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MONDAY, JANUARY 27, 2020 - 9:00 A.M. 
400 County Center, 1st floor 

County Board of Supervisors’ Chambers 
Redwood City, California 94063 

 
AGENDA 

 
1. Call to Order 
 
2. Roll Call 

 
3. Oral Communications and Public Comment 

This is an opportunity for members of the public to address the Oversight Board on any Oversight Board-related 
topics that are not on the agenda. If your subject is not on the agenda, the individual chairing the meeting will 
recognize you at this time. Speakers are customarily limited to two minutes. 

 
4. Action to Set the Agenda 

 
5. Approval of the January 13, 2020 Countywide Oversight Board Meeting Minutes 

 
6. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 20-21) and FY 2020-21 

Administrative Budget of the Redwood City Successor Agency 
 

7. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 20-21) and FY 2020-21 
Administrative Budget of the South San Francisco Successor Agency 
 

8. FY 2020-21 Oversight Board Meeting Calendar (Discussion Only) 
 

9. FY 2020-21 Board Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson Election (Discussion Only) 
 

10. Adjournment 
 

A copy of the Countywide Oversight Board agenda packet is available for review from the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 
400 County Center, 1st Floor, Monday through Thursday 7:30 a.m.-5:30 p.m. and Friday 8 a.m.-5 p.m.  
 
Meetings are accessible to people with disabilities. Individuals who need special assistance or a disability-related 
modification or accommodation (including auxiliary aids or services) to participate in this meeting, or who have a disability 
and wish to request an alternative format for the agenda, meeting notice, agenda packet or other writings that may be 
distributed at the meeting, should contact Sukhmani Purewal, Assistant Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, at least two 
working days before the meeting at (650) 363-1802 and/or spurewal@smcgov.org. Notification in advance of the meeting 
will enable the County to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting and the materials related to 
it. Attendees to this meeting are reminded that other attendees may be sensitive to various chemical based products. 
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   COUNTYWIDE OVERSIGHT BOARD 
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Mark Leach, Member 

  

 
 
 
 
 



San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board Meeting 
Monday, January 13, 2020, 9:00 a.m. 
400 County Center, 1st Floor, County of Board of Supervisors’ Chambers, Redwood City, CA 94063 

DRAFT MINUTES 

1. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by Chair Jim Saco at 9:01 a.m.

2. Roll Call

Present:
Board Members:  Mark Addiego; Chuck Bernstein; Tom Casey; Barbara Christensen; Mark
Leach; Denise Porterfield; and Chair Jim Saco.

Staff:  Brian Wong, Deputy County Counsel; Shirley Tourel, Assistant Controller; Matthew
Slaughter, Controller Division Manager; and Sukhmani Purewal, Assistant Clerk of the
Board.

3. Oral Communications and Public Comment
This is an opportunity for members of the public to address the Oversight Board on any
Oversight Board-related topics that are not on the agenda. If your subject is not on the
agenda, the individual chairing the meeting will recognize you at this time. Speakers are
customarily limited to two minutes.

None

4. Action to Set the Agenda

Board Member Chuck Bernstein added one (1) discussion item to the end of the agenda
regarding a request for the Controller’s Office to study the Administrative Costs included in
the ROPS. This will be the new Item No. 13 and Adjournment will be Item No. 14.

Motion to set the agenda:

RESULT:  Approved 
MOTION: Mark Leach 
SECOND: Chuck Bernstein 
AYES [7]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Tom Casey, Barbara Christensen, 

Mark Leach, Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 
NOES: None 
ABSTENTIONS: None 

5. Approval of the December 9, 2019 Countywide Oversight Board Meeting Minutes

Agenda Item No. 5 
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MOTION:  Mark Addiego 
SECOND:   Mark Leach 
AYES [7]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Tom Casey, Barbara Christensen, 

Mark Leach, Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 
NOES:  None 
ABSTENTIONS: None 
 

6. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 
20-21) and FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget of the Pacifica Successor Agency 
 
Speakers: 
Lorenzo Hines, Assistant City Manager, City of Pacifica 
 
RESULT:   Approved (Resolution No. 2020-01) 
MOTION:  Tom Casey 
SECOND:   Denise Porterfield 
AYES [7]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Tom Casey, Barbara Christensen, 

Mark Leach, Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 
NOES:  None 
ABSTENTIONS: None 
 

7. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 
20-21) and FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget of the East Palo Alto Successor Agency 
 
Speakers: 
Brenda Olwin, Finance Director, City of East Palo Alto 
Shirley Tourel, Assistant Controller 

 
RESULT:   Approved (Resolution No. 2020-02) 
MOTION:  Barbara Christensen 
SECOND:   Tom Casey 
AYES [7]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Tom Casey, Barbara Christensen, 

Mark Leach, Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 
NOES:  None 
ABSTENTIONS: None 
 

8. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 
20-21) and FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget of the San Bruno Successor Agency 
 
Speakers: 
Keith DeMartini, Finance Director, City of San Bruno 
 
RESULT:   Approved (Resolution No. 2020-03) 
MOTION:  Tom Casey 
SECOND:   Denise Porterfield 
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AYES [7]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Tom Casey, Barbara Christensen, 
Mark Leach, Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 

NOES:  None 
ABSTENTIONS: None 
 

10. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 
20-21) and FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget of the Redwood City Successor Agency 
 
Speakers: 
Carolyne Kerans, Senior Accountant, City of Redwood City 
Shirley Tourel, Assistant Controller 
 
Motion to postpone this item to the January 27, 2020 Oversight Board Meeting: 
 
RESULT:   Approved 
MOTION:  Chuck Bernstein 
SECOND:   Mark Addiego 
AYES [7]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Tom Casey, Barbara Christensen, 

Mark Leach, Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 
NOES:  None 
ABSTENTIONS: None 
 

11. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 
20-21) and FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget of the South San Francisco Successor Agency 
 
Speakers: 
Janet Salisbury, Finance Director, City of S. San Francisco 
Suzy Kim, Associate at RSG and Successor Agency’s Consultant 
Steve Mattas, Assistant City Attorney, City of South San Francisco 
Matthew Slaughter, Controller Division Manager 
Jonas Vass, Sr. Vice President – Development, Kilroy Realty 
Shirley Tourel, Assistant Controller 
 
Motion to postpone this item to the January 27, 2020 Oversight Board Meeting: 
 
RESULT:   Approved 
MOTION:  Jim Saco 
SECOND:   Tom Casey 
AYES [7]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Tom Casey, Barbara Christensen, 

Mark Leach, Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 
NOES:  None 
ABSTENTIONS: None 
 

12. South San Francisco Successor Agency Informational Item on the Disposition of the 6.61 – 
Acre Site (“PUC Site”) for High-Density, Mixed-Use Development (Discussion Only) 
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Speakers: 
Mr. Alex Greenwood, Director of Economic & Community Development 
 
Board Member Chuck Bernstein left the meeting at 10:06 a.m. and rejoined at 10:09 a.m. 
 
Ms. Nell Selander, Deputy Director of Economic & Community Development 
Eric Tao, Executive Principal, AGI – Avant Group, Inc. 
Brad Wiblin, Executive Vice President, BRIDGE Housing 
Steve Mattas, Assistant City Attorney, City of South San Francisco 
Leora Ross, speaking on behalf of Housing Leadership Council of San Mateo County 
 

9. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 
20-21) and FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget of the Foster City Successor Agency 
 
Speakers: 
Edmund Suen, Financial Services Director, City of Foster City 
 
Board Member Tom Casey left the meeting at 10:55 a.m. 
 
RESULT:   Approved (2020-04) 
MOTION:  Denise Porterfield 
SECOND:   Barbara Christensen 
AYES [6]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Barbara Christensen, Mark Leach, 

Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT:  Tom Casey 
 

13. Request for Study of the Administrative Costs Included in the ROPS (Discussion only) 
 
Board Member Chuck Bernstein introduced this item as a discussion item only. Mr. 
Bernstein has asked that the Controller’s office perform a study that would suggest some 
basis for determining the reasonableness of the administrative costs that are in included in 
the ROPS by the Successor Agencies. Controller will add this item to the March Oversight 
Board meeting agenda.  
 

14. Adjournment 
 
RESULT:   Approved 
MOTION:  Denise Porterfield 
SECOND:   Mark Leach 
AYES [6]: Mark Addiego, Chuck Bernstein, Barbara Christensen, Mark Leach, 

Denise Porterfield, and Jim Saco. 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT:  Tom Casey 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 11:01 a.m. 
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Date: January 21, 2020 Agenda Item No. 6 
 
To:   San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board 
 
From:  Shirley Tourel, Assistant Controller 
 
Subject:  Redwood City Successor Agency (SA) Annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS) 20-21 
 
 
Background  
California Health and Safety Code (HSC) Section 34180(g) requires all ROPS to be approved by the Oversight Board. 
 
Discussion 
The Annual ROPS 20-21 contains all the obligations of the SA for fiscal year 2020-21.   
 

The Redwood City SA presented their ROPS and Administrative Budget for fiscal year 2020-21 to the Board on 
January 13, 2020 for approval. The Board questioned whether the SA’s legal expenses pertaining to litigation 
against the State are allowable expenses. Oversight Board Staff consulted its counsel and with the DOF and has 
concluded that the legal expenses are allowable as part of the SA’s administrative cost allowance.  The relevant 
sections of the HSC are (emphasis added): 
  

34171(b)(5) The administrative cost allowance shall be approved by the oversight board and shall be the 
sole funding source for any legal expenses related to civil actions brought by the successor agency or 
the city, county, or city and county that created the former redevelopment agency, including writ 
proceedings, contesting the validity of this part or Part 1.8 (commencing with Section 34161) or 
challenging acts taken pursuant to these parts. Employee costs associated with work on specific project 
implementation activities, including, but not limited to, construction inspection, project management, or 
actual construction, shall be considered project-specific costs and shall not constitute administrative 
costs. 
  
34171(d)(1):  “Enforceable obligation” means any of the following: 
(F)(i) Contracts or agreements necessary for the administration or operation of the successor agency, in 
accordance with this part, including, but not limited to, agreements concerning litigation expenses 
related to assets or obligations, settlements and judgments, and the costs of maintaining assets prior to 
disposition, and agreements to purchase or rent office space, equipment and supplies, and pay-related 
expenses pursuant to Section 33127 and for carrying insurance pursuant to Section 33134. Beginning 
January 1, 2016, any legal expenses related to civil actions, including writ proceedings, contesting the 
validity of this part or Part 1.8 (commencing with Section 34161) or challenging acts taken pursuant to 
these parts shall only be payable out of the administrative cost allowance. 
  
(F)(ii) A sponsoring entity may provide funds to a successor agency for payment of legal expenses 
related to civil actions initiated by the successor agency, including writ proceedings, contesting the 
validity of this part or Part 1.8 (commencing with Section 34161) or challenging acts taken pursuant to 
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these parts. If the successor agency obtains a final judicial determination granting the relief requested 
in the action, the funds provided by the sponsoring entity for legal expenses related to successful 
causes of action pled by the successor agency shall be deemed an enforceable obligation for 
repayment under the terms set forth in subdivision (h) of Section 34173. If the successor agency does 
not receive a final judicial determination granting the relief requested, the funds provided by the 
sponsoring entity shall be considered a grant by the sponsoring entity and shall not qualify for 
repayment as an enforceable obligation. 

 
Enclosed is the Redwood City SA’s ROPS and Administrative Budget for fiscal year 2020-21 on which they are 
requesting approval by the Board to spend $3,645,155 on outstanding obligations and administrative expenses. The 
SA revised their memo to the Board and included additional explanation for their funding request for legal expenses. 
 
