. Saco said an advantage of
cloud-based programs is that you are constantly working with the most updated version as opposed to
local versions.
Councilmember Hughes asked if OpenGov could provide a breakdown of the $110,000 implementation
fee. Town Manager Dennis said the breakdowns were emailed earlier today. Mayor Aalfs said he saw the
breakdown of hours but not cost. Mr. Gottesman said their normal rate is $155 per hour and the contract
is approximately $110 per hour. He said the reason fixed assets takes so many hours is the time to
manually enter each asset and the depreciation schedule for each asset. He said costs for things like that
could come down if the Town staff can do some of that work.
Councilmember Wengert said perhaps the quoted figures may apply better to a larger city, such as
Redwood City or San Mateo, but they appear to be excessive for a Town the size of Portola Valley. She
suggested that if Portola Valley is an early adopter, she would expect cost recovery pricing at the highest
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level. Councilmember Hughes said, while he had not examined the fixed asset spreadsheet recently, he
is confident it would not take 17 days to enter it. Councilmember Wengert asked if OpenGov was willing
and able to work on significantly reducing the implementation costs. She said even if the Council agrees
OpenGov is the preferred choice, it is the Council’s job is to make sure they are not overpaying and to be
prudent in allocating public funds. Mr. Gottesman said Redwood City actually bought an accounting
system in the last year and spent $2 million the first year. He said OpenGov is willing to work with the
Town regarding the number of hours for specific tasks. He said there are 85 customers in Texas who
have this product and it is a fully-built system. He said they are rebuilding the multi-tenant system which
the Town will be able to get at no additional cost when that product is ready. That work is being done on
their own side, with their own revenue base and their own funding. He said the implementation fee covers
their hours in support time only.
Councilmember Hughes said the $110,000 is a one-time fee for prepaid hours. He asked if the Town gets
a refund if those hours are not used. Mr. Gottesman said they could discuss billing on a time and
materials basis. He said the goal is not to make money on the hours but simply to make sure they get
enough hours to do the job. He said the hours may be a bit more than traditionally scoped because the
timeline is more compressed to hit the July 1 date. Deployments usually take 8 to 12 months and they are
going to do it in six months.
In response to Councilmember Hughes’ question, Mr. Gottesman said their team is in Texas.
Councilmember Hughes asked if the travel expenses were built into the hourly fee or if that would be an
additional charge. Mr. Gottesman said travel expenses would be additional. He said most of the support
would be remote and any travel would need to be approved by the Town before taking place. He said
most of that would likely be for training, where maybe one or two people would come out for three or four
days.
Town Manager Dennis said he and Town Attorney Silver wanted direction from the Council regarding
limiting anything related to travel.
Mr. Saco said one of OpenGov’s staff people, Monica, works in Redwood City and is working with the
Town on building out the chart of accounts. He said Monica is local and will be doing a lot of the work.
With no other questions from the Council, Mayor Aalfs invited public comment.
Betsy Morgenthaler said that in anticipation of this meeting tonight, she visited the Woodside website
index and noted that they do use OpenGov.
An OpenGov representative explained that they have multiple solutions and Woodside uses OpenGov’s
transparency solution alongside their Springbrook system.
Ms. Morgenthaler said, from a citizen’s point of view, she found it refreshing to be able to access that
information and she was very excited the Town was taking this approach.
Caroline Vertongen asked the Town would have to have new computers to run the new system. The
OpenGov representatives said it is all online and can be accessed from any internet-connected device.
An unidentified woman asked about investing in their company. Mayor Aalfs said the Town’s investment
policy is very limited in what they can invest in.
With no other public comment, Mayor Aalfs brought the item back to the Commission for discussion.
Councilmember Richards asked how important the July date is to staff. He asked if it was worth
considering potential savings by going with the standard deployment of 8 to 12 months. Town Manager
Dennis said the July date is desired in order to meet the new budget book presentation model. He said if
the Council doesn’t see that as a priority, they can move it to another year. In the conversations staff had
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with OpenGov up to this point, their expectation was that as more people come online the price point may
change.
Councilmember Hughes asked if they could do a partial implementation with some items not being
implemented by July, such as payroll and the fixed asset register. Mr. Saco said only the top three basic
modules must be completed by July 1. Town Manager Dennis said it was only over the last 24 hours that
Interim Finance Director Rodas recognized there were other opportunities as it relates to the payroll
piece.
Councilmember Wengert said she would be supportive of fine tuning the quote for the implementation
fees, eliminating payroll to start, and tightly managing travel expense. She said Springbrook, which did
not include payroll, has an implementation fee approximately half of OpenGov. She asked if OpenGov
could reduce the annual $30,000 fee if the Town removed the payroll costs. Mr. Gottesman said there
would be different pricing but he can’t speak to the exact amount.
Councilmember Hughes agreed with Councilmember Wengert. He added that staff could work with
OpenGov to refine the number of hours required for each of these implementations. He said he thinks
OpenGov will be surprised at how simple the Town’s financials are. Mr. Gottesman said they could bill on
a time and materials basis if that is preferred.
Mayor Aalfs was supportive of keeping this process on a relatively fast track because the Town has been
trying for a couple of years to revise the budget book and make it easier for staff to manage and easier to
read. Town Manager Dennis said the resident participation in the budget process is difficult because the
product they put out right now is difficult to understand.
Councilmember Hughes pointed out that with the new financial program software, staff anticipates saving
$124,000 a year.
Councilmember Wengert said because there was not a full public RFP process, the Council has a higher
level of responsibility to make sure they’re dissecting all of the implementation costs to make sure they
are being used in the most efficient way.
Mayor Aalfs suggested continuing the matter to be brought back with a bit more refinement. Town
Manager Dennis said staff would want to bring it back to the Council at the next meeting. He said he has
been insistent about meeting the timeline and OpenGov has had some trepidation about it. He said they
are all working toward the goal of formalizing it. Mr. Gottesman said it will be tight, for sure.
Mr. Saco said the budget can be published because they have the OpenGov budget system but the
FundBalance system can’t support it. He said another option would be to put all of the July transactions in
suspense with the system going live on August 1 and doing some catch-up work. Mr. Saco said more
than a month would put staff too far behind.
Vice-Mayor Derwin asked if there could be a subcommittee appointed to work out the details, giving them
the authority to finalize it. Town Manager Dennis said that was an excellent suggestion and said they
could get something going very quickly and done within a matter of days.
Town Attorney Silver said the Council should provide input regarding the term of the agreement, five
years with an automatic renewal for another five years. Mr. Gottesman said if it is not locked in for five
years, the annual escalator will be 4% yearly instead of 4% after the five years. After five years it will be
$30,000 plus 4%, not 4% aggregated yearly. The Council was supportive of those terms.
Councilmember Hughes moved to waive the RFP process, adopt a resolution of the Town Council
authorizing the Town Manager to negotiate, per Council direction and with the advice and consent of the
subcommittee consisting of Councilmember Wengert and Councilmember Hughes, to execute an
agreement with OpenGov in substantially the form of Exhibit 1 for the purchase and implementation of the
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OpenGov Financials Program and a five-year subscription. Seconded by Councilmember Wengert; the
motion carried 5-0.
Mayor Aalfs called for a five-minute break.
(9)

Study Session – Status of Code Enforcement Practices

Town Manager Dennis described the background of the Town’s code enforcement practice; the change in
the tenor of code compliance complaints; discussion items including municipal code, nuisance
abatement, construction-related code compliance, and other code compliance issues; and questions for
Council, as detailed in the staff report.
Staff recommended that the Town Council accept this staff report on the Town’s current code
enforcement practices, and provide feedback and direction on potential next steps.
Mayor Aalfs said he’s encountered situations where someone asks him about what can be done about a
situation occurring in their neighborhood. He said he tries to encourage neighbor-to-neighbor
communication because there is not a formal Town mechanism for dealing with it. He said some people
ask why there is not a mechanism.
Mayor Aalfs said he is not advocating one way or the other but having heard enough stories he wanted to
discuss the issue amongst the Council about whether or not the Town should consider a more formal
code enforcement mechanism.
Councilmember Wengert said another part of it is that an increasing number of residents no longer ask for
permission and essentially do things knowing that they won’t be caught or stopped because there is no
history of enforcement or consequence.
Councilmember Richards said he has heard more about it from the Council than from the community at
large. He said it may be more a case of the issues that do come up are larger and more noticeable.
Councilmember Hughes asked what issues are coming up most often. Town Manager Dennis said noise
is the number one complaint. He said residents tend to have a very clear understanding of the noise
ordinance so when violations are reported, they are usually reported accurately. The Council discussed
the various forms of noise that are reported – parties, gardeners, leaf blowers, construction projects, etc.
In response to Vice-Mayor Derwin’s question, Town Manager Dennis said the Sheriff’s Department has
responsibility for code enforcement issues on weekends. Town Manager Dennis said neighbors don’t
want to call the police on neighbors, they want the Town staff to do it. Then when the neighbor realizes
that he or she would likely be the only person that could have made the complaint, they don’t want staff to
make the call either because they don’t want to be identified as the complaining neighbor.
Councilmember Hughes asked if there was a theory as to why people are less likely to simply discuss
such issues with their neighbors. Town Manager Dennis said, anecdotally, it appears that people don’t
want to have that kind of relationship with their neighbors. He said there are some examples of long-term
neighbor conflicts in which the Town staff gets pulled into the middle. He said there is no mechanism for
them to mitigate that issue. He said the Town will recommend Peninsula Conflict Resolution Center
(PCRC) but he doesn’t know of anyone who has ever taken advantage of that service.
Vice-Mayor Derwin asked what the major complaints are besides noise and construction. Town Manager
Dennis said multiple people have said they will not come to Town Center because dogs are off leash and
they are afraid of dogs. Town Manager Dennis said he has had personal interaction with residents whose
dogs are not behaving and their response has been to tell him to go pound sand. He said the code is that
dogs must be on leash.
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Mayor Aalfs asked if staff would actually levy a fine if he made a complaint about a neighbor’s clear code
violation. Town Manager Dennis said the code allows that. Mayor Aalfs asked if the Town and the Town
residents really want to go that way. He said when people ask, “What are you going to do about this?”
that’s the next thing to do. He suggested possibly a public workshop to ask if people would want this
escalation of enforcement and if they’d also be comfortable being on the receiving end of increased
enforcement.
Town Manager Dennis asked if the Council felt staff should be doing something different. He asked if
staff’s interactions are appropriate, correct, need modification, or sufficient, or if something different needs
to be done. Town Manager Dennis said code enforcement takes up an inordinate amount of time. He said
that in 2019 they only had 48 formal code enforcement complaints, whereas two years previous there
were 78 complaints.
Town Attorney Silver said some violations have civil penalties and some do not. She said in the more
modern codes there is a process for civil penalties and the Councils will go through them yearly, updating
the penalty fees, sometimes including escalators for repeat violations. Town Attorney Silver said there
must be an infrastructure in place to support civil penalties, such as an appeal process, attaching liens for
nonpayment of penalties, etc.
Councilmember Wengert asked Town Attorney Silver about her experience with civil penalties in Palo
Alto. Town Attorney Silver said Palo Alto has a code enforcement team with a manager and several
officers. Over the years the staffing has fluctuated depending on resources and the needs expressed by
the residents to do more proactive code enforcement instead of just complaint-based code enforcement.
She said it is a very difficult process. She said the philosophy in most communities is to try to get
voluntary compliance but to do that there must be someone who will go out and work with the offenders to
get that compliance. She said it is a very time-intensive process.
Councilmember Richards asked Town Manager Dennis if the specific and clearly defined code violations
are easier to clear up by talking with people versus codes that may have more iffy interpretations. Town
Manager Dennis said recent encroachment issues are fairly easy to resolve because they’re very
obvious; however, long-term encroachment issues are a disaster to deal with.
Councilmember Richards asked if there are areas in the code that might be clarified to help from that
standpoint. Town Manager Dennis said staff does identify, on a regular basis, long-term encroachment
issues in the Town’s right-of-way, which makes people very upset when it is suggested something should
be done about it. He said noise issues are notoriously difficult to enforce and frustrating for everyone. He
doesn’t know that changing the codes would make it any easier.
In response to Vice-Mayor Derwin’s question, Town Manager Dennis said the fines listed in the staff
report were just a few examples. He said determining the value in reviewing the fine schedules depends
on whether or not the Council will ask staff to use them. Town Manager Dennis said the true scope of the
issue is unknown.
Mayor Aalfs invited public comment.
Mary Hufty. Ms. Hufty said it would be a big timesaver for the Trails Committee to have some kind of
concession about requiring driveways to be scored if crossed by a trail. She said it is a real problem to
safety and communication and many people may not realize that. She said people should be advised
there is the conflict resolution option when they call with complaints. Town Manager Dennis said that
option is offered and no one has ever done it.
Ms. Morgenthaler recalled that at the June 1 meeting there were eight people at each table with a
mediator. She said two of the people at her table were upset because of code violations regarding either
a fence or building within the setback. They said they had gone to the Town to report them and were
getting no support. The people said they received no sympathetic ear and were advised to solve it with
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their neighbor but they were not in a position to be able to do that. Ms. Morgenthaler said there is a very
big distance between where Palo Alto is and where Portola Valley is today and it would be good to look
at.
Ms. Vertongen said she previously mentioned to Town Manager Dennis that she had an acquaintance
who filled out their remodeling application and when the inspector came to sign off, they started walking
around the whole property and told them the bocce court and solar panels had to go. The applicants
explained they had bought the house like that and the inspector intimidated them and refused to sign off
until those changes were made. She said all the houses are old. She said they’re willing to remodel but
not when somebody says, “Oh, and this and this and this,” because the homeowner doesn’t know all the
codes and what all of that will cost. Mayor Aalfs said that is a concern that when someone comes in for a
remodeling project, but that is the only time the Town gets to talk to someone about bringing other things
up to code, some of which are specifically about safety.
Ms. Vertongen said she has an issue with dogs and wrote a letter to the neighbors and then Ms. Hanlon
told her that if the neighbor does not reply or obey then she should go to the intermediate process, which
she didn’t have to do.
Mayor Aalfs said they could have a gathering, inviting the community to get their opinions on the issue,
hoping to get a better feel about how big a problem this really is. He doesn’t know if too big a deal is
being made out of this or if it is an issue that needs handling.
Councilmember Wengert suggested some kind of communication, not necessarily a meeting, perhaps
asking for input on the website or email or survey because the anonymity may be helpful.
Councilmember Hughes said it may be helpful to include some specific points in that communication that
people could key off of. Town Manager Dennis suggesting perhaps having a list of 10 issues and asking
residents to click on all that apply.
Councilmember Hughes said there may be a distinction between commercial activities and noncommercial. He said there is a qualitative difference on how people might want to relate to their neighbors
versus a person their neighbor has employed that is not being monitored closely. He said one element
that might be drawn out is how people feel about issuing fines to a contractor versus issuing fines to a
neighbor, although ultimately the neighbor may have to pay the contractor for the fine they incur. Town
Manager Dennis said there has been an increased number of construction-related issues that have
appeared to be a result of the contractor and the applicant not communicating. Town Manager Dennis
said staff would welcome tools to tighten that a bit. He said he tells residents that they have to work with
their contractor and come and talk to staff so they have all the information. He said an applicant would
monitor the contractor more if they knew that certain offenses can be fined or a project could be shut
down for a couple of days.
Councilmember Hughes said if the Town moves to a system with fines that are enforced, being offered
conflict resolution as an alternative to paying the fine may be valuable. The goal would be to not levy fines
but to facilitate neighbors talking to each other and working it out.
Councilmember Hughes suggested that if 40 hours of staff time will be freed up by switching the financial
software to OpenGov, some of that time could possibly be allocated to code enforcement.
Town Manager Dennis said there have been a couple of situations where a resident upset with a
neighbor uses perceived code infractions as a harassment tool. Councilmember Hughes said if there is a
clear violation that warrants a fine, and the alternative is pay the fine or talk to the neighbor, that conflict
resolution step might resolve the long-time feud that is not actually about the reported infraction.
Mayor Aalfs was supportive of the survey idea, and asking about commercial infractions versus
neighbor’s bad behavior. He said that could be a good first step to get a better feel for assessing the
12

