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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Janet Davis <jadjadjad@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2025 2:08 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback; Michael Callagy
Cc: Ann Stillman
Subject: Kimley Horn Debacle

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

KIMLEY HORN DEBACLE AT THE “Y” (Alameda/Santa Cruz Ave, Menlo Park) 

This morning the barricades were down so that the construction was visible.  INMHO what is proposed and 
under construction is totally insane.  All the on street parking has been removed for residents.  They can no 
longer make a left turn. And drivers heading towards Sand Hill can no longer cross over to access homes on the 
south side of Santa Cruz. There appears no place for service vehicles, such as Recology, UPS,  USPS, etc. to 
park without blocking all traffic, or they may have to change their routes.  There seems to be no room for 
cyclists and it is not really clear how they would be able to continue down Alameda.  If there is a fire or medical 
emergency, MPFD Engine 4 will have to “levitate” above the high median barrier (unless that is what the 
indentations are for)  What if there is an accident and a couple of cars become inoperable?  What will happen 
when Cal Water or ATT have to access their underground equipment? There seems to have been no attention 
paid to the drainage issues along that route.  The pedestrian crossing maze at the Y is too long and seems to 
make no sense.  The Task Force and residents spent about 3 years trying to get through to Kimley Horn what 
the safety and traffic issues were, but all those concerns seem to have been ignored and the County has spent 
millions.  Several years ago the Menlo Park City Council had a similar problem with a redesign of Santa Cruz 
Ave, and that was such a disaster it had to be completely dug up and redone.  It looks like this will be the 
outcome for this project.   

This firm has also been hired, at great expense, to design modifications to Alpine Road: specifically to look at a 
proposed roundabout at the I-280 freeway!  This is after the dysfunctional episode in 2017.  

General Public Comment
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From: Janet Davis <jadjadjad@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Friday, August 22, 2025 7:30 AM
To: Ann Stillman
Cc: CEO_BoardFeedback; Michael Callagy
Subject: Another Kimley Horn problem with the "Y" Construction

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Traffic on Alpine that is heading to Santa Cruz Ave gets backed up all the way to the freeway at times, mostly 
because of all the vehicles going to lower Sand Hill and the hospital. At times it takes 4 to 5 iterations of traffic 
lights to go the couple of blocks from Stowe Lane to the traffic lights at Juipero Serra Blvd. Therefore, a lot of 
cars stay in the lane that would go on towards Alameda, which usually has fewer cars backed up,  and switch 
lanes between Sand Hill and the "Y."  This will now be impossible because of the crazy median, thus creating 
an even more horrendous back up along Alpine.  When Kimley Horn was hired they totally ignored the impact 
of traffic flows from neighboring areas.  

General Public Comment
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: tasozografos@gmail.com
Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2025 2:08 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback; David Canepa; Ray Mueller; Lisa Gauthier; Jackie Speier
Subject: Aug. 26, 2025 SMC Sups Mtg, Consent Agenda Item #19 - Strong Objection to the 

Sponsor Corozo Seeking Appointment of Adam Nugent to the San Mateo County 
Planning Commission

Attachments: Letter to SMC Sups_Reject Corzo Sponsor Nugent_23AUG2025.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

RE:        Strong Objection to the Sponsor Corozo Seeking Appointment of Adam Nugent to the San Mateo 
County Planning Commission 

REF:      San Mateo County Supervisors Meeting, August 26, 2025; Consent Agenda Item #19, Sponsor Corzo 
Recommendation to Appoint Adam Nugent to the San Mateo County Planning Commission for District 2 

Dear Honorable President David Canepa and Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors Jackie Speier, Ray 
Mueller, and Lisa Gauthier. 

I am writing to voice my strongest objection to sponsor Corzo’s seeking to appoint Adam Nugent to the San Mateo 
County Planning Commission. Mr. Nugent’s recent conduct raises serious concerns about his fitness to hold any 
position of public trust, particularly one as consequential as serving on the Planning Commission. 

It is a matter of public record that Mr. Nugent was caught on camera removing and tampering with a political 
campaign sign belonging to candidate Rob Newsom, who was running against Mr. Nugent’s personal friend and 
political ally.  Regardless of his stated justification, the reality is undeniable: he interfered with political signage 
during an active election cycle, an act that constitutes not only questionable judgment but also the potential 
violation of state law under petty theft statutes.   

And it was only when confronted and cornered with video evidence of his tampering and petty theft act, only then 
did Mr. Nugent have no other recourse but to finally admit to taking these actions.  How can anyone endorse and 
now seek to reward such an individual who has demonstrated a lack of decency, fairness, judgement, and ethics? 

This conduct is incompatible with the impartiality, ethical standards, and public trust required of a Planning 
Commissioner. The Planning Commission makes decisions that directly impact land use, zoning, development 
rights, and the lives of residents. Such decisions demand the highest level of integrity and impartial judgment. How 
can residents or applicants have confidence that Mr. Nugent would rule fairly when he has already demonstrated a 
willingness to cross ethical boundaries for political advantage? 

