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FILE NO. 190761 RESOLUTION NO.

[Accept and Expend Grant - California State Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Prdgram - Sunset
and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation - $2,340,000]

Resolutibn authorizing the acceptance and expenditure of California State Senate Bill 1 -
Local Partnership Program formulaic funding in the amount of $2,340,000 for San
Francisco Public Works’ Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project, for

a term to commence following Board approval through June 30, 2023.

WHEREAS, On April 28, 2017, the Governor of California signed the Road Repair and
Accountability Act of 2017, also known as Senate Bill 1 (herein referred to as SB1), a |
transportation funding package of more than $50 billion over the next 10 years that increases
funding for local streets and roads, multi-modal improvements, and transit operations; and

WHEREAS, SB1 created the Local Partnership Program (herein referred to as LPP)
and appropriateé $200‘million annually to be allocated by the California Transportation
Commission (herein referred to as CTC) to local or regional agencies that have sought and
received voter approval of taxes or imposed fees solely dedicated to transportation; and

WHEREAS, On October 18, 2017, CTC adopted program guidelines that allocate 50%
of the program ($100 million annually) through a Formulaic Program to local or regional
ﬁansportétion agencies that sought and received voter a‘pproval of transportation sales tax,
tolls, or fees; and |

WHEREAS, The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (h'erein referred to as
SFCTA) is eligible to receive LPP Formulaic Program distributions because SFCTA:
administers Proposition K (herein referred to as. Prop K), a half-cent local transportation sales
tax program approved by San Francisco voters in November 2003, and Proposition AA |

(herein referred to as Prop AA), an additional $10 vehicle registration fée approved by San

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar ,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . Page 1
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Francisco voters in November 2010, both with revenues dedicated to fund transpor{aﬁon
investments; and- |

WHEREAS, SFCTA identified San Francisco Public Works’ (herein referred to as
SFPW) street resurfacing projects as good candidates for the LPP Formulaic Program given
the steady pipeline of construction ready projects and the size of the projects being a good
match with the anticipated size of SFCTA's LPP formulaic shares; and |

. WHEREAS, On December 12,2017, the SFCTA Board programmed its share of LPP
Formulaic Program funds from FY2017-2018 to FY2019-2020 to the following three projecfs:
1. FY2017-2018: .Parkmercedff win Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement
Renovation (also known as Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Mt Davidson Residential
Pavement Renovation) -
2. FY2018-2019: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation '
3. FY2019-2020: Various Locations Paverﬁent Renovation No. 42 (also known as
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation); and

WHEREAS, On August 29 2018, SFPW and SFCTA jointly submitted nomination
packages to CTC for FY2019-2020 funding for Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement
Renovation; and | | | '

WHEREAS, On October 17, 2018, CTC adopted and programmed $2,340,QOO‘in '
FY2019-2020 LPP Formulaic Program funds for Sunset and Parkside Streets Payement
Renovation; and

WHEREAS, The project reduires a 100% local match, which SFPW programs as
follows: $2,632,000 in General Funds; and

WHEREAS, The funding d’oes not require an ASO amendment; and |

WHEREAS, The total budgets, which includes the grant and match funds, include
indirect costs fotaling $614,108.78: now, therefore be it

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar _
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 2
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RESOLVED, That this Board of Supervisors authorizes SFPW to accept and expend

up to $2,340,000 in SB1 LPP Formulaic Funds for FY2019-2020 for the project described

above; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Direétor of Public Works or his or her designee is

FURTHER RESOLVED: That SFPW, by adopting this Resolution, will commit

$2,632,000 in local matching funds.

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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| authorized to execute all required documents for receipt of LPP Formulaic Funds; and, be it
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Recommended:

Mohammed Nuru

Director of Publip Works

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING JuLy 24,2019

item 3 ’ Department
File 19-0761 ‘ General Services Agency - - Department of Public Works
: (DPW)

Legislative Objectives

= The proposed resolution would authorize the Department of Public Works (Public Works)
to-accept and expend up to $2,340,000 in Senate Bill 1 (SB1) Local Partnership Program
(LPP) funds in FY 2019-20 for the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation
project, coupled with a match of $2,632,000 from the General Fund. :

Key Points

a SBlisa transportatlon funding package that prowdes over $50 billion in increased fundmg.
for local streets and roads, multi-modal improvements and transportation operations over
the next 10 years.

e SB1 established the LPP, which allocates $200 million in SB1 funding per year to local or
regional agencies that have sought and received voter approval for taxes or imposed fees
dedicated solely to transportation. 50 percent of annual LPP funds ($100 million) are
allocated through a-Formulaic Program to local and regional transportation agencies that

~ have specifically sought and received voter approval for transportation sales taxes, tolls or
fees. The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) is ellgrble to recejve LPP
Formulaic Funds.

e The SFCTA and Public Works Submitted a joint request for FY 2019—20 LPP Formulaic
‘Funds for the Sunset and Parkside Pavement Renovation project, which would repave and
extend the useful life of 2.5 miles of residential streets in the Sunset and Parkside
neighborhoods. The project is expected to begin in July 2019 and conclude in March 2023.

Fiscal Impact

e The total project budget is 54,972,000, with $2,340,000 provided in SB1 LPP Formulaic
Funds and $2,632,000 provided in matching funds by Public Works.

e Public Works’ General Fund contribution was appropriated in the Department’s FY 2018-
19 budget.

Recommendation

e Approve the proposed resolution.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING : July 24, 2019

City Administrative Code Section 10.170-1 states that accepting Federal, State, or third-party
grant funds in the amount of $100,000 or more, including any City matching funds required by
the grant, is subject to Board of Supervisors approval.

The Governor of California signed Senate Bill 1 (SB1)! into law in April 2017. SB1 is a
transportation funding package that provides over $50 billion in increased funding for local
streets and roads, multi-modal improvements and transit operations over the next 10 years.

SB1 established the Local Partnership Program (LPP), which appropriates $200 million in SB1
funding per year. The California Transportation Commission (CTC} allocates LPP funds to local or
regional agencies that have sought and received voter approval of taxes or imposed fees
dedicated solely to transportation. 50 percent of LPP funds ($100 million) are allocated annually
through a Formulaic Program to local or regional transportation agencies that have specifically
sought and received voter approval for transportation sales taxes, tolls or fees.

The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) is eligible to receive funding
through the LPP Formulaic Program due to the fact that the agency administers Proposition K
(Prop K}, a half-cent local transportation sales tax program approved by San Francisco voters in
November 2003, and Proposition AA (Prop AA), an additional $10 vehicle registration fee
approved by San Francisco voters in November 2010.

In August 2018, the SFCTA and the San Francisco Public Works Department (Public Works)
submitted a joint request to the CTC for FY 2019-20 LPP Formulaic Funds for the Sunset and
Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project. In October 2018, the CTC approved the request
and adopted and programmed $2,340,000 in FY 2019-20 for the project, with the requirement
that Public Works provide a 100% local match.

The proposed resolution would authorize Public Works to accept and expend up to $2,340,000
in SB1 LPP Formulaic Funds in FY 2019-20 for the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement
Renovation project, and commit $2,632,000 in local matching funds.

Project Description

The Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project would repave 2.5 miles of
residential streets in the Sunset and Parkside neighborhoods. Key elements of the project scope
include demolition and pavement renovation, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp
construction and retrofit, and traffic control. The project is part of Public Works” larger Street

1581 s also known as the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING JuLy 24,2019

Resurfacing Program, which seeks to minimize resurfacing costs and prolong the service life of
City streets through routine, preventative maintenance,

. Through the Street Resurfacing Program, Public Works assigns every City block a Pavement
.Condition Index (PCl) score every two years. PCl scores range from 0 (“Very Poor”) to 100
(“Excellent”).-PCl scores in the Sunset and Parkside Pavement Renovation project area currently
average in the mid-40s, which corresponds to an “At-Risk” rating. Upon completion of the
project, Public Works expects the project area’s PCl score to rise to 100, thereby decreasing the
lifetime maintenance and repair costs of the streets in the project area and improving road
conditions for drivers, public transit riders, and bicyclists.

Public Works expects to put contractual services for the project out to bid in Fall 2019 and
begin construction in Spring/Summer 2020, The project is expected to reach completlon by
March 2023.

FiscALIMPAGT

The proposed resolution would authorize $2,340,000 in SB1 LPP Formulaic Funds for the design
-and construction of the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project, with Public’
Works providing an additional $2,632,000 in local matching funds. The total prolect budget is
$4,972,000, as shown in Table 1 below.

Table 1: Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation Budget

Sources Amount

SB1 LPP Grant ' S 2,340,000.00
General Fund ' $ 2,632,000.00
Total : . $ 4,972,000.00
Uses . Amount

‘Design ’ © S 472,000.00
Construction (Hard Cost) S 3,214,285.65

“Construction Contingency (10% of Hard Cost) S = 321,428.57
Construction Management (30% of Hard Cost) .S  964,285.70
Total $ 4,972,000.00

Public Works’ 2,632,000 General Fund contribution was appropriated in the Department’s FY
2018-19 budget.

Public Works does not expect to incur any ongoing costs following the expiration of the grant
funds.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the proposed resolution.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ' . BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
' ' 10
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File Number:

(Provlded by Clerk of Board of Supewlsors)

Purpose: Accompanies proposed Board of Supervisors resolutions authorizing a Department to accept and

expend grant funds.

Grant Resolution Informatlion Fcrm
(Effective July 2011)

The following describes the grant referred to in the accompanying resolution:

1.

s

5.

Grant Title: Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Formulaic Fund Program

Depaﬁnwent: San Francisco Public Works

Contact Persomn: Elizabeth Ramos

Grant Approval Status (check one):
{x1 Approved by funding agency

Telephone: 415.554.4069

[]1 Not yet approved

Amount of Grant Funding Approved or Applied for: $2,340,000

Grant Contract 1D Proiect 5
| TBD Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement_ﬁenovatlon
6. a. Matching Funds Required:'

10. a.

Minimum;

Actual:

$2,340,000
$2.632,000

b. Souree(s) of matching funds (lf apphcable)

General Fund

.oal Grant Source Agency:

California Transportation Commission

o} Grant Pass-Through Agency (if app!vcabie)

.Not Applicable

Proposed Grant Prbject Summary:

Repaving of 2.5 miles of residential streets in the Sunset and Parkside neighborhoods in San
Francisca. The project consists of demolition and pavement renovation, new sidewalk
construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control and all related and mmdentai

work within project limits.

Grant Project Schedule, as allowed in approval documents, or as proposed:

Start-Date:

07/2019 End-Date: 03/2023

Amount budgeted for contractual services: -
$3,535,714

b. Will contractual services be put out to bid?
Yes,

4135



c. If so, will contract services help to further the goals of the Department's Local Business
Enterprise (LBE) requirements?
Yes, the contract will meet our depaﬁmenf’s LBE requirement.

d. Is this likely to be a one-time or ongoing request for contracting out? -
One-time request.

11. a. Does the budget include indirect costs?
[X] Yes - [TNo

b. 1. I yas, how much?
$614,108.78
b. 2. How was the amount calculated?

FY18/19 Indirect Cost Plan
c. 1. If no, why are Indirect costs not included?

[ ] Not allowed by granting agency . [1To maximize use of grant funds on direct services
[ ] Other (please explain):

-~ s} [T 37N
C. L If no indirect cost

Not Applicable

m
(1
[+

12. Any other significant grant requirements or comments:
Not Applicable

4136



“*Disability Access Checklist**(Department must forward a copy of all completed Grant Information
Forms to the Mayoi's Office of Disability)

13. This Grant is intended for activities at (check alf that apply):

[X] Existing Site{s) - [ ] Existing Structure(s) [1 Existiﬁg Program(s) or Service(s)
[ ] Rehabilitated Site(s) [ ] Rehabilitated Structura(s) [] New Program(s) or Service(s).
[ 1 New Site(s) [ 1 New Structure(s)

14. The Departmental ADA Coordinafor or the Mayot's Office on Disability have reviewed the proposal and
condcluded that the project as proposed will be in compiiance with the Américans with Disabilities Act and all
other Federal, State and local disability rights laws and regulations and will allow the full inclusion of persons
with disabllities. These requirements include, but are not limited to:

1. Having staff trained in how to provide reasonable modifications in policles, practnces and procedures;
- 2. Having auxiliary aids and services available Ina fimely manner in order to ensure communication access;

3. Ensuring that any service areas and related facilities open to the public are architecturally accessible and
have been inspected and approved by the DPW Access Compliance Officer or the Mayor’s Office on
. Disability Compliance Officers.

