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FILE NO. 211291 RESOLUTION NO.

[General Obligation Bond Election - Muni Reliability and Street Safety]

Resolution determining and declaring that the public interest and necessity demand
the construction, acquisition, improvement, and retrofitting of transportation, street
safety and transit related improvements, and other critical infrastructure and facilities
for transportation system improvements and safety improvements and related costs
necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes; authorizing landlords to pass-
through 50% of the resulting property tax increase to residential tenants under
Administrative Code, Chapter 37; providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay
both principal and interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of
Administrative Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and requirements
for the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a project under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and finding that the proposed bond is in conformity
with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b), and with the General
Plan consistency requirement of Charter, Section 4.105, and Administrative Code,

Section 2A.53.

WHEREAS, The Mayor’s 2030 Transportation Task Force Report, dated November
2013 (“2030 Task Force Report”) determined that the City’s street, transit and transportation
infrastructure (“Street, Transit and Transportation System”) was unable to meet current and
future demands, and that the reliability, efficiency and safety of City streets, transit and
transportation infrastructure requires substantial investment for modernization and to
maintain a state of good repair and to meet future demands; and
I
I
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WHEREAS, The 2030 Task Force Report estimated that the required cost of
improvements to the Street, Transit and Transportation System is $10.1 billion over the next
15 years; and

WHEREAS, The analysis of the 2030 Task Force Report was supplemented by the
Mayor’'s 2045 Transportation Task Force Report, dated January 2018 (2045 Task Force
Report”) which identified additional transportation system improvement needs estimated at a
cost of $22 billion; and

WHEREAS, Both the 2030 and 2045 Task Force Reports were augmented by the
efforts of Transportation 2050 (“Transportation 2050”) to update the vision for transportation
developed though the City’s ConnectSF process, including additional community input
received through the SFMTA’s 2021 Citywide Community Survey; and

WHEREAS, Transportation 2050 outlines the resources needed to achieve a
community-driven vision and identify revenue and reliable funding solutions to fund the cost of
transportation needs in San Francisco, which includes among other resources, the issuance
of general obligation bonds; and

WHEREAS, A significant number of Muni bus yards and facilities were constructed
decades ago, with some being over one hundred years old, are obsolete and need to be
repaired, upgraded and rebuilt to allow for Muni buses to be repaired faster, prevent
breakdowns to support reliable Muni service; and

WHEREAS, On-street infrastructure improvements for public transit helps reduce travel
times and delays for Muni and enables more reliable and more frequent service; and

WHEREAS, Muni’s train control system is over 20 years old and is obsolete and needs
to be replaced in order increase subway capacity, reduce delays and deliver reliable, high-
frequency Muni Metro light rail service; and

i
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WHEREAS, Redesigning and constructing streets to improve safety, accessibility and
visibility for pedestrians and cyclists, and implementing traffic calming and speed reduction
tools, all supports the City’s Vision Zero policy of eliminating all traffic deaths in San
Francisco; and

WHEREAS, Strong public transit systems is one of the most important tools the City
has to mitigate the adverse effects of climate change, and by improving the reliability and
speed of Muni service and creating safer spaces to for pedestrians and cyclists, the City will
become more livable and sustainable; and

WHEREAS, Under-investment in the Street, Transit and Transportation System
increases the risk of loss and injury to City residents, has an outsized impact on residents who
have limited transportation options and rely on Muni, impacts the economic vitality of the City,
reduces the City’s ability to support growth and reduces the quality of life; and

WHEREAS, Substantial investment in the City’s Street, Transit and Transportation
System will result in improved street safety for all users of City streets, a more reliable and
faster Muni, and better pedestrian, bike, and disabled access (collectively, the "Street, Transit
and Transportation Project"); and

WHEREAS, The Muni Reliability and Street Safety General Obligation Bond ("Bond")
will provide a portion of the funding for eligible investments within the Street, Transit and
Transportation Program; and