Furthermore, Mr. Nugent’s actions appear to have been undertaken with the intent of benefiting his friend’s 
campaign at the expense of another candidate. This demonstrates bias, partisanship, and a clear conflict of 
interest. The Planning Commission is no place for individuals who have shown themselves willing to engage in 
political gamesmanship that undermines democratic processes. 

Even more troubling is that, when challenged, some oƯicials attempted to minimize or obscure the seriousness of 
the incident, despite a San Mateo Police Department report being filed. The fact that Mr. Nugent himself 
admitted to removing the signs leaves no room for doubt: his conduct is established by his own words. 

What is equally disturbing, however, is Corzo’s decision to endorse and advance this appointment despite these 
well-documented facts. By supporting Mr. Nugent, Corzo is eƯectively excusing political tampering and rewarding 
unethical behavior. This calls into question not only Mr. Nugent’s suitability, but also Corzo’s own judgment, 

Item No. 19
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standards, and respect for the integrity of our democratic process. If this is the type of individual Corzo considers 
qualified for a key planning role, it raises serious doubts about the values and priorities she is bringing to the San 
Mateo County Board. 

To appoint an individual with this track record to the County Planning Commission would send the wrong message 
to the public, that ethical violations, tampering with democratic processes, and political favoritism are acceptable 
pathways to positions of power in San Mateo County. This would erode public confidence in the integrity of county 
institutions and diminish the credibility of the Board itself. 

For these reasons, I strongly urge the Board of Supervisors to reject Corzo’s recommendation and deny Adam 
Nugent’s appointment to the San Mateo County Planning Commission. The people of this County deserve 
Commissioners who will uphold the highest ethical standards, not individuals whose actions, and endorsements, 
undermine them. 

Thank you for your time, consideration, and commitment to protecting the integrity of our public institutions. 

Respectfully, 
Taso Zografos, Resident of San Mateo 
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Natalie Geise <natalie.geise@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 24, 2025 8:13 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: #19: consent calendar: support Adam Nugent appointment

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Hello San Mateo County Supervisors, 

I am writing to support Adam Nugent’s appointment to the San Mateo County Planning Commission. 

Adam has extensive local commission and professional experience and will bring thoughtful leadership 
to this role. As a planning commissioner, Adam worked on the development of the City of San Mateo’s 
new citywide General Plan that resoundingly passed with significant voter support in the last election.  

Thanks, 
Natalie 

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Kolja Schluetter <kolja@schluetter.co>
Sent: Sunday, August 24, 2025 8:06 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Comment on Agenda Item #19 (Consent Calendar) - Strong Support for Appointment

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear Members of the Board, 

I am writing in strong support of Adam Nugent’s appointment under Agenda Item #19 on the consent 
calendar. 

Adam brings an exceptional blend of professional expertise, public service, and integrity. As a licensed 
landscape architect, he has extensive experience in site design, ecology, and planning with a focus on 
equity and sustainability. In addition to his civilian career, Adam honorably served as a U.S. Army 
Captain during the Iraq and Afghanistan wars, where he led tactical operations and contributed to the 
development of defense systems that continue to protect U.S. forces today. Adam cares deeply about 
the community he lives in and the future of San Mateo County. 

I cannot think of a better person to fill this commission vacancy. His combination of relevant expertise, 
leadership experience, and civic commitment makes him uniquely qualified to help guide our county 
forward. 

For these reasons, I strongly encourage you to approve Adam Nugent’s appointment to the commission. 

Thank you for your time and thoughtful consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Kolja Schluetter 

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Max Mautner <max.mautner@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 1:07 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Item #19: Support of Adam Nugent’s appointment to Planning Commission

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear Supervisors, 

I write today to comment on item #19 on the upcoming meeting’s Consent Calendar, relating to 
appointments to the county planning commission.  

I have known Adam as a neighbor, as a San Mateo county resident, and as a planning commissioner for 
the city of San Mateo.  

Between his background as a US Army veteran, a father, and his career as a landscape architect, he 
brings important perspective to the way our community plans for its future.  

His tenure on San Mateo’s planning commission was a tremendous success, in no small part thanks to 
Adams constructive input to what would become Measure T—which voters passed with nearly 60% of 
the vote.  

I applaud Adam for his continued civic involvement and I know that he would make a fantastic Planning 
Commission member for our county.  

- Max Mautner
San Mateo resident

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Daniel Schonberg <dschonbe@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 5:02 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: #19, on the consent calendar - I support appointment of Adam Nugent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

I support Adam’s appointment and greatly appreciate his past service, including the work Adam did in 
the development of the City of San Mateo’s new citywide General Plan. 

Sincerely, 
Daniel Schonberg 

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Anthony Moffa <moffa.ad@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 8:54 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Item 19: Support for Adam Nugent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear San Mateo County Board of Supervisors, 
I'm writing to support Adam Nugent to be appointed to the Planning Commission. In addition to being a 
licensed landscape architect with extensive experience in site design, ecology, and planning for equity 
and sustainability, Adam is also a former US Army Captain who honorably served during the height of the 
Iraq and Afghanistan wars, and who was responsible for the tactical operations and design of the 
integrated missile defense system architecture that is still in use today and which would go on to defend 
against the recent Iranian missile attacks against Qatar. 
Anthony Moffa 
129 Lorton Ave, Burlingame, CA 94010 

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Rafael Reyes <rkreyes@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 9:01 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Item 19: Support for Adam Nugent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear San Mateo County Board of Supervisors, 

 I'm writing to support Adam Nugent to be appointed to the Planning Commission. Mr. Nugent has 
done excellent work including on the City of San Mateo's citywide general plan which secured broad 
voter approval. He has deep experience as a licensed landscape architect.  

