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resources and trusted “solutions” to the sustainability challenges we face as a region.

Dedication
Our founder Marcia Pagels was inspired by the term, “Think Globally, Act Locally.” The result of that
inspiration was the rst edition of Sustainable San Mateo County’s Indicators for a Sustainable San
Mateo County, released in May 1997.
Today, as we reect on global events of the past year involving both manmade and natural disasters, we
are also reminded of the very local tragedy in San Bruno. Our heartfelt love and concern goes out to those
affected by the incident as does our gratitude for those who responded in a great time of need. We would
like to dedicate this 15th annual edition of the Indicators for a Sustainable San Mateo County to the
people of San Bruno and to those who supported the community in the days and months after.

About This Report
This is the fteenth annual edition of Indicators for a Sustainable San Mateo County report! This report
tracks data on 30 different “indicators,” or trends, each of which affects the health and prosperity of our
county. It also highlights actions cities in the county are taking to move toward a more sustainable future.
The purpose of this annual report is to stimulate a communitywide dialogue about the long-term health
of the county. A reection of the wide range of issues facing our community, it covers diverse topics such
as child care availability and water quality, disaster preparedness and community health. Taken together,
each indicator shares a common thread: they all impact the economy, environment, and social equity
of our community—the so called “triple bottom line” of sustainability. Propelled by the philosophy that
“what gets measured gets managed,” this report aims to both educate the community about sustainability
and bring the concept of sustainability into the mainstream of countywide decision making.
Though this is our fteenth consecutive year in print, each year we add or subtract indicators, based on
the availability of data and the level of interest within the community. The exclusion of any indicators
that have been analyzed in previous editions does not reect our belief that those indicators are no longer
important, but rather the unavailability of new data or lack of print space to accommodate them.
This report would not be possible without the dedication of dozens of local volunteers, each of whom gave
many hours of their valuable time and energy. They research, edit, and layout the pages that follow. We
are extremely grateful for their assistance and the nancial contributions of our sponsors.

Cover Photos
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Children work with San Mateo County Parks Department Ranger planting a tree at Meadow View
Playground in Junipero Serra County Park. Photo courtesy of San Mateo County Parks Department.
Trestle Glen Apartments. Trestle Glen is an SSMC Sustainability Award Winner for 2010. Developed by
BRIDGE Housing, Trestle Glen offers affordable housing in close proximity to the Colma BART station.
The complex achieved a GreenPoint rating of 128 and also offers a host of residential services such as
English language classes, a child care center, and other activities for its residents. Photo courtesy of
BRIDGE Housing and KTGY Group.
Certied Organic Summer Squash display at Tomatero Farm booth at San Mateo Farmer’s Market at
College of San Mateo, October 2010. Photo: The Big “E” blog: http://gidgetbites.blogspot.com/2010/10/
tomatero-farm.html
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Introduction
What is Sustainability

Ecological Footprint

Sustainability is a short-hand term for viewing the relationship
between our actions today and their effect on the future.
Living sustainably means that we meet today’s needs without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their
needs. Sustainable planning recognizes the interconnections
between the environment, economy, and society. A disruption
in any one area affects the health of the other two. In recent
years, the idea of sustainability has moved into the mainstream.
Many, however, believe sustainability is solely an environmental
issue or more narrowly, an effort to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. As important as these are, true sustainability is
much more. Sustainability recognizes the connection between
a healthy environment, a vibrant economy, and a socially
equitable community—the three E’s of sustainability.

An Ecological Footprint is a fundamental measure of the
sustainability of our society. It measures the total demand of a
country or region on the Earth’s biocapacity—that is, the Earth’s
ability to provide food, water, waste absorption, and land. The
Global Footprint Network estimates that the total biocapacity
of the Earth is about 4.4 acres per capita; in 2007, the Earth’s
population used 6.7 acres per capita.

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

Sustainable San Mateo County

What Would a Sustainable San Mateo County Be Like?
Environment

Economy

Social Equity

. . . have clean air, clean

. . . have a strong economy

. . . meet the needs of all

water, and be free from

that fosters sound businesses,

of its citizens.

pollution.

It would have a

governments, and nonprot

provide all residents with

healthy environment where

organizations. Its economy

good

resources would be replaced

would provide good jobs,

housing, and basic services

and not depleted. It would

basic community needs, a

that enable even the least

also include natural spaces

fertile ground for innovation,

afuent to live comfortably.

where animals and plants

and a solid foundation for

It would also foster a sense of

can thrive.

society.

individual responsibility for

schools,

the community.
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It would
affordable

Executive Summary
This is the fteenth annual Indicators for a Sustainable San
Mateo County Report. In the following pages, we present
objective, fact-based data on 30 different indicators—or trends—
impacting the long-term sustainability and quality of life in the
county. The indicators each touch on one (or more) of the three
areas of a sustainable future—our economy, environment, and
social equity—the so-called “three E’s” of sustainability.

year.
San Mateo County has the second highest annual average wage
per worker in the state (Santa Clara County is number one),
and in general, average wages have kept up with ination since

This year, our “key indicator” is Economy: Jobs, and the report
looks in more depth on the status of the job market in San Mateo
County. It details the impacts of the recent recession, shows
areas poised for future job growth, and highlights a number of
innovative job training programs being offered in the county.

Key Indicator: Jobs
Job losses accelerated in 2009 as the national economic
recession impacted San Mateo County. For the year, the county
lost over 21,000 jobs, the most in one year since 2001-2002,
when over 25,000 post Dot Com bubble jobs were lost in one

Sustainable San Mateo County

The county is projected to add jobs in high wage sectors
over the next ve years, including information services, and
professional and business services. Construction is also
expected to grow, although this will only partly offset major
job losses incurred in this sector since 2008.
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Environment
2001. Total payroll, a broader indicator of economic activity,
however, has not increased in three years.

continued an overall pattern of decline to its second lowest level
in ten years.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Energy Use

Total greenhouse gas emissions in the county declined signicantly
in 2009, the third straight year of decline. Reduced electricity and
natural gas usage, along with a “cleaner” mix of electricity due to
more hydroelectric power generation accounted for much of the
decrease. Transportation continued to account for the bulk of

While per capita energy use has declined, total energy use in the
county (a broader indicator of long-term sustainability) has been
stable over the past four years. About 48 percent of all energy
is used in homes, while 52 percent of usage is by commercial

greenhouse gas emissions, with over 53 percent of all greenhouse
gas emissions coming from the vehicles on our roads.

customers. This highlights the need for continued focus on
both residential and commercial energy efciency programs.

Water Use
Over 93 percent of all water used in San Mateo County comes
from the Hetch Hetchy water system and SFPUC. Reducing
total water use (and dependence on SFPUC supply) is critical
to the long-term sustainability of the county. Total water use

Solid Waste

Sustainable San Mateo County

Generation of landlled waste and recycling rates are one of
the true success stories of the past 10 years. In 2008/09, per
capita disposal rates continued their long decline; the average
resident now throws away 40 percent less garbage than in
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Economy
2000. Recycling diversion rates are now above 55 percent for
the county as a whole.

highest level in 20 years, averaging 9.1 percent for the year.
While this rate remains below the state average (and is, in fact,
the second lowest in the state) it also masks the impacts on the
long-term unemployed and underemployed.

Housing Affordability

Health Insurance and Cost

Home prices halted their three-year decline in 2010, with the
median home price increasing about 5 percent in ination-adjusted
terms to $725,000. While affordability has improved, singlefamily homes remain far too expensive for many households. A
household would need annual income of $135,000 to afford the

The availability and affordability of health care is a major
concern for both workers and employers in the county. For
small businesses in particular, which make up the majority
of rms in the county, the cost of insuring workers is rising
signicantly faster than the cost of other goods.
In 2009, the percentage of residents without health insurance

median priced single-family home in 2010. Renting is somewhat
more affordable, with household income of $57,874 required to
afford the average rent for a 2-bedroom apartment.

increased from 7.6 percent to 10.2 percent.
This impact,
however, was felt particularly hard by poor households; over 47
percent of households living below the federal poverty threshold
reported having no health insurance in 2009.

Unemployment Rate
In 2010, the unemployment rate in the county increased to its

Sustainable San Mateo County

The overall cost of care continued to increase well beyond the
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Social Equity
rate of all other goods. Since 2000, the cost of health care in the
Bay Area has increased 53.3 percent, while the cost of all other
goods increased 28.1 percent.

systems, declined in 2009/10 to only 46 percent of 12th grade
students. This number, however, is still signicantly better than
the state average (35 percent).

Education

Income Distribution and Poverty

Measured by Academic Performance Index (API) scores, most
county schools are improving year to year. In 2009/10, 85
percent of schools met their API growth targets, the highest
percentage in ve years. At the same time, API scores among
English learners and socioeconomically disadvantaged students

Income is unevenly distributed among households in the county,
with a wide gap between high-income households and lowincome ones. Atherton and Woodside had median household
incomes more than four times that of East Palo Alto.
While poverty rates are low relative to the federal poverty
threshold, they are roughly ve times higher (about 15 percent)
for those who have not completed high school than for those with
college degrees (about 2.9 percent). Further, only 51 percent of
households in the county earn above the “self-sufciency level”
of $83,000, an annual household budget that takes into account
the high cost of living in the county for expenses like rent and
child care.

were almost 100 points lower than that of the student body
as a whole, indicating continued inequity among the student
population.

Sustainable San Mateo County

Readiness for college, as measured by the percentage of students
meeting coursework eligibility requirements for the UC or CSU
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Regional Benchmarks
For this 15th annual Indicators Report, we have developed a new feature: Regional Benchmarking. Building on our 15 years of
reporting, the following section highlights a few of the most critical indicators to the long-term sustainability of the region, and shows
how San Mateo County is doing relative to its Bay Area neighbors.

San Mateo County continues
to have among the lowest
unemployment rates in the Bay
Area and the state as a whole. In
2010, San Mateo County had the
second lowest unemployment
rate in the state, behind only
Marin County.

San Mateo County is one of
the most expensive counties
in the state to own a home. In
December 2010, San Mateo
County had the second highest
median home price in the Bay
Area (and second highest in the
state). Still, home prices have
fallen about 17 percent from their
peak in 2007.
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Many residents of San Mateo
County work in other counties;
in 2009, only 41 percent of
employed residents worked
within the county.
Over 70
percent of workers drive to work
alone each day.
On average,
each resident of the county drives
about 23.6 miles per day.

Regional Benchmarks, continued

Protected
lands
are
lands
permanently restricted as open
space or undeveloped land. There
are about 113,000 acres of protected
lands in San Mateo County, about
one acre for every six residents.
Napa County has the most protected
land per resident in the Bay Area,
with 1,026 acres per 1,000 residents,
or just over one acre protected land
per resident.

Readiness for higher education is
one key metric for measuring the
success of our schools. In 2008-09,
46 percent of all high school seniors
in San Mateo County had completed
the required coursework to attend a
UC or CSU school. By comparison,
49 percent of Santa Clara County
seniors and 54 percent of Marin
County seniors had completed the
same courses.

Sustainable San Mateo County

Greenhouse
gas
emissions—
primarily carbon dioxide from
fossil fuel combustion—are perhaps
the most critical of sustainability
indicators.
San Mateo County,
heavily dependent on the single
occupancy vehicle as a mode of
travel, has the second highest
greenhouse gas emissions per capita
in the Bay Area.
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Key Indicator: Jobs

°

Negative Trend

Why Is This Important?
A sustainable economy offers a diversied mix of jobs to
community members of all skill levels and backgrounds. Job
growth in emerging industries is a critical means for expanding
a community’s overall economy, and employment spread among
a range of industries reduces the potential impacts of economic
downturns. Locating jobs close to workers homes may reduce
time spent commuting and the environmental impact of single
vehicle use.

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state the number of jobs and number of people
seeking employment is in balance and employment is spread
among a diverse mix of industries.

How Are We Doing?
Industry Employment

·

·

·

·

·

·

In 2009, the national economic recession continued to
adversely impact the San Mateo County job market. About
21,000 jobs were lost for the year, about 6 percent of the
county total. It was the most jobs lost in the county since
2002. As a state, California lost almost 775,000 jobs in
2009, about 4.5 percent of all jobs statewide.
Most job sectors were impacted, though job losses were highest
among manufacturing (15 percent loss) and professional
services (7 percent loss). Education and health services were
the only job sectors to see job growth in the last year.
Despite the job losses, San Mateo County continues to have
among the lowest unemployment rates in the state. As of the
end of October 2010, the unemployment rate in San Mateo
County stood at 8.5 percent, the second lowest in the state.
(See also: Economy: Unemployment indicator).
San Mateo County continues to have a diverse mix of
employment among industries, with at least six different
employment sectors having more than 10 percent of total
jobs. The largest employment sector in the county in 2009
was trade, transportation, and utilities, comprising 22 percent
of all jobs. These jobs include retail trade, warehousing, and
jobs at San Francisco International Airport, one of the largest
employers in the county.
Jobs in high wage employment sectors such as business
and professional services and information services together
comprise about 25 percent of jobs in the county, a much
higher concentration than the state average. The rate of
professional and technical services employment (a subset of
this sector) is roughly twice the state average.
The California Employment Development Department
(EDD) projects employment in information technology
to grow more than 20 percent in the county over the next
six years. They also project employment in business and
professional services and nancial activities to grow 16
percent and 15 percent respectively.
While all job sectors are expected to show positive growth
over the next six years, the total number of jobs in the county

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

continued
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Key Indicator: Jobs, continued

·

in 2016 will still be below the 2001 peak.
Small rms continue to form the foundation for employment
in the county. Over 63 percent of all businesses have between
zero and four employees. Approximately 40 percent of all
workers are employed at rms with fewer than 50 employees.

Wages
·

·

·

·

·

The average annual wage per San Mateo County worker is
$68,700, second highest in the state. Santa Clara County has
the highest average annual wage at $79,404.
Educational attainment in the county is also higher than
the state average, with 43 percent of all residents holding
bachelors degrees or higher. Statewide, about 27 percent of
all residents have bachelors degrees or higher.
Average wages in San Mateo County have grown at or above
the cost of living for the last decade. Since 2001, the average
weekly wage for all workers in San Mateo County increased
by 22.8 percent. During that same time, the consumer price
index for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose Metropolitan
area increased 15.3 percent.
At the same time, total payroll in the county (a broader
indicator of the overall economic health of businesses),
has not increased in the county in three years, and is only 7
percent higher than the previous peak in 2001.
San Mateo County is a net importer of workers at moderate
and high wage levels from surrounding counties, indicating
an imbalance between available jobs and residents with the
qualications to ll them. At the same time, there is a surplus
of workers at the lowest wage levels, ($15,000 or less per year),
meaning the county is a net exporter of jobs at the lowest wage
levels. Over 9,000 jobs at the lowest wage levels (about 16
percent of all such jobs) have been lost since 2003.

Commuting and San Mateo County
·

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

·

·

San Mateo County is largely a bedroom community for the
greater Bay Area, primarily Santa Clara County and San
Francisco County. Among county residents with a job, only
42 percent of those jobs are in San Mateo County, meaning
on any given day, more than half of all workers leave the
county to go to work. Twenty-one percent of workers
commuted to Santa Clara County and 17 percent commuted
to San Francisco County.
Over 34 percent of employed residents commute more than
30 minutes per day to their place of work, and commutes in
single occupancy vehicles accounted for at least 70 percent of
all trips to work in 2009. (See also: Transportation: Vehicle
Use and Public Transit indicator).
In 2000, about 11,000 workers who resided in San Mateo
County reported working at home, about 3.1 percent of all
workers. In 2009, over 21,000 workers reported working at
home, or 6.2 percent of all workers.
Notably, there were 3,000 more jobs in San Mateo County
than employed residents in 2009, meaning even if all
employed residents worked in the county, the county would
still need to import workers to ll every available job. This
highlights the need for continued development of new
continued
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Key Indicator: Jobs, continued

·

housing near employment centers in the county.
The Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) estimates
that San Mateo County needs to generate almost 2,000 new
units of housing on average per year over the next eight years
to meet the 2007-2014 Regional Housing Needs Assessment
target for the county. In no year in the past four have there
been more than 1,000 new units created.

What Can We Do?
Green Jobs
·

·

·

·

Green jobs are loosely dened as those related to energy
efciency, renewable energy, clean technology, or other
industries focused on reducing environmental impacts.
Green jobs are appropriate for workers of many different
skill sets, from plumbers and electricians to engineers and
architects. San Mateo County has launched a number of
initiatives—both public and private—to encourage growth in
this type of employment.
The San Mateo County Green Jobs Academy provides inclassroom and on-the-job training for at-risk youth in
elds such as environmental conservation and information
technology. As of December 31, 2010, the program had
graduated 150 students.
JobTrain offers two green-job-focused vocational training
programs, training students to be solar installation or home
weatherization technicians.
The San Mateo Union School District and South San Francisco
Unied are participating in an innovative new program to help
develop solar projects (and the green jobs that accompany
them) at schools. The program involves use of a federal
school bond program to nance solar project construction by
trading tax credits from the generation of renewable energy.
Together these two school districts have begun nancing and
constructing $47 million in solar projects.

Jobs and Housing

·

·

As of November 2010, San Mateo County had the second
highest median home value in the state, at $712,500. The
creation of new (and especially affordable) housing and its
proximity to major employment centers is of paramount
importance to the long-term sustainability of the county.
FOCUS is a coordinated, regional incentive-based
development and conservation strategy for the Bay Area.
FOCUS represents the combined efforts of four agencies—
ABAG, MTC, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District,
and the Bay Conservation and Development Commission
(BCDC). The primary goal of FOCUS is to encourage growth
in areas near transit in order to provide better housing,
employment, and transportation choices for all residents.
A key area of emphasis for the FOCUS strategy is to identify
and fund Priority Development Areas (PDAs). These are
areas identied by local jurisdictions as key opportunities for
inll development, typically transit oriented, where jobs and
housing can be closely linked. The following table highlights
proposed or approved PDAs in San Mateo County. In total,

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

continued
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Key Indicator: Jobs, continued

·

these project areas encompass over 9,700 acres of potential
inll and transit-oriented development.
The Grand Boulevard Initiative is an ongoing effort among
19 cities, counties, and local agencies in Santa Clara and San
Mateo Counties to transform El Camino Real into a more
urbanized corridor with better transit and more housing and
jobs. In total, the El Camino Real Corridor holds the potential
to redevelopment as much as 6,400 acres of existing low
density residential and commercial development.