WHEREAS, The Board recognizes the need to safeguard and enhance the City's
Street, Transit and Transportation System by making significant investments therein; now,
therefore, be it

RESOLVED, The Board determines and declares that the public interest and necessity
demand the acquisition, construction and improvement of street, transit, transportation and

i
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related infrastructure, and the payment of related costs necessary or convenient for the
foregoing purposes; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, The estimated cost of $400,000,000 of the Bond is and will be
too great to be paid out of the ordinary annual income and revenue of the City, will require an
expenditure greater than the amount allowed by the annual tax levy, and will require the
incurrence of bonded indebtedness in an amount not to exceed $400,000,000; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board, having reviewed the proposed legislation, makes
the following findings in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"),
California Public Resources Code, Sections 21000 et seq., the CEQA Guidelines, 15 Cal.
Code Regs. Title 14, Sections 15000 et seq. ("CEQA Guidelines"”), and San Francisco
Administrative Code, Chapter 31 ("Chapter 31"):

As set forth by the Planning Department, in a determination dated October 21, 2021, a
copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 211291 and incorporated in this
Resolution by reference, the Board finds that the bond proposal is not subject to CEQA. As
the establishment of a government financing mechanism that does not involve any
commitment to specific projects to be constructed with bond funds, it is not a project as
defined by CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The use of bond proceeds to finance any
project or portion of any project will be subject to approval of the applicable decision-making
body at that time, upon completion of planning and any further required environmental review
under CEQA; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board finds and declares that the proposed Bond is (i) in
conformity with the priority policies of Section 101.1(b) of the San Francisco Planning Code,
(i) in accordance with Section 4.105 of the San Francisco Charter and Section 2A.53(f) of the
San Francisco Administrative Code, and (iii) consistent with the City’s General Plan, and

adopts the findings of the Planning Department, as set forth in the General Plan Referral
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Report dated November 18, 2021, a copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board in File
No. 211291 and incorporates such findings by reference; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, The time limit for approval of this Resolution specified in
Section 2.34 of the San Francisco Administrative Code is waived; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, Under Section 2.40 of the San Francisco Administrative Code,
the Ordinance submitting this proposal to the voters shall contain a provision authorizing
landlords to pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax increases to residential tenants in
accordance with Chapter 37 of the San Francisco Administrative Code; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, The City hereby declares its official intent to reimburse prior
expenditures of the City incurred or expected to be incurred prior to the issuance and sale of
any series of bonds in connection with the Project (collectively, the "Future Bonds"); the Board
hereby declares the City’s intent to reimburse the City with the proceeds of the Future Bonds
for the expenditures with respect to the Project (the “Expenditures” and each, an
“Expenditure”) made on and after that date that is no more than 60 days prior to adoption of
this Resolution; the City reasonably expects on the date hereof that it will reimburse the
Expenditures with the proceeds of the Future Bonds, and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, Each Expenditure was and will be either (a) of a type

properly chargeable to a capital account under general federal income tax principles
(determined in each case as of the date of the Expenditure), (b) a cost of issuance with
respect to the Future Bonds, (c) a nonrecurring item that is not customarily payable from
current revenues, or (d) a grant to a party that is not related to or an agent of the City so long
as such grant does not impose any obligation or condition (directly or indirectly) to repay any
amount to or for the benefit of the City; the maximum aggregate principal amount of the
Future Bonds expected to be issued for the Project is $400,000,000; the City shall make a

reimbursement allocation, which is a written allocation by the City that evidences the City’s
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use of proceeds of the applicable series of Future Bonds to reimburse an Expenditure, no
later than 18 months after the later of the date on which the Expenditure is paid or the Project
is placed in service or abandoned, but in no event more than three years after the date on
which the Expenditure is paid; the City recognizes that exceptions are available for certain
“preliminary expenditures,” costs of issuance, certain de minimis amounts, expenditures by
“small issuers” (based on the year of issuance and not the year of expenditure) and
expenditures for construction projects of at least 5 years; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, Documents referenced in this Resolution are on file with the
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 211291, which is hereby declared to be a part of

this Resolution as if set forth fully herein.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DAVID CHIU, City Attorney