His experience is precisely the kind needed for the role. He is also a former US Army Captain who 
honorably served during the height of the Iraq and Afghanistan wars. 

I strongly encourage his appointment to the role. 

He will provide exceptional service in this capacity. 

Sincerely, 

Rafael Reyes 
San Mateo 

Item No. 19



From: Cathy Baird
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Item 19: Support for Adam Nugent
Date: Monday, August 25, 2025 9:32:03 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

﻿
﻿
Dear San Mateo County Board of Supervisors,

I'm writing to support Adam Nugent to be appointed to the Planning
Commission.

Adam did significant work on the development of the City of San
Mateo’s new citywide General Plan that resoundingly passed with
significant voter support in the last election (nearly 60% voter
approval).

Cathy Baird
San Carlos 

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Jane Praysilver <silverfyre@coastside.net>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 9:57 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Item 19 on consent agenda In against the appointment of  Adam Nugent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and 
know the content is safe, do not click links, open aƩachments or reply. 

Dear San Mateo County Board of Supervisors, 

I'm wriƟng AGAINST the appointment of  Adam Nugent to be appointed to the Planning Commission. 

Aggressively puƫng more housing in the wildfire zones on the coast greatly increases the chances of deaths during 
evacuaƟons, especially among vulnerable communiƟes in new housing developments where associated parking is 
considered unnecessary. They won’t have transportaƟon during an emergency. I am against his appointment.  

- Jane Praysilver
El Granada

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Patricia McBrayer <pamcbrayer@comcast.net>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 9:47 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Item 19: Support for Adam Nugent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear San Mateo County Board of Supervisors, 

I'm writing, as a resident of unincorporated San Mateo County, to support Adam Nugent to be appointed 
to the Planning Commission.   

Now, more than ever, is the time for thoughtful, experienced professionals with strong track records in 
community-focused service to be appointed to all levels of government. Adam’s background and 
experience in landscape architecture and military planning, paired with his personal integrity, make him 
an excellent choice to fill the open seat on the commission. The twin crisis of housing affordability and 
climate change, so acute in San Mateo County, must be addressed through thoughtful leaders guiding 
meaningful growth of our built environments.  

Adam is uniquely qualified to help shape sustainable and compassionate growth in San Mateo County 
for us all. 

Respectfully, 

Patricia McBrayer 

Patricia McBrayer 
Wordsmith | Advocate | Architect (retired)
pamcbrayer@comcast.net     650.704.9441

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Mike Swire <mswire91@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 9:45 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Item 19: Support for Adam Nugent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear San Mateo County Board of Supervisors, 

I'm writing to support Adam Nugent to be appointed to the Planning Commission. 

As a San Mateo resident, I have been able to witness Adam's intelligence and positive vision for 
more/smart housing through his service on the City of SM Planning Committee.  With Adam's help, we 
have been able to pass a new General Plan and related growth measures with solid majorities.   

It is notable that opposition to Adam is coming from conservative, anti-housing elements of our 
community, who consistently oppose any proposals to improve housing supply or safe streets proposals 
in San Mateo. 

Thanks for your service and for listening to my comment. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Swire 
mswire91@gmail.com 
415.706.1653 

Item No. 19



From: Auros Harman
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: 8/26 meeting agenda item #19 - appointment of Adam Nugent to County Planning Commission
Date: Monday, August 25, 2025 11:08:05 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

Esteemed Supervisors,

I write in support of the appointment of Adam Nugent to our County Planning Commission.  I
have served for more than six years as a Planning Commissioner in the City of San Bruno.  (I
am writing here in my capacity as an interested citizen, not on behalf of my city or
commission, but I mention this just to note I have experience with the role.)  Adam has shown
himself to be thoughtful and committed in service to the public, both in his past military
service in Iraq and Afghanistan, and as a commissioner for the City of San Mateo.  He
contributed significantly to the development of the City of San Mateo General Plan, which
was approved by around 60% of the voters of that city.  As a landscape architect, he is
knowledgeable about issues of sustainable design at the levels of both individual projects, and
community-level planning.

The County will be lucky to have such a talented new member on our Planning Commission.

Best regards,
Auros Harman
San Bruno, CA

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Colin Madere <colinmadere@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 1:14 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Regarding item #19 on consent calendar (commissioner appointment)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and 
know the content is safe, do not click links, open aƩachments or reply. 

To whom it may concern: 

I’m wriƟng you today in SUPPORT of your proposed appointment of ADAM NUGENT to the commission. I have found his 
comments and feedback while serving as a commissioner in San Mateo to be honest and thorough and most 
importantly: to the long-term benefit of the city and its people. His Ɵreless and countless hours put into the city’s 
General Plan, supported by a notable majority of voters, is an important success. 

His background and experience with landscape and ecological design and disciplined service in the Army likely give him 
the training and skills to do remarkable work for the County, as he did for the city. 