Straight From The Hub
Bay Area Clean Energy
Careers Pathway
Skyline College, in partnership with the San Mateo
County Workforce Investment Board, introduced new
academic and vocational training in 2011 for those
interested in a career in clean energy. The classes
include offerings such as Solar Design, Estimation and
Sales, Solar Installation and Integration, and Building
Performance Auditing. The classes are focused to
transition dislocated workers and veterans released
since 2003 into positions in the clean energy industry.
Additional classes at Laney College in Oakland include
Environmental Control Systems (HVAC) and Energy
Efciency Retrotting and Auditing classes.

Job Training and Workforce Development
·

·

·

The San Mateo County Workforce Investment Board (WIB)
is the primary workforce development organization in the
county. Created in 1998, the board is comprised of local
government, nonprot service providers, and business
leaders from the community. The board’s primary function
is to manage PeninsulaWorks one-stop career centers,
which bring together a wide variety of job training and skill
development resources under one roof. PeninsulaWorks
has a primary location in Daly City along with a partnership
with JobTrain in Menlo Park.
JobTrain, funded in part by the WIB, provides comprehensive
services to disadvantaged adults, including vocational
training, academics, and life skills classes. JobTrain offers
seven different career tracks for vocational training, including
computer service, culinary arts, medical ofce assistant,
ofce skills, professional health care worker, Project Build,
and two green jobs oriented programs on solar installation
and weatherization.
JobTrain enrolled approximately 7,000 individuals in scal
year 2010, an increase of 25 percent from 2009, and placed
75 percent of those individuals in new jobs.

Visit the Sustainability Hub for more info on these
classes and how to sign up.

Sustainable San Mateo County

continued
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Key Indicator: Jobs, continued
·

·
·

·

In 2009/10, total visits to WIB managed career centers
increased to over 105,000, up 20 percent from the prior year.
The average wage for clients place in new jobs through the
program was $17.33 per hour, and 44 percent of all clients were
successfully place in new jobs after completing the program.
The Peninsula Family Service agency provides job placement and
career guidance services specically for persons 55 and older.
The San Mateo Ofce of Education offers the Regional
Occupational Program (ROP) which provides continuing
vocational education to high school and adult students. The
ROP program offers courses in business, health care, service
and trade, and industrial technology. The program is low or
no-cost for high school students, and all high schools in the
county have a counselor assigned to assist current students
with enrolling in ROP classes.
San Mateo County Department of Human Services runs the
Vocational Rehabilitation Services (VRS). VRS is a program
that assists residents with signicant employment barriers
(such as mental health issues) to nd employment through
training, counseling, and case management. VRS partners
with local agencies (such as PeninsulaWorks) as well as
other nonprot service providers to assist sponsored clients.
One of VRS’ most successful partnerships to date was with
Goodwill Industries through the ReCompute program, a past
SSMC award winner.

State Bill 375:
Sustainable Communities Strategy
Passed by the California State Senate in
2008, SB 375 requires that transportation
planning organizations adopt funding plans
that link both regional housing needs and
greenhouse gas reduction targets mandated
by AB 32. Starting in 2013, the next regional
transportation plan will be prepared with
these requirements in effect. The Sustainable
Communities Strategy must, among other
things, directly link land use and housing
assumptions with the transportation projects
included in the plan and demonstrate that
the region can provide housing for all new
residents in the region over the next eight
and twenty years. It must also demonstrate
how the transportation programs will
maximize transit use and allow the region to
achieve greenhouse gas reduction targets for
transportation.

See Appendix, page 75.

Straight From The Hub
Economic and Housing Opportunities Assessment (ECHO)

•
•
•

There is the potential for between 45,000 and 98,000 new households along the 47-mile stretch of El Camino
between San Jose and San Francisco.
New job forecasts for the corridor development range from 107,000 to 246,000.
The economic benets of transforming the El Camino Corridor, primarily from increased sales tax and property
taxes, range from $330 to $752 million.

More important, the report also highlights strategies and best practices for local governments to adopt in order to
encourage further smart growth on the El Camino Corridor. To download a complete version of the report, visit
the Sustainability Hub.
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Completed as part of the Grand Boulevard Initiative in December 2010, ECHO is a detailed assessment of the
economic and housing opportunities associated with redevelopment and transformation of the El Camino Real
Corridor. Among the reports major ndings:

Sustainability Indicators
Many cities, counties, and regions in the United States and internationally are now using
sustainability indicators as planning tools and to set communitywide goals. An indicator is
a statistic or trend that allows us to evaluate whether we are moving toward sustainability
in our community. An indicator helps us understand where we are and which way we are
going. Each indicator that follows was chosen because of its importance to one or more of
the three goals of sustainability: a healthy environment, a vibrant economy, and a socially
equitable community.
Indicators of sustainability differ from traditional indicators of economic or environmental
progress; they highlight the interconnectedness of the environment, economy, and society.
Sustainability indicators show that a negative trend in one area affects the health of the
other two.
Sustainability requires we make decisions so that future generations can enjoy a healthy
environment, economy, and society. Sustainability indicators can be used to assist us in
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making sound decisions on issues that affect the future of the county.
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Agriculture

°

Negative Trend

Why Is This Important?
Local agriculture can provide important economic,
environmental, and social benets to a community. For
every dollar of agricultural production in the county, 3.5
dollars of economic activity are created. Locally-grown food
maintains its freshness and nutritional value and may reduce
transportation-related air pollution and costs. The cultivation
and use of native species in landscaping may reduce the need
for outdoor irrigation, the largest non-industrial use of water
in the county. Adoption of organic farming and landscaping
practices is especially important because it reduces the harmful
environmental and health effects of pesticides and protects
long-term soil quality.

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

How Are We Doing?
·
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Trend

°

According to the San Mateo County: 2009 Agricultural Crop
Report, the total gross production value of San Mateo County
agriculture in 2009 was $149.2 million, a 9 percent decrease
from 2008 in ination-adjusted dollars. Total production
value
Negative
(in $2009) has decreased almost 40 percent since 2000.
· Total acreage of land devoted to agriculture has also
decreased, though by a much smaller amount. In 2009,
there were 33,297 acres in agriculture, down 6 percent since
2001 (35,509 acres). Total production value per acre has
dropped from $5,890 in 2001 to $4,481 (in $2009), a loss of
almost 24 percent.
· Floral and nursery crops continue to constitute the majority
of agricultural value coming from county farms. In 2009,
oral and nursery crops accounted for 83 percent of the
county’s crop production value (about $126 million) making
San Mateo County one of the largest producers of ornamental
nursery crops and cut owers in the state. Other signicant
production consisted of vegetable crops ($16 million in
2009), along with fruit and nut crops and livestock (about
$2.3 million each).
· According to the California Employment Development
Department, total farm employment in San Mateo County
was 1,700 in 2009. Farm employment has decreased steadily
since 1993, when it stood at 2,900.
· The total number of certied farmers markets in San Mateo
County is now 17, up from 13 in 2005. Many of these markets
accept WIC (Women, Infants, and Children) Supplemental
Food coupons and Senior Nutrition Checks.
· In 2009, there were 11 organic farms with 110 acres devoted
to organic farming production. This is a signicant reduction
in total organic farming acreage from 2008, when there
were 193 acres. Two organic farms closed in 2009, possibly
because of adverse economic conditions.
See Appendix page 75.

Positive Trend

°

Air Quality
Other

Why Is This Important?

·

Clean air is essential to human and environmental health. Air
pollution increases the risk of lung disease and a variety of other
health problems, including asthma, cardiovascular disease, and
respiratory problems in children, and certain contaminants
can damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems. By nature, air
pollution cannot be contained by local, state, or even national
borders, which highlights the importance of larger scale
regulation and management of air quality.

·

What Is a Sustainable State?

Other monitored pollutants include carbon monoxide and
nitrogen dioxide. In 2010, as in the past decade, there were
no days when state or federal standards were exceeded for
either of these pollutants at the Redwood City station.
In aggregate, on-road vehicles continue to be the largest
polluters in the county. Vehicles are the biggest source of
nitrogen oxides and reactive organic gases (the precursors to
ground-level ozone formation), as well as carbon monoxide.
CARB estimates that on-road vehicles emit over 146 tons per
day of carbon monoxide within the county.

See Appendix page 75. Researcher: Annie Lee

A sustainable state is one where the air is clean and poses no
threat to human health or environmental quality.

ABAG Performance Target 2009: Reduce
particulate matter 2.5 emissions by
10 percent below today’s levels by 2035

How Are We Doing?
Particulate Matter
Suspended particulate matter (PM) is associated with asthma
and other respiratory ailments, contributes to haze, and harms
the environment. Particulate matter pollution is made up of very
small, suspended particles of dust or other compounds, and the
size of particles in the air is directly linked to their potential for
causing health problems. The smallest particles (less than 2.5
micrometers, or about 1/30th the width of a human hair) are the
most dangerous as they can lodge deep in the lungs and cause
long-term lung problems.
According to the California Air Resources Board’s (CARB)
Emissions Inventory, the largest source (58 percent) of
particulate matter pollution in San Mateo County is road
dust. Other signicant contributors include construction and
demolition equipment (18 percent), residential replaces (4
percent) and farming (4 percent).
·

·

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

Particulate matter concentrations vary widely by season.
In the winter months, when particulate matter pollution is
high, wood burning is a signicant source of ne particulate
matter in the county.
In 2010, there was one day when concentrations of
particulate matter exceeded 24-hour PM national standards
at the Redwood City air quality monitoring station.
As of 2010, the Bay Area air district does not meet the new
stricter Federal Fine Particulate Matter air quality standard,
which reduced the level of acceptable PM concentrations from
65 µg per m3 to 35 µg per m3. PM pollution is a growing focus
for regional air quality pollution management programs.

Straight From The Hub
Vehicle Buy-Back Program
Since 1996, the Bay Area Air District’s Vehicle
Buy Back program has retired over 50,000 cars, vans,
pickup trucks, and SUVs. For each pre-1990 vehicle

Ozone

removed from Bay Area roads, an estimated 75 pounds

Ground-level ozone is the main component of smog. It can
be a trigger for asthma even at very low levels and can cause
permanent lung damage after long-term exposure.

of air pollution are prevented from being emitted into

·

·

the air annually. In 2010, 6,000 vehicles were retired,
representing 248 tons of air pollution.

The primary source of ground-level ozone is exhaust from
combustion engines which combines with heat and sunlight
to create ozone.
In 2010, after ve straight years of no nonattainment days,
there were two days when ozone concentrations exceeded
the state one-hour standard at the Redwood City air quality
monitoring station

Individuals interested in receiving $1,000 to retire their
cars and light trucks can visit www.smogcheck.ca.gov
or call 1-800-952-5210 for details on BAR’s Consumer
Assistance Program. Visit the Sustainability Hub at
http://www.SustainabilityHub.net to learn more.
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Children: Child Abuse

°

Positive Trend

Why Is This Important?
Healthy children in stable families provide the foundation for
a sustainable community. Defenseless themselves, children
must grow and learn in a safe environment that only adults can
provide. When an adult, particularly an adult with a signicant
relationship to the child, abuses a child, the abuse can profoundly
impact the child’s development. Trauma from child abuse can
result in lifelong psychological and social impairment and affect
academic and occupational performance.

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

How Are We Doing?

·

·

·

·

·

California law denes child abuse as any of the following:
 A child is physically injured by other than accidental
means,
 A child is subjected to willful cruelty or unjustiable
punishment,
 A child is abused or exploited sexually, or
 A child is neglected by a parent or caretaker who fails to
provide adequate food, clothing, shelter, medical care, or
supervision.
In 2009 the most common type of allegation among child
abuse referrals in San Mateo County was general neglect
(41.9 percent), followed by physical abuse (33 percent) and
emotional abuse (12.6 percent). The breakdown of these
different types of abuse has not changed signicantly since
2005.
In 2009, 3,781 children in San Mateo County were referred
to Child Protective Services as victims of child abuse, just
over 2 percent of children under the age of 18 living in the
county. The rate of child abuse referrals—23.2 referrals per
1,000 children—has been largely stable for the past 10 years,
though it remains less than half the statewide rate (47.2
referrals per 1,000 children).
Rates of child abuse referrals vary widely across ethnicity, age,
and gender. The highest referral rate is for African American
children with 76.2 referrals per 1,000 children, about three
times the county average rate and ve times higher than
the rate among Caucasian children. Rates for Hispanic and
Native American children are also higher than the county
average. This difference may indicate a need to target child
abuse prevention programs and services among more at-risk
populations.
From January through June of 2009, the latest time period
for which data were available, 26.1 percent of all substantiated
abuse cases reported reccurrence of abuse. The recurrence
rate is largely unchanged since 1998.
The number of children entering foster care in San Mateo
County decreased in 2009 to 101 children, down more than
half from 223 children entering foster care in 2006.

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

See Appendix page 75. Researcher: Thea Carp
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No Clear Trend

°

Children: Child Care

°

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

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state, there are a variety of child care options
available to parents that supply enough diversity, exibility, and
affordability to meet most parental needs.

How Are We Doing?
Supply and Demand

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

In 2010, approximately 92,000 San Mateo County children
(ages 0-13) lived in households where either both parents
worked or, in the case of single-parent households, the
children lived with a working parent. This is an increase of
more than 6,000 children from 2009, and is due primarily to
the increased labor force participation rate among parents.
This may be driven, in part, by the adverse economic climate
requiring more parents to return to work.
· During that same period, there were 23,776 licensed child care
spaces in the county, providing room for about 26 percent of
the total population of children potentially needing care. This
percentage has remained largely unchanged since 2006.
· It is unknown to what extent the gap in licensed care is met
by unlicensed or informal child care arrangements (such as
those with extended family members or siblings).
· The gap in child care spaces varies by age. The largest gap
is for school age children, with licensed spaces for only 10
percent of those needing care. The gap is smallest among
preschool age children, with spaces available for an estimated
83 percent of those needing care.
Cost
· Between 2004 and 2010, most child care costs have increased
in ination adjusted dollars. The largest increase was seen
in care for preschoolers in child care centers which increased
approximately 19 percent since 2003 in ination-adjusted
dollars. The estimated cost per hour of school age family
child care in 2010 was $8.50, a 27 percent increase from
2003 in ination-adjusted dollars.
· In December 2010, there were 4,322 children on the county’s
Centralized Eligibility List, approximately the same number
as one year before. The Centralized Eligibility List is a
countywide list of children from low-income families who
are eligible and waiting for subsidized care. The number of
children on the Eligibility List has increased substantially
since 2001, when approximately 2,000 children were on the
list from year to year.

See Appendix page 75. Research Assistance: Brianna White
and the Child Care Coordinating Council of San Mateo County
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°

Positive Trend

Children: Health
Why Is This Important?

Percentage of Students Meeting All
Physical Fitness Test Standards

Children’s health impacts all aspects of their lives. Children who
are physically t and well nourished are happier and do better
in school. Obese and overweight children are at greater risk
of developing health complications, such as diabetes and high
blood pressure, later in life. Good mental health in children is
the foundation for the same during adult life.

50%

What is a Sustainable State?

30%

A sustainable state is one where the incidence of childhood
health problems continues to decrease over time.

27%
23%
16%

10%

Physical Fitness
The California Physical Fitness Test (PFT) is given to all students
in the 5th, 7th, and 9th grades. The test is one way of measuring
the health of children in a community. It measures tness in
six areas: upper body strength, exibility, aerobic capacity, body
composition, abdominal strength, and trunk extensor strength.

·

36%

20%

How Are We Doing?

·

41%

38%

40%

0%

5th Grade

7th Grade

2000-01

9th Grade
2008-09

Data source: California Department of Education

In 2008-09, the last year for which data were available, 38
percent of 5th graders, 41 percent of 7th graders, and 36
percent of 9th graders in San Mateo County met the tness
standards in all six categories. San Mateo County children
performed better than the statewide average at all three age
levels.
County children have shown signicant progress in overall
tness at all age levels. Since 2000-01, the percentage of
fth graders meeting all six criteria has increased from 23
percent to 38 percent, seventh graders meeting all six tness
standards increased from 27 percent to 41 percent, and
among ninth graders, only 16 percent met all six criteria in
2000-01 while today 36 percent do.

In 2009, over 98 percent of all county
children were covered by health insurance
plans, up from 93 percent in 2003.

Childhood Obesity
Obesity is a chronic illness that can impact children’s health
in both the near- and long-term. The incidences of Type II
diabetes, high blood pressure, and high cholesterol are all linked
to unhealthy weight levels.

·

The percentage of San Mateo County students with healthy
weight has increased at all age levels since 2001.
The most signicant progress was among 5th graders; 63
percent of those students were at healthy weight in 2001
while 73 percent were at healthy weight in 2008.
Sustainable San Mateo County

·

Despite overall progress in the county, there are large disparities
in the incidence of obesity among different races. Among 9th
grade students in 2008, 85 percent of Asian American students
and 81 percent of White students were at a healthy weight.
At the same grade level, only 65 percent of Hispanic students
and 62 percent of African American students were at a healthy
weight.
See Appendix page 75.
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Positive Trend

Why Is This Important?
A contaminated site is property with ground or water
pollution that jeopardizes public and environmental health.
Contaminated sites can adversely impact a community’s
economic vitality because safety regulations restrict current use
and future development of the sites while site cleanup is often
costly and time consuming. The concentration of contaminated
sites in low-income communities is of particular concern as
those communities are in the greatest need of available property
for housing, jobs, and economic development.

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state the number of contaminated sites decreases
over time and new cases of contamination are identied and
remediated promptly.

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

·

·
·

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

At year-end 2010, 434 contaminated sites in San Mateo
County were undergoing investigation, monitoring, and
cleanup, a decline of 39 percent over the last 10 years.
Nineteen of twenty municipalities in the county have fewer
contaminated sites today than they did 10 years ago.
The contaminated sites include 233 with a history of leaking
underground storage tanks (typically gas stations), 183
contain other pollutants (e.g., solvents, petroleum, and heavy
metals), and the remaining 17 locations are land disposal
sites (i.e., landlls). There is one military cleanup site in the
county in Half Moon Bay.
There are no longer any Superfund cleanup sites in San
Mateo County.
The prevalence of contaminated sites (many of which are
former underground storage tanks at gas stations) is highly
correlated with industrial activity and population. As a
result, Redwood City, South San Francisco, and the City of
San Mateo have the highest number of contaminated sites.
The number of contaminated sites is declining among
most cities in the county. In Redwood City the number of
contaminated sites has decreased by 29 percent since 2000,
and in South San Francisco the number of sites has declined
by 52 percent.