By: /s MARK D. BLAKE
MARK D. BLAKE
Deputy City Attorney

n:\financ\as2021\2200269\01570527.docx
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING FEBRUARY 2, 2022

Items 2 &3 Department:
Files 21-1290 & 21-1291 Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA)
(Continued from 1/26/22 meeting)

Legislative Objectives

e File 21-1290: is an ordinance that would call and provide for a special election to be held on
June 7, 2022, in order to submit to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur $400 million
of general obligation bonded indebtedness for transportation improvements. In addition,
approval of this $400 million general obligation bond would require approval by at least
two-thirds of San Francisco voters.

File 21-1291.: is a resolution that would determine and declare that the public interest and
necessity demand acquisition, construction, and improvement of street, transit, and
transportation infrastructure.

Key Points

e This is the second of two general obligation bonds recommended by prior studies of
Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA) funding needs. The proposed $400 million would
be used to fund the following capital improvement programs: $42 million for street signals,
$42 million on pedestrian and bicycle improvements, $30 million for speed management,
$250 million for facility upgrades, $26 million for Muni network improvements, and $10
million for the train control system upgrade.

e Allissuances of the bonds and appropriations of the bond fund proceeds would be subject
to future Board of Supervisors approval, at which time CEQA review and approval of the
specific projects would be required, and the project costs would be identified.

Fiscal Impact

e According to the Office of Public Finance, total estimated debt service is $690 million,
including approximately $290 million in interest and $400 million in principal.

e The average property tax rate for the proposed bonds would be $9.61 per $100,000 of
assessed valuation, half of which could be passed through to tenants.

e The proposed bonds are consistent with the City’s debt policies related to the amount of
debt outstanding and the property tax rate cap.

Recommendation

e Approve the proposed ordinance and resolution.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST



BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING FEBRUARY 2, 2022

MANDATE STATEMENT

According to Article 16, Section 18(a) of the State of California Constitution, no county, city,
town, township, board of education, or school district, shall incur any indebtedness or liability
for any purpose exceeding in any year the income and revenue provided for such year, without
the approval of two-thirds of the voters of the public entity voting at an election to be held for
that purpose.

City Administrative Code Section 2.34 requires that a resolution of public interest and
necessity for the acquisition, construction or completion of any municipal improvement be
adopted by the Board of Supervisors not less than 141 days before the election at which such
proposal will be submitted to the voters. These time limits may be waived by resolution of the
Board of Supervisors.

BACKGROUND

The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA) has undertaken several studies of
funding needs, including the Transportation Task Force 2030 (completed in 2013), which
recommended the City issue S1 billion in general obligation bonds to fund transportation
infrastructure improvements. In November 2014, San Francisco voters approved a $500
million general obligation bond for transportation improvements. According to the November
2021 Quarterly Status Report on those bonds, $493.4 million in bond issuances have occurred,
of which $231.8 million has been spent with an additional $37.9 million encumbered. The final
$122.8 million of GO Bonds were issued at the beginning of Quarter 1 of FY 2021-22.
Expenditures will begin to be reflected in the second and third quarters of FY 2021-22. A
second Transportation Task Force 2045 process (completed in 2017) reaffirmed the
recommendation for a second Transportation General Obligation Bond.