I have been able to speak directly with Adam on a few occasions and impressed with his knowledge and dedicate to 
learning about and providing useful and professional feedback on rules, regulaƟons, design and related maƩers. If you 
are interested in having quality, intelligent and useful input then he is a great choice. 

Thanks for listening, 
Colin Madere 
94402 

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Robert Moser <robertaaronmoser@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 1:00 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: August 26th Item 19 (Consent): Please support Adam Nugent’s appointment to the 

County Planning Commission

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

I am in support of Item 19 on the consent Calendar: 
Appointment of Adam Nugent to the San Mateo County Planning Commission. 

Adam played a key role in the development of the new citywide General Plan for voters, which was 
passed by a large margin during a general election. A strong mandate. 

His qualifications are justified for the role: 
Honorable service as an US Army Captain 
Served on the San Mateo city planning commission 
Licensed architect 
Leadership in the local neighborhood association 

As a business owner in the area, I admire the work Adam has done for the community. He is steadfast in 
pushing for a better San Mateo. 

Approve his appointment for a set of trustworthy hands to help our community. 

Robert Moser 
San Mateo county resident and local business owner 

Item No. 19
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CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Lisa Maley <lmaley@pacbell.net>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 12:12 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Concern Regarding the Appointment of Mr. Nugent to the Planning Commission

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors, 

I am writing to express my deep concern regarding Supervisor Corzo’s appointment of 
Mr. Nugent to the Planning Commission. Based on his record during his tenure with 
the City of San Mateo, I question whether this appointment is in the best interest of 
the county or its residents. 

During his time in San Mateo, Mr. Nugent actively worked against the city’s efforts to 
develop and implement a state-compliant housing plan—undermining goals that are 
crucial not only to San Mateo but to the entire region as we all confront the challenges 
of affordability and housing supply. Furthermore, his conduct was marred by incidents 
that raise questions about his judgment and ethical standards, most notably the act of 
tampering with a political opponent’s campaign sign, a breach of public trust that 
ultimately led San Mateo to decline his reappointment. 

While military service deserves respect, it should not be invoked as a substitute for 
proven ethical conduct or public leadership. Service alone does not guarantee honor 
or integrity—we have, unfortunately, seen examples in public life where holding prior 
service did not prevent lapses in honesty, ethics, or judgment. 

The integrity of the Planning Commission is vital to maintaining public trust in county 
decision-making, especially as it relates to housing, development, and the responsible 
use of public resources. Appointing someone with a past marred by disregard for both 
housing policy and ethical norms risks embarrassing the county and could expose the 
board to further criticism and scandal. 

I respectfully urge you to reconsider this appointment in the interest of safeguarding 
the commission’s credibility and protecting the county from avoidable controversy. 
The residents of this county deserve representatives who demonstrate not only 
experience, but also consistent ethical behavior and respect for the public good. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Item No. 19
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Sincerely, 
Lisa Maley 



5

CEO_BoardFeedback

From: Rick Ballard <rick@sb.org>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 11:46 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: August 26th Item 19 (Consent): Please support Adam Nugent’s appointment to the 

County Planning Commission

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and 
know the content is safe, do not click links, open aƩachments or reply. 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

I’m wriƟng in strong support of Item 19 on the consent calendar: the appointment of Adam Nugent to the San Mateo 
County Planning Commission. 

Adam has already demonstrated the kind of public service and community-minded leadership we need. He played a key 
role in the development of the new citywide General Plan that voters resoundingly approved in the last elecƟon. That 
outcome reflects not just sound policy, but the ability to build trust, listen, and deliver a plan that balances growth, 
sustainability, and livability. 

Adam brings qualificaƟons and experience that will be invaluable on the Planning Commission: 
* Time served on the San Mateo city planning commission, developing experƟse in all planning maƩers.
* Licensed landscape architect with extensive experience in site design, ecology, and planning for equity and
sustainability.
* Leadership of our local neighborhood associaƟon, where I watched him skillfully manage meeƟngs with a broad range
of opinions from residents and provide equal space to those whose views contrast.
* Former U.S. Army Captain — service that underscores his integrity, steady leadership, and commitment to the public
good.

I also know Adam personally, and can aƩest that he is one of the most selfless, ethical, and community-minded people I 
know; someone who consistently shows up, listens, and does the work. My admiraƟon for his community service is the 
reason I got to know him in the first place, and there is no one I would trust more in this role. 

As the County works to meet its housing responsibiliƟes and manage equitable, resilient growth, Adam’s systems 
thinking, pracƟcal design experƟse, and humility will be criƟcal. 

Please approve Item 19 and appoint Adam to the Planning Commission. 

Thank you for your consideraƟon, 

— Richard Ballard 
San Mateo city resident 

Item No. 19
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From: Laurie Hietter <lauriehietter@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 11:47 AM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback; CEO_SMCSUPSPEIER; SMC_SupMueller; David Canepa; Jackie 

Speier; Ray Mueller; lgautier@smcgov.org
Subject: August 26, 2025 SMC Supervisor's Mtg, Consent Agenda Item #19 - Objection to the 

Sponsor Corozo Seeking Appointment of Adam Nugent to the San Mateo County 
Planning Commission

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors: 

Thank you for your efforts on behalf of San Mateo County. Please uphold the highest standards of ethics 
and integrity and do not appoint Adam Nugent to the County Planning Commission.  