See Appendix page 75. Researcher: Flora Kaplan
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°

Contaminated Sites

Crime

°

Positive Trend

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

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

How Are We Doing?
Crime Rates
·

·

·
·

·

The rate of violent crime in San Mateo County fell in 2009, to
276.1 violent crimes committed per 100,000 residents. After
increasing steadily from 1999 through 2005, violent crime is
down over 18 percent from its peak. The rate of violent crime
in San Mateo Country remains far below the statewide rate
of 453.6 violent crimes per 100,000 residents. The rate of
violent crime in Santa Clara County was 267.8 violent crimes
per 100,000 residents.
The incidence of property-related crimes (primarily burglary
and theft) fell in 2009 from 1,274.8 per 100,000 residents
to 1,156.3 crimes per 100,000 residents. Burglary increased
about 8 percent, while motor vehicle theft and larceny both
decreased.
Over the past decade, the rates of robbery and burglary have
increased within the county, while falling statewide.
Low value larceny (less than $400) constitutes the bulk
(39 percent) of crimes in the county, followed by property
related crimes (28 percent). Violent crime accounts for only
12 percent of all county crimes.
Over 80 percent of all violent crimes are committed by men.

Juvenile Crime

·

Juvenile felony arrests declined signicantly in 2009, from
793 felony arrests in 2008 to 733 in 2009. Juvenile felony
arrests have declined over 45 percent since their 1996 peak
of 1,349 arrests.
Arrests for misdemeanors have shown a similar decline,
down from 2,937 in 1996 to 1,480 in 2009 (down almost 50
percent).

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

See Appendix page 76.
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Positive Trend

Why Is This Important?
·

Natural or human-caused disasters can have devastating effects
on a community, the economy, and the environment. Having a
plan for your community or your household that provides food,
clean water, emergency medical services, temporary shelter,
and transportation during emergencies can lessen the impacts
of disasters. Government agencies must have plans that enable
areas to quickly restore vital services so that the effects from a
disaster are not compounded by a lack of power, water, sewer,
and/or other services.

On the evening of Thursday September 9, 2010 a massive
explosion fueled by a ruptured high-pressure natural gas
pipeline tore through the Crestmoor neighborhood in San
Bruno, California. The resulting “six-alarm” re involved the
emergency response personnel and equipment of every city
and town in the county, as well as many other counties in the
Bay Area. In total, over 500 police ofcers, reghters and
emergency medical personnel responded, including air tankers
and helicopters from CalFire. Over 400 homes were evacuated,
and both the city of San Bruno and the county quickly activated
their EOCs, which remained in place for a number of weeks.
While there have been no formal evaluations of the totality of
the response, consensus was that the processes and plans in
place were successful in managing the incident.

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

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

·

See Appendix page 76.

San Mateo County and all its cities have EOPs compliant
with SEMS.
San Mateo County and local governments conducted three
major preparedness exercises in 2010. On April 21, the
county conducted an Emergency Operations Center (EOC)
Functional Exercise which tested communication capabilities
between the County EOC and city EOCs. On April 28 the county
participated in the Bay Area-wide Golden Guardian Exercise
with a simulated terrorist incident at the Port of Redwood City.
Finally, the county continued its participation in the annual
“Great Shakeout” preparedness exercise in October, the largest
earthquake preparedness drill in the country.

Community Preparedness

Sustainable San Mateo County

Community Emergency Response Team (CERT) training
teaches individuals re safety or light search and rescue, skills
that can help local communities during an emergency.
·
·
·
·

accounts in the SMC Alert system. Registrations spiked by
10 percent in the days following the Japan tsunami.
The half-hour emergency preparedness DVD “Get Ready
San Mateo County” is now accessible on the http://www.
smcready.org home page. It is also available in Spanish,
Chinese, and Tagalog subtitles and Closed-Captioned for the
deaf and hard of hearing.

San Bruno Incident

What Is a Sustainable State?

·

°

Disaster Preparedness

As of 2010, there were 16 active CERT teams in the county,
covering almost all areas of the county.
In 2010, the county reported that 1,757 local residents had
completed CERT trainings.
The San Mateo County Medical Reserve Corps (MRC) had 56
members.
San Mateo County also maintains an emergency alert system
that residents can sign up for at http://www.smcalert.info.
The system sends information to residents on their cell
phones (by text message) or email about emergencies that
impact them. As of March 2011, there were 15,646 registered
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°

No Clear Trend

°

Economy: Income Distribution and Poverty

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

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

How Are We Doing?
Income Distribution
·

·

·

The median household income in San Mateo County in 2009
was $85,213, well above the California state median household
income of $58,931. Since 2004, median household income
in the county has increased about 24 percent; the Consumer
Price Index has increased 12.7 percent over that same time
period.
The Gini coefcient (or Gini index), a measure of income
inequality, is widely used internationally to compare
countries and their wealth distributions. The closer to 100
a Gini index is, the more unequal the income distribution;
closer to 0 the more equal distribution.
SSMC calculated a Gini index for San Mateo County in 2009
of between 44 and 46. This compares very closely with the
Gini index of the United States as a whole (45). In 2005 the
European Union (EU) had a Gini coefcient of 31 and Canada,
33. The United States’ income distribution is signicantly
more unequal than countries with comparable economies.

Poverty

·

·

In 2009, 7.7 percent of San Mateo County residents lived
below the Federal Poverty Level ($18,310 for a family of
three). The number of households under the poverty line
increased in 2009 for the rst time in ve years.
Rates of poverty vary based on education. In 2009, 14.6
percent of county adults without high school degrees lived
below the poverty line; only 2.9 percent of adult residents
with college degrees had similar incomes.
Because of San Mateo County’s high cost of living, comparisons
with the federal poverty threshold can be misleading. In
2010, the same family of three used for calculating the
Federal Poverty Level (mother, infant, and school age child)
needed annual gross household income of $83,283 to be “selfsufcient.” The self-sufciency budget includes monthly rent
($1,713), child care ($1,984) and food and other expenses. Of
note, approximately 49 percent of households in the county
earn below this self-sufciency level.

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

See Appendix page 76. Research assistance: Nathaniel Rounds
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Negative Trend
·

Why Is This Important?
The unemployment rate is a basic indicator of the economic
health of a community. Unemployment rates uctuate with
economic cycles and vary across regions and communities.
Unemployed individuals are unable to earn enough money to
meet nancial obligations and lack employer-sponsored health
insurance. They could be at risk of losing their home or being
forced into substandard housing, and they have increased risk
of social and health problems.

·

In a sustainable state the unemployment rate is low, jobs
are available to t the skills and experience of workers in the
community, and the unemployed have access to training and
other resources to help them nd employment.

Unemployment Rate

·

In 2010, the impact of the national recession was still evident
in San Mateo County, with an average unemployment
rate of 9.1 percent, an increase from 8.6 percent in 2009.
Unemployment remains at its highest level in the county in
over 20 years.
Unemployment peaked in March of 2010 at 9.8 percent, and
has decreased steadily since that time. As of December 2010
the unemployment rate stood at 8.3 percent, reecting a
modest increase in the number of available jobs.
The San Mateo County unemployment rate is still signicantly
lower than either the state or federal rates of 12.4 and 9.6
percent respectively.
At the end of 2010, San Mateo County had the second lowest
unemployment rate of all counties in the state. (Marin
County had the lowest). Neighboring Santa Clara County
had an unemployment rate of 10.4 percent at the end of
2010.

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

Demand for unemployment services has mirrored increased
unemployment. For the scal year ending June 30, 2010,
PeninsulaWorks—the primary workforce development and job
assistance program in the county—serviced over 105,000 individual
client visits, and increase of 20 percent from the prior year.

See Appendix page 76. Researchers: Paul Lowood and Kenny Shi

How Are We Doing?

·

The unemployment rate increased in almost every city in the
county in 2010. Only Atherton, El Granada CDP, and Half Moon
Bay had their unemployment rates go down. East Palo Alto
had the highest unemployment rate at 20.8 percent, while the
North Fair Oaks CDP (an unincorporated portion of the county
adjacent to Redwood City and Menlo Park) had the second
highest rate at 18.4 percent. Hillsborough continues to have
the lowest unemployment rate in the county at 4.0 percent.

Unemployment Services

What Is a Sustainable State?

·

°

Economy: Unemployment
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Education

°

Positive Trend

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

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

How Are We Doing?
API Scores
The Academic Performance Index (API) is the cornerstone of
California’s Public Schools Accountability Act of 1999. While
comparisons of API scores between school districts may be
problematic because of differences in student populations, API
scores are an important measure of progress from year to year
within a district or a region.
To calculate the API for a school, student performance on
standardized tests is aggregated at the school level and converted
into a score between 200 and 1,000. The performance target for
all California public schools is 800.

·

·

·

For the school year ending in 2010, the median API score for
all county schools and grade levels was 820. Performance
improved at all school levels and within all demographic
subgroups including socioeconomically disadvantaged
students and English learners.
Elementary schools had the highest median API of 832, while
middle schools had a median API of 809, and the median
API for high schools was 780. County schools at all levels
had higher API scores than the comparable state averages.
Using previous year’s scores as a baseline, all schools are
assigned an annual “growth target.” The percentage of
county schools meeting their growth target is an indicator
of whether or not school performance is improving from
year to year. In 2010, 85 percent of schools in the county
met their growth targets. Growth performance was highest
among elementary schools, where over 87 percent of schools
met their growth targets. Among middle and high schools,
80 percent of schools met growth targets.
API scores vary widely by socioeconomic status and language
skills, a condition commonly known as the “achievement
gap.” In 2010, the median APIs for socioeconomically
disadvantaged students was almost 100 points lower (727)
than the average for all students (820). The median API
score among English learners was 736.

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

continued
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Education, continued
School Resources
Each year, every school district in the state must calculate the
“current expense of education,” a measure of the value of direct
educational services received annually by students, excluding
construction and non-instructional activities.
·

·

The county average expenditure per pupil for all school
districts in 2008/09 was $9,430 compared with the statewide
the average of $8,736 per pupil.
There is wide variability in expenditures per student across
school districts in the county. Per pupil spending in the
Woodside Elementary and Portola Valley Elementary school
districts is more than double that in South San Francisco.
The availability of supplemental revenue sources, primarily
elective parcel taxes, explain much of the variation between
districts. Funding differences can also reect revenues
received for specic services, such as special education
dollars.

Preparation for Higher Education
In 2008/09, 46 percent of the San Mateo County high school
graduating class met University of California (UC) and/or
California State University (CSU) coursework eligibility
requirements, a reduction from 52 percent in 2007/08.
Statewide, 35 percent of high school graduates meet these same
requirements.

Teachers and Instruction
·

·

During the 2008/09 school year, 96 percent of the 4,884
teachers employed in county schools were fully credentialed,
the same percentage as for all public schools in the state.
The pupil-to-teacher ratio countywide was 20.0 pupils per
teacher in 2009/10, better than the state average of 21.7
pupils per teacher. The pupil-to-teacher ratio has improved
since 1992-93, when it was just over 23 pupils per teacher
countywide.

Charter School Enrollment
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In 1992 California passed legislation allowing for the creation
of charter schools. Charter schools are publicly funded schools,
and are open to all interested students regardless of geography.
The primary difference between charter schools and traditional
public schools is that charter schools are governed by an
independent board, typically made up of teachers, parents, and
community members, and they may have more exibility in
setting a curriculum for students.
Charter school enrollment in San Mateo County has increased
substantially over the past 10 years. In 2000/01, there were
3,518 students enrolled in county charter schools; by 2009/10,
that number had increased 60 percent to 5,631. Currently, about
6 percent of San Mateo County students attend charter schools.
See Appendix page 76.
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°

No Clear Trend

Energy Use

°

Why Is This Important?
San Mateo County depends on the burning of nonrenewable
fossil fuels -- coal, petroleum, and natural gas -- for much of its
energy. Burning of fossil fuels negatively impacts air quality and
releases signicant quantities of carbon dioxide, a greenhouse
gas that contributes to climate change. California has committed
to reduce its greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020.
Increased energy efciency and an increase in energy sources
that do not generate greenhouse gases are keys to achieving this
goal. An overreliance on fossil fuels can also make our economy
vulnerable to price spikes in the oil or natural gas markets.

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

How Are We Doing?
Energy Consumption

·

·

·

·

In 2009, total energy use in San Mateo County (as measured
by the amount of electricity and natural gas delivered by
regulated utilities in the county) was 39.1 trillion British
thermal units (BTUs), a 3.3 percent decrease from 2008.
Total energy use in the county has remained largely at since
2000, when the county consumed 39.6 trillion BTUs. This
calculation does not include energy used for transportation.
(See Transportation: Gasoline Use and Fuel Efciency)
Natural gas accounted for 57 percent of energy consumed in
the county, roughly the same as in past years. Just under
half (48 percent) of all energy is used in residential homes;
52 percent of energy use is non-residential.
Per capita residential energy use decreased by 3.7 percent
to 25.0 million BTUs per capita in 2009. Total per capita
residential energy use is down 8 percent since 2005.
Residential energy use varies widely by city, and is correlated
with lot size and income. Average monthly energy use was
highest in Atherton, with each household using on average
19.7 million BTUs per month in electricity and natural gas.
By comparison, the average household in Brisbane uses only
5.1 million BTUs per month.
The San Mateo County Energy Strategy 2012, adopted by
all 20 municipalities in the county, sets a goal of 25 percent
reduced power use from 2005 levels. While per capita
residential energy use is down, total energy use countywide
has increased 5 percent since 2005, primarily because of
commercial industrial use growing.

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

Electricity Generation
Pacic Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) provides most of the
electricity used by San Mateo County residents and businesses.
PG&E’s energy supply mix is an important measure of the true
impact of electricity use in the county.
·

In 2009, PG&E’s delivered electricity was cleaner than
both the state and national average with 34.6 percent from
continued

29

Energy Use, continued

·

natural gas, 20 percent nuclear power, and 13 percent from
large hydroelectric. Only 1.3 percent of electricity was from
coal-red power plants.
Eligible renewable power accounted for 17.7 percent of
PG&E’s electricity generation in 2010. (The state standard
for utilities is 20 percent.) This includes small hydro,
geothermal, wind, solar, and biomass. Of these, biomass and
waste combustion (30.1 percent of renewable power) and
geothermal (29.7 percent) were the two largest renewable
power sources. Solar generation made up only 0.2 percent
of all renewable power.

Solar Power
·

·

·

In 2010, 1,531 kilowatts of new solar generating capacity
were installed in San Mateo County, an increase of 19
percent from the previous year. (As a rule of thumb, it takes
about 3 kW of generating capacity to provide one home with
electricity for one year). Annual installation of solar projects
in the county has roughly tripled over the last ve years. The
weak economy was the most likely factor in the reduction in
installations in 2009.
At year end 2010, over 10,100 kilowatts of total solar
generating capacity were installed in the county, enough to
power approximately 3,500 homes for one year. The vast
majority of this amount has been installed in the last three
years as part of the California Solar Initiative program.
At the end of 2010, Redwood City had the most installed
solar generating capacity, with 1,368 kW installed, about 14
percent of the total countywide.

COUNTY ENERGY STRATEGY 2012 GOAL:
Reduce utility energy purchases by
25 percent from 2005 levels.

Sustainable San Mateo County

See Appendix page 76.
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Green Buildings

°

Positive Trend

Why Is This Important?
Green building practices seek to minimize the impact of the built
environment on our air, water, and land by creating healthier
and more resource-efcient buildings. Green buildings reduce
solid waste, conserve energy and water, and provide economic
benets by reducing operating costs and enhancing asset
values. Well-designed green buildings can also increase worker
productivity.

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state buildings are resource efcient, produce
minimal waste, are built with nontoxic substances, have healthy
indoor environments, and are located to allow for use of public
transportation.

How Are We Doing?
Green Building Construction
Green buildings are commonly “rated,” or certied using an
approved rating system such as Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design (LEED) or the GreenPoint Rating System.
These rating systems take into account factors such as site location,
water use efciency, energy efciency, materials selection, and
indoor environmental quality. Projects are typically rated after
completion from a high of “Platinum” through “Certied” based
on combined performance in each of the areas.
As of the end of 2010, there were 1.9 million square feet of
LEED-certied space in San Mateo County. (These data
exclude projects that choose to remain condential). Total
LEED-certied space in the county has increased more than
ten-fold since 2005, and doubled from 2009 to 2010 alone.
Major newly-certied projects in San Mateo County include the
renovation of the Oyster Point Marina Plaza ofce space, the
new Carlmont High School Music and Arts Building, and two
new facilities maintenance buildings at the San Mateo County
Community College District.
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Most residential green building in the county is certied by the
GreenPoint Rating system, and not LEED, which is primarily
used for commercial/institutional construction. Comprehensive
data on the total number of GreenPoint rated homes in San Mateo
County were unavailable at the time of this publication, however
at least nine different cities and towns in San Mateo County
require that new residential construction projects meet certain
GreenPoint rating levels. (See Green Building Ordinances).

Green Building Ordinances
A green building ordinance amends a jurisdiction’s municipal
code to require that new construction (and sometimes major
renovations) meet certain minimum green rating levels. As of
February 28, 2011, eleven jurisdictions in the county (as well
as the county itself) had mandatory green building ordinances.
Most use a combination of GreenPoint Rating system for
residential construction and LEED for commercial. Two of
these jurisdictions (South San Francisco and San Carlos) have
adopted the new CalGreen statewide standards.
See Appendix page 76.
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No Clear Trend

°

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

°

Why Is This Important?
Greenhouse gases, including the largest contributor, carbon
dioxide (CO2), are the primary cause of climate change.
Greenhouse gases enter the atmosphere through nature’s
carbon cycle and human activities such as the burning of fossil
fuels and deforestation. Human activities are the main driver of
increased greenhouse gases in the Earth’s atmosphere; global
atmospheric concentrations of CO2 are now 30 percent higher
than they were before the industrial revolution.

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

How Are We Doing?
·

·

Countywide greenhouse gas emissions totaled 5.6 million
metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent in 2009. Total
greenhouse gas emissions were about 4.6 percent lower than
in 2008. Most of the reduction was due to reduced electricity
and natural gas usage, as well as a reduction in the emissions
factor of PG&E’s delivered electricity.
On a per capita basis, greenhouse gas emissions decreased in
2009 to 7.4 metric tons per capita, down from a peak of 8.4
metric tons per capita in 2003.