MTA is proposing a new $400 million series of general obligation bonds for transportation
improvements. The Agency is proposing $400 million rather than the S$500 million
recommended by the Transportation Task Force 2030 and 2045 as the proposed bond is being
advanced 2-years earlier, from 2024, and due to the overall City General Obligation capacity
within the 10-Year Capital Plan

DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

File 21-1290: The proposed ordinance would call and provide for a special election to be held
in San Francisco on June 7, 2022, in order to submit to San Francisco voters a proposition to
incur $400 million of general obligation bonded indebtedness for the transportation
improvements summarized in Exhibit 1 below. In addition, approval of this $400 million
general obligation bond would require approval by at least two-thirds of San Francisco voters.
The ordinance also requires that the certain funded projects be subject to a project labor
agreement as per Administrative Code Section 6.27.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST



BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING FEBRUARY 2, 2022

File 21-1291: The proposed resolution would determine and declare that the public interest
and necessity demand acquisition, construction, and improvement of street, transit, and
transportation infrastructure.

Both the proposed ordinance (File 21-1290) and resolution (File 21-1291) would:

Find that the estimated cost of $400 million for such proposed projects will be too
great to be paid out of the ordinary annual income and revenue of the City and will
require expenditures greater than the amount allowed by the annual tax levy;

Find that the bond proposal is not subject to review under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);

Find that the proposed bonds are in conformity with the General Plan, and the eight
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b);

Waive the time requirements specified in Administrative Code, Section 2.34;

Authorize landlords to pass-through 50 percent of the resulting property tax
increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code, Chapter 37; and,

Declare the City’s intention to use bond proceeds to reimburse capital expenses

incurred prior to the issuance of the proposed bonds

Possible uses of the bond proceeds are shown in Exhibit 1 below.

Exhibit 1: Possible Uses of Bond Funds

Program Area Possible Uses Estimated
Budget
Muni facility upgrades Upgrading existing trolley-coach facilities beyond | $250 million
their useful life, expanding rail and bus facilities
for additive capacity, installing electric vehicle
charging infrastructure
Muni network Rapid Network enhancements, such as bus-only $26 million
improvements lanes, smart traffic signals, and sidewalk bulbs
Muni Train Control System Investment and expansion in the Muni Metro and | $10 million
Subway Train Control System, including local
contribution to leverage match for state and
federal grants
Street Signal Improvements | Pedestrian and traffic signal improvements and $42 million
crossings
Corridor Pedestrian & Sidewalk, bike lane, and transit boarding S42 million
Bicycle Improvements enhancements
Speed Management Traffic calming, speed limit reductions, speeding $30 million
signs
Total $400 million

Source: 2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond Overview, SFMTA

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING FEBRUARY 2, 2022

The proposed budgets noted above include estimated citizen oversight committee and audit
costs. All issuances of the bonds and appropriations of the bond fund proceeds would be subject
to Board of Supervisors approval, at which time CEQA review and approval of the specific projects
would be required, and the project costs would be identified.

Rationale for Proposed Costs

MTA’s FY 2020-21 to FY 2024-25 Capital Improvement Program does not include the proposed
bonds. In May 2022, MTA will update its Five-Year Capital Improvement Program. The Five-Year
CIP will be amended to add GO Bond Funding with more specific projects and programs within
one-quarter of the June election, pending the outcome.

According to Jonathan Rewers, MTA Acting Chief Financial Officer, the estimated spending on
$42 million street signals, $42 million on pedestrian and bicycle improvements, and $30 million
speed management is based on the same proportion of spending on those program areas as for
the 2014 bonds. The $250 million for facility upgrades is based on potential spending on facility
projects, in consideration of the scarcity of discretionary grant funds for facilities. The $26 million
for Muni network improvements is based on the completion of the next round of Muni Forward
corridor treatments across the City. And the $10 million for the train control system upgrade is
based on the estimated local share required by state and federal grants funding that project.

FISCAL IMPACT

Debt Service

If the proposed $400 million of Muni Reliability and Street Safety Obligation Bonds are approved
by San Francisco voters in June 2022, the City is expected to issue multiple series of bonds
through FY 2024-25. According to Vishal Trivedi, Financial Analyst in the Office of Public Finance,
the proposed bonds are projected to have an annual interest rate of six percent over
approximately 20 years, with estimated total debt service payments of $690 million, including
approximately $290 million in interest and $400 million in principal. The Office of Public Finance
estimates average annual debt service payments of $30 million.