Mr. Nugent demonstrated his flawed judgement and lack of ethics and integrity on at least two occasions 
while serving as a planning commissioner in San Mateo. Mr. Nugent sent to the State Housing and 
Community Development department a PowerPoint presentation with significant negative comments on 
the San Mateo General Plan using his planning commissioner email. This action undermined the City and 
put our draft General Plan at risk. It is extremely unethical for an appointed official to undermine the City 
and shows poor judgement.  

Mr. Nugent was also caught, and later admitted, removing the City Council campaign sign of Rob 
Newsom, a competitor to Sarah Fields, who Nugent campaigned for. This action constituted petty theft 
in violation of the law. The sign stealing also shows a lack of ethics and poor judgement.   

Please do not appoint Adam Nugent to the Planning Commission. His lack of integrity, bad judgement, 
and questionable ethics make him unfit to be appointed to any official position.  

Thank you, 
Laurie Hietter 
San Mateo 

Item No. 19
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From: Adam Klafter <adamklafter@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 2:45 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: RE: Adam Nugent's application to the San Mateo County Planning Commission

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

To the Board of Supervisors, 

I wanted to write a brief letter in support of Adam Nugent’s application to serve on the San Mateo County 
Planning Commission. I briefly served with Adam Nugent near the end of his term on the City of San Mateo 
Planning Commission; this letter is solely on my own behalf. Over the last several years in his role as a planning 
commissioner for the City of San Mateo, Adam contributed to the development of our city’s housing element 
and design standards, and between that work and his background in architecture, Adam has a strong 
understanding of local codes, state housing law, and the intersection of the two. I believe that Adam’s 
expertise and eye for detail would be an asset to the commission’s ability to respond in a constructive way to 
community concerns, while . In my observations and in my direct interactions, I consider Adam to be incisive 
in his comments, respectful of different points of view and genuine in his commitment to the ongoing goal of 
making San Mateo County a welcoming and ever-improving place to live and work.  

Respectfully, 

-Adam Klafter
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From: Robert Whitehair <robertwhitehair2@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 2:45 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Cc: Adam Nugent
Subject: Support for Adam Nugent, Item 19 on Consent Calendar

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear President Canepa, Vice President Corzo, and all members of the San Mateo County Board of 
Supervisors: 

I write in very strong support of Adam Nugent, fellow resident of San Mateo,  for appointment to the 
San Mateo County Planning Commission. 

I am a 35 year resident of the County, former San Bruno Public Works Director , and an active 
member of the community. I greatly appreciate Adam's past service, including the work he did in the 
development of the City of San Mateo’s General Plan that resoundingly passed with significant voter 
support in the last election (nearly 60% voter approval). That General Plan provided a path forward 
for so many City issues. 

As a veteran of the United States Marine Corps myself, I admire Adam's service as a former US Army 
Captain who honorably served during the height of the Iraq and Afghanistan wars,  

As a member of the Peninsula Clean Energy Community Advisory Committee, I greatly appreciate all 
that Adam has done for the important issue of electrification of our homes and businesses. 

As an active member of the national Elders Action Network, I greatly appreciate all that Adam has 
done to further the cause of seniors like me. 

Coming from my experience as a retired vice president of an Architectural Engineering firm and 
Silicon Valley executive, I appreciate Adam's unique strength as a licensed architect  with extensive 
experience in site design, ecology, and planning for equity and sustainability, 

Adam Nugent served the City San Mateo Planning Commission with strength, dignity, and 
unparalleled capabilities.  He will continue that service when you appoint him to the County Planning 
Commission. 

Please appoint Adam Nugent. 

Thank you. 

Robert Whitehair (he,him) San Mateo 
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Acknowledgement: I reside on the unceded lands of our indigenous ancestors the Ramaytush 
Ohlone, while benefiting from racial privilege. We begin making reparations by accepting only a 
kinship view of our place on the planet: All life is interconnected, interdependent, and interrelated. 

To TEXT Me 
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From: Seema Patel <seemadp@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2025 2:20 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Item #19: Appointment of Adam Nugent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Seema Patel and I currently serve as the Chair of the City of San Mateo Planning 
Commission, but I write to you today on my own behalf in strong support of appointing Adam Nugent to 
the San Mateo County Planning Commission. 

I think it speaks volumes that every single one of Adam's fellow Planning Commissioners submitted 
letters in support of his reappointment to the San Mateo Planning Commission. We were first-hand 
witnesses to the hard work, dedication, deep subject matter expertise, and immeasurable value he 
brought to San Mateo's Planning Commission. The County now has the opportunity to benefit from 
Adam's work ethic and expertise. 

Adam's lifelong commitment to public service was evident in his approach to serving on the San Mateo 
Planning Commission. He took the position very seriously and invested a great deal of time into 
thoroughly preparing for every agenda item. (He proactively familiarizes himself with local and state 
regulations and takes advantage of resources like handbooks and trainings to further his knowledge.) His 
deep research was evident in the solutions he brought to the dais and the information he shared with 
staff, commissioners and the public. 

