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REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

July 12, 2017 6:00 PM 

AGENDA 

 

Board 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 Chindi Peavey, District Manager at least one 

working day before the meeting at (650) 344-8592.  Notification in advance of the meeting will enable the District 

to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting and the materials related to it. 

Public records that relate to any item on the open session agenda for a special meeting are available for public 

inspection.  Those records that are distributed less than 72 hours prior to the meeting are available for public 

inspection at the same time they are distributed to all members, or a majority of the members of the Board.  The 

Board has designated the office of the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District, located at 1351 

Rollins Road, Burlingame, for the purpose of making those public records available for inspection.  The documents 

are also available on the District’s Internet Web site.  The website is located at www.smcmvcd.org.  

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

3. ROLL CALL 

• Secretary of the Board will take roll call 

4. PUBLIC COMMENTS AND ANNOUCEMENTS 

• This time is reserved for members of the public to address the Board relative to 
matters of the District not on the agenda.  No action may be taken on non-agenda 
items unless authorized by law.  Comments will be limited to three minutes per 
person (or six minutes where a translator is being used). Speaker cards are 
available for those making a public comment 

5. CONSENT CALENDAR 
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• If the Board would like to discuss any item listed, it may be pulled from the 
Consent Calendar 

A.  Approval of Minutes for the Regular Board Meeting, June 14, 2017 

B. Approval of Agreements and Contracts 

1. California Wildlife Foundation for control of Invasive cordgrass 

2. Subordination Request to Proposed Bond Issue by Successor 
Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Mateo 

C. Approval of Policies  

District Policy 4080 
Consider minor text amendments to Policy 4080 relating to the role of 
Trustees. Clarify that trustee representation includes towns in Section 4080.50 
and ensure Trustee preparation for meetings is done in a manner consistent 
with the Brown Act in Section 4080.80. 

D. Approve having the District take positions in opposition to AB1479 (Bonta) 
Public records: custodian of records: civil penalties.  

 

ACTION: Motion to approve Consent Calendar 

 
REGULAR AGENDA 

6. PUBLIC HEARING – Regarding the continuation of the District’s special parcel tax 
within the original boundaries  

  UACTIONU: Motion to open Public Hearing 
 

• This is the opportunity for any public members to address the Board with 
questions/comments relevant to the setting of the Special Tax 

 
UACTIONU: Motion to close Public Hearing 

  
7. RESOLUTION M-001-18 – SPECIAL TAX 
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A. Maintaining the amount of the Special Mosquito Control Tax without 
changes for Mosquito Control Services within the originally designated cities and 
unincorporated areas for Fiscal Year 2017- 2018 and authorizing the continued 
collection of the Tax  

 
UACTIONU: Motion to approve Resolution M-001-18 

 

8. BOARD COMMITTEE REPORTS 

A. Environmental and Public Outreach Committee 

B. Strategic Planning Committee 

C.  Policy Committee 

D. Manager’s Evaluation Committee 

E. Finance Committee  

9. FINANCIAL REPORT 

Review Financial Documents for fiscal year 2016-17: July 2016 through May 2017. 

Interim Finance Director, Richard Arrow 

ACTION: Motion to approve Financial Documents for Fiscal Year 2016- 

2017; July 2016 through May 2017 

 

10. STAFF REPORTS 

A. Assistant Manager, Brian Weber will provide an update on Field Operations 
Programs (including Seasonal marsh treatments, airboat, Aedes aegypti, etc.) and 
status of Programmatic Environmental Impact Report 

B. Interim Laboratory Director, Theresa Shelton will provide an update on District 
Laboratory Programs (including surveillance efforts for West Nile Virus, Aedes 
aegypti, Ticks, Hantavirus, etc.) 
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C. Public Health Education and Outreach Officer, Megan Caldwell will provide an 
update on the District Public Outreach Programs 

11. Select Trustees to attend California Special Districts Association in Monterey 
September 25-28. • Board President Rick Wykoff will appoint Board members to attend 
the Annual Conference of the California Special Districts Association  
 

12. Response to Grand Jury Report regarding website transparency  

ACTION: Motion to approve District’s response to the Grand Jury Report 

13. MANAGER’S REPORT 

14. BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS AND ANNOUCEMENTS 

15. ANNOUNCE NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED BOARD MEETING 

• The next Board meeting will be on September 13, 2017 

16. ADJOURNMENT 



San Mateo County MVCD 

Board of Trustee Meeting 

July 12, 2017 

 

         Agenda Item # 5 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
 

SUBJECT: Consent Calendar. 
 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

Recommend the Board of Trustees introduce a motion to approve the Consent Calendar. 
 
BACKGROUND AND STATUS 
 
The Consent Calendar consists of items that require approval or acceptance, but are self-
explanatory.  If the Board would like to discuss any item listed, it may be pulled from the 
Consent Calendar. 
 
Item 5.A Approval of Minutes 
 
Action: Approve the minutes of the June 14, 2017 Board of Trustees meeting. 

Board Secretary, Kati Martin has completed the minutes of the June 14, 2017; Board of Trustees 
meeting. 
 
Item 5.B Approval of Agreements  

1. Approve Work Authorization #SMC2016-02 with California Wildlife Foundation (CWF) 
for control of invasive cordgrass.   
 
Invasive cordgrass (Spartina spp.), is a perennial grass that grows in the intertidal zone of 
salt marshes worldwide. This invasive plant is highly aggressive and has significantly 
altered both the physical structure and biological composition of our tidal marshes, 
mudflats, and creeks along the San Francisco Bay. This altered habitat creates the ideal 
environment for mosquitos to lay their eggs and potentially spread diseases. San Mateo 
County Mosquito and Vector Control District has been involved in the effort to eradicate 
invasive cordgrass for the past 13 years. The District is paid for this work through a 
Master Agreement with the California Wildlife Foundation (#SMC2016) approved in 
2016.  Each year the CWF prepares a Work Authorization and Work Plan for work in the 
upcoming season.  The attached Work Authorization and Work Plan for 2017 authorizes 
CWF to pay the District up to $49,930 for cordgrass control work to be completed this 
summer. The work is expected to begin in late July.  The agreement has been reviewed by 
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District Counsel as to form and will be reviewed by the Finance Committee at its July 10, 
2017 meeting. The activities under this agreement were analyzed for CEQA compliance 
pursuant to a Final Programmatic EIS/EIR prepared by USFWS and Coastal 
Conservancy.    

 
 

2.  Approve the Subordination Request to Proposed Bond Issue by Successor Agency to the 
Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Mateo 
The Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Mateo is 
requesting that the District subordinate amounts payable to the District from property tax 
increment so that they can refinance existing debt at a lower interest rate.  With the 
dissolution of the former redevelopment agencies, property tax increment that was going to 
these agencies was to revert to the taxing agencies (of which the District is one).  However, 
if the redevelopment agency had existing debt, the “Successor Agencies” would be allowed 
to continue paying off that debt with the property tax dollars the former redevelopment 
agency would have collected.  Because interest rates have fallen considerably, the 
successor agencies can realize substantial savings by refinancing this debt.  The District 
receives requests like this one from time to time, asking us to sign an agreement to 
subordinate to new bondholders.  District Counsel has recommended that the Board 
approve this subordination request.  This subordination will not decrease the amount of 
revenue the District is currently collecting. Furthermore, to object to it, the District would 
have to conduct its own study or find a major flaw in the City’s analysis, to show that they 
cannot afford to pay us.  That finding is unlikely, especially since they are refinancing for a 
lower interest rate.  If the District does not sign this agreement and fails to act, it will be 
“deemed approved” without Board action.  A letter from the City of San Mateo explaining 
this request is attached (Attachment B2). 

 

Item 5.C Approval of Policies  
District Policy 4080 
Consider minor text amendments to Policy 4080 relating to the role of Trustees. Clarify that 
trustee representation includes towns in Section 4080.50 and ensure Trustee preparation for 
meetings is done in a manner consistent with the Brown Act in Section 4080.80. 

Item 5.D Taking Positions on Pending Legislation 

Approve having the District take a position in opposition to AB1479 (Bonta) Public records: 
custodian of records: civil penalties.  

AB1479 would place additional and costly requirements in processing Public Records Act 
requests.  It would require every agency to assign a Custodian of Record to review every 
request and response.  It also establishes civil penalties in addition to those established 
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under current law, which already allows courts to award plaintiff’s attorney fees.  Similar 
to unwarranted ADA lawsuits, AB 1479 would provide a financial incentive for serial 
litigants, from across the nation, to extort taxpayer dollars from the state and local public 
agencies. Tax dollars that would otherwise be used to provide essential services such as 
healthcare, fire protection, park and road maintenance, and police protection. Public 
agencies will be forced to settle out of court to avoid expending time and resources for a 
costly trial, even when the agency is attempting to comply in good faith with the law.  The 
California Special Districts Association is soliciting letters in opposition to AB1479. A 
copy of the CSDA analysis of the bill and a proposed letter in opposition to it here included 
as Attachment D 1 and 2. 

Action: Approve the Consent Agenda 

 
 
REFERENCE MATERIALS ATTACHED 
 
A.  Regular Board Meeting Minutes, June 14, 2017 
B.1 a.  Master Agreement #SMC2016 with California Wildlife Foundation 

b.  Work Authorization #SMC2016-02 
c. Cordgrass Work Plan for the 2017 Treatment Season 

 
2 Subordination Request Subordination Request to Proposed Bond Issue by Successor 

Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Mateo 
 
C. 1. District Policy 4080 track changes 
 2. District Policy 4080- clean copy 
 
D. 1. CSDA Request for letters in opposition to AB1479 

2. AB1479 (Bonta) Public records: custodian of records: civil penalties. Bill Language 

3. Proposed letter in Opposition to AB 1479  
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE  
BOARD OF TRUSTEES  

June 14, 2017 
6:00 P.M. 

 
The regular meeting of the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector 
Control District was held on June 14, 2017 in the District Office at 1351 Rollins Road, Burlingame, 
California. 

 
TRUSTEES PRESENT: 
Mason Brutschy   Town of Atherton 
Wade Leschyn                             City of Belmont   
Carolyn Parker   City of Brisbane 
Joe Galligan   City of Burlingame 
Glen Sylvester   City of Daly City 
Donna Rutherford  City of East Palo Alto  
Kati Martin   City of Half Moon Bay 
Dr. Scott Smith   Town of Hillsborough 
Justin Evans   City of Menlo Park 
Muhammad Baluom   City of Millbrae 
Ray Williams               Town of Portola Valley  
Kat Lion   City of Redwood City 
Robert Riechel   City of San Bruno 
Dr. Mairin Joseph-Talreja City of San Carlos 
Ed Degliantoni   City of San Mateo 
Dr. Alvin Zachariah  City of South San Francisco 

 
 

TRUSTEES ABSENT: 
Joe Silva   City of Colma 
Jason Seifer   County-at-Large 
Richard Wykoff   City of Foster City  
Peter DeJarnatt   City of Pacifica 
Vacant    Town of Woodside 
 

OTHERS PRESENT:  District Manager, Dr. Chindi Peavey 
Assistant Manager, Brian Weber 

    District General Counsel, Alexandra Barnhill 
    Public Health Education and Outreach, Megan Sebay 
    Laboratory Operations – Vector Ecologist, Theresa Shelton 
    Temporary Finance Manager – Richard Arrow 
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                                    REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
    June 14, 2017 @ 6:00 PM 
 
1.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
2.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

Board Vice President Galligan led the Pledge of Allegiance.  
 
3. Oath of office. 
 
None 
 
4. ROLL CALL 
 
The roll call indicated that 16 Trustees were present, constituting a quorum.  
 
5. PUBLIC COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
 None 
 
6. CONSENT CALENDAR 
  
Motion by Trustee Riechel, 2nd by Trustee Rutherford, to accept the Consent calendar with the 
revisions to item D2 (Approving an Amendment to the current Contract with RGS for 
Management and Administrative Services relating to Human Resources), provided to the Board 
prior to the meeting, was approved 16-0. 

 
REGULAR AGENDA 
 
7.  PUBLIC HEARING – Regarding the continuation of the District’s revenue measure a special 
benefit assessment within the North and West County Mosquito and Disease Control Assessment 
District  
   
Motion by Trustee Riechel, 2nd by Trustee Rutherford to open the public hearing was approved 16-0. 

 
Sonja Ortega from SCI Engineering reviewed the Engineer’s Report supporting the 
increase of the benefit assessment to $18.15.  The new rate will generate approximately 
$1.7 million in revenue. 
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ACTION:  Motion by Trustee Riechel, 2nd by Trustee Degliantoni to close the public 
hearing was approved 16-0. 

 
8.  RESOLUTION M-009-17 – BENEFIT ASSESSMENT 
 

    RESOLUTION M–009-17  

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
THE SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO AND VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT APPROVING THE FINAL 
ENGINEER’S REPORT, CONFIRMING THE DIAGRAM AND ASSESSMENTS, AND ORDERING THE 
LEVY OF ASSESSMENTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 FOR THE NORTH AND WEST COUNTY 
MOSQUITO AND DISEASE CONTROL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT  

WHEREAS, the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District (“District”) is authorized, pursuant 
to the authority provided in Health and Safety Code Section 2082 and Article XIIID of the California 
Constitution, to levy assessments for mosquito, vector and disease control projects and services; and  

WHEREAS, such vector surveillance and control projects and services provide tangible public health 
benefits, reduced nuisance benefits and other special benefits to the public and properties with the areas of 
service; and  

WHEREAS, an assessment for mosquito, vector and disease control projects and services has been given 
the distinctive designation of the “North and West County Mosquito and Disease Control Assessment 
District” (“Assessment”), and is primarily described as encompassing the boundaries of North and West 
San Mateo County; and  

WHEREAS, the Assessment was authorized by an assessment ballot proceeding conducted in 2003 and 
approved by a majority of the weighted ballots returned by property owners, and such Assessment was 
levied by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District by 
Resolution No. M-006-04 passed on October 8, 2003; and  

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees of the District must annually fix the amount of Assessment in an amount 
not to exceed the maximum rate approved by the property owners, with adjustments for inflation; and  

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees designated by resolution SCI as the Engineer of Work for the District 
and directed the filing of an Annual Engineer’s Report to the District:  

WHEREAS, SCI prepared a preliminary engineer’s report in accordance with Article XIIID of the California 
Constitution and Section 2082, et seq., of the Health and Safety Code for the Assessment (the "Engineer’s 
Report"); and  
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WHEREAS, on May 10, 2017, this Board adopted Resolution No. M-008-17 declaring its intention to levy 
Assessments for fiscal year 2017-18, preliminarily approving the Engineer’s Report, and providing for 
notice of public hearing on June 14, 2017 at the hour of 6:00 p.m. at the San Mateo County Mosquito and 
Vector Control District Office located at 1351 Rollins Road, Burlingame CA 94010; and  

WHEREAS, the District has published in a newspaper of general circulation notice of a public hearing, as 
required by law; and  

WHEREAS, at the appointed time and place the hearing was duly and regularly held, and all persons 
interested and desiring to be heard were given an opportunity to be heard, and all matters and things 
pertaining to the levy of Assessment were fully heard and considered by this Board, and all oral statements 
and all written protests or communications were duly heard, considered and overruled, and this Board 
thereby acquired jurisdiction to order the levy of assessment prepared by and made a part of the 
Engineer’s Report to pay the costs and expenses thereof.  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County Mosquito and 
Vector Control District as follows:  

1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and material to the adoption of this 
Resolution.  

2. Engineer’s Report. The Final Engineer’s Report for the Assessment included in the agenda 
packet, as modified on June 14, 2017, if applicable, is hereby confirmed and approved as 
the Final Engineer’s Report for the District for FY 2017-18 and is incorporated herein by 
reference.  

3. Diagram Confirmed. The diagram showing assessment district boundary thereof, the 
proposed assessments, and assessment role for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 contained in the 
Engineer’s Report and presented to the property owners of record within the District are 
hereby confirmed.  

4. Findings. Based on the oral and documentary evidence, including the Engineer’s Report 
offered and received at the public hearing, the Board expressly finds and determines that: 
(a) the public interest, convenience and necessity require that the levy be made; (b) each of 
the several lots and parcels of land subject to the Assessment will be specially benefited by 
the services to be financed by the assessment proceeds in at least the amount of the 
assessment apportioned against such lots and parcels of land, respectively; and (c) that 
there is substantial evidence to support , and the weight of the evidence preponderates in 
favor of, said finding and determination as to special benefit to property from the mosquito, 
vector and disease control services to be financed with assessment proceeds.  