Property Taxes

Repayment of such annual debt service would be recovered through increases to the annual
property tax rate. According to the Office of Public Finance, the average property tax rate for the
proposed bonds would be $9.61 per $100,000 of assessed valuation, half of which could be
passed through to tenants.

Debt Limit

Section 9.106 of the City Charter limits the amount of general obligation bonds the City can have
outstanding at any given time to three percent of the total assessed value of property in San
Francisco. The FY 2021-22 total assessed value of property in the City is approximately $312
billion, such that the general obligation debt limit is currently approximately $9.3 billion. As of
December 2021, there was $2.9 billion of general obligation bonds outstanding, or approximately
0.9 percent of the total assessed value of property in the City. If the proposed $S400 million

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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general obligation bonds are issued, the outstanding general obligation bonds would total $3.3
billion, or approximately 1.1 percent of the total assessed value of property.

According to the FY 2021-22 to FY 2030-31 Ten Year Capital Plan, the proposed bonds are
consistent with the City’s current debt management policy to maintain the property tax rate for
City general obligation bonds below the FY 2005-06 rate.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the proposed ordinance and resolution.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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Items 9 & 10 Department:
Files 21-1290 & 21-1291 Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA)

Legislative Objectives

e File 21-1290: is an ordinance that would call and provide for a special election to be held on
June 7, 2022, in order to submit to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur $400 million
of general obligation bonded indebtedness for transportation improvements. In addition,
approval of this $400 million general obligation bond would require approval by at least
two-thirds of San Francisco voters.

File 21-1291.: is a resolution that would determine and declare that the public interest and
necessity demand acquisition, construction, and improvement of street, transit, and
transportation infrastructure.

Key Points

e This is the second of two general obligation bonds recommended by prior studies of
Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA) funding needs. The proposed $400 million would
be used to fund the following capital improvement programs: $42 million for street signals,
$42 million on pedestrian and bicycle improvements, $30 million for speed management,
$250 million for facility upgrades, $26 million for Muni network improvements, and $S10
million for the train control system upgrade.

e Allissuances of the bonds and appropriations of the bond fund proceeds would be subject
to future Board of Supervisors approval, at which time CEQA review and approval of the
specific projects would be required, and the project costs would be identified.

Fiscal Impact

e According to the Office of Public Finance, total estimated debt service is $690 million,
including approximately $290 million in interest and $400 million in principal.

e The average property tax rate for the proposed bonds would be $9.61 per $100,000 of
assessed valuation, half of which could be passed through to tenants.

e The proposed bonds are consistent with the City’s debt policies related to the amount of
debt outstanding and the property tax rate cap.

Recommendation

e Approve the proposed ordinance and resolution.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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MANDATE STATEMENT

According to Article 16, Section 18(a) of the State of California Constitution, no county, city,
town, township, board of education, or school district, shall incur any indebtedness or liability
for any purpose exceeding in any year the income and revenue provided for such year, without
the approval of two-thirds of the voters of the public entity voting at an election to be held for
that purpose.

City Administrative Code Section 2.34 requires that a resolution of public interest and
necessity for the acquisition, construction or completion of any municipal improvement be
adopted by the Board of Supervisors not less than 141 days before the election at which such
proposal will be submitted to the voters. These time limits may be waived by resolution of the
Board of Supervisors.

BACKGROUND

The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA) has undertaken several studies of
funding needs, including the Transportation Task Force 2030 (completed in 2013), which
recommended the City issue S1 billion in general obligation bonds to fund transportation
infrastructure improvements. In November 2014, San Francisco voters approved a $500
million general obligation bond for transportation improvements. According to the November
2021 Quarterly Status Report on those bonds, $493.4 million in bond issuances have occurred,
of which $231.8 million has been spent with an additional $37.9 million encumbered. The final
$122.8 million of GO Bonds were issued at the beginning of Quarter 1 of FY 2021-22.
Expenditures will begin to be reflected in the second and third quarters of FY 2021-22. A
second Transportation Task Force 2045 process (completed in 2017) reaffirmed the
recommendation for a second Transportation General Obligation Bond.