Transportation
·

On-road transportation is the largest contributor to
greenhouse gas emissions in the county, accounting for 53
percent of all GHG emissions in 2009. Emissions from this
source have been decreasing though, down 13 percent since
2000 largely because of decreased miles traveled on area
roads.

ABAG Performance Target 2009:
Reduce CO2 emissions by 40 percent below
1990 levels by 2035

Electricity and Natural Gas

Sustainable San Mateo County

After transportation, electricity and natural gas use account for
the majority of remaining greenhouse gas emissions. Emissions
from electricity are driven by both total electricity use and the
“carbon content” of the generation source of that electricity, which
varies annually based on the amount of renewable generation
from hydroelectric power and other non-carbon sources.
In 2009, total greenhouse gas emissions from electricity and
natural gas use declined 8 percent. The decrease was due to
both reduced demand, as well as a “cleaner” energy mix from
increased hydroelectric power generation after two consecutive
years of drought.

Solid Waste
Methane is released from landlls as organic matter decomposes
and is an extremely powerful greenhouse gas (21 times more
global warming potential than carbon dioxide). In 2009, waste
generated in the county accounted for an estimated 100,000
metric tons of CO2e in the atmosphere. Landll methane has
been decreasing steadily since 2000, in line with reduced waste
disposal in landlls and increased diversion rates in the county.
See Appendix page 77.
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No Clear Trend

Habitat Protection

°

Why Is This Important?
San Mateo County is home to a diverse mix of natural habitats,
including beach and intertidal zones, coastal sage scrub,
chaparral, oak woodlands—even redwood forests. Each of these
ecosystems supports its own variety of plants and animals, some
of which are endangered or threatened. The availability of and
access to these habitats provide a number of benets to county
residents, including tourism, recreation, and increased property
values.

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state ecosystems are healthy and land use
decisions include habitat protection.

How Are We Doing?
Threatened and Endangered Species
San Mateo County is home to 25 endangered species and another
15 threatened species. A number of these species have “critical
habitat” located within the county.
·

·

The coho salmon (endangered) and Central California
Coastal steelhead (threatened) spawn in small streams in the
county before migrating to the ocean for most of their adult
lives. Pollution, decreased water quality, dams, and poor
stream conditions have greatly diminished the prevalence of
both sh in the county.
The California red-legged frog has been lost from 70 percent of its
historical area, mainly from loss of habitat to coastal development.

Invasive Species
The San Mateo County Department of Agriculture and nonprots like the California Native Plant Society maintain active
programs to intercept and eradicate invasive and exotic species
in the county. These species can cause extensive damage to
native habitats and crops.
Exotic pest interceptions through the Pest Exclusion Program
in San Mateo County totaled 534 in 2009. The Department of
Agriculture also has ve locations where it eliminates skeleton
weed, and two locations for eradication of purple loosestrife.
Both are damaging invasive species.

Bird Populations

•
•
•
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The Audubon Society’s Christmas bird count tracks bird
populations at two locations in San Mateo County: Año Nuevo and
Crystal Springs. Continuous bird count data exist through 1980.
Three species are indicators of the overall ecosystem health:
The common raven because its population is closely tied to
human presence and disturbance.
The acorn woodpecker because it is a cavity nester that
depends on oak habitats for survival.
The California quail because it is a ground-nesting species
vulnerable to human disturbance.

Although there can be great variation in the annual counts due
to weather and other factors, since 1986 the number of common
raven has grown steadily while the number of acorn woodpecker
and California quail counted has decreased slightly.
See Appendix page 77.
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Negative Trend

°

Health Care: Community Health
Why Is This Important?
Neighborhood characteristics, social factors, and opportunities
to engage in healthy activities are among the most important
factors shaping community health. Just as toxic substances
in and around homes can directly impact residents’ health, so
does the width of sidewalks, proximity to parks and grocery
stores, and the availability of affordable housing. Social factors
such as class, culture, race, and education are also key drivers
determining the amount of stress or security individuals
experience.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all people have the opportunity
to live a healthy and long life and the prevalence of preventable
disease decreases over time.

How Are We Doing?
Chronic Illness and Disease
Chronic illnesses are long lasting and costly. Increased rates
of preventable chronic illnesses indicate a preponderance of
unhealthy environments, and frequent hospital visits associated
with chronic disease may strain household budgets and
community health care systems.
·

·

·
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·

More than 70 percent of all adults in
San Mateo County eat too few fruits and
vegetables, a key risk factor in premature
death. Almost 19 percent of adults get no
exercise.

Asthma and arthritis remain the most common chronic
illnesses in the county. In 2008, the last year for which
complete data are available, 16 percent of all residents
suffered from arthritis, while 14 percent had asthma (an 8
percent increase since 1998).
In 1998, 3.9 percent of county residents had diabetes; in
2008, over 8 percent reported diabetes. The two major
factors inuencing the prevalence of Type 2 diabetes (which
accounts for 90 to 95 percent of all cases) are eating highcalorie, low nutrient foods and lack of physical activity.
Cancer was the leading cause of death in San Mateo County
in 2008, accounting for almost 26 percent of all deaths.
Heart disease—the leading cause of death in the state—was
the second most common, at 24.4 percent.
There are a number of risk factors that indicate a higher risk
for premature death or illness, among them, smoking, lack of
exercise, and poor diet. Among these factors, 71 percent of
adults in the county do not consume enough vegetables and
fruits, and almost 19 percent get no exercise.

More than 70 percent of all adults in San Mateo County eat too
few fruits and vegetables, a key risk factor in premature death.
Almost 19 percent of adults get no exercise.
continued
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Health Care: Community Health, continued
Years of Potential Life Lost and Life
Expectancy
Years of potential life lost (YPLL) is a metric commonly used by
public health departments to measure the impact of premature
mortality in a population. YPLL is the difference between the
average life expectancy in a population and the number of
years a person (or in aggregate, a population) would have lived
without dying prematurely.
·

·

·

·

Average years of YPLL for the county as a whole have
decreased steadily since 1992 from 631 years of potential life
lost per 10,000 residents between 1992-1994 to 420 years
between 2006-2008.
YPLL varies by ethnicity (YPLL data by income are not
available). From 2006-08, YPLL rates among Black residents
were more than double that of Asian and White residents.
At the same time, YPLL rates have decreased by 37 percent
among Blacks since 1996-98, from about 1,304 years lost per
10,000 residents to 822, while YPLL rates increased slightly
among both Asian and Hispanic residents.
Infant mortality shows similar correlations among races.
Infant mortality among Blacks is more than twice that of all
other races.

Sustainable San Mateo County

See Appendix page 77. Researchers: Phillip Dunn and Hanna
Chan
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Why Is This Important?
Access to affordable, quality health care is necessary for a
healthy and productive life. High costs for health insurance,
medical treatment, and medications are a deterrent to obtaining
proper care and leave less money for other basic needs. Health
insurance allows for better access to health care and spreads
the cost of care across the community. Deferring care because
of cost often leads to more severe illness, further burdening
individuals and the health care system.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all members of the community
have health insurance that ts their needs and budget.

How Are We Doing?
Health Insurance
·

·

·

·

In 2009, 10.2 percent of San Mateo County residents lacked
health insurance—about 75,000 individuals. This is a
signicant increase from 2007, when 7.6 percent of residents
lacked health insurance.
The percent of county residents lacking health insurance
compared favorably with the statewide rate (14.5 percent)
but was higher than both Santa Clara (9.5 percent) and San
Francisco (7.9 percent) counties.
The percentage of county residents receiving health
insurance through their employers grew to 67 percent. Those
insured—at least in part—by public insurance programs such
as Medicare and Medicaid fell to 17.1 percent, the lowest level
since SSMC began tracking these data.
While the overall rate of uninsured is modest, the rates are
extremely different among different income groups. Only
2.7 percent of residents of the county with incomes 200
percent or more above the Federal Poverty Level (FPL) were
uninsured in 2009. That percentage grows to 21.2 percent
for those from 100 to 199 percent of the FPL, and for all
residents in households below 100 percent of the FPL, the
rate of uninsured is 47.8 percent.

Health Care Costs
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·

·

In 2009, the cost of health care in the Bay Area Metropolitan
Statistical Area (MSA), as measured by the change in the
medical care category of the Consumer Price Index, grew by
2.5 percent, while the price for all goods only increased 1.4
percent from the previous year. This is the ninth straight
year that the cost of medical care increased faster than the
rate of ination.
In aggregate, medical costs in the Bay Are MSA have increased
53.3 percent since 2000, while the cost for all other goods
increased 28.1 percent.

See Appendix page 77.
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Negative Trend

°

Health Care: Insurance and Cost

Housing: Affordability

°

Positive Trend

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

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

How Are We Doing?
Housing Costs

·

·

·

·

·

·

The California Association of Realtors (CAR) tracks rst-time
home buyer affordability throughout the state. This metric
is one of the most fundamental for assessing the overall
housing health of a community. According to these data, in
the fourth quarter of 2010, 48 percent of households in San
Mateo County could afford to purchase an entry-level home
dened as one that is equal to 85 percent of the prevailing
median price. By comparison, 55 percent of households in
the greater Bay Area region, and 69 percent statewide could
afford to purchase an entry-level home.
Housing affordability has improved considerably since 2007
when home prices peaked in the county and throughout
the state as a whole. In the second quarter of 2007, only 19
percent of households in San Mateo County could afford an
entry-level home.
Despite the improvement, San Mateo County remains one of the
most unaffordable counties in the state for housing. Only San
Francisco and Marin had lower rst-time homebuyer affordability
ratings; neighboring Santa Clara County is 57 percent.
In 2010, the median sales price of a single-family home in
San Mateo County was $725,000, a 5 percent increase from
2009 in ination-adjusted dollars. The median sales price
for single family homes in the county now stands 23 percent
lower than its peak in current dollars.
Home prices vary widely in the county. Atherton had the
highest median sales price in 2010 at $2,900,000, four times
the county median. Seven other communities had median
sales prices over $1,000,000.
The household income necessary to purchase a median-priced
single-family home in San Mateo County increased in 2010
after falling since 2006. The county average was $134,000
in 2010, a gure 34 percent above the median household
income for San Mateo County in 2010 of $99,400.
Average rents in the county were stable in 2010; one- and
two-bedroom apartments were $1,496 and $1,688 per
month respectively. Average rent has dropped by 9 percent
since 2008.

Sustainable San Mateo County
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continued
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Housing: Affordability, continued
Housing Production
A signicant shortage in the housing supply is the primary cause
for the high housing costs in the county. Barriers to housing
development include limited undeveloped land, local regulatory
barriers, and community opposition.
Every ve to seven years, the Association of Bay Area
Governments (ABAG) develops a Regional Housing Need
Allocation (RHNA) for the Bay Area. From it, local jurisdictions
are allocated housing production targets based on anticipated
job growth, anticipated population growth, and existing need.
·

·

·

San Mateo County produced 63 percent of its total allocated
housing target from 1999 to 2006 (the last completed RHNA
period). The Bay Area region as a whole produced 92 percent
of the regional housing needs target.
In June 2008, the Association of Bay Area Governments
(ABAG) published the latest RHNA targets allocating San
Mateo County a target of nearly 16,000 new units for 20072014. Approximately 39 percent of those units are required
to be affordable for households in the low and very lowincome levels (<80 percent and <50 percent of the regional
Median Household Income respectively). As a result, the
county needs to produce—on average—just under 2,000 new
housing units per year.
Building permit issuance is one indicator of new housing
production. In 2010, the Construction Industry Research
Board reported that total building permit issuance was a
mere 335 housing units (214 single-family homes and 121
multi-family units). Building permit issuance has fallen
considerably from a peak of 942 in 2008.
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See Appendix page 78.
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°

No Clear Trend

Housing: Homelessness

°

Why Is This Important?
Homeless individuals lack a xed, regular, and adequate
nighttime residence.
Homelessness detracts from an
individual’s ability to hold down steady employment and can
negatively impact their health and safety. Homelessness among
children can impact a child’s ability to succeed in school and
maintain relationships with peers.

·

What Is a Sustainable State?

·

In a sustainable state all residents of a community have access
to a safe and permanent residence and temporarily homeless
individuals have access to high-quality shelters and support services.

an average of 30 families to more than 120 and shelters for
individual adults have functioned at full capacity for the past
year.
San Mateo County Core Services Agencies have reported
increased demands on all services across the board. Food
banks more than doubled the volume of food distributed in
the past two years (from 154,000 meals in FY 2007/08 to
314,000 meals in FY 2009/10), and nancial assistance for
utility and rental payments increased 189 percent.
San Mateo County received a number of Veterans
Administration Supportive Housing vouchers in 2009/10,
which place veterans in permanent supportive housing.

See Appendix page 78. Research assistance: Tish Birkby

How Are We Doing?
Homeless Census
The San Mateo County Human Services Agency completed
a new Homeless Census and Survey in early 2011. While the
complete results of the census were not available by press time,
initial indications were that the economic downturn of the last
two years has increased the number of unsheltered homeless
since the last survey in 2009. The county also reported to SSMC
that there was a signicant increase in the number of persons
living in homeless encampments, vehicles, and RVs.

Shelter Network 2011

There were 975 sheltered homeless in the county at the time of
the survey (in emergency shelters, transitional housing, motel
voucher programs, residential treatment, jails, and hospitals),
a number which has remained fairly constant over the last few
years.
Among the more detailed ndings of the completed 2009
Homeless Census and Survey:
·

·
·
·

The Housing First program was aided in
2010 by stimulus funds, which allowed the
organization to make one time or temporary
rental payment assistance to 110 different
households. The organization continued
its successful Motel Voucher program
and provided 271 homeless families with
vouchers in 2010. Shelter Network has a
very high rate of success in placing those in
need in permanent housing; over 91 percent
of those graduated from the program found
stable housing in an average of 100 days.

Forty-nine percent of homeless were “chronically” homeless,
meaning that they had been homeless for longer than 12
months or for 4 times in the past year.
Thirty-eight percent reported drug or alcohol abuse problems
and 33 percent has mental illness.
About 9 percent of homeless surveyed had dependent
children.
Fourteen percent of the homeless counted were veterans, a
reduction from 27 percent in 2007. County ofcials indicate
this is due to an increase in programs for homeless veterans.

The Human Service Agency also reports to SSMC that:
·

·

·

In 2009-2010, San Mateo County received ARRA (stimulus)
funds for Homeless Prevention and Rapid Rehousing
programs. Through a collaboration of homeless and safety
net service providers, 632 San Mateo County residents were
either saved from homelessness or rapidly re-housed after
they gave up their housing.
The Housing Readiness Program, a three-year rental assisted
housing program, has increased its number of vouchers from
60 to 80, offering homeless service providers another avenue
to refer eligible clients to permanent housing.
Waiting lists for entry to family shelters have jumped from
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Shelter Network provides housing and
support services for homeless families
and individuals in San Mateo County. As
with most service providers, 2010 was
an incredibly busy year. In total, Shelter
Network served a record number of
clients—4,397 in total. 1,700 of these were
children, and 64 percent of all Shelter
Network clients in 2010 were rst-time
homeless.

Positive Trend

°

Land Use
Why Is This Important?
Local governments’ land use decisions have far reaching
impacts on long-term sustainability. While San Mateo County
is largely suburban in its existing land use, future choices about
the locations of new housing, businesses, schools, and parks
can inuence everything from how much residents drive to how
healthy their diet is. With many towns and cities in the county
fully built-out, the focus of future development in the county
will largely be on designing more sustainable in-ll projects that
bring residents and businesses into already developed areas.

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state land use policies accommodate growth,
protect open space and agriculture, support local businesses,
and encourage increased development in areas that provide
residents easy access to public and commercial services, jobs,
and transit.

How Are We Doing?
Developed Land
·

·

·

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

San Mateo County has a mix of urban, suburban, and rural
land uses. According to the latest Association of Bay Area
Governments (ABAG) data, about 1/3 of county land is urban
in use (residential, commercial, industrial), while 2/3 is
considered non-urban in use (forest, agriculture, rangeland,
wetlands).
About 51 percent of all urban land is residential; 25 percent is
roads and other infrastructure, and 14 percent is commercial
and industrial. The balance is “urban open” land, including
parks, golf courses, and cemeteries. Among non-urban
uses, forest accounts for about half of all land and rangeland
accounts for about 38 percent.
While only about 1/3 of the county is urban in use, most
county municipalities are fully built-out, meaning all
available land not otherwise restricted as open space or
parks has been constructed on. In 2010, 14 of 20 cities in
the county stated that they were more than 95 percent built
out; the balance reported 86 and 95 percent built-out. This
nding highlights the need to focus on in-ll development in
areas where housing already exists.
The overall population density of the county was 1,397
persons per square mile in 2008. This was the seventh
highest population density in the state, but fourth in the
Bay Area. San Francisco, Alameda, and Santa Clara all have
higher population densities than San Mateo County.

San Bruno and San Mateo have both
constructed more than 1,000 units of
transit-oriented development.

Land Use Policies
As in past years, SSMC surveyed all municipalities, the county,
and the community college district to gauge the adoption of a
range of land use policies. Among the major ndings:
•

Affordable Housing: Almost all municipalities in the
county have inclusionary housing policies that require
affordable housing development to be included in new
residential projects; the amount of this requirement, however,
continued
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•

varies by city. Five municipalities—Colma, Foster City, Half
Moon Bay, East Palo Alto, and South San Francisco—along
with the county, require that at least 20 percent of new
housing meet affordability criteria. Most other cities and
towns require that 15 percent of housing meet affordability
requirements.
Transit-Oriented Development:
Transit-oriented
development generally involves locating homes and
businesses in high-density areas in close proximity to transit
lines. While a number of cities and towns in the county
have historic central business districts that meet many of
these goals, the adoption of specic, designated zoning for
transit-oriented development is an important component for
locating new housing in areas that are not dependent on the
automobile.
In 2010, nine cities and the county reported to SSMC that
they had formally zoned transit-oriented development
within their boundaries. In total, about 1,358 acres in the
county t this description, and over 3,600 housing units have
been built to date in these areas. San Bruno and the City of
San Mateo lead the county in this respect, with over 1,000
housing units built in each city in transit-oriented areas.