5. Assessment Rate. That assessments for fiscal year 2017-18 shall be levied at the rate of 
EIGHTEEN DOLLARS AND FIFTEEN CENTS ($18.15) per single-family equivalent benefit unit 
for Zone A, and SEVENTEEN DOLLARS AND EIGHTY-ONE CENTS ($17.81) for Zone B, as 
specified in the Engineer’s Report for fiscal year 2017-18 with estimated total annual 
assessment revenues as set forth in the Engineer’s Report.  
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6. Services. The mosquito and disease control services to be financed with assessment proceeds 
described in the Engineer’s Report are hereby ordered.  

7. Collection. No later than August following such adoption, the Board shall file a certified copy of the 
diagram and assessment and a certified copy of this Resolution with the Auditor of the County of San 
Mateo (“County Auditor”). Upon such filing, the County Auditor shall enter on the County assessment roll 
opposite each lot or parcel of land the amount of assessment thereupon as shown in the assessment. The 
assessments shall be collected at the same time and in the same manner as County taxes are collected 
and all the laws providing for collection and enforcement shall apply to the collection and enforcement of 
the assessments. After collection by the County, the net amount of the assessments, after deduction of any 
compensation due the County for collection, shall be paid to the Mosquito and Disease Control 
Assessment.  

8. Accounting. All revenues from Assessments shall be deposited in a separate fund established under the 
distinctive designation of the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District, North and West 
County Mosquito and Disease Control Assessment.  

9. Corrections. The Assessment, as it applies to any parcel, may be corrected, cancelled or a refund 
granted as appropriate, by order of the Board of Trustees of the District. Any such corrections, 
cancellations or refunds shall be limited to the current fiscal year.  

10.Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.  

The foregoing Resolution was PASSED and ADOPTED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County 
Mosquito and Vector Control District at a regular meeting thereof held on June 14, 2017, at 1351 Rollins 
Road, Burlingame CA 94010.  

AYES: NOES: ABSTAINED: ABSENT:  

ATTEST:  

APPROVED:  

_________________________________ Board Vice President  

__________________________________ Board Secretary  

Motion by Trustee Riechel, 2nd by Trustee Brutschy to approve Resolution M-009-17, was approved 
16-0. 
 

 
9.  BOARD COMMITTEE REPORTS 



 
 

6 
 

 
A. Environmental and Public Outreach – met May 10, 2017 to discuss the committee’s approach 

to the PEIR review. 
B. Strategic Planning Committee – no meeting 
C. Policy Committee – Consideration of text amendments to Policy sections 4080, and 4090. 

Chairperson Martin requested all items be presented at the July Board meeting. 
 
Next meeting of the Policy Committee set for July 12, 2017 at 5 PM at the District office. 

 
D.   Manager’s Evaluation Committee – met to discuss format of evaluation.   
E.   Finance Committee – met on with Trustee Wykoff as chair.  Trustee Galligan reviewed the   
items in the Board packet.  
Trustee Evans questioned what OPEB is and why the District pays for it.  Manager Peavey 
explained that OPEB (Other Post-Employment Benefits) is the after-employment health benefits 
promised to the employees. The District has established and funded a trust to pay for these 
benefits.  Trustee Galligan explained the investment process and advised that the fund has 
produced higher returns than expected and that the account is currently fully funded.   
Trustee Evans inquired when we would discuss the status of the District’s unfunded liability with 
the San Mateo County Employee Retirement Association (SamCera) and the District’s 
Supplemental Contribution Account which partially funds this liability.  District Manager Peavey 
explained that Scott Hood, CEO of SAMCERA n) spoke to the Finance Committee recently to 
review the pension fund.  He explained the impacts of a potential adjustment to the assumed rate 
of return on funds in the pension fund SAMCERA account. Because the District has previously 
made efforts to decrease the unfunded portion of the retirement responsibility, the remaining 
unfunded portion will require a smaller contribution in the coming years. 
 

10. FINANCE REPORT 
 

Finance Advisor Richard Arrow reviewed the materials provided in the board packet.  Trustee 
Evans inquired if the Finance Advisor has had an opportunity to make an assessment of the 
District’s internal controls.  Mr. Arrow indicated he will be looking at the operation carefully over the 
next few months to determine if additional controls are necessary.  He explained that the current 
policies were developed after the finance fraud of 6 years ago and are codified in our policy 
manual. 

 
Motion by Trustee Sylvester, 2nd by Trustee Baloum, to approve the Financial Documents for fiscal 
year 2016/17: July 2016 through April 2017, was approved 16-0. 
 
 
 
11. (A) RESOLUTION M-010-17 – AMENDING THE BUDGET FOR FY 2016-17 
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RESOLUTION M-010-17  

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
THE SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO AND VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT  

AUTHORIZING THE SAN MATEO COUNTY CONTROLLER TO AMEND THE FY 2016-17 OPERATING 
BUDGET  

WHEREAS, the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District (“District”) maintains its funds with 
the County Treasurer pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 2076; and  

WHEREAS, the District Board of Trustees has previously adopted the operating budget for fiscal year 
2016-17; and  

WHEREAS, the District finds that amendments to the operating budget for FY 2016-17 are necessary in 
order to facilitate ongoing operations; and  

WHEREAS, the below listed appropriation adjustments are provided within available District revenues and 
fund balances.  

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County Mosquito and 
Vector Control District as follows:  

1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and material to the adoption of this 
Resolution.  

2. Budget Amendment. The Board of Trustees hereby directs the San Mateo County Controllers 
office within the 2016-17 Budget to make the following changes:  

Increase Budgeted Program Revenues Account #4000 by $121,573  

Increase budgetary appropriations in Account #5300 Administration by $121,573 
3. Implementation. The Manager of the District shall file with the County Controller of  

San Mateo County a copy of this Resolution and shall take all actions as may be reasonably necessary to 
effectuate the purpose of this Resolution.  

4. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.  

The foregoing Resolution was PASSED and ADOPTED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County 
Mosquito and Vector Control District on this 1

 

day of June 2017 in Burlingame, California by the following 
vote:  
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Motion by Trustee Brutschy, 2nd by Trustee Zachariah, to approve Resolution M-010-17, authorizing 
amending the District budget FY 2016-17 for the San Mateo County’s fee to collect taxes for the 
District, was approved 16-0.     

(B) RESOLUTION M-011-17 – AMENDING THE BUDGET FOR FY 2016-17 

RESOLUTION M-011-17  

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
THE SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO AND VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT  

AUTHORIZING THE SAN MATEO COUNTY CONTROLLERS OFFICE TO REALLOCATE FUNDS 
WITHIN THE GENERAL FUND AMONG SPECIFIED ACCOUNTS:  

GENERAL FUND:  

WHEREAS, the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District (“District”) maintains its funds with 
the County Treasurer pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 2076; and  

WHEREAS, the District Board of Trustees has determined and desires to reallocate funds from its General 
Fund among the below listed accounts in order to facilitate ongoing operations.  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County Mosquito and 
Vector Control District as follows:  

1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and material to the adoption of this 
Resolution.  

2. Fund Transfer. The Board of Trustees hereby advises the San Mateo County Controllers Officer 
that the 2016-17 Budget, General Fund is hereby amending the budget for fiscal year 2016-
17pursuant to Attachment 1 of this resolution.  

3. Implementation. The Manager of the District shall file with the County Controller of San Mateo 
County a copy of this Resolution and shall take all actions as may be reasonably necessary to 
effectuate the purpose of this Resolution.  

4. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.  

The foregoing Resolution was PASSED and ADOPTED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County 
Mosquito and Vector Control District on this 14

 

day of June, 2017 in Burlingame, California. 

Motion by Trustee Brutschy, 2nd by Trustee Degliantoni, to approve Resolution M-011-17, 
authorizing amending the District budget FY 2016-17 to transfer funds within the General fund 
among Expenditure accounts as outlined in the Board packet, was approved 16-0. 
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(C) RESOLUTION M-012-17 – AMENDING THE BUDGET FOR FY 2016-17 

RESOLUTION M-012-17  

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
THE SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO AND VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT  

AUTHORIZING THE SAN MATEO COUNTY CONTROLLERS OFFICE TO TRANSFER FUNDS FROM 
THE DISTRICT GENERAL FUND IN THE COUNTY TREASURY TO THE DISTRICT’S SUPPLEMENTAL 
CONTRIBUTION ACCOUNT (DSCA) AT SamCERA:  

WHEREAS, the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District (“District”) maintains its funds with 
the County Treasurer pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 2076; and  

WHEREAS, the District Board of Trustees has determined and desires to reduce its Unfunded Actuarially 
Accrued Liability (UAAL) for employee pensions; and  

WHEREAS, the District Board of Trustees has determined and desires to transfer funds from its General 
Fund Account at the County Treasury to the District Supplementary Contributions Account at SamCERA.  

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County Mosquito and 
Vector Control District as follows:  

1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and material to the adoption of this 
Resolution.  

2. Fund Transfer. The Board of Trustees hereby directs the San Mateo County Controllers Officer 
within the 2016-17 Budget, to affect a fund transfer in the amount of two hundred fifty thousand 
Dollars ($250,000) as follows:  

Transfer $ 250,000 from District General Fund 
Augment $ 250,000 District Supplementary Contribution at SamCERA  

3. Implementation. The Manager of the District shall file with the County Controller of San Mateo 
County a copy of this Resolution and shall take all actions as may be reasonably necessary to 
effectuate the purpose of this Resolution.  

4. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.  

The foregoing Resolution was PASSED and ADOPTED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County 
Mosquito and Vector Control District on this of June 2017 in Burlingame, California. 

Motion by Trustee Riechel, 2nd by Trustee Degliantoni, to approve Resolution M-012-17, authorizing 
amending the District budget FY 2016-17 to transfer funds from the General Fund to the District’s 
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Contribution Account (DSCA) at the San Mateo County Retirement Association (SAMCERA) to lower 
the unfunded liability (UAAL) and lower future costs, was approved 16-0. 

12. BUDGET FOR FY 2017-18 – FINAL PRESENTATION  

District Manager Chindi Peavey reviewed the proposed budget for FY 2017-18. Recommends the Finance 
Committee review the overall budget in early 2018 to assure the focus of the District.  

Trustee Brutschy advised the increase in salaries is due to the recent renegotiations with the employee 
group. 

There was a general discussion regarding the Board meeting expenses for the year. $18,000 was 
budgeted with only $3,600 having been spent.   

RESOLUTION M-013-17  

A RESOLUTON OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO AND 
VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT ADOPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018 BUDGET  

WHEREAS, the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District ("District") is a political subdivision 
and a "local agency" of the State of California, created and operating under the authority and provisions of 
California Health and Safety Code Section 2000 et. Seq.; and  

WHEREAS, the District's Board of Trustees ("Board") has been granted the statutory authority and 
responsibility to administer the financial affairs of the District; and  

WHEREAS, California Health and Safety Code Section 2070(a) provides that on or before August 1 of each 
year, the Board shall adopt a final budget, which shall conform to the accounting and budgeting procedures 
for special districts contained in Subchapter 3 (commencing with Section 1031.1) and Article 1 
(commencing with Section 1121) of Subchapter 4 of Division 2 of Title 2 of the California Code of 
Regulations; and  

WHEREAS, the Board reviewed the Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget for the District and determined that said 
budget conforms to all applicable regulations.  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE SAN MATEO 
COUNTY MOSQUITO AND VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:  

Section 1. Recitals. 
The recitals set forth above are true and correct.  

Section 2. Adoption of Budget  
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The Board hereby adopts the Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget of $5,175,390, a copy of which is attached 
hereto and incorporated herein by this reference and which shall be made available for public inspection in 
the office of the District Manager.  

Section 3. Transmit to County  

Pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 2070(b), the District Manager shall cause a copy of 
the Fiscal Year 2016-2017 Budget to be transmitted to the San Mateo County Controller's Office.  

Section 4. Effective Date 
This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.  

Section 5. Certification 
The Board Secretary shall certify as to the adoption of this resolution and shall cause the same to be 
processed in the manner required by law. 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED, THIS 14TH day of June 2017.  

Motion by Trustee Baloum, 2nd by Trustee Sylvester, to approve Resolution M-013-17, the District 
Budget for FY2017-18, was approved 16-0 

 
13. STAFF REPORTS  
 

A. Assistant Manager Brian Weber reviewed the materials from the Board packet. Seasonal hiring 
continues.  

B. Vector Ecologist Theresa Shelton reviewed the materials from the Board packet.  
 

C. Public Health, Education, and Outreach Officer, Megan Sebay, reviewed the materials from the 
Board packet.  

 
  
14. MANAGER’S REPORT 

District Manager Dr. Chindi Peavey reviewed the items provided in the Board packet 

15. BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Trustee Galligan mentioned an article in the CSDA monthly report regarding the use of personal email 
accounts for District business.   

General counsel Barnhill commented on two emails she forwarded and recommended everyone review 
them. 
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16. ANNOUNCE NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED BOARD MEETING 

 The July Board meeting is scheduled for July 12, 2017. 

17. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:20 PM in honor of Robert Schoeppner, District Biologist/Vector Ecologist 
from 1964 to 1998. 

The agenda for the June 14, 2017 Board meeting was posted at the District office on June 9, 2017. 

 

_____________________________________________________________________________________
Rick Wykoff, Board President                                 Kati Martin, Board Secretary  

 
 
I certify the above minutes were approved as read or corrected at a meeting of the Board held on 
July 12, 2017. 
 
** All reports that were provided to the trustees as the board meeting will be available upon request. 
 
Approved: 
 
 
__________________________   _____________________________ 
District Manager     Board President 
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SCC Grant Agreement 10-106 

Invasive Spartina Treatment 2017 
 

WORK AUTHORIZATION #SMC2016-02 
In conjunction with Master Agreement for Consulting Services #SMC2016 

 
County: San Mateo 

Bid Date: June 8, 2017 
 

 
CWF Representative:  Janet Cobb 
    Executive Officer 
    428 13th Street, Suite 10A 
    Oakland, CA 94612 
    Phone:  510-763-0211 

Fax:  510-268-9948 
    Email:   jcobb@californiawildlifefoundation.org 
 

CWF Contact for Contract Administration and Billing: 
Amy Larson 

    428 13th Street, Suite 10A 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Phone:  510-208-4438 
Fax:  510-268-9948 
Email:  alarson@californiawildlifefoundation.org 

 
Consultant Representative: Brian Weber 
    SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO & VECTOR CONTROL 
    1351 Rollins Road 
    Burlingame, CA 94010 
    Phone:  650-344-8592 ext. 278 
    Fax:   650-344-3843 
    Email:   bweber@smcmvcd.org 
 
Agency Representative: Marilyn Latta, Project Manager (electronic copy only) 
    Shemar Mauleon (signed paper copy)    
    STATE COASTAL CONSERVANCY 
    1330 Broadway, Suite 1300 
    Oakland, CA  94612 
    Phone:  510-286-4157 
    Cell:  510-384-1282 
    Fax:  510-286-0470 
    Email:  marilyn.latta@scc.ca.gov 
 
 
PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZED WORK: 
 
San Mateo County Mosquito & Vector Control District (“Contractor”) is authorized to conduct 
activities related to Invasive Spartina Treatment as described below and attached. 
 
  

mailto:jcobb@californiawildlifefoundation.org
mailto:marilyn.latta@scc.ca.gov


SCC Grant Agreement 10-106 

WORK TO BE PERFORMED: 
 
Refer to Scope of Work and Budget, San Mateo County Mosquito & Vector Control District, 2017 
Treatment Season, San Francisco Estuary Invasive Spartina Project for: 

• Portions of Site 2: Bair & Greco Island Complex; 
• Site 16.2: Cooley Landing East; 
• Site 18: Colma Creek/San Bruno Marsh Complex; and 
• Site 19: West San Francisco Bay 

 
This document is attached and incorporated by reference into this Work Authorization.  
 
PAYMENT: 
 
Not-to-Exceed Amount: $49,930.40 
 
Invoices should be submitted no more than monthly and not less frequently than quarterly by the 
15th of the month for the previous month(s) work was conducted. Invoices must include: 
 

• Date of invoice  
• Invoice number (the Final Invoice under this Work Authorization should be marked “Final 

Invoice”) 
• Consultant’s Work Authorization number under which the work was performed 
• CWF’s name and grant agreement number: “California Wildlife Foundation Grant #10-

106” 
• The start and end dates of the billing period (i.e. from September 1 to September 30, 2017) 
• Billing by task number, if applicable, and number of hours worked and rates. 
• Back up materials for any authorized non-labor expenses. 

 
Invoice should appear on Consultant’s letterhead or include signature of an authorized 
representative. 
 

Invoices must be authorized for payment by a State Coastal Conservancy representative prior to 
processing by CWF.  Payments will be made upon CWF’s receipt of funds from SCC, a process 
that may take six to 12 weeks.   
 