If such access would be technically infeasible, this is described in the comments section below:

Comments:

Departmental ADA Coordinator or Mayor's Office of Disability Reviewer:

Kevin Jénsen _

(Name)

* Disabillty Access Coordinator

(Titte)

L

&t

: PRy, 8 S’rj o
Date Reviewed: &7/ 1/ =" ["7

Dep:artment Head or Deslgnee Approval of Grant Information Form:

Mohammed Nuru

{Nama) ' x’j < —~
Director, San Francisco Public Works - - N
(Titte) ‘ ‘ ' ’ “

Date Reviewed:

i “ A’ o > - £ F Ip——2
@orktue Fenied) &7 7577
| /
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Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

SB1 Lotal Partnership Program Formulaic Funds Budget

Sources Amount

Amount
S 472,000 |.
S 4,500,000

SB1 LPP $ 2,340,000
General Fund - , - § 2,632,000
TOTAL REVENUE: S 4,972,000

" Uses , , SB1LPP General Fund
Design ’ , $ 236,000 $ 236,000
Construction "~ $.2,104,000 S 2,396,000
TOTAL COST: ‘ ©$ 2,340,000 $ 2,632,000

4138
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San Francisco Public Works
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

Table of Contents

BaSIC PrOJECt INTOMMAtION v vcisririiitiinir et re b erress s taesbesaresttoneesetarssbteesanesensovetsrvresessssnentesstenstsssereos

2
Street Resurfacing Program BackBround ...t 3
- San Francisco’s Street Resurfacing Needs 4
Sunset and Parkside Project Information ..........ccovrennes Crer SR -
Anticipated Benefits frdm the Sunset and' Parkside Project......ccririnnnniencanmnnnieeneno. 13
Monetary Benefits ............. retieers e OO e e 13
ClMAtE IMPACES cviivveirenevirrersieimisiecenanaeirssressssssesserobessnsssssstesessenpesesnassresessessotsssessertsessersanssnessarssensen Lb
Land Use, Housing Planning, Transportation Goals........ccceiciimmiiemsnsmdiesmmsss e oo 15

CONCIUSION ..ttt iiete e s bbb e cerr et e rbes e beerressbre s basbrabas et b aaeabe astatesbessnnessrasnnsorsbersbseeshassressssenssansisnonroressrrns 1O

.

Attachment Az FUNAING PlaN . vt ineresssesssaressiassssesssesssssssssstesesssosssassissessssssesasssssnsonns |
Attachment B Cost EStMate i rvveerrerees s rreverriae s SN |
Attachment C: Project IMap .oiviitinmeiireneneteine s sessnsessssssssssisesresessinssnssessesessenassssessssssiessssansasones il

Attachment D: Anticipated Project SCREAUIE .......v.eevvurvcrrieeeireconirmarseeeisnssssesassinssspessnsssesesssnsssssisssssanessesse IV

1|Page

4140




Sah Francisco Public Works

Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

Basic Project Information

Project Name: Sunset and Parkside Street Pavement Renovation

Project Description: Repaving of 2.5 miles of residential streets (30 block) in the Sunset and
Parkside neighborhoods in San Francisco. The project consists of demolition and pavement
renovation, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic controi and
all related and mcxdental work within project limits.

Project Location: The project will resurface the following residential street segments in San
Francisco: Ortega Street (19th Avenhue to 29th Avenue), Pacheco Street (36th Avenue to 37th
Avenue and 41st Avenue to 44th Avenue), Ulloa Street (19th Avenue to 23rd Avenue and 24th
~ Avenue to 29th Avenue), 16th Avenue (Taraval to Wawona Street), 18th Avenue (Pacheco

Street to Santiago Street).

Project Phase: Construction
‘Fiscal Year of Programming: 2019/20

“Total Project Cost: $4,972,000

Hpeta phac
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LPP Amount Requested: $333,000 from Cycle 1 programming amendment for Fiscal Year 2018-
2019, $2,007,000 from Cycle 2 Fiscal Year 2019-2020

Local Match: $2,632,000

2iPage
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San Francisco Public Works
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

Street Resurfacing Program Background

San Francisco Public Works (Public Works) is responsible for more than 900 miles of streets and
roadways, comptrising more than 12,900 street segments and blocks. The Public Works Street
Resurfacing Program (Street Resurfacing) maintains deteriorated City streets through various
treatment types, such as grinding and paving from curb to curb and pavement preservation.
Roadway surfaces must be routinely maintained, renewed, and resurfaced to extend the
service Iife of the pavement.

Street Resurfacing inspects each of the City’s blocks and
assigns a Pavement Condition Index {PCl) score every two
years. The PCl score ranges from 0 (“Very Poor”) to 100
(“Excellent”). These scores assist Public Works with -
implementing the pavement management strategy of
preserving streets by applying the right treatment to the nght
3 roadway at the right time. Streets are prioritized and sejected
based on PCI scores as well as the presence of transit and bicycle routes, scheduled street
clearance, and geographic equity.

In San Franciscd, the goal of the Street Resurfacing Program is to maximize every dollar
received. Street Resurfacing has adopted asset management best practices to minimize life

- cycle costs. A street’s typical life cycle is approximately 30 years, but can vary depending on
usage and other factors. Best practices in street management recommend preserving streets
before they become more costly to fix later. This cycle keeps San Francisco streets at a higher
lifetime average PCl score, while reducing reconstruction costs.

Since 2011, Street Resurfacing has performed over 110 joint and coordinated projects with
public and private agencies. Public Works mamtams regular communication with other public_
and private agencies and tracks :
the City’s projects to determine
whether paving should join or
coordinate on a project with
other agencies. CoordinatingA
street resurfacing work with
other major San Francisco
projects maximizes the efficiency
and effectiveness of public’
dollars, while minimizing
disruption to San Francisco
residents, visitors, and
businesses.

3|Page
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San Francisco Public Works
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

In the spirit of coordinating projects, Street Resurfacing also helps build curb ramps in San
Francisco. The American Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) requires that the City build out curb
ramps to ensure accessibility on the public right-of-way. San Francisco is committed to
providing full and fair access to ali City streets and complying with ADA accessibility
requirements. The City’'s 2008 update of the ADA Transition Plan for Curb Ramps and
Sidewalks sets an aggressive goal of putting a curb ramp at every street corner in the City. In

accordance with this aggressive goal, Street Resurfacing has constructed over 5,000 curb ramps
between 2013 and 2016.

San Francisco’s Street Resurfacing Needs

Well maintained streets provide multi-modal benefits. Motorists, cyclists, and transit benéﬁt
from smoother and safer paved streets. Public transportation and the movement of goods and
services would not be possible without a network of even and dependable streets.

In 2011, San Francisco voters overwhelmingly approved the 2011 Road Repaving and Stree
Safety Bond (Streets Bond) and set a citywide target PCl score of 70. Over 68% of San Francnsco
voters approved the proposition and since 2011, the PCI goal has been reiterated in the City’s
10 Year Capital Plan. As of December 2017, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, San
Francisco’s metropolitan planning organization, implemented a PCl measurement protocol .

" change, which boosted the network PCl scores of all nine Bay Area countles by 5 points,

effectively making San Francnsco s new target a PCl of 75.

The Street Resurfacing program'’s use of Streets Bond funds proved that the number of blocks
treated each year is directly tied to funding. Street Resurfacing has maximized the Streets Bond
funds and, in the three years after the Streets Bond passed, the number of blocks treated in San

Francisco has tripled (see Figure 1). Since 2011, Street Resurfacing has treated a total of 4,299
block (see Figure 2).

Figure 1; Number of Blocks Paved (Pre- and Post- Streets Bond)

Number of Blocks Treated
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‘San Francisco Public Works
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

Figure 2: Annual Number of Blocks Treated Since Fiscal Year 2009-2010
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The target PCl score of 75 aims to make San Francisco streets “Good,” by Fiscal Year 2025. As of
December 2017, the average citywide PCl score is 74.* This PCl score has increased from the
historical low of 68 in 2009, with the bulk of the improvements occurring between 2011 and .
.2016, largely because of the dedicated fundmg stream from the Streets Bond during this five
year period.?

"Public Works has made great strides in improving the City’s network PCl score, but with the
depletion of Streets Bond funds; dependable and sufficient funding for the program does not
currently exist. With current levels of funding, San Francisco can expect the average citywide
PCl score to drop to 67 by 2027.3 A score of 67 not only erases all improvements to the citywide
network but also is the lowest average network score San Francisco streets have ever received.
If this funding level continues, San Francisco streets can expect to fall to an average PCi score of
55 by 2045 (see Figure 3).* Fully funding the Street Resurfacmg Program is necessary to sustain
the improvements made since 2011 and reach the target PCi score of 75, ’

! This score was calculated after the 2017 protocol change and is equal to a PCl of 69 prior to the protocol change.
2 This score was calculated after the 2017 protocol change and is equal ta a PCl of 63 prior to the protocol change.
% This score was calculated after the 2017 protocol change and is equal to a PCl of 62 prior to the protocol change.
* This score was calculated after the 2017 protocol change and is equal to a PCl of 50 prior to the protoco! change.

5|{Page
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San Francisco Public Works
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

Figure 3: PCI Outcomes from Different Budget Scenarios
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As of December 2016, approximately 40% of San Francisco streets are still considered “At-Risk,”
“Poor,” or “Very Poor.” These streets are quickly qlete"rior‘ating and require larger scale
maintenance and repair. Work on “At-Risk” and worse streets has significantly higher costs and
is more labor-intensive than maintaining “Good” and “Excellent” streets. In order to continue to
improve and prevent a drop in the network PCl score, Street Resurfacing must focus repaving

efforts on San Francisco’s “At-Risk” and worse streets.

6lPage
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San Francisco Public Works
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

Table 1; Cost of Per Curb Repair Based on PCl Score {as of December 2016)

A Cost of Repair
PCl Score Rating (Per Block)  Treatment Method

. SF Goal: PC|
of 75

As of . ¥
December
2017: PCl of
74

The quality of the City’s street network affects the cost burden that San Francisco residents will
bear. These costs are incurred as personal vehicle maintenance and repair costs, as well as the
tax burden needed to upkeep San Francisco roads. As the PCl increases, the cost of
maintenance and repair of local roads drastically decreases. According to the costs outlined in
Table 2, a PCl score 75 will reduce the maintenance and repair costs of San Francisco streets
from $143,000 per block to $35,000 per block (see Table 1).

As San Francisco’s network of streets and roads deteriorate, maintaining the citywide network
becomes more expensive, and San Francisco’s paving needs increase. More expensive repairs
mean that more financial and labor resources are needed to repave the City’s streets. Street
Resurfacing will need to spend more time and- ‘money to pave less streets. As a result, the -
citywide paving backlog grows (see Figure 4).

Figure 4: Backlog Trends Based on Funding Levels

San Francisco Paving Backlog
(in millions of dollars)

- BT
600 ° P ‘ §

400 %g Eigggigigg'%EEiiEE!EE [
aﬁéégggéééé%gégﬁégé %

# Funding for PClof 70 & Current Funding Levels

7|Page

4146




San Francisco Public Works
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

The backlog represents streets within the City’s network that require maintenance and repair.
However, because of prioritizétion and resource scarcity, Street Resurfacing lacks the capacity
to work on these streets now. Streets in the City’s backlog continue to deteriorate; the longer
the streets stay in the backlog, the more expensive they become to repair and maintain.