Page 37

problem. Councilmember Wengert said that will reveal if there are a lot of people who have feelings about
it. Councilmember Richards said it may require a mailer card, as well.
Town Manager Dennis received Council’s permission to put this task onto staff’s regular schedule.
(10)

Study Session – Budget Study Session Three – Expenditures

Town Manager Dennis presented the third of the budget study sessions. He described the background;
the study session format; discussion items including context for revenue discussion, salaries, other
employee costs, software, and consultants, as detailed in the staff report. Town Manager Dennis invited
the Council’s direction regarding the need for additional budget study sessions.
At the conclusion of Town Manager Dennis’ presentation, he added that staff is also considering a small
technology fee, a fee that many cities have included in their fee schedules, to take care of technology
issues.
Mayor Aalfs invited questions from the Council. Hearing none, he invited comments from the public.
Ms. Morgenthaler said she originally went to the Woodside website to look at the contrast between
Portola Valley’s spending and Woodside’s. She said the comparison not possible given the state of the
Town’s budget. Ms. Morgenthaler asked if staff had looked at comparisons with Woodside regarding
expenses. Town Manager Dennis said there are many points of similarities between the two communities;
however, he said Woodside is a little larger, they bring in a big more revenue, and their expenditures are
a little higher. Town Manager Dennis said there are differences related to some of the service provisions.
He said Portola Valley has a tradition of working on sustainability measure, which is reflected in the
capital improvement program. He said there are differences at a microlevel and not a macrolevel. He said
there are not a lot of things to glean out of Woodside’s patterns of expenses. He said Woodside has at
two-year budget, noting that more cities are moving to that model, which would be very useful for staff.
Ms. Morgenthaler said it appeared that Woodside had approximately 15 to 20 percent more employee
expenses than Portola Valley, but Woodside did not employ consultants at nearly the level of Portola
Valley. She said if Portola Valley’s consultant costs were added to employee wages and salaries that
would be a much larger expense that would be expected given the Town’s size. Town Manager Dennis
said he could not speak specifically to all of Woodside’s deployment of consultants. He said in Portola
Valley’s current year’s budget, the consultant page does not lend itself to an apples-to-apples comparison
for a variety of reasons. He said he knows that Woodside depends on consultants for a wide variety of
services – some of which are pass-through expenses. Councilmember Hughes referenced Woodside’s
website, pointing out their contract services section indicating a total of approximately $3 million in 2018‘19. Town Manager Dennis said there is also a difference between budgeted and actual expenses. Ms.
Morgenthaler said the larger, overarching point is that she hopes that in the future there is a greater ability
to contrast and compare, because it’s a nice way to double check about where we are a little heavy and
where we are a little light. Town Manager Dennis said Portola Valley has the least employees and
smallest budget of any city in San Mateo County. He said there are two cities with smaller populations –
Colma and Brisbane – but they have commercial bases that are very different from Portola Valley. Town
Manager Dennis said he has been fairly comfortable with Portola Valley’s expenditures and revenues.
Councilmember Wengert said consultant fees versus staffing fees is very dependent on what happens
with staff. She said the new system will provide the means to see it all more easily and with greater
transparency for the entire community.
The Council agreed that staff had done a great job and did not feel the need for another budget study
session.
(11)

COUNCIL LIAISON COMMITTEE AND REGIONAL AGENCIES REPORTS

13
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Councilmember Wengert – She said she attended a fabulous end-of-the-year Council of Cities dinner in
Colma. She attended the Parks & Recreation Committee meeting where they discussed pickleball and
preparation for the committee priorities workshop meeting. She asked if Parks & Recreation would be
involved in the renovation of the Ford Field bathroom. Town Manager Dennis said there is some interest
in the community about fundraising for that construction. He said staff has decided to tie that into the
Council’s priority study session conversation in February where the Council can give some direction
because staff does not think that fundraising alone can pay for it and the Council would have to make a
sizeable contribution to the budget to support it. Councilmember Wengert attended a Saturday morning
press conference at South San Francisco Mayor Rich Garbarino’s house where Jackie Speier spoke
about seven bills related to air traffic, the most exciting being the request for a repeal of the 1998 airport
governance act that prohibited airports from setting their own hours.
Councilmember Richards – Also attended the Colma Council of Cities dinner.
Councilmember Hughes – Attended the Trails and Paths Committee meeting where they discussed the
Stanford Wedge project and the trails situation there. He attended the Alpine Trail Road Remnant
subcommittee meeting. He said the Coal Mine Ridge open space map and signage is in place and
settling in nicely. They also discussed seasonal trail closures.
Vice Mayor Derwin – Attended C/CAG meeting on December 12 where they presented certificates of
appreciation. She said Peter Drekmeier of the Tuolumne River Trust gave his views on the Bay Delta
Plan which were completely opposite of the view Nicole Sandkulla of BAWSCA presented at the previous
meeting. She attended a Legislative meeting where they discussed hot items for the coming year.
Lobbyists were invited to discuss Mr. Weiner’s tweaks to SB 50. They discussed the Faster Bay Area
initiative. There was a presentation of the County-wide stormwater program. She also attended the JPA
San Mateo County Express Lanes Board meeting where they discussed, among other things, the
communications plan for the express lane project. She said the Flood and Sea Level Rise Board are
interviewing CEOs this week.
Mayor Aalfs– Attended PCE Board meeting where they received a detailed presentation from Dan
Richard, who is working in San Jose Mayor Liccardo’s office trying to create an alternative proposal for
the PG&E bankruptcy settlement. Mayor Aalfs asked the Councilmembers to review the liaison
appointments for the coming year. Mayor Aalfs said he will have a Coffee with the Mayor in the library
resource room on January 23. He said he and Communications & Community Engagement Analyst Chinn
will work on a list of at least seven or eight more events, roughly once a month.
(12)
TOWN MANAGER REPORT – Town Manager Dennis reported that he was having lunch next
week with the new President of Portola Valley Ranch. He said that Sequoias Executive Director, Michael
Cataldo, has left. Town Manager Dennis said staff is beginning to analyze SB 50. He said he was pleased
to read that the vast majority of residents who participated received the public safety power shutoff emails
from the Town. He said the website subcommittee will be starting soon. He said the library will host a
human library event on February 8, where people check out a “human book” who has a story to tell.
Portola Valley is hosting the first one. The “books” to check out include a Muslim, a long-term wheelchair
user, an addiction survivor, a transgender person, the County poet laureate, and others.
WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS
(13)

Town Council Digest – December 12, 2019
#4 – Agenda Packet for City Selection Committee Meeting – Friday, December 20, 2019. Mayor
Aalfs said San Bruno Rico Medina was reappointed to serve on the San Mateo County
Transportation Authority representing Northern Cities. The Vice Chair of the Council of Cities is
Regina Wallace-Jones of East Palo Alto.

(14)

Town Council Digest – December 19, 2019
14
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None.
(15)

Town Council Digest – January 2, 2020
None.

ADJOURNMENT [10:45 p.m.]
Mayor Aalfs adjourned the meeting.

_____________________________

_________________________

Mayor

Town Clerk
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INVOICE APPROVAL LIST REPORT - DETAIL WITH GL DIST
01-22-2020

Date:
Time:
Page:

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number

AARONSON DICKERSON
COHN & LANZONE
939 LAUREL STREET
SAN CARLOS
CA 94070
GL Number
05-54-4182

Legal Counsel - Equestrian Ctr

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.

21803

884
TECHC
1219165 -TOWN OF PO
Description
Town Attorney

1063
Invoice Amount
57.20
Check No.
Total for

ACCELA
2633 CAMINO RAMON
SAN RAMON
CA 94583
GL Number
05-64-4311

Annual Subscription Renewal,
2/7/20 - 2/6/21
0770
TECHC
INV-ACC50136
Description
Software & Licensing

ACCOUNTEMPS
A Robert Half Company
P.O. BOX 743295
LOS ANGELES
CA 90074-3295
GL Number
05-50-4048
ACCOUNTEMPS
A Robert Half Company
P.O. BOX 743295
LOS ANGELES
CA 90074-3295
GL Number
05-50-4048
ACCOUNTEMPS
A Robert Half Company
P.O. BOX 743295
LOS ANGELES
CA 90074-3295
GL Number
05-50-4048

1063
AARONSON DICKERSON

Invoice Amount
8,586.75

Temp/Clerical/Acctg Support,
Week-ended 12/20/19
0884
TECHC
55003663
Description
Accounting Technician
Temp/Clerical/Acctg Support,
Week-ended 12/27/19
0884
TECHC
55010594
Description
Accounting Technician
Temp/Clerical/Acctg Support,
Week-ended 1/3/2020
0884
TECHC
55070682
Description
Accounting Technician

0.00
0.00
57.20

Total:

1064

Total for

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

57.20

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1064

0.00
0.00
8,586.75

Total:

ACCELA

8,586.75
8,586.75

1065

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
1,428.00

Invoice Amount
Amount Relieved
1,428.00
0.00
21806 01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
1065 01/22/2020
Invoice Amount
Amount Relieved
672.00
0.00
21807 01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
1065 01/22/2020
Invoice Amount
672.00

Total for

57.20

Amount Relieved
0.00

21805

Check No.