CAC Exhibits 
A - Redwood City SA’s Annual ROPS 20-21 
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Date:  January 17, 2020     CAC Exhibit A  
     
To:  San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board 
 
From: Kimbra McCarthy, Assistant City Manager – Administrative Services 
 
Subject: Approval of the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS) 20-21 and 

Administrative Cost Allowance Budget of the Redwood City Successor Agency (SA) 
 
Former RDA: Redwood City Successor Agency 
 
Recommendation 
Adopt resolutions approving the Redwood City SA’s ROPS 20-21 and Administrative Cost 
Allowance Budget.  

 
Background 
SAs who are not currently on the Last and Final ROPS, must submit annually a ROPS listing the SA’s 
enforceable obligations and expenses to the State Department of Finance (DOF) pursuant to 
Health & Safety Section Code (H&S) Section 34177(m) and (o). The ROPS shall include an amount 
for the SA’s Administrative Cost Allowance as authorized under the Dissolution Act, which is 
subject to a cap as set forth under H&S Section 34171. The ROPS and the Budget for the SA’s 
Administrative Cost Allowance must be approved by the Oversight Board.  
 
Discussion 
Submitted for the Oversight Board’s approval is the ROPS 20-21.  While the DOF’s ROPS template 
requires all enforceable obligations to be listed, the Oversight Board approval is for the funding 
of those items to be paid in Fiscal Year 20-21. The Administrative Cost Allowance Budget, which 
also requires Oversight Board’s approval, is submitted and attached to this report. 
 
The Successor Agency of the City of Redwood City (SA) is submitting an Administrative budget of 
$135,255.  The Redwood City SA has several outstanding issues that require a significant amount 
of staff time and, potentially, outside legal and consultant costs.   
 
Litigation 
Prior to the dissolution of the Redevelopment Agencies, the Redwood City RDA had an agreement 
with the Legal Aid Society (LAS) that the housing set aside amount of approximately $10 million 
would be used for housing projects.  Upon the RDA dissolution, the Redwood City SA retained 
this amount in order to comply with a valid enforceable obligation, the LAS agreement.  
Ultimately, Department of Finance (DOF) disagreed and required the SA to turn over this amount 
to the County and it was distributed to the various taxing entities.  The Redwood City SA, with 
the approval of the then-current Oversight Board, filed suit to re-coup this money, as did the LAS.  
The trial court ruled in favor of the DOF, and the SA and LAS appealed.  The appeal is pending, 
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but the Court of Appeals has not set a hearing date.  When that occurs, it is likely that a significant 
amount of staff time from the City Attorney’s office as well as outside counsel will be required.   
 
Disposition of land parcel 
Currently, the SA has a small land parcel located in the former RDA downtown area. This parcel  
is a small triangle of land that provides access to a culvert, which requires periodic City 
maintenance.  The DOF has disallowed the transfer of the parcel to the City as a governmental 
use and is requiring that the SA sell the parcel to the highest bidder.  However, the SA maintains 
that the parcel, due to its location, configuration and size, would be difficult to develop, and 
further, is needed by the City for a legitimate government purpose.  It is expected that 
Community Development staff time and City Manager staff time will be spent working with a 
land use consultant to provide to the DOF additional evidence that the parcel is needed for 
governmental purposes. 
 
The requested Administrative Cost Allowance Budget for the ROPS 20-21 is reasonable, given the 
issues at hand and the level of staff and/or outside legal or professional services required to 
complete these tasks.  Finally, it should be noted that any Administrative Budget that is not used 
in any given fiscal year, will be returned to the County in the form of a reduction of future year’s 
RPTTF distribution, and will subsequently be distributed to the taxing agencies.  
  
Financial Impact 
No funds are involved with the approval of the ROPS.  
 
Attachments: 
1. Draft Resolution of the Oversight Board Approving the Redwood City SA’s ROPS 20-21 and FY 

2020-21 Administrative Budget 
2. Exhibit A - Redwood City SA’s ROPS 20-21 
3. Exhibit B - Redwood City SA’s FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget 
4. Exhibit C – Summary of Obligations Under ROPS 20-21 and Supporting Documents 
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        Attachment 1 – Page 1 of 1 
RESOLUTION NO. 2020 -_____ 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE SAN MATEO COUNTY COUNTYWIDE OVERSIGHT BOARD APPROVING THE 

RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE 20-21 (“ROPS 20-21”) AND FISCAL YEAR 2020-21 
ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET OF THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE FORMER REDWOOD CITY 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY (RDA) 
 

 
WHEREAS, California Health and Safety Code (HSC) Section 34177 requires the Successor Agencies 

to prepare a Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (“ROPS”) for each 12-month fiscal period, which 
lists the outstanding obligations of the former RDA and states the sources of funds for required payments; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the Successor Agency to the Former Redwood City Redevelopment Agency has 

prepared a draft ROPS for the period July 1, 2020 to June 30, 2021, referred to as “ROPS 20-21”, claiming 
a total enforceable obligation amount of $3,645,155, as set forth in the attached Exhibit A; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to HSC 34180(g) the Oversight Board must approve the establishment of 

each ROPS; and 
 
WHEREAS, HSC 34177 requires the Successor Agencies to prepare an administrative budget for 

Oversight Board approval; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Successor Agency to the Former Redwood City Redevelopment Agency has 

prepared an administrative budget for the period July 1, 2020 to June 30, 2021, for $135,255, as set forth 
in the attached Exhibit B; and 

 
WHEREAS, HSC 34179(e) requires all action items of Countywide Oversight Boards, including the 

San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board (the “Board”), be accomplished by resolution;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board hereby 

approves the Redwood City Successor Agency ROPS 20-21 and Fiscal Year 2020-21 Administrative Budget, 
attached hereto as Exhibits A and B and incorporated herein by this reference; 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Oversight Board directs the Successor Agency to submit the 

ROPS 20-21 to the State Department of Finance upon approval by the Oversight Board. 
 
 

* * * 
 

Exhibit A – Redwood City Successor Agency’s Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule 20-21 
Exhibit B – Redwood City Successor Agency’s FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget 
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Exhibit A - Page 1 of 4
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Exhibit A - Page 2 of 4
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Exhibit A - Page 3 of 4
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Exhibit A - Page 4 of 4
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Successor Agency to the Former City of Redwood City Redevelopment Agency
ROPS 20-21 Administrative Budget
Period: 7/1/20 to 6/30/21

Description of Cost/Expense Amount

Audit of Successor Agency 1,281$          

Staff costs 133,974$     

Total 135,255$     

Exhibit B
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ROPS ROPS 20-21
Item No. ROPS Category Description of Obligation Payee Amount Supporting Documentation

1 Bonds Tax Allocation Bonds, Series 2003A (Principal) US Bank  $            1,352,544 
2 Bonds Tax Allocation Bonds, Series 2003A (Interest) US Bank 2,152,456$             

7 Other/Miscellaneous
On-going debt service bank and fiscal agent 
fees [34171 (d) 1 (A)] US Bank/Willdan 4,900$  

Attachment 2 -US Bank Invoice $2,800 & 
Willdan Invoice $2,100 

23 Admin
 Successor Agency Administrative Cost 
Allowance {34171 (b)}Legal, audit, staff costs Successor Agency 135,255$                

Attachment 3 - Admin Budget Details & General 
Ledger Printout Supporting Audit Costs

Total 3,645,155$            

EXHIBIT C - SUMMARY OF OBLIGATIONS UNDER ROPS 20-21 AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

 Attachment 1 - Debt Service Schedule
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  Exhibit C - Attachment 1
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Exhibit C - Attachment 2 
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REDWOOD CITY SUCCESSOR AGENCY ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET
Personnel Costs
ROPS 20-21  July 1, 2020 - June 30, 2021

 
Personnel Costs and Duties Department FTE Allocation Budget
Assistant City Manager - Administrative Services Administrative Services Department 0.07 23,813        

Director - Community Development and Transportation Community Development Department 0.06 16,018        

Financial Services Manager Administrative Services Department 0.05 14,516        

City Manager City Manager's Office 0.01 4,742          

City Attorney City Attorney's Office 0.05 20,549        

Principal Analyst - Finance Administrative Services Department 0.1 24,518        

Secretary Community Development Department 0.04 5,639          

Senior Accountant Administrative Services Department 0.08 17,638        

Senior Assistant City Attorney City Attorney's Office 0.02 6,541          

0.48 133,974$   

Exhibit C - Attachment 3 

Ongoing legal support for all matters concerning the dissolution of the redevelopment agency and the Successor Agency. This includes working with 
outside legal counsel.

Finance Director/Treasurer to the City and Successor Agency. Oversight for all items related to the Successor Agency; attends Oversight Board 

Attends all Oversight Board meetings. Prepartion of Recognized Obligation Payment Schedules, Administrative Budgets. Oversight of accounting and 
financial obligations of the former RDA and Successor Agency including reconciliation of ledger and reporting for continuing disclosure of debt of the 
former RDA. Serve as liasion to Controller's Office and Department of Finance. 

Attends all Oversight Board meetings; liason to Controller's Office and Department of Finance. Ensures accurate accounting and annual audit of all 
former RDA and Successor Agency transactions.

Oversight for all items related to the former RDA,  and the city's Successsor Agency. This includes working with the City Attorney and outside 
consultants on the disposition of real property. Attends Oversight Board meetings as needed.

Administrative assistance to the Community Development Director; assists with all tasks associated with the former RDA and Successor Agency items, 
including the disposition of real property.

Attends all Oversight Board meetings; preparation of oversight board meeting agenda items; and continuing disclosure of former RDA debt. Liason to 
Controller's Office and Department of Finance. Submission of ROPS and actions to DOF, continuing disclosure, and maintains permenant files and 

Ongoing legal support for all matters concerning the dissolution of the redevelopment agency and the Successor Agency. This includes working with 
outside legal counsel. Attends Oversight Board meetings as needed.

Executive Director to the Successor Agency. Oversight for all items related to the former RDA, Successor Agency, attends Oversight Board meetings as 
needed.
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V:\Countywide Oversight Board\Agendas\2020-01-27 OB Agenda\Redwood City ROPS 20-21\Audit fees per fund 18-19 to 22-23.xlsx

Allocation by
Account # FY 2018-19 FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21 FY 2021-22 FY 2022-23 6.30.18 Revenues %

General 150-61710-50 42,271$     43,538$     44,847          46,192          47,578          163,260,540           64.93%

Sewer 688-61710-50 9,633$       9,923$       10,220          10,527          10,843          37,207,391             14.80%

Water 687-61710-50 11,131$     11,465$     11,809          12,163          12,528          42,990,320             17.10%

Parking 681-61710-50 697$          718$          739                762                784                2,691,838                1.07%

Docktown 695-61710-50 85$            88$            90                  93                  96                  329,112                   0.13%
Direct Charges

CDBG-Single Audit 258-66310-50-17001 TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD will be allocated after SEFA is done

Measure A/TDA 262-61710-50 3,555$       3,662$       3,772            3,885            4,001            

UUT 153-61710-50 2,190$       2,256$       2,324            2,394            2,466            

Successor Agency 293-66410-50 1,281$       1,320$       1,359            1,400            1,442            4,948,897                1.97%

Gas Tax-Street Report 261-61710-50 1,290$       1,329$       1,369            1,410            1,452            

Port paid directly by Port 19,595$     20,183$     20,789          21,413          22,055          
SVCW paid directly by SVCW 20,565$     21,182$     21,818          22,473          23,147          
SBWMA paid directly by SBWMA -$           13,810$     14,224          14,650          15,090          

TOTAL 112,293$  129,474$  133,360$      137,362$      141,482$      100.00%

Maze & Associates - Audit Contract fee by fund
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Date: January 21, 2020 Agenda Item No.  7 
 
To:   San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board 
 
From:  Shirley Tourel, Assistant Controller 
 
Subject:  South San Francisco Successor Agency (SA) Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS) 

20-21  
 
 
Background  
California Health and Safety Section Code (HSC) Section 34180(g) requires all ROPS to be approved by the 
Oversight Board. 
 