Table 2: Backiog Growth Based oh Funding Levels

PCl of 75 Current Funding Levels | PClin Mid 80s

Backlog Growth

Bacllog in 2045

Currently, the San Francisco streets and roads network has a backlog of $307 million. Based on
September 2017 estimates, if the City does not receive additional funding, San Francisco can
expect to see a backlog of $800 million by 2045, If San Francisco secures funding to reach the
target PCl score of 75 by 2025, the City’s backlog will still grow, but only by 37%. In this

scenario, the backlog will be $420 million by 2045. If the City was interested in reducing the
backlog, funding to reach and maintain a PCl score in the low 80s is needed (see Table 2).

Smoother streets also save individual drivers from paying significant personal vehicle repair and
maintenance costs. According to the American Society of Civil Engineers 2017 Infrastructure

Report Card, deteriorating roads cost the average driver approximately $800 in annual vehicle
repair fees.® '

Sunset ahd Parkside Project Information

Public Works requests Cycle 2 Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Local Partnership Program (LPP) formula
funds for the construction phase of the pavement portion of the Sunset and Parkside Streets
Pavement Renovation project. The total project will cost approximately $4.97 million, with a
construction phase that will cost $4.5 million. Street Resurfacing is requesting $2.34 million in
Fiscal Year 2018-2019 and FY 2019-2020 LPP funds for construction. These funds will be
matched with $2.63 million of local General Fund. For further information on project costs,

please refer to the attached Project Funding Plan (Attachment A) and Project Cost Estimate
(Attachment B). B '

5 American Society of Civil Engineers, 2017 Infrastructure Report Card.
https://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/infrastructure-super-map/
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Figure 5: Sunset and Parkside Project Limits -
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_The project is located on 2.5 miles or 30 blocks of street. The project will include the following
street segments:

® Oftega Street from 19th Avenue to 29th Avenue (0.6 miles)

o Pacheco Street from 36th Avenue to 37th Avenue and 41st Avenue to 44th Avenue
(0.47 miles) ' :

e Ulloa Street from 19th Avenue fq 23rd Avenue and 24th Avenue to 29th Avenue (0.6
miles) : :

e 16th Avenue from Taraval to Wawona Street (0.4 miles)
e 18th Avenue from Pacheco Street to Santiago Street (0.4 miles).
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These segments are located in western San Fréncisco, in vicinity to the city’s Sunset and
Parkside neighborhoods. The project improve the street network near many important
neighborhood and community centers, such as:

Robert Louis Stevenson Elementary School:An elementary school that provides rigorous
curriculum that ensures students engage in authentic learning experiences in and out of the’
classroom. The school an enroliment of approximately 500 students, of which over 95%are
considered minorities and 53% are considered socioeconomically disadvantaged.®

Sunset Elementary School: An elementary school that embraces the best teaching practices to
- implement a comprehensive curriculum that addresses all students’ needs. This school has an

enrollment of approximately 400 students, of which 72% are minorities and 26% are considered
socioeconomically disadvantaged.’-

A.P. Giannini Middle School: Both previously mentioned elementary schools feed into this
middle school, which has aims to build a strong connection to the community, as weli as the
capacity of teachers to meet the diverse needs of the student body. This school has an
enrollment of approximately 1,200 students, of which 84% are minorities and 40.9% are
considered soc:oeconomtcal!y disadvantaged?®,

Abraham Lincoln High School: High school with an enrollment of approximately 2,000 students
annually, The school provides a positive, nurturing school environment supporting academic
success and responsiveness to different student learning needs, including a comprehenswe
English Language Learner program and Special Education curricutum.®

Sunset Recreation Center: This recreation center has been around since 1940 and is a main hub
of activi‘éy for children in the outer Sunset District. Recently renovated, this facility sports
facilities for art, yoga, early childhood development, dance, as well as full size gym, outdoor
basketball court and new children’s playground. 0

McCoppin Square: A quiet and safe érassy play area with tennis courts, a baseball diamond, a
half basketball court and a gated playground. The square provides Sunset resudents with a
famt!y-fnendly, open greenspace®!

SRobert Louis Stevenson Elementary School, San Francisco Public Schools.
http://www.sfusd.edu/en/schools/school-information/robert-l-stevenson.html

7 Sunset Elementary School, San Francisco Public Schools. http://www sfusd.edu/en/schools/school-
information/sunset.himi

8 A.P. Giannin! Middl Schoo!, San Francisco Public Schools. http://www.sfusd.edu/en/schools/school-
information/giannini-a-p.htmf

*Abraham Lincoln High Schoo, San Francisco Public Schools. http://www. cfusd edu/en/schools/school-
information/abraham-lincoin.html

# Sunset Rec Center, San Francisco Recreation and Parks. http://sfrecpark. org/desrmauon/sunset»rec-center patk/
*McCoppin Square, San Francisco Recreation and Parks. http://sfrecpark.org/destination/mccoppin-sguare/
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West Sunset Playground: This playground is located bordered by three schools and the Ortega
Branch Library. The facilities include a club house, a playgrouhd, baseball fields, a soccer field,
and tennis courts. In 2018, the playground will undergo a renovation to improve-the sports
facilities and park amenities.?

Ortega Branch Library: Library branch located in western San Francisco, with various monthly
programs, including Teen STEM, Monthly Crafts, and Family Storytime for children and teens.
The library also boasts a medium-sized Chinese language collection and a small-sized Russian
language collection.®? '

For more information on the project location, please refer to the attached project map
(Attachment C).

Figure 6: Project Location
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12 West Sunset Playground, San Francsico Recreation and Parks. http://sfrecpark.org/project/west-sunset-
plavground/
13 Ortega Branch Library, San Francisco Public Library. https://sfol.org/?pg=0100001601
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Figure 7. Current Conditions on Ortega Street

e

Currently, the average PCl score within the project limits is in the mid 40’s, making the roads
“At-Risk,” This project will boost the PCl 'score to 100, and, subsequently, help boost the City’s
network PCL. This construction work will, in conjunction with Street Resuifacing’s asset

- management strategy, decrease the lifetime maintenance and repair costs on the Sunset and
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Parkside neighborhoods’ streets, while providing a smoother and safer road for drivers, public
transit.riders, and bicyclists. ' ‘

The project consists of demolition of existing pavement;, the pavement renovation of thre 30
blocks, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control, and all
related and incidental work within project limits..

The project is currently in the design phase. As of AugUst 2018, design is 65% complete. The
project is scheduled to start construction Spring 2020 and complete construction in Spring
2021. For further project schedule information, please refer to the attached Project Schedule
(Attachment D). ’ ‘ ‘

Anticipated Benefits from the Sunset and Parkside Project 4
The Sunset and Parkside Streets Renovation project will provide a multitude of benefits both to
the citywide population and to the project’s neighboring communities. This application does '
not use the recommended California Department of Transportation Life-Cycle benefit:Cost
Analysis Model because the model proved to have limitations when calculating local streets and
roads related benefits. The model uses the International Roughness Index (IRI) to measure
pavement condition, while Street Resurfacing uses Pavement Condition Index (PCl). Public
Works does not currently have the ability to convert PCl into IRI. Instead, benefits in this
application are based on research and literature review,

Monetary Benefits _

Street Resurfacing's strategy is to perform preservation treatments approximately every 10
years, with a paving treatment approximately every 30 years. The streets in the Sunset and
Parkside project are currently in need of paving treatment to stay on track with asset
management best practices. In comparison, if these streets were to follow a traditional
reconstruction cycle, with no maintenance, the streets will continue to deteriorate, making -
them substantially more expensive to fix at a later time.

As shown in Figure 8, San Francisco’s preserve-and-pave cycle is more cost effective than
reconstructing streets every 30 years. Additionally, the average PCl over the life of stre"‘ets,
using this best practices strategy, can be as high as 84 (dotted blue line in Figure 8);
comparatively, using the traditional reconstruction life cycle, the average PCl of a streets is
estimated to be only in the mid-50s (orange dotted line in Figure 8). Using the Street ,
Resurfacing’s adopted strategy, maintenance and repair costs, the backlog, and personal motor
vehicle damages are expected to decrease.

13|Page

4152




San Frahcisco Public Works
" Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation.

Figure 9: “Traditional” vs. “Best Practices” Asset Managemenf Cycle
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Years Beyond Initial Construction

If a preserve-and-pave cycle is followed (“Preventative Maintenance” line in Figure 8), between .
Year 0 and Year 40, the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project could
" potentially save the City approximately $9 million in maintenance and repair costs (see Table 3

for calculations), In order for these savings to be realized, asset management best practlces
must be continuously used.

Table 3: Cost Savings

Best Practices Traditional
Blocks 30 30 B
Cost of Repair (Per Block) | $164,000 | $477,000
Cost of Repair (Total) $4,972,000 $14,310,000

Climate Impacts ‘

Research shows that smoother, well-paved streets haye associated positive climate impacts.
treet Resurfacing incorporates Reclaimed Asphalt Paving (RAP), a sustainable pavement

strategy, in the paving process. San Francisco includes, at a minimum, 15% recycled asphalt in

all paving projects. Using RAP, Street Resurfacing uses less natural resources and reduces the

amount of waste diverted to landfills. According to a New Civil Engineers report, every lane-
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mile recycled is the equivalent of removing 11 cars off the road for a year, reducing overall '
greenhouse gas emissions.*¥ Based on this argument, the Sunset and Parkside project, which -
will repave 2-lane street segments, has the potential to reduce greenhouse gases by the
equivalent of the emissions from 55 cars in a year.

- According to the Concrete Sustainability Hub at Massachusetts Institute of Technology,
“rougher roads lead to a greater fuel consumption [...] having a potentially huge impact when
aggregated.” *> The National Cooperative Highway Research Program found that vehicles
driving on rough, damaged, unpaved streets can have up to almost 5% increase in fuel
consumption.® The Federal Highway Administration links the increase in fuel consumption to

- the energy needed for a vehicle to stabilize itself while sustaining the speed Ilmlt on rough and

bumpy roads.’ “

The project will greatly improve the condition of streets in the Sunset and Parkside
neighborhoods. Drivers on the streets after the completion of the project will experience
smoother streets; drivers will no longer require the use of the extra 5% in fuel consumption to
stabilize their vehlcles

Land Use, Housing Planmng, Transportation Goals :
The Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project also aligns with many of the
City's land use and transportation goals.

According to the San Francisco General Plan, a priority of the City’s streets and roadways is to

accommodate human movement and join the districts of the City.'® Residential streets are

smaller and less publicly visible, but these streets are important connections for San Francisco’s

neighborhoods. The different project segments are located near important local destinations,

- including San Francisco public K-12 schools and public open parks and spaces. Renovation of
street segments in the project will improve connections for San Francisco residents travelhng to

and from the Sunset District. »

The project also falls in line with infrastructure investment goals outlined in Plan Bay Area
2040. The plan prioritizes maintaining San Francisco Bay Area’s local streets and roads and

4 New Civil Engineers, Final Report: California Statewide Local Street and Roads Needs Assessment, 2016 October, pp, 23-24,
accessed-2017 November 30. http://www.savecaliforniastreets.org/wp-content/uploads/ 2016/10/2016‘-CA-S’[8'€8W1dE—LOCa!-
Streets-and-Roads-Needs-Assessment-Final-Report.pdf

15 Greene, Suzanne, et al. Pavement Roughness and Fuel Consumption, Massachusetts Institute of Technology Concrete
Sustainability Hub, 2013 August, pp. 11-15, accessed 2017 November 30,
https://cshub.mit.edu/sites/default/files/documents/PVIRoughness v15.pdf

16Chatti, Karim and Imen Zaabar, National Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 720: Estimating the Effects of
Pavement Condition on Vehlicle Operating Costs, Transportation Research Board 2012, pp. 19-23, accessed 2017 November 30.
https://www.nap.edu/read/22808/chapter/4#21

i7 1.5, Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration, Pavements, 2017 June 27, accessed 2017 November 30,
https://www.thwa.dot.gov/pavement/sustainability/articles/vehicle fuel.cfm .