SCHEDULE: 
 
This Work Authorization extends the term of this agreement by one year, to June 30, 2018. All 
treatment work under this Work Authorization to be completed by October 27, 2017. Final 
Treatment Report is due January 31, 2018. 
 
 
AGREED TO BY CALIFORNIA WILDLIFE 
FOUNDATION 
 
By:  ____________________________________ 
 
Name:  Janet S. Cobb 
      
Title: Executive Officer  
    
Date:  ____________________________________  

AGREED TO BY SAN MATEO COUNTY 
MOSQUITO & VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT 
 
By: _______________________________________ 
 
Name: ____________________________________ 
 
Title: ______________________________________ 
 
Date: _____________________________________ 

 



 
 

SCOPE OF WORK and BUDGET 
SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO & VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT 

2017 Treatment Season 
San Francisco Estuary Invasive Spartina Project 

 
for 

 
Portions of Site 2: Bair & Greco Island Complex 

Site 16.2: Cooley Landing East 
Site 18: Colma Creek/ San Bruno Marsh Complex  

Site 19: West San Francisco Bay 
 

 
 
 
I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 
The purpose of this project is treatment of invasive Spartina in the San Francisco 
Estuary.  The Grantee will conduct treatment in 2017 at up to 54 sub-areas within the 
following sites: Colma Creek/ San Bruno Marsh Complex, West San Francisco Bay, 
Cooley Landing east, and Bair & Greco Island Complex as outlined in the Site-
Specific Plans prepared by the Invasive Spartina Project’s Treatment Program 
Manager. 

 
 

II. SCOPE OF WORK 
 
Work Program Components: 
 
1.  Schedule 
 
Spartina treatment timing is subject to restrictive tidal windows, weather, and access issues.  The 
SMCMVCD Assistant District Manager will work with the ISP Treatment Program Manager to 
schedule treatment throughout the active growing season of the target plants. Scheduling will 
take into account the entry date restrictions imposed by USFWS in the 2017 Biological Opinion 
amendment, seasonal timing related to differentiation of hybrid from native Spartina, and other 
considerations that could impact efficacy. Adequate lead time must be provided to enable ISP 
biologists to inventory sites ahead of treatment to improve efficiency and thoroughness. 



SMCMVCD will be accompanied by ISP staff during all treatment events to document that all 
Spartina has been accounted for and to maximize the sensitivity when working in California 
Ridgway’s rail habitat. 
 
Conservancy Documents of Project Completion:  The following completed documents are 
required as a condition of the CWF’s Agreement with the State Coastal Conservancy to disburse 
funds encumbered by the Agreement for work done at these sites.  These documents must be 
provided within 20 days of Project completion. 
 
 A “Mitigation Checklist” signed by the grantee and the ISP’s Treatment Program 

Manager (the Mitigation Checklist is included in the Site Specific Plan associated with 
this Work Program, in Attachment 3: Environmental Compliance). 

 A Final Project Report, detailing the activities undertaken on the sites, and documenting 
the completion of work activities under the Site Specific Plan. 

 A “Request for Disbursement” form, fully executed, provided by the State 
Conservancy upon request. 

 
 

Task 1  Project Management  
 
Subtask 1.1 Project Management  
 
The Grantee will coordinate with California Wildlife Foundation (CWF) Project Manager 
to keep her informed about the status of the project.  Grantee will be responsible for 
managing the budget and schedule, submitting requests for disbursement, submitting the 
annual report, and other project management activities.  
 
Subtask 1.2 Subcontractor Selection  
 
Grantee may award subcontracts, as necessary, to qualified consultants or other agencies.   
 
The Grantee shall submit subcontractor qualifications and draft contract review to CWF 
for and approval prior to execution.  The contract shall describe the scope of work and 
the products expected from each subcontractor.  In the progress reports, the Grantee shall 
document all subcontractor activities, deliverables completed, progress, issues and 
proposed resolutions.  
 
Task Deliverable(s):  progress reports, invoices, and subcontract documentation 

 
 

Task 2 Site Treatment 
 
Subtask 2.1  
Brief description: 2017 Treatment of up to 47 treatment acres within the Bair & Greco 
Island Complex, Colma Creek/San Bruno Marsh Complex, Cooley Landing, and West 
San Francisco Bay Complex, including Alpine Helicopter seed suppression treatment on 



Bair Island at B2 Northeast, based on 2016 ISP Spartina inventory (since current-year 
inventory is not conducted until later in the season). 
 
 
Task Deliverable(s):  Final 2017 Treatment Report 

 
 
 
 
III. SCHEDULE 
 

The Grantee agrees to submit all scheduled project deliverables in accordance with the 
schedule set forth in this agreement.  In the event the Grantee anticipates any delay in the 
project schedule, the Contractor shall inform the CWF Project Manager in writing prior 
to the scheduled due date of that task or deliverable. 
 
In the event the project cannot be completed prior to the completion date of the Grant 
Agreement, the Grantee shall request an extension in writing, providing justification for 
the extension and a revised schedule of completion.  There is no guarantee that the grant 
agreement will be extended. 
 

Task Task  Title  Deliverable Estimated 
Completion Dates 

 2017 Season   

1 Project 
Management 

• Requests for Disbursement 
• Copies of Subcontracts 

Dec 30 for all 2017 
treatment 

2 Site Treatment • Estimated Treatment Initiation Date 
• Estimated Treatment Duration 
• Estimated Treatment End Date 
• Final Treatment Report 

July 27, 2017 
120 days 
October 27, 2017 
January 2018 

 
 

 
 
IV. BUDGET OVERVIEW 
 

Task Task  Title  Coastal 
Conservancy 

Grant 

County  Total 
Budget 

1 Project Mgmt  $520 $520 $1040 

2 2017 Site Treatment & 
Preparations   

$44,310.40 $0 $44,310.40 



3 Airboat repairs $0 $5000 $5000 

4 Alpine Helicopters 
(B2 seed suppression) 

$5,100 $0 $5,100 

TOTAL  $49,930.40 $5,520 $55,450.40 
 
 
 
 
V. BUDGET DETAIL 
 
5.1 Labor Rates 
 
The airboat and pilot will be billed at $165 per hour. 
All other field and preparation work for Spartina treatment will be billed at a flat rate of $70.69 
per hour.  This rate covers both direct and indirect costs for treatment work.  
Accounting work will be billed at $52 per hour.  
 
 
5.2 Direct Costs 
 
Direct costs to be billed at cost. There are no direct costs anticipated for 2017 treatment at this 
time. All chemicals for treatment (herbicide, surfactant and dye) will be purchased under a 
separate Coastal Conservancy grant to California Wildlife Foundation and are therefore not 
included in the SMCMVCD budget.  
 
 
5.3 Subcontractor estimate 
Alpine Helicopters will perform a seed suppression application over the eastern half of B2 North 
(Bair Island). This firm normally has a three-hour minimum charge, as well as mileage and fuel 
surcharge; based on Alpine’s 2016 invoice, the 2017 cost is estimated at $5,100. 



2017 Treatment Season 
 
 Funding Sources 

Conservancy SMCMVCD Other 

Estimated Administrative Labor Costs    

     Accounting $520 $520  

Estimated Field Labor Costs    

     Vector Control Technicians: (160 hrs. @ $70.69/hr.) $11,310.40   

Equipment     

   Airboat and pilot (200 hrs. @ $165/hr.) $33,000   
 

Materials Costs    

 Herbicide       
Provided by Coastal Conservancy n/a n/a  

 Surfactant  
 Provided by Coastal Conservancy n/a n/a  

 Colorant 
 Provided by Coastal Conservancy n/a n/a  

 

Equipment Maintenance and Repair    

Airboat Repairs  $5,000  
Other Costs  
Alpine Helicopters (seed suppression on B2) $5,100   

FUNDING SOURCE SUBTOTALS $49,930.40 $5,520  
 

WORK PROGRAM TOTAL COST in 2017 $55,450.40 
 
 
 
 





















 

 
 
 
                    
 
 

POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 
 
TITLE:  Members of the Board of Trustees 
 

NUMBER:  4080 
 
 
 4080.10 Each person appointed by a City or Town Council to be a member of the 
District’s Board of Trustees must be a registered voter in that city or Town and a resident of that 
portion of the city or Town that is within the District (H&S Code 2022 (b)). 
 
 4080.20 Each person appointed by the Board of Supervisors to be a member of the 
District’s Board of Trustees must be a registered voter in that county and a resident of that portion 
of the county (H&S Code 2022(a)).   
 
 4080.30 Notwithstanding, any other provision of law including the common law 
doctrine that precludes the simultaneous holding of incompatible offices, a member of a city 
council may be appointed and may serve as a member of the District’s Board of Trustees if that 
person also meets the other applicable qualifications of the Health and Safety Code §2022. 
 
  4080.40 It is the intent of the State Legislature that persons appointed to the 
District’s Board of Trustee have experience, training, and education in fields that will assist in 
the governance of the District. 
 
 4080.50 All trustees shall exercise their independent judgment on behalf of the 
interests of the residents, property owners, and the public as a whole in furthering the purposes 
and intent of the Health and Safety Code §2022.  The Trustees shall represent the interests of the 
public as a whole and not solely the interests of the Board of Supervisors or the City or Town 
Council that appointed them. 
 
 4080.60 The term of office for a member of the Board of Trustee shall be for a term 
of two or four years, at the discretion of the appointing authority.  Terms of office commence at 
noon on the first Monday in January (H&S Code 2020(a) and end on the last day of December two 
or four years hence. 
 
 4080.70 Any vacancy in the office of a member appointed to the District’s Board of 
Trustees shall be filled pursuant to Section 1779 of the Government Code.  Any person appointed 
to fill a vacant office shall be appointed to fill the balance of the unexpired term (H&S Code 
2020(b). 
 



 4080.80 Trustees shall thoroughly prepare themselves to discuss agenda items at 
meetings of the Board of Trustees.  Information may be requested from the District Manager or 
exchanged between trustees before meetings, provided that it is done in a manner consistent with 
the Brown Act.   
 
   
 
Issued:     January 8, 2003 
Revised:       March 18, 2009 
Board Review    March 8, 2017 
Board Approval    July 12, 2017 
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Take Action: Letters Needed on Costly CPRA Bill 
AB 1479 (Bonta) places new burdens on local agencies by including additional requirements in processing California
Public Records Act (CPRA) requests. AB 1479 would mandate that every local agency assign an individual or an office
as the “custodian of record” to review each public records act request and response. This will cause a significant
bottleneck in records processing, particularly larger districts that have multiple departments. Rather than having each
department handle the CPRA requests that are germane to their department, all requests would need to go through a
single person or department.

Additionally, AB 1479 establishes civil penalties assessed to agencies, above and beyond plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees
established in current law, for violations of the CPRA. The violations that could trigger a civil penalty include: charging an
inappropriate fee, or an unnecessary delay in providing records. Such an introduction of civil penalties could lead to
abuses of the CPRA and AB 1479 would provide a financial incentive for serial litigants, from across the nation, to extort
taxpayer dollars from the state and local public agencies. Tax dollars that would otherwise be used to provide essential
services such as healthcare, fire protection, park and road maintenance, and police protection.

CSDA is asking for your assistance in stopping AB 1479 (Bonta) from becoming law. Please take the time to write a letter
of opposition to this potentially costly legislation. You should feel free to write your own letter or edit this Sample Letter.
Instructions on where to send your completed letter can also be found on the template letter. AB 1479 is scheduled to be
heard in the Senate Judiciary Committee on July 11, 2017. If it passes from that committee, it will be heard in the Senate
Appropriations Committee in August.

If you have any questions about AB 1479 or the sample letter, please contact CSDA legislative representative, Dillon
Gibbons, at dillong@csda.net.

California Special Districts Association | 1112 I Street | Suite 200 | Sacramento, CA 95814 | 877.924.CSDA (2732)

A Proud California Special Districts Alliance Partner

 

http://csda.informz.net/admin31/content/l.asp?u=889053295&m=6228370&s=47522&p=320&l=http://csda.informz.net/csda/data/images/AB%201479%20(Bonta)%20Bill%20Language.pdf
http://csda.informz.net/admin31/content/l.asp?u=889053295&m=6228370&s=47522&p=320&l=http://csda.informz.net/csda/data/images/AB%201479%20(Bonta)%20Public%20Records%20Act%20-%20Sample%20Letter.docx
mailto:dillong@csda.net
http://csda.informz.net/admin31/content/l.asp?u=889053295&m=6228370&s=47522&p=320&l=http://www.csda.net/
http://csda.informz.net/admin31/content/l.asp?u=889053295&m=6228370&s=47522&p=320&l=http://www.facebook.com/specialdistrict
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AMENDED IN SENATE JUNE 19, 2017

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 27, 2017

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MARCH 21, 2017

california legislature—2017–18 regular session

ASSEMBLY BILL  No. 1479

Introduced by Assembly Member Bonta
(Coauthor: Assembly Member Cristina Garcia)

February 17, 2017

An act to amend Sections 6255 6253 and 6259 of the Government
Code, relating to public records.

legislative counsel’s digest

AB 1479, as amended, Bonta. Public records: custodian of records:
civil penalties.

Existing law, the California Public Records Act, requires a public
agency, defined to mean any state or local agency, to make its public
records available for public inspection and to make copies available
upon request and payment of a fee, unless the public records are exempt
from disclosure. Existing law requires an agency to justify withholding
a record from disclosure by demonstrating either that the record in
question is exempt under express provisions of law or that on the facts
of the particular case the public interest served by not disclosing the
record clearly outweighs the public interest served by disclosure of the
record. Existing law requires specified state and local agencies to
establish written guidelines for accessibility of records. Existing law
authorizes a person to institute proceedings for injunctive or declarative
relief or writ of mandate in any court of competent jurisdiction to enforce
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his or her right to inspect or to receive a copy of any public record or
class of public records under these provisions.

This bill would require public agencies to designate a person or office
to act as the agency’s custodian of records who is responsible for
responding to any request made pursuant to the California Public
Records Act and any inquiry from the public about a decision by the
agency to deny a request for records. The bill also would make other
conforming changes. Because the bill would require local agencies to
perform additional duties, the bill would impose a state-mandated local
program.

The bill would also authorize a court that finds that an agency or the
custodian failed to respond to a request for records, improperly withheld
from a member of the public, public records which that were clearly
subject to public disclosure, unreasonably delayed providing the contents
of a record subject to disclosure in whole or in part, assessed an
unreasonable or unauthorized fee upon a requester, improperly assessed
a fee upon a requester that exceeded the direct cost of duplication, or
otherwise did not act in good faith to comply with these provisions, to
assess a civil penalty against the agency in an amount not less than
$1,000, nor more than $5,000.

The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local
agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state.
Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement.

This bill would provide that no reimbursement is required by this act
for a specified reason.

The California Constitution requires local agencies, for the purpose
of ensuring public access to the meetings of public bodies and the
writings of public officials and agencies, to comply with a statutory
enactment that amends or enacts laws relating to public records or open
meetings and contains findings demonstrating that the enactment furthers
the constitutional requirements relating to this purpose.

This bill would make legislative findings to that effect.
Vote:   majority.   Appropriation:   no.  Fiscal committee:   yes.