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21804

Check No.

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
1

1065
ACCOUNTEMPS

0.00
0.00
672.00

0.00
0.00
672.00

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

2,772.00
2,772.00
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INVOICE APPROVAL LIST REPORT - DETAIL WITH GL DIST
01-22-2020

Date:
Time:
Page:

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
ALMANAC
450 CAMBRIDGE AVE
PALO ALTO
CA 94306
GL Number
05-64-4320

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
Legal Advertising, December

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
21808

0048
TECHC
67157
Description
Advertising

1066
Invoice Amount
264.00
Check No.
Total for

AT&T

December Statements

P.O. BOX 9011
CAROL STREAM
IL 60197-9011
GL Number
05-64-4318

441
TECHC

0.00
0.00
264.00

Total:

ALMANAC

Invoice Amount
273.12

Total for
BANK OF AMERICA
Bank Card Center
P.O. BOX 53155
PHOENIX
AZ 85072-3155
GL Number
05-60-4267
05-64-4308
05-64-4311
05-64-4312
05-64-4327
05-64-4336
05-64-4337
05-66-4341
BANK OF AMERICA
Bank Card Center
P.O. BOX 53155
PHOENIX
AZ 85072-3155
GL Number
05-64-4312
BANK OF AMERICA
Bank Card Center
P.O. BOX 53155
PHOENIX
AZ 85072-3155
GL Number
05-64-4336

1066

1067

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
273.12

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

AT&T

0022
TECHC

1068

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
2,388.92

Description
Tools & Equipment
Office Supplies
Software & Licensing
Office Equipment
Educ/Train: Council & Commissn
Miscellaneous
Bank Fees
Community Hall
New Laptop for School House (2 of 3)
0022
TECHC

Invoice Amount
Amount Relieved
354.87
0.00
160.20
0.00
381.91
0.00
108.56
0.00
775.00
0.00
391.48
0.00
110.72
0.00
106.18
0.00
21843 01/22/2020
00006667 01/22/2020
01/22/2020
1068 01/22/2020

Description
Office Equipment
Employee Appreciation Lunch (3 of 3)
0022
TECHC

Invoice Amount
Amount Relieved
740.24
740.24
21844 01/22/2020
00006672 01/22/2020
01/22/2020
1068 01/22/2020

Description
Miscellaneous

Invoice Amount
1,335.93
1068

273.12
273.12

21842

Check No.

264.00
264.00

1067

December Statement (1 of 3)

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21841

Description
Telephones

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
2

0.00
0.00
740.24

0.00
0.00
1,335.93

Amount Relieved
1,192.21
Total:

4,465.09
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INVOICE APPROVAL LIST REPORT - DETAIL WITH GL DIST
01-22-2020

Date:
Time:
Page:

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number

Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
Total for

BUCKLEY PLUMBING

Refund Deposit, 1 Grove Ct

2227 NATIONAL AVE
HAYWARD
CA 94545
GL Number
96-54-4207

1260
TECHC

1069
Invoice Amount
1,580.00
Check No.
Total for

CALIFORNIA BLDG STANDARDS COMM

Qtrly BSA Report, Oct-Dec '19

2525 NATOMAS PARK DRIVE
SACRAMENTO
CA 95833
GL Number
05-56-4224

458
TECHC

BANK OF AMERICA
21809

Description
Deposit Refunds, Other Charges

BUCKLEY PLUMBING

CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE CO

Water Service, 12/10/19-1/9/20

3525 ALAMEDA DE LAS PULGAS
MENLO PARK
CA 94025844
GL Number
05-64-4330

0011
TECHC

Total:

CALIFORNIA BLDG STANDARDS C

1071
Invoice Amount
116.27

Total for

1071

CALIFORNIA CHAMBER OF COMM

Invoice Amount
1,290.29

Total for

1072

326.70

0.00
0.00
116.27

Total:

1072

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

326.70

Amount Relieved
0.00

21846

Description
Utilities

0.00
0.00
326.70

Amount Relieved
0.00

21810

Check No.

1,580.00
1,580.00

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1070

CALIFORNIA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
P.O. BOX 398342
SAN FRANCISCO
CA 94139-8342
GL Number
05-64-4308

2020 Employee Poster/HR Guide
Customer #510550
847
TECHC
11403628
Description
Office Supplies

0.00
0.00
1,580.00

Total:

Invoice Amount
326.70

Total for

4,465.09

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1069

1070

Check No.

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21811

Description
BSA/SMIP/DSA Fees

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
3

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

116.27
116.27

0.00
0.00
1,290.29

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE CO

1,290.29
1,290.29

Page 43

INVOICE APPROVAL LIST REPORT - DETAIL WITH GL DIST
01-22-2020

Date:
Time:
Page:

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
CALPERS
FISCAL SERVICES DIVISION
ATTN: RETIREMENT PROG ACCTG
SACRAMENTO
CA 94229-2703
GL Number
05-50-4080

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
January Unfunded Liability

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
21812

0107
TECHC

1073

Description
Retirement - PERS

Invoice Amount
5,977.90
Check No.
Total for

CASEY CONSTRUCTION INC

Refund Deposit, 846 Portola

619 SYLVAN WAY
EMERALD HILLS
CA 94062
GL Number
96-54-4207

2021
TECHC

PO BOX 398847
SAN FRANCISCO
CA 94139-8847
GL Number
05-66-4340

P.O. BOX 3629
REDWOOD CITY
CA 94064-3629
GL Number
05-54-4216

1074
CASEY CONSTRUCTION INC

CLEAN ROOFING

Refund Deposit, 4 Woodfern

1445 KOLL CIRCLE #109
SAN JOSE
CA 95112
GL Number

0878
TECHC
Description

0.00
0.00
67.82

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

CED BAY AREA
21848
1076
Invoice Amount
2,410.17

Total for

67.82
67.82

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
2,410.17

Amount Relieved
0.00

1076

Total:

CITY OF REDWOOD CITY (IT)
21849
1077
Invoice Amount

1,155.00
1,155.00

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1075

December IT Support

Check No.

0.00
0.00
1,155.00

Total:

Invoice Amount
67.82

586
TECHC
BR54938
Description
IT & Website Consultants

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
Amount Relieved
0.00

1075

Total for

5,977.90
5,977.90

21847

Check No.

CITY OF REDWOOD CITY (IT)

CALPERS

TH Stairway Light Replacement
1199
TECHC
7003-731229
Description
Building Maint Equip & Supp

0.00
0.00
5,977.90

Total:

Invoice Amount
1,155.00

Total for
CED BAY AREA

1073

1074

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21813

Description
Deposit Refunds, Other Charges

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
4

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
Amount Relieved

2,410.17
2,410.17

0.00
0.00
1,000.00
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INVOICE APPROVAL LIST REPORT - DETAIL WITH GL DIST
01-22-2020

Date:
Time:
Page:

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
96-54-4205

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
C&D Deposit

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
1,000.00
Check No.
Total for

CLEANSTREET
1937 W. 169TH STREET
GARDENA
CA 90247-5254
GL Number
22-60-4266
CLEANSTREET
1937 W. 169TH STREET
GARDENA
CA 90247-5254
GL Number
05-66-4342
20-60-4262
22-60-4266

CLEAN ROOFING

1078

Invoice Amount
78.44
3,870.20
929.38

Total for

P.O. BOX 34744
CITY OF INDUSTRY
CA 91716-0533
GL Number
05-64-4318

0045
TECHC

330 VILLAGE LANE
LOS GATOS
CA 95030-7218
GL Number
96-54-4190
COTTON SHIRES & ASSOC. INC.

0047
TECHC
16104, 16105, 16106
Description
Geologist - Charges to Appls
Dec Applicant Charges - 2 of 2

330 VILLAGE LANE
LOS GATOS
CA 95030-7218
GL Number
96-54-4190

0047
TECHC
16107
Description
Geologist - Charges to Appls

0.00
0.00
985.13

Total:

CLEANSTREET

Invoice Amount
129.54

Total for
Dec Applicant Charges - 1 of 2

1078

1079

Check No.

COTTON SHIRES & ASSOC. INC.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

5,863.15
5,863.15

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
129.54

Amount Relieved
0.00

1079

Total:

COMCAST
21852
1080

129.54
129.54

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

Invoice Amount
Amount Relieved
4,785.08
0.00
21853 01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
1080 01/22/2020
Invoice Amount
1,393.84

0.00
0.00
4,878.02

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00
0.00

21814

Description
Telephones

1,000.00
1,000.00

Invoice Amount
Amount Relieved
985.13
0.00
21851 01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
1078 01/22/2020

Check No.

WiFi, 12/21/19 - 1/20/2020

Total:

21850

0034
TECHC
96091
Description
Litter Clean Up Program
Quarterly & Dec Litter/Street
Clean
0034
TECHC
96305
Description
Landscape Supplies & Services
Street Sweeping
Litter Clean Up Program

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

0.00

1077

November ROW Litter Clean-up

COMCAST

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
5

Amount Relieved
0.00

0.00
0.00
4,785.08

0.00
0.00
1,393.84
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INVOICE APPROVAL LIST REPORT - DETAIL WITH GL DIST
01-22-2020

Date:
Time:
Page:

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.

Check No.
Total for
COUNTY OF SAN MATEO - PSC
PUBLIC SAFETY COMMUNICATIONS
REDWOOD CITY
CA 94063
GL Number
05-62-4281

FY 19-20 2nd Qtr. Dispatch /
Communications Services
0835
TECHC
PVPD 20-02
Description
Public Safety Communications

1081
Invoice Amount
588.00

COUNTY OF SAN MATEO (LAFCO)

Invoice Amount
1,460.27

Total for

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATIO

Invoice Amount
17.45

Total for

588.00
588.00

0.00
0.00
1,460.27

Total:

1084

Check No.

15,167.25

Amount Relieved
0.00

21817

0806
TECHC
1181276390
Description
Telephones

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1083

December LD Telephone Svc

15,167.25

0.00
0.00
588.00

Total:

1083

Description
BSA/SMIP/DSA Fees

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1081

0054
TECHC

6,178.92

Amount Relieved
0.00

21816

Check No.

PO BOX 660343
DALLAS
TX 75266-0343
GL Number
05-64-4318

COUNTY OF SAN MATEO - PSC

SMISHMF Qtr Rep, Oct-Dec '19

6,178.92

0.00
0.00
15,167.25

Total:

861
TECHC

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21815

Description
Dues

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1082

FY 2019-20 LAFCO Apportionment

Total for

EXCEL LD

COTTON SHIRES & ASSOC. INC.

Invoice Amount
15,167.25

Check No.

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division of Administrative
801 K STREET MS22-15
SACRAMENTO
CA 95814-3531
GL Number
05-56-4224

Total:

1082

Total for
COUNTY OF SAN MATEO (LAFCO)
Attn: Juan Raigoza, Dep Cont
555 COUNTY CENTER, 4TH FLOOR
REDWOOD CITY
CA 94063
GL Number
05-64-4322

1080

21854

Check No.

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
6

1084
EXCEL LD

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1,460.27
1,460.27

0.00
0.00
17.45

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

17.45
17.45
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INVOICE APPROVAL LIST REPORT - DETAIL WITH GL DIST
01-22-2020

Date:
Time:
Page:

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
GO NATIVE INC
P.O. BOX 370103
MONTARA
CA 94037
GL Number
05-66-4342
05-68-4414

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
TC & Springdown Vegetation
Maintenance - Dec 2019
632
TECHC
3385
Description
Landscape Supplies & Services
CIP Spring Down OpSpa Imp

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
21855
1085
Invoice Amount
2,660.00
5,320.00
Check No.
Total for

HILLYARD, INC
P.O. BOX 843025
KANSAS CITY
MO 64184-3025
GL Number
05-66-4340
05-66-4341
25-66-4340

INT'L INSTITUTE OF MUNI CLERKS

2020 Dues, Hanlon

8331 UTICA AVENUE
RANCHO CUCAMONGA
CA 91730
GL Number
05-64-4322

635
TECHC

1689 MORSE AVE
VENTURA
CA 93003
GL Number
05-58-4244

487.64
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1087

0.00
0.00
170.00

Total:

INT'L INSTITUTE OF MUNI CLERKS

1088
Invoice Amount
402.48

487.64

Amount Relieved
0.00

21858

Total for

0.00
0.00
487.64

HILLYARD, INC

Portable Lavs 12/19/19-1/15/20

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

Total:

Invoice Amount
170.00

829
TECHC
220823
Description
Portable Lavatories

7,980.00

1086

1087

Total for

7,980.00

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00
0.00

21857

Check No.