•

•

Transfer of Development Rights: In a transfer of
development rights, the owner of a property within a
jurisdiction may “sever” the right to develop on that land
and sell that right to another developer who can use it
to increase the density of a different project in a different
location. Transfer of development rights is a relatively new
procedure in local governments, and is most frequently
used to help preserve open space or farmland. In 2010, four
municipalities—Belmont, Brisbane, Pacica, and South San
Francisco—allowed for the transfer of development rights.
Health Component in General Plan: Many cities
around the country are adding a “health component” to their
General Plans. A health component links land use decisions
with the health impacts on residents by guiding the location
and development of parks, schools, groceries, and schools.
Six cities and towns in the county report having health
components in their General Plans.
Urban Trails System: Urban trails can include sidewalks,
bike paths, or traditional trails through parks and open space.
An urban trails system coordinates these different elements
(often as part of a General Plan) to allow residents better
non-motorized mobility. Urban trails systems can reduce
vehicle miles traveled within a city and improve health and
activity of a community. As of 2010, 11 cities in the county
have coordinated Urban Trails systems.

Sustainable San Mateo County

•

See Appendix page 78.
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No Clear Trend

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

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

How Are We Doing?
Open Space
·

·

·

·

According to the Bay Area Open Space Council, there were
113,000 acres of protected open space in San Mateo County
in 2010. (Protected open space is dened as land restricted
from new development and construction.) Over 79 percent
of this land is available for public use, either through free
access, or daily fee access.
In total, protected open space comprises about 40 percent
of the total area of San Mateo County. By comparison, 29
percent of Santa Clara County is protected and 60 percent of
Marin County is protected.
Signicant landholdings in the county include watershed
lands managed by the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission (SFPUC), land owned by the Midpeninsula
Regional Open Space District and the Peninsula Open
Space Trust, state parks, and San Mateo County parks. The
remaining protected lands are owned by cities, the federal
government, state agencies, and nonprot organizations.
The total amount of protected land has increased
approximately by about 7,000 acres since 2002, an increase
of about 6.5 percent. Much of this additional protected land
was created by the Mid Peninsula Open Space District and
Peninsula Open Space Trust. City governments added about
1,800 acres of new protected open space over that same time
period.

Sustainable San Mateo County

City Parks
As in past years, SSMC asked local government ofcials to
complete a survey on their city-owned parks. Of note, these results
do not include school-owned facilities within a jurisdiction,
or parks and open space owned by other organizations. The
results are self-reported.
·

·

In aggregate, there were 3.4 acres of city-owned parks per
1,000 residents in those same cities. Park creation over the
past four years has increased the total acreage of city parks
per 1,000 residents by about 40 percent.
San Mateo County reported 15,680 acres of county parks and
open space in 2010.

See Appendix page 78.
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Parks and Open Space

°

°

No Clear Trend

°

Pesticide Use

Why Is This Important?

Straight From The Hub

Widespread use of toxic pesticides can damage human health
and the environment. Toxic pesticides can cause cancer or do
reproductive or neurological harm. Pesticides applied to homes,
gardens, buildings, agriculture, rights of way, and other areas
can run off into waterways, polluting water and threatening the
health of wildlife. Organic food production and nontoxic or less
toxic pest management are viable and proven alternatives to
conventional pesticide use.

Dispose of Your Old Pesticides
Did you know that it is illegal to put home pesticides and
herbicides into your trash? There are options available to
San Mateo County residents to properly dispose of these
hazardous materials. For residents of Belmont, East Palo
Alto, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, San Carlos, and the City of
San Mateo, there is a new door-to-door pickup service which

What Is a Sustainable State?

residents can use to dispose of hazardous waste including old

A sustainable state is one where the most toxic pesticides are
eliminated from use and nontoxic management practices are
widespread.

pesticides. Visit http://www.rethinkwaste.org.

Visit the Sustainability Hub to learn more.

How Are We Doing?
Pesticide Use
·

·

·

·

·

In 2009, the California Department of Pesticide Regulation
reported 242,193 pounds of pesticides used in San Mateo
County for nonresidential purposes, a decrease of 20.9
percent. The Pesticide Action Network classies 57 percent
(138,000 pounds) as “most toxic.”
Use of the most toxic pesticides was 17 percent less than in
2008, a marked improvement from the 3.1 percent increase
of these chemicals between 2007 and 2008.
There was a signicant reduction in the use of sulfuryl
uoride, one of the most widely used and toxic chemicals in
the last decade. Sulfuryl oride is used for pest eradication
(primarily termites) in homes and businesses.
The most widely used chemical on the Pesticide Action
Network’s “most toxic” list was metam potassium, a known
carcinogen and reproductive toxin used on Brussels sprouts
and leeks. Over 43,000 pounds of it was applied in 2009, a
reduction from 48,000 pounds in 2008
About 30 percent of pesticide use in 2009 was for agriculture
production including nursery plants. After agriculture,
public health applications (primarily mosquito control) and
landscape maintenance had the second and third largest
pesticide use.

Organic Farming

·

In 2009, 11 organic farms devoted 110 acres to organic
farming, a signicant reduction in total organic farming
acreage from 2008, when 193 acres were in production. Two
organic farms closed in 2009, possibly because of adverse
economic conditions. (See also: Agriculture indicator)
As part of the Our Water - Our World program, 21 different
home improvement and garden centers in San Mateo County
now offer nontoxic pest control products and education fact
sheets. Visit http://ourwaterourworld.org.dnnmax.com/
for more info.

Sustainable San Mateo County
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See Appendix page 78.
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No Clear Trend

Why Is This Important?
Population is a basic indicator of the health of a community.
New residents moving into the county are important drivers
of economic growth and can increase social diversity. At the
same time, increased population can deplete natural resources,
while changing demographics may increase pressure on public
services.

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

How Are We Doing?
·

·

·

·

·

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

·

·

San Mateo County’s population grew by 0.8 percent, or about
6,100 residents, in 2010. As of July 1, 2010, the estimated
population of the county was 756,900. In aggregate, the
population of the county has grown by 46,000 people (about
6.5 percent) since 2000.
Total population increased in each town and city in the
county in 2010. Millbrae was the fastest growing city in the
county, growing by 2 percent over the last year.
Daly City is the largest city in the county with 108,383 people
living within city limits. San Mateo is second with 97,535.
Colma is the smallest municipality in the county with 1,637
persons.
The overall population density in the county is about 1,397
persons per square mile, reecting both the urban and
suburban nature of the county. Among municipalities,
population density varies from a high of 14,336 people per
square mile in Daly City, to 500 or less per square mile in
Portola Valley and Woodside.
State data break down the components of population change
at the county level, between “natural growth” (births minus
deaths) and “net migration” into the county to and from other
places (both foreign and domestic migration). In 2010, the
population increase in the county was composed of about
4,770 more births than deaths, and a positive net migration
into the county of about 1,330 individuals.
Notably, net migration is largely driven by foreign immigration
into the county. In 2010, there was a net increase of 3,300
individuals moving to and from foreign countries, and a
net loss of about 2,050 residents moving within the United
States.
Since 2000, there has been a net loss of about 54,000
residents to and from other places within the United States.
At the same time, there was a net gain of about 48,300
residents moving to and from other countries.
In 2000, about 13 percent of the population in the county
was 65 and older. By 2050, the number of residents 65
and older is expected to increase to over 25 percent of the
county’s population.

See Appendix page 78. Researcher: Carol Mink
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Population

°

Solid Waste

°

Positive Trend

Why Is This Important?
Solid waste generated by households and businesses that is not
otherwise diverted, is disposed of in landlls. Landlled waste
is composed of a variety of natural and manmade materials,
including wood and green waste, plastic, paper, and cardboard,
and food waste. Some of the material contains nonrenewable
resources like petroleum products and metals, while renewable
materials may be consumed and disposed of at a rate that
outpaces nature’s ability to replenish them. Reducing the
amount of waste generated in absolute terms is a critical
component of balancing resource consumption with resource
supply.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where consumption of renewable
resources is in balance with nature’s ability to replenish them
and total waste generation declines over time.

How Are We Doing?

·

·

·

·

·

In 2009, San Mateo County disposed of 586,003 tons of
solid waste in State-permitted landlls, a decline of 10.6
percent from 2008. Total solid waste disposal from San
Mateo County businesses and residences has decreased in all
but one year in the past nine. Overall, solid waste disposal is
down 36 percent since 2000.
Starting in 2007, the state of California began using “pounds
disposed per day per resident” as the primary metric for
measuring the progress of a community toward overall waste
reduction goals. Per capita disposal is calculated based on
the jurisdiction population (residents), or in some cases
jurisdiction industry employment (employees).
County residents have made signicant reductions in per
capita disposal. In 2000, San Mateo County residents
disposed of 7.1 pounds per day per resident, about 12
percent more than the statewide average of 6.3 pounds per
day per resident. By 2009, the rate in San Mateo County
had dropped to 4.3 pounds per day per resident, 4 percent
less than the statewide average of 4.5 pounds per day per
resident.
According to state estimates, in 2008, 25 percent of
residential waste by weight is food waste and another 6
percent is organic matter such as leaves and grass clippings.
Both waste streams can be readily composted. See Straight
From the Hub.
At a municipal level, Portola Valley has the lowest waste
disposed per capita in the county, at 2.2 pounds per capita
per day. East Palo Alto, Pacica, and Daly City all have
disposal rates below 3 pounds per day per capita. Colma has
the highest waste disposed per capita, a fact mostly related
to the high level of retail stores and other business in the city
relative to population.
Decaying organic material in landlls is a signicant source
of methane—a potent greenhouse gas. In 2007, landlls
generated about 180,000 metric tons of carbon equivalent
emissions in the county.

See Appendix page 78. Researcher: Colleen Salas
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Why Is This Important?
Motor vehicles are the largest source of pollution in San
Mateo County, impacting both air and water quality. On-road
transportation accounts for more than half of the county’s total
carbon dioxide emissions, a greenhouse gas linked to climate
change. High fuel costs can have a major impact on household
budgets through direct spending on transportation, and indirect
price increases on other goods and services.

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

How Are We Doing?
·

·

·

·

·

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

Total on-road fuel consumption in San Mateo County
declined slightly in 2009 to 329 million gallons of fuel,
a reduction of about 2 percent. Overall, on-road fuel
consumption has declined about 14 percent since its peak in
2000 of 383 million gallons.
Per capita fuel consumption has declined even more
signicantly over the last decade. In 2009, each county
resident used about 438 gallons of fuel on average. In 2000,
per capita consumption stood at 539 gallons per year, or
about 23 percent higher.
The reduction in total gasoline usage is primarily due to
a reduction in overall vehicle miles traveled on county
roadways (down 12 percent since 2002).
Gasoline prices in the Bay Area averaged $2.69 per gallon
in 2009, a signicant decrease from 2008 (about 24 percent
lower). After adjusting for ination, gasoline prices in the
Bay Area have increased by 35 percent since 1994.
The county’s 2009 average vehicle fuel economy was 19.6
miles per gallon, a slight increase from 2008. Of note, the
average fuel economy of county vehicles is higher than the
national average (17.4 miles per gallon).
Combustion of gasoline on county roads accounts for more
than half of carbon dioxide emissions countywide. Each
year, on-road vehicles generate about 3 million metric tons
of carbon equivalent into the atmosphere. (See also: Carbon
Dioxide Emissions).

See Appendix page 79.
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Positive Trend

°

Transportation: Gasoline Use and Fuel Efciency

°

Positive Trend

Transportation: Vehicle Travel and Public Transit
Why Is This Important?

The use of internal combustion vehicles has adverse impacts
on local and regional environmental quality. Trafc congestion
on area roadways reduces worker productivity, causes longer
commutes, and induces stress. Choosing alternatives such as
public transit, carpooling, walking, and biking, can improve
regional air quality, community livability, neighborhood vitality,
and public health.

What Is a Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state, single occupancy vehicle trips decline over
time in favor of alternatives such as public transit, carpooling,
walking, and biking.

How Are We Doing?
Vehicle Travel
·

·

·

·

The automobile continues to be the dominant mode of travel
in San Mateo County. In 2009, 71 percent of county residents
drove alone to work. Another 11 percent carpooled.
Since 2000, there has been slight decrease in single occupancy
commuting, down from 74 percent in 2000. The number of
workers who work at home has nearly doubled.
The average commute time to work for county residents
in 2009 was 25.1 minutes. About 21 percent of all county
workers face daily commutes of at least 45 minutes each way,
an increase from 2008 when only 13.2 percent of county
residents faced such commutes.
Vehicle travel is highly correlated to economic activity. Total
vehicle miles traveled in the county peaked in 1999, and then
decreased 10 percent through 2006. Daily per capita vehicle
miles traveled in San Mateo County has remained stable at
about 25 miles per day per capita since 2006.

ABAG Performance Target 2009:
Reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled
per capita by 10 percent by 2035

Public Transit

·

·

Public transit use in the county has increased signicantly
since 2004, with average weekday ridership on the three
major transit providers (BART extension, Caltrain, and
SamTrans) increasing 34 percent from 101,000 to over
134,000 riders per average weekday.
SamTrans is the largest provider of public transit service,
with about 43 percent of all ridership in the county (including
commute time shuttle service to BART and Caltrain).
Caltrain and BART “commute shuttles” that connect stations
with employers have been a notable success story in the
county. Ridership on these shuttles has increased 50 percent
since 2005, to over 7,600 riders per day in 2010.

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

See Appendix page 79. Researcher: Michael Gao
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Positive Trend

Why Is This Important?
Voting allows residents to participate in communitywide
decision making. High voter turnout indicates that citizens are
engaged and feel empowered to inuence decisions affecting
them. High voter participation is essential if public policy is to
accurately reect the will of the people. Low voter turnout can
signal disenfranchisement and skew government’s focus toward
the desires of those who voted.

What Is a Sustainable State?
A sustainable state is one where all community members
are able to participate in the democratic process by voting,
and governments accommodate all citizens with a variety of
registration and voting options.

How Are We Doing?
·

·

·

·

·

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

·

In November of 2010, San Mateo County voters considered
a range of statewide and national elective ofces, including
Governor, Attorney General, along with all of the state’s
federal representatives and one of the state’s federal
senators. Local voters also voted on a number of statewide
propositions.
The Secretary of State estimates that as of two weeks prior
the last election, there were 488,810 residents in San Mateo
County who were eligible to vote. About 70 percent of those
eligible to vote were registered. Voter registration in the
county is at its lowest point since 2001.
In total 226,259 voters cast ballots, meaning about 46
percent of those eligible to vote actually voted. (Turnout
among registered voters was 65.3 percent.)
Voter participation in the county has regularly exceeded
statewide turnout. Statewide participation in the November
election was 43.7 percent of eligible voters.
Total voter registration, which peaked before the November
2008 election, declined again in 2010. Fifteen days prior to
the November 2008 election, about 81.3 percent of eligible
voters (those meeting all criteria for voter eligibility) were
actually registered (about 390,000 voters). This number fell
to 360,782 voters, or about 74.8 percent of eligible voters in
2009, then again to 346,000 in 2010. This highlights the
need for continued voter participation programs targeting
non-presidential year elections.
Voting-by-mail continues to increase in popularity. In 2010,
over 51 percent of all ballots cast were by mail; in 2004, that
same number was 43 percent.
Voter participation is highly correlated with household
income. Among county municipalities, the Town of Portola
Valley had the highest turnout in the November election,
with almost 80 percent of registered voters casting ballots.
Nine municipalities had participation rates over 70 percent,
and 16 municipalities in the county had participation rates
above the state average (59.6 percent).

See Appendix page 79.
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Water—Bay and Ocean Water Quality

°

Negative Trend

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

What Is A Sustainable State?
In a sustainable state the presence of harmful pollutants in
water is minimal, and marine habitats are healthy and support
native species.

How Are We Doing?
Bay Water Quality
Major historical contamination of the Bay includes mercury
(used in gold mining operations) and PCBs (which were used
widely as industrial insulators before being banned in 1979).
Both of these contaminants are still present in signicant
quantities in bay sediments, and are also found in samples of
sh tissue in quantities that can harm humans and animals.
New contamination comes from inows from the Delta,
atmospheric deposition, and municipal and industrial
wastewater efuent. Much of this pollution enters the county’s
water as “non-point source” pollution, primarily stormwater
runoff from roads and other paved areas, and is more difcult to
control than “point source” pollution sources (so called “end of
pipe” contamination).

Sanitary Sewer Overows
A signicant and growing source of contamination in the Bay
and Ocean is sanitary sewer overows. These typically occur
when sewer collection lines overow from blockages, breaks,
or high ow conditions cause by rainfall. These events occur
more frequently with older, aged pipelines, and many of the
sewer lines in San Mateo County are 50 or even 75 years old.
There were 391 reported sanitary sewer overows in San Mateo
County in 2010, a reduction from 468 in 2009.

Beach Quality

·

·

Sustainable San Mateo County

San Mateo County frequently tests public beaches for waterborne
contamination, and warning signs are posted when samples
test high for indicator bacteria. Occasionally, beaches must be
closed for public health reasons.
In 2010, three Pacic beaches were closed for contamination
for a total of 13 days. Two bayside beaches (Aquatic Park
Beach and Lakeshore Park Beach) were closed for a combined
total of 84 days, because of sanitary sewer overows.
For the 18 Pacic beaches monitored, 9.5 percent of all days
were posted with warning signs in 2010. For the bayside
beaches, 31.5 percent of all days were posted.

See Appendix page 79. Researcher: Ray Rothwell
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Positive Trend

Why Is This Important?
Communities need potable water in adequate quantities to
accommodate their residential and non-residential needs. San
Mateo County has limited sources of local water, however, and
relies heavily on the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
(SFPUC) to meet much of its water supply. The SFPUC system
gets 85 percent of its water from Sierra Nevada snowmelt
stored in the Hetch Hetchy reservoir in Yosemite National
Park. The remaining 15 percent comes from local Bay Area
watersheds. With climate change expected to adversely
impact Sierra snowmelt-dependent watersheds like the Hetch
Hetchy, growing populations in the Bay Area will compete for a
decreasing amount of water.