State-mandated local program:   yes.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

 line 1 SECTION 1. Section 6255 of the Government Code is amended
 line 2 to read:

96

— 2 —AB 1479

 



 line 1 6255. (a)  The agency shall justify withholding any record by
 line 2 demonstrating that the record in question is exempt under express
 line 3 provisions of this chapter or that on the facts of the particular case
 line 4 the public interest served by not disclosing the record clearly
 line 5 outweighs the public interest served by disclosure of the record.
 line 6 (b)  A response to a written request for inspection or copies of
 line 7 public records that includes a determination that the request is
 line 8 denied, in whole or in part, shall be in writing.
 line 9 (c)  Each agency shall designate a person or office to act as the

 line 10 agency’s custodian of records who is responsible for responding
 line 11 to any request made pursuant to this chapter and any inquiry from
 line 12 the public about a decision by the agency to deny a request for
 line 13 records.
 line 14 SECTION 1. Section 6253 of the Government Code is amended
 line 15 to read:
 line 16 6253. (a)  Public records are open to inspection at all times
 line 17 during the office hours of the state or local agency and every person
 line 18 has a right to inspect any public record, except as hereafter
 line 19 provided. Any reasonably segregable portion of a record shall be
 line 20 available for inspection by any person requesting the record after
 line 21 deletion of the portions that are exempted by law.
 line 22 (b)  Except with respect to public records exempt from disclosure
 line 23 by express provisions of law, each state or local agency, upon a
 line 24 request for a copy of records that reasonably describes an
 line 25 identifiable record or records, shall make the records promptly
 line 26 available to any person upon payment of fees covering direct costs
 line 27 of duplication, or a statutory fee if applicable. Upon request, an
 line 28 exact copy shall be provided unless impracticable to do so.
 line 29 (c)  Each agency, upon a request for a copy of records, shall,
 line 30 within 10 days from receipt of the request, determine whether the
 line 31 request, in whole or in part, seeks copies of disclosable public
 line 32 records in the possession of the agency and shall promptly notify
 line 33 the person making the request of the determination and the reasons
 line 34 therefor. In unusual circumstances, the time limit prescribed in
 line 35 this section may be extended by written notice by the head of the
 line 36 agency or his or her designee to the person making the request,
 line 37 setting forth the reasons for the extension and the date on which
 line 38 a determination is expected to be dispatched. No notice shall
 line 39 specify a date that would result in an extension for more than 14
 line 40 days. When the agency dispatches the determination, and if the
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 line 1 agency determines that the request seeks disclosable public records,
 line 2 the agency shall state the estimated date and time when the records
 line 3 will be made available. As used in this section, “unusual
 line 4 circumstances” means the following, but only to the extent
 line 5 reasonably necessary to the proper processing of the particular
 line 6 request:
 line 7 (1)  The need to search for and collect the requested records
 line 8 from field facilities or other establishments that are separate from
 line 9 the office processing the request.

 line 10 (2)  The need to search for, collect, and appropriately examine
 line 11 a voluminous amount of separate and distinct records that are
 line 12 demanded in a single request.
 line 13 (3)  The need for consultation, which shall be conducted with
 line 14 all practicable speed, with another agency having substantial
 line 15 interest in the determination of the request or among two or more
 line 16 components of the agency having substantial subject matter interest
 line 17 therein.
 line 18 (4)  The need to compile data, to write programming language
 line 19 or a computer program, or to construct a computer report to extract
 line 20 data.
 line 21 (d)  Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to permit an
 line 22 agency to delay or obstruct the inspection or copying of public
 line 23 records. The notification of denial of any request for records
 line 24 required by Section 6255 shall set forth the names and titles or
 line 25 positions of each person responsible for the denial. Each agency
 line 26 shall designate a person or office to act as the agency’s custodian
 line 27 of records who is responsible for responding to any requests made
 line 28 pursuant to this chapter and any inquiry from the public about a
 line 29 decision by the agency to deny a request for records.
 line 30 (e)  Except as otherwise prohibited by law, a state or local agency
 line 31 may adopt requirements for itself that allow for faster, more
 line 32 efficient, or greater access to records than prescribed by the
 line 33 minimum standards set forth in this chapter.
 line 34 (f)  In addition to maintaining public records for public inspection
 line 35 during the office hours of the public agency, a public agency may
 line 36 comply with subdivision (a) by posting any public record on its
 line 37 Internet Web site and, in response to a request for a public record
 line 38 posted on the Internet Web site, directing a member of the public
 line 39 to the location on the Internet Web site where the public record is
 line 40 posted. However, if after the public agency directs a member of
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 line 1 the public to the Internet Web site, the member of the public
 line 2 requesting the public record requests a copy of the public record
 line 3 due to an inability to access or reproduce the public record from
 line 4 the Internet Web site, the public agency shall promptly provide a
 line 5 copy of the public record pursuant to subdivision (b).
 line 6 SEC. 2. Section 6259 of the Government Code is amended to
 line 7 read:
 line 8 6259. (a)  Whenever it is made to appear by verified petition
 line 9 to the superior court of the county where the records or some part

 line 10 thereof are situated that certain public records are being improperly
 line 11 withheld from a member of the public, the court shall order the
 line 12 custodian of records or person charged with withholding the
 line 13 records to disclose the public record or show cause why he or she
 line 14 should not do so. The court shall decide the case after examining
 line 15 the record in camera, if permitted by subdivision (b) of Section
 line 16 915 of the Evidence Code, papers filed by the parties and any oral
 line 17 argument and additional evidence as the court may allow.
 line 18 (b)  If the court finds that the custodian of records’ or other public
 line 19 official’s decision to refuse disclosure is not justified under Section
 line 20 6254 or 6255, he or she shall order the custodian of records or
 line 21 public official to make the record public. If the judge determines
 line 22 that the custodian of records or other public official was justified
 line 23 in refusing to make the record public, he or she shall return the
 line 24 item to the custodian of records or other public official without
 line 25 disclosing its content with an order supporting the decision refusing
 line 26 disclosure.
 line 27 (c)  In an action filed on or after January 1, 1991, an order of
 line 28 the court, either directing disclosure by a public official or
 line 29 supporting the decision of the custodian of records or other public
 line 30 official refusing disclosure, is not a final judgment or order within
 line 31 the meaning of Section 904.1 of the Code of Civil Procedure from
 line 32 which an appeal may be taken, but shall be immediately reviewable
 line 33 by petition to the appellate court for the issuance of an
 line 34 extraordinary writ. Upon entry of any order pursuant to this section,
 line 35 a party shall, in order to obtain review of the order, file a petition
 line 36 within 20 days after service upon him or her of a written notice of
 line 37 entry of the order, or within a further time not exceeding an
 line 38 additional 20 days as the trial court may for good cause allow. If
 line 39 the notice is served by mail, the period within which to file the
 line 40 petition shall be increased by five days. A stay of an order or
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 line 1 judgment shall not be granted unless the petitioning party
 line 2 demonstrates it will otherwise sustain irreparable damage and
 line 3 probable success on the merits. Any person who fails to obey the
 line 4 order of the court shall be cited to show cause why he or she is not
 line 5 in contempt of court.
 line 6 (d)  (1)  The court shall award court costs and reasonable attorney
 line 7 fees to the plaintiff should the plaintiff prevail in litigation filed
 line 8 pursuant to this section. The costs and fees shall be paid by the
 line 9 public agency of which the custodian of records or public official

 line 10 is a member or employee and shall not become a personal liability
 line 11 of the custodian of records or public official.
 line 12 (2)  If the court finds that the plaintiff’s case is clearly frivolous,
 line 13 it shall award court costs and reasonable attorney fees to the public
 line 14 agency.
 line 15 (3)  If a court finds that an agency or the custodian of records
 line 16 or other public official of an agency failed to respond to a request
 line 17 for records as required pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 6253,
 line 18 improperly withheld a public record from a member of the public
 line 19 that was clearly subject to public disclosure, unreasonably delayed
 line 20 providing the contents of a record subject to disclosure in whole
 line 21 or in part, assessed an unreasonable or unauthorized fee upon a
 line 22 requester, improperly assessed a fee upon a requester that exceeded
 line 23 the direct cost of duplication, or otherwise did not act in good faith
 line 24 to comply with this chapter, the court may assess a civil penalty
 line 25 against the agency in an amount not less than one thousand dollars
 line 26 ($1,000) nor more than five thousand dollars ($5,000).
 line 27 SEC. 3. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to
 line 28 Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution because
 line 29 the only costs that may be incurred by a local agency or school
 line 30 district under this act would result from a legislative mandate that
 line 31 is within the scope of paragraph (7) of subdivision (b) of Section
 line 32 3 of Article I of the California Constitution.
 line 33 SEC. 4. The Legislature finds and declares that Sections 1 and
 line 34 2 of this act, which amend Sections 6255 6253 and 6259 of the
 line 35 Government Code, respectively, further, within the meaning of
 line 36 paragraph (7) of subdivision (b) of Section 3 of Article I of the
 line 37 California Constitution, the purposes of that constitutional section
 line 38 as it relates to the right of public access to the meetings of local
 line 39 public bodies or the writings of local public officials and local
 line 40 agencies. Pursuant to paragraph (7) of subdivision (b) of Section
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 line 1 3 of Article I of the California Constitution, the Legislature makes
 line 2 the following findings:
 line 3 By requiring local agencies to designate custodians of records
 line 4 responsible for responding to requests and inquiries under the
 line 5 California Public Records Act, this act furthers the public’s access
 line 6 to public records.

O
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[Date] 
 
The Honorable Hannah-Beth Jackson  
Chair, Senate Judiciary Committee   
State Capitol, Room 2187   
Sacramento, CA 95814   
 
RE:  AB 1479 (Bonta) Public Records: Custodian of Records: Civil Penalties - Oppose [As Amended June   
        19, 2017]    
        Hearing Date: July 11, 2017 – Senate Judiciary Committee     
 
Dear Senator Jackson:   
 
The San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District respectfully opposes Assembly Bill 1479 
(Bonta). As amended, the measure places substantial burdens on local agencies by adding costly and 
unnecessary requirements in processing California Public Records Act (CPRA) requests. AB 1479 would 
mandate that every local agency assign a “custodian of record” to review each public records act 
request and response. Additionally, the measure establishes new and costly civil penalties assessed to 
agencies above and beyond plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees established in current law.   
 
Under current law, all costs are placed on local public agencies when responding to CPRA requests and 
local agencies would receive virtually no reimbursements for the increased staffing/staff time that 
would be required to comply with this measure.    
 
Creates Increased Litigation for Local Agencies  
The notion of introducing civil penalties into the body of law pertaining to the CPRA is troublesome. 
Doing so sets a costly and precarious precedent. Such an introduction of civil penalties could lead to 
abuses of the CPRA and be likened to the well-documented abuses associated with frivolous Americans 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) lawsuits filed against small businesses.  Similar to unwarranted ADA lawsuits, 
AB 1479 would provide a financial incentive for serial litigants, from across the nation, to extort taxpayer 
dollars from the state and local public agencies. Tax dollars that would otherwise be used to provide 
essential services such as healthcare, fire protection, park and road maintenance, and police protection. 
Public agencies will be forced to settle out of court to avoid expending time and resources for a costly 
trial, even when the agency is attempting to comply in good faith with the law.   
 
Currently under the CPRA, a requester can file suit on the day after responsive records are due which 
could be as early as eleven days after the request, if there has been no extension of time. Once a suit is 
filed, generous attorneys’ fees established in current law may still be awarded under the “catalyst" 
theory even if the agency discloses the requested records after the litigation has commenced. Paying 
plaintiff’s attorneys’ fees in a CPRA case can cost an agency upwards of $100,000. An additional $5,000 



fine on top of the existing $100,000 will not stop bad actors from willful violations—rather AB 1479 will 
incentivize litigation while punishing good actors trying to comply with the statutory deadlines in CPRA 
law.    
 
Creates New Costs and Impediments to Process Public Records Act Requests in a Timely Manner   
Local agencies strive to comply with the strict guidelines inherent with the CPRA, including responding 
within a 10-day period from the time of the request; this measure runs counter to that intent.  AB 1479 
would cause further delays in processing requests by creating a bottleneck in the process. AB 1479 
requires each public agency to designate a person or office to act as the agency’s “custodian of records.” 
The custodian of records is then responsible for responding to all CPRA requests made to the agency. 
Rather than allowing an agency to determine who is the most appropriate person or office to respond to 
a request, based on their level of expertise on the subject of the request, AB 1479 takes a one-size-fits-
all approach to responding to CPRA requests.  
 
For these reasons the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District respectfully opposes 
Assembly Bill 1479.  If you have any questions regarding our position, please do not hesitate to contact 
our district. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Chindi Peavey, District Manager 
 
CC:  The Honorable Rob Bonta  
        Members, Senate Judiciary Committee  
        Marisa Shea, Counsel, Senate Judiciary Committee  
        Mike Petersen, Consultant, Senate Republican Caucus   
        Melinda Grant, Deputy Legislative Secretary, Office of Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr.   
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        Agenda Item # 6 and 7 

RESOLUTION M-001-18 
 
 

SUBJECT: Special Mosquito Control Tax  
 

 

RECOMMENDATION 
 
Hold a public hearing and approve Resolution M-001-18  
 
BACKGROUND AND STATUS 
 
The District held a special tax measure election on Tuesday, November 2, 1982. The Measure A, 
Special Tax for Mosquito Control Services, passed at 74%. It provided for a tax of up to $3.75 
per year per parcel per year to provide for mosquito control services. Each year the District fixes 
the amount of the tax for the upcoming fiscal year by resolution.   
 
Resolution M-001-18 authorizes the fixing of the Special Mosquito Control Tax for Fiscal Year 
2017-2018 at $3.74 per parcel; and authorizes the San Mateo County Controller to place the 
Special Mosquito Control Tax on the property tax roll for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 
 
The District contracts with SCI Consulting Group to collect the $3.74 per parcel for the original 
13 cities.  
 
Estimated number of parcels assessed:  130,179 
 
Estimated total dollar assessment:  $486, 869 
 
Lowest parcel assessment:  $3.74 
 
Highest parcel assessment:  $3.74 
 
Person responsible for submitting the data: Sonia Ortega, Project Analyst 

SCIConsultingGroup 
4745 Mangels Boulevard  
Fairfield, CA  94534 
707.430.4300 x102 Phone 
sonia.ortega@sci-cg.com 
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REFERENCE MATERIALS ATTACHED: 
 

A. Resolution M-001-18 
B. Map of Original District -area subject to the Special Mosquito Control Tax 
C. Public Hearing Notice  
 

 



 
RESOLUTION  M-001-18 

 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES  
OF THE SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO AND VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT 

SETTING THE RATE FOR THE ANNUAL SPECIAL TAX FOR MOSQUITO 
CONTROL SERVICES AND DIRECTING THE COLLECTION PROCEDURES FOR 

SPECIAL TAX MEASURE A FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 
 
 
WHEREAS, the Mosquito Abatement and Vector Control District Law, codified at Health and 
Safety Code Section 2000 et seq., authorizes mosquito and vector control districts to levy special 
taxes to fulfill their mission of providing comprehensive mosquito and vector programs to study, 
prevent, control and abate vectors and vector-borne diseases pursuant to Government Code section 
50075 et seq.  
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to that authority, in 1982 the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector 
Control (formerly Mosquito Abatement) District (“District”) proposed a special tax with a 
maximum amount of $3.75 per parcel per year be assessed on all parcels not exempted by law in 
the original boundaries of the District, as is depicted on the attached map (“Original Boundaries”), 
which is hereby incorporated by this reference; and 
 

WHEREAS, on November 2, 1982, the voters approved the levy of an annual special tax for the 
environmental protection, prevention, and control of vector mosquito disease and annoyance. 
Following the election, the District has assessed and collected the tax at the same rate of $3.74 per 
parcel within the Original Boundaries each year; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees of the District must annually fix the amount of tax in an 
amount not to exceed the maximum rate; and  
 
WHEREAS, the District provided public notice of its intention to hold a public hearing on its 
decision to continue the special tax, which was posted on the outdoor announcement board of 
the District and published at least twice in the San Mateo County Times, a newspaper of 
general circulation in the District, at least fifteen (15) days prior to the date of said public hearing; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, at the public hearing held on July 12, 2017 at the regular meeting of the Board of 
Trustees, all persons were afforded an opportunity to be heard; and 
 
 



 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo County 
Mosquito and Vector Control District as follows:  
 
1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and material to the adoption of 

this Resolution. 
 

2. Taxation Rate. In order to maintain an adequate level of mosquito and vector control 
services the Board hereby determines that for July 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018, the special 
tax shall be collected according to the following schedule:   
 

Parcels of real property within the Original Boundaries of the San Mateo County Mosquito 
and Vector Control District, not exempted by law, shall be taxed $3.74 per parcel. $3.74 
per parcel, note exempted by law, is both the lowest and highest parcel assessment amount 
to be levied for fiscal year 2017-18.  
 
Special taxes for fiscal year 2017-18 for Measure A shall continue to be levied at those 
rates specified in this resolution for fiscal year 2017-18 with an estimated total annual 
amount of $486,869.46. 

 
3. Collection. The Board hereby directs the Manager of the District to file with the 

County Controller of San Mateo County a copy of this Resolution. The County 
Controller of San Mateo County shall, upon receipt of said Resolution, enter the amounts 
of said charges against the respective lots or parcels as they appear on the assessment roll 
for fiscal year 2017-18.  The District Manager of the San Mateo County Mosquito and 
Vector Control District is authorized to approve corrections of said roll of special mosquito 
tax charges when investigation of requests for corrections indicate that charges were 
computed or erroneously entered on the roll. 

 
4. Prior Proceedings. The Board hereby determines that all prior proceedings pertaining 

to the levy and continuation of the special parcel tax proposed herein were valid and 
taken in conformity with the requirements of the law.   

 
5. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its 

adoption.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



The foregoing Resolution was PASSED and ADOPTED by the Board of Trustees of the San Mateo 
County Mosquito and Vector Control District at a regular meeting held on this 12th day of July 
2017, in Burlingame, California by the following vote: 
 
 
      Yes   No  Abstain Absent 

 
Mason Brutschy       
Muhammad Baluom       
Rick Wykoff        
Justin Evans        
Peter DeJarnatt        
Glenn Sylvester        
Joe Galligan        
Joe Silva        
Wade Leschyn        
Kathryn Lion        
Kati Martin        
Carolyn Parker        
Ed Degliantoni        
Robert Riechel        
Donna Rutherford       
Dr. Mairin Joseph-Talreja      
Jason Seifer        
Dr. D. Scott Smith       
Ray Williams        
Dr. Alvin Zachariah       
    

   Vote Totals:  
 
APPROVED AND DATED this _______ day of July, 2017 after its passage.  