Discussion 
The Annual ROPS 20-21 contains all the obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency (RDA) for fiscal 
year 2020-21.  
 
The SA presented their ROPS and Administrative Budget for fiscal year 2020-21 to the Board on January 13, 
2020 for approval. The Board decided to postpone action on this item to January 27, 2020 to provide the SA 
time to gather additional justification for certain ROPS items.  
 
Enclosed is the SA’s revised ROPS 20-21 on which they are requesting approval by the Board to spend 
$6,191,009 on outstanding obligations and administrative expenses.  Two changes were made since it was 
presented to the Board on January 13: 
 

• Item 14, Oyster Point soft management costs, increased by $59,158 from $168,691 to $227,849.  
• Item 48, Administrative Costs, decreased by $55,000 from $200,000 to $145,000. 

 
The changes resulted to a net increase of $4,158 from the ROPS presented on January 13.  

 
Funding Source 
HSC Section 34177(l)(1) provides that sources of funding for ROPS includes Reserves, Other Revenues, Prior 
Period Adjustment and the Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF). Furthermore, the code states 
that RPTTF can be used only up to the extent no other funding source is available. The SA has $5,053,351 in 
Reserves/Other Funds/Prior Period Adjustment and is asking $1,137,658 from RPTTF. 
 
SA Administrative Expenses 
Pursuant to HSC Section 34171 (b) (4), administrative costs are limited to the greater of $250,000 or 3% of 
the property tax distributed to the Successor Agency to pay for enforceable obligations in the preceding fiscal 
year, as reduced by the administrative cost allowance (ACA) and loan repayments to the sponsoring entity. In 
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addition, administrative costs are not to exceed 50% of property taxes allocated for enforceable obligations 
in the preceding fiscal year, as reduced by the ACA and any loan repayments made to the sponsoring entity. 
 
The SA did not receive property taxes in the preceding fiscal year, therefore, it is our conclusion that they are 
not eligible for administrative costs payable from RPTTF or other funds in the current year. Staff’s 
interpretation of the code was confirmed by the Department of Finance. The SA has requested OB staff to 
keep the $145,000 in their ROPS for the Oversight Board’s approval.  
 
Fiscal Impact 
Funding for ROPS from RPTTF reduces the amount of tax revenue available for “Residual” distributions to the 
affected taxing entities.  
 
CAC Exhibit 
A - South San Francisco SA’s Annual ROPS 20-21 and Supporting Documents 
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CAC Exhibit A 
 
Date:  January 17, 2020 
     
To:  San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board 
 
From: Mike Futrell, City Manager 
 
Subject: Approval of the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule and Administrative Cost 

Allowance Budget of the Successor Agency to the Former Redevelopment Agency 
of the City of South San Francisco for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 
2021. 

 
Former RDA: Redevelopment Agency of the City of South San Francisco 
 
Recommendation 
It is recommended that the San Mateo Countywide Oversight Board 1) adopt a resolution 
approving the Successor Agency Administrative Budget for Fiscal Year 2020-21; and 2) adopt a 
resolution approving the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule for Fiscal Year 2020-21. 

 
Background 
The Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (“ROPS”) is required by Health and Safety Code 
(“HSC”) Section 34177(l). The ROPS for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021 (“ROPS 20-
21”) requests necessary payments for enforceable obligations of the Former Redevelopment 
Agency of the City of South San Francisco (“RDA”) for Fiscal Year 2020-21. 
 
The Successor Agency to the Former Redevelopment Agency of the City of South San Francisco 
(“Successor Agency”) approved the proposed ROPS 20-21 on January 8, 2020.  The approving 
resolution authorized Successor Agency staff to make changes to the ROPS as needed. 
 
Staff has prepared a resolution adopting the ROPS 20-21 for the San Mateo Countywide Oversight 
Board’s (“Oversight Board”) consideration. If approved, it will be transmitted to the State 
Department of Finance (“DOF”) for review by February 1, 2020.  
 
Discussion 
The ROPS 20-21 is attached to this report as Exhibit A.  Two changes were made since it was 
presented to the Oversight Board on January 13: 
 

• Item 14, Oyster Point soft project management costs, increased by $59,158 from 
$168,691 to $227,849.  Of the $227,849 requested, $55,000 is requested from Other 
Funds and $172,849 from Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Funds (“RPTTF”). 
 

• Item 48, Administrative Costs, decreased by $55,000 from $200,000 to $145,000. 
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This change was made to more accurately reflect staff time budgeted for time spent on the 
Oyster Point project versus general Successor Agency administration. 
 
No other items have changed since the ROPS 20-21 presented to the Oversight Board on January 
13, 2020.  At the time this staff report was submitted on January 17, 2020, the Successor Agency 
did not expect to request different amounts for Oyster Point project costs under Items 12 and 13 
on the ROPS 20-21.  This assumes the Successor Agency is able to reach final agreement with the 
developer before the January 27, 2020 Oversight Board meeting. 
 
The revised ROPS 20-21 requests a total of $6,191,009 in enforceable obligations ($1,137,658 
from RPTTF and $5,053,351 from other Funds and Reserve Balances).  This is a net increase of 
$4,158 from the ROPS presented on January 13, which requested $6,186,851 in obligations 
($1,133,500 in RPTTF and $5,053,351 from Other Funds and Reserve Balances.   
 
The Successor Agency continues to utilize Other Funds and Reserve Balances before requesting 
RPTTF in order to reduce the impact on taxing agencies. 
 
Financial Impact 
The Oversight Board’s approval of the ROPS and Administrative Budget is required to fund the 
Successor Agency’s obligations in Fiscal Year 2020-21. 
 
Attachments: 
1. Resolution of the Oversight Board Approving South San Francisco SA’s ROPS 20-21 and FY 

2020-21 SA Administrative Costs Budget 
2. Exhibit A – South San Francisco SA’s Annual ROPS 20-21  
3. Exhibit B – South San Francisco SA’s FY 2020-21 Administrative Costs Budget 
4. Exhibit C – Summary of Obligations and Supporting Documentations 
5. Exhibit D – January 13, 2020 SA Staff Memo to Oversight Board 
6.   Exhibit E – SSF SA Power Point Presentation 
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Attachment 1 – Page 1 of 1 

 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 2020-_____ 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE SAN MATEO COUNTY COUNTYWIDE OVERSIGHT BOARD APPROVING THE 
RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE 20-21 (“ROPS 20-21”) AND FISCAL YEAR 2020-21 
ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET OF THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE FORMER SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY (RDA) 
 

 
WHEREAS, California Health and Safety Code (HSC) Section 34177 requires the Successor 

Agencies to prepare a Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (“ROPS”) for each 12-month fiscal 
period, which lists the outstanding obligations of the former RDA and states the sources of funds for 
required payments; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Successor Agency to the Former South San Francisco Redevelopment Agency has 

prepared a draft ROPS for the period July 1, 2020 to June 30, 2021, referred to as “ROPS 20-21”, 
claiming a total enforceable obligation amount of $6,191,009; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to HSC Section 34180(g) the Oversight Board must approve the 

establishment of each ROPS; and 
 
WHEREAS, California HSC Section 34177 requires the Successor Agencies to prepare an 

administrative budget for Oversight Board approval; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Successor Agency to the Former South San Francisco Redevelopment Agency has 

prepared an administrative budget for the period July 1, 2020 to June 30, 2021, for $145,000; and  
 
WHEREAS, California HSC Section 34179(e) requires all action items of Countywide Oversight 

Boards, including the San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board, be accomplished by resolution. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board hereby 

approves the South San Francisco Successor Agency ROPS 20-21 and the South San Francisco Successor 
Agency Fiscal Year 20-21 Administrative Budget, attached hereto as Exhibits A and B and incorporated 
herein by this reference;  

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Oversight Board directs the Successor Agency to submit the 

ROPS 20-21 to the State Department of Finance upon approval by the Oversight Board. 
 

* * * 
 

Exhibit A – South San Francisco Successor Agency’s Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule 20-21 
Exhibit B – South San Francisco Successor Agency’s FY 2020-21 Administrative Budget 
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Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 20-21) - Summary 
Filed for the July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021 Period 

Successor Agency: South San Francisco 
County: San Mateo 

Current Period Requested Funding for Enforceable 
Obligations (ROPS Detail) 

20-21A Total
(July -

December) 

20-21B Total
(January -

June) 

ROPS 20-21 
Total 

A Enforceable Obligations Funded as Follows (B+C+D) $ 5,053,351 $ - $ 5,053,351
B Bond Proceeds - - - 
C Reserve Balance 1,740,427 - 1,740,427
D Other Funds 3,312,924 - 3,312,924
E Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) (F+G) $ 1,137,658 $ - $ 1,137,658
F RPTTF 1,137,658 - 1,137,658
G Administrative RPTTF - - - 
H Current Period Enforceable Obligations (A+E) $ 6,191,009 $ - $ 6,191,009

Certification of Oversight Board Chairman: 
Name Title 

Pursuant to Section 34177 (o) of the Health and Safety 
code, I hereby certify that the above is a true and 
accurate Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule for 
the above named successor agency. /s/ 

Signature Date 

Exhibit A - Page 1 of 6
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South San Francisco 
Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 20-21) - ROPS Detail 

July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021 

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O P Q R S T U V W 

Item 
# Project Name Obligation 

Type 

Agreement 
Execution 

Date 

Agreement 
Termination 

Date 
Payee Description Project 

Area 

Total 
Outstanding 
Obligation 

Retired 
ROPS 
20-21
Total

ROPS 20-21A (Jul - Dec) 
20-21A
Total

ROPS 20-21B (Jan - Jun) 
20-21B
Total

Fund Sources Fund Sources 
Bond 

Proceeds 
Reserve 
Balance 

Other 
Funds RPTTF Admin 

RPTTF 
Bond 

Proceeds 
Reserve 
Balance 

Other 
Funds RPTTF Admin 

RPTTF 

$31,052,083 $6,191,009 $- $1,740,427 $3,312,924 $1,137,658 $- $6,191,009 $- $- $- $- $- $- 

11 Bond Admin/
Disc Costs 
Hsg Bonds 

Fees 01/01/
1999 

09/01/2018 Bank of New 
York/Willdan 

Costs to 
administer the 
housing bonds 

Merged - Y $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

12 Oyster Point 
Ventures 
DDA 

OPA/DDA/
Construction 

03/23/
2011 

11/11/2026 Oyster Pt 
Ventures, 
LLC 

DDA Sections 
3.2.1 Phase IC 
Improvements 
and 3.4.1 
Improvement 
Costs 

Merged 4,517,980 N $4,517,980 - 1,207,516 3,112,924 197,540 - $4,517,980 - - - - - $- 

13 Oyster Point 
Ventures 
DDA 

OPA/DDA/
Construction 

03/23/
2011 

11/11/2026 Various 
contractors/
staff 

DDA Section 
5.2 
Environmental 
Indemnification 

Merged 19,898,052 N $1,300,180 - 532,911 - 767,269 - $1,300,180 - - - - - $- 

14 Oyster Point 
Ventures 
DDA 

Project 
Management 
Costs 

03/23/
2011 

11/11/2026 Legal/Staff 
costs 

Soft project 
management 
costs 

Merged 1,063,144 N $227,849 - - 55,000 172,849 - $227,849 - - - - - $- 

16 Harbor 
District 
Agreement 

Improvement/
Infrastructure 

03/25/
2011 

11/11/2026 Harbor 
District 

Secs. 5.0 
lease rev; 7.0 
temp. office 

Merged 1,793,248 N $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

17 Harbor 
District 
Agreement 

Project 
Management 
Costs 

03/25/
2011 

11/11/2026 Legal/Staff 
costs 

Soft project 
management 
costs 

Merged 798,341 N $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

21 Train Station 
Imprvmnts Ph 
1(pf1002) 

Remediation 03/11/
2009 

12/31/2014 TechAccutite/
Wisley Ham 

Contracted 
work-site 
remediation 

Merged 87,494 N $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

22 Train Station 
Imprvmnts 
Phase 1 

Project 
Management 
Costs 

03/11/
2009 

12/31/2014 Staff Costs Soft project 
management 
costs 

Merged 9,309 N $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

23 Train Station 
Imprvmnts 
Phase 2 

Remediation 12/09/
2009 

12/31/2014 Various 
contractors 

Site 
remediation 
per Cal Trans 
Agrmt. 