MTA is proposing a new $400 million series of general obligation bonds for transportation
improvements. The Agency is proposing $400 million rather than the S$500 million
recommended by the Transportation Task Force 2030 and 2045 as the proposed bond is being
advanced 2-years earlier, from 2024, and due to the overall City General Obligation capacity
within the 10-Year Capital Plan

DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

File 21-1290: The proposed ordinance would call and provide for a special election to be held
in San Francisco on June 7, 2022, in order to submit to San Francisco voters a proposition to
incur $400 million of general obligation bonded indebtedness for the transportation
improvements summarized in Exhibit 1 below. In addition, approval of this $400 million
general obligation bond would require approval by at least two-thirds of San Francisco voters.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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File 21-1291: The proposed resolution would determine and declare that the public interest
and necessity demand acquisition, construction, and improvement of street, transit, and
transportation infrastructure.

Both the proposed ordinance (File 21-1290) and resolution (File 21-1291) would:

Find that the estimated cost of $400 million for such proposed projects will be too
great to be paid out of the ordinary annual income and revenue of the City and will
require expenditures greater than the amount allowed by the annual tax levy;

Find that the bond proposal is not subject to review under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);

Find that the proposed bonds are in conformity with the General Plan, and the eight
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b);

Waive the time requirements specified in Administrative Code, Section 2.34;

Authorize landlords to pass-through 50 percent of the resulting property tax
increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code, Chapter 37; and,

Declare the City’s intention to use bond proceeds to reimburse capital expenses

incurred prior to the issuance of the proposed bonds

Possible uses of the bond proceeds are shown in Exhibit 1 below.

Exhibit 1: Possible Uses of Bond Funds

Program Area Possible Uses Estimated
Budget
Muni facility upgrades Upgrading existing trolley-coach facilities beyond | $250 million
their useful life, expanding rail and bus facilities
for additive capacity, installing electric vehicle
charging infrastructure
Muni network Rapid Network enhancements, such as bus-only $26 million
improvements lanes, smart traffic signals, and sidewalk bulbs
Muni Train Control System Investment and expansion in the Muni Metro and | $10 million
Subway Train Control System, including local
contribution to leverage match for state and
federal grants
Street Signal Improvements | Pedestrian and traffic signal improvements and $42 million
crossings
Corridor Pedestrian & Sidewalk, bike lane, and transit boarding S42 million
Bicycle Improvements enhancements
Speed Management Traffic calming, speed limit reductions, speeding $30 million
signs
Total $400 million

Source: 2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond Overview, SFMTA

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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The proposed budgets noted above include estimated citizen oversight committee and audit
costs. All issuances of the bonds and appropriations of the bond fund proceeds would be subject
to Board of Supervisors approval, at which time CEQA review and approval of the specific projects
would be required, and the project costs would be identified.

Rationale for Proposed Costs

MTA’s FY 2020-21 to FY 2024-25 Capital Improvement Program does not include the proposed
bonds. In May 2022, MTA will update its Five-Year Capital Improvement Program. The Five-Year
CIP will be amended to add GO Bond Funding with more specific projects and programs within
one-quarter of the June election, pending the outcome.

According to Jonathan Rewers, MTA Acting Chief Financial Officer, the estimated spending on
$42 million street signals, $42 million on pedestrian and bicycle improvements, and $30 million
speed management is based on the same proportion of spending on those program areas as for
the 2014 bonds. The $250 million for facility upgrades is based on potential spending on facility
projects, in consideration of the scarcity of discretionary grant funds for facilities. The $26 million
for Muni network improvements is based on the completion of the next round of Muni Forward
corridor treatments across the City. And the $10 million for the train control system upgrade is
based on the estimated local share required by state and federal grants funding that project.