J.W. ENTERPRISES

GO NATIVE INC

Invoice Amount
162.54
162.55
162.55

Description
Dues

0.00
0.00
7,980.00

Total:

1086

Total for

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00

21856

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1085

Janitorial Supplies
531
TECHC
603703696
Description
Building Maint Equip & Supp
Community Hall
Building Maint Equip & Supp

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
7

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

170.00
170.00

0.00
0.00
402.48

Amount Relieved
0.00

1088
J.W. ENTERPRISES

Total:

402.48
402.48
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Time:
Page:

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
DAVID JONES

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
Refund Deposit, 385 Golden Oak

385 GOLDEN OAK DR
PORTOLA VALLEY
CA 94028
GL Number
96-54-4207

1261
TECHC

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
21818
1089

Description
Deposit Refunds, Other Charges

Invoice Amount
399.82
Check No.
Total for

KUTZMANN & ASSOCIATES
39355 CALIFORNIA STREET
FREMONT
CA 94538
GL Number
05-54-4200

LYNCH ELECTRIC & SONS INC

1365
TECHC
2019.850
Description
Mechanical Sys Maint & Repair
TC Lighting Maintenance

1160 INDUSTRIAL ROAD, #18
SAN CARLOS
CA 94070
GL Number
05-66-4340
05-66-4341
25-66-4340

1365
TECHC
2019.851
Description
Building Maint Equip & Supp
Community Hall
Building Maint Equip & Supp

Invoice Amount
3,881.50

19 SEAPORT BOULEVARD
REDWOOD CITY
CA 94063
GL Number
05-66-4341

399.82
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1090

0.00
0.00
3,881.50

Total:

KUTZMANN & ASSOCIATES

1091

Invoice Amount
354.41
165.00
165.00

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
694.00

Total:

LYNCH ELECTRIC & SONS INC
21861

923
TECHC
976974
Description
Community Hall

1092
Invoice Amount
184.40
Check No.

1092

0.00
0.00
684.41

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00
0.00

1091

CH Drain Repair

3,881.50
3,881.50

Invoice Amount
Amount Relieved
694.00
0.00
21860 01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
1091 01/22/2020

Total for

399.82

Amount Relieved
0.00

21859

Check No.

LYNGSO GARDEN MATERIALS INC

DAVID JONES

Timer for SH Water Heater

1160 INDUSTRIAL ROAD, #18
SAN CARLOS
CA 94070
GL Number
05-66-4346
LYNCH ELECTRIC & SONS INC

0.00
0.00
399.82

Total:

1090

Total for

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21819

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1089

December Plan Checks
0090
TECHC
PV-191231
Description
Plan Check Services

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
8

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1,378.41
1,378.41

0.00
0.00
184.40

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

184.40
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
Total for

DELLE MAXWELL

Refund Deposits, 40 Minoca

40 MINOCA ROAD
PORTOLA VALLEY
CA 94028
GL Number
96-54-4207
96-54-4207

0543
TECHC
Invoice Amount
5,820.72
500.00

Total for

1040 DAVIS STREET #203
SAN LEANDRO
CA 94577
GL Number
96-54-4205

1258
TECHC

Supplement 2019, Update 5 to
PV Code of Ordinances
788
TECHC
00338123
Description
Codification

Refund Deposit, 5 Quail

960 N. SAN ANTONIO RD #121
LOS ALTOS
CA 94022
GL Number
96-54-4205

1262
TECHC

0.00
0.00
1,000.00

MCNELY CONSTRUCTION COMPA
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1,000.00
1,000.00

0.00
0.00
306.00

Amount Relieved
0.00

1095

Total:

MUNICIPAL CODE CORPORATION

1096
Invoice Amount
929.20

Total for

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

Total:

21822

Check No.

6,320.72

1094

Invoice Amount
306.00

Description
C&D Deposit

6,320.72

Amount Relieved
0.00

1095

Total for
NORWELL, INC

DELLE MAXWELL

21862

Check No.

184.40

0.00
0.00
6,320.72

Total:

Invoice Amount
1,000.00

Total for

P.O. BOX 2235
TALLAHASSEE
FL 32316
GL Number
05-64-4300

1093

1094

Description
C&D Deposit

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00

21821

Check No.

MUNICIPAL CODE CORPORATION

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1093

Check No.

Refund Deposit, 302 Portola

LYNGSO GARDEN MATERIALS INC
21820

Description
Deposit Refunds, Other Charges
Deposit Refunds, Other Charges

MCNELY CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
9

1096
NORWELL, INC

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

306.00
306.00

0.00
0.00
929.20

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

929.20
929.20
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
NOLTE ASSOCIATES, INC. NV5
P.O. BOX 74008680
CHICAGO
IL 89193-3243
GL Number
96-54-4194

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
July '19 Outstanding Applicant
Charges (clarified)
0104
TECHC

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
21863
1097

Description
Engineer - Charges to Appls

Invoice Amount
2,683.61
Check No.
Total for

PERS HEALTH

January Health Premium

VIA EFT

0108
TECHC

GL Number
05-50-4086

December Statements

BOX 997300
SACRAMENTO
CA 95899-7300
GL Number
05-64-4330

0109
TECHC

1530 OAKLAND RD., #150
SAN JOSE
CA 95112
GL Number
05-66-4341
05-66-4344
25-66-4344

1098
PERS HEALTH

PG&E

1100

11,319.86
11,319.86

Invoice Amount
1,203.35
2,467.64
1,232.14

Total for

0.00
0.00
11,319.86

Total:

1100

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
Amount Relieved
0.00

21865

402
TECHC
37221
Description
Community Hall
Janitorial Services
Janitorial Services

11,290.99
11,290.99

1099

December Janitorial

2,683.61

0.00
0.00
11,290.99

Total:

Invoice Amount
11,319.86

Total for

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

2,683.61

Amount Relieved
0.00

1099

Check No.

PLATINUM FACILITY SERVICES

NOLTE ASSOCIATES, INC. NV5

21864

Description
Utilities

0.00
0.00
2,683.61

Total:

Invoice Amount
11,290.99

Total for
PG&E

1097

1098

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21823

Description
Health Insurance Medical

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
10

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
4,903.13

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00
0.00
Total:

PLATINUM FACILITY SERVICES

4,903.13
4,903.13
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
PORTOLA VALLEY HARDWARE

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
December Statement

112 PORTOLA VALLEY ROAD
PORTOLA VALLEY
CA 94028
GL Number
05-58-4240
05-60-4267
05-66-4340

0114
TECHC

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
21866
1101

Description
Parks & Fields Maintenance
Tools & Equipment
Building Maint Equip & Supp

Invoice Amount
154.07
715.58
126.22
Check No.
Total for

JASON PRESSMAN

Refund Deposit, 127 Ash Ln

127 ASH LANE
PORTOLA VALLEY
CA 94028
GL Number
96-54-4205

1263
TECHC

18403 WATTERS DRIVE
CASTRO VALLEY
CA 94546
GL Number
05-54-4188

1102
JASON PRESSMAN

1103
Invoice Amount
39.98

Total:

PURCHASE POWER

1104
Invoice Amount
1,525.50
Check No.
Total for

0.00
0.00
39.98

Amount Relieved
0.00

21826

1370
TECHC
6061
Description
Transcription Services

1104

5,000.00
5,000.00

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1103

Transcription Svcs, Dec '19

995.87

0.00
0.00
5,000.00

Total:

0755
TECHC

Total for

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

995.87

Amount Relieved
0.00

21825

Check No.

RAMONA'S SECRETARIAL SERVICES

PORTOLA VALLEY HARDWARE

Postage Meter Replenish

Description
Postage

0.00
0.00
995.87

Total:

Invoice Amount
5,000.00

Total for
PURCHASE POWER
Pitney Bowes Inc.
PO BOX 371874
PITTSBURGH
PA 15250-7874
GL Number
05-64-4316

1101

1102

Check No.

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00
0.00

21824

Description
C&D Deposit

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
11

39.98
39.98

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
1,525.50

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

RAMONA'S SECRETARIAL SERVIC

1,525.50
1,525.50
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
RENNE PUBLIC LAW GROUP
SAN FRANCISCO
CA 94104
GL Number
05-54-4182

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
Legal Consult. 11/1-11/30/2019

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
21827

0485
TECHC
3261
Description
Town Attorney

1105
Invoice Amount
4,600.65
Check No.
Total for

ROBERTS MARKET
3015 WOODSIDE ROAD
WOODSIDE
CA 94062
GL Number
05-52-4147

Annual Volunteer Party Beverages
1236
TECHC
82426826, INT-8284
Description
Volunteer Appreciation

RON RAMIES AUTOMOTIVE, INC.

November Fuel Statement

115 PORTOLA ROAD
PORTOLA VALLEY
CA 94028
GL Number
05-64-4334

422
TECHC

ROBERTS MARKET

SAGE CONTRACTORS

Refund Deposit, 315 Grove Dr

3620 HAVEN AVENUE, STE A
REDWOOD CITY
CA 94063
GL Number

0590
TECHC
Description

602.58

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1107

0.00
0.00
554.62

Total:

RON RAMIES AUTOMOTIVE, INC.

1108
Invoice Amount
1,000.00

Total for

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

554.62
554.62

0.00
0.00
1,000.00

Amount Relieved
0.00

1108

Total:

SABER ROOFING INC
21830
1109
Invoice Amount

602.58

Amount Relieved
0.00

21829

Check No.

0.00
0.00
602.58

Total:

Invoice Amount
554.62

Description
C&D Deposit

4,600.65

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1106

Refund Deposit, 132 Corte
Madera
577
TECHC

4,600.65

Amount Relieved
0.00

1107

Total for

2995 WOODSIDE ROAD
WOODSIDE
CA 94062
GL Number
96-54-4205

RENNE PUBLIC LAW GROUP

21867

Description
Vehicle Maintenance

0.00
0.00
4,600.65

Total:

Invoice Amount
602.58

Check No.

SABER ROOFING INC

1105

1106

Total for

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21828

Check No.

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
12

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
Amount Relieved

1,000.00
1,000.00

0.00
0.00
500.00
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
96-54-4207

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
Deposit Refunds, Other Charges

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
500.00
Check No.
Total for

SAN MATEO SHERIFF
OFFICE OF EMERGENCY SERVICES
400 COUNTY CENTER
REDWOOD CITY
CA 94063-0978
GL Number
05-62-4286
SAN MATEO SHERIFF
OFFICE OF EMERGENCY SERVICES
400 COUNTY CENTER
REDWOOD CITY
CA 94063-0978
GL Number
05-62-4282
05-62-4284
10-62-4284

Emergency Svc JPA, FY 2019-20
Hazmat Services
0119
TECHC
PS-INV103303
Description
Emergency Services Council JPA
FY 19/20 2nd Qtr Law Enforcem.

SAGE CONTRACTORS

Invoice Amount
246,244.50
26,830.25
15,306.00

0.00
0.00
17,515.00

Total:

SAN MATEO SHERIFF

1111
Invoice Amount
250.00

Total for
Garbage Franchise Negotiation
Consultant, Sep-Nov 2019
0790
TECHC
PV-009
Description
Miscellaneous Consultants

Total:

ALISHA SENESCU

1112

Total for

0.00
0.00
250.00

Amount Relieved
0.00

21834

Check No.

305,895.75
305,895.75

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1111

Invoice Amount
18,692.88

0.00
0.00
288,380.75

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00
0.00

21833

Description
Community Hall Deposits

500.00
500.00

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1110

Facility Deposit Refund, Event
12/14/2019
0756
TECHC

Check No.

SLOAN, VAZQUEZ, MCAFEE
Municipal Solid Waste Advisors
3002 DOW AVE. #116
TUSTIN
CA 92780
GL Number
05-54-4214

Total:

Invoice Amount
Amount Relieved
17,515.00
0.00
21832 01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
1110 01/22/2020

Total for

6 RUSSELL AVENUE
PORTOLA VALLEY
CA 94028
GL Number
05-00-2561

1109

1110

0119
TECHC
PS-INV103310
Description
San Mateo County Sheriff's Ofc
COPS Addl Traffic Patrols
COPS Addl Traffic Patrols

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

0.00

21831

Check No.