Merged 620,000 N $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

24 Train Station 
Imprvmnts 
Phase 2 

Project 
Management 
Costs 

12/09/
2009 

12/31/2014 Legal/Staff 
costs 

Soft project 
management 
costs 

Merged 148,115 N $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

48 Administration 
Costs 

Admin Costs 02/01/
2012 

12/31/2014 Legal/Staff 
costs 

Costs to 
administer 
Successor 
Agency 

Merged 1,750,000 N $145,000 - - 145,000 - - $145,000 - - - - - $- 

Exhibit A - Page 2 of 6
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A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O P Q R S T U V W 

Item 
# Project Name Obligation 

Type 

Agreement 
Execution 

Date 

Agreement 
Termination 

Date 
Payee Description Project 

Area 

Total 
Outstanding 
Obligation 

Retired 
ROPS 
20-21
Total

ROPS 20-21A (Jul - Dec) 
20-21A
Total

ROPS 20-21B (Jan - Jun) 
20-21B
Total

Fund Sources Fund Sources 
Bond 

Proceeds 
Reserve 
Balance 

Other 
Funds RPTTF Admin 

RPTTF 
Bond 

Proceeds 
Reserve 
Balance 

Other 
Funds RPTTF Admin 

RPTTF 

51 Accrued 
PERS 
Pension 
Obligations 

Unfunded 
Liabilities 

01/01/
1980 

06/30/2016 CalPERS Costs incurred 
through 02/01/
2012 

Merged 168,800 N $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

52 Accrued 
Retiree 
Health 
Obligations 

Unfunded 
Liabilities 

01/01/
1980 

06/30/2016 CalPERS 
Retiree 
Benefit Trust 
(CERBT) 

Costs incurred 
through 02/01/
2012 

Merged 197,600 N $- - - - - - $- - - - - - $- 

Exhibit A - Page 3 of 6
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South San Francisco 
Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 20-21) - Report of Cash Balances 

July 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018 
(Report Amounts in Whole Dollars) 

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 34177 (l), Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) may be listed as a source of payment on the ROPS, but only to the extent no other 
funding source is available or when payment from property tax revenues is required by an enforceable obligation. 

A B C D E F G H 
ROPS 17-18 Cash Balances 

(07/01/17 - 06/30/18) 
Fund Sources Comments 

Bond Proceeds Reserve Balance Other Funds RPTTF 
Bonds issued 
on or before 

12/31/10 

Bonds issued 
on or after 
01/01/11 

Prior ROPS 
RPTTF and 

Reserve 
Balances retained 

for future 
period(s) 

Rent, grants, 
interest, etc. 

Non-Admin 
and Admin 

1 Beginning Available Cash Balance (Actual 07/01/17) 
RPTTF amount should exclude "A" period distribution 
amount. 

310,509 30,482,661 1,620,908 626,343 C: 1999 Housing Bond Reserves ($310,509). 
E: Funds reserved in Oyster Point Escrow 
Account ($29,473,074) + Reserve Balances 
applied to ROPS 18-19 ($340,442) and 
ROPS 19-20 Item 48 ($136,234) + Excess 
PPA from ROPS 19-20 ($532,911). F: Other 
Funds reserved for ROPS 17-18 ($723,660), 
ROPS 18-19 ($508,985) and ROPS 19-20 
($388,263). G: PPA applied to ROPS 19-20, 
net of Excess PPA ($626,343). 

2 Revenue/Income (Actual 06/30/18) 
RPTTF amount should tie to the ROPS 17-18 total 
distribution from the County Auditor-Controller 

41,273 9,705,379 2,888,484 751,465 E: Deposits and interest earned Oyster Point 
Escrow Account (9,705,379). F: Other Funds 
revenues from rents and interest ($476,622), 
Commercial Rehab Loan ($28,862) and City 
repayment for Oyster Point "Advance to Other 
Funds" ($2,383,000) 

3 Expenditures for ROPS 17-18 Enforceable Obligations 
(Actual 06/30/18) 

26,128 5,554,982 299,220 159,596 E: Oyster Point Escrow Account drawdowns 
to make payments pursuant to DDA. F and G: 

Exhibit A - Page 4 of 6
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Match PPA 17-18 

4 Retention of Available Cash Balance (Actual 06/30/18) 
RPTTF amount retained should only include the amounts 
distributed as reserve for future period(s) 

325,654 34,100,147 897,248 626,343 E: Funds reserved for Oyster Point Escrow 
Account ($33,623,471) + Reserve Balances 
applied to ROPS 18-19 ($340,442) and 
ROPS 19-20 Item 48 ($136,234). F: Other 
Funds reserved for ROPS 18-19 ($508,985) 
and ROPS 19-20 ($388,263). G: PPA applied 
to ROPS 19-20, net of Excess PPA 
($626,343). 

5 ROPS 17-18 RPTTF Prior Period Adjustment 
RPTTF amount should tie to the Agency's ROPS 17-18 PPA 
form submitted to the CAC 

No entry required 
591,869 C: 1999 Housing Bond Reserves. Defeased 

in Dec 2018. G: PPA 17-18 pending County 
review 

6 Ending Actual Available Cash Balance (06/30/18) 
C to F = (1 + 2 - 3 - 4), G = (1 + 2 - 3 - 4 - 5) 

$- $- $532,911 $3,312,924 $- E: Excess PPA from ROPS 19-20 
($532,911). F: Other Funds unspent from 
ROPS 17-18 ($424,440) + Other Funds 
revenue in 17-18 ($2,888,484). Use of Other 
Fund balances requested on ROPS 20-21 
Items 12-14. 

Exhibit A - Page 5 of 6
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South San Francisco 
Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 20-21) - Notes 

July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021 

Item # Notes/Comments 
11 

12 Items 12 & 13 - The amounts requested are for enforceable obligations in the DDA between the 
Developer (Kilroy[formerly Oyster Point Ventures LLC/Oyster Point Development LLC]) and the 
Successor Agency and the specific amounts payable and terms of payment are set forth in the 
settlement agreement with ilroy Realty. Any payments to ilroy from the funding approved in ROPS 
20-21 are contingent upon a final executed copy of the settlement agreement.

13 

14 

16 

17 

21 

22 

23 

24 

48 

51 

52 

Exhibit A - Page 6 of 6
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Successor Agency to the Former South San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
ROPS 20-21 Administrative Cost Allowance Budget
Period: 7/1/20 to 6/30/21

Description of Cost/Expense Amount Documentation
Staff salaries, benefits, and payroll taxes 65,000$        
Overhead costs and supplies 1,000$          
Professional Services - SA Consulting, RSG, Inc. (prepare ROPS, 
PPA, cash flow/budgeting, DOF and County Coordination) 25,000$        

RSG Contract 
pending

Professional services - Auditors 4,000$          
Maze & Associates 
Contract

Professional Services - Legal, Meyers Nave 50,000$        
Meyers Nave 
Contract

Total 145,000$     

Exhibit B
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ROPS ROPS 20-21
Item No. ROPS Category Description of Obligation Payee Funding Request Supporting Documentation

12
OPA/DDA/ 
Construction

Oyster Point Ventures DDA, Sections 
3.2.1 Phase IC Improvements and 3.4.1 
Improvement Costs

Oyster Pt 
Ventures, LLC 4,517,980 

Attachment 1, Kilroy Oyster Point Change 
Order & Contingency Summary and Memo 
from SA (Pages 1-6)

13
OPA/DDA/ 
Construction

Oyster Point Ventures DDA, Section 5.2 
Environmental Indemnification

Various 
contractors/ 
staff 1,300,180 

Attachment 1, Kilroy Oyster Point Change 
Order & Contingency Summary and Memo 
from SA (Pages 1-6)

14

Project 
Management 
Costs

Oyster Point Ventures DDA, Soft Project 
Management Costs

Legal/Staff 
costs 227,489 

Attachment 2, Oyster Point DDA Soft Project 
Management Costs

48 Admin Costs Successor Agency Administrative Costs
Legal/Staff 
costs 145,000 

Attachment 3 - Staffing Costs   Attachment 4 - 
Professional Consulting Attachment 5 - Audit 
Services Attachment 6 - Legal Services

Total for ROPS 20-21 $             6,191,009

EXHIBIT C - SUMMARY OF OBLIGATIONS AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS
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Confidential
Kilroy Oyster Point  Phase IC, ID, & IID
South San Francisco, CA 1/2/2020

TOTAL AGENCY DEVELOPER
Disputed Changes

Import of Cover Soil (EPL)

CO - 008; 012, 019, 024 - Cover Soil Import $2,377,070 $2,377,070 $373,761 $2,003,309 

RFC - 073 - Add'l Sweeper - Cover Soil Import $38,465 $38,465 $6,048 $32,417 

RFC - 077 - Add'l Cover Soil Import $1,963,882 $1,963,882 $308,793 $1,655,089 

Import of Clay

CO - 008; 012, 019, 024 - Clay Import $1,345,214 $1,345,214 $160,643 $1,184,571 

RFC - 045 - Add'l Clay Import $326,470 $326,470 $38,986 $287,484 

Cement Treatment (CT)

CO - 008 & 012 - Cement Treatment & Testing $1,588,029 $1,588,029 $867,612 $720,417 

CO - 016 - Add'l Cement Treatment (11%) $317,441 $317,441 $173,432 $144,009 

CO - 024 - Lime Treat Test Strip (IID - Excess Material) $5,245 $5,245 $2,865 $2,379 

CO - 022 - Cement Treatment (ID - 9.5% Premium) $43,283 $43,283 $23,647 $19,635 

Export of Refuse

CO-010 - Excess Refuse Offhaul $4,887,509 $4,887,509 $3,096,163 $1,791,346 

CO-014 - Relocate Class II Refuse to Mt Refuse $772,661 $772,661 $489,469 $283,192 

CO - 019 - Add'l Excess Refuse Offhaul (Non-RCRA) $1,986,005 $1,986,005 $1,258,104 $727,901 

RFC - 059 - Relocation of Refuse Outside Limits (IID & Hub) $240,518 $240,518 $152,365 $88,153 

RFC - 060 - Relocation & CT of Refuse - Stockpiled in IID $832,334 $832,334 $527,271 $305,063 

CO - 024 - Winterization (2/1 - 4/23/2019) $283,251 $283,251 $179,435 $103,816 

Excess Refuse - Holdback Funded $2,088,000 $2,088,000 $0 $2,088,000 

Sub-Total - Disputed Changes: $19,095,376 $19,095,376 $7,658,594 $11,436,782

TOTAL 
CO COST

PHASE IC

Change Order & Contingency Summary

Alternate Approach E

Total New Charges per Schedule            $19,095,376
Add: Additional Costs Related to
Relocation of Refuse, Cement 
Treatment and Import of Soil/Clay
from Phase IID and Additional
Beach Park Property (Developer
is asking $500,000 but SA negotiated
a proposed cost allocation share
of $300,000)     300,000
TOTAL   $19,395,376

Exhibit C - Attachment 1 - Page 1 of 6
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Date:  January 13, 2020 

To:   San Mateo Countywide Oversight Board 

From:   South San Francisco Successor Agency Staff  

Subject:   Information regarding cost allocation related to request for additional funds 
for enforceable obligations related to the Oyster Point Ventures DDA (Kilroy 
Realty) 

The following information supplements the request for additional funding for ROPS 
20‐21  from the Successor Agency to the Former Redevelopment Agency of the City of 
South San Francisco for the period of July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021.  The information 
presented herein relates to ROPS Lines 12 and 13.  