ATTEST     APPROVED 

             

Board Secretary    Board President 
 
 
 
 
Enclosures: Original Boundaries Map 
 



Original Boundaries of San Mateo County 
Mosquito and Vector Control District

San Mateo County



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE
SAN MATEO COUNTY MOSQUITO AND

 VECTOR CONTROL DISTRICT SPECIAL TAX
 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-18

NOTICE� IS� HEREBY� GIVEN� that� the� Board� of
Trustees� of� the� San� Mateo� County� Mosquito
and�Vector�Control�District�(“District”)�will�hold
a�public�hearing�on�Wednesday,�July�12,�2017�at
6:00� p.m.,�or�as� soon� thereafter� as� this�matter
may�be�heard,�at�the�District’s�headquarters�lo-
cated� at� 1351� Rollins� Rd.,� Burlingame,� Califor-
nia.

At�the�public�hearing,�the�Board�of�Trustees�will
consider� the� CONTINUATION� of� the� Special
Mosquito�Control�Tax� in� Fiscal�Year� 2017-18� to
fund�the�District’s�ongoing�mosquito�and�vector
disease�control�services�and�projects.��The�pro-
posed� Special� Mosquito� Control� Tax� is� THREE
DOLLARS�AND�SEVENTY-FOUR�CENTS�($3.74)�per
parcel�for�fiscal�year�2017-18.��This�Special�Mos-
quito�Control�Tax�was�initially�approved� in�No-
vember�1982�and�has�not�been�increased�since
its�adoption.�There�is�no�proposed�rate�increase
for�2017-18.

All�interested�persons�are�invited�to�be�present
and� heard� on� this� matter.� Written� comments
may� be� submitted� at� or� before� the� hearing� to
District�Manager,�Chindi�Peavey.��Further�infor-
mation�concerning�the�above�is�available�at�the
District�headquarters�or�by�contacting�the�Dis-
trict�at�(650)�344-8592.

SMCT#5978835; June 26, July 3, 2017
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         Agenda Item # 8A 

BOARD COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 

SUBJECT:  Environmental/Public Outreach Committee 
 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

No recommendation at this time. 
 
BACKGROUND AND STATUS 
 
Chair Scott Smith.  Members include Trustees Wade Leschyn, Kat Lion, Carolyn Parker, Justin 
Evans and Peter DeJarnatt.  President Wykoff is also invited to attend District committee 
meetings as an ex-officio member. 
 
The committee met at 5:00 PM on June 22.  Present were Committee Chair Dr. Scott Smith and 
members Justin Evans, Wade Leschyn and Carolyn Parker.  Peter DeJarnatt and Kat Lion, were 
absent.  Also present were District Assistant Manager Brian Weber and District Counsel 
Alexandra Barnhill. 
 
The committee discussed comments raised regarding pollinators in the comment letters submitted on 
the Draft PEIR and how those comments will be addressed.  
 
 
The next meeting of the Environmental / Public Education Committee will be on July 25, 2017 at 
5:00 PM 
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        Agenda Item # 8B 

BOARD COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 

SUBJECT:  Strategic Planning Committee 
 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

None at this time. 
 
BACKGROUND AND STATUS 
 
Chair Joe Galligan.  Members include Trustees Raymond Williams and Donna Rutherford.  
President Wykoff is also invited to attend these meetings as an ex-officio member. 
 
The committee has not met. 
 

 
OTHER REFERENCE MATERIALS AVAILABLE 

A. The District’s current Strategic Plan (62 pages) 
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         Agenda Item # 8C 

BOARD COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 
 

SUBJECT:  Policy Committee. 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The Committee recommends the Board Approve the changes to the District Policy Manual. 
 
BACKGROUND AND STATUS 
 
Chair Kati Martin.  Members include Trustees Robert Riechel, Donna Rutherford, Kat Lion, Carolyn 
Parker and Ed Degliantoni.  Board President Rick Wykoff is also invited to attend these meetings as an 
ex-officio member. 
 
The committee met on June 14, immediately before the Regularly Scheduled Board meeting.  Present 
were Kati Martin, Robert Riechel, Donna Rutherford, Kat Lion, Carolyn Parker and Ed Degliantoni, The 
committee reviewed the following policies: 
 

District Policy 4080 Consider minor text amendments to Policy 4080 relating to the 
role of Trustees. Clarify that trustee representation includes towns in Section 4080.50 
and ensure Trustee preparation for meetings is done in a manner consistent with the 
Brown Act in Section 4080.80.   

This policy is on the Board agenda as item 5C. 

1. District Policy 4090 Committees of the Board of Trustees.   

i. Consider amending the charges of the Environmental and Public Outreach 
Committee the broader goal of periodically reviewing the outreach program 
rather than overseeing all educational materials. 

ii. Consider amending the charges of the Legislative committee to include 
reviewing proposed legislation and making recommendations to the Board. 

iii. The committee asked counsel to draft additional wording regarding the 
Legislative Committee for them to consider and will discuss this policy further 
at its next committee meeting. 
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2. District Policy 2220 Organizational Chart.  The Committee reviewed the updated 

Organizational chart and will continue the discussion of this policy at its next committee 
meeting. 

3. District Policy 3010 Vehicle Use Consider removing section 3010.301 stating that 
all vehicles will carry a sign in window saying “no riders.”  Following discussion of 
this policy the committee decided to continue review at its next committee meeting 

4. District Policy 3090 Inspection Warrant Requirements –The committee reviewed 
changes recommended by District Counsel to align policy with the Mosquito 
Abatement Act and other current laws. The discussion of this policy will be continued 
at its next committee meeting. 

 
The committee will meet again on September 13, immediately before the Regularly Scheduled Board 
meeting. 
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         Agenda Item # 8D 

BOARD COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 

SUBJECT:  Manger’s Evaluation Committee 
 

 
 
BACKGROUND AND STATUS 
 
Chair Kat Lion.  Members include Trustees: Mason Brutschy, Ed Degliantoni, Rick Wykoff, Joe 
Galligan, and Kati Martin.  
 
The committee met with the District Manager on June 21 for a routine midyear evaluation.  No 
reportable action occurred.  Committee members Lion, Brutschy, Degliantoni, Wykoff and Martin were 
present.  

MATERIALS ATTACHED 
 
None 
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      Agenda Item # 8E  

BOARD COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 
 

SUBJECT:  Finance Committee 
 

 
 

BACKGROUND AND STATUS 
 
Committee Membership 
 
Finance Committee membership includes Committee Chair, Mason Brutschy, Muhammad Baluom, Joe 
Galligan, Robert Riechel, Jason Seifer and Ray Williams. Board President Rick Wykoff also attends the 
meeting, as an ex-officio member.  
 
The Finance Committee meets on July 10, 2017 to review the following.   
 

A. Review the Monthly Financial Report for FY 2016-17 as of May 31 2017 

B. Update on June 30, 2017 Fund Balances 

C. Review and update the District’s Financial Reserve Policy 

D. Review and update the District’s Internal Control Manual. 
E. Consider the Work Authorization from California Wildlife Foundation for treatment of Invasive 

Spartina 

F. Consider Subordination Request to Proposed Bond Issue by Successor Agency to the 
Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Mateo 

G. Receive an Update on the PEIR Project from Assistant Manager Brian Weber.  

 
 
 























































     

      Operations Report 

June 2017  

 

 Operations hired their 9th and 10th seasonal technician in the month of June.  During 

that month, they treated over 15,000 catch basins.   

 Some of the seasonal employees are engaging in a new component of the catch basin 

program, which involves the use of Altosid XR briquettes that slowly release an insect 

growth regulator or IGR into the water where mosquitoes breed.  We have selected 

large business parking lots in the areas of Foster City and Redwood Shores because 

they can account for a large number of drains that have cars parked over them. When 

a car covers a street drain, employees have to exit the jeep to treat a catch basin 

taking an enormous amount of time for very few treatments.  The product in use can 

control mosquito larvae for up to 4 months and should allow seasonal staff to stay in 

the Jeeps and maximize effort.  In these two cities, we have treated 1,142 catch 

basins with these larvicides.   

           Benefits already reported: 

1. Reduced time spent driving through congested parking lots. 

2. Saved approximately 5 days of treatment per month.   This method has allowed us to 

treat other areas earlier than usual, which reduces the chance of West Nile virus 

mosquitoes emerging from our storm drains.   

 

 Service Requests: 

Service Request 

Type 

May Service 

Request 

June Service 

Request 

Mosquito 176 72 

Standing water 101 52 

Rodents 41 25 

Yellowjacket/Wasp 29 107 

Mosquito Fish 13 19 

 

 In June, our staff deployed 450 rodent bait stations along creeks in San Mateo (337) 

and San Carlos (113) whom we have contracts with to inspect and replace bait on a 

monthly basis during the summer time.  This continues to reduce rodents in both 

communities as an integrated approach.   



 

 

Figure 1 Service calls June 2017 



June 2017 Laboratory Report 

The Bite of the Mite 

Mites are probably one of the most common insects on the earth and the vast majority of them have 
not been described yet. While the majority of them are harmless to humans and even helpful to us, 
there are several that are found in San Mateo County that can be a right nuisance. Most of these species 
are unable to invade your home without their host (usually rats or wild birds) but once there, they may 
bite humans if they reach a large population size or their host dies. Below are some of the most 
common biting mites in San Mateo County. 

Tropical Rat Mites (Ornithonyssus bacoti) 

 

The tropical rat mite is the most common mite that may invade your house and their bites can cause 
painful skin irritation that lasts for 2-3 days. It typically feeds on rats and only bites people living in 
rodent infested buildings, or just after a rodent infestation has been cleared. These mites do not live on 
their hosts and are usually found invading rat nests under houses and in cracks and crevices. While the 
mites can survive for many days without their hosts, they cannot sustain themselves on human blood 
and will usually die out once the rats have been removed. The best way to find these mites is to place 
sticky traps near areas you think may have rats living on or near them or in places near where you 
believe you are being bitten. As these mites feed at night, you will need to wait a minimum of 24 hours 
to know if you have these pests. 

Chicken Mites (Dermanyssus gallinae) 

 

Chicken mites are parasites of chickens and other wild birds and may infest attics and areas where birds 
have moved in and created nests. These mites do not live on their hosts and do not need to feed 



frequently which means they can survive for as long as 8 months without a blood meal. While the larval 
stage does not feed, the nymph and adult stages of this mite will routinely feed on blood preferring to 
search for their hosts at night. In order to find this mite, sticky traps must be set near cracks, nests or 
litter where birds have been and checked at least 24 hours after they have been set. 

 

Northern Fowl Mite (Ornithonyssus sylviarum) 

 

This mite lives on domestic and wild birds and is an important pest of poultry. Heavily infested birds will 
appear to have blackened feathers around the cloaca in the vent area and can lose 6% of their blood 
volume daily. These mites may become a pest to humans either when humans handle infested birds, or 
when wild birds that have been nesting in your home leave the nest or die, forcing the mites to seek a 
new host. Unlike the chicken mite, the northern fowl mite spends its entire life on its host and can only 
survive off the host for 2-3 weeks under ideal conditions (cooler temperatures and high humidity). These 
mites can be found by directly checking birds for signs of infestation. 

 

Trombiculid Mites 

 

Trombiculid mites (also called harvest mites or chiggers), unlike the other mites mentioned above, live 
outside in tall grass and plants where they feed on a wide variety of lizards, small mammals and birds. 
Only the larvae bite humans causing itchy red bumps that appear in 3-6 hours. Chiggers do not burrow 
into the skin and cannot survive on humans. Even if they were to get in your clothing, they would only 
live for 1-2 days. To keep yourself from being bitten while outside, wear loose-fitting long pants and long 
sleeved shirts and shower right away - scrubbing the skin to remove any chiggers that might be clinging 



to your skin. Avoid sitting on the ground or resting or leaning against areas with grass or plant matter, 
especially if there is evidence of wild rodents in the area. To find these mites, place 5-inch squares of 
black heavy duty paper or cardboard at the edge of grassy lawns in the sun for 5-10 minutes and check 
the surface for scurrying tiny red insects. To control and prevent chiggers from coming into your yard, 
use a mild (9-10%) permethrin spray once per week. 

As always, if you believe you are being bitten by any of these mites, vector control is here to help. We 
offer rodent and bird inspections for your home and yard and can identify mystery insects for you. 
Please contact us at 650-344-8592 for assistance. 

Putting the Sting on Wasps, Bees, and Their Wanna-Bees 

Did you know that there are more stinging insects than just wasps and honey bees? Stinging insects are 
grouped into the family Hymenoptera and are distinguished by having 2 sets of wings, a cinched “wasp 
waist,” and an ovipositor that has been modified into a stinger. That is about where the comparisons 
end however. The following article covers the incredible diversity of stinging insects and even points out 
a couple of the “wanna-bees” that have evolved to mimic their much more aggressive cousins. 

Wasps 

Paper Wasps 

 

Paper wasps build very distinctive nests with open combs in an umbrella shape that are usually attached 
by a small stalk (called a petiole) in the eaves of houses. With striking black and yellow coloring, these 
wasps are often confused with hornets because they have long bodies and legs with an elongated waist 
that gives them an hourglass like appearance. Unlike yellowjackets and hornets, paper wasps are fairly 
docile and will only sting when they feel like their nest is being attacked. These wasps typically feed on 
nectar and other insects and can act as important pollinators. 

 

 

 

 

 

By Sanjay Acharya (self-made at Sunnyvale, California, USA) 
[GFDL (http://www.gnu.org/copyleft/fdl.html) or CC-BY-SA-
3.0 (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0/)], via 
Wikimedia Commons 



Yellowjackets 

 

Yellowjackets (also called “meat bees”) have similar coloring to paper wasps but have significantly 
shorter legs and a less distinctive waist – making them look more like a bullet than an hourglass. These 
wasps form large colonies underground and can be very aggressive – stinging repeatedly and biting their 
foes. They are great predators on insects but also eat a great deal of fruit, flower nectar and tree sap. 
You may see them attempt to land on your drink or your sandwich to take a bite, but be careful swatting 
them! Sometimes they decide to strike back! 

Gall Wasps 

 

Gall wasps (also called gallflies) are tiny little wasps that protect their eggs and larvae by parasitizing 
plants (usually oak trees). The wasp injects a material into the plant and then lays an egg. The plant then 
forms a gall, much like a tumor, around the wasp larvae where it can develop safely and with all the 
food it could ever need until it is ready to bore its way out and enter the world again. The type of gall 
that is created is unique to the wasp so that you can identify the species of wasp just by looking at the 
gall! 

Parasitoid wasps 

 

By J.M.Garg (Own work) [GFDL 
(http://www.gnu.org/copyleft/fdl.html) or CC BY 3.0 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0)], via 
Wikimedia Commons 

By Dazzii (Own work) [CC BY-SA 4.0 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-
sa/4.0)], via Wikimedia Commons 

By Jotabede (Own work) [CC BY-SA 3.0 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0) 
or GFDL (http://www.gnu.org/copyleft/fdl.html)], 
via Wikimedia Commons 



Parasitoid wasps prey on other insects (and sometimes on each other) not by eating them, but by 
injecting them with eggs. These eggs hatch into larvae and begin to devour their host while it is still 
alive. They are highly specific about what sort of host they prefer, and you can often guess the wasp 
species just by seeing their prey. This group is one of the most diverse groups of hymenopterans; they 
come in a wide variety of colors, shapes and sizes. Parasitoid wasps are considered highly beneficial to 
humans in that they control agricultural pests like beetles, caterpillars, and flies.  

Bees 

Honey Bees 

 

Honey bees are very different than wasps in that they are herbivorous and never feed on other insects. 
They live in large colonies with thousands of members and create elaborate hives out of wax instead of 
paper like wasps do. Unlike wasps, honeybees have a barb at the end of their stinger which means that 
once they sting, their stinger stays in the victim while the bee is basically disemboweled. The venom 
gland remains attached to the stinger and will continue to inject venom into the victim until the stinger 
is removed which is why honeybee stings are so painful. Ouch! 