ALISHA SENESCU

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
13

250.00
250.00

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
18,692.88

Amount Relieved
0.00

1112
SLOAN, VAZQUEZ, MCAFEE

Total:

18,692.88
18,692.88
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
SMALL BUSINESS BENEFIT PLAN TR
BELMONT
CA 94002-0156
GL Number
05-50-4090

Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number
February Dental / Vision

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.
21835

0132
TECHC
Description
Health Ins Dental & Vision

Invoice Amount
2,311.00

Total for

1931 OTOOLE WAY
SAN JOSE
CA 95131
GL Number
05-58-4240
05-66-4342

Town Fields Gopher Trapping,
Dec 2019
0824
TECHC
61692
Description
Parks & Fields Maintenance
Landscape Supplies & Services

Refund Deposit, 240 Golden Oak

240 GOLDEN OAK DR
PORTOLA VALLEY
CA 94028
GL Number
96-54-4207

1259
TECHC

PO BOX 5676
PORTLAND
OR 97228-5676
GL Number
05-50-4091

0469
TECHC

PO BOX 7441
SAN FRANCISCO
CA 94120-7441

0122
TECHC

2,311.00

0.00
0.00
975.00

Total:

SMITH'S GOPHER TRAPPING SVC
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

975.00
975.00

0.00
0.00
842.50

Amount Relieved
0.00

1115

Total:

CAROL SONTAG

1116
Invoice Amount
543.46

Total for
January Premium

1114

21837

Check No.

2,311.00

Amount Relieved
0.00
0.00

Invoice Amount
842.50

Description
Long Term Disability Insurance

STATE COMP INSURANCE FUND

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1115

Total for
LTD / Life Premium

SMALL BUSINESS BENEFIT PLAN

21836

Check No.

0.00
0.00
2,311.00

Total:

Invoice Amount
482.50
492.50

Description
Deposit Refunds, Other Charges

STANDARD INSURANCE CO.

1113

1114

Total for

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

21868

Check No.

CAROL SONTAG

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1113

Check No.

SMITH'S GOPHER TRAPPING SVC

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
14

842.50
842.50

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
543.46

Amount Relieved
0.00

1116

Total:

STANDARD INSURANCE CO.
21838
1117

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

543.46
543.46

0.00
0.00
1,847.17
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Invoice Description1
Invoice Description2
Vendor Number
Bank
Invoice Number

Vendor Name
Vendor Name Line 2
Vendor Address
City
State/Province Zip/Postal
GL Number
05-50-4094

Ref No.
PO No.
Check No.

Description
Worker's Compensation

Invoice Amount
1,847.17
Check No.
Total for

THERMAL MECHANICAL, INC

Invoice Amount
643.75

Total for

THERMAL MECHANICAL, INC

Invoice Amount
353.66

Total for
WOODSIDE FIRE PROTECTION DISTR

Fuel Mitigation Engineer,
Tree and brush work
709
TECHC
FME_101
Description
WFPD-Fuel Mitigation Engineer

Total Invoices:

66

Total:

VERIZON WIRELESS

1120

Total for

0.00
0.00
353.66

Amount Relieved
0.00

21840

Check No.

1120

643.75
643.75

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1119

Invoice Amount
5,179.84

1,847.17

0.00
0.00
643.75

Total:

1119

Check No.

1,847.17

Amount Relieved
0.00

21839

0131
TECHC
9845004339
Description
Telephones

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

1118

December Cellular

P.O. BOX 660108
DALLAS
TX 75266-0108
GL Number
05-64-4318

808 PORTOLA ROAD
PORTOLA VALLEY
CA 94028
GL Number
05-54-4218

STATE COMP INSURANCE FUND

1118

Check No.

VERIZON WIRELESS

Total:

21869

955
TECHC
78298
Description
Community Hall

Taxes Withheld
Discount Amount
Check Amount

Amount Relieved
0.00

1117

CH Boiler Pump Check

425 ALDO AVENUE
SANTA CLARA
CA 95054
GL Number
05-66-4341

Discount Date
Pay Date
Due Date
Check Date

01/15/2020
3:26 pm
15

353.66
353.66

01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020
01/22/2020

0.00
0.00
5,179.84

Amount Relieved
0.00
Total:

WOODSIDE FIRE PROTECTION DI
Grand Total:
Less Credit Memos:
Net Total:
Less Hand Check Total:
Outstanding Invoice Total:

5,179.84
5,179.84
465,738.86
0.00
465,738.86
0.00
465,738.86
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Warrant Disbursement Journal
January 22, 2020

Claims totaling $465,738.86 having been duly examined by me and found to be correct are hereby approved and verified by
me as due bills against the Town of Portola Valley.

Date________________

________________________________
Jeremy Dennis, Treasurer

Motion having been duly made and seconded, the above claims are hereby approved and allowed for payment.
Signed and sealed this (Date) _____________________

_______________________________
Sharon Hanlon, Town Clerk

_________________________________
Mayor

A - Advisory Member
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N - New Appointment
R - Reappointment

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Committee and Commission Memberships – January 2020
Planning Commission – 5 Members
Goulden, Jon (R)
Hasko, Judith (R)
Kopf-Sill, Anne (R)
Targ, Nicholas (R)
Craig, Taylor (R)
Architectural and Site Control Commission – 5 Members
Breen, Danna (R)
Koch, Megan (R)
Ross, David (R)
Sill, Al (R)
Wilson, Jane (R)
Bicycle, Pedestrian and Traffic Safety Committee –11 Members Maximum
Cheung, Kenny (R)
Hanes, Gary (R)
Hey, Angela (R)
Holland, Edward (R)
Pierce, Robert (R)
Welch, Kevin (R)
VACANCIES (5)
Cable and Utilities Undergrounding Committee – 7 Members
Buja, Christopher (R)
Lavine, Kenneth (R)
Lee, Merijane (R)
Weintraut, Neil (R)
VACANCIES (3)
Conservation Committee – 9 Members
Chiariello, Nona (R)
DeStaebler, Marge (R)
Heiple, Paul (R)
Magill, Catherine (R)
Murphy, Judith (R)
Plunder, Marianne (R)
Stromeyer, Katharina (N)
Walz, Dieter (R)
VACANCY (1)
Cultural Arts Committee – 12 Members
Badger, John (N)
Bishop, Paige (R)
Breiner, Mimi (R)
Chaput, Sue (R)
Graham, Kyle (R)
Stewart, Sally (R)
Welch, Jerrie (R)
VACANCIES (5)

A - Advisory Member
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N - New Appointment
R - Reappointment

Emergency Preparedness Committee – 5-11 Members
Bercow, Mark (R)
Duval, Lorrie (N)
Howes, David (R)
Pfau, Dale (R)
Raanes, Chris (R)
Rothrock, Ray (R)
Shefren, Jerry (N)
Taylor, Craig (R)
Trapp, Bud (R)
VACANCIES (2)
Finance Committee – 7 Members Maximum
Lavine, Kenneth (R)
Neely, Lucy (R)
Pressman, Jason (R)
Savage, George (R)
Takei, Michele (R)
Urban, William (R)
VACANCY (1)
Geologic Safety Committee – 5 Members
Ernst, Gary (R)
Tabor, Rowland (R)
Vedder, Jack (R)
Wrucke, Chet (R)
VACANCY (1)
Historic Resources Committee – 5 Members Minimum
Bacon, Virginia (R)
Knudsen, Phyllis (R)
Lipman, Jim (R)
Lund, Nancy (R)
VACANCIES (1)
Nature and Science Committee – 5- 9 Members
Bray, Michael (R)
Tryce, Yvonne (R)
VACANCIES (3)
Open Space Acquisition Advisory Committee – 7 Members Maximum
Chiariello, Nona (R)
Lee, Terry (R)
McIntosh, Chip (R)
Nielsen, Gary (R)
Paine, Ward (A)
Taylor, Craig (R)
VACANCY (1)

A - Advisory Member
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N - New Appointment
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Parks and Recreation Committee – 13 Members
Bowen, Lindsay (R)
Dewes, Patty (N)
Diarte, Heriberto (R)
Haldea, Shruti (R)
Hsu, Christopher (R)
Myers, Jon (R)
VACANCIES (7)
Public Works Committee – 5 Members Minimum
Bowen, Lindsay (R)
Boyle, Bob (R)
Coleman, Joe (N)
Doherty, Alex (R)
Hedlund, Steve (R)
Paris, Mark (R)
Patterson, Wil (R)
Skadden, John (R)
Welch, Kevin (R)
Sustainability Committee – 5 - 9 Members
Flynn, Rebecca (R)
Hays, Walter (N)
Maxwell, Delle (R)
Taylor, Loverine (R)
Unnasch, Stefan (R)
VACANCIES (4)
Trails and Paths Committee – 9 Members
Coleman, Joe (R)
Doherty, Alex (R)
Eckstein, Barb (R)
Ferrari, Ellie (R)
Gold, Susan (R)
Hanning, Gary (R)
Leach, Fred (N)
VACANCIES (2)
Ad-Hoc Wildfire Preparedness Committee
Duval, Lorrie (N)
Pfau, Dale (N)
Plunder, Marianne (N)
Sill, Al (N)
Tomars, Michael (N)
Vahtra, Karen (N)

(Advisory members are not included in membership count)
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
STAFF REPORT
______________________________________________________________________________________

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY

TO:

Mayor and Members of the Town Council

FROM:

Jeremy Dennis, Town Manager

DATE:

January 22, 2020

RE:

First Annual Council/Committee Workshop

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Town Council and attending Committee members discuss
potential priorities and council/committee communications.
DISCUSSION
In this first annual Council/Committee Workshop, the Town Council has invited each Town
Committee to provide a venue for a broad discussion on potential projects and initiatives
for the year.
This meeting is also an opportunity to discuss how Council creates its fiscal year priorities,
the role of the Council Liaison, and how the Council reviews Committee recommendations.
This workshop is intended to be informal and interactive.

C:\Users\shanlon\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Outlook\ZMK0IOOD\Workshop staff report.docx
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TOWN of PORTOLA VALLEY
Town Hall: 765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA 94028 ~ Tel: (650) 851-1700 Fax: (650) 851-4677

January 22, 2020

Council/Committee Workshop
1. Intros
2. Why have a workshop?
3. Description of Council Priority process
4. Discussion of Council/Committee communications
a. Council liaison
b. Council direction
c. Committee recommendations
5. Sharing of FY 2020-21 potential priorities (high level information sharing and
discussion)
a. Committees
b. Council
6. Next steps
a. Council Priority Setting – February 26 study session
b. Committee 2019 annual reports – April/May
c. Council Priority Setting – finalized April 8
d. Council Priorities shared with Committees – April 9
7. Adjourn workshop
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#6

There are no written materials for Discussion on PG&E Restructuring
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2020 Council Liaison Appointments
Type

Organization

Role

When Meets

Liaison
Liaison
Liaison
Liaison
Alt
Alt
Alt
Alt
Liaison
Alt
Rep
Rep
Alt
Liaison
Rep
Rep

as announced
as announced
alternate/even months, 2nd Thursday at 5:00 pm
as announced
as announced
4th Tuesday at 7:30 pm
as announced
1st Monday at 7:30 pm
as announced
alternate months, 3rd Monday at 10:30 am
as announced
once a month
4th Friday, 6 pm
as announced
quarterly, or as announced
as announced

Liaison
Liaison
Liaison
Liaison
Alt
Rep
Rep
Rep

2nd and 4th Mondays at 7:00 pm
1st and 3rd Wednesdays at 7:00 pm
alternate/odd months, last Thursday at 7:15 pm
alternate months, 3rd Monday at 10:30 am
2nd Thursday of each month
2nd Thursday, 6:30 pm
quarterly, 12 noon to 1:00 pm
2nd Thursday, 5:30 – 6:30 pm

Rep
Rep
Rep
Rep
Rep

3rd Wednesday, 2:00 pm
4th Friday, 6:00 pm
2md Friday of each month at 9:00 am
2nd & 4th Mondays of each month 4:00-6:00 pm
1st Monday, 5:00 pm

Jeff Aalfs (Mayor)
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
County
County
County
County
Regional
Special

Geologic Safety Committee
Historic Resources Committee
Nature and Science Committee
Public Works Committee
Cable & Utilities Undergrounding Committee
Conservation Committee
Open Space Acquisition Advisory Committee
Parks & Recreation Committee
PV School District
Sustainability Committee
Los Trancos/Vista Verde
Peninsula Clean Energy (PCE)
San Mateo County Council of Cities
SCS/RHNA Policy Advisory Committee
League of CA Cities
West Bay Sanitary District

Maryann Derwin (Vice Mayor)
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County

ASCC (Jan, Feb, March)
Planning Commission (Oct, Nov & Dec)
Friends of the Library
Sustainability Committee
Cultural Arts Committee
C/CAG City County Assoc. of Governments
C/CAG Finance Committee
C/CAG Legislative Committee
C/CAG Resource Management and Climate
Protection (RMCP) Committee
San Mateo County Council of Cities
San Mateo County Express Lanes JPA
San Mateo County Flood & Sea Level Rise
San Mateo County Libraries JPA Governing
Board