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

How Are We Doing?
Supply and Demand
·

·
·

·
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·

·

·

In 2008-09, over 93 percent of all water consumed in San
Mateo County came from SFPUC. The remaining water
supply came from local sources such as groundwater and
surface water. Only a very small portion (less than one
percent) of the county’s water came from recycled water,
compared with 7 percent in Santa Clara County.
Nine water agencies in the county rely on SFPUC for 100
percent of their water supply.
In total, water agencies in San Mateo County are allocated
about 91 million gallons of water per day from SFPUC. In
2008-09, San Mateo County used 91.4 percent of its total
allotment, a reduction of about 5 percent from 2007-08.
Two agencies—Daly City and Cal Water Service—used more
water than their annual SFPUC supply assurance, and
three other agencies—Redwood City, East Palo Alto, and
Coastside Water District—used more then 90 percent of
their allotment.
In FY 2008-09, water use countywide averaged 89.4 million
gallons per day, a reduction of 5.7 percent from 2007-08.
The reduction is most likely due to a range of voluntary and
mandatory use restrictions put in place by water agencies
during the drought of 2008-09.
Average residential per capita consumption in the county
was 84.4 gallons per capita per day (gpcpd), a 14 percent
reduction from 2007-08 when it was 97.8 gpcpd. Per
capita daily residential water consumption decreased in all
jurisdictions in 2008-09. Menlo Park reduced residential
water use by 30 percent in 2008-09.
Residential water use is highly correlated with lot size,
landscaping, and the relative number of single family
homes versus multi-family homes (apartments). Per capita
residential water use in the county was highest in the Town
continued
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Water—Supply and Demand

Water—Supply and Demand, continued
of Hillsborough (289.5 gallons per capita per day) and lowest
in East Palo Alto (45.3 gallons per capita per day).

Best Management Practices
·

·

The California Urban Water Conservation Council (CUWCC)
has established 14 best management practices (BMPs)
that increase water conservation. BMPs include water
conservation pricing (higher cost with increased customer
use) and programs to retrot homes and businesses with low
ow xtures.
In 2008-09, all water agencies in the county had implemented
water conservation pricing. Five more BMPs have greater
than 90 percent adoption.

Case Study: Town of Hillsborough Water
Conservation
The Town of Hillsborough has adopted two innovative new
water conservation programs in the last year, contributing to a
reduction in per capita water use of about 13 percent over the
last ve years.
·

·

Flushing of water mains is necessary to remove buildup of
minerals in water mains, and improve water ow rates for
re hydrants. This practice, used among all water agencies,
also wastes a large amount of water. Using a grant from
the state, Hillsborough has purchased a system allowing
workers to re-capture water ushed through hydrants, lter
it, and reinject it into the water system, saving an estimated
10 million gallons of water per year.
To reduce outdoor water use, Hillsborough will provide
detailed Water Use Reports to all of its 4,000 residential
water customers beginning Spring 2011. The reports will be
mailed every two months and will compare actual water use
to ideal water use and also show each customer the amount
of money they may save by meeting their water use goal.
A pilot test of the Water Use Reports on 150 Hillsborough
residents achieved a 24% reduction in their overall water use
in 2009.

See Appendix page 79.
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Regional Goal: County Energy Strategy 2012
Reduce SFPUC usage—through conservation
and new supply—by 5 millions gallons per
day by 2012.

Regional Goal: County Energy Strategy 2012
Reduce daily per capita consumption by
14 gallons per day.
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Cities, Towns, and the County Sustainability Updates
Local governments play an integral role in building a sustainable future. Their policies and actions can have a profound impact on a
range of issues, including local land use, economic development, and the delivery of social services. As with past Indicators Reports,
SSMC asked San Mateo County, the cities and towns within the county, and the San Mateo County Community College District, to
update us on a range of their activities as it relates to sustainability.

Sustainable San Mateo County

New to the city reports this year is the use of a more formalized survey to gather this information. The electronic survey we distributed
asked for a range of information from each city, from the number of housing units within city limits, to the acres of parks and miles of
bike lanes within a jurisdiction. It also included questions on transit-oriented development, energy and water conservation efforts,
and economic development programs. The hope is that by gathering more uniform, consistent data from city to city, we can provide
the same level of information and analysis in the city reports that leaders have come to trust and depend on in the indicators.

Map source: Peninsula
Library System, Community
Information Program at
http://cip.plsinfo.org/
smcomap.htm
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Atherton: At A Glance
Population (2010):

7,554

Population Density (person/square mile):

1,541.6

Single Family Housing Units:

2,488

Multi-family Housing Units:

17

Acres Zoned Residential:

3,159

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

0

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

21

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

193.0 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

19.7 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In process

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

NONE

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

No

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

Yes

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

No

Redevelopment
No

Sustainable San Mateo County

Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?
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Belmont: At A Glance
Population (2010):

26,507

Population Density (person/square mile):

5,890.4

Single Family Housing Units:

6,951

Multi-family Housing Units:

3,871

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,458

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

135

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

42

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

83.9 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.3 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

NO

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

No*

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

No*

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

No

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

No

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

No

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

No

* The Green Advisory Committee is reviewing drought tolerant landscaping information at its December 2010 meeting and will be
formulating recommendations for the City Council to consider in 2011.

Sustainable San Mateo County

Additional Information
Economic Development
The Villages of Belmont Economic Development strategy—The
City Council has designated four redevelopment Target Sites in
which the Redevelopment Agency is focusing its efforts to create
new Housing and Economic Development opportunities.
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Brisbane: At A Glance
Population (2010):

3,993

Population Density (person/square mile):

1,160.8

Single Family Housing Units:

1,089

Multi-family Housing Units:

870

Acres Zoned Residential:

402

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

1,108

Acres of City-Owned Parks:
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Per Capita Daily Water Use:

56.6 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

5.1 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In progress

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Yes

Additional Information

Sustainable San Mateo County

The city strives to be a leader in sustainability. Beginning in
1998 the City Council appointed the Open Space and Ecology
Committee (OSEC). The OSEC areas of responsibility include
advising on ecological sustainability issues that affect the
natural environment and providing recommendations to City
Council regarding city practices and programs related to natural
resource conservation.
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Burlingame: At A Glance
Population (2010):

29,342

Population Density (person/square mile):

6,823.7

Single Family Housing Units:

6,234

Multi-family Housing Units:

6,753

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,200

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

650

Acres of City-Owned Parks:
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Per Capita Daily Water Use:

89.5 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.5 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

YES

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

10%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

No
Transit Oriented Development
· In 2004, Burlingame adopted the North Burlingame
Rollins Road Specic Plan, which includes an area of North
Burlingame within ¼ mile of the Millbrae Intermodal
Station. There have been two projects approved totaling 70
units since adoption of the plan, a 45-unit project now under
construction, and a 25-unit project which has been approved
and is pending building permit issuance.
· In 2010, Burlingame adopted a Downtown Specic Plan.
Burlingame's Downtown is centered on the Burlingame
Caltrain Station. In addition to our existing transit-oriented
downtown, with retail and high density housing directly
adjacent to the train station, the Downtown Plan envisions
several mixed use and high-density residential areas within
walking distance to the train station.

Sustainable San Mateo County

Additional Information
Water conservation
To encourage increased water conservation, Burlingame also:
· Requires that any new development that includes more than
2,500 square feet of landscaping prepare a detailed irrigation
plan in order to promote water-efcient landscaping; and,
· Installed water conserving sprinkler heads in all of the
landscaped areas managed by the city.
Energy conservation
· Burlingame also participates in Energy Upgrade San Mateo,
and will be referring residents and businesses to this
program.

continued on page 74
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Colma: At A Glance
Population (2010):

1,637

Population Density (person/square mile):

861.6

Single Family Housing Units:

193

Multi-family Housing Units:

143

Acres Zoned Residential:

23

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

173

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

4.6

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

59.8 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

5.5 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

NO

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

20%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

No

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

No

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Yes

Sustainable San Mateo County

Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?
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East Palo Alto: At A Glance
Population (2010):

33,524

Population Density (person/square mile):

13,409.6

Single Family Housing Units:

4,319

Multi-family Housing Units:

3,456

Acres Zoned Residential:

781

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

255

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

16

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

45.3 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.2 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In review

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

20%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

No

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

No

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

No

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Yes

Additional Information

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

·

East Palo Alto has a First Source Hiring program. Please
visit http://www.ci.east-palo-alto.ca.us/economicdev/pdf/
FSH_Policy_8-29-01mod_.pdf for more information.
The city also has three redevelopment zones, created to
promote economic development, job creation and increased
sales tax revenue.
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Foster City: At A Glance
Population (2010):

30,719

Population Density (person/square mile):

8,084.0

Single Family Housing Units:

4,809

Multi-family Housing Units:

7,662

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,227

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

425

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

102.7

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

85.4 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.5 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

NO

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

20%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

Yes

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Yes
·

Additional Information
Some of Foster City’s recent initiatives include:
· Conducted community and government operations
greenhouse gas emissions inventories
· Required increased water conservation through Outdoor
Water Conservation in Landscaping Ordinance and Indoor
Water Conservation Ordinance
· Implemented tiered water rates to encourage conservation.
Funding water conservation rebates and education through
the new rates

·
·

·
·
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As a member of the South Bay Waste Management Authority,
is transitioning to new solid waste service provider, which
will allow for increased diversion through new programs,
including organics/food waste collection
Received EECBG funding to replace high pressure sodium
vapor streetlights with LEDs
The city’s Environmental Sustainability Task Force is
providing bimonthly free community educational events on
a variety of green issues and hosted information-rich Earth
Day fair in April 2010
Actively participating in the Energy Upgrade California in
San Mateo County program
Adopting CalGreen building codes

Sustainable San Mateo County

Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Half Moon Bay: At A Glance
Population (2010):

13,371

Population Density (person/square mile):

2,057.1

Single Family Housing Units:

3,325

Multi-family Housing Units:

1,109

Acres Zoned Residential:

683

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

272

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

9.1

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

68.3 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.6 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In progress

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

20%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

No

Sustainable San Mateo County

Additional Information
The city coordinates an annual garage sale and donation event
to promote re-use of household items to reduce solid waste ow
in landll.
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Hillsborough: At A Glance
Population (2010):

11,537

Population Density (person/square mile):

1,860.8

Single Family Housing Units:

3,879

Multi-family Housing Units:

3

Acres Zoned Residential:

2,961

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

0

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

2

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

289.5 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

15.5 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

YES

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

None

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

N/A

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

No

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
No

Sustainable San Mateo County

Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?
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Menlo Park: At A Glance
Population (2010):

32,185

Population Density (person/square mile):

3,186.6

Single Family Housing Units:

7,338

Multi-family Housing Units:

6,340

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,927

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

881

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

318

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

104.6 gpd

County Avg: 84.4 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.7 million BTUs

County Avg. 6.7 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

YES

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

10-15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

Yes

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Yes

Sustainable San Mateo County

Additional Information

program that provides suggestions and minor energy upgrades
(e.g. install CFLs , insulate electrical outlets, install clothesline)
for residents.

Water Conservation
In July 2010, the city implemented a Water Efcient Landscaping
Ordinance that requires efcient irrigation for landscaping
projects greater than or equal to 2,500 square feet. The city also
administers a voluntary Commercial Landscape Audit Program
that provides cost effective strategies for businesses to reduce
landscape water consumption.

Economic Development
The City of Menlo Park has an active local economic development
program. The program is guided by a primary City Council
goal “to achieve a vibrant and resilient economy supporting
a sustainable budget.” Achieving this goal is driven by the
City’s Council-adopted Business Development Plan, originally
approved in 2008 and updated in 2010. This plan represents
the city’s vision, mission, goals, objectives, and strategies for the
city’s eight economic activity centers.

The city also provides four to six landscaping classes per year that
educate citizens, business, and landscapers about water efcient
landscaping techniques and practices. The city participates in
providing rebates for water efcient wash machines and toilets,
and provides free low ow showerheads and aerators upon request.

The City of Menlo Park has several economic developmentrelated projects underway at this time. On November 3, 2010,

Energy Conservation
The city has partnered with Acterra’s voluntary Green@Home

continued on page 74
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Millbrae: At A Glance
Population (2010):

21,968

Population Density (person/square mile):

6,843.6

Single Family Housing Units:

5,644

Multi-family Housing Units:

2,591

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,100

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

225

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

39

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

75.7 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.5 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

NO

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

No

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

Yes

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

Yes

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Yes

Additional Information

Additional efforts include participation in the PG&E Climate
Smart program for city facilities, the annual Earth Hour event,
and solar rebates. The city also continues to benet from the
cogeneration project at the wastewater treatment plant which
recycles used waste grease to create energy for the plant.

Water Conservation
Some of the highlights of the water conservation program
include rebates for high efciency washers and toilets,
water-wise workshops, water budgets for large landscaped
areas, and distribution of free water-saving devices and
informational brochures. Millbrae also has adopted a number
of the best management practices of the California Urban Water
Conservation Council.

Other
The city’s Sustainable Millbrae Program works to provide for a
healthy community and environment. Programs are included
for all sectors, including city facilities, residential, commercial,
and schools.

Energy Conservation
City facilities were retrotted with all energy-efcient lighting a
number of years ago. We are working regionally on the Energy
Upgrade California Program that will provide incentives/
rebates for residential energy retrots.

63

Sustainable San Mateo County

Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Pacica: At A Glance
Population (2010):

40,431

Population Density (person/square mile):

3,208.8

Single Family Housing Units:

10,696

Multi-family Housing Units:

3,771

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,957

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

126

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

584

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

57.1 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

5.9 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In progress

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

No

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

Yes

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

No
the reclaimed water projects commencing in 2011 please go to
http://www.nccwd.com/Projects.html

Sustainable San Mateo County

Additional Information
Water Conservation
The City of Pacica, the North Coast County Water District, and
SFPUC are working together on reclaimed water projects that will
expand the use of reclaimed water. Water is currently used for
Calera Creek Water Recycling Facilities landscape irrigation and
some waste-water treatment processes, to various municipally
owned and operated locations as well as School District facilities
throughout the city. This expansion of the reclaimed water
system will provide reclaimed water for landscape irrigation
to: Sharp Park Golf Course, Sharp Park Beach Promenade,
Fairway Park, Highway One (Caltrans) landscaping, turf playing
elds at Oceana High School and Ingrid B. Lacy Middle School.
The source of the reclaimed water is the Calera Creek Water
Recycling Plant. For additional project related information for

Energy Conservation
The City of Pacica is currently drafting a Climate Action
Plan that may include recommendations regarding energy
efciency programs and measures that may be implemented at
the municipal operations and communitywide level. The city
is a SMC Energy Watch Participant and will participate in the
Energy Upgrade California program which was formerly known
as the CALFIRST program.
Other
· The City of Pacica is a member of ICLEI, and also
participates in the Silicon Valley Joint Venture Public Sector
Climate Task Force. Staff is currently working closely with
continued on page 74
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Portola Valley: At A Glance
Population (2010):

4,725

Population Density (person/square mile):

513.6

Single Family Housing Units:

1,768

Multi-family Housing Units:

7

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,000

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

60

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

20+

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

193.0 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

13.2 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In progress

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

Yes

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
No

Additional Information

·

In 2010, the Town of Portola Valley focused on measures
that will have lasting impact on energy and water use. These
measures will help the town in reaching our communitywide
greenhouse gas emissions reductions targets and doing our part
to reduce water use regionally. Outlined below are highlights of
efforts to support sustainability in our town.
·

·

·
·

In March 2010, the town formed a Sustainability Committee
to assist in meeting its greenhouse gas emissions reduction
targets; for the rst year the committee will focus on developing
a residential energy and water efciency retrot program.
In March 2010, the town adopted a Water Conservation
in Landscaping Ordinance to reduce outdoor water use.
The town’s ordinance allows less turf than the California
State Ordinance. The town also adopted an Indoor Water

Ordinance to address indoor water use.
In April 2010, the town hosted an annual Earth Day Fair
with local nonprots and vendors focused on energy and
water conservation.
In May 2010, the Town Hall and Library were certied as
green businesses by the Bay Area Green Business program.
In May and June 2010, the town’s Safe Routes to School
Coalition reported to the Town Council and Portola Valley
School Board on recommendations gathered from a parent
survey that would increase biking, walking, busing, and
carpooling to school. As a result, the town made signicant
improvements to the trails, the School District joined an
innovative program called CarpooltoSchool.com and the
Coalition created guides on carless alternatives for getting to
school including a new Safe Routes to School map.
continued on page 74
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Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Redwood City: At A Glance
Population (2010):

78,568

Population Density (person/square mile):

4,029.1

Single Family Housing Units:

17,210

Multi-family Housing Units:

11,233

Acres Zoned Residential:

2,966

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

1,377

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

225

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

85.4 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

5.8 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

YES

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

Yes

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Yes

Additional Information

Sustainable San Mateo County

·

·

·

Redwood City passed a one time zoning amendment to allow
ofce on the ground oor as a means to ll vacant storefront
buildings
Updated Storefront Improvement Program to encourage
business and property owners to upgrade buildings in the
downtown
Use technology to upgrade the business license data and
process to track businesses
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San Bruno: At A Glance
Population (2010):

44,294

Population Density (person/square mile):

8,112.5

Single Family Housing Units:

10,328

Multi-family Housing Units:

5,672

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,872

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

346

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

72

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

66.2 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.2 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In progress

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

No

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

Yes

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Yes

Additional Information

the physical revitalization of commercial buildings through
matching grants for façade improvements such as paint, signs,
and awnings. All commercial buildings within the San Bruno
Redevelopment Project Area are eligible to apply for this
program. The grant amount is 50% of the façade improvement
cost up to a maximum based on the size of the building faced,
plus 10% of the grant amount for design costs. 16 projects have
been completed since the start of the program in 2003.

Water Conservation
The City of San Bruno engages in a variety of voluntary water
conservation programs including washing machine and toilet
rebates, educational programs for elementary schools, and
water-efcient landscape classes and programs. Further,
the city’s 2010 Residential Design Guidelines encourage and
provide guidance on the use of drought tolerant landscaping
and water-conserving automatic irrigation systems.

Other
On April 1, 2010, the city’s Sustainable Food Packaging
Ordinance went into effect prohibiting the use of polystyrene in
food service ware; instead mandating that all food service ware
be made of reusable, recyclable, or compostable material.

Energy Conservation
San Bruno is a participant in Energy Upgrade San Mateo County.
Economic Development
The city administers the Commercial Building Rehabilitation
Program that assists property owners and business owners with
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Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

San Carlos: At A Glance
Population (2010):

29,155

Population Density (person/square mile):

4,924.8

Single Family Housing Units:

8,894

Multi-family Housing Units:

3,050

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,706

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

466

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

60

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

87.2 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.6 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

YES

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

N/A

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

N/A

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

No

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Yes

Sustainable San Mateo County

Additional Information
Economic Development
San Carlos supports the local Chamber of Commerce which
provides programs on behalf of the city, including the Farmers
Market, community events, SCORE small business counseling,
STAR referrals, business attraction and retention programs. The
city and the Redevelopment Agency are reintroducing façade
improvement program; launching branding and marketing
initiative and redeveloping a downtown parking lot into a TOD
mixed use project with an expansion of public parking.
Other
The city is currently in the process of a comprehensive update to
the Zoning Ordinance.
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San Mateo: At A Glance
Population (2010):

97,535

Population Density (person/square mile):

7,994.7

Single Family Housing Units:

21,238

Multi-family Housing Units:

17,986

Acres Zoned Residential:

8,474

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

851

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

235

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

89.0 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

6.4 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

YES

Sustainability Task Force:

YES

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

15%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

No

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

Yes

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

Yes

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Yes

Additional Information

The City of San Mateo is working closely with the Downtown
San Mateo Association to assist in its efforts to create a PBID
(property-based improvement district) for the Downtown. The
PBID would allow for an enhanced level of service and capital
improvement budget for the Downtown district.