Solitary bees 

 

It has been said that California is like the Amazon rainforest when it comes to solitary bee diversity. 
There are at least a thousand species (the yellow-faced bee, the leaf cutting bee, and the digger bee to 
name a few) and all are excellent pollinators for your garden and 100% native! These bees live alone – 
often building tunnels where they place a single ball of pollen or pile of leaf cuttings with eggs laid on 
the surface which they will then bury or cover to keep them safe. These bees prefer California native 

By Jodelet / Lépinay (Own work) [CC BY-SA 2.0 fr 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-
sa/2.0/fr/deed.en)], via Wikimedia Commons 

By Ivar Leidus (Own work) [CC BY-SA 4.0 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0)], via 
Wikimedia Commons 



plants so if you’ve been considering low water options for your garden, consider creating a California 
landscape! You’ll not only help the environment, you’ll be helping the bees as well! 

Africanized Honey Bees 

 

Africanized honey bees (also called “killer bees”) were first created in Brazil as a hybrid between 
European and African bees in order to create a breed that would produce more honey but be resistant 
to disease. Unfortunately, the resultant hybrid was highly aggressive and is considered a pest 
throughout North and South America. Fortunately, they are sensitive to cold and do not overwinter well, 
so much of the Northern Hemisphere has been spared.  

 

The Wanna-Bees (Mimics) 

Syrphid Flies 

 

Syrphid flies (also called hover flies or flower flies) are black and yellow striped just like a wasp but have 
neither stinger nor venom. These clever flies are even capable of mimicking the way wasps fly and are 
often confused for their more aggressive brethren. Syrphid flies are important pollinators of flowering 
plants worldwide and may even specialize on a few plants (such as the slipper orchid in southwest 
China). They may also prey upon aphids and leafhoppers helping to control these pests.  

 

 

By Alvesgaspar (Own work) [GFDL 
(http://www.gnu.org/copyleft/fdl.html) or CC BY-SA 3.0 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0)], via 
Wikimedia Commons 

By Ktr101 (Own work) [CC BY-SA 4.0 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-
sa/4.0)], via Wikimedia Commons 



 

Bee Flies 

 

Like the syrphid fly, bee flies resemble bees and may have evolved that way to avoid predation. They 
can neither bite, nor sting. These flies are important pollinators and, like the parasitoid wasps above, 
may help to control pests by laying their eggs near the eggs of other species, usually beetles, wasps, or 
solitary bees. Once theirs eggs hatch they feed on the eggs and young larvae of the bee fly’s prey. Unlike 
parasitoid wasps, bee flies are not picky about the host they choose and may unfortunately kill species 
that are beneficial to humans.  

Bumblebee Moths 

 

The bumblebee moth (also called the hummingbird moth) looks a lot like a bee but it’s actually in the 
same family as butterflies! With the furry body, golden and black coloration, and clear wings you could 
easily mistake this harmless insect for a stinging one! The caterpillars of this moth feed on honeysuckle, 
cherry, mint and plum but the species is a Midwest and East Coast native and only rarely sighted in 
southern and Baja California. 

Image: By Richard Bartz, Munich aka Makro 
Freak (Own work) [CC BY-SA 2.5 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-
sa/2.5)], via Wikimedia Commons 

By JRR1968 (Own work) [CC BY-SA 4.0 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-
sa/4.0)], via Wikimedia Commons 



West Nile Virus Surveillance 

San Mateo County 

As of June 630, 2017, there have been 215 dead birds reported in San Mateo County. Of those, 45 have 
been suitable for testing and 1 has tested positive (2%) for West Nile Virus (WNV). No dead squirrels or 
mosquito pools have been tested for West Nile Virus in San Mateo County thus far this year. 

The district asks residents to call in to report dead birds or tree squirrels.  Specimens that appear to have 
been dead for less than 24 hours and are in good condition will be tested for WNV.  Residents should 
contact the state WNV hotline at 877-WNV-BIRD (968-2473).  Reports can also be made online at 
http://westnile.ca.gov.  

California 

WNV has been detected in seventeen counties in 2017 (see map), compared to a five year average of 23 
counties at this date. Three human case of West Nile Virus has been reported in California this year, one 
each from Kings County, Kern County and Los Angeles County. Statewide, 3,596 birds have been 
reported and 841 have been tested with 44 positive results (5%).  412 mosquito pools have tested 
positive for West Nile Virus, compared to a five-year average of 263 positive mosquito pools at this time. 
One positive sentinel chickens has been reported from Los Angeles County.   

 

 

 

 



Rodent Disease Updates 

Laboratory staff conducted two surveys of wild rodents in the month of June. The surveys took place in 
Water Dog Lake park in Belmont on June 14th and 15th and Eaton and Big Canyon parks in San Carlos on 
June 20th and 21st.  Blood samples were taken from captured rodents by a subocular bleed with a 
microcapillary tube and ear punches were also taken from the rodents. The blood and ear tissue will be 
tested in our District laboratory for Borrelia bacteria that cause Lyme disease and other infection. 
Addtionally, blood samples from Water Dog Lake were sent to the California Department of Public 
Health (CDPH) for testing of hantavirus. Results of the hantavirus testing revealed a very low level of 
hantavirus in one of six Peromyscus mice at Water Dog Lake. The most likely explanation for the low 
level positive is that the mouse was carrying a strain of hantavirus that is not Sin Nombre virus. Sin 
Nombre virus is the only type of hantavirus that is known to cause human infection in the western 
United States. Other strains of hantavirus can be present in rodent hosts. 

In May the District performed a rodent survey in the same area and detected hantavirus in four of ten 
Peromyscus mice. District staff will be following up with another rodent survey in the same area in July 
to acquire a larger sample size of mice for testing. A larger sample size will provide a better 
approximation of the percentage of Peromyscus that are carrying hantavirus. The mice carcasses will 
also be sent to (CDPH) to be used in a study to determine which strains of hantavirus are present in 
different geographic regions of California. 

 

Ticks are removed from the ear of an anesthesized Dusky-footed woodrat. 

 

 

 



 

 

CO2 Traps – Average adult mosquitoes collected per trap per night 

Species June 2017 5-year June average 
Cx. pipiens 17.69 11.44 
Cx. tarsalis 1.18 0.73 

Ae. washinoi 2.77 0.59 
Cs. incidens 1.23 1.67 

Cx. erythrothorax 0.03 20.87 
 

 

Average number of adult mosquitoes collected in CO2 traps per trap night 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 



Service Requests 
 

January February March April May 
Mosquito 25 62 161 236 277 

Rodents 21 13 24 15 41 

Yellow Jackets/Wasps 2 0 4 1 29 

Dead birds/squirrels 9 5 5 4 21 

Insect Identification 8 9 21 14 18 

Other 4 3 14 21 15 

Mosquito fish 1 1 11 20 15 

Wildlife 6 0 3 4 4 

 

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Acres Treated 

 

Total acres treated with larvicide each month in 2017. 



 

Public Health Education and Outreach Program 
June 2017 

 
 

• The District provided a display at the San Mateo County Fair from June 10th to June 18th. This 
year’s display was a mock yard with mosquito sources. 
 

 
Photo: SMCMVCD display at San Mateo County Fair 

 
• During June, visits to the District website were down 4% compared to last month. Website 

traffic is lower this summer than last summer because of the light WNV season to date. 
 

• Presentations and Events: 
o June 10-18: San Mateo County Fair 
o June 15th: Portola Valley Farmers’ Market 

 
 



 
• Top 10 Website Pages in June 2017: 

 
1. Homepage 6. Yellowjacket and Wasp Nest Removal 

2. Service Request Form & Instructions 7. Yellowjackets and Wasps: What You Can Do 

3. Yellowjackets and Wasps: Identification and Info 8. Employment 

4. Mosquitoes (overview) 9. Yellowjackets and Wasps (overview) 

5. Contact Us 10. About the District 

• Vector-borne disease topics in the news in June: 
o Animal protein allergy triggered by tick bite (Popular Science, June 22nd, 2017: The lone 

star tick can make you allergic to meat, and that’s not even the worst of it - 
http://bit.ly/2shpDmW)  

o Long-term antibiotic treatment for Lyme disease linked to serious infections without 
obvious benefit (Medscape, June 22nd, 2017: Chronic Lyme Disease Treatments Linked to 
Serious Infections - http://wb.md/2tplJsw)  

o Individual variation in attractiveness to mosquitoes (Scientific American, June 20th, 2017: 
Are You a Magnet for Mosquitoes? Researchers are studying the way twins smell for 
clues about the genetic basis of insect appeal - http://bit.ly/2tYCeso)  

o Most travelers can’t identify a bedbug if they see one (LifeHacker, June 22nd, 2017: 
Everyone's Afraid of Bed Bugs but Nobody Knows What They Look Like - 
http://bit.ly/2tp0gjj) 

 
• Transit ads at BART stations and in Caltrain cars continued in June.  

 

 
Photo: SMCMVCD mosquito prevention poster inside Caltrain car. 

http://bit.ly/2shpDmW
http://wb.md/2tplJsw
http://bit.ly/2tYCeso
http://bit.ly/2tp0gjj
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        Agenda Item # 11 

ATTENDANCE AT THE CSDA ANNUAL CONFERENCE 
 
 

SUBJECT: Trustee attendance at the annual conference of the 
California Special District Association Meeting in 
Monterey  

 

 

RECOMMENDATION: 

 Have the Board President approve 3 Board members to attend the Annual Conference of 
the CSDA on September 25-28, 2017 in Monterey. 

BACKGROUND AND STATUS: 

 The annual conference of the California Special District Association will be  
in Monterey this year  on September 25-28. Further information on the conference 
is available at http://conference.csda.net/ 

The District’s FY 2017-18 budget included funds to send 3 trustees and 2 staff 
members.  According to District policy 4020:  

 4020.601   Trustee attendance at the CSDA Annual Meeting is 
restricted to the Board President, or another Board Officer, or a representative 
(appointed by the Board President per Policy 4040.80) and up to three (3) Trustees of 
the Board with preferences to Board Trustees who have never attended a CSDA 
Annual Meeting, followed by those who have not attended for at least three (3) years. 

 
 4020.602 Board Trustees who have attended within the last two (2) 

years will not be eligible to attend. 
 
 4020.603 Trustee declining the invitation to attend the CSDA Annual 

Meeting will automatically drop to the bottom of the attendance preference list and 
the next eligible Board Trustee will be selected. 

 
 4020.604 Once a Board Trustee attends the CSDA Annual Meeting 

that Trustee will be placed at the bottom of the attendance preference list. 
 
  

http://conference.csda.net/
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The new trustees who have never gone to this conference are: 
 Dr. Mairin Joseph-Tareja 
 Joe Silva 
 Glenn Sylvester 
 Carolyn Parker 
 Justin Evans 
 Ed Degliantoni 
   
Other Trustees who have never attended  
 Ray Williams  
 
Trustees who have attended in the past two years: 

Rutherford 
Baluom 
Leschyn 

 
 
 
REFERENCE MATERIALS AVAILABLE: 

A. None 
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        Agenda Item # 12 

SAN MATEO COUNTY CIVIL GRAND JURY REPORT 
 
 

SUBJECT: Required response to the 2016-17 Grand Jury Report 
“Can We See You Now? San Mateo County’s 
Independent Special Districts Website Transparency 
Update.”  

 

 

RECOMMENDATION: 

 Approve the response to the Grand Jury Report. 

BACKGROUND AND STATUS: 

 The Civil Grand Jury has just released a report to which we are required to respond.  It is 
a follow up on the report released in 2014, which investigated degree of transparency of local 
special districts through analysis of their websites.  This District applied for and received a 
certificate of Transparency this year from the California Special Districts Association and that 
accomplishment is acknowledged in the current Grand Jury report.  We are required to respond 
to the findings and recommendations of this Grand Jury report by September 8.  The response 
must be approved by the Board at a public meeting.  A draft response is attached and details on 
this issue are given below. 

In 2014, The San Mateo County Civil Grand Jury investigated the degree of transparency of all 
special districts operating within San Mateo County and their adherence to the standards of the 
California Special Districts Association (CSDA) and Special Districts Leadership Foundation 
(SDLF) certificate programs on transparency and good governance.  The SDLF 
(https://www.sdlf.org/) is a nonprofit organization whose mission is to promote and recognize 
excellence in the governance and management of special districts.  They offer training 
workshops and certificate programs to promote transparency and good governance.  The SDLF  
District Transparency Certificate of Excellence was created “to promote transparency in the 
operations and governance of special districts to the public”.   The SDLF also has a second 
certificate, the District of Distinction certificate.   

In 2014, none of the special districts in San Mateo County (including this one) had 
received the District Transparency Certificate of Excellence.  Since that time, the District hired a 
website designer, rebuilt its website and met all of the requirements in the Transparency 

https://www.sdlf.org/
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Certificate.  In FY 2016-17, the District applied for and received both the Certificate of 
Transparency and the District of Distinction certificate.  The District’s Public Education and 
Outreach Officer will periodically audit the District website, to ensure that it remains in 
compliance with the Transparency certificate.   

The new Grand Jury report, “Can We See You Now?”, examined whether special districts in San 
Mateo County had made progress toward achieving the goals of qualifying for and receiving 
certificates for transparency and good governance from the CSDA and SDLF.   In its findings, 
the Grand Jury states that the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District is among 
the six special districts in the county to have completed the requirements and been awarded the 
SDLF’s District Transparency Certificate of Excellence.  The District’s website meets the first 
tier of required components for this certificate (see attached report for this list).  These 
components are intended to inform taxpayers who administers the District, where the funding 
comes from, and how it is spent, as well as how they are impacted by District services and how 
they can submit input on District policy and governance.  We are also among the three districts 
to have achieved the District of Distinction Designation from the SDLF in the past three years.  
The Grand Jury report contains three recommendations.   

1. The eight independent special districts’ websites that do not conform to the current 
standards set by the Special District Leadership Foundation’s transparency checklist shall 
conform to the accepted criteria on or before December 31, 2017. 
 

2. All independent special districts shall take the necessary steps to maintain their websites 
using the current standards set by the Special District Leadership Foundation so as to 
provide pertinent information to their constituents and to continue to qualify for the 
District Transparency Certificate of Excellence. 

 
3. The eight independent special districts that qualify for the District Transparency 

Certificate of Excellence are strongly encouraged to apply for it to be recognized for their 
efforts. 

Our District needs to respond to Recommendation #2.  Our draft response is attached and needs 
Board approval. 
 
REFERENCE MATERIALS ATTACHED: 

A. “Can We See You Now: San Mateo County’s Independent Special Districts Website 
Transparency Update” (The report also contains the list of requirements for the District 
Transparency Certificate of Excellence.) 

B. District of Distinction Certificate Requirements 
C. Draft Response to Civil Grand Jury 

 



Superior Court of California, County of San Mateo 

Hall of Justice and Records
 
400 County Center
 

Redwood City, CA 94063-1655
 

RODINAM. CATALANO (650) 261-5066
 
COURT EXECUTIVE OFFICER FAX (650)261-5147
 

CLERK& JURYCOMMISSIONER www.sanmateocourt.org
 

June 19,2017 

Board of Trustees 
San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control.
 
1351 Rollins Road
 
Burlingame, CA 94010 

Re: Grand Jury Report: "Can We See You Now? San Mateo County's Independent Special Districts Website
 
Transparency Update"
 

Dear Board of Trustees: 

The 2016-2017 Grand Jury filed a report on June 19,2017 which contains findings and recommendations pertaining 
to your agency. Your agency must submit comments, within 90 days, to the Hon. Leland Davis, III. Your agency's 
response is due no later than September 18,2017. Please note that the response should indicate that it was 
approved by your governing body at a public meeting. 

For all fmdings, your responding agency shall indicate one ofthe following: 

1.	 The respondent agrees with the fmding. 

2.	 The respondent disagrees wholly or partially with the finding, in which case the response shall specify 
the portion of the finding that is disputed and shall include an explanation ofthe reasons therefore. 

Additionally, as to each Grand Jury recommendation, your responding agency shall report one of the following 
actions: 

1.	 The recommendation has been implemented, with a summary regarding the implemented action. 

2.	 The recommendation has not yet been implemented, but will be implemented in the future, with a 
time frame for implementation. 

3.	 The recommendation requires further analysis, with an explanation and the scope and parameters of 
an analysis or study, and a time frame for the matter to be prepared for discussion by the officer or 
director of the agency or department being investigated or reviewed, including the governing body of 
the public agency when applicable. This time frame shall not exceed six months from the date of 
publication of the Grand Jury report. 

4.	 The recommendation will not be implemented because it is not warranted or reasonable, with an 
explanation therefore. 



Please submit your responses in all of the following ways: 

-..; 
1.	 Responses to be placed on file with the Clerk of the Court by the Court Executive Office. 

•	 Prepare original on your agency's letterhead, indicate the date of the public meeting that 
your governing body approved the response address and mail to Judge Davis. 

Hon. Leland Davis, III
 
Judge of the Superior Court
 

c/o Charlene Kresevich
 
Hall of Justice
 

400 County Center; 2nd Floor
 
Redwood City, CA 94063-1655.
 