In summary, additional costs are required to be incurred resulting from: (1) the 
import of  cover soil; (2) the import of clay; (3) the cement treatment of refuse for purpose 
of  compaction  and  (4)  the  export/relocation  of  refuse  on‐site  and  off‐site.    The  total 
amount of costs for these activities has increased during construction from $9,505,703 
estimated in January 2019 to $19,395,376 as estimated in December 2019.  The supported 
cost data for the revised total costs are included as Attached A to this letter.   

The Developer and Successor Agency are sharing in these increased costs as part of 
a proposed settlement agreement. The Developer’s agreement to share in these costs is 
expressly contingent on the approval of the Successor Agency funding proposed in this 
ROPS for line items 12 and 13 as the Developer contends that the Successor Agency is 
responsible for a greater share of the costs.  

These additional costs are necessary to allow the infrastructure required by the DDA 
to be constructed as the additional work is  necessary to provide, for example, a stable base 
under the streets and utilities to the hub,  the streets and utilities to the point and the 
parking area between the beach park area and the ferry terminal.   The necessity of this 
additional work was determined once the landfill cap on the project site was opened and 
the contractor began to excavate and relocate solid waste and other materials on site as 
required under the approved construction plans.   

The DDA anticipated the potential for additional costs such as these in the exhibits 
related to section 3.2.1 which provides, in part, that the “quantities, scope of work, and 
cost  estimates  [for  the  required  infrastructure]  will  be  modified  when  construction 
drawings are prepared.”  (See e.g. Exhibit 3.2.1A).  Although not anticipated, any additional 
costs for these items beyond the amount sought herein would be sole responsibility of the 
Developer.   

The following chart shows the total estimated costs for the additional works as of 
January 2019 and the amount that Successor Agency staff believed as of January 2019 
qualifies as a Successor Agency enforceable obligation.  
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January 2019 Cost Allocation and Estimated Total Amount   

Work Required  DDA Section   Total  Cost  of 
Work1 

Successor Agency 
Enforceable 
Obligation  

Kilroy Obligation 

Import  of  Clay 
Cover Soil  

Sections 
3.2.1(i)(1), 
3.2.1(ii), 
3.2.1(i)(2)2 

$2,377,070  $415,316  $1,961,754 

Import of Clay   Sections 
3.2.1(i)(1), 
3.2.1(ii), 
3.2.1(i)(2)3 

$1,345,214  $163,047  $1,182,167 

Cement 
Treatment  of 
refuse 

Sections  3.2.1(i) 
(1 &2) and (iii)4 

$1,588,029  $699,756  $888,273 

Export  of  excess 
refuse  

Sections 
3.2.1(i)(2) and (iii) 
and 5.25 

$4,195,390  $862,315  $3,333,075 

$9,505,703  $2,140,434  $7,365,269 

1 The total costs presented in January 2019 were reviewed and validated by the Kilroy, 
Successor Agency staff, and the project construction manager – Cummings.    

2 Imported cover soil that is necessary for cap repair for: (1) street and utilities to the 
hub   [3.2.1(i)(1) and (ii)](Successor Agency allocation 20% of these costs), (2)  streets and 
utilities to point [3.2.1(i)(2) (Successor Agency allocation 100% of the costs) and (ii)] and (3) the 
reconfiguration and reconstruction of parking [3.2.1(ii) and (iii)] (Successor Agency 100% of the 
costs) 

3 Imported clay that is necessary for cap repair for (1) street and utilities to the hub   
[3.2.1(i)(1) and (ii)](Successor Agency allocation 20% of these costs), (2) the streets and utilities 
to point [3.2.1(i)(2) (Successor Agency allocation 100% of the costs) and (ii)] and (3)  the 
reconfiguration and reconstruction of parking [3.2.1(ii) and (iii)] (Successor Agency 100% of the 
costs) 

4 Cement mixing treatment to create a stable base for the streets and utilities at the hub 
(Successor Agency allocation 20% of these costs), the streets and utilities to point and the 
reconfigured parking area (3.2.1 (i) (1 &2) (Successor Agency 100% of these costs) 

5 Off‐haul of excess relocated solid waste from areas under the streets and utilities at 
the hub (20% Successor Agency Cost), and portion of  the streets and utilities to the point and 
reconfigured parking areas [3.2.1(i)(2) 5.2] ROPS Line 12 $760,367 and ROPS Line 13 $101,948   
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The following chart shows the total estimated costs for the additional works as of December 
2019 and the amount that Successor Agency staff and Developer propose, as part of a proposed 
settlement agreement, as a Successor Agency enforceable obligation.  The increased Successor 
Agency amount is based both on an overall increase in the costs of completing the work previously 
approved  in  the 2019‐2020 ROPS and as  result of higher proportionate allocation of    cement 
treatment of refuse and export of refuse relocations costs to the Successor Agency.  The allocated 
amounts set forth herein are negotiated amounts by the parties and are contingent upon approval 
by the Oversight Board and DOF.  

Exhibit C - Attachment 1 - Page 4 of 6
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December 2019 Cost Allocation and Final Successor Agency Costs 
for the Items in ROPS 19-20, Lines 12 and 13  

Work Required  DDA Section   Total  Cost  of 
Work6 

Successor Agency 
Enforceable 
Obligation7 

Kilroy Obligation 

Import  of  Clay 
Cover Soil  

Sections 
3.2.1(i)(1), 
3.2.1(ii), 
3.2.1(i)(2) 

$4,379,417  $688,601  $3,690,816 

Import of Clay   Sections 
3.2.1(i)(1), 
3.2.1(ii), 
3.2.1(i)(2) 

$1,671,684  $199,630  $1,472,054 

Cement 
Treatment  of 
refuse 

Sections  3.2.1(i) 
(1 &2) and (iii) 

$1,953,998  $1,067,557  $886,441 

Export  of  excess 
refuse  

Sections 
3.2.1(i)(2) and (iii) 
and 5.2 

$11,090,277  $5,702,806  $5,387,4718 

Total Costs   $19,095,376  $7,658,594  $11,436,782 

Amount approved 
as  part  of  ROPS 
19‐20 

$2,140,434 

Net  additional 
amount allocated 
to  Successor 
Agency  

$5,518,160 

6 The total costs presented in December 2019 were reviewed and validated by the Kilroy, 
Successor Agency staff, and the project construction manager – Cummings.   These are final 
costs for these specific items and if approved will be the final Successor Agency costs for these 
items.   

7 Of the total amount shown, ROPS 19-20 already authorized payment of $2,140,434 and 
those funds have already been paid into the project escrow account.  

8 This amount includes $2,088,000 provided as part of the purchase and sale agreement 
between Kilroy and OPD.   
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In addition to the costs shown in the prior chart, the Developer contends that additional costs 
of at least $500,000 will be necessary for additional costs related to relocation of refuse, cement 
treatment and import of soil/clay  from Phase IID and additional beach park property.  The Successor 
Agency staff and Developer have negotiated a proposed cost allocation where the Successor Agency 
will pay up to an additional maximum of $300,000 on a dollar‐for‐dollar matching cost basis for these 
costs in exchange for final resolution of all potential claims for refuse relocation, cement mixing, soil 
and clay import for the entire project.  In exchange for these additional payments, the Developer will 
enter into a settlement agreement that will release the Successor Agency from any additional costs 
associated with refuse relocation, cement mixing, soil and clay import for the entire project. 

3450940.1  
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SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO ROPS 20-21 ITEM 14 
OYSTER POINT DDA SOFT PROJECT MANAGEMENT COSTS 

Item Staff Tasks Average 
hours per 

month

Hourly 
Rate 

Total 
Annual 
Costs

Successor 
Agency 
Engineering 
Management 
Staffing Costs   

Eunejune 
Kim, Public 
Works 
Director 

Project and contract 
management 
specific to Oyster 
Point DDA project 

10 $168.26 $20,191

West Coast 
Code 
Consultants 
Inc.   WC-3 

Daily project 
management; cost 
management; 
coordination with 
contractor, 
developer and other 
regulatory agencies 

40 $165.00 $79,200

Successor 
Agency Project 
Management 
Staffing Costs 

Mike Futrell, 
Successor 
Agency 
Executive 
Director 

Overall project 
management, 
coordination with 
developer, staff and 
legal counsel

20 $210.21 $50,450

Alex 
Greenwood, 
Director of 
Economic & 
Community 
Development 

Overall project 
management, 
coordination with 
developer, staff and 
legal counsel 

4 $173.91 $8,348

Legal 
Expenses   

Meyers Nave Contract 
interpretation,  
implementation and 
dispute resolution 
for all contracts 
related to the 
enforceable 
obligations 
included in the 
DDA 

15 $385 $69,300

TOTAL $227,489

3450936.1  
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City of South San Francisco

Successor Agency

Administrative Costs ‐ Staff Allocation

FY 2020‐21

Last Name First Name Position Department

Fully Loaded 

Hourly Rate

Estimated 

Hours Total Cost

Selander Nell Deputy Director, Economic  & Community Development Economic & Community Development 127.27$            60 7,636.20$     

Lappen Mike Economic Development Coordinator Economic & Community Development 108.92$            60 6,535.20$     

Talavera Deanna Management Assistant II Economic & Community Development 91.30$              100 9,130.00$     

Ruiz Heather Management Analyst I Economic & Community Development 81.14$              100 8,114.00$     

Mendez Ines Administrative Assistant I Economic & Community Development 65.58$              65 4,262.70$     

Salisbury Janet Director, Finance Finance 165.12$            60 9,907.20$     

Crosby Christina Financial Services Manager Finance 115.30$            48 5,534.40$     

Lew Steven Senior Accountant  Finance 93.09$              100 9,309.00$     

Parker Amanda Administrative Assistant II Finance 66.99$              24 1,607.76$     

Govea Acosta Rosa City Clerk City Clerk 112.05$            24 2,689.20$     

Rodriguez Gabriel Deputy City Clerk City Clerk 74.99$              24 1,799.76$     

Mouasher Iman City Clerk Records Technician City Clerk 68.25$              12 819.00$         

FY2020‐21 Estimated Staff Costs: 67,344.42$   

Less Rounding Factor 2,344.42$     
FY2020‐21 Budgeted Staff Costs: 65,000.00$   
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RSG, Inc. 
17872 Gillette Ave. 
Suite 350 
Irvine, CA 92614 

12/18/2019 

South San Francisco, City of 
400 Grand Avenue 
South San Francisco, CA 94080 

Pursuant to our agreement for professional services, the following represents the hours and expenses accrued by RSG and any 
subconsultants for services rendered and invoiced during Fiscal Year 2018-19.  

Should you have any questions please call (714) 541-4585 (Ext 100). 

Job Summary Amount 

RSG1841 - Successor Agency ROPS 19-20 

Date 
 

No. 
 