Economic Development
Leading economic development programs are administered
through the following organizations: The City of San Mateo
Economic Development & Business Assistance Division (various
business attraction & retention activities), the San Mateo Area
Chamber of Commerce (b-to-b, policy advocacy, regional
marketing), the Downtown San Mateo Association (Downtown
marketing & promotions)
Additionally, the city’s San Mateo Main Public Library offers
a “Job Seekers” program with volunteers to help job seekers
search and prepare for employment.
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Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

South San Francisco: At A Glance
Population (2010):

65,872

Population Density (person/square mile):

7,319.1

Single Family Housing Units:

14,571

Multi-family Housing Units:

5,846

Acres Zoned Residential:

1,418

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

1,074

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

196.2

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

59.8 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

5.6 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In progress

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

20%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

Yes*

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

Yes*

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

No

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

Yes
*Served by Cal-Water

Sustainable San Mateo County

Additional Information

The city’s Redevelopment Agency has invested over $250
million in infrastructure improvements to help the high-tech
industry grow. The city’s General Plan includes a proactive
Economic Development Element that is tied to land use policies.

Energy Conservation
Through the city’s Attic Insulation Program, some 50 to 70 lowand-moderate income households will achieve energy savings.
Using federal stimulus dollars, the city will insulate the attics on
a free or subsidized basis.

Other
· Through numerous stimulus grants and collaboration with
local agencies the city has installed new light xtures in four
city buildings, installed a new HVAC unit at Magnolia Center,
established a Home Weatherization Program for Low and
Moderate Income Homeowners, worked in collaboration
with Acterra, Skyline Community College, El Concilio, and
North Peninsula Neighborhood Services Center to train
10 local youth in the Green Job Training Program. The

Economic Development
The city works closely with Skyline College, the Community
College District, Bay Bio, and the San Mateo County Workforce
Investment Board.
The city provides business support for Downtown businesses;
operates a One-Stop Permit Center that expedites permit
processing; , maintains an active outreach program; participates
in annual Biotechnology Career Fairs.

continued on page 74
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Woodside: At A Glance
Population (2010):

5,738

Population Density (person/square mile):

486.3

Single Family Housing Units:

2,023

Multi-family Housing Units:

0

Acres Zoned Residential:

8,136

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

23

Acres of City-Owned Parks:

6

Per Capita Daily Water Use:

193.0 gpd

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

17.4 million BTUs

County Avg: 84.4 gpd
County Avg. 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

NO

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

NO

Affordable Housing Policy:

None

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

No

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

No

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

No

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

No

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

No

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
No

Sustainable San Mateo County

Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?
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San Mateo County (unincorporated): At A Glance
Population (unincorporated) (2010):

67,247

Population Density (person/square mile):

220.9

Single Family Housing Units:

19,565

Multi-family Housing Units:

3,206

Acres Zoned Residential:

6,941

Acres Zoned Commercial/Industrial:

623

Acres of Parks:

15,680

Per Capita Energy Use (monthly):

7.4 million BTUs County Avg: 6.6 MBTUs

Climate Action Plan:

In progress

Sustainability Task Force:

NO

Green Building Ordinance:

YES

Affordable Housing Policy:

20%

Water Conservation
Policy to include drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation at city-owned buildings?

No

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new residential construction?

Yes

Ordinance requiring drought-resistant landscaping and efcient irrigation in new commercial construction?

Yes

Program to assist in replacement of older water-inefcient landscaping with drought-resistant landscaping?

N/A

Voluntary water conservation program to limit water use?

N/A

Program to assist residents and businesses to retrot to more water-efcient plumbing xtures?

N/A

Is recycled water available in your municipality?

N/A

Energy Conservation
Policy requiring energy efcient xtures in city-owned buildings in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Ordinance requiring energy efcient xtures in new construction in excess of Title 24 minimum?

No

Does your city participate in energy efciency retrot programs for residents or businesses?

Yes

Redevelopment
Does your city or town have a redevelopment district?

No

Sustainable San Mateo County

Economic Development
The county offers a variety of job training programs including
a green jobs training for both youth and former welfare clients.
Through participation in Energy Upgrade CA the county is
developing a sustainable market for existing home energy
retrots that will create a demand for construction workers.
The goal is to retrot 1,000 homes by March 2012.
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San Mateo County Community College District: At A Glance
Student population (2010):

43,000

Faculty, staff, student assistants:

1,993

Square Footage of Buildings:

1,453,000 sq ft

Residential Square Footage:

100,000 sq ft

Climate Action Plan:

No

Green Building Ordinance:

No

Sustainability Task Force:

No

Affordable Housing

buildings that are minimum 25% more efcient than required
by Title 24. In several instances, the engineers have been able
to do better than that and many of the district’s new buildings
are in the 30-40% more efcient range.

In response to regional housing costs that are among the
highest in the country, the San Mateo County Community
College District has undertaken a number of different initiatives
to assist faculty and staff with high housing costs, including
building apartments that are rented at below-market rates to
district employees. Rents from the projects are set at a level
that is sufcient to pay back all costs of construction, nancing,
maintenance, and operations and fund a long-term capital
reserve.

The district participates in energy efciency retrot programs
including the Savings By Design Program, as well as the
California Community Colleges Independently Owned Utilities
Partnership Program. The district has submitted applications
and received rebates on nearly every new building and
renovation project over the last several years.

In September 2010, the district completed its second faculty/
staff housing complex. Located on the Cañada College Campus
in Redwood City, the facility has 60 units. College Vista, the
district’s rst faculty staff housing project, located adjacent to
College of San Mateo, was opened in December 2005 and has
44 units.

Economic Development and Vocational
Trainings

Green Building
SMCCCD’s goal is to design for sustainability and, when it makes
sense, seek external recognition and/or design to external
criteria including: LEED certication, CHPS (California High
Performance Schools), Sustainable San Mateo County, and
PG&E’s Savings by Design.
The district maintains design standard policies including a
design standard for sustainability. The standard articulates that
the following elements be taken into account when designing
capital projects for the district:
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·

All three of the district’s colleges offer curriculums focused on
“green job” training. Many of these programs are geared to
help Workforce Investment Act eligible workers transition into
“green jobs” such as solar thermal installers or technicians, solar
photovoltaic installers, sales representatives or estimators, and
home energy retrot occupations to name a few. The colleges
have also developed courses in renewable energy, energy
efciency, and green building for high school students, as well
as training sessions for high school teachers who are interested
in the curriculum.

Recycled materials
Indoor environmental quality
Energy and water conservation
Natural lighting
Local manufacturing
Landscaping with native and drought resistant plants
Public transportation usage
Embedded Energy

Senior college district ofcials also serve on the local Workforce
Investment Board (WIB). In addition, the colleges maintain
industry advisory councils with more than 200 local employers
who advise on curriculum content and workforce needs for all of
our workforce development programs.

Energy Conservation
For new buildings, the district requires designers to engineer
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The district offers more than 90 vocational-technical programs
at its three colleges. Students can earn either an Associate in Arts
or Science Degree or receive Certicates of Prociency in their
chosen elds. Fields include accounting, nursing, multimedia,
automotive technology, cosmetology, dental assisting, ofce
technology, medical assisting, radiologic technology, surgical
technology and many more. The region’s high schools have
articulated course work with the colleges so that high school
students can take high school courses for credit towards many
of these programs giving them a jump-start on entry into the
workforce.

Cities and County, continued
provides measurement and management tools for energy
use, water use, and environmental performance in order to
track GHG emissions for the purpose of generating a 2010
municipal inventory, tracking the progress since the 2005
inventory was generated, and to track the implementation of
the Climate Action Plan.

Burlingame, continued from page 56
·

Although there are only 1.5 miles of bike lanes in Burlingame,
there are many designated bike routes marked with signs.
Burlingame adopted a Bicycle Transportation Plan, which
identies the best and safest routes through Burlingame,
both for local travel and to connect to other routes through
San Mateo County.

Portola Valley, continued from page 65

Economic Development
· In an effort to better serve Burlingame businesses during
this difcult economic climate, the City of Burlingame’s
Economic Development Division and the Burlingame
Chamber of Commerce are partnering in an effort to increase
outreach programs to assist businesses.

·

·

Other
• Burlingame staff has formed a “Green Information Group”
which meets regularly to coordinate implementation of the
city’s green measures and policies, and coordinates with the
Burlingame Citizens Environmental Council to implement
the adopted Climate Action Plan.
• The Citizens Environmental Council Burlingame (CEC
Burlingame) is a group of volunteers whose mission is
to champion a more environmentally and economically
sustainable community.
· In May 2009, the City of Burlingame instituted an
Environmental Purchasing Policy which directs city staff to
purchase products that minimize environmental impacts
and hazards to workers.

·

·
·

South San Francisco, continued from page 70

Menlo Park, continued from page 62

Sustainable San Mateo County

local voters passed a ballot measure allowing a zoning upgrade
for the Menlo Gateway project, a large ofce and hotel complex
featuring the Marriott hotel, known as Renaissance Club Sport
Hotel. Another important community development activity
includes a Specic Plan, now under public review, for El
Camino Real and downtown. The El Camino Real part of the
plan will set forth zoning parameters for new development
from border-to-border along this arterial, know was the “grand
boulevard.” Moreover, there are a number of additional smaller
developments that are increasing the potential for simulating
the local economic economy.

·

·

Pacica, continued from page 64

·

·

·

In June 2010, the town collaborated with California Water
Services, the Holland/Yates Family and Earth Saver’s Club
For Kids, to install a native sod demonstration plot at the
Town Center.
In June 2010, the town’s Green Team set specic goals to
further the sustainability of our operations through our
Environmentally Preferable Purchasing Policy and measures
outlined in the Green Business checklist.
In July 2010, the town adopted a Green Building Ordinance
that includes commercial and residential new construction,
additions, and remodels.
In fall of 2010, the town hosted a Green Speaker Series
focused on water conservation issues.
In December 2010, the town fully implemented a procedure
for “Paperless” Town Council Agenda Packets.

C/CAG, SMC Energy Watch Staff and SVJV Climate Task
Force members on the development of a Climate Action Plan
Template which is intended to service all San Mateo County
cities during their Climate Action Plan drafting processes.
The city is updating its General Plan and Housing Element
currently and the city recently adopted a Green Building
Ordinance.
The city has implemented a water efciency program as
required by the State Department of Water Resources
regulated by the Water Efcient Landscape Ordinance.
Pacica has recently contracted with a company that
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home weatherization program assisted 18 homeowners in
making their homes more energy efcient. Other projects
being pursued are the installation of solar panels on the
City Hall Annex, installation of the new boiler at Orange
Park Swimming Pool, and the installation of LED lighting in
ofces on a trial basis. Cost savings as well as the reduction
of our carbon footprint will be signicant.
South San Francisco has launched a Sustainable SSF
Division, which is an extension of the City Manager’s ofce,
dedicated to helping residents, the business community, and
the city take advantage of new cutting-edge technologies to
help the environment while saving money and resources.
South San Francisco has also been selected by the Strategic
Growth Council to receive a $323,624 grant for the
preparation of a Climate Action Plan/Pedestrian Plan.

Appendix
KEY INDICATOR: JOBS, page 11

Protection Agency found at http://www.epa.gov/particles.
Information on the health effects of ozone is from the
ALA found at http://www.lungusa2.org/sota/SOTA08_
OzoneFacts.pdf. The ALA grades for particulate matter
and ozone for San Mateo County and the Bay Area are from
the State of the Air Report 2010 found at http://www.
stateoftheair.org/2010/states/california/.

Data on jobs in San Mateo County are primarily from the
California Employment Development Department’s (EDD)
monthly Current Employment Statistics survey given to a
sampling of California employers. These estimates do not
represent the number of San Mateo County residents with
jobs, but rather the number of people employed in the county.
The resulting reported number of jobs may underestimate the
actual number of workers, as self-employed persons, unpaid
family workers, and private household workers are not counted.
Industry and total employment data are found at http://www.
labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/?pageid=1014. Data from previous
years have been updated to reect revised estimates from CA
EDD. Data on total payroll can be found here http://www.
labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/?pageid=1016.

CHILDREN: CHILD ABUSE, page 19
Data on child abuse referrals and foster care entries are
from the University of California at Berkeley, School of
Social Welfare, Center for Social Research’s Child Welfare
Services/Case Management System Reports found at http://
cssr.berkeley.edu/ucb_childwelfare/default.aspx. Data
represent unduplicated counts of children per year who have
been identied as potential victims in a child abuse referral.
Previous years’ data have been adjusted to reect changes in
the estimated populations of children in San Mateo County and
the State of California for the years 1998-2009. “Substantiation
rate” is a measure of the percentage of cases that are deemed
credible and requiring follow-up by social workers.

Data on average wages of workers by county, commuting
between counties, and growth of employment by industry over
the next six years was shared with SSMC by SAMCEDA through
their recent Employment Dynamics of San Mateo County
report, completed by Beacon Economics. The full report can be
found here http://samceda.org/wp-content/uploads/BEACON/
SAMCEDA-Employment-Dynamics.pdf. Data on Bay Area
Clean Energy Careers Pathways, and workforce development
data was found a PeninsulaWorks website at http://www.
peninsulaworks.org/. Data on Priority Development Areas
and FOCUS were found at the FOCUS website at http://www.
bayareavision.org/initiatives/index.html. Data on the Grand
Boulevard Initiative and ECHO were found at the Grand
Boulevard Initiative website at http://www.grandboulevard.
net/.

CHILDREN: CHILD CARE, page 20
The number of children residing in San Mateo County
was calculated from data from the California Department
of Finance, Race/Ethnic Population with Age and Sex
Detail, 2000–2050, found at http://www.dof.ca.gov/
HTML/DEMOGRAP/Data/RaceEthnic/Population-00-50/
documents/SanMateo.xls. Information about the Labor Force
Participation Rate, dened as the percentage of children with
either both parents or a single parent working, is from the U.S.
Census Bureau, American Community Surveys found at http://
factnder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en. By
multiplying these two numbers, we arrive at an estimate of the
number of children in San Mateo County potentially needing
care at each age level. The Child Care Coordinating Council
of San Mateo County provided SSMC with the total number
of full- and part-time licensed child care spaces in San Mateo
County for children age 0-13 years (including spaces at each
age level) as of January 2011. We arrive at an estimate of the
total gap in licensed child care, and the gap at each age range,
by subtracting the number of licenses spaces from the total
expected need at each age level. The Child Care Coordinating
Council also provided cost data.

AGRICULTURE, page 17
Data on San Mateo County agricultural production and
economic impacts are primarily from the San Mateo County
Department of Agriculture/Weights and Measures, San Mateo
County: 2009 Agricultural Crop Report, found at
http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/agwm Ination adjusted
gures were derived using the Consumer Price Index (CPI)
for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose, CA region from the
U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics found at
http://data.bls.gov/PDQ/outside.jsp?survey=cu.

AIR QUALITY, page 18
Data on the number of days that concentrations of PM2.5,
ozone, carbon monoxide, and nitrogen oxide exceeded
state or federal standards at the Redwood City monitoring
station for the years 1998-2009 are from the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District’s (BAAQMD) Annual Air
Quality Summaries found at http://www.baaqmd.gov/
Divisions/Communications-and-Outreach/Air-Quality-inthe-Bay-Area/Air-Quality-Summaries.aspx. Preliminary
information for 2010 is from the BAAQMD Air Quality
Data page at http://gate1.baaqmd.gov/aqmet/AQMonthly.
aspx and email correspondence with Ken Crysler with
BAAQMD. Information on the health effects of particulate
matter is from the American Lung Association’s (ALA)
Particle Pollution Fact Sheet found at http://www.lungusa2.
org/sota/SOTA08__PMFacts.pdf and the Environmental

Data on children meeting the California Fitness Test Standards
are from the California Department of Education Dataquest
web page at http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest. Information
on healthy behaviors and the percentage of children covered
by health insurance is from the UCLA Center of Health Policy
Research, 2001 and 2009 California Health Interview Surveys
found at http://www.chis.ucla.edu/.

CONTAMINATED SITES, page 22
Data on contaminated sites are from the California State
Water Resources Control Board’s Geotracker database found
at http://geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov/sites_by_county.asp, San
Mateo County. Total contaminated sites reported are the total
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CHILDREN: HEALTH, page 21

number of sites found in the Geotracker database for Leaking
Underground Fuel Tanks (LUFT) and sites in California’s Spills,
Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanups (SLIC) program as of
December 31, 2010. This list updates frequently, so the number
of sites we report may have changed by printing. As there are
other potential sites that may not be included in either the
LUFT or SLIC databases (e.g. former Department of Defense
sites, land disposal sites, etc.), we may underreport the number
of contaminated sites in San Mateo County. In previous years,
the number of total LUFTs and other chemical leaks by city
was overstated because of the inclusion of some SLIC sites in
the LUFT data. Where possible, we have tried to eliminate any
overlap.

does the federal poverty guideline).

ECONOMY: UNEMPLOYMENT, page 26
Unemployment rates for California, San Mateo County, and
at the sub county level are from the California Employment
Development Department (EDD), Labor Market Information
division found at http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/.
The unemployment rate is the number of unemployed persons
as a percentage of the labor force. 2010 gures are preliminary
and have been derived by averaging unemployment rates for
each month during the year.

EDUCATION, page 27
API scores are from the California Department of Education
found at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ap/apireports.asp.
Socioeconomically disadvantaged is dened as a student whose
parents have not received a high school diploma or a student
who participates in the free or reduced-price lunch program
(also known as the National School Lunch Program). Data
on high school students meeting University of California and
California State University eligibility requirements are from
the California Department of Education and the Education
Data Partnership found at http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/.
Data on expenditures per student, average teacher salaries,
charter school enrollment, and pupil-teacher ratios are from
the California Department of Education and the Education
Data Partnership found at http://www.ed-data.k12.ca.us/. The
number of fully credentialed teachers is from the California
Department of Education Dataquest web page at http://dq.cde.
ca.gov/dataquest/.