Adam worked on many complex and significant initiatives during his time on the San Mateo Planning 
Commission, including the 2023-2031 Housing Element, General Plan 2040, ADU ordinance and 
Objective Design Standards for Multi-family Development. In the case of the latter he took Santa 
Barbara's Objective Design Standards - an industry benchmark - and created a detailed guide 
demonstrating how they could be adapted for San Mateo. That effort became the impetus for San 
Mateo's Downtown Plan Area Objective Design Standards. 

There is no other person who tries harder to find and implement the best solutions for the community. 
Adam is a thoughtful listener who navigates complex issues and detailed conversations with nuance and 
ease. He is willing to ask tough questions and prioritize long-term outcomes with the greatest benefit to 
the community over short-term or popular fixes. He routinely advocates for the right decision, not the 
easy one. 

Adam would be an amazing asset to the County. I wholeheartedly endorse his appointment to the 
County Planning Commission. 

Regards, 
Seema Patel 
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From: Angelica Zavala <azavala2888@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 23, 2025 1:16 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Please vote NO - Proposal to purchase 3335 Spring St

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

To whom it may concern, 
I am concerned with the county’s proposal to purchase 3335 Spring St Redwood City to be used as a 
temporary housing facility. I beg you to VOTE NO against this proposal at the Board of Supervisors 
meeting this Tuesday, August 26th for the following reasons: 

1) NO COMMUNICATION: There has been little to no communication regarding this proposal
where many of the neighbors are not aware of this proposal and what program the county will be
using to home to support. Where is the communication from the county to the community?
2) SINGLE -FAMILY ZONED:  This will create more congestion in an already very crowded area.
We are already combating traffic and parking issues. From March Road to Spring it takes 20- 30
minutes at times due to the traffic and given the already difficult housing situation in the Bay Area,
cars parked on the street have become an increasing problem. Where is the urban planning
report?
3) OVERCROWDED AREA AND PARKING: We already have a parking problem where the
residents and visitors cannot park due to the overflow from the apartments and the school. Where
are the studies that show traffic will not increase due to the housing facility? How will traffic be
managed so it does not get worse?
4) NO REGARD FOR SAFETY: This house is located less than 2000 ft of Taft Elementary School,
which is off limits to registered sex offenders. Based on the limited information provided at the
community meeting regarding proper background checks for potential residents, this presents an
additional concern for me, not only for the children but for myself and my neighbors who have
made this area their home. How are you going to protect the safety of the children and residents?
What are the safety measures?
5) INCREASED CRIME: Due to the lack of information I have received and the community has
received, we do not have any data that adding a housing facility would not create additional crime.
Where is the data? Where are the studies?
6) DECREASED HOME VALUES: People in this community moved here given its welcoming
atmosphere, proximity to Redwood City and jobs, with many residents working multiple jobs in
order to make ends meet (including myself). We have poured our savings into these homes and
this community with the reasonable expectation that the zoning would not change and property
values would increase over time. With this decision, the county is destroying the equity we have
built over time and putting at risk our livelihoods, retirements and the most valuable asset any of
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us own. Is the county prepared to compensate residents of the area for the losses in home value 
that will occur as a result of this facility? 

In addition, another youth center on Douglas Avenue failed, and in the last meeting the presenters did 
not know why it failed and why this location would be different. We are aware how this youth facility 
negatively  impacted the neighborhood.  

All in all, I have lived in this community for almost 30 years. I had to work two to three jobs to live in a safe 
neighborhood and what the county is doing is pushing residents out of their homes knowing they cannot 
afford to move somewhere else in the bay area. While the county’s proposal may be well intentioned, it 
does not serve to benefit our neighborhood, our community, the safety of the children and of the 
residents the county. 

Please VOTE NO at Tuesday’s Board of Supervisor meeting. 

  

Sincerely, 

Angelica Zavala 
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From: Erik Beans <erikbeans@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 20, 2025 2:48 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback; SMC_SupGauthier
Subject: Board vote next Tuesday on Spring St purchase

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

Hi, 

I am writing to express significant concerns, shared by many community members at the recent meeting, 
regarding the county's proposed purchase of 3335 Spring St., Redwood City, for a temporary housing facility. I 
urge you to vote against this proposal at next Monday's Board of Supervisors meeting, as it is not in the best 
interest of our community or the county.  My concerns are shared by many community members, and there are 
many other people in our neighborhood who aren’t yet aware of the plans. 

Purchasing this house is not financially sound for the county. The community has uncovered numerous 
historical issues with the property, including many unsanctioned and unpermitted additions. Bringing these up 
to code would be extremely expensive. During an open house, I observed uneven and sinking flooring, raising 
concerns about the structural integrity of the house. It may also require retrofitting for earthquake safety. 

Purchasing a house in a neighborhood with strong community opposition to the youth home could lead to 
numerous complaints, potential lawsuits, and code violations for the county. The community's intense scrutiny 
of the house and its residents would likely generate frequent reports, creating extra work and additional costs 
for the operators. 