Craig Hughes
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
County
County
Regional
Regional
Special
Other

ASCC (July, Aug, Sept)
Liaison
Planning Commission (April, May, June)
Liaison
Ad-Hoc Town Center Master Plan Committee Liaison
Bicycle, Pedestrian & Traffic Safety Committee Liaison
Cable & Utilities Undergrounding Committee Liaison
Open Space Acquisition Advisory Committee Liaison
Trails and Paths Committee
Liaison
Emergency Preparedness Committee
Alt
Finance Committee
Alt
Geologic Safety Committee
Alt
FireWise Committee
Rep
Peninsula Clean Energy
Alt
ABAG
Rep
Airport Roundtable
Alt
West Bay Sanitary District
Alt
Stanford University
Alt

2nd and 4th Mondays at 7:00 pm
1st and 3rd Wednesdays at 7:00 pm
as announced
1st Wednesday at 8:15 am
as announced
as announced
3rd Tuesday at 8:15 am, or as announced
1st Thursday at 8:00 am in the EOC
as announced
as announced
3rd Thursday at 4:00 pm
once a month
1 annual meeting plus as announced
1st Wed., 7 pm
as announced
as announced
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John Richards
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
County
County
County
County
Regional

ASCC (Oct, Nov, Dec)
Planning Commission (Jan, Feb, March)
Conservation Committee
Cultural Arts Committee
Emergency Preparedness Committee
Historic Resources Committee
Nature and Science Committee
Public Works Committee
Trails and Paths Committee
Friends of the Library
PV School District
The Sequoias
Emergency Services Council
HEART MAC of San Mateo County
MROSD
San Mateo Library JPA Governing Board
Woodside Fire Protection District

Liaison
Liaison
Liaison
Liaison
Liaison
Alt
Alt
Alt
Alt
Alt
Alt
Liaison
Liaison
Rep
Liaison
Alt
Liaison

2nd and 4th Mondays at 7:00 pm
1st and 3rd Wednesdays at 7:00 pm
4th Tuesday at 7:30 pm
2nd Thursday of each month
1st Thursday at 8:00 am in the EOC
as announced
alternate/even months, 2nd Thursday at 5:00 pm
as announced
3rd Tuesday at 8:15 am, or as announced
alt/odd months, last Thursday at 7:15pm
as announced
as announced
quarterly
4th Wednesday, 2 pm (twice annually)
as announced
1st Monday at 8:15 am, bimonthly
as announced

Ann Wengert
Town
Town
Town
Town
Town
County
County
County

ASCC (April, May, June)
Liaison
Planning Commission (July, Aug, Sept)
Liaison
Finance Committee
Liaison
Parks & Recreation Committee
Liaison
Bicycle, Pedestrian & Traffic Safety Committee Alt
C/CAG City County Assoc. of Governments
Alt
C/CAG Finance Committee
Rep
C/CAG Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Rep
Committee (BPAC)
County FireWise Committee
Alt
County HEART MAC of San Mateo County
Rep
County MROSD
Alt
County San Mateo County Council of Cities
Alt
County SCS/RHNA Policy Advisory Committee
Alt
Regional ABAG
Alt
Regional Airport Roundtable
Rep
Regional League of CA Cities
Alt
Other
Stanford University
Liaison

2nd and 4th Mondays at 7:00 pm
1st and 3rd Wednesdays at 7:00 pm
as announced
1st Monday at 7:30 pm
1st Wednesday at 8:15 am
2nd Thursday, 6:30 pm
quarterly, 12 noon to 1:00 pm
3rd Thursday at 4:00 pm
4th Wednesday, 2 pm (twice annually)
as announced
4th Friday, 6 pm
as announced
1 annual meeting plus as announced
1st Wed., 7 pm
quarterly, or as announced
as announced

Page 64

#8

There are no written materials for Council Liaison Committee and Regional
Agencies Reports
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#9

There are no written materials for Town Manager Report
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TOWN COUNCIL WEEKLY DIGEST
Friday – January 10, 2020

1.

Agenda – Architectural & Site Control Commission – Monday, January 13, 2020

2.

Agenda (Special) – Bicycle, Pedestrian & Traffic Safety Committee - Wednesday, January 15, 2020

3.

Agenda (Cancellation) – Planning Commission – Wednesday, January 15, 2020

4.

Letter from Resident Caroline Vertongen re: Concerns of Conflict of Interest, Ethics Laws and
Committees – January 6, 2020

5.

Memo from San Mateo County Transit District Directors Matsumoto, Stone and Collins re Annual
Update – January 8, 2020

6.

Invitation to Council of Cities – City of Burlingame Hosting – Friday, January 31, 2020

7.

Flyer – C/CAG “Save the Date” – Call for Projects: San Mateo County Shuttle Program FY 2020/21
and FY 2021/22 – Monday, January 13, 2020

8.

Western City Magazine – January 2020

Attached Separates (Council Only)
(placed in your town hall mailbox)

1.

LABOR Newsletter – January 2020

#1
Page 67

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY

Meetings of the Architectural Site Control Commission (ASCC)
Monday, January 13, 2020
7:00 PM – Regular ASCC Meeting
Historic Schoolhouse
765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA 94028

_____________________________________________________________________________
SPECIAL ASCC FIELD MEETING
4:00 PM 228 Westridge Drive - Architectural Review for an addition of attic area and new landscaping plan
associated with a single-family residence currently under construction
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA
7:00 PM - CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
Commissioners Ross, Sill, Wilson, Vice Chair Breen and Chair Koch
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
Persons wishing to address the Architectural and Site Control Commission on any subject not on the agenda
may do so now. Please note however, that the Architectural and Site Control Commission is not able to
undertake extended discussion or action tonight on items not on the agenda.
OLD BUSINESS
1. Architectural and Site Development Review of an application for an addition, remodel, and associated site
improvements to an existing single-family residence, 96 Hillbrook Drive, Pouliot Residence, File #
PLN_ARCH19-2019 (D. Parker)
NEW BUSINESS
2. Architectural Review for an addition of attic area and new landscaping plan associated with a single-family
residence currently under construction, File #PLN_ARCH10-2019, 228 Westridge Drive, Dolin Residence
(D. Parker and L.Russell)
COMMISSION, STAFF, COMMITTEE REPORTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
3. Commission Reports
4. Staff Report
5. News Digest: Planning Issues of the Day
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
6. ASCC Meetings of December 9, 2019 and December 18, 2019
ADJOURNMENT
AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION
For more information on the projects to be considered by the ASCC at the Special Field and Regular meetings, as well as the scope of reviews and actions tentatively
anticipated, please contact Carol Borck in the Planning Department at Portola Valley Town Hall, 650-851-1700 ex. 211. Further, the start times for other than the first
Special Field meeting are tentative and dependent on the actual time needed for the preceding Special Field meeting.
Any writing or documents provided to a majority of the Town Council or Commissions regarding any item on this agenda will be made available for public inspection
at Town Hall located 765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA during normal business hours. Copies of all agenda reports and supporting data are available for viewing
and inspection at Town Hall.
ASSISTANCE FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the Planning Department at (650)
851-1700. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the Town to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.
PUBLIC HEARINGS
Public Hearings provide the general public and interested parties an opportunity to provide testimony on these items. If you challenge any proposed action(s) in
court, you may be limited to raising only issues you or someone else raised at the Public Hearing(s) described in this agenda, or in written correspondence delivered
to the Architectural and Site Control Commission at, or prior to, the Public Hearing(s).

#2
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY

Special - Bicycle, Pedestrian and Traffic
Safety Committee Meeting
Wednesday, January 15, 2020 – 8:15 AM
Historic Schoolhouse
765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________

SPECIAL MEETING AGENDA
1. Roll Call
2. Review and Approval of the Minutes of the December 4, 2019 meeting

3. Resident and Committee Open Comments
4. Sheriff's Report
a. Accidents and Citations
b. Updated requests for Law enforcement presence, as required
5. Public Works update
6. Ongoing Committee Business 2019 to 2020
a. “Committees Workshop with Town Council,” January 22nd, 7:00 pm: A chance to
discuss Committee goals and priorities for the next 12-month period. All Committee
members welcome.
b. Public Works and Krupka Consulting Presentation to the February 10 th ASCC
meeting. Paul Krupka and Howard Young will present the Pedestrian Safety Draft
Scope for Study and Pre-design. BPTS Chair attendance has been requested.
c. School Crossing Flags. Ongoing discussion of benefits and implications of flags
for pedestrians, placed by Corte Madera School at the crosswalk located at the
intersection of Alpine Rd and Indian Crossing.
d. Windy Hill parking monitor – Observations and updates on parking behaviors.
7. 2019 – 2020 Outreach
a. Outreach events calendar for 2020 – Request for Committee input
i. Participation in Town events
ii. Committee Run Events
8. Matters Arising
9. Time and Date for February 2020 meeting. Default 8:15 am, February 5th.
10. Adjournment

#3
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
7:00 PM – Regular Meeting of the Planning Commission
Wednesday, January 15, 2020
Historic Schoolhouse
765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA 94028

NOTICE OF MEETING CANCELLATION
PORTOLA VALLEY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
REGULARLY SCHEDULED FOR
Wednesday, January 15, 2020

Notice is hereby given that the Portola Valley Planning Commission meeting regularly
scheduled for Wednesday, January 15, 2020 has been cancelled.
The Planning Commission will hold a Special Meeting on Thursday, January 30, 2020 at
7:00 PM, in the Historic Schoolhouse, located at 765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA.
The next regular meeting of the Portola Valley Planning Commission is scheduled for
Wednesday, February 5, 2020 at 7:00 PM, in the Historic Schoolhouse, located at 765
Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA.

#4
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Your Honorable Mayor Aalfs
Your Honorable Vice-Mayor Derwin
Your Honorable Members of Town Council
Town Manager Jeremy Dennis
Town Counsel Cara Silver

TO\NN OF P\.TffOlJ-\ V/\LLEY

Caroline Vertongen
Portola Valley, Ca 94028

January 6, 2019

Re; Town Council meeting January 8, 2020

Dear Members of Portola Valley Town Council and staff,
First of all "Happy New Year".
There are several issues I would like to address with this letter.
1) As Legal Counsel Cara Silver explained during the December 11, 2018 council meeting,
the Fair Political Reform Act relies on individual citizens to monitor the decision making of
their elected and appointed representatives to identify whether they have a conflict of
interest on a specific decision - but when I tried to fulfill that responsibility Vice Mayor
Derwin posted false and defamatory statements via email and circulated that email to
Town Council members on January 15, 2019, stating that I am a bully and that I have
Xenophobic views. I have approached Vice Mayor to discuss the matter, but she walks
away. I have sent a certified letter in February 2019 asking to provide evidence to
substantiate the false and defamatory comments and in case there is no evidence that she
retract her false and defamatory comments and apologize. To this day I have not received
the evidence. I insist that I am not a bully and I do not have Xenophobic views, but I
am a responsible American citizen and responsible healthcare provider who will continue
to defend parents, students, teachers, faculty, and other professionals who are being
retaliated against for fulfilling their responsibilities, for protecting their own and others,
and for disclosing the abusive, fraudulent, illegal and criminal conduct that is harming
many vulnerable lives in Silicon Valley. We are making progress, but more needs to be
done. If indeed Vice Mayor Derwin has the evidence to support her false and defamatory
statements, I request that she presents that evidence on January 8, 2020. If she does not
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have the evidence I request that Vice Mayor Derwin retracts her false and defamatory
comments and apologizes.
The list of constituents in Portola Valley who are being treated with disrespect, who are
intimidated and/or who have been retaliated against is growing. It is not just unethical and
illegal, but also unacceptable.
Last January Town Council members and staff received the links to the Government
Ethics Laws, which are available online at https://www.scu.edu/government-ethics/
resources/california-government-ethics-laws/ and the handbook on Public Service Ethics
Laws published by the Institute for Local Government (ILG) also available on line. This year I
would like to refer to the online Ethics and Transparency (AB 1234) training presented by
ILG presented at the League of California cities Annual Conference -September 2017 to
help restore the problems we have in Portola Valley.
This presentation should be shared with all constituents, members of Town Council
Committees. and staff. The presentation confirms that it is Town Counsel Silver's job to
promote compliance with public service laws; however, Town Counsel Silver only started in
2017, is not present during committee meetings, and several committees do not post the
minutes.
Many PV constituents have echoed my concerns and have expressed their own
concerns, but we continue to be ignored and our concerns continue to be dismissed.
I cannot provide you the list of concerns in 3 minutes of oral communication, but I
suggest that PVTown Council organizes a meeting with interested community members and
Town Counsel Cara Silver to discuss our concerns, present the issues and solutions to assist
our local government to govern openly, effectively, and ethically; to promote collaboration,
and to foster a healthy and sustainable community.
I have addressed a variety of issues openly at oral communications, during committee
meetings, by email and by mail. Despite the confirmation by Counsel Cara Silver that all
forms of communication need to be published many of my comments are not. I am not the
only one. Many others have reported that our oral communications are not always recorded,
that letters and emails are not recorded, and/or that our comments are misrepresented.
As a token of good faith efforts I suggest we schedule that meeting at the next Town
council meeting on January 8.
2) I am also writing you with the request to postpone your consent for agenda items# 3 and
#5 and I hope we will have an opportunity to further discuss items #7 and #8
a) We received the agenda and minutes of some prior committee meetings only last Friday.
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b) some of the minutes were posted for the first time and we (constituents and committee
members) did not have the opportunity to ask questions.
agenda #3: Disband the Ad-Hoc Housing on Town Owned properties.
there are still many unanswered questions e.g Portola Valley had 30 properties in
2017 and has now 37 but the Ad-Hoc committee only mentioned 4.
PV constituents would like to know all 37 properties and how they were funded.
#5. I read the attachments, but still do not understand the need for Portola Valley. I
hope you open the discussion and explain the necessity before adopting the resolution
#7 the recommendations of the OPEB subcommittee were just released.
#8 Mr. Dennis suggested to replace the Town Financial system at the December
meeting with the Finance Committee.
I am not sure that the Members of the Finance committee saw the OPEB report and
the contract. I am also wondering if the contract was signed on December 31, 2019 as is
mentioned in the attachments.
c) The switch has a major financial impact on the Town's budget and I wondering why this
item is being rushed.
d) We also lost our finance director and we do not know who takes over his responsibilities.
I hope you will review my questions and concerns.
It is not only a token of good faith efforts, but also in the best interest of all to govern
openly, effectively, and ethically, and needed to ensure the health and sustainability of our
community.