Billing Type 
 

Type 
 

Progress Date 
 

Due Amount 

31-Jul-2018 I003817 Actual Progress Invoice 31-Jul-2018 0.00 6,318.75 
31-Aug-2018 I003916 Actual Progress Invoice 31-Aug-2018 0.00 350.00 
30-Sep-2018 I004011 Actual Progress Invoice 30-Sep-2018 0.00 4,193.75 
31-Oct-2018 I004096 Actual Progress Invoice 31-Oct-2018 0.00 3,386.25 
30-Nov-2018 I004154 Actual Progress Invoice 30-Nov-2018 0.00 2,742.50 
31-Dec-2018 I004291 Actual Progress Invoice 31-Dec-2018 0.00 4,216.25 
31-Jan-2019 I004422 Actual Progress Invoice 31-Jan-2019 0.00 5,050.00 
28-Feb-2019 I004552 Actual Progress Invoice 28-Feb-2019 0.00 1,350.00 
31-Mar-2019 I004658 Actual Progress Invoice 31-Mar-2019 0.00 1,800.00 
30-Apr-2019 I004737 Actual Progress Invoice 30-Apr-2019 0.00 50.00 
30-Jun-2019 I004978 Actual Progress Invoice 30-Jun-2019 987.50 987.50 
 

30,445.00 

Exhibit C - Attachment 4 - Page 1 of 1 
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Exhibit C - Attachment 5 This is the contract between the City of SSF and Maze 
for audit services. The City estimates that $4,000 of the contract price is the 
prorated share of the SA.
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55512th Street, Suite 1500
Oakland, California 94607

tel( 510) 808- 2000

fax( 510) 444-1108

www.meyersnave.com

i

July 18, 2018

Via Hand Delivery

Krista Martinelli

South San Francisco City Clerk
City of South San Francisco
400 Grand Ave

South San Francisco, CA 94080

Jason S. Rosenberg
Attorney at Law
jrosenberg@meyersnave. com

Re: Amendment No. 21 to the Professional Services Agreement between the City of
South San Francisco and Meyers, Nave, Riback, Silver and Wilson

Dear Ms. Martinelli: 

Attached you will find an executed Amendment No. 21 to the Professional Services
Agreement between the City of South San Francisco and Meyers, Nave, Riback, Silver and
Wilson. Please attest the agreement where indicated and place a copy of the agreement in the
City' s records. 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. 

17-- +.... 7_. -.- 

JSR:LPS
2987145. 1

A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION OAKLAND LOS ANGELES SACRAMENTO SANTA ROSA SAN DIEGO

Exhibit C - Attachment 6 - Legal Services 
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AMENDMENT NO. 21 TO THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO

AND MEYERS, NAVE, RIBACK, SILVER AND WILSON

WHEREAS, the City of South San Francisco (" City") and Meyers, Nave, Riback, Silver
Wilson ("Meyers Nave") entered into a Professional Services Agreement in March 1994; and

WHEREAS, the City and Meyers Nave have approved twenty amendments to the
Professional Services Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the City and Meyers Nave desire to amend said agreement to modify the
compensation provided to Meyers Nave for basic and special legal services. 

Effective July 1, 2018, the City of South San Francisco, the South San Francisco Successor
Agency (collectively " City") and Meyers, Nave, Riback, Silver and Wilson ("Law Firm") do

hereby agree to as follows: 

1. Section 4 " Compensation - Basic Services" shall be amended to read as follows: 

City shall compensate Law Firm for all Basic Services as described in Section 1 on an
hourly basis at the rate of $268 per hour for Principals and " Of Counsel" attorneys and

237 per hour for Associate attorneys. 

In addition to Basic Services compensation, Law Firm shall also be paid for: 1) successor

agency services or redevelopment legal services at the rate of $294 per hour for
Principals and " Of Counsel" attorneys and $237 per hour for Associate attorneys; 2) 

enterprise fund matters ( e. g., Sewer, Storm water and Solid Waste) at the rate of $319 per
hour for Principal and " Of Counsel" attorneys, $294 per hour for Senior Associate

attorneys, and $ 252 per hour for Junior Associate attorneys; and 3) cost recovery matters
involving land use entitlements at the rate of $370 per hour for Senior Principal attorneys, 

319 per hour for Junior Principal and Of Counsel attorneys, $294 per hour for Senior
Associate attorneys, $252 per hour for Junior Associate attorneys, and $ 150 per hour for

paralegals, with the City' s costs reimbursed by the development applicant. 

2. The first sentence of Section 5 " Compensation — Special Services" is hereby amended to
read as follows: 

City shall compensate Law Firm for all Special Services as described in Section 2 hereof
on an hourly basis at the rate of $375 per hour for Senior Principals, $330 per hour for

Junior Principals and Of Counsel attorneys, $280 per hour for Associate attorneys, and

150 per hour for paralegals, except that City shall compensate Law Firm for bond
counsel services described in Section 2(g) at the standard market rates for bond counsel at
bond closing. 

Effective July 1, 2019, the City and Law Firm do hereby agree as follows: 
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3. Section 4 " Compensation - Basic Services" shall be amended to read as follows: 

21A
I "I

R1l = a ON aWilla 1.91 WwalWill" r, 1 1 1111A

In addition to Basic Services compensation, Law Firm shall also be paid for: 1) successor
agency services or redevelopment legal services at the rate of $303 per hour for
Principals and " Of Counsel" attorneys and $ 244 per hour for Associate attorneys; 2) 
enteryrise

hour for Principal and " Of Counsel" attorneys, $ 303 per hour for Senior Associate

attorneys, and $260 per hour for Junior Associate attorneys; and 3) cost recovery matters
involving land use entitlements at the rate of $380 per hour for Senior Principal attorneys, 
329 per hour for Junior Principal and Of Counsel attorneys, $ 303 per hour for Senior

Associate attorneys, and $260 per hour for Junior Associate attorneys, and $ 155 per hour

for paralegals, with the City' s costs reimbursed by the development applicant. 

4. The first sentence of Section 5 " Compensation — Special Services" is hereby amended to
read as follows: 

City shall compensate Law Firm for all Special Services as described in Section 2 hereof
on an hourly basis at the rate of $385 per hour for Senior Principals, $340 per hour for

Junior Principals and Of Counsel attorneys, $290 per hour for Associate attorneys, and

155 per hour for paralegals, except that City shall compensate Law Firm for bond

bond closing. 

61 IN 11 ill I1 Still? i 0 1 ill, 

W- TtxyfWo — WIT TWJCTS'll NIU11- MMU111 Ill 11-11- 114TUC U11t C11CUL 1* 1Met= 
of this Agreement. This amendment shall be effective as of July 1, 2018. 

Date: City of South San Francisco, a Municipal
Corporation of the State of California and

South San Francisco Successor Agency

By:— 111,17"11-1, / 

ke Futrell, it anager

ttest: 
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City Clerk

Approved as to Form: 

Special ou sel 
2722815. 1

Meyers, Nave, Riback, Silver & Wilson

By: 
Steven V Mattas, Principal
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CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE CRATE ( MnH, CiC&!Y"yYY) 

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, IC7C° U END OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIESBELOW, THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. 

0000- ..__ .._. __—.....___.._._._.....—._.._....._._....-- ... -..__.._.__........ —............. _ —...... _. - ---—........_ 

6RRIn oiRTAINT. If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the penl'Icy( le ) must have ADDITIONAL INSURED provisions Or be endorsed. I6 SUBROGATION IIS/ AI E D, subject to the terms and conditions of tine policy, certain policies may req uire an endorsement,, A statement euro
ju

this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate molder in fieuu Of Such endorsement(s). 
PRODUCER e # 

07570000_.......... __-----..—__----
000._ 0__..---.-----._..___. __._____ ----- 

LlcerRse 0757776Pn CSR) ucER CONTACT
NAME: 

HUB International Insurance Services Inc. PHONE FAX2300 Clayton Ind. ( Arc., No, Ext): ( 925) 609-6500  ( AIC, N,):( 925) 609. 6550
Concord, CA 94520 LK ARL

MSUR ER A: t/Igp)ant Insurance Company 2039
INSURER? 

RNSURER n: Federal Insurance y 2026 1
Meyers Nave Riback Silver & Wilson RNSIR ERIr: Argoinawt Insurance Cornparty 19601
55 12th Street, Suite 1500

INSURER R) 
Oakland, CA 94607

INSURER E

RwVSUriLR F

COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: 

THIS 6S TO CER "r' IFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED T'0 THE INSURED NAMED NUABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIODINDICATED, NOT THSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION O ANY CONTRACT- 0R-. OTHER DOCUMENTWITH RESPECT TO VW -HCH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT" TO ALL -fHE "€-Er MS, EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES, LIMITS SHOD MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS. 

INSR - iaraLisURnrJ _ _ - - TYPR t3F RNStnR ANCE PCkLRC'" d NUlV9w3ER PC3LRCY EFF F' E,7L61°Y Exp .... ... ... _ 
ErJ V 9_.— ___— _ ...._----... i
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C: H U B
B0

Liability Insurance

Endorsement

Policy Period MAY 1, 2019 TO MAY 1, 2020

Effective Date MAY 1, 2019

Policy Number 3590-43- 09 WUC

Insured MEYERS NAVE RMACK SILVER & WILSON
A PROFESSIONAL CORP

Name of Company VIGILANT INSURANCE COMPANY

Date Issued APRIL 25, 2019

11ris Endorsement: applies to the following,Forrus: 

GI!KETW., 1JA'BI1XJ'Y

Under Who Is, An Insured, the foliowMg provision is added, 
Who Is An Insured

Additional Insured - Persons or organizations shown in the Schedule are insureds; but they are insme& only of you areScheduled Person obligated pursuant to a contract or agreement to provide them with such insurance as is afforded by
Or Organization this policy, 

However, the person or organization is an insti-red only. 

if and then only to the extent the person or organization is described in the Schedule, 
to the extent such contract or agreement requires the person or organization to be afforded
status as an innired; 

for activities that did not occur, in whole or in part, before the execution of the contract or
agreement; and

with respect to damages, loss, cost or expense for injury or damage to which this insurance
applies. 

No person or organization is an insured under this provision: 

that is moreVecifically identified under any other provision of the Who Is An Insured
section (regardless of any limitation applicable thereto). 

with respect to any assurnption of liability (of another person or organization) by them in a
contract or agreement. This limitation does notapplymato the liability for da. ages, loss, cost or
expense for injury or damage, to which this insurance applies, that the person or organization
would have in the absence of such contract or agreement, 

Liability Insurance Additional Insured - Schedufad Person Or 0manization continued
Form,60-02-p,w (nev. s -w) Endorsement

Page 1
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Liability Endorsement
continued) 

Under Conditions, the following provision is added to the condition titled Other Insurance. 
Conditions

Other Insurance — If you are obligated, pursuant to a contractor agreement, to provide the person or organization
Primary, Noncontributory shown in the Schedule with primary insurance such as is afforded by this policy, then in such case
Insurance — Scheduled this insurance is primary and we will not seek contribution from insurance available to such person
Person Or Organization or organization. 

Schedule

Persons or organizations that you are obligated, pursuant to a contract or agreement, to provide with
such insurance as is afforded by this policy. 

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged, 

Authorized Representative

Liability Insurance Additional Insured - scheduled Person Or Organization last page
Form 80-02-2367 (Rev. 5-07) Endorsement

Page 2
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  Exhibit D 
Date: January 13, 2020 

To: San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board 

From: Mike Futrell, City Manager 

Subject: Approval of the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule and Administrative Cost 
Allowance Budget of the Successor Agency to the Former Redevelopment Agency 
of the City of South San Francisco for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 
2021. 

Former RDA: Redevelopment Agency of the City of South San Francisco 

Recommendation 
It is recommended that the San Mateo Countywide Oversight Board 1) adopt a resolution 
approving the Successor Agency Administrative Budget for Fiscal Year 2020-21; and 2) adopt a 
resolution approving the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule for Fiscal Year 2020-21. 