One significant concern is the existing parking problem in the neighborhood. An influx of residents and 
visitors, potentially bringing additional vehicles, would exacerbate parking sprawl into surrounding blocks. This 
area already experiences a three-block radius of parking overflow from a nearby apartment complex. 

Furthermore, the area's lack of walkability presents a challenge for those without cars, limiting their access to 
essential amenities like entertainment, community services, and groceries. Public transportation in this vicinity 
is also inadequate; for example, a two-mile trip to downtown Redwood City can take up to 30 minutes via 
public transit. 

This house is located within 2000 feet of Taft Elementary School, a proximity that is legally off-limits to 
registered sex offenders. There is concern due to the lack of information provided at the community meeting 
regarding proper background checks for potential residents. Additionally, Taft Elementary employees and 
parents have not been adequately informed about the county's plans for this property so their input is being 
ignored. 

The county's plan to house up to 12 people on this single-family zoned property would lead to an excessive 
increase in housing density, which the neighborhood infrastructure cannot adequately support. 

The project seems to have been hastily organized.  At the community meeting, several critical details 
regarding the proposed operation were missing. There was insufficient information on its management, 
oversight, and operational costs. The number of residents the home would house, the necessary retrofitting, 
and viable solutions to community concerns were also not provided. There was minimal community 
outreach, and negative community sentiment was not well understood. The presenter at the community 
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meeting seemed to assume the board would pass the proposal without fully grasping the implications of 
placing the home in this area.   
 
Extensive discussions also occurred regarding the closure of a nearby youth center, operated by a different 
organization, located near Douglas Ave. The presenters didn’t know why it failed and what would make this 
location more likely to be a success.  Community members expressed concerns over how the Douglas Ave 
operation drastically and negatively impacted the neighborhood.  
 
With all these concerns in mind, please vote no next Tuesday at that board meeting. 
 
Sincerely,  
Erik Beans 
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From: Alfonso Avila <alfonsozavila@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 20, 2025 1:50 PM
To: CEO_BoardFeedback; SMC_SupGauthier; CEO_SMCSUPSPEIER; Noelia Corzo; 

SMC_SupMueller; David Canepa
Subject: Urgent Community Opposition to Proposed Halfway House at 3335 Spring St, Redwood 

City, CA

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know 
the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 

To whom this may concern, 

My name is Alfonso Avila and I am a resident of 816 11th Ave, Redwood City, CA. I am 
writing with deep concern regarding San Mateo County’s plan to purchase and convert 3335 
Spring St, Redwood City, CA into a halfway house. 

Our community was given no advance notice or opportunity to provide input on this 
decision. We strongly oppose this proposal for the following reasons:

1. Neighborhood Impact – This is a quiet residential area with children, schools, and
families. Converting a single-family home into a high-impact group facility would
fundamentally change the character of our neighborhood. Not only that, but it would
also be putting folks who may not have been properly vetted within 2000ft of Taft
Elementary school.

2. Lack of Transparency – Residents only recently became aware of this plan... and only
homes within a 300ft radius got any sort of communication. A decision of this
magnitude requires full disclosure, community meetings, and meaningful consultation.

3. Zoning & Land Use – This use is not consistent with the property’s current zoning.
We ask for a formal review of zoning compliance and environmental impacts under
CEQA before any approval.

4. Better Alternatives – If the County believes such a facility is needed, more appropriate
sites exist in commercial or multifamily zones with access to transit and services.
There are many buildings north of 5th ave that would be much more appropriate for
this sort of project.
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We urge you to: 

 Pause any purchase or approval until the community has been fully consulted.

 Hold multiple public community meetings before making a decision.

 Explore alternative sites that would not harm residential neighborhoods and pose
threats to Taft Elementary School.

 Vote NO on this project.

We support effective re-entry and rehabilitation programs, but this process must be 
transparent, lawful, and respectful of our community. 

Thank you for your immediate attention. Please confirm receipt of this letter and advise how 
San Mateo County will ensure proper community engagement. 

Sincerely, 

Alfonso Avila Jr, Alfonso Avila Sr, and Gloria Avila 

816 11th Ave, Redwood City, CA, 94063. 

650-454-6316/ alfonsozavila@gmail.com



From: Linda Mogannam
To: CEO_SMCSUPSPEIER; Noelia Corzo; SMC_SupMueller; Lisa Gauthier; David Canepa; CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Involve Community In Sheriff Replacement Process
Date: Tuesday, August 12, 2025 6:07:57 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

Dear Supervisors,

My name is Linda Mogannam and I live in San Mateo. A process is
underway to remove the current sheriff. During any leadership transition
process, please involve the community in the selection of the next sheriff.

If a new sheriff is selected, they will be the Sheriff until at least January
2029, which is nearly a full term.  A rigorous selection process would be
crucial to establishing community trust. The process should be open and
transparent.

Town halls, surveys, focus groups, and other means should be used to
collect residents’ input about the characteristics and views they want in their
next sheriff.

Any interviews should be conducted in public, like when the Alameda Board
of Supervisors publicly interviewed the finalists for District Attorney.

Please consider this request.