Thank you,
Sincerely,

#5
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MEMO
To: San Mateo County City Councilmembers
From: SM County Transit District Directors Karyl Matsumoto, Charles Stone, and Ron Collins
Re: Annual Update

January 8, 2020

Dear Colleagues,

We are honored to serve as your City Selection Committee representatives on the San Mateo
County Transit District Board. As 2019 comes to a close, we wanted to take a few moments to
do a brief “Year in Review” for you. Each of us, as well as District staff, is always available to
talk with you about any concerns or questions you have. District General Manager, Jim Hartnett,
has created a culture of transparency and collaboration during his tenure with the District and his
team stands ready to work with you and your respective staffs.
2018 was a tremendously important year for the District; thanks to the hard work and support of
a diverse group of stakeholders – including many of you – Measure W passed by a “thin
landslide” (a term coined by District communications staffer, Jessica Epstein.) Not wanting to
rest on our collective laurels, the Board and staff moved into 2019 with an eye toward
implementing new programs and putting Measure W monies to good use.
New Express Bus Service
The District launched Route FCX in August 2019 between Foster City and Downtown San
Francisco. Route FCX serves Foster City’s residents and San Francisco-based employees by
providing an easy, affordable option for commuters that reduces and/or eliminate transfers
required to complete trips to and from work. We are thrilled that Route FCX has seen an average
weekday ridership of 400 passenger trips per day, with nearly half of the riders reportedly never
having ridden a SamTrans bus before.
In addition to connecting Foster City’s higher-density employment and residential
neighborhoods with San Francisco, the new express bus route supports the District’s mission of
serving those most in need of transit services with stops in northern San Mateo’s Shoreview
neighborhood – an area designated by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission as a
community of concern.
This is the first of six planned express bus routes rolling out over the next five years.
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Reimagine SamTrans
In July, the District launched a comprehensive operational analysis (“COA”) known as
“Reimagine SamTrans.” Over the next 2 years, the District will study operations and the route
network to identify challenges and opportunities in a process heavy in reliance on data and
public input.
Reimagine SamTrans began with three key goals in mind:
•

Improve the experience for existing SamTrans customers

•

Grow new and more frequent ridership on SamTrans

•

Build SamTrans’ efficiency and effectiveness as a mobility provider

Phase I of the project began in November and included an assessment of the current state of the
SamTrans bus system, as well as outreach and market research to identify what both current and
potential riders want from SamTrans bus service. The first phase will come to a close with the
creation of a set of guidelines for how to design better bus service and measure future success.
Phase II will begin in spring 2020 with an adoption of a new service policy framework by the
Board. Following adoption of the policy framework, the project team will develop up to three
service design alternatives for each bus route in the system. Another round of public outreach in
summer of 2020 will gather input on the alternatives before the Board votes on a final bus
system alternative developed based on public input.
Phase III will begin in fall 2020 with additional public outreach and development of a plan for
implementation of the new SamTrans bus system. The Board will then adopt a new bus system
design in winter 2020 before implementation begins in 2021.
This project presents a real opportunity to help shape the future bus and mobility system in San
Mateo County. Redesigning the bus system allows SamTrans to make choices that will lead the
agency into the future. To learn more or participate in Reimagine SamTrans, visit
www.ReimagineSamTrans.com and please, help us spread the word to your various
constituencies.
Outreach
The Youth Mobility Plan (YMP) adopted by the SamTrans Board of Directors in 2017 was
designed to build the next generation of SamTrans riders through programs and policies aimed at
youth and college students. One component of the plan called for a pilot expansion of the
Way2Go program to include local colleges.
Try Transit
In the spring 2019, SamTrans launched a two-week free pass program for San Mateo
Community College students called SMCCCD Try Transit in order to better understand the
travel patterns of students, introduce new riders to SamTrans, and build a stronger relationship
with our local community colleges.
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Approximately 40% of pass recipients reported using SamTrans much more during the two-week
period, while 30% used it a little more and the remainder using it about the same. About 87% of
recipients said they were either somewhat or very likely to continue to ride SamTrans in the
future, and over 90% said they would recommend SamTrans to a friend. A whopping 97% said
they would be interested in an unlimited pass for the school year, and over half said they’d be
willing to pay a mandatory transportation fee as part of tuition if SamTrans could increase its
frequency to colleges and make the trip faster.
The pass usage coupled with the survey data shows the demand for SamTrans service, and
proves that efforts like this can incentivize additional transit use and effectively entice new riders
to use the system. This data will be used to determine the next steps to pursue the goals laid out
in the YMP, and service to local college campuses will be a focus of the ongoing Reimagine
SamTrans effort.
Several directors have also expressed an interest in a free youth rider pilot program.
Electric Bus Fleet
The year 2019 marked the beginning of SamTrans’ zero-emissions future, as two electric batterypowered buses started service. In March of 2018, the SamTrans Board of Directors voted to
purchase new electric vehicles to replace some of the older diesel models still in use, the first
step towards the agency’s goal of having a fully zero-emissions fleet by 2032. The buses, whose
batteries were manufactured locally by Burlingame’s Proterra, have USB charging ports, Wi-Fi
capability, and a low floor design allowing more-efficient ramps instead of lifts for disabled
passengers. In addition, the electric vehicles run much quieter than diesel buses and have a large
rear window, making for a better rider experience. With eight more electric buses entering into
service next year, and a commitment from the Board of Directors to no longer buy dieselpowered vehicles, we can expect to see many more of these buses on the road in San Mateo
County.
SamTrans OnDemand
In May 2019, the agency launched SamTrans OnDemand, a year-long microtransit pilot program
serving Pacifica’s Linda Mar community.
OnDemand offers riders the flexibility to request a trip aboard a SamTrans shuttle bus within the
designated coverage area through a smartphone app or by calling SamTrans Customer Service,
similar to other hide-hailing apps like Uber and Lyft, providing direct corner-to-corner service.
Because SamTrans OnDemand replaced the FLX Pacifica route, the first few months of the pilot
focused on transitioning existing riders to the new service. Now, it has shifted to targeting new
riders to utilize OnDemand. If the pilot proves successful, it could serve as a model for
potentially expanded service in other of the San Mateo County. To learn more, visit
www.SamTrans.com/OnDemand
Caltrain
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As many of you know, the District is the managing agency for the Peninsula Corridor Joint
Powers Board (“Caltrain.”)
Caltrain Business Plan
The Caltrain Business Plan is an in-depth technical and policy document that will set the future of
Caltrain for the next 20-40 years. This joint agency effort will provide a long-term vision for the Caltrain
corridor by identifying the service level and infrastructure needed to support the vision and growth
Caltrain is projected to experience, and how we will pay for it. The plan also focuses on the business case,
community impacts, and Governance structure of Caltrain, and potential impacts, analyzing which option
has the maximum benefit to all four areas of focus.
Under the Service Vision adopted by Caltrain at the October 3 board meeting, fast and frequent service
would be the standard on the line every day, all day – ensuring riders and communities are able to get
where they need to be safely and efficiently. Over the period of this vision, service would increase to
eight trains per direction per peak hour (up from five), with all day Baby Bullet express service every 15
minutes, and increased off-peak and weekend service. This increased frequency, paired with longer trains,
would massively expand capacity to nearly 180,000 riders per day (up from 63,000).
More work in the ensuing months will continue with a final plan expected to be adopted by early 2020.
For more information about the Caltrain Business Plan, visit: www.caltrain2040.org.
Caltrain Governance
At a retreat in November, the Board agreed to examine various governance options to meet the needs of a
changing and evolving organization. The current model, with the District acting as the managing agency,
has produced one of the most efficient commuter rail systems in the U.S. with a farebox recovery ratio
that is the envy of many rail services. Some from other counties seem intent on changing this model
completely and removing the District as the managing agency. Others seem to genuinely want to see what
improvements can be made. This is a space to pay close attention to in 2020.

Caltrain Electrification
Caltrain electrification improvements will be implemented to improve service while transitioning to an
electric fleet. Over the past six months, foundations have been in the process of being installed at the
South San Francisco, Menlo Park and San Jose stations. Poles have started to be installed at the South San
Francisco and San Mateo stations. Construction for power substations have started at the South San
Francisco, San Jose, Redwood City, Sunnyvale and San Mateo stations. Currently, the first three train sets
are being assembled in Salt Lake City, Utah at an offsite location. The first trains are set to be tested in an
offsite location by late 2019, and by early 2020, the first fully electrified trains are set to be delivered to
Caltrain and put through extensive testing. The new high-performance electric trains will include Wi-Fi
service onboard the systems new fleet, thanks to funding from the Transit and Intercity Rail Capital
Program (TIRCP).

Bike Parking Improvements
Bicycles are a major mode of access to the Caltrain system, providing an efficient and sustainable way for
riders to arrive at their origin station or final destination. Caltrain is currently working to create a
comprehensive policy regarding bicycle parking and shared micro-mobility options; station specific
designs for bicycle stations; and recommendations for shared micro-mobility devices along the corridor.
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This plan is designed not only to address the current needs of cyclists who use Caltrain, but also long term
needs.
In addition to the bike plan, improvements at stations are currently underway, with a focus on 10 stations.
On-demand electronic bike lockers were recently installed at the 22nd Street Station and Santa Clara
Station, and more e-lockers and bicycle racks are projected to be installed at Belmont, San Jose Diridon,
San Carlos, and Mountain View stations by late 2019 or mid-2020. Caltrain has also made a commitment
to spend $3.5 million on bike parking and mobility prior to electrification (2022), as part of the TIRCP
funding. For more information about Bike Parking Improvements, visit: www.caltrain.com/bikes.

Grade Separations
25th Avenue
Caltrain is working in cooperation with the City of San Mateo to separate the tracks from the road at East
25th Avenue in San Mateo. This grade separation will alleviate local traffic congestion, reduce horn noise,
and improve safety for both motorists and pedestrians. After completion, there will be east-west street
connections at 28th and 31st Avenues, and a new Hillsdale Station with updated amenities at 28th Avenue.
The new station will feature a center-boarding platform, offering passengers convenient access to both
southbound and northbound trains. For more information about this project, visit
www.caltrain.com/25thGS.
Burlingame Broadway
Caltrain is working in cooperation with the City of Burlingame to separate tracks from the road at
Broadway. The Broadway rail crossing is ranked the highest on the California Public Utility Commission
Grade Separation Priority List. A grade separation will enhance safety for motorists and pedestrians,
improve traffic flow, reduce train horn noise, and eliminate the need for a “hold out” rule. The project is
still in its early phases, at 35% design. For more information about the Burlingame Broadway Grade
Separation, visit: www.caltrain.com/BBGS.
Scott/Linden Grade Separation
Caltrain is working with the cities of South San Francisco and San Bruno to develop and evaluate options
for grade separations at South Linden Avenue in South San Francisco and Scott Street in San Bruno.
Although these crossings are at two different locations, they are evaluated together in one study due to
their close proximity (approximately 1,850 feet apart). The project is still at its early stages. The City of
San Bruno recently secured funding to conduct a traffic study to evaluate possible grade separation
solutions, including the closing of Scott Street with bicycle and pedestrian access via an over or
underpass. More details to follow in the future.