Background 
The Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (“ROPS”) is required by Health and Safety Code 
(“HSC”) Section 34177(l). The ROPS for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021 (“ROPS 20-
21”) requests necessary payments for enforceable obligations of the Former Redevelopment 
Agency of the City of South San Francisco (“RDA”) for Fiscal Year 2020-21. 

The Successor Agency to the Former Redevelopment Agency of the City of South San Francisco 
(“Successor Agency”) has prepared the proposed ROPS 20-21, attached hereto and incorporated 
herein by this reference.  It will be considered by the Successor Agency Board on January 9, 2020. 

Staff has prepared a resolution adopting the ROPS 20-21 for the San Mateo Countywide Oversight 
Board’s (“Oversight Board”) consideration. If approved, it will be transmitted to the State 
Department of Finance (“DOF”) for review by February 1, 2020.  

Discussion 
The ROPS 20-21 is attached to this report as Exhibit B.  A total of $6,186,851 is requested to fund 
ROPS 20-21 obligations, including $1,133,500 from Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Funds 
(“RPTTF”) and $5,053,351 from Other Funds and Reserve Balances. The request includes 
$200,000 to fund administrative costs. 

ROPS Obligations 
The ROPS 20-21 contains the following obligations: 

• Item 11 – Bond Administration / Continuing Disclosure Cost – This item has been marked
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as retired as all Successor Agency bonds were paid off in FY 2018-19 and there are no 
remaining bond administration costs. 

• Items 12, 13, and 14 – Oyster Point Ventures DDA –$4,779,335 is requested for 
enforceable obligations associated with Sections 3.2.1, 3.4.1 and 5.2 of the DDA and for 
staff and legal expenses associated with Successor Agency implementation of the DDA Of 
this amount, only $1,133,500 is requested from RPTTF, $3,112,924 from Other Funds held 
by the Successor Agency, and $532,911 is from Reserve Balance held by the Successor 
Agency (Excess PPA unallocated in prior periods).  The investment of RPTTF into the 
Oyster Point development will result in a significant increase in property tax revenues for 
affected taxing agencies, from $840,000 in annual revenues prior to dissolution in 2011 
to $23.23 million in annual revenues projected in 2024. 

In summary, additional costs are required to be incurred resulting from: (1) the import of  
cover soil; (2) the import of clay; (3) the cement treatment of refuse for purpose of 
compaction and (4) the export/relocation of refuse on-site and off-site.  The total amount 
of costs for these activities has increased during construction from $9,505,703 estimated 
in January 2019 to $19,395,376 as estimated in December 2019.  The Developer and 
Successor Agency are sharing in these increased costs as part of a proposed settlement 
agreement. The Developer’s agreement to share in these costs is expressly contingent on 
the approval of the Successor Agency funding proposed in this ROPS for line items 12 and 
13. These additional costs are necessary to allow the infrastructure required by the DDA  
to be constructed as the additional work is  necessary to provide, for example, a stable 
base under the streets and utilities to the hub,  the streets and utilities to the point and 
the parking area between the beach park area and the ferry terminal.   The necessity of 
this additional work was determined once the landfill cap on the project site was opened 
and the contractor began to excavate and relocate solid waste and other materials on site 
as required under the approved construction plans.  The DDA anticipated the potential 
for additional costs such as these in the exhibits related to section 3.2.1 which provides, 
in part, that the “quantities, scope of work, and cost estimates [for the required 
infrastructure] will be modified when construction drawings are prepared.”  (See e.g. 
Exhibit 3.2.1A).  Although not anticipated, any additional costs for these items beyond the 
amount sought herein would be sole responsibility of the Developer.   

Item 12 requests $3,310,464 ($3,112,924 from Other Funds and $197,540 from RPTTF) 
for additional costs associated with:  

1) Imported cover soil and clay that is necessary for street and utilities to the hub  
(the Successor Agency is responsible for 20 percent of these costs) [3.2.1(i)(1) and 
(ii)], the streets and utilities to point [3.2.1(i)(2) and (ii)] and the reconfiguration 
and reconstruction of parking [3.2.1(ii) and (iii)];  

2) Cement mixing treatment to create a stable base for the streets and utilities at the 
hub, the streets and utilities to point and the reconfigured parking area (3.2.1 (i) 
(1 &2) and (iii); and  

3) Off-haul/relocation of excess solid waste from areas under the streets and utilities 
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at the hub (20% Successor Agency Cost), the streets and utilities to the point and 
reconfigured parking areas [3.2.1(i)(2) and (iii)].   

Item 13 requests $1,300,180 ($532,911 from Reserve Balance and $767,269 from RPTTF) 
for the Successor Agency portion of the cost of off-haul of excess solid waste from the 
streets and utilities to the Hub and adjacent areas including portion of Phase IID (Section 
5.2) pursuant to a proposed settlement agreement.    

Item 14 requests $168,691 (from RPTTF) for estimated project-related staff costs to 
implement these items.  

Please note that the total increased costs for Items 12 and 13 is actually $5,818,160 but 
the Successor Agency is seeking approval to reallocate $1,207,516 in funds previously 
approved by the Oversight Board and DOF for Phase IC Cap Repair and cost savings 
associated with change from the use of GeoFoam to another form of soil stabilization 
treatment to offset $1,207,516 in costs.  The funds were distributed as RPTTF in prior 
ROPS periods and transferred to an Oyster Point escrow account, and reported as 
“Reserve Balance” in the Cash Balances form. The $1,207,516 reallocation from the 
Oyster Point escrow account is requested as “Reserve Balance” under Item 12. 

• Item 16 and 17 – Harbor District Agreement Fees – There are no costs associated with 
Harbor District enforceable obligations in Fiscal Year 2020-21.  The line items should 
remain on the ROPS as there are potential remaining enforceable obligations.  

• Items 21, 22, 23, and 24 – Train Station Improvement Phases I & II Fees – No expenses are 
anticipated for these enforceable obligations in Fiscal Year 2020-21.   The line items 
should remain on the ROPS as there are potential remaining enforceable obligations. 

• Item 48 – Administrative Cost Allowance - The Successor Agency is requesting $200,000 
from Other Funds for Fiscal Year 2020-21 administrative expenses, which is within the 
maximum permitted by law.  Administrative costs are needed to administer obligations 
and prepare required reports, such as the ROPS and audited financial statements.  The 
Administrative Budget for Fiscal Year 2020-21 contains more detail, and is attached to the 
resolution accompanying this staff report. 

The maximum administrative cost allowance is based on the amount of Redevelopment 
Property Tax Trust Funds (“RPTTF”, or property tax increment) distributed in the prior 
fiscal year.  DOF approved $512,557 in obligations funded by RPTTF on the ROPS 19-20.  
However, no RPTTF was distributed because the Successor Agency had unspent funds 
remaining from prior ROPS periods.  It is possible that DOF will reduce the Successor 
Agency’s Fiscal Year 2020-21 administrative cost allowance to zero.  Successor Agency 
staff will work with DOF on the administrative allowance during their review. 

• Items 51 and 52– Accrued PERS Pension and Retiree Health Obligations – No expenses 
are requested for these items on the ROPS 20-21. The obligations are not being retired in 
case the Successor Agency wishes to request eligible costs in future years. 
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Report of Cash Balances 
The “Report of Cash Balances” page reports available cash balances by type in Fiscal Year 2017-
18. As of June 30, 2018, the Successor Agency had $532,911 in Reserve Balances leftover from 
prior ROPS periods.  There were also $3,312,924 in Other Funds as of June 30, 2018.  This includes 
revenues from a City payment to the Successor Agency related to an Oyster Point loan, rents and 
interest earned in Fiscal Year 2017-18, and Other Funds unspent from prior periods.  Staff has 
allocated $1,207,516 in Reserve Balances ($531,911 in Excess PPA and $1,207,516 from the 
Oyster Point escrow account) and $3,312,924 in Other Funds toward ROPS 20-21 Items 12-14 
and 48.   
 
The Successor Agency anticipates that a $591,869 Prior Period Adjustment will be made to 
account for RPTTF that was unspent in the ROPS 17-18 period.  This is reported on the “Report 
of Cash Balances” page, Column G, Row 5.  The Prior Period Adjustment process is handled 
separately from the ROPS by the San Mateo County Auditor-Controller.  The Successor Agency 
submitted a Prior Period Adjustment form to the County Auditor-Controller on October 1, 2019 
to review ROPS 17-18 expenses.  The County will make a determination on the Prior Period 
Adjustment amount and send it to DOF by February 1, 2020.   
 
Administrative Budget 
Health and Safety Code Section 34177(j) requires the Successor Agency to prepare an 
administrative budget and submit it to the Oversight Board for approval. An Administrative 
Budget for Fiscal Year 2020-21 is attached as an exhibit to the accompanying resolution for the 
Successor Agency’s consideration. It will also be submitted to the Oversight Board for approval. 
 
Staff proposes an administrative cost allowance of $200,000 for Fiscal Year 2020-21 to cover 
professional services (including preparation of the ROPS and auditor fees) and staff costs and 
overhead required to administer enforceable obligations and prepare legally mandated reports. 
This is the amount permitted by HSC Section 34171(b)(1). 
 
Last and Final ROPS 
 
Due to the Successor Agency’s outstanding obligation related to environmental remediation at 
the Oyster Point site, which is an unknown cost, we cannot anticipate when or if the Successor 
Agency will file a last and final ROPS. 
 
Financial Impact 
The Oversight Board’s approval of the ROPS and Administrative Budget is required to fund the 
Successor Agency’s obligations in Fiscal Year 2020-21. 
 
Attachments: 
1. Resolution of the Oversight Board Approving South San Francisco SA’s ROPS 20-21 and FY 

2020-21 SA Administrative Costs Budget 
2. Exhibit A – South San Francisco SA’s Annual ROPS 20-21  
3. Exhibit B – South San Francisco SA’s FY 2020-21 Administrative Costs Budget 
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4. Exhibit C – Summary of Obligations and Supporting Documentations 
5. Exhibit D – SSF SA Power Point Presentation 

Jan. 27, 2020 Countywide Oversight Board - Page 78



South San Francisco 
ROPS 20-21

1

Exhibit D
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Oyster Point Hard Costs 
(Items 12 & 13)

$5,818,160 

Oyster Point Soft Costs 
(Item 14)
$227,849 

Administrative Budget 
(Item 48)
$145,000 

ROPS 20-21
$6.1 MILLION IN OBLIGATIONS
$1.1 MILLION FROM RPTTF

2
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ROPS 20-21
CHANGES SINCE JANUARY 13

3

ITEM JANUARY 13 JANUARY 27 NET 
CHANGE

14 – Oyster Point 
Soft Project Management 
Staff Costs

$168,691 $227,489 $59,158

48 – Administrative Costs $200,000 $145,000 ($55,000)

Total Requested $6,191,009 $6,186,851 $4,158
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OYSTER POINT DDA
PROJECT MANAGEMENT (ITEM 14)

Position Tasks Average 
Hours Per 

Month

Fully 
Loaded 

Hourly Rate

Total Annual 
Cost

Public Works 
Director

Project and contract management 
specific to Oyster Point DDA project

10 $168.26 $20,191

Project
Management 
Services (WC-3) 

Daily project management; cost 
management; coordination with all 
parties and regulatory agencies

40 $165.00 $79,200

City Manager Overall project management, 
coordination with developer, staff and 
legal counsel

20 $210.21 $50,450

Economic & 
Community 
Development 
Director

Overall project management, 
coordination with developer, staff and 
legal counsel