Thank you,

Linda Mogannam
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From: Emily Morris
To: Noelia Corzo; CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Involve Community In Sheriff Replacement Process
Date: Tuesday, August 19, 2025 5:10:21 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

Dear Supervisor Corzo,

I'm writing to you as a member of your district asking you to do everything in your power to
ensure community input is front and center in the selection of the next sheriff. I'm proud of
everything our community has done to ensure our law enforcement doesn't get tangled up in
immigrant detention and deportation, and I want to make sure anyone we select as our new
sheriff is onboard with keeping San Mateo County free from unnecessary entanglement with
federal immigration enforcement. Immigrants make San Mateo County great, and we must go
forward and not backward.

Thank you for your consideration,
Emily Morris
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August 25, 2025 
 
David Canepa, President 
San Mateo County Board of Supervisors 
500 County Center, 5th Floor 
Redwood City, CA 94063 
 
RE: August 26 informational study session on SB 63  
 
Dear President Canepa and Members of the San Mateo County Board of Supervisors,   
 
On August 6, 2025, the San Mateo County Transit District (SMCTD/SamTrans) Board of Directors made 
the decision to opt-in (8 to 1) to the regional transportation funding bill Senate Bill (SB) 63. After many 
months of thoughtful study and deliberation, the SamTrans Board concluded that putting the measure 
before voters in November 2026 is in the best interests of our community, taxpayers and riders who 
depend on public transportation in San Mateo County. The SamTrans Board also received letters in 
support of opting in from business, labor and community groups, plus opt-in recommendations from the 
San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA) and the City/County Association of Governments 
of San Mateo County (C/CAG) advocating for strong accountability measures.   
 
If SB 63 becomes law and the resulting tax measure is approved by voters, it will secure local funding for 
San Mateo County that:  
 

• Keeps Caltrain running: The measure would fully fund San Mateo County’s share of Caltrain’s 
operating costs and help preserve electrified service every 30 minutes.  

• Supports public transit in San Mateo County:  The measure would provide more than  
$45 million annually in new, flexible funding for SamTrans to invest in local public transportation 
needs.  

• Supports key regional connections: BART and Muni service — used by more than 5 million 
riders in San Mateo County annually — will have new, dedicated funding.  

• Holds agencies accountable: Although bill amendments are still being finalized, the oversight 
and accountability measures proposed by the SB 63 authors for inclusion in the bill will ensure 
that San Mateo County has a seat at the oversight table, receives its fair share of service and 
benefits and that regional transit agencies develop long-term, sustainable budgets.   

  
SMCTA’s polling data from May 2025 shows almost 60% of San Mateo County voters support a tax 
increase for local or regional transportation priorities. Voters equally support their tax dollars funding 
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SamTrans, Caltrain, and BART even if they don’t ride public transit frequently. Our voters understand 
that having a strong regional public transportation network improves the economy, traffic congestion, 
equity, air quality, safety, parking availability and our overall quality of life in San Mateo County.    
 
SMCTD is a member agency of Caltrain, and we are required to fund our share of its $75 million annual 
average operating deficit. Should SB 63 and the regional measure fail, those funds are most likely to 
come from SMCTA’s Measure A if renewed by voters in 2028. This means less money for streets and 
roads, pothole repairs, highway safety projects, sidewalks, bike paths and more — funds that our local 
cities and unincorporated county communities need.   
 
SamTrans bus service also faces a growing operating deficit and capital needs. Despite cost-cutting 
measures, expenses continue to outpace revenues. We must continue to fund legally mandated 
projects, such as converting our bus fleet to zero emissions, and making critical improvements like bus 
stop upgrades across the county and sea level rise protections for our operations centers located on the 
Bay. The SB 63 regional measure would provide funding needed to tackle these challenges and help 
maintain current service levels for riders who depend on SamTrans bus service daily — 79% of whom do 
not drive or have access to a car. SMCTD will develop an expenditure plan for return-to-source public 
transit funds coming back to San Mateo County that prioritizes input from the District’s strategic plan, 
capital improvement plan and our community stakeholders.    
 
SB 63 gives San Mateo County transparency, accountability and equity in our relationship with BART and 
Muni in return for contributions that help protect existing service in San Mateo County. In exchange for 
SB 63 tax revenues, BART and Muni would be required by law to treat our county equally in all aspects 
related to their service including cleanliness, security, and frequency. Agencies would lose funding from 
SB 63 for failing to comply with these standards or if they do not adequately address their long-term 
budget problems.   
 
We thank the members of our legislative delegation for their continued advocacy and partnership, and 
the bill authors for thoughtfully incorporating SMCTD’s feedback into many of their proposed 
amendments. We trust our delegation to reach a consensus and develop the strongest possible 
accountability structures.   
 
Our residents deserve the opportunity to vote on this measure and decide whether to provide funding 
that will help avoid severe and disproportionate service cuts in San Mateo County. We look forward to 
working in partnership with the Board of Supervisors and elected officials throughout the region in 
support of public transportation during the months ahead.   
 
Sincerely,  
  
 
 
Jeff Gee  
Chair, San Mateo County Transit District  
  



  
 
 
Marie Chuang  
Vice Chair, San Mateo County Transit District  
 
  
Cc: San Mateo County Transit District Board of Directors  
Carlos Romero, Chair, San Mateo County Transportation Authority 
Adam Rak, Chair, City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County 
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