2.	 Responses to be placed at the Grand Jury website. 

•	 Copy response and send bye-mail to: grandjury@sanmateocourt.org. (Insert agency name 
if it is not indicated at the top of your response.) 

3.	 Responses to be placed with the clerk of your agency. 

•	 File a copy of the response directly with the clerk of your agency. Do not send this copy to 
the Court. 

For up to 45 days after the end of the term, the foreperson and the foreperson's designees are available to clarify the 
recommendations of the report. To reach the foreperson, please call the Grand Jury Clerk at (650) 261-5066. 

If you have any questions regarding these procedures, please do not hesitate to contact Paul Okada, Chief Deputy 
County Counsel, at (650) 363-4761. 

Very truly yours, 

Rodina M. Catalano 
Court Executive Officer 

RMC:ck 
Enclosure 

cc:	 Hon. Leland Davis, III 
Paul Okada 

Information Copy: General Manager 
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CAN WE SEE YOU NOW? 

 San Mateo County’s Independent Special Districts  
Website Transparency Update 

 
Issue | Summary | Background | Methodology | Discussion | Findings  
Recommendations | Requests for Responses | Appendixes | Responses 

 
ISSUE 

In 2014, the San Mateo County Civil Grand Jury issued a report concerning the lack of 
transparency in the websites of the 23 independent special districts operating within San Mateo 
County (County).1 The jury at that time offered seven recommendations designed to improve 
transparency and achieve adherence to standards set forth by the California Special Districts 
Association (CSDA) and the Special District Leadership Foundation (SDLF). This report will 
discuss the progress made since 2014 by the County’s independent special districts and serve as 
an update to the initial report. 

SUMMARY 

In FY 2014-15, the 22 independent special districts2 that currently serve San Mateo County 
provided various services for approximately 747,000 residents and received over $107,000,0003 
in tax dollars. Special districts provide many essential services but, according to Howard Jarvis 
Taxpayers Association,4 residents often do not know who manages their districts, how funds are 
provided and allocated, or the full extent of the services provided by a district.5  

Each of the 22 independent special districts in San Mateo County operates a website designed to 
provide pertinent information to its constituents.6 Californians value the importance of 
transparency in government at all levels. Transparency in a governance context demands 
honesty, openness, and accountability for all functions and responsibilities. Designing and 
maintaining transparency on websites serves to inform the public as well as document effective 
use of their tax dollars.   

The 2016-17 San Mateo County Civil Grand Jury (Grand Jury) reinvestigated the transparency 
of the County’s 22 independent special district websites and determined that many districts have 
made overall, substantial improvement. About one-third of the County’s independent special 
districts, however, still do not meet the minimum standards for transparency.  

                                                 
1, 2013-14 San Mateo County Grand Jury. Partly Cloudy With A Chance of Information: Investigating the Transparency of 
Independent Special District’s Websites. www.sanmateocourt.org, Final Reports. 
2 Los Trancos Water District was dissolved in 2015, reducing the number of independent special districts from 23 to 22 
3 www.sanmateocountytreasurer.org/PropTaxHighlights/PropertyTaxHighlights14-15.pdf, 2017 Accessed 3/15/17 
4 www.hjta.org, “California Special Districts: Hiding in Plain Site”, 2016 Accessed 3/20/17 
5 www.hjta.org/california-commentary/california-special-districts-hiding-in-plain-sight/ Accessed 3/20/17 
6 Appendix A 
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BACKGROUND 

Special districts have been a part of California’s landscape for over 130 years. They are a form of 
local government created by a community to meet a specific local need. A special district is a 
local governmental agency authorized by state law to provide governmental services such as 
sewer, water, fire protection, recreation, healthcare, police protection, mosquito and vector 
control, and other services. There are three main types of special districts: (1) county-governed 
special districts which are governed by a Board of Supervisors and operated by counties; (2) 
city-governed special districts that are governed by their respective city councils and operated by 
such cities; and (3) “independent special districts” that have their own governing boards which 
are either elected by the district’s voters or appointed by the various city councils. Special 
districts are defined as “any agency of the state for the local performance of governmental or 
proprietary functions within limited boundaries.”7 Legislation has provided special districts with 
some of the basic powers afforded to counties and cities, including the power to impose certain 
taxes, issue revenue bonds, and levy fees and assessments.8   

Currently, there are approximately 2,109 independent special districts in California.9 San Mateo 
County has 22 independent special districts, which provide a variety of services to the residents 
of the county.10  

The Special District Leadership Foundation (SDLF) is a nonprofit 501(3)(c) organization and an 
affiliate of the California Special Districts Association (CSDA). The SDLF’s mission is “to 
promote and recognize excellence in the governance and management of special districts.”11  

The SDLF Board is made up of nine members: three directors appointed by the CSDA, three 
directors appointed by the Special District Risk Management Authority (SDRMA)12 and three 
public members selected by majority vote of the designated directors. CSDA and SDRMA 
appoint their designated representatives to the SDLF Board every four years.13  

The CSDA is also a nonprofit 501(3)(6) organization which brands itself “the voice for all 
special districts, providing members with the resources necessary to best serve their 
communities.”14   

Both SDLF and CSDA provide advocacy, personal development, and training programs in 
special district governance, transparency, and excellence to the staffs of special districts 
throughout the state.   

                                                 
7 California Government Code Section 16271(d), http://law.onecle.com/california/government/16271.html Accessed 5/16/17  
8 California Special Districts Association, www.CSDA.org. Accessed 3/20/17 
9 Ibid. 
10 Appendix A 
11 info@sdlf.org Accessed 3/20/17 
12 http://www.sdrma.org Accessed 3/20/17 
13 http://www.sdlf.org/board-and-staff Accessed 3/20/17 
14 California Special Districts Association, www.CSDA.org Accessed 3/20/17 
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The SDLF awards the District Transparency Certificate of Excellence to those independent 
special districts whose websites comply with a specific set of criteria. The Certificate is awarded 
for a two-year period after which a district must apply for recertification. 

METHODOLOGY 

To maintain continuity, the Grand Jury reapplied the website transparency checklist created by 
the SDLF which was utilized by the 2013-14 Grand Jury in their evaluation. That checklist is 
divided into two tiers. To achieve the SDLF District Transparency Certificate of Excellence all 
of the following twelve items in Tier 1 must be easily accessible on the website as well as at least 
four of the items in Tier 2: 

Tier 1 

 Names of board members and their terms of office 
Name of general manager and key staff along with contact information 
Election procedure and deadlines 
Board meeting schedule  
District’s mission statement 
Description of district’s services/functions and service area 
Authorizing statute 
Current district budget 
Most recent financial audit 
Archive of board meeting minutes for at least the past six months 

 List of compensation of board members and staff and/or link to California state 
controller’s webpage with the data 

 
Tier 2: 
 
  Post board members’ ethics training certificates 
  Picture, biography and email address of board members 
  Last three years’ audits 
  Reimbursement and compensation policy 
  Financial reserves policy 
  On line/downloadable Public Records Act Request form 
  Audio or video recordings of board meetings 

 Map of district boundaries/service area 
  Link to California Special Districts Association mapping program 
  Most recent Municipal Service Review and Sphere of Influence studies  
 
 Upon completion of the review of the websites in March 2017, the Grand Jury sent follow-up 

letters to those special districts whose sites lacked required Tier 1 components or whose 
websites lacked at least four components of Tier 2. All of these districts responded. 
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DISCUSSION 

The Grand Jury believes the transparency of a district’s website influences the perception of the 
work performed by board members and employees of the County’s independent special districts. 
Taxpayers are best served when they know who administers their independent special districts, 
from where the districts derive their funding, how the money is spent, how the actual work of the 
districts is conducted, and ultimately, how the districts impact them as citizens.   

The 2013-14 Grand Jury found that no independent special district in the County had received 
the District Transparency Certificate of Excellence (DTCE). 

The review by the 2016-17 Grand Jury of the County’s independent special districts’ websites 
reveals that the majority of independent special districts in the County have markedly improved 
their websites. As a result, the following six independent special districts have applied for and 
been awarded the DTCE since 2014: 

Highlands Recreation District  2014-2016 

North Coast County Water District                                      2014-2016 

Peninsula Healthcare District                                               2015-2017 

Coastside Fire Protection District              2016-2018 

San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District   2016-2018   

Westborough Water District                                                 2016-2018 

Additionally, the Grand Jury’s review of independent special district websites revealed that eight 
additional special districts have websites that would qualify for the DTCE but appear not to have 
applied for the certificate.15 Those districts are: 

Coastside County Water District 

 Granada Community Services District 

Menlo Park Fire District 

Mid-Peninsula Regional Open Space 

Montara Water and Sanitary District 

Sequoia Healthcare District 

SMC Resource Conservation District 

West Bay Sanitary District 

                                                 
15 www.sdlf.org, 4/19/17 
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In addition to the 14 special districts listed above, one other special district’s website, Woodside 
Fire Protection District, fulfilled all of the first tier required components, bringing to 15 the 
number of independent special districts in the County that have fulfilled all of the first-tier 
required components.  

The SDLF also awards independent special districts the District of Distinction Accreditation for 
those districts that demonstrate prudent fiscal practices along with other areas important to 
effectively operate and govern a special district. The 2013-14 Grand Jury found that no district 
had achieved, applied for or been awarded the District of Distinction Certificate. However, 
during the past three years three independent special districts in San Mateo County applied for 
and received this distinction: Coastside Fire Protection District, North Coast County Water 
District, and San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District.16 
 
All of these districts deserve positive recognition for their hard work achieving much needed 
transparency for their constituents through district websites.  

Seven independent special districts, however, currently have not met an acceptable level of 
transparency.  

The San Mateo County Harbor District’s website lacks only one component to complete Tier 1, a 
description of their election process. The district’s website currently provides a link to the San 
Mateo County Elections website, but the District’s website lacks any detail regarding the 
District’s internal procedure for elections.17  

The following independent special districts require components in both tier 1 and/or tier 2 to 
achieve the SDLF’s District Transparency Certificate of Excellence:18 

Bayshore Sanitary District 

Broadmoor Police Protection District 

Colma Fire Protection District 

East Palo Alto Sanitary District 

Ladera Recreation District  

Mid-Peninsula Water District 

San Mateo County Harbor District 

Woodside Fire Protection District 

  

                                                 
16 www.sdlf.org, 4/19/17 
17 www.smharbor.com, 5/16/17 
18 See Appendix C 
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FINDINGS 

F1. Six independent special districts have completed the requirements and been awarded the 
District Transparency Certificate of Excellence designation from the Special District 
Leadership Foundation over the past three years. 

. Coastside Fire Protection District 

. Highlands Recreation District 

. North Coast County Water District 

. Peninsula Healthcare District 

. San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District 

. Westborough Water District 

F2. Eight additional independent special districts have completed the requirements and been 
awarded the District Transparency Certificate of Excellence. 

. Coastside County Water District 

. Granada Community Services District 

. Menlo Park Fire District 

. Mid-Peninsula Regional Open Space District 

. Montara Water and Sanitary District 

. San Mateo Resource Conservation District 

. Sequoia Healthcare District 

. West Bay Sanitary District 

F3. Three independent special districts have achieved the District of Distinction Designation 
from the Special District Leadership Foundation over the past three years. 

. Coastside Fire Protection District 

. North Coast County Water District 

. San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District 

F4. Fifteen independent special districts have websites meeting the first tier of required 
components. 

. Coastside County Water District 

. Coastside Fire Protection District 

. Granada Community Services District 

. Highlands Recreation District 

. Menlo Park Fire District 

. Mid-Peninsula Regional Open Space District 
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. Montara Water and Sanitary District 

. Northcoast County Water District 

. Peninsula Healthcare District 

. San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District 

. San Mateo County Resource Conservation District 

. Sequoia Healthcare District 

. West Bay Sanitary District 

. Westborough Water District 

. Woodside Fire Protection District 

F5. Eight independent special districts websites have not met the Special District Leadership 
Foundation’s minimum requirements. 

. Bayshore Sanitary District 

. Broadmoor Police Protection District 

. Colma Fire Protection District 

. East Palo Alto Sanitary District 

. Ladera Recreation District  

. Mid-Peninsula Water District 

. San Mateo County Harbor District 

. Woodside Fire Protection District 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

R1. The eight independent special districts’ websites that do not conform to the current 
standards set by the Special District Leadership Foundation’s transparency checklist shall 
conform to the accepted criteria on or before December 31, 2017. 

R2. All independent special districts shall take the necessary steps to maintain their websites 
using the current standards set by the Special District Leadership Foundation so as to 
provide pertinent information to their constituents and to continue to qualify for the District 
Transparency Certificate of Excellence. 

R3. The eight independent special districts that qualify for the District Transparency Certificate 
of Excellence are strongly encouraged to apply for it to be recognized for their efforts. 
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REQUEST FOR RESPONSES 

From the following governing bodies: 
Recommendation 1 

Bayshore Sanitary District 

Broadmoor Police Protection District 

Colma Fire Protection District  
East Palo Alto Sanitary District 

Ladera Recreation District 

Mid-Peninsula Water District 

San Mateo County Harbor District 

Woodside Fire Protection District 
 

Recommendation 2  
 All independent special districts in San Mateo County 
 
Recommendation 3 

Coastside County Water District 

Granada Community Services District 

Menlo Park Fire District 

Mid-Peninsula Regional Open Space 

Montara Water and Sanitary District 

 Sequoia Healthcare District 
SMC Resource Conservation District 

West Bay Sanitary District 

 
The governing bodies indicated above should be aware that the comment or response of the 
governing body must be conducted subject to the notice, agenda and open meeting requirements 
of the Brown Act. 
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APPENDIX A INDEPENDENT SPECIAL DISTRICT WEBSITES 

                      
Independent Special District                          Website    

     
Bayshore Sanitary District http://www.bayshoresanitary.org/   
Broadmoor Police Protection District http://www.broadmoorpolice.com/   
Coastside County Water District http://coastsidewater.org/   
Coastside Fire Protection District http://www.coastsidefire.org/   
Colma Fire Protection District http://www.colmafd.org/home.html   
East Palo Alto Sanitary District http://www.epasd.com/   
Granada Community Services District http://www.granada.ca.gov/   
Highlands Recreation District http://www.highlandsrec.ca.gov/   
Ladera Recreation District http://www.lrdrec.com/   
Menlo Park Fire Protection District http://www.menlofire.org   
Mid-Peninsula Water District https://www.midpeninsulawater.org/index.php   
Mid-peninsula Regional Open Space District http://openspace.org/   
Montara Water and Sanitary District http://mwsd.montara.org/   
North Coast County Water District http://www.nccwd.com/   
Peninsula Health Care District http://www.peninsulahealthcaredistrict.org   
San Mateo County Harbor District http://www.smharbor.com/harbordistrict/   
SMC Mosquito and Vector Control District http://www.smcmvcd.org/   
San Mateo Resource Conservation District http://www.sanmateorcd.org/   
Sequoia Healthcare District http://www.sequoiahealthcaredistrict.com/   
West Bay Sanitary District http://westbaysanitary.org/   
Westborough Water District Http://www.westboroughwater.com/   
Woodside Fire Protection District http://www.woodsidefire.org/   
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APPENDIX B 
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APPENDIX C  TRANSPARENCY CHECKLIST 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Issued: June 19, 2017 

Agency

Ran
kin

g

1 1A 1B 1C 1D 1E 1F 1G 1H 1I 1J 1K Total 2 2A 2B 2C 2D 2E 2F 2G 2H 2I 2J

Highlands Recreation District 1 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

Mid-PeninsulaRegional Open Space Dist. 1 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

Peninsula Health Care District 1 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y

Westborough Water District 1 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y

Coastside County Water District 2 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

SMC Mosquito and Vector Control Dist. 2 Y Y Y n/a Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

Granada Community Services District 2 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y

North Coast County Water District 2 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y

Coastside Fire Protection District 2 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

West Bay Sanitary District 2 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 N Y Y Y Y

Menlo Park Fire Protection District 3 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

Montara Water and Sanitary District 3 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

Mid-Peninsula Water District 4 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 9 Y Y Y Y Y

SMC Resource Conservation District 4 Y Y Y n/a Y Y Y Y Y Y Y n/a 11 Y Y Y Y Y Y

SMC Harbor District 4 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 10 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

Sequoia Healthcare District 5 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 Y Y Y Y Y n/a n/a

Bayshore Sanitary District 5 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 9 N Y Y Y

Broadmoor Police Protection District 6 N Y n/a Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 10 N Y

Ladera Recreation district 6 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 9 N Y Y

Woodside Fire Protection District 6 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 11 N Y Y

East Palo Alto Sanitary District 7 N Y Y Y Y Y Y 6 Y Y Y Y Y

Colma Fire Protection District 8 N Y Y 2 N



The Districts of Distinction program is an accreditation program that enables districts to demonstrate to their communities, the media and legislators their 
commitment to operate in a sound, responsible manner. Districts apply for designation as a District of Distinction by submitting financial audits, policies and 
procedures and proof of training received by directors and executive staff.