18 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco General Plan: Urban Design Element, amended 2010, December 7,
accessed 2017 November 30. http://generalplan.sfplanning.org/I5 Urban Design. htm
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stresses the importancé of improving pavement condition in the region.’® The completion of
the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project will improve San Francisco’s
network PCl score, to hit the PCI 75 goal, as well as the Bay Area regional network PCl score.

Conclusion _ :

The funding for the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project will help deliver a
project with wide ranging benefits. The project will help boost San Francisco’s network PCl
score continuing the will San Francisco voters established in the 2011 Streets Bond and 10 Year
Capital Plan, while providing more safe and reliable roadways for multi-modal transportation.
Repaving streets in the Sunset and Parkside neighborhoods will significantly reduce life cycle

costs, freeing up funds and capacity for the Street Resurfacing Program to work on projects in
the City’s growing backlog. - '

With a $4.97 million invéstment in this project and an adherence to the best practices asset
management strategy, the Sunset and Parkside project has the potential to generate almost $9
million (realized over in the 40 years after construction) in maintenance and repair cost savings
to the City. With the addition of greenhouse gas emission reductions and increased

neighborhood conhet’gions, the benefits of this project greatly outweigh the requested .
investment. )

19 Metropoiitan Transportation Commission, Plan Bay Area 2040, adopted 2017 luly 26, accessed 2017 November 30,
http://2040.planbayares.org/strategies-and-performance )

16|Page

4155




961V

San Francisco Public Works

Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds

- Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation

Attachment A: Funding Plan

Design SF General Fund Programmed | 19/20 $472,000 9.5%
Construction LPP Cycle 1 Funds | Planned 18/19 $333,000 6.7%-
Construction LPP Cycle 2 Funds | Planned 19 /20 $2,007,000 40.4%
Construction SF General Fund | Planned 19/20 $2,160,000 43.4%
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Attachment B: Cost Estimate

Item ' Itevaescription Cost

1 Traffic Routing Work $300,000
2 Grinding and Asphalt $1,510,000
3 Concrete Base 8-Inch $930,000
4 Concrete Sidewalk ‘ $80,000
5 Concrete Curb And Copcrete Gutter $100,000
6 Concrete Curb Ramp With Detectable Tiles $600,000
7 Adjust City-Owned Facilities $70,000
é | Temporary 4-Inch White/Yellow Striping $10,000
Construction Contingency: $360,000

Construction Support: $540,000

This cost estimate is provided by the San Francisco Public Works Street Resurfacing Program. This is an order of magnitude estimate and will be -

updated as design comes closer to completion.
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Attachment C: Project Map

- PW Sunset and Parkside Streetls ?avemenf Renovation

P g

am

NOTE: All Pubfic W orks Street Resurfacing Progrom condidates are subject to substitution and schedute changes pending available

Legend

@' project Intersection

amapoe  Project Block

Information from August 2018

funding, visual confrmation, uliily cleorances and ceordinalion with other agencies ond are NOT guaranteed 1o be moved forword
to construction. Unfareseen challenges such as increased work scope, changing priorlfies. cost increases or declining revenue may e T . = fles
arise cousing the Public works Street Resurfacing Fregram condiddtes to be postponed or dropped from consideration. 0.1 0.05 © 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 1
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Attachment D: Anticipated Project Schedule

Project Delivery Milestones

Planning/Conceptual Engineering
(30%)

Environmental Studies (PA&ED)

Design Engineering (PS&FE)

10%

October

2017

September

2018

R/W Activities/Acquisition

Advertise Construction

0%

N/A

December

2018

N/A

N/A

Start Construction (e.g. Award
Contract)

0%

Contracted

April

2019

N/A

N/A

| Start Procurement (e.g. rolling stock)

Project Completion (i.e. Open for Use)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

August

2020
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- STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST :
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) ) . General Instructlons

8/29/18

Amendment (Existing Praject) ~ No

R—égiderinal Stgeketé

MTC Local Assistance .
Elizabeth Ramos 415-554-4069 elizabeth.ramos@sfdpw.org '

The LPP funds requested will fund the paving scope of work which includes demolition, pavement renovation of 30 blocks, new sidewalk
construction, curb ramp constructsqn and retrofit, traffic control, and all related and incidental work within project limits, The average PCI
score within the proejct limits is in the mid 40s.

The project will perform the above work on the following street segments: On Ortega St from 19th Ave to 26th Ave, On Pacheco St from
36th Ave to 37th Ave and 41st Ave to 44th Ave, On Ulloa St from 19th Ave to 23rd Ave and 24th Ave to 20th Ave, On 16th Ave from
Taraval to Wawona , On 18th Ave from Pacheco to Santiago ’

|PA&ED San Francisco Public Works
[PS&E San Francisco Public Works
Right of Way Not Applicable k
Construction San Francisco Public Works

I}ﬁ”

— Semate: | M ______ {Congressionah | 12 _____1.

See Project Info Page 2

See Project Info Page 2

Local streets and roads Local road lane-miles rehabilitated 5

ADA Improvements Yes Bike/Ped Improvements Yes

Includes Sustainable Communities Strategy Goals  Ygg Reduces Greenhouse Gas Emissions Yes

PmJect Study Report Approved
Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase
Circulate Draft Environmental Document
Draft Project Report
End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone)
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone)
Begin Right of Way Phase
End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone)
Begln Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone)
End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone)
Begin Closeout Phase
End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report)

ADA Notice For individuals with sensory disapilities. this document is available in alternate formats. For information call (916)
654-6410 or TDD (916) 654-3880 or write Records and Forms Management, 1120 N Street, MS-89, Sacramento,
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA » DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017)

Date: 8/29/18

Pm)ect Benefits:

Anticipated benefits include reduced costs associated with project coordination and lower future maintenance

and repair costs, improved neighborhood connections within the city, and potential reduced greenhouse gas
emissions.

Purpose and Need:

Public Works (DPW) requests FY 2019/20 LPP funds to partially fund the construction of the Sunset and
Parkside Streets Pavement Renovations project. Project will also be funded with General Funds. The LPP
funds requested will fund the paving scope of work which includes demolition, pavement renovation of 30

blocks, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control, and all re!ated and
incidental work within project limits.

All candidates shown are subject to substitution and schedule changes pending , visual confirmation, utility
clearances and coordination with other agencies. Unforeseen challenges such as.increased work scope,
changing priorities, cost increases or declining revenue may arise causing the candidates to be postponed.

ADA Noti For individuals with sensory disabllities, this document is avaliable In alterate formats, For information call (316) 654-6410 or
OUCe  1pp (316) 654-3880 or write Records and Forms Management, 1120 N Street, MS-89, Sacramento, CA 95814,
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST
) ‘ Date: 8/29/18

Component Prior 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24+ Total Implementing Agency
E&P (PAKED) o o i San Francisco Public Works.
PS&E 1San Francisco Public Works

R/W SUP (CT) Not Applicable

CON SUP (CT) San Francisco Public Works

Not Applicable

San Francisco Public Works

CON
TOTAL

Notes

E&P (PARED)
PS&E

{rR/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)

CON
TOTAL

JFund No. 1: |LPP Cycle 1 Formula Fund (FY 18/19 Funds) . . Program Code
' Existing Funding ($1,000s)

Component Prior 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 2223 | 2324+ | Total Funding Agency

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

R/W SUP (CT)

Jconsue Ty

Rw

jcon

TOTAL

Notes

E&P (PASED)
PS&E

R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
RIW

CON

TOTAL

Fund No, 2: ]LPP Cycle 2 Formula Fund (FY 19/20 Funds) * Program Code
' Existing Funding ($1,000s) ‘
Component Prior 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 22123 23/24+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PARED) ; cTC
PS&E
R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)

CON
TOTAL

B2

Proposed Funding ($1,000s Notes

E&P (PAXKED)
PS&E

RIW SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT) . .
RW . 2
CON - . 2,007 )
TOTAL
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017)

Residential

Date

8/29/18

Sunset and Parkslde Streets Pavement Renovation

Fund No. 3: ]General Fund

Program Code

" Exisfing Funding ($1,000s)

Component

Funding Agency

E&P (PASED)

City and County of SF.

PS&E

R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
RIW

CON

TOTAL

Proposed Funding ($1,000s)

Notes

E&P (PABED)
PS&E

R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
RIW
CON

472

TOTAL

FundNo.4: |

Existing Funding ($1,000s)

Program Code

Component Prior 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24+ Total

Funding Agency

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E
R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)

CON
TOTAL

Proposed Funding ($1,000s)}

Notes

E&P (PAXED)
PS&E
R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
RW
CON

Fund No. 5:

i

Existing Funding ($1,000s)

Program Code

Component |  Prio

23/24+

20/21 21/22 22/23 Total

Funding Agency

E&P (PARED)

PS&E

R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUF (CT)
R/W
fcon

TOTAL

Proposed Funding ($1,000s}

Notes

E&P (PARED)
PS&E

RIW SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
RIW

fcon

TOTAL .
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1.1

1.2

1.3
14
1.5
1.6
1.7
1.8

2.1

2.2

2.3

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION - (CT | 7' i}

Adoption of the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program CALIFORN

October 17-18, 2018 TRANSPORTATION GOMMISSION
y .

"RESOLUTION G-18-44

WHEREAS, on April 28, 2017, the Governor signed Senate Bill (SB) 1 (Beall, Chapter 5,
Statutes of 2017), enacted as the Road Repait and Accountability Act of 2017, creating the
Local Partnership Program to' provide funding to jurisdictions that have sought and

-received voter approved taxes and enacted fees for road maintenance and rehabilitation and

other transportation impro‘Vement projects; and

WHEREAS, on June 27, 2017, the Governor signed Assembly Bill (AB) 115 (Ting,
Chapter 20, Statutes of 2017) which clarified language in SB 1 regarding local and regional

transportation agency eligibility and expanded the types of projects eligible for program
funding; and

WHEREAS, on June 27, 2018, the Commission adopted the amended 2018 Local

" Partnership Program Guidelines for the 2019 Local Parinership Formulaic Program; and

WHEREAS, the Commission adopted the 2019 Local Pamlershlp Formulaic Program
distribution of shares on June 27, 2018; and

WHEREAS, eligible mesdmnons submitted project proposals by the August 29, 2018
deadhne and

WHEREAS, Commission staff developed a log of 'project proposals and posted to the
Commission website for review on September 11, 2018; and

WHEREAS, Commission staff reviewed the project proposals for compliance with the
Local Partnership Program Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, On September 26, 2018, Commission staff postéd recommendations on the
program of projects to the Comitnission website, as reflected in Attachment B,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation
Commission adopts the attached 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program of Projects;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission staff is authorized to make minor
technical changes as needed to the program. of projects;.and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission directs staff to pest the 2019 Local
Partnership Formulaic Program of Projects on the Commission’s website.
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Adopted 10/17/2018 Adopted 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program

($1,000s)
. . Implementing Total Project Total Cycle 2 Cycle 1 Unprogrammed |.
Applicant Agency Project Title Agency Cost Proposed Shares Unprogrammed balance
. . Cyclefand 2 Shares
Bay Area Toll Authority Richmond San Rafael Structural Steel Paint - lower deck and towers . Caltrans $10,236 $0{*
Contra Costa Transportation Authority Central Avenue and Carison Boulevard Pavement Rehabilitation © El Cerrito $0 $0
o Amold Drive Sidewalk Gap Closure Martinez.
Orinda $0