4 173.91 $8,348

Legal Services 
(Meyers Nave)

Contract interpretation,  
implementation and dispute resolution

15 $385.00 $69,300

Total $227,489

4
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ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET
FY 2020-21 (ITEM 48)

5

Description of Cost/Expense Amount

Staff salaries, benefits, and payroll taxes $65,000 

Overhead costs and supplies 1,000 

Professional Services – Successor Agency Consulting (RSG, Inc.) 25,000 

Professional Services – Auditors (Maze & Associates) 4,000 

Professional Services – Legal (Meyers Nave) 50,000 

Total $145,000 
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RPTTF

$1,137,658 

Other 
Funds

$3,312,924 

Reserve 
Balance 
(Oyster Pt 
Escrow)

$1,207,516 

Reserve 
Balance 
(Excess 
PPA)

$532,911 

ROPS 20-21 
OBLIGATIONS BY FUNDING SOURCE

 $‐

 $500,000

 $1,000,000

 $1,500,000

 $2,000,000

 $2,500,000

 $3,000,000

 $3,500,000

 $4,000,000

 $4,500,000

 $5,000,000

Item 12
Oyster Pt

Item 13
Oyster Pt

Item 14
Oyster Pt

Item 48
Admin

Reserve (Excess PPA)

Reserve (Oyster Pt Escrow)

Other Funds

RPTTF

6
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PHASE ID 

PHASE IID 

PHASE IIID 

PHASE IVD STREETS & UTILITIES AT HUB 

STREETS & UTILITIES TO POINT 

CLAY CAP REPAIR AT PHASE IC 

RECONFIGURED PARKING AT MARINA 

RECREATION AREA 

FUTURE HOTEL SITE 

BEACH/PARK 

BAY TRAIL & PALM PROMENDADE 

 

 

B 

C 

D 
E 
F 

G 

F E 

D 

H 

H 

G 

B 

A 

PHASE IC  

H 

C 

H 
D 

D 

PHASE IIC 
H PHASE IC 

UP TO 1,746,230 GSF OF OFFICE/R&D SPACE 

STREETS & UTILITIES IN BUSINESS PARK 

RELOCATION OF SEWER PUMP STATION  

LANDSCAPING AT BCDC PHASES IID-IVD 

PHASES IID-IVD  

A 

P 

J I 

PHASES ID  
UP TO 508,000 GSF OF OFFICE/R&D SPACE 

CLAY CAP REPAIR AT PHASE ID 

CLEANUP OF SUMP 1 

METHANE MITIGATION SYSTEMS 

RELOCATION OF REFUSE 

PHASE IIC  
REPAVING OF PARKING PHASE IIC 

LANDSCAPING AT PARKING PHASE IIC 

LANDSCAPING AT BCDC PHASES IIC 

I 
J 

K 

L 

L 

N 

N 

N 

O 

N 

O 

S 

R 

R 

S 

T 

T 

K 

M 

EXHIBIT 3.2A  

Q 

Q 

P 

M 

March 2011: DDA
OPV (Developer)/RDA/City
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Landfill Construction Underway

October 2019 Aerial of Project Site November 2019 
Underground Utility Installation

8

Jan. 27, 2020 Countywide Oversight Board - Page 86



9

Vision for Oyster Point : Kilroy Realty
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OYSTER POINT DDA (ROPS ITEMS 12 & 13)
PROJECT COSTS - JANUARY 2019 ESTIMATE

Work Required DDA Sections Total Cost of 
Work

Successor 
Agency 

Obligation

Kilroy Cost 
Obligation

Import of Clay 
Cover Soil 

3.2.1(i)(1), 
3.2.1(ii), 
3.2.1(i)(2)

$2,377,070 $415,316 
ROPS Line 12

$1,961,754

Import of Clay 3.2.1(i)(1), 
3.2.1(ii), 
3.2.1(i)(2)

$1,345,214 $163,047
ROPS Line 12

$1,182,167

Cement 
Treatment of 
Refuse

3.2.1(i) (1 &2) 
and (iii)

$1,588,029 $699,756 
ROPS Line 12

$888,273

Export of Excess 
Refuse 

3.2.1(i)(2) and (iii) 
and 5.2

$4,195,390 $862,315
ROPS Lines 

12/13

$3,333,075

Total $9,505,703 $2,140,434 $7,365,269

10
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OYSTER POINT DDA (ROPS ITEMS 12 & 13)
PROJECT COSTS - DECEMBER 2019 UPDATE

Work Required DDA Sections Total Cost of Work Successor 
Agency 

Obligation

Kilroy Cost Obligation

Import of Clay 
Cover Soil 

3.2.1(i)(1), 
3.2.1(ii), 
3.2.1(i)(2)

$4.379,417 $688,601
ROPS Line 12

$3,690,816

Import of Clay 3.2.1(i)(1), 
3.2.1(ii), 
3.2.1(i)(2)

$1,671,684 $199,630
ROPS Line 12

$1,472,054

Cement 
Treatment of 
Refuse

3.2.1(i) (1 &2) 
and (iii)

$1,953,998 $1,067,557 
ROPS Line 12

$886,441

Export of Excess 
Refuse 

3.2.1(i)(2) and (iii) 
and 5.2

$11,090,277 $5,702,806
ROPS Lines 

12/13

$5,387,471

Total $19,095,376 $7,658,594 $11,436,782

11
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OYSTER POINT DDA
PROPERTY TAX IMPACT

12

2011 Annual Property Taxes: $ 840,000
2024 Annual Property Taxes: $23,230,000

 $‐
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 $15,000,000

 $20,000,000

 $25,000,000

2011 2024
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Date: January 21, 2020 Agenda Item No. 8 
 
To:   San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board 
 
From:  Shirley Tourel, Assistant Controller 
 
Subject:  Fiscal Year 2020-21 Proposed Regular Meeting Schedule for the OB 
 
Recommendation 
This item is for information and discussion purposes only.  No action is required by the Board.  
 
Background and Discussion 
Article III Section 1 of the Board Bylaws provides that the Board may adopt its regular meeting schedule 
for the upcoming fiscal year prior to the end of each fiscal year.  
 
The proposed FY 2020-21 meeting dates for the Board are provided on the attached (Exhibit A).  
 
Future business items include: 
 

1. Approval of the Recognized Obligations Payment Schedules (“ROPS”)  
2. Approval of Amendments to ROPS 
3. Disposal of Properties 
4. Amendment to Daly City Successor Agency’s Long Range Property Management Plan 
5. Last and Final ROPS Approval (The potential remaining SAs are East Palo Alto, South San 

Francisco and San Bruno.  
 
Since the exact timing of items 3 through 5 are not known, Staff recommends the Board schedule 
additional meetings throughout the year to accommodate these items as they arise. In addition, to the 
extent that urgent matters may arise which require the immediate attention of the Board, special 
meetings may be scheduled as necessary. 
 
Fiscal Impact 
None. 
 
Exhibit  
A-Proposed FY 2020-21 OB Calendar 
 

     SAN MATEO COUNTY 
   COUNTYWIDE OVERSIGHT BOARD 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

  

Jim Saco, Chairperson 
Denise Porterfield, Vice Chairperson 
Mark Addiego, Member 
Chuck Bernstein, Member 
Tom Casey, Member 
Barbara Christensen, Member 
Mark Leach, Member 
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JANUARY 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

10 11 12 13 14 15 16 

17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

24 25 26 27 28 29 30 

31 

FEBRUARY 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

14 15 16 17 18 19 20 

21 22 23 24 25 26 27 

28 

MARCH 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

14 15 16 17 18 19 20 

21 22 23 24 25 26 27 

28 29 30 31 

APRIL 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 

4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 

18 19 20 21 22 23 24 

25 26 27 28 29 30 

MAY 

S M T W Th F S 

1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 

16 17 18 19 20 21 22 

23 24 25 26 27 28 29 

30 31 

JUNE 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 4 5 

6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

20 21 22 23 24 25 26 

27 28 29 30 

JULY 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 4 

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

12 13 14 15 16 17 18 

19 20 21 22 23 24 25 

26 27 28 29 30 31 

AUGUST 

S M T W Th F S 

1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 

16 17 18 19 20 21 22 

23 24 25 26 27 28 29 

30 31 

SEPTEMBER 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 4 5 

6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

20 21 22 23 24 25 26 

27 28 29 30 

OCTOBER 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 

4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 

18 19 20 21 22 23 24 

25 26 27 28 29 30 31 

NOVEMBER 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

8 9 10 11 12 13 14 

15 16 17 18 19 20 21 

22 23 24 25 26 27 28 

29 30 

DECEMBER 

S M T W Th F S 

1 2 3 4 5 

6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

20 21 22 23 24 25 26 

27 28 29 30 31 

San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board 
Fiscal Year 2020-21 Calendar 

Meeting Dates 

July 13, 2020 

August 10, 2020 

September 14, 2020 

October 5, 2020 

November 16, 2020 

December 14, 2020 

January 11, 2021 

January 25, 2021 

February 8, 2021 

March 8, 2021 

April 12, 2021 

May 10, 2021 

June 14, 2021 

Other Key Dates 

Feb. 1 ROPS Due to State 

Oct. 1 ROPS Revisions 

Due to State 

Proposed 

All meetings begin at 9:00AM and will be held at the Board of Supervisors’ Chambers in the Hall of Justice at 
400 County Center, 1st Floor, Redwood City, California 94063 

Exhibit A - Page 1 of 2  
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San Mateo County 
Countywide Oversight Board 

2020-21 Meeting Schedule 

All meetings to be held at: 
Board of Supervisors’ Chambers  

Hall of Justice - 400 County Center, 1st Floor 
Redwood City, California 94063 

2020 

Day Date Starting Time 

Monday July 13 9.00 a.m. 

Monday August 10 9:00 a.m. 

Monday September 14 9:00 a.m. 

Monday October 5 9:00 a.m. 

Monday November 16 9.00 a.m. 

Monday December 14 9:00 a.m. 

2021 

Day Date Starting Time 

 Monday January 11 * 9:00 a.m. 

 Monday  January 25 * 9:00 a.m. 

Monday February 8 9:00 a.m. 

Monday March 8 9:00 a.m. 

Monday April 12 9:00 a.m. 

Monday May 10 9:00 a.m. 

Monday June 14 9:00 a.m. 

*These meetings are necessary to meet the DOF’s February 1st deadline for Annual ROPS.

Exhibit A - Page 2 of 2
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Date: January 22, 2020                                                                       Agenda Item 9 
 
To:   San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board 
 
From:  Shirley Tourel, Assistant Controller 
 
Subject:  FY 2020-21 Chairperson and Vice Chairperson Election 
 
Recommendation 
This item is for information and discussion purposes only. No action is required by the Board at this 
time.  
 
Background and Discussion 
The San Mateo County Countywide Oversight Board Bylaws, Article II – OFFICERS, Section 1: Officers 
and Officials states, “The members of the Board shall elect one member to serve as the Chairperson 
and may elect one member to serve as the Vice Chairperson. The term of office for the Chairperson 
and Vice Chairperson shall be effective July 1 and shall be for one year. In the event an election does 
not take place prior to the end of a term of office, the prior incumbents will continue to serve in 
such capacities until a new Chairperson and a new Vice Chairperson are elected.” 
 
The current Chairperson and Vice Chairperson terms will end on June 30, 2020.  
 
Fiscal Impact 
None 
 

 

 

     SAN MATEO COUNTY 
   COUNTYWIDE OVERSIGHT BOARD 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

  

Jim Saco, Chairperson 
Denise Porterfield, Vice Chairperson 
Mark Addiego, Member 
Chuck Bernstein, Member 
Tom Casey, Member 
Barbara Christensen, Member 
Mark Leach, Member 
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