Requirements:

FINANCIAL AUDITS
Districts must demonstrate they undergo regular financial audits, have no major deficiencies and apply any recommendations to future years.

What to submit:
   Copies of the three most recent district audits, including financial statements and management letters. Each audit, including findings and 

recommendations, will be reviewed by a member of the Certification & Audit Review Advisory Committee. Committee members are 
volunteers from the special district community, including district controllers, directors of finance and SDA certified general managers.

POLICIES AND PROCEDURES
Districts must demonstrate that their operations conform to all statutes and regulations under state law as reflected in a policies and procedures manual. 
Policies and procedures should focus on governance, ethics, board conduct, district finances, reserves, reimbursement/compensation, etc.

What to submit:
   Copy of your district’s current approved policies and procedures manual.
   Copy of your district’s Board minute action adopting and/or having reviewed the policies and procedures manual within the past year.

Training
What to submit:
Documentation showing class attendance, such as certificate of completion for each board member, general manager and other executive staff 
members (as identified by the board) in the following areas:

   Governance Training: Six hours of basic governance training within the past five years. Governance Foundations, offered by CSDA’s Special 
District Leadership Academy, satisfies this requirement. Other courses may qualify as well, however will need to be submitted for review by 
SDLF. Also, Board Member Best Practices (3 hours) plus 2 approved webinars will satisfy that requirement. Approved webinars are: 
Board Member and District Liability Issues; Must Have Communication Protocols for Board & Staff; and Who Does What? Best Practices in 
Board Staff Relations. 
*Districts with boards larger than 7 need at least a majority of total board members completing this training requirement.

   Ethics Training: Documentation verifying completion of AB 1234 ethics compliance training within the last two years. 
   Harassment Prevention Training: Documentation verifying completion of AB 1825 harassment prevention training within the last two years.

Other
Districts must also include the following items with the accreditation/re-accreditation application:

What to submit:
   Board of Directors roster
   List of executive staff, including titles
   Completed application for accreditation/re-accreditation
   Accreditation/re-accreditation application fee
   Completed SDLF District Transparency Certificate of Excellence

SHOWCASE YOUR COMMITMENT TO EXCELLENCE 

Districts Of Distinction Application

Is your district a District of Distinction?



Fees
The fees are on a sliding scale, based on a district’s ability to pay:

INITIAL ACCREDITATION & RE-ACCREDITATION
Annual operating budget     Fee
$0-299,999     $125
$300,000-749,999     $150
$750,000-999,999     $175
$1,000,000--2,999,999    $200
$3,000,000 or more     $250

Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs)
Who should apply to be a District of Distinction?
Any California special district that wants to demonstrate publicly the 
effectiveness of its operations. Applying for this designation shows that your 
district understands and respects the responsibilities inherent to providing 
essential public services in a fiscally responsible manner.

What does a district receive for completing the program?
Districts of Distinction earn the right to use the program’s seal on district materials 
and a plaque honoring their accomplishment. SDLF will also send a letter to a local 
publication and notify legislators on a district’s behalf. The District will also receive a 
Legislative Resolution.

How does a district apply?
Districts interested in earning the Districts of Distinction designation must 
complete the application and submit it along with the required documentation. 
Applications must also be accompanied by an application fee. 

If my district is a member of the Special District Risk 
Management Authority (SDRMA), will getting a District of 
Distinction accreditation save me money on my premiums?
Yes. SDRMA offers Credit Incentive Points (CIPs) if your 
district earns the District of Distinction accreditation which can 
provide significant premium discounts. For more information, 
contact SDRMA at 800.537.7790 or visit www.sdrma.org.

RE-ACCREDITATION
For how long is the designation valid? 
The Districts of Distinction designation is valid for two years and 
a district may be re-accredited by submitting the application and 
all current required documents for review along with the re-
accreditation fee.

DISTRICTS OF DISTINCTION APPLICATION

DISTRICT:

MAILING ADDRESS:

CITY: STATE: ZIP:

CONTACT NAME:

CONTACT TITLE:

PHONE: FAX:

EMAIL: WEBSITE:

ASSEMBLY MEMBER(S)*:

SENATOR*:

LOCAL NEWSPAPER(S):

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION SUBMITTED IS ACCURATE
AND COMPLETE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE. 

SIGNATURE:

* Include all state legislators representing the district’s area of operation.

D
IS

TRIC
T OF DISTINCTIO

N

Special District Leadership Foundat
io

n

Is your district a District of 
Distinction?

Is your district a District of Distinction?

PAYMENT

TOTAL: $   CHECK             VISA            MASTERCARD          DISCOVER            AMERICAN EXPRESS

ACCT. NAME: ACCT. NUMBER:

EXPIRATION DATE: AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE:

Submit Application
Submit this application along with all required 
documentation and payment to:
SPECIAL DISTRICT LEADERSHIP FOUNDATION
1112 I Street, Suite 200
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: 916-231-2939  •  Fax: 916-442-7889  •  www.sdlf.org



 
Hon. Leland Davis III    Date:   July 13, 2017 
Judge of the Superior Court   Board Meeting Date: July 12, 2017 
c/o Charlene Kresevich   Vote Required:   Majority 
Hall of Justice 
400 County Center, 2nd Floor 
Redwood City, CA  94063-1655 
 
 
 On behalf of the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District (“District”), I 
am submitting this response to the 2016-17 Civil Grand Jury Report “Can We See You Now? 
San Mateo County’s Independent Special Districts Website Transparency Update.”  This 
response was presented to and approved by the District Board of Trustees at its regular meeting 
on July 12, 2017. 
 
We agree with the Findings of the report that apply to our District. 
 
F1. The District has completed the requirements for and been awarded the District Transparency 

Certificate of Excellence.   
F3. The District has also achieved the District of Distinction Designation  
F4. The District’s website meets the first tier of required components for the Special District 

Leadership Foundation’s District Transparency Certificate of Excellence. 
 
The recommendations contained in the report that apply to this District have been implemented. 
 
R2 All independent special districts shall take the necessary steps to maintain their websites 

using the current standards set by the Special District Leadership Foundation to provide 
pertinent information to their constituents and to continue to qualify for the District 
Transparency Certificate of Excellence. 

 
The District will perform regular website audits to ensure that its website continues to meet 

the standards set by the Special District Leadership Foundation. The District will also provide 
pertinent information online in order to continue to qualify for the District Transparency 
Certificate of Excellence. 
 

Respectfully, 

 

Rick Wykoff, Board President 
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Agenda Item # 13 

MANAGER’S REPORT 
 
 

SUBJECT: State, Agency and District Activities   
 

 

State 
• MVCAC Summer Quarterly Meeting will be held on July 20 by conference call.    

District Manager Chindi Peavey will participate. 

• MVCAC S Quarterly Meeting will be held on October 31-November 1 in Sacramento.  
Trustee Donna Rutherford will attend as the Coastal Region representative on the 
MVCAC Trustee Advisory Council.  District Manager Chindi Peavey will also attend.  
There will be a Trustee Training event available for interested Board member on October 
31 3:00 PM to 5:00 PM on Board and staff relations titled “Who Does What? Best 
Practices in Board / Staff Relations”.  Please let me know if you would like to sign up for 
this workshop. 

• MVCAC Annual Planning Workshop will be November 30 – Dec 1 in Emeryville.   
District Manager Chindi Peavey will attend. 

• Legislative updates  

• AB 527 Pest control aircraft pilot’s certificate: unmanned aircraft.  This bill relates to the 
requirements for licensing of drone operators using a drone for mosquito or other pest 
control.  Current law requires drone operators to have a pilot’s license.  This law would 
change the requirement for pest control applications to a requirement for a license from the 
Department of Pesticide Regulation and authorization from the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA).  The bill has been passed by the Assembly and sent to the Senate.  It 
is now in the Committee on Appropriations. 
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=vk8SNbMq4X2LBvsIr6FT3K3
6%2FpF38IrebP2QusRLdua%2B4smryF7Mhs%2FzS7Fgu5dN 

 
• SB 382 (Pan) Pest control: mosquito abatement. This bill is sponsored by the Mosquito 

and Vector Control Association of California.  It would create the California Mosquito 
Surveillance and Research Program Account in the State Budget, to be administered by the 
California Department of Public Health, to fund surveillance and research on mosquitoes.  

http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=vk8SNbMq4X2LBvsIr6FT3K36%2FpF38IrebP2QusRLdua%2B4smryF7Mhs%2FzS7Fgu5dN
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=vk8SNbMq4X2LBvsIr6FT3K36%2FpF38IrebP2QusRLdua%2B4smryF7Mhs%2FzS7Fgu5dN
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The bill would appropriate $2 mil from the general fund to the account.  It would require 
$1,500,000 of the money to be used to fund the state’s Vector-Borne Disease Surveillance 
System, known as CalSurv.  The bill been placed on suspense by the Senate Appropriations 
Committee and probably will not pass this year.   
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=jFuLlo4aB3ukevcTjIZw8nYRy
diT6IWbBGOXspP9OOrhkNYVSMDfk1rkR%2BHtW1TM 

 
 

• AB 718 Mosquito abatement and vector control districts: managed wetland habitat: 
memorandum of understanding.  This bill would authorize a private landowner whose 
property includes managed wetland habitat, as defined, located within the boundaries of a 
district and meets other criteria to initiate the opportunity to enter into a memorandum of 
understanding with the district to establish a process to implement best management practices 
with regard to the managed wetland habitat. The bill would authorize the Central Valley Joint 
Venture, in consultation with districts, the department, and the State Department of Public 
Health, to periodically identify best management practices, and would require the identified 
best management practices to be utilized, to the extent possible, with regard to managed 
wetland habitats, as specified. This bill is currently in the Senate Committee on Natural 
Resources and Water 
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=bkCyoXlxJvkUPWBjhfdXTcgv
WAs98iq0L%2FiAVAYu%2BzF%2FKywuXtQOJvV%2BYYTFECd6 

• Employee Orientation Bill (AB 119). The law requires that  

o 1) an exclusive representative (e.g., recognized public employee unions, 
employee associations) be provided the right to access new employee 
orientations and to compel collective bargaining processes related to the 
structure, time and manner of such orientation access and  

o 2) exempts public employees’ personal email addresses from disclosure under 
the California Public Records Act. 

o Further information on the law can be obtained at 
http://www.calpublicagencylaboremploymentblog.com/labor-
relations/legislature-passes-employee-orientation-bill-ab-119-what-do-public-
employers-need-to-know/ 

o District counsel is drafting a letter to the employee association and the District 
Administrative staff, with counsel’s guidance, will develop a process for complying 
with this bill. 

District 
 

• Board Governance Training. Almost all of the Board members completed the 
Governance Foundations Training in 2016.  A few new Trustees have been appointed 
after this date.  The District is committed to providing training to all trustees.  Trustees 

http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=jFuLlo4aB3ukevcTjIZw8nYRydiT6IWbBGOXspP9OOrhkNYVSMDfk1rkR%2BHtW1TM
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=jFuLlo4aB3ukevcTjIZw8nYRydiT6IWbBGOXspP9OOrhkNYVSMDfk1rkR%2BHtW1TM
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=bkCyoXlxJvkUPWBjhfdXTcgvWAs98iq0L%2FiAVAYu%2BzF%2FKywuXtQOJvV%2BYYTFECd6
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=bkCyoXlxJvkUPWBjhfdXTcgvWAs98iq0L%2FiAVAYu%2BzF%2FKywuXtQOJvV%2BYYTFECd6
http://www.calpublicagencylaboremploymentblog.com/labor-relations/legislature-passes-employee-orientation-bill-ab-119-what-do-public-employers-need-to-know/
http://www.calpublicagencylaboremploymentblog.com/labor-relations/legislature-passes-employee-orientation-bill-ab-119-what-do-public-employers-need-to-know/
http://www.calpublicagencylaboremploymentblog.com/labor-relations/legislature-passes-employee-orientation-bill-ab-119-what-do-public-employers-need-to-know/
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can receive training by registering to attend the governance training one-day course , 
which will be offered three times in 2017: 

o Monterey, September 25th 
 
Please contact the District office to have us register you for one of these trainings if you 
have not already attended a Governance Foundations Workshop. 
 

• All Trustees are currently up to date on their Ethics training.  Some trustees are due to 
renew their Harassment Prevention Training in the next few months.  Office 
Administrator Devina Walker will be contacting trustees individually to sign you up for 
training.  
 

• BVA Oil Tank Replacement Project.  BVA Oil is a refined mineral oil used to control 
mosquito larvae in underground drain lines.  It is purchased in bulk and stored in an 
above ground tank in the yard.  The new tanks have arrived, the containment area is 
completed and we are waiting for final approval from the City of Burlingame to install 
them.  Paul Weber is in charge of this project and has been arranging the permits and 
engineering work required by the city. All of the major expenditures for this project have 
been paid from the FY 2016-17 Budget. 
 

• We have received confirmation that the San Mateo County Employee Retirement 
Association (SamCERA) has received our deposit of $250,000 to the District 
Supplemental Account for FY 2017-18, bringing the balance of the account up to 
approximately $1,900,873.  This account is credited against the District’s unfunded 
pension liability, which is currently approximately 2,280,000. This last deposit will affect 
the employer rates for FY 2018-19. 
 

• Scott Hood, CEO of SamCERA has informed us that the SamCERA Board approved 
lowering the assumed rate from 7% to 6.75%.  An update on the SamCERA pension 
system will be placed on the Board agenda this winter. 
 

• The District has received for $54,524 in reimbursement of retiree medical expenses 
incurred in FY 2016-17 to the OPEB Trust.  Going forward, the District will be 
submitting annual requests for reimbursement of retiree medical expenses from the trust.   
 

• The Laboratory Director position was posted on June 29.  RGS will be collecting 
applications for this position and conducting the initial screening of applicants.  The 
Finance Director position will be posted on July 7 by RGS.  RGS Human Resources 
specialist Heather Quinn continues to hold office hours to answer any staff concerns one 
day a month.   
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REFERENCE MATERIALS AVAILABLE IN THE OFFICE 
The District received the following publications and copies are available in the office for review. 

A. California Arbovirus Surveillance Bulletins  
B. Adult Mosquito Collection Reports 
 
 
ACRONYMS 

A. ACIP = Alliant Crime Insurance Program 
B. AMCA = American Mosquito Control Association. 
C. BMP = Best Management Practices 
D. Bs = Bacillus sphaericus 
E. Bti = Bacillus thuringiensis israelensis 
F. CARMA = California Affiliated Risk Management Authorities 
G. CDC = Centers for Disease Control 
H. CDFG = California Department of Fish and Game (old name) 
I. CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife (new name) 
J. CDPH = California Department of Public Health 
K. CDPR = California Department of Pesticide Regulation 
L. CSDA = California Special District Association 
M. CEQA = California Environmental Quality Act 
N. CERT = Community Emergency Response Team 
O. DPR = “California” Department of Pesticide Regulation 
P. DSC = Delta Stewardship Council 
Q. EPA = “United States” Environmental Protection Agency 
R. ERMA = Employment Risk Management Authority 
S. ESA = Entomological Society of America 
T. FIFRA = Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act 
U. IPM = Integrated Pest Management 
V. ISB = Independent Science Board 
W. LAFCO = Local Agency Formation Commission. 
X. LAO = Legislative Analyst’s Office 
Y. LEED = Leadership in Energy and Environmental  
Z. MAD = Mosquito Abatement District 
AA. MCR = Municipal Service Reviews 
BB.  MRP = Monitoring and Reporting Program 
CC. MVCAC = Mosquito and Vector Control Association of California. 
DD. MVCD = Mosquito and Vector Control District 
EE. NMFS = National Marine Fisheries Service 
FF. NPDES = National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
GG. NWR = National Wildlife Refuges 
HH. NRDC = National Resources Defense Council 
II. OEHHA = Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 
JJ. PEIR = Programmatic Environmental Impact Report 
KK. SDLF = Special District Leadership Foundation 
LL. SMCMVCD = San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District 
MM. SOVE = Society of Vector Ecology 
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NN. USEPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
OO. USFWS = U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
PP. VCJPA = Vector Control Joint Powers Agency 
QQ. VCD = Vector Control District 
RR. VCT = Vector Control Technician 
SS. XR-G = Extended Residual Granular (pesticide product - Altosid) 
TT. XRT = Extended Residual Tablet (pesticide product – Clarke) 
UU. WNV = West Nile Virus 
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