Orinda 2019 Annual Pavement Reha

30

= 50
Trans 'natmn Authonty of Marfn County | Dowirtonn SMART Staﬁon Fhase g — s — SMARTINovato s 50
For Bragg ] ) e 2020 Maple Strest Storm Drain and Street Rehabﬂxtahon' e e— Fort Bragg T 5650 B ) 0
Point Arena - . 'Windy Hollow Road & Riverside Drive Repaving and Drainage improvements Point Arena 25—1 $100 $100 . 0 $0
Willits . 2019 Asphalt Mal tenance Willits $202] - $100 $100 $0 30
Transpnrtaiirm Agency far Morrtérey bounty — - Regronal Wayﬁndmg Program TAi}tC — $‘i’951 - 5724 = 5724 $0‘ j 50
Monterey-Salinas Transit District - |Bus Replacements - MST ' $1,500 $241 $241 $0 30
Truckee e - ,.. ”2019 SlurrySeal - - — = Truckee T "$1 05§| $100 ' 5100 $0f . %0
= = Clrcu!ator Bus >erv1ce Expanslon . - RT : " 9 — N —
ADA Accessibility and Drainage Improvements Citrus Heights 2
) 2020 Pavement Resurfacing Elk Grove 2541 -
Sacramento Transportation Authority East Bidwell Street Widening and Sidewalk Folsorn . 23 $3,304 $0 30
- Sundse Boulevard Roadway Rehabilitation Rancho Cordova 407 .
Folsom Boulevard Roadwax Rehabllltauon Sacramento 722
$ 973

o
o 50

San Joaqum County Transgo tion Authonty 3

Sonoma County Transportaﬂon Authcmty

Sonoma‘Mann Area Raxl Transrt Drstrlct — $.743 J 4$O.
Yuba County y m$100‘ T : -
: West Santa Ana Branch Transct Comdor (WSAB) 50,200 - : —
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Transit Access Pass (TAP) Bus Farebox Upgrade - Municipal Transit Operators  [LACMTA $10,000] $5,000 $29,973 $2,686 $2,473
Green Lme Extensron {Redondo Beach- Torrance)
Orange Cuunty Transportabon Autnonty - $9,38§ $0 30
Rlverszde Coum ransp_ rtation Co > ] $48 = $O
— - Ca r|f!§'B‘oulevard Pedestrian Improvements Santa Barbéra 56 - 30

L
Santa Barbara County Local Transporlaixon Authonty Santa Claus Lane Streelscape, Coastal Access Parking and Railroad Crossing, Santa Barbara County

Total Recommended for 2019 Formulaic Pragram

™ Cycle 2 Shares include a $5 million incentive grant

Cycle 1 © Cycle2 Unprogrammed
Applicant Agency Unprogrammed Unprogramwmed | Total Shares
Shares __Shares

Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District 0 3480 $480
Alameda County Transportation Commission 0 $3,802 $3,802
Bay Area Rapid Transit District Q 845 845
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County 0 122 22
City of Cleariake 0 101 00
Imperial County Local Transportation Authority $1.0 55! $1,632
erced County Transportation Authority $1,25 59 $1,852
INapa Valley Transpoﬁatvon Authogty $323 31 : $634
[Nevada City ~ § 200 00 $300
Stanislaus Coun_gx‘ransportahon Authority 0 $1,198 - %1198
Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority Q 54,497 $4,497
1San Mateo County Transportation Authority 1] 40 $840
San Mateo County Transit District j $1757. 40 $2.597
|Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission 0 02 $302
|Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District 0 0; 5302

San Bemardino County Transportation Authority 0

$5,340

San Diego County Regiona! Transportation Commission
Tulare County Transportation Authority
California Transportation Commission Total

10/5/2018




Memorandum

T  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS .~ cTCMeeting:  October 17-18, 2018

Reference No.: 4.6
: Action

Published Date: October 5, 2018

From: ‘ SUSAN BRANSEN | . Prepared By: Christine Gordon -
Executive Director ' © Assistant Deputy Director

' subjest; ADOPTION OF THE 2019 LOCAL PARTNERSHIP FORMULAIC PROGRAM OF
PROJECTS, RESOLUTION G-18-44

ISSUE:

Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt the 2019 Local |
Partnership Formulaic Program of Projects, as recommended by staff?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Commission adopt the 2019 Local Partnelshlp Formulaic ProgTam of
Projects, as outlined in the Staff Recommendatlons (Attachment B),- :

BACKGROUND:

Enabling I egislation
Senate Bill 1 (Chapter 5, Statutes of 2017), Whlch created the Local Partnershlp Program, was
signed by the Governor on April 28, 2017, Assembly Bill 115 (Chapter 20, Statutes of 2017),
. signed by the Governor on June 27, 2017, clarified Senate Bill 1 language regarding local and
regional transportation agency eligibility and expanded the types of projects eligible for the
program. The objective of the Local Partnership Formulaic Program is to reward counties, cities,
districts, and regional transportation agencies in which voters have approved fees or taxes solely
dedicated to transportation improvements.

Local Partnership Formulaic Program
The 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program is funded from $100 million annually in state
funds authorized by Senate Bill 1. The 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program only awards
funding to those agencies with Commissjon-adopted shares and committed local matching funds.

Commission staff held a workshop on June 5, 2018, to give jurisdictions an opportunity to review,
comment, or request modifications to the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program. At the
workshop, Commission staff discussed the proposed amendments to the 2018 Local Partnership
Program Guidelines, identified potential jurisdictions eligible for funding shares in subsequerit
cycles, and discussed the proposed funding share distribution for Fiscal Year 2019-20.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ' CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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On June 27, 2018 the Commission adopted the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program Share

Distribution for Fiscal Year 2019-20. Eligible jurisdictions, outlined in the Share Distribution,
- submitted project proposals by the August 29, 2018 deadline. On September 11, 2018, the
. Commission posted the log of proposals to its website.

Commission staff reviewed the project proposals for compliance with the guidelines. Based on a
thorough project review and correspondence with applicants, staff drafted and posted.
recommendations on the program of projects to the Commission’s website on
"September 26, 2018. Through this process, Commission staff ensured applicant agenmes had an
opportunity to verify, review, and request modifications priorto adoption. -

Of the 40 agencies eligible for the program, 22 agencies submitted 33 projects for programming
and all 33 projects are recommended for programming. The current program of projects will
program a total of $83.9 million that includes cycle 1 formulaic unprogrammed shares of
$11 million, over Fiscal Year 2019-20. '

Eighteen agencies elected not to apply for programming at this time. The Local P‘artnership
Program Guidelines allow all agencies with adopted 2019 formulaic shares to nominate projects
for programming through the end of the subsequent cycle (June 2021).

2019 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of Projects — Examples
The Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of projects will include diverse and important
transportation projects throughout the state. Examples include;

Contra Costa Transportation Authority
e City of Martinez — Arnold Drive Sidewalk Gap Closure. This project will bridge two gaps in
pedestrian access along Arnold Drive and provide an ADA accessible route to an existing
County Connection Bus Stop. $100,000 in Local Partnérship Formulaic Program Funding is
recommended for construction in Fiscal Year 2019-20.

Madera County Transportation Authorzty
e County of Madera — Avenue 7 Road Rehabzlztatzon This project will rehabilitate a two-mile
segment of severely deteriorated major roadway to provide a safer commute for travelers.

$341,000 in Local Partnership Formulaic Program Fundmg is recommended for construction
in Fiscal Year 2019-20.

Sacramento Transportation Authority

o Sacramento Regional Transit District — Circulator Bus Service Expansion. This proj ect will
provide for the expansion of service throughout the district with the purchase of electric and/or
gasoline buses for safe, reliable, and affordable transportation. $991,000 in Local Partnership
Formulaic Program Funding is recommended in Fiscal Year 2019-20.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA . CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Riverside. County Transportation Commission '
® Riverside County Transportation Commission — I-215/Placentia Avenue Interchange, This
project will provide a new interchange to improve mobility, traffic flow, traffic congestion,

and enhance air quality. $7,090,000 in Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding is
‘recommended for construction in Fiscal Year 2019-20.

Attachments: -
- Attachment A: Resolution G-18-44 ‘
- Attachment B: Projects Recommended for Programming

STATE OF CALIFORNIA . CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 {*

RESOLUTION PROGRAMMING TI1E TRANSPORTATION AUTTIORITY’S SHARE OF
LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM (LPP) FORMULAIC PROGRAM FUNDS IN FISCAL
'YEARS 20'17/13 —- 2019/20 TO SAN FRANCISCO ]?UBLIC WORKS (SIFPW) STREET
RESURFACING  PROJRECTS, /\U’I‘HOR]ZING. THTL IEXRECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO
DESIGNATE SFPW ASv THE IMPLEMENTING AGENCY FOR THIL AFOREMENTIONID

FUNDS

WHIEREAS, On Apsil 28, 2017, the Governor of California signed the R.oadA Repair and
Accantabi}lity Acr of 2017, also known as Senate Bill (SB) 1, a transportation funding package of
~more than $50 billion over the next 10 years that increasés funding for loca) streets‘and roads, multi-
modal improvements, and transit operatons;-and
CWIHERTAS, SB 1 created the LPP and approptiates ﬂé()() million annually to be allocated by
the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to local or repional agencies that have sought and
r@cc:iveld votet approval of or imposed fees solely dedicated to transpoﬂalﬁon; and
WHEREAS, On October 18, 2017, the CTC adopted p.rogram guidelines that allocate 50%
of the program ($100 million annually) through a Formulic Program to local or regional
transportation agencies that sought and receiveq voter abproval of transportation sales tax, tolls, or
fecs; and
WIRREAS, the San l'*“rancisr,o County Transportation Authosity (Transportation Authority)
. administers Proposition I, a half-cent local transportation sales tax program a.pproved.by San
Francisco voters in November 2003, and Plroposilion AA, an addigonal $10 vehicle registration fee
approved by San Prancisco voters in November 2010, both with revenues dedicated to fund
tfﬂﬂﬂ)()x(ﬂdmx investments as outlined in the corresponding votet approved Fxpenditure Plan; and

WHERTEAS, On December 6, 2017 the CTC adopted LPP Formulaic Program formula

Page 1 of 4
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- BD120517 < RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 , p‘

share distributions for Fiscal Years (I'Ys) 2017/18 and 2018/19 gnd the Transportation Authority’s
shate is esimated to be §4.189 million ($2.106 in 'Y 2017/18 and $2.083 in 'Y 2018/19); and

. WHEREAS, Projeét nominations for the initial LPP call for projects covering 'Y 2017/18
gnd 2018/19 are due ;)n December 15, 2017, with the C1'C adopting annual programs of projects
thereafter; and

" WHEREAS, Trnsportation Authority staff identified SFPW’s st‘rt;,et resurfacing projects

shown in- Attachment 1 as good candidates for I.PP. funding éiven the éfeady pipeline of
construction ready projects, the size of the projects being a good match with the anticipated size of
the “L'ransportation Authority’s LPP formula siv;u‘es, anci suificient Prop IS to provide the dollar for
dollar local match requirement; and

WHEREAS, To provide the Jocal match funds for the proposed street resutfacing projects
requites amending the Prép K Street Resurfacing 5-Year Prioritization Program (S5YPP) to add the
proposed projects as detailed in Attachments 2 and 3; now, therefore, be it -

RNSOLVEID, 'That the Transportaton Authority hereby prog}:ams its share ' of LPP
Tormulaic Program funds in FY 2017/18 —2019/20 to SFPW street resurfacing projects as shown
in Attachment i; and be it further h

' RRSOLVED, "l‘lmt' as a condition of progtamming the aforementioned LPP funds, the
Executive Director shall impose such terms and conditons as ate necessary for SHPW to comply
with LPP guidelines including dxuaé]y use of funds and L-éportilug requirex.nents; and be it further

RESOLVED, That the ‘l'ransportation Authosity hereby amends the Prop I Street

Resutfacing 5YPP, as detailed in Attachments 2 and 3.

Attachients (3):

1. Projects Recomméndéd for Fiscal Years 2()17/18 ~ 2019/20 of LPP Formulaic Funds
2. Prop K Project Information Forms

Page 2 of 4
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BD120517 ‘ B RESOLUTION NO. 18-28

3. Prop I Street Resurfacing 5-Year Prioritization Program Amendment

Page 3 of 4
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The foregoing Resolution was approved.and adopted by'the San Francisco County Transpottation
Authotity at a regulatly scheduled meeting theteof, this 12" day of Decembet, 2017, by the following
votes: ‘ '

Ayes: Commissionets Cohen, Fatrell, Kim, Peskin, Ronen, Safai,
Sheehy, Tang and Yee (9) '

Absent:  Commissioners Breed and Fewer (2)

.

