From: Serge Bonte

Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2026 3:49 PM

To: City Council

Cc: , City Clerk

Subject: Re: 4/14/26 Meeting - Follow up on 6.2, get Shoreline to pay its fair share

CAUTION: EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or attachments.

Honorable Mayor Ramos and Council Members
I read the answer to City Council questions on the Shoreline proportional share.

" Taking these factors into account, the 2025 Cost Allocation Plan determined that 17.6% of total
Mountain View Police Department costs should be allocated to the Shoreline Regional Park Community
(SRPC) Fund."

"Taking both service demand and resource allocation into account, the 2025 Cost Allocation Plan
determined that 13.5% of total City of Mountain View Fire Department costs should be allocated to the
SRPC Fund."

Since the Public Safety Building will serve both Police and Fire Department, it's unclear which of the two
percent should be used (maybe an average like 15%)? In any case, | hope you will up the contribution
from the Shoreline Tax District to at least the lowest percentage if not the average. It's a question of
fairness but it could also limit the financing needs (hence reducing risks with Measure G and freeing up
Ameswell/Measure G funds sooner).

Serge Bonte

PS: It would be useful for the public to have a link/reference to the cost allocation study performed in
2025.

On Sun, Apr 12, 2026 at 11:13 AM Serge Bonte <sbonte@gmail.com> wrote:
Honorable Mayor Ramos and City CouncilMembers

re; Agenda 6.1 Adopt City Council Policy A-13a, Disruption of Telephonic or Internet Service During City
Council Meetings

It wasn't clear from the presentation, does this policy also apply to other city public meetings
(commissions, committees, ..... )?

re: Agenda 6.2 Approve the Public Safety Building Construction Financing Plan and Recommended FY
2025-26 Fund Transfers and Appropriations

I wanted to share a few concerns about the financing plan.
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First, it would be useful to clarify how long the Ameswell/Measure G funds will remain earmarked for the
Public Service Building. It looks like it will be for the life of the bonds to be issued, but it would help to
also show a timeline for these earmarks.

Second, property transfer taxes (such as Measure G) are at risk of being phased out via potential ballot
measures this November. Prior to issuing the bonds, it would seem wise to have a backup plan (maybe
another tax measure this Fall?). Otherwise as stated in the staff report: "The funding plan is contingent
on the issuance of municipal lease revenue bonds, which are a General Fund obligation. While the City
has been diligent in allocating revenues from both Measure G and the Ameswell property, in the event
those sources aren’t sufficient to cover debt service, the General Fund would be obligated to make up
the difference." Backilling Measure G proceeds would be a significant hit on the General Fund.

Lastly, the $10M transfer from the Shoreline Tax District fund is lacking any details. The staff report
states: "As the Shoreline Community is served by dedicated public safety resources, it is responsible for
a proportionate share of the infrastructure necessary for the provision of public safety resources to the
community. As such, the Shoreline Community will contribute $10.0 million toward the centralized
public safety administration building.". However it seems unlikely that any proportionality formula
would ever resultin such a perfectly round dollar amount. At a minimum , the City should share that
formula and/or reference a document containing how proportional shares for Shoreline are computed.
(maybe it's in the yet to be updated Shoreline Community Area Plan?).

Sincerely,

Serge Bonte