Transit Oriented Development on Caltrain Property
Expanding Transit Oriented Development (TOD) throughout the corridor is a priority for Caltrain, and
2019 saw great strides towards more housing near our stations. Caltrain staff have been preparing the Rail
Corridor Use Plan (RCUP) which will go before the Board of Directors in January of 2020. This plan will
determine which Caltrain property will be needed for the growth of the railroad and which can be used to
build housing for TOD projects. Staff have identified two parcels, totaling 4.8 acres, at Redwood City and
Mountain View that are prime candidates for TOD. An additional 6.8 acres across four sites have
potential for development, but have mitigating factors that will need to be resolved to make them ideal for
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housing. The issues of housing and transportation are fundamentally linked, and Caltrain is doing its part
to provide transit-adjacent housing in order to alleviate the Bay Area housing crisis.

Caltrain Fare Changes
In September 2019, the Caltrain Board of Directors adopted a new fare structure to address the increasing
demand for the system. Unlike many transit systems, Caltrain does not receive dedicated funding to
support its operations. Therefore, Caltrain is heavily reliant on passenger fare recovery to fund the
operations and maintenance of its trains. As regional costs increase and increased service through
electrification are expected, the Caltrain Board adopted the following changes: an increase of up to 20%
on the GoPass, the reduction of clipper discounts from $.50 to $.25 per one-way ticket. The Board is
proposing a $.50 increase to the base fare in 2020, a $.25 increase in zone fare in 2022 and another $.50
increase to base fare in 2024 as a quasi-inflationary matter. Caltrain is also set to participate in the
Metropolitan Transportation Committee’s Means-Based Discount Fare pilot program, providing eligible
participants a 20% discount off single-ride adult Clipper Card Caltrain fares.
These changes will go into effect in 2020. The GoPass price increase along with the removal of Clipper
discounts would be implemented January 1, 2020. The incremental fare change would be implemented in
July 2020. Lastly, the MTC Means-Based Discount Fare pilot program is set to begin in spring 2020.

Downtown Rail Extension (DTX)
Caltrain continues to work the Transbay Joint Powers Authority (TJPA) to improve commuter rail service
in San Francisco. The Downtown Rail Extension (DTX) will extend Caltrain commuter rail from its
current terminus at Fourth and King streets to the new Transbay Transit Center. It will also deliver the
California High-Speed Rail Authority’s future high-speed rail service to the Transit Center.
The 1.3-mile rail extension (1.95 miles of total construction length) will be constructed principally below
grade using cut-and-cover and mined tunneling methods underneath Townsend and Second Streets. The
project includes an underground station at Fourth and Townsend streets, six structures for emergency exit,
and ventilation along the alignment, utility relocation and rail systems work.

Fourth and Townsend Street Station
The new underground station at Fourth and Townsend Streets will serve Caltrain commuters. The station
entrances along the north and south sides of Townsend Street will lead to two levels below grade: a
concourse mezzanine and a train platform. For more information, visit: www.tjpa.org/project/dowtownrail-extension.

Diridon Station Integration Concept Plan
The Diridon Integrated Station Concept Plan (DISC) is a partnership between the California High-Speed
Rail Authority (CHSRA), Caltrain, the City of San Jose, and the Santa Clara Valley Transportation
Authority (VTA) to design a transportation hub that will provide seamless access between the varying
transit modes the station is anticipated to serve. San Jose Diridon Station is already a major transit hub in
San Jose, with Caltrain, ACE, VTA, Capitol Corridor, and Amtrak utilizing the station. Additionally, both
public and private buses use the station. In the future, Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) and CHSRA are
anticipated to use this station. As a result, there is a need to expand and redesign the station to address the
future increases in transit services and ridership.
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The current station is already at capacity and will not be able to meet the demands of future transit
service. The goal of the design of Diridon Station will be to provide a more efficient, sustainable, and
accessible transportation network that can serve well over 100,000 anticipated riders daily. The plan will
include two components: a spatial configuration of track and station elements and an organization
structure to deliver the envisioned station. For more information, visit: www.diridonsj.org.

Thank you for your continued support and your dedication to making San Mateo County a better
place. We wish you all success and happiness in 2020 and invite you to contact us with any
questions or concerns you might have throughout the year.

Warmly,

Karyl Matsumoto
(Northern District City
Selection Committee
Appointee)

Charles Stone
(Central District City
Selection Committee
Appointee)

Ron Collins
(Southern District City
Selection Committee
Appointee)
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Dinner/Meeting Announcement
Friday, January 31, 2020
Everyone is encouraged to attend these monthly meetings. This is a great opportunity
to meet colleagues from other cities, work together on solutions for our county, get to
know how other cities handle issues, make friends and helpful connections, and learn
what’s going on with the “big” issues we seldom have time to discuss at council
meetings.

LOCATION

SCHEDULE

New England Lobster Market
& Eatery
824 Cowan Road
Burlingame, CA 94010

6:00 p.m.
6:30 p.m.
7:00 p.m.
7:30 p.m.
8:30 p.m.

Social Time
Business Meeting
Dinner
Program
Adjourn

Phone Number (650) 443-1559

Please contact Chair Sue Vaterlaus if you wish
to bring up an item for group discussion or give a committee report.
Telephone: (650) 291-0470 or email: vaterlauss@ci.pacifica.ca.us

MENU
Buffet Style Dinner
$65.00 per person
Light Appetizers
Mixed Green Salad
An assortment of Lobster, Crab and Hotdog Rolls, Lobster Meat,
Chicken Entrée, Chowder, sides, and desserts
Please RSVP by Friday, January 24, 2020 to Meaghan Hassel-Shearer at
mhasselshearer@burlingame.org or 650-558-7203
Please make checks payable to:
City of Burlingame
Attn: Meaghan Hassel-Shearer, City Clerk
501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, CA 94010
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Business Meeting at 6:30pm
Friday, January 25, 2019
6:30 p.m.
•

Call to Order by Chair Sue Vaterlaus

•

Roll Call and Introduction of Mayors, Council Members and Guests

•

Business Meeting

•

Approval of Minutes of Previous Meeting and Treasurer’s Report

•

Committee Reports

•

Old Business

•

New Business

•

Announcements

7:30 p.m.
•

Introduction of the Program by Mayor Emily Beach

Vision Zero
Vision Zero is a strategy to eliminate all traffic fatalities and severe injuries, while increasing
safe, healthy, equitable mobility for all. It was first implemented in Sweden in 1997 when the
Parliament introduced a policy aimed to eliminate deaths and major injuries on their roads by
2020, and bring them to zero by 2050. Vision Zero is the idea that every traffic collision is
preventable, whether through engineering, education or enforcement. Since 1997, Sweden
and other European countries practicing Vision Zero have reduced traffic fatalities by about
50%. Vision Zero is not a slogan -- it's a fundamentally different, multi-disciplinary approach
to traffic safety. Learn more from our guest panel that includes Emma Shlaes, Deputy
Director of Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition; Hans Larsen, Fremont Public Works Director and
former San Jose Director of Transportation, and others.

8:30 p.m.
•

Meeting Adjourned
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MAP and DIRECTIONS to:
New England Lobster Market and Eatery
824 Cowan Road
Burlingame, CA 94010

Directions from Northbound 101
▪ Take exit 421 for Millbrae Avenue
▪ Turn right onto E. Millbrae Avenue
▪ Turn right onto Old Bayshore Highway
▪ Turn right onto Cowan Road (destination is on the right)
Directions from Southbound 101
▪ Take exit 420 for Millbrae Avenue
▪ Turn left onto E. Millbrae Avenue
▪ Turn right onto Old Bayshore Highway
▪ Turn right onto Cowan Road (destination is on the right)
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SAVE THE DATE
Call for Projects (CFP): San Mateo County
Shuttle Program FY 2020/21 & FY 2021/22
CFP Shuttle Workshop

Monday, January 13, 2020
1:30 PM – 3:00 PM
San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans)
1250 San Carlos Avenue
4th Floor, Dining Conference Room
San Carlos, CA 94070
Please RSVP by Friday, January 10th, 2020 to
Jennifer Williams: williamsj@samtrans.com
This workshop will provide an overview of the shuttle program, Call for Projects
guidelines, and the application process. For more information, please visit our website:

http://www.smcta.com/Projects/Call_for_Projects.html
For questions, contact Jennifer @ 650.508.6343
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TOWN COUNCIL WEEKLY DIGEST
Thursday – January 16, 2020

1.

Agenda (Canceled) – Sustainability Committee – Monday, January 20, 2020

2.

Agenda – Trails & Paths Committee - Tuesday, January 21, 2020

3.

Agenda – Open Space Acquisition Advisory Committee – Thursday, January 23, 2020

4.

Notice of Town Hall Closure in Observance of Martin Luther King Jr. Day – Monday, January 20,
2020

5.

Invitation to Coffee with the Mayor – Portola Valley Town Hall - Thursday, January 23, 2020

Attached Separates (Council Only)
(placed in your town hall mailbox)

1.

None
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Sustainability Committee Meeting
Monday, January 20, 2020 10:30AM to 12:30 PM
Town Hall – Conference Room
NOTICE OF CANCELLATION
_____________________________________________________________________________

SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE
MEETING CANCELLATION NOTICE

The regular meeting of the Sustainability Committee,
scheduled for Monday, January 20, 2020,
has been canceled.

A special meeting has been scheduled for
Monday, February 3, 2020, 10:30 a.m., in the
Town Hall Conference Room.
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY
Trails and Paths Committee
Tuesday, January 21, 2020 8:15 AM
Historic Schoolhouse at Town Center
765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

MEETING AGENDA

1. Call to Order
2. Oral / Community Communications
3. Approval of Minutes: December 17, 2019 Meeting
4. Old Business
a. Stanford Subdivision Subcommittee: Gary – (Update/Discussion)
b. Coal Mine Ridge Open Space, Maps and Signage: Susan (Update/Discussion)
c. Trail Conditions, Work, and Budget (December): (Howard - Update/Discussion)
5. New Business
a. Selection of Chair, Vice-Chair and Secretary
b. Trail Assignments and Monitoring: (Reassign trails and continue monitoring?)
c. Town Hike (Choose date, discuss location)
d. Development Plans: Gary (discussion, if applicable)
e. Accolades: (Discussion, if any)
6. Other Business
7. Adjournment

Enclosures:
Minutes from December 17, 2019 meeting
Trail Work Map & Memo – December, 2019
Financial Review – December, 2019
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Town of Portola Valley
Open Space Acquisition Advisory Committee
Thursday, January 23, 2020, 7:30 PM
Historic Schoolhouse
765 Portola Road, Portola Valley, CA 94028

OPEN SPACE ACQUISITION ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING AGENDA
Time - Date94028

1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call

Time - Date

3. Oral Communications
4. Approval of Minutes – November 14, 2019
5. Old Business
a) Election of new OSAAC chair
b) Frog Pond/Alpine Road open space: Nona, Craig
1) (New Business) Request for OSAAC support of transferring funds from
Open Space account to Public Works to support the survey for adding
the road remnant to Frog Pond Open Space: Town Manager Jeremy Dennis
c) Frog Pond Open Space: revised vision statement: Terry Lee
d) Open Space brochure: Craig Taylor
e) Open Space map: Nona Chiariello
f) Shady Trail discussion of fuel reduction: Gary Nielsen
g) Open space properties: updates on inaccessible, underutilized properties:
Chip McIntosh
5. New Business (see 5b 1 above)
6. Adjournment
7. Date & Time of Next Meeting

#4
Page 88

PORTOLA VALLEY
TOWN HALL

WILL BE CLOSED
Monday,
January 20, 2020
In observance of
Martin Luther King Jr.
Day
In Case of Emergency: Sheriff’s Office: 911

COFFEE
WITH THE NEW
MAYOR
January 23, 9- 11 AM

#5
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PORTOLA VALLEY TOWN HALL
765 Portola Road
Portola Valley, CA 94028