Aaron Peskin Date
" Chair

ATTEST: - %f (} (f/(q/
Tilly Chang . Date = - :

Executive Director

Page 4 of 4 .
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Artachment1
San Francisco County Transporiation Authority
Proposed $B 1 - Local Parmership Program (LPP), Formulaic Program Prioritdes

] A Total Proposed LPP Local March
. 5 . L. .
szc-achar Sponsor ?ropectDcsmptxon Phase Distdets Project Cost| Formulaic Funds® Amount

Paskmerced/ Twin Pezks/Glen Pask Residenntal Pavement Renovation - This project

2017/18 SEPW :(nd\{dcs rr:pa:trs tq the .roac‘. base, paving work, cucb ramp construction, sidewalk, and curb Constraction - 54,900,000 52,106,000 $2.794.000
repairs at vadous locations.
Alemzany Boulevard Pavement Renovadon - This project includes cepairs to the road base,
paving work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk, and curb repairs oa Alemany Boulevazd,

. berween Cogdon Stzeet and Seneca Avenuc. The project is being coordinated with the San )

2018/19 SFPW | Francisco Public Utilitics Commission and the $an Frandsco Municipal Transpartation Ageney | Construcdon {4 & 9, 11 55,500,000/ £2,083,000 $3,417,000
projects for sewer replacement and new traffic signals at vadous locations.
Various Locations Pavement Renovadon No 42 - This project includes repairs to the road
base, paving work, curb ramp r:onscmcdanf.sidcwa!k, and. curl repairs at vadous locations.

2019/20 SKEPW |Proposed streets indude 31st Avenue, Ortega Street, Pacheco Streer, Quintarz Streer, and Ulloz | Construction 4,7 $4,000.000 $2,600,000; $2,000,000

' Street ' .

Totals: $14,400,000 $6,189,000 $8,211,000
Total Estimated LPP Formulaic Funds Available: $6,189,000
Wotes:

' SFPW stands for San Francisco Publile Wozks.
* Amounts were adopted by the CTC at its December 6, 2017 meeting.
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Attachment 2
Proposed New Programming
Street Resurfacing 5YPP
Project Information Forms
and Prioritization Mechanism
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San Francisco County Transportation Authority
Proposition K Sales Tax Progtam Project Information Form

C, Street & ‘T'raffic Salety

Catééb'ryf L

ifi. System Muintenance and Ren

h I’mkxmrccd/lwm Peaks/Glen Pack Residential Pavement Renovation

airview CL: Panorama 11 to Tind

Daarien Way : Aplos Ave to Kenwood Way\Upland D

it Dosado Ter s Jules Ave \ Ocean Ave Lo Tind

A ont Bed : Joan Bautista Gir e Lake Merced Bivd

Miderest Way : Panorama Dr o Jind

Ouk Park D Clarendon Ave to End

Olympia Way : Panorama Dr 1o Clareadon Ave

Smy Aleso Ave : Montcrey Blvd to Upland Dr .

Upland D¢ Daricn Way \ Kenwood Way 10 San Benito Way

Project Logation:

/

I'his project will congist of repairs 1o the road base, paving waork, curb ramp construciion, sidewalk and curb
Sl eepairs in three neighbohoods of Dmmr( 1.

Al segment candidales shown are subject to substitation and schedule ehanges peading visual confinmation,
utility clearances, and eooidination with other agencies. Unforeseen clm]lcnges snch as increased wosk scope,
changing priorities, cost increases, or declining revenue may arise, causing the candidales 1o be postponed.

Public Works inspeets each of the Cily's Blocks and assigns u Pavemunt Condilion Index (PCH) score every two

years. ‘The PCY score ranges from a low of 0 1o s high ol 100 These seares assist Public Wosks with

implementing the pavement managément stratepy of aiming To preserve shreets by :rpp)ying the right treatment

the right coadway at the right lime. Streets are selected based on PCT scores as well as the presence of transit and

o [bieyele routes, street clearance,and pcuguphw cq\nly "The average PCY score within the project limits is in the
enid 50's (" Ar-Risk").

Public Works provides information 1 the public on its website for Street Resusfacing Dnjects. This projeet is
parc of the Public Works Sieect Resusfacing Peogram 5 year plan as a candidaie for paving,

{Depariment of Public Works

Ramon Kong
415-554-8280

fainon, konu@s(dgw org

Calegorically Exempl
N/A
SN /A

Planning/Conceptual Fngincering (307%)
linvironmenti) Swudies (PA&KED)

Desipn Engivcering (PS&IT) ) 85% Butly Aupust 2016 April 2018
R/ AL‘IJ'\'ilics//\c;{uisili(\n : :

Advertise Congtruction 0% N/A C o July 2018 N/A N/A

Stant Construction (e.g. Award Contract) " Contracted November 2008 N/A N/A

Staxl Procurement (e.g, tolling stock)

Project Completion {Le, Open for Use . N/A N/A N/A N/A May 2020
j ple P . !

Pape 1 oi'2
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San Francisco County Transportation Authority
Proposition X Sales Tax Program Project Information Form.

Project Name: Parkemerced/ Tuvin Pedlss/Glen Park'Rebidential Prverient Refovetion |~ 1

Project Cost Estimate

Planning/Concepual Eng

Favironmennl Smdies (PA&ED)

cosing

Design Engmeenng (PS&F)

R/W . ' 30

Constructioa 54,500,000 2,704,000 S2,106,100

Procurément (e-£- rolling stock) 50 L

Total Project Cost 54,900,000 52,349,000 52,051,000

Percent of Total 58% 2%

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) R . Programming Fiscal Years in the 5-Year Prioritization Program Updare

w6/17 | /s _19/20 ol
N i

Construcinn 1.PP Funds E842. 400 51,263,600 32,106,000
Constructon Prop K Planncd 17/18 S1,117,600 31,676,400 §2,794.,000
) 0

o 0 o s +82,940,000°,

50 . S0 ]% SLOG0000

Comments/Concems

For 1.PP funds, Public Works must submir allocation request paperwork o Caltrans o laree than 31718 foc CIC approval in Junc 2018,

Pape 202
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Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form

8an Francisco County Transportation Authority

Prop K Expenditure Plan I:nforﬁnﬁqg:«
C, Street & Traffic Safety T

{ii. System Maintenance and Renovations (stecets) i

b.1 Strect Resuefaciog and Reconstruction

3

2018719

I . Project Information

Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation

Alemuny Blvd : Congdon St 1o Seneea Ave

‘18,9, 11

P.rf)jex':t Descripti

Alt candidaies shown are subject to substitution and schedule chanpds pending visual confirmation, utility

"'he project will consist of repairs 10 the road base, paving work, curh ramp construction, sidewalk and curl
repairs, sewer replcement and traffic signals at various Jocations. 'The sewer replacement and traffic signals will
be funded by PUC and STMTA. ’

‘I'he proposed limits of work are at the following locativns Alemany Blvd : Hwy 101 8 OIl Ramp\Congdon St

vea Ave .

clenrances, and coardination with oiher ngencics, Unforescen challenges such as increased work scope, changing
priosities, costincreases, or declining revenud suny arise, causing the cmdidates 10 be postjponed,

Purpose .ahd.Nc&‘:(;i'

fmid 50' (" Ar-Risk").

Public Works inspects cach of the Ciry's blocks and assigns o Pavement Conditinn Index (#CH score every two .
years, The PCT score ranges from a Jow of 0 10 o high of 100. These scores assist Public Wocks with
implemnenting the pavement minagernent strategy of aiming 1o preserve streets by applyivg the right treatment to
the right roadway at the right tme. Streets ure selected based on PCL scores as well as the presence ol transit and
bicyele soutes, street clearance, and grographic equity, The aveeage PCI score within the project limits is in the

Public Works provides information ra the public on its website for Sireer Resurlacing Projects, This project is
part af the Public Works Sireet Resurfacing Program 5 year plan as a candidate for paving,

Department of Public Works

Paul Barradas

415-554-8249

paul.bairadas@sidpw.org

atcgorically Exernpr

N/A

Completion Daté

~N7a

Project Delivety Milestones

- AY(:a‘ 3

Planniag/ Conceptual Mingineering (30%)

Jinvironmental Studivs (PA&I21)

Design lingineering (PS&3) 10% ' Oclober » 201‘7 September 2018
R/W Activities/ Acquisition N ‘ )
Advertise Conshrction 0% N/A - December “ 2018 ’ N/A N/A
Start Construction (e, Award Contract) [ Contracted April 2019 N/A . N/A
Starl Procurement (eg. rolling stock) B ) )

Project Completion (e, Gpen for Use) N/A O N/A N/A N/A - August 2020

Pape } of2
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San Francisco County Transportation.Authority
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form

I'Pimjccx Name: : ‘

FProject Cost Estirnate

et 5 b Cost -
Planning/Conceptual Enginectdng
Envitonmentl Swudies (PASEL) .
Design Engincering (PS&E) S0
R/ : . S0
Construction ’ $3,500,000 $3.357,000 $2.343,000
rocurement (e colling stock) . R S0
"Total Project Cost ] 53,500,000 $3,157,000 T $2543,000
'Percent of Total 5%% . 43%
Profect Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) Programming Fiscal Years in the 5-Year Priotitizadon Program Update

Total

Construciion LPP Funds Planned 18/19 1 S1458,100 1  $2.083,000
Construcoon - ’ . Prop K~ Planacd 18719 947100 $2,209,9001 53,137,000
Constoucton General Fund . {Planncd 18/19 - S7B,D0ON 5182,000 $I60,.000

1

.$1,650,000 | $3,850,000 $5,500,000

Comments/Concerns

For TP funds, Public Works must submit allocation equest paperwosk to Caltrans na later than 5/1/19 foxr CTC approval in June 2019. Based on the curcent desiga schedule,
we expect to submit the zllocation request by 10/1/18 for approval st CTC's Noveraber 2018 mecting:

Page 2 0fZ
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San Francisco County T'ransportation Authority
Proposition K Sales Tax Progeam Project Information Form

Prop K Expenditure Plan Information

Category: . Street & Traffic Safery .

i. System Maintenance and -Renovations (strects)

b.1 Strevt Resurfacing and Reconstretion
34

2018/19

. »}:'Ifroiect Information 2

San Francisco US 101/ 1-280 Managed Lanes LPP Fuad Exc“nngc project
US-101 and 1-280
6,9, 10, 11

San francisco's US 101/1-280 Managed Lanes is & performance-based steatepy for i{mpm\'ing iravel e and
reliability for iravelers on US 101 and 1-280 in San francisco, ‘The conceptual planniog phase, ealled the

reeway Cortidor Management Stody (HFCMS), underway sinee 2015, produced near and mid-term
recommendatjons for improving teavel tdme and reliability in the nest five 1o 1en years, 'The study esplored
options {nr dedicating 1 lane on porlioas of U8 101 and 1-280 for [ligh Occupancy Vehicles (capools and
transit) only, ‘The study also explored the feasibility of Tixpress Lanes, which are carpool lanes that non-carpools
con pay to use, ‘I'he study found that Lxpress Lanes couid provide the right wol 10 achieve u batance of walTic
that gives buses, campoolurs, and other yehicles in the lane faster mavel time and reliability without adding

significant delay 1o the remaining general purpose lanes, and could be implemented without extensive
cigco,

ifeonstruction or changes in the size of the freeways i San [

‘he FCMS study team cullesied informatiog on operatdonal and physical constraints on San Francisco’s
freeways and foond the following dusign 10 be most (easible:

Southbound, the existing configuration of the 1-280 and US 101 Geeways sllows i the vedon of a
continuous lane by restriping the existiog freeway, An Tixpress Tane could operate along 1-280 brtween
5th/King and 13§ 101, continuing through the interchange to US 101 inm San Mateo County, covering »
istance of about 5 miles,

Ieaded northbnund, because 1-280 exits from the sight side of Northhound US 101, any Janes entering San
ranciseo from San Mateo county will likely end at or near the county line, However, the swdy identified an
opportunity to provide priority for Northbound cacpools and buses Tor approximatcly 1 mile along the 1280
. iitheaded into Soush of Market, from about 181h St 1o Sth St

£1'Phis preliminary concept would advance into the Caltrans scoping phase and could be yefined over time.