CRIME, page 23
Data on total violent crimes and juvenile crimes for the years
1999-2009 are from the California Department of Justice,
Ofce of the Attorney General, Criminal Justice Statistics
Center found at http://ag.ca.gov/cjsc/datatabs.php. Data
on gang related homicides for years 1999-2009 are from the
Special Requests Units, Criminal Justice Statistics Center.
Violent crimes include homicide, forcible rape, robbery, and
aggravated assault (the unlawful attack or attempted attack by
one person upon another for the purpose of inicting severe or
aggravated bodily injury).

DISASTER PREPAREDNESS, page 24
Data on the number of CERT teams in the county, the
number of completed CERT trainings, information on annual
preparedness exercises, and information on programs for
disaster preparedness and the disabled are from the San Mateo
County Ofce of Emergency Services. Information on the
Medical Reserve Corps program is from the California Ofce of
Emergency Services found at http://www.emsa.ca.gov/# and
San Mateo Coastside Medical Reserve Corps (http://smcmrc.
org/). The information for the Are you prepared? box is from
The Council for Excellence in Government, Are We Ready?:
Introducing the Public Readiness Index: A Survey Based
Tool to Measure the Preparedness of Individuals, Families,
and Communities, December 2006, found at http://www.
whatsyourrq.org/national.shtml.

ENERGY USE, page 29
Data on electricity and natural gas use at the county level are
from the California Energy Commission. Electricity and natural
gas consumption gures have been adjusted for the years
2000-2009 to reect revisions made by the California Energy
Commission in the latest data request. Electricity and natural
gas gures are converted from therms and kilowatts to British
thermal units (100,000 BTU per therm of natural gas and
3,413 BTU per kWh of electricity). Average monthly household
energy use (electricity and natural gas) was provided by Pacic
Gas & Electric with permission from all cities and towns in the
county. Data on the projected mix of energy sources for PG&E’s
delivered electricity are from their website. Pre-July 2007 data
on solar photovoltaic systems in San Mateo County are from
the California Energy Commission’s Emerging Renewables
Program found at http://www.energy.ca.gov/renewables/
emerging_renewables/COMPLETED_SYSTEMS.XLS. After
July 2007, the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)
formed the California Solar Initiative which now tracks all solar
electric installations and processes solar rebates. Those data
can be found here http://www.gosolarcalifornia.org/csi/index.
html Generating capacity for solar power systems is based on
the nameplate rating for the installed system multiplied by an
efciency rating to derive an expected “real world” input for the
panels. This is the same output used for computing the rebates
received for installation.
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ECONOMY: INCOME DISTRIBUTION AND
POVERTY, page 25
Information on the distribution of household incomes and the
number of individuals in households with earnings below the
poverty threshold is from the U.S. Census Bureau, American
Community Surveys found at http://factnder.census.gov/
home/saff/main.html?_lang=en. Information on median
household income by city is from ESRI, Business Analyst
Online, http://www.esri.com/software/businessanalyst/index.
html, and is derived from data by zip code. In some cases the
zip code data may not correspond with actual city boundaries,
thereby skewing the income gures. Information on the federal
poverty threshold is from the U.S. Census Bureau found at
http://aspe.hhs.gov/poverty/09poverty.shtml. Information on
the income necessary to be self-sufcient in San Mateo County
is from San Mateo County Human Services Agency Public
Information Ofcer/Legislative Liaison. The self-sufciency
level is based on monthly cost estimates in the county for
household expenses (rent, utilities, food, transportation,
personal care, housekeeping supplies, clothing, health care, and
child care), and assumes a single parent with two children (as

GREEN BUILDINGS, page 31
Information on the number of Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design (LEED) certied and registered
buildings in San Mateo County, square footage, and project
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name is from the U.S. Green Building Council’s LEED Project
Directory at http://www.usgbc-ncc.org/storage/usgbcnccdev/
documents/LEED_Lists/all_leed_projects_usgbc-ncc.xls
accessed March 2011. Information on the number and type of
green building ordinances as of December 31, 2010 was from
the City Report survey responses provided by city governments.
Information on rebate programs, incentives, and renovation
program is from SSMC research. Information on the Green
Job Academy is from the San Mateo County Human Services
Agency.

level because allocating transportation-related emissions to
a city level (the largest component of CO2 emissions) can be
very difcult. There is little city-level data on gasoline use or
vehicle miles traveled, and allocating countywide emissions
by population or road miles only may not accurately measure
transportation-related emissions.
Data on solid waste generated in San Mateo County are from
the California Integrated Waste Management Board’s (CIWMB)
Disposal Reporting System found at http://www.ciwmb.
ca.gov/LGCentral/Reports/DRS/. CO2 is generated from solid
waste decomposition, but it is accepted practice to not count
this so-called “biogenic CO2” in emissions inventories. Methane
is, however, produced in large quantities in landlls and is
included in this inventory. We convert methane to metric tons
of carbon equivalent by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency’s Waste Reduction Model (WARM) http://www.epa.
gov/climatechange/wycd/waste/calculators/Warm_home.
html. The total tonnage of waste disposed and material used
as alternative daily cover was converted to CO2 by using the
general municipal solid waste conversion in the WARM model.
The CO2 generated from waste being transported to landlls
outside of the county is not included in either the waste or the
transportation numbers.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS, page 32
We use metric tons (2,204.6 pounds) for CO2 emissions, as
metric tons are the standard convention for reporting CO2. For
solid waste emissions (of methane) we use “metric tons carbon
equivalent” which converts the warming potential of methane
into carbon dioxide equivalent terms. Our calculation of total
carbon emissions in the county is estimated as the sum of 1)
natural gas use in the county, 2) electricity use in the county
(which produces carbon dioxide at the generation source), 3)
on-road transportation in the county (fuel consumption), and
4) solid waste emissions (in methane, which is converted to
metric tons carbon equivalent). Our calculation of total carbon
emissions does not include emissions from planes, ships, offroad equipment, or a number of other miscellaneous sources,
so it should not be compared directly with detailed carbon
emissions inventories such as the one recently completed by the
Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD), found
here http://www.baaqmd.gov/pln/emission_inventory.htm.

HABITAT PROTECTION, page 33
Information on threatened and endangered species is from
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) found at
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/spp_lists/auto_list_form.
cfm. Information on individual species is found at http://
www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/spp_info.htm. Information on
invasive species is from the California Department of Food
and Agriculture, San Mateo County Weed Management Area
found at http://www.cdfa.ca.gov/phpps/ipc/weedmgtareas/
SanMateo/SanMateo_hp.htm and from the San Mateo County
2008: Annual Crop Report. Information on the Christmas Bird
Counts at Año Nuevo and Crystal Springs is from the National
Audubon Society’s Christmas Bird Count web page at http://
audubon2.org/cbchist/count_table.html.

Information on gasoline and diesel consumption in San Mateo
County is from the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans), found here http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/
smb/mvstaff.html. See also the Gasoline Use entry in this
appendix for more notes on gasoline consumption data.
Gasoline is converted to CO2 using an emission factor of 19.43
pounds of CO2 per gallon of gasoline, which comes from the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, State Workbook:
Methodologies for Estimating Greenhouse Gas Emissions,
November 1992. Diesel is converted to CO2 using an emission
factor of 21.05 pounds of CO2 per gallon of diesel.

Data on chronic illnesses in San Mateo County are from The
Healthy Community Collaborative of San Mateo County, 2008
Community Assessment: Health and Quality of Life in San
Mateo County, March 2008, found at http://www.plsinfo.org/
healthysmc/. Data on leading causes of death are from California
Department of Public Health and can be found at http://www.
cdph.ca.gov/data/statistics/Pages/DeathStatisticalDataTables.
aspx. Data on years of potential life lost and life expectancy
by zip code are by data request from the San Mateo County
Department of Health, Health Policy and Planning Division.

Electricity and natural gas consumption data are from the
California Energy Commission and Pacic Gas and Electric
Company (PG&E). In 2005, 10.76 percent of San Mateo
County’s electricity consumption came from direct access
customers (customers not purchasing their electricity from
PG&E) per the California Energy Commission. We used
this gure as an estimate for each year 2000-2009 and used
the conversion factor of 700.4 pounds of CO2 per megawatt,
which was the annual emission rate for California for 2004 as
estimated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency found
at http://www.epa.gov/cleanenergy/energy-and-you/howclean.html. This rate was used for each year 2000-2009 as it
was the only statewide estimate available. The remaining 89.24
percent of electricity was converted to CO2 using emission
factors from PG&E and California PUC. In 2009, PG&E
reported an emissions factor of 0.641 lbs. CO2. The natural gas
conversion factor was 13.45 pounds CO2 per therm. California
PUC and the Climate Action Registry have approved both of
these factors.

HEALTH CARE: INSURANCE AND COST, page 36
Data on residents lacking health care and the types of health
coverage residents may have in San Mateo County, the Bay
Area, and California are from the UCLA Center for Health
Policy Research, Community Health Information Survey
found at http://www.chis.ucla.edu/. Residents included in
the “Public” category of health insurance providers include
residents solely on public insurance programs (including
Healthy Families/CHIP only, Medicaid/Medicare only, as
well as those on “hybrid” health plans such as Medicare in
conjunction with a privately purchased “Medi-gap” plan as

SSMC does not calculate carbon dioxide emissions at the city
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HEALTH CARE: COMMUNITY HEALTH, page 34

well. Data on health care costs are from the U.S. Department
of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics found at http://stats.bls.
gov/. The Consumer Price Index (CPI) is a measure of the
average change over time in the prices paid by consumers for a
market basket of consumer goods and services. Items included
in the medical care category include prescription drugs and
medical supplies, physicians’ services, eyeglasses and eye care,
and hospital services. The data represent the Bay Area CPI for
all urban consumers for the San Francisco-Oakland-San José
Combined Metropolitan Statistical Area (CMSA).

land use policies, and also gathered data on existing housing
stock, acres of parks, amount of transit-oriented development,
housing affordability ordinances, and a range of water
conservation and energy conservation policies. Reponses were
received from 19 cities, the county, and the community college
district. Daly City did not respond to the survey. SSMC cannot
perform independent verication of all data submitted in the
survey.

PARKS AND OPEN SPACE, page 42
Data on the total acres of parks and open space, total acreage
of state parks, and breakdowns by type of ownership are from
the Bay Area Open Space Council’s Bay Area Protected Lands
Database found at: http://openspacecouncil.org/programs/
index.php?program=6. (Registration required). Data on
acreages of public parks owned by cities are from the Land
Use survey (discussed above) where respondents were asked
to include the number and total acreage of city-owned (not
school district) parks. There was no independent verication
of the data provided by Parks and Recreation Directors or other
city staff. Dedicated open space within town or city limits was
not included. Data on city populations are from the California
Department of Finance.

HOUSING: AFFORDABILITY, page 37
Information on the percentage of households that can afford an
entry-level home is from the California Association of Realtors’
First-time Buyer Housing Affordability Index for the fourth
quarter of 2010, found at http://www.car.org/marketdata/
data/ftbhai/. Information on the median sales price of a singlefamily home and condominium is from the San Mateo County
Association of Realtors and the San Mateo County Department
of Housing. The U.S. Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) median family income estimates are for a four-person
household and are from the Federal Financial Institutions
Examination Council website found at http://www.fec.gov/
hmda/doc/msa09inc.doc. The income needed to afford a
home, condominium, or apartment was calculated based on
the following assumptions: (1) local lender’s guidelines that
homeowners not pay more than 35 percent of gross household
income per year for housing, (2) a 20 percent down payment
and 30-year fully amortized loan, and (3) an interest rate on
a 30-year xed rate mortgage of 5.04 percent (according to
Freddie Mac at http://www.freddiemac.com/pmms/pmms30.
htm). Average rents in the county are from the San Mateo
County Department of Housing. Information on housing
production in San Mateo County is from the Association of Bay
Area Governments, Association of Bay Area Governments, San
Francisco Bay Area Housing Annual Production, June 2008.
Information on the Regional Housing Needs Allocation process
and San Mateo County allocations is from Association of Bay
Area Governments, Regional Housing Needs Plan, 2007-2014,
June 2008, Association of Bay Area Governments found at
http://www.abag.ca.gov/planning/housingneeds/.

PESTICIDE USE, page 43
Data on the pounds applied, types, and uses of pesticides in San
Mateo County are from the California Department of Pesticide
Regulation Annual Pesticide Use Reports, http://www.cdpr.
ca.gov/docs/pur/purmain.htm. Information on the most toxic
pesticides is from the Pesticide Action Network (PAN), http://
www.pesticideinfo.org.

POPULATION, page 44
Data on the San Mateo County population along with the
components of change are from the California Department
of Finance, California County Population Estimates and
Components of Change by Year, July 1, 2000-2010, December
2010, found at http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/
reports/estimates/e-6/2000-10/view.php. Data on city
populations are from the California Department of Finance,
E-4 Population Estimates for Cities, Counties and the State,
2001-2010, with 2000 Benchmark, May 2010, found at
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/
estimates/e-4/2001-10/view.php. Data on population
projections are from the California Department of Finance,
Population Projections for California and Its Counties
2000-2050, by Age, Gender and Race/Ethnicity, July 2007,
found at http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/
reports/projections/p-3/. Figures reported in previous years’
Indicators Reports have been revised to reect changes made
by the California Department of Finance.
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HOUSING: HOMELESSNESS, page 39
Information on San Mateo County’s program for Housing Our
People Effectively (HOPE), including the 2009 Homeless Census
and Survey, preliminary results of the 2011 homelessness survey,
and the county’s activities related to homelessness was gathered
through a survey sent to Wendy Goldberg and Tish Birkby, San
Mateo County Human Services Agency. Information on and an
Executive Summary of the San Mateo County Homeless Census
and Survey may be viewed at: http://www.co.sanmateo.ca.us/
Attachments/humanservices/Files/Homlessness/2009%20
Census%20and%20Survey%20Report.pdf.

SOLID WASTE, page 45
Data on solid waste generated in San Mateo County and from
each individual jurisdiction are from the California Integrated
Waste Management Board’s (CIWMB) Disposal Reporting
System found at http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/
Reports/DRS/. Information on the percentage of waste
generated that is residential versus commercial is from the
CIWMB’s Waste Stream Proles found at http://www.ciwmb.
ca.gov/Proles/County/. Components of the waste stream
are from the CIWMB Waste Stream Proles as well as the

Information on Shelter Network was found from their annual
report, found here http://www.shelternetwork.org/pdfs/
SNWinter2011NewsletterwithAnnualReport.pdf.

LAND USE, page 40
Data presented in the land use indicator were primarily
gathered through a 2-page survey submitted to all cities
and towns (as well as the county and the community college
district). The survey asked about the adoption of a range of
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WATER: BAY AND OCEAN WATER QUALITY,
page 49

CIWMB Statewide Characterization Study, December 2004,
found at http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Publications/default.
asp?pubid=1097. Population gures are from the California
Department of Finance.

Information on sources of new pollution entering the Bay
is from the San Mateo Countywide Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Program found at http://www.owstobay.org/.
Information on beach closures and beach warning postings is
from the San Mateo County Health Department, Environmental
Health Division and Gregory J. Smith P.G., Supervisor Water
Protection Programs, San Mateo County Environmental Health
Division. Data on sanitary sewer overows for 2010 were
downloaded from the State Water Resources Control Board at
https://ciwqs.waterboards.ca.gov/ciwqs/readOnly/PublicRepo
rtSSOServlet?reportAction=criteria&reportId=sso_main

TRANSPORTATION: GASOLINE USE AND
FUEL EFFICIENCY, page 46
Information on gasoline and diesel consumption in San Mateo
County is from the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans), found here http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/smb/
mvstaff.html. Data on the San Mateo County population
along with the components of change are from the California
Department of Finance, California County Population
Estimates and Components of Change by Year, July 1, 20002010, December 2009, found at http://www.dof.ca.gov/
research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-6/2000-10/view.
php. Data on Bay Area gas prices are from the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission found at http://www.mtc.ca.gov/
maps_and_data/datamart/stats/gasprice.htm. Vehicle
miles traveled in San Mateo County used to calculate San
Mateo County average fuel economy are from the California
Department of Transportation, Division of Transportation
System Information, California Motor Vehicle Stock, Travel
and Fuel Forecast, 2000 through 2009, found at http://
www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/smb/mvstaff.html. Data on the
national average fuel economy are from the U.S. Department
of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics found
at http://www.bts.gov/publications/national_transportation_
statistics/html/table_04_09.html.

WATER SUPPLY AND DEMAND, page 50
Information on the current and projected supply and demand for
water in San Mateo County, total demand by city versus supply
assurance, and total assured level of supply under the Master
Water Sales Agreement is from the Bay Area Water Supply and
Conservation Agency’s (BAWSCA) Annual Survey FY 2008-09
found at http://bawsca.org/annual-survey/ and previous annual
surveys provided by BAWSCA.

TRANSPORTATION: VEHICLE TRAVEL AND
PUBLIC TRANSIT, page 47
Total vehicle miles traveled are from state Public Roads Data
les, vehicle miles traveled by county road system, found here
http://dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/hpms/datalibrary.php. Population
gures are from the California Department of Finance,
California County Population Estimates and Components
of Change by Year, July 1, 2000-2010, December 2010,
found at http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/
reports/estimates/e-6/2000-10/view.php. Per capita daily
vehicle miles traveled were estimated by dividing total vehicle
miles traveled by population then again by 365 days. This
assumes that equal miles are driven on weekends as weekdays.
Commuting modes and commuting times for workers in San
Mateo County are from the U.S. Census Bureau, American
Community Surveys found at http://factnder.census.gov/
home/saff/main.html?_lang=en. Data on public transit
ridership were gathered directly from BART, SamTrans, and
Caltrain Board of Directors and staff reports.
Sustainable San Mateo County

VOTER PARTICIPATION, page 48
Data on San Mateo County voter turnout are from the San
Mateo County Elections Ofce, Elections Results Archive,
1998-2010, found at http://www.shapethefuture.org/elections/
results/default.asp and the respective Statement of the Votes
found there. Data on statewide turnout are from the California
Secretary of State, Statement of the Vote, 1998-2010, found
at http://www.ss.ca.gov/elections/elections_elections.htm.
Registration data are from the California Secretary of State,
Report of Registration, 1998-2010, found at http://www.ss.ca.
gov/elections/elections_u.htm. Median household incomes are
from US Census American Community Survey.
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