To addrsess freeway congestion and anticipated growth in travel on the S 10171 280 corridor,lhe

if Transportation Authogity conducticd the Freeway Corridor Management Study to explore the feasibility of
carpool or express lane between the US 101/1- 380 iolerchange near Sane Francisco Jaterastional Airport and
Downlown Sun Francisco. Commute travel between San Prancisco and Silicon Valley has expedenced
significantly increastd congestion and delays as the cconomy alonp the Peninsula corridor has hoomed, Yet,
while parts of San Francisen’s [ieeway netwosk are eritically congested, there are many enpty seats in cars, vans
and buses. The projects secks 1o improve person troughput and 16 provide a more reliable Lravel Lime for high
vecupancy vehicles fram San Mated County into downtown San Francisco, in couscdination with with similar
projects in San Mateo Covnry, Santa Clars County, and seross the n‘:gir)n:

During the feasibility study the project team prepared and began implementing an Qutyeach Plan 1o gain an
understanding of key stakeholder interest, concerns, and questions on the project. 'The audience or this eftort
ncludes commissionefs, communily groups, merchants, residents, and likely vsers, especially those who work or
live close o the highways. Veedback from these proups at this cady phase will help shape the more detailed
{analyses that are proposed 1o follow and help us refine vur understanding of what is uf most impaortance to e
takeholders,

San Francisco County Transportation Avthority

Anna Hasvey

415.522.4813
anna.haveyasfeta.org

Page 3 of 4
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-San Brancisco County Trangpoctation Authority

- Environmental Clearance
EIR/IS
t i Not yc.t started
Completion Date: “i2/01/20
Project Delivery Milestones Status Wosk " Start Date
In-house -
w Phase % Complete Contracted - Month Year,
: . Both
Planning/Conceptual Engincering (30%) - 65% Both Janvary 2016 December 2018
nvironmental Studies (PA&LL) » 0 Buth January 2019 December 2020
Design Boginceting (PS&:12)
R/W Activities/ Acquisition
Adveriise Conslraction
Start Construclion (e, Award Cootract)
Start Procurement (e.g, rolling stock)
Projeet Completion (L.e. Open for Use)
Cémmeqts/Concemn
Page 7 of 4
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San Francisco County Transportation Authority
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form

(Proi cct Name:

_._San Fesadisco US 101/ 1280 Managed Lapes LPP Foad Exchange project

Project Cost Estimate

) . .. . Phase. Cost X Othier
Vlanaing/Conceprual Englacering $2,288.000 5500000 31,783,000
Fuviroomental Stadies (PA&ED) 35,000,000 54,100,000 $900,000
Design Engincering (PS&E) 6,130,000 " $6,150.000
Right of Way $1,200,000 $1.200,000
Constructon 241,000,000 341,000,000
Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) NFAA N/A
Total Project Cost $55,638,000 4,600,000 551,038,000
Percent of Total 8% i 92%
Project F,xpandi:m:es By Fiscal Year {Cash Flow) Programming Fiscal Years in the 5-Year Prioritization Program Update
wnd Source Fand Source Status | - f“f:;;:i‘;‘“ 7 141 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19
Planning/Conceptual Enginccdag Prop K Programmed 14/15 $300,000 | $200,000
Planning/Conceprual Engineering Caltrans Planaing Grant Allocated 15/16 $300.000
Planaing/Concepiual Engincecing STP 3% Alocated 16/17 $338,000 -
Planning/Conceptual Engineeciag STP 3% Allocated 17/18 5500,000
Planning/Conceptual Enginecring SMCTA (local funds) Planned 17/18 $650,000
Environmental Studies (PAKED) Prop K Planoed 18/19 $2,500,000
Environmental Studics (PA&ED) TBD Planned 18/19
Right of Way TBD Planned 19/20
Design Engincerdng (PS&E) ITBD Planined 19/20
Consteucdon TBD Planned J2t/22 . .
- Total By Fiscal Yeas| - 1 oo S0 SB00000.0  S638,000 |  $1.350,000 | 52,580,000
Comments/Concerns

Costs csuenates for the environmental phasc through construction are preliminaty planming-level estimates bascd on the feasibility stwdy and will ke refined dodng the Project Tnitiagon
Document and environmental stwdies phase. Costs assume project ocours within existing freeway footprint (e, with no freewsy widening). Prop K funds will advaace the project from
conceprual engincering through the sclcction of alteratives znd the envitonmenial teview phase, Design and Construction phases of this project arc antidpated to be very compettive for
reeeiving funds from programs like the $B 1 Solutions for Congested Corndor Program, which names the US 101/ Caltsain cordder connecting Silicon Valley with San Francisco as one of five-
oamed "aggeied” corniddss in the coabling legislaton, aswell 25 Regional Measure 3 (proposed brdge toll inceease) siace the project is part of 2 wegional acpvork of Express Lanes proritzed
by the Metropolitan Transporiation Commission, Other powntial sousces include recommencations stemming feom the San Francisco Transportation Task Porce 2045 and private funds.

Page 3 of &
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Prioritization Criterda and Scoring Table

Street Resusfacing, Rchszhtanon, and Maintenance/ Street Repair and Cleaning Eqmpmcnt (EPs 34-35)

Tam] i’oss&]e Score 4 3 3 3 - 4 3 20
Street Resusficing ) - o m
Gucrrero St San fose Ave and (,orbcm: Ave 4 0 5 2 4 3 15
Pavemcnt Renovaton
T : 4 ¢} 1 1 4 2 12
M z e 2 N
Ingalls SF 2nd Industdal St Pavement 4 0 2 5 4 3 14
Renovaton 1 ) . i
Furcka S, Grandvi.cw Ave, and Mangels Ave 4 o 5 1 M 3 14
Pavement Renovadon 3 :
T ST
Clayton St Chppcr' Srand Portola Dr 2 0 0 ] 4 3 10
Pavement Renovation
- 1 0 1 4 2
fepovatden ’ 0 8
- ! g 1 Y g O 4 1 <]
Hidbertand-hervemwortr-Streets-Pavement "
cosen 4 0 2 1 4 3 14
{illmore St Pavement Renovation 1 0 0 1 4 2 g
P T Nie
¥ aﬂ'\mcn-:\.d/ Twin Peaks/ (:Icn. Park 4 0 5 4 4 5 13
Residental Pavement Renovation
Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation 0
" Total Possible Scozc
Spair and ClEaing it ; : f : i .
2 Air Swecpers 4 0 1 3 4] 2 10
1 Bicycle Path Sweeper 4 1 0 3 2 2 14
.Page 1 0f2
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Prioritization Criteria and Scoring Table
Street Resuxfacxng Rebabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cleamng Equipment (EPs 34-35)

Project Readiness: Project likely to aced funding in fiscal year proposed. [Pactors to be considered include adequacy of scope, schedule, budget and funding plan telative to current profect status
{e.g expect more detail and cectainty for a project about to enter constructon than design); whether prior project phases ace complcted oz expected to be completcd before beginning the next phase:
and whethes liigation, community opposition or other factors may significantly delay project.

Comumunity Suppoxc Project has clear 20d divesse community support and/ or was it identified through 2 community-based ]ﬂmnmg process. An example of a commumty~ba<cd planisa
acighborhood transportation plan, but not a countywide plan or ageacy capital Improvement program.
Three poiats for 2 project in an adopted community based plan with cvidence of diverse community support ~

. "F'wo poiats for a projeet with evidence of support from both acighborhood stakcholders and groups and citywide groups

One point for 2 project with evidence of support from cither neighborhood stakcholders and groups or citywide groups.

Time Seusitive Usgency: Projecr nceds to proceed in proposed timeframe to eaable construction coordination with another project (c.g., minimize costs and constructon in1pacts); to support
another funded or proposed project (e.g. new signal coatrollers nced to be installed o support T'EP implementation); or to mcet timely use of funds deadlines associated with matching funds.

vcle Strategy or subsequent updates, and

Safety: Project xeceives onc point if it is on 2 WalkFirst Safety Strect, one point if located on 2 Prmary Corddor as identfled in the 2013 SPMTA Bi
onc poiat if it is on 2 Muni route. -

Pavement Conditon Index (PCI) Score: The Pavement Condition Tndex (PCI) scores are used to idendfy and categodzc the streets bascd on the maintenance requirements of the sreeers. The
streets are categorized as requiring pavement preservation (PCI 64 - 84), resurfacing (PCI 50-63), or paving with base repair/reconstruction (PCI 0-49). Project reccives 4.points if it has a PCI
score of 63 or below. DPW detcrmines the amount of pavement preservaton work based on the percentage cecommended by the Pavement Management and Mapping System (PMMS).
Functional Classification: Streets classified as artedals or collectors get highcr prority over local streets with similar PCIs because the former classifications are most heavily used. Project

s if'ancctor, and 1 point if residental. |

receives 3 points if the street is an arterdal, 2 polnt:

Safery: Pro)cct seceives anc pomt i€ it reduces hazmnful aic pollution, one point if it improves or mitigares a documented unsafc condition for residents, and onc point if it lﬂ‘lpfovcs or mitigates a
documecated unsafe condinon for cmployces. .

Need: [iquipmeat has reached the cad of uscful life per industry-accepred levels (e rcplncmz sweepess every 5 to 7 years, packer trucks cvery 10 years, and front end loaders and Street Flusher
trucks every § vears).

Maadares: Equipment is needed per department projects and programs (c.g. SherdfPs Work Alremative Program; which required DPW to erlacc irs 10-passenger vans in order to carry
participants to and from their deaning worksites) or equipment is aceded to comply with exrernal regulations (e.g., altcm:mvc fucl vehicles arc required by federal, state, or local regulatons but
they cost up to 70 percent morc than a non-clean air version of the vehicld).

Cost Effectdveness: New item will minimi'/.e maintenance costs compared to item being replaced.

Page 2 of 2

KIASE070NE027 MoErags 20T\ keme Vi L Dat TUSBY LPMatlsthmant 2- Scompg Tasle




L8LY

Attachment 3
Prop K 5-Year Project List (FY 2014/15 - 2018/19)
Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35)

Programming and Allocations 1o Date
Pending December 12, 2017 Boaxd

RNTv KOS TSVETAT OV ANEN 34435 Povtmz s Expuipemenst xinn Tube Pendine Drocmber 2012

] (EPay;
SEPW Guerrero St, Sa.n]c?se _/7\va and Corbett Ave CON Programmed s’ S0
Pavernent Renovation .
s i > . :
SEPW West Po'ml Ave and Quintara St Pavement coN Alloeated $3,002.785
Renovadon
W A- 1 P . r
P est Po'rral; v and Quintaca St Pavernent coN . Deobiigated (53,012, 785)
Renovation
1 5 jal
SEPW ngalls S't an;i Industdal St Pavement con Allocated $5,677.233
Renovation -
" srpw Clayton St, Chppcr‘StaLnd Portole Dr cON Allocated $5,455,263
Pavemecent Renovavon ~ -
2t S iew A d y
grpyy || useka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels fve con Allocaced 54,785,750
Pavement Reoovation
= -
SFPW Gilman J\vc6 and Jerrold Ave Pavement cON Programmed 50 0
Renovauon B
y i v b 5 T
sEpw | ber af\d ];cm enworth Streets Pavernenc CON Allocared 3,479,324
. Renovation
3 411 el
SFPW Madrid f'Sr, l;doxsc St and Paris St Pav cman CON Progmmmed S0 50
Renovaton . .
SFPW |Filimore St Pavement Renovation’ CcOoN Programumed 50 $0
SEPW ‘I I.mg}.n S’r[reCt Resurfacing and Pedestrian CON Allocated - $1,248,251
ighting
SFPW | Pavement Renovation Placeholder *7 ‘CON Programmed 50 S0
sppw |Farkmerced/Twia Peaks/Glen Pack CON Planncd S2,794,000. 52,794,000
Residential anc_gncnt Renovadon
SFPW | Alcmany Blvd Pavement Renovaton® CON Platned $3,157,000 $3,157,000
SHEEA R PASIZD- Rlaaned £4,083;939 $4;083:035
Hxchenee’
Programmed ia 5YPE 0 515,018,246 53479324 " 54,042.251] 528,680,760
Total Allocated and Peoding in SYPP ' §3.002.785 $13,918,244 S3A479.324] $1.248.251 $0 521.648,606
Total Deobligated i 5YPF (53.002.785) 50 30 SO S0 153.002,785)
“Yotal Unallocated in SYPP| 30 S0, 30 $2.794,000] $7.240.939 $10,034,939
Programmed in 2014 Strategic Plan, as amended $8,602.785 5,565,230] 53,907,668 54,519 668] 54,634,668 $27,030,010
Deobligated from Prior 5YFPP Cycles ** S1.7597410% :. . 51,759,741
“Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity $10.362.526 $1.809.510] 52.257,854] 52715271} $109,000 $109,000,
Fagrlol$
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Artachment 3
) Prop K 5-Year Project List (FY 2014/15 - 2018/19)
Sueet Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair 2nd Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35)

Programming and Allocations to Date
Pending Decernber 12, 2017 Board

'SYPP Amendment © zldd the Ingnlls St and Industdal St Pavement Renovarion pm)(.ct Resolution 2016-01 S Project 134.908024)
Guerrero St San Josc Ave aad Corbert Ave Paveracnr Renovation: Reduced from $5.6 million o SO in iscal Year 2014/ 13, with S.) 617,
Fiscal Year 2015/16 and $1,922.767 added to cumvuladve semaining programening capecity. The projece was funded with other so acces.
Ingalls St and Industdal §t Pavemncent Renovation: Added project with $3,677,233-in IFiscal Year 2015/16 fonds for construction.

3 added ro Tngalls St and Industral St Pavemcent Renovation i

* 5YPP Amendment to fully fund the Clayton St, Clipper St. asd Portsla Dr Pavement Renovation project. (Resolution 2016-047, 3/22/16)
Cumulztve Rermining Programming Capacity: Redueed by $90,033.
Clayton St, Clippec $t, and Porrola 1r Pavement Renovaton: Increased by 590,033 in T'Y 2015/16 construction funds.

7 5YPP Amendment t0.add the Turcka St. Grandviw Ave, and Mangels Ave Pavement Renovaton project. {Resolution 2016-047, 3/22 /16y
Cumulative Remdining Programoung Capacity: Reduced by 54,785.750.
Tiurcka St Grandwiew Ave, and Mangels Ave Pavement Renovadon: Added profect with 54,785,750 ml ¥ 2015/16 consiruction funds.

'\tratchc Plan and 3YPP Amendment to fully fund Strect Repair and (leaning 1iguipment (Resolution 2016-060, 6/28/16):

Finarice cost neueral Strawegic Plan Amendment: advanced programming (8722,582 from Y 2017/18) and cash ﬂo\\: (5797101 from (Y 2017/18, $313,895 fom Y 7018/19‘ to Y 2016/17 in the Street
Repair and Cleaning Iquipment catcgory.

Swreet Resurfacing SYPP Amendmene Added Pavement Renovauen Placcholder with 51 '&10 995 in 17Y16,/17 funds and rhe-following cash flow: $797,107 in Y1 7/18 :md 5315,894 in I'Y18/19.

* West Porml Ave and Quintara St Pavement Renovation: (,zmdlcd projuect. Lhis proxcu will conunuc on the onginally presented schedule bur will be funded with 2011 Strects Bond funu< due to upcoming tmcly-usc-
o E-funds reguiremernts on that source.
¢ 5YPP amendmenc o add the Filbert and Leavenworth Steets I’:n ement Repovation project (Resolution 2017-027, 02/28/2017):
Gilman Ave and Jerrold /\ve Pavement Renovaton: Reduced from $5,907,668 1o SO. The project will be delivered through multiple projects and funded from other soucces
Filbert and Leavenworth Stecets Pavernent Renovation: Add profect with $3,479.324 1a [FY2016/17 funds.
Cumulatee Remaining Programming Capacity: Increased by $428,344.
" SYPP amendment fo add the 1 Jaight Sucet Resurfacing and Pedeswiun Lighting proicet (Resolution 2017-054, 06/27/2017):
Pavement Renovation Placcholder: Reduced from 51,110,995 to SO in FY2G16/17.
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced by 3137,256. :
Haight Strect Resurtacing and Pedestrian Lighting: Add project with $1,248.251 in FY2017/18 construction funds.

" 5YPP amendment to 2dd the Parkmerced/ favin Peaks/ Glen Park Residential Strect Resusfacing and Alemany Street Resurfacmg projects aad-sthe-H8-104 ,’—légf FMamezed-Lanes P Lived Hachange profecc
Resolution 2018-XXXK, 12/12/2017): )
Madnd St.. Morse St and Patis St Pavemcat Renovatior: Deleted project reduced from $4,519,668 to 50 ta 17Y2017/18. Project will be funded with nan-Prop K sources.
Fillmore St Pavernent Renovation: Delered project; teduced from 34,634,668 to $0 in FY 2018/19, Project will be funded with General Fund monies.
Cumulative Rermaining Programming Capacity: Reduced from $989,603 to SO
Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Rendvaton: Added project with $2,794,000 in 17Y 2017/18 construction funds.
Alemany Boulevard Paverneat Renovation: Added projest with 53,157,000 in 7Y 2018/19 construction funds.
HEH-AI-280 Manased Fanes kil fund Erchanue poeieen Suided projetvwith 54,085 ¥-201545-environmential-Rrodi S35 milfor-in-progrming s serityent viGebfmia Famsprratier
Fornmissten-{EFEr sl {—2—\ exh-P _LL..\_.,,.’",—H“W,, nefigrmeiseFrogmem-pndslanticested nrvan 28 and St 583059 5 DTHenanebr "’:_., provabotErde2fmds-titieipaced
Deeomiber 2048 SeeRe S-S tletitean- b esebanpewirchoretabs e rmepated-rende-ofal urE:’I..JJ.",‘. ‘o E?_‘..L. R red e
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Sueeet Resurfacing, Rehabilitation,

Attachment 3

Prop K 5-Year Project List (FY 2014/15 - 2018/19)

and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35)
Cash Flow as Allocated to Date

Pending December 12, 2017 Board

S AER,

quz:rr:m St ban]cfsc Ave and Corbett Ave CON 50 sn 50
avement Renovaton 1 .

| Wese POfta] Ave and Quintara St Pavernent CON ) §3,002.785

Renovatian
B . ; . -

West I oj:ml Ave and Quintara St Pavement CcON (53,002785) -
Renovation 5 § )
Tngalls S}r and Tndustrial St Pavcrpent CON $3.677.233
Renovadon 1 .
Clayton S, Chppcr.S: and sztuh Dr conN §5,455,263
Pavement Renovarion 2 :

{ Eurcka St, Grandview /}.vc, and Mangels CON 54.785,750
Ave Pavement Renovason 3
Gilman {\ve and Jerrald Ave Pavement cON 50 so 50
Renovation 6
Jilbect ”‘f‘d Leaveaworth Streets Pavement 53,479,324
Renovation 6

AS S, dacis St Pavi

Madrid §g Morse St and Pags St Pavemnent CON 50 50 S0
Renovation8 '
Fillmore St Pavement Renovation8 CON S0 50 SO
Haight Street Resurfacing and Pedesmian CON
Lighting7
Pavement Renovation Placcholder 4,7 CON 50 . 50| S0
Parkmezced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park con S0 51,117,600 51,676,400 $2.794,000
Residential Pavement Renovationd .

Alemarny Blvd Pavement Renovaton8 CON $947,100 $2,209,900 $3,157,000
:. 2143 1, e LI g g
W A2 ved-hanes R o $2.500.009 $4583.930 54,083.930

Towl Cask Flow in 5YPP] s0] 50 11,229,657 S5714.166] 55,989,300 S5, 747,628 S25,6801,760
Taral Cash Flow Allocated] $2,402,228 §600,557, 511,229,657 55,714,166 $1,424,609 5271389 521,648,606
Total Cash Flow Deobligated (52.402.228) (5600.557) 50 50/ S0 50 7%3.002.785)
Total Cash Flow Unallocated) S T8 S| 51 54364, 700 $5.470.239 S1U,034,950
‘Total Cash Flow iu 2014 Strategic Plan - 83,402,228 58,492,741 55,199,180 54,397,268 54,611,668 5926.934] $27,030,019
Deobligated from Pror SYPP Cycles *¥ S1.759.741( i N T $1.759.741
Cumulative Remaining Cash Flow Capacity| $5.161.969 513.654.710 $7.624.233 © 56,307,335 $4,929,694 5109,000] $109.000]
o KSPSYEPRI AR I IS p;-xnr.»a Byuipmens alea Tob: Pending December 2837 Page 4 of5
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. Attachment 3 o
Prop K 5-Year Project List (FY 2014/15 - 2018/19)
Street Resusfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35)
Cash Flow as Allocated to Date
Peading December 12, 2017 Board

Street Repair and Cleaning Eq\;ipm:nt PROC : - - S701,034
Strcet Repair and Cleaning Gquipment | FROC T/ 5738072
Strect Repair and Cleaning Uquipment 4+ PROC . . 51499408
|Swect Repair and Cleaning Rguipmcat 4 ' PROC i 50 594,793 594,793
Street Repair and Cleaning Nguipmeot PROC ’ $429,900 3429,900 $859,800

S  Toml Cash Flow in5¥PP 550,517 ST19,553] S1.568 444 [ $524,693] 5429.900] 53,893,107}
Total Cash Flow Allocated $350,517 719,553 51,868,444 S0 S0 S0 52938514

Total Cash Flow Deobligated S0 D S0 . 50 S0 sof . S0

Total Cash Flow Unallocated S sn S0 R 8524:693 s4zo.000 - 3934593

Total Cash Flow in 2014 Strategic Plan $350,517 $719,553 $757,449] 5797.101 5838.58 i 5429900 53,893,107,

Decbligared from Prior 5YPP Cycles 3+ B 50 -] : i ©8D

S( 30 50 SN

(81,110,%95) 50

Cumulative Remaining Cash Flow Capacity

RO
Cash Flow Programmied in SYPP] $350,517 57195 S13,098,101] 55,714,166] $6,514,002] 56,177,528] 3,867
Total Cash Flow Allocated] 52752745 $1,320,110 $13.098,101 755,714,166 $1,424,609 $277,389 $24,587,120)
Towl Cash Flow Deobligated (52.402.228) (SG00.557) B S0 S0 . S0 {S3,002.785)
Toml Cash Flow Unallocated| . ) 50 $0 ) 35,089,303 $35.900,139) S1).989,352
Total Cash Flow in 2014 Steategic Plan ~ §3.752.745] 59.212.294] $5.956.629] 55.194.369] $5.450.256 51.356.834 530.923.126
Toil Deobligared from Prior SYPP Cyceles - ) o $1.759.741] -
Cumulative Remaining Cash Flow Capacity| $5.161.969 $13,654.710] 56,513.238] $5993.440] 54,929,694 509,000 $109,000
TiVYep KISTSITIR01 4\ 34233 Parlug snd quipsment slen “Tabs Prsding Oxcxmhee 2017 : . PageS5of5



~OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

SAN FRANCISCO - MAYOR

TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisers:. -

FROM: Sophia Kittler
RE: Accept and Expend Grant ~ California State Senate Bill 1 Local

Partnership Program — Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement
Renovation - $2,340,000 -
- DATE: " 7/9/2019

Resolution authorizing the acceptance and expenditure of California State Senate
Bill 1 Local Partnership Program formulaic funding in the amount of $2,340,000
for San Francisco Public Works’ Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement
Renovation project. ' ~ '

Please note that Supervisor Mar is a co-sponsor of this legislation.

Should you have any qdestions, please contact Sophia Kittler at 415-554-6153.

1'DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141

4192