FISCAL IMPACT

Debt Service

If the proposed $S400 million of Muni Reliability and Street Safety Obligation Bonds are approved
by San Francisco voters in June 2022, the City is expected to issue multiple series of bonds
through FY 2024-25. According to Vishal Trivedi, Financial Analyst in the Office of Public Finance,
the proposed bonds are projected to have an annual interest rate of six percent over
approximately 20 years, with estimated total debt service payments of $690 million, including
approximately $290 million in interest and $400 million in principal. The Office of Public Finance
estimates average annual debt service payments of $30 million.

Property Taxes

Repayment of such annual debt service would be recovered through increases to the annual
property tax rate. According to the Office of Public Finance, the average property tax rate for the
proposed bonds would be $9.61 per $100,000 of assessed valuation, half of which could be
passed through to tenants.

Debt Limit

Section 9.106 of the City Charter limits the amount of general obligation bonds the City can have
outstanding at any given time to three percent of the total assessed value of property in San
Francisco. The FY 2021-22 total assessed value of property in the City is approximately $312
billion, such that the general obligation debt limit is currently approximately $9.3 billion. As of
December 2021, there was $2.9 billion of general obligation bonds outstanding, or approximately
0.9 percent of the total assessed value of property in the City. If the proposed $S400 million
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general obligation bonds are issued, the outstanding general obligation bonds would total $3.3
billion, or approximately 1.1 percent of the total assessed value of property.

According to the FY 2021-22 to FY 2030-31 Ten Year Capital Plan, the proposed bonds are
consistent with the City’s current debt management policy to maintain the property tax rate for
City general obligation bonds below the FY 2005-06 rate.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the proposed ordinance and resolution.
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[. Letter from the Co-Chairs

Dear Mayor Lee and Transportation Task Force Members:

In his State of the City address in January of this year, Mayor Edwin M. Lee
announced the creation of this Transportation Task Force to develop a plan
to address the City’s future transportation needs. We are pleased to submit
the attached report on the City transportation system'’s existing conditions,
proposed investment strategies, and funding options for San Francisco’s
transportation infrastructure through 2030.

We believe the key to maintaining and enhancing mobility for all

San Franciscans is to invest in a high performing transportation system.
However, multiple factors limit the City's ability to make these investments.
Infrastructure is aging. The City has limited right-of-way. Transportation
resources from the state and federal government are volatile. Despite
these constraints, we must find ways to invest in our infrastructure to keep
the transportation system reliable while taking innovative steps to maintain
the core infrastructure, enhance the system, expand transportation
choices, prepare for growth, and improve performance.

Managing future transportation demand requires a balancing of travel
modes. All San Franciscans and visitors should be able to choose among
many high-quality transportation options. The transportation system must
pay special attention to those who face special obstacles in their mobility.
The transportation system must serve the needs of all its users while
providing efficient and low-cost travel options. The City should prioritize
transportation investments that will provide the greatest mobility and
promote a balanced multi-modal transportation system.

For these reasons, this report:

+ Assesses the extent of San Francisco's transportation program needs,
including streets and transit;

+ Evaluates and recommends funding options to meet those needs in the
upcoming 15 years; and

« Recommends the City pursue additional state and federal sources to
fund transportation capital when new revenue opportunities become
available.

As a final step, we led the Task Force in discussing the proposals and

recommendations. The Task Force concurs with the following areas, and
this report reflects these areas of agreement:

Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030




+ The needs assessment has identified need of $10.1 billion for transportation infrastructure
through 2030.

+ The City has already identified $3.8 billion of funding for transportation infrastructure through
2030 leaving gap of $6.3 billion.

+ Future investments should focus on primarily improving the core, next enhancing the existing
system, then expanding to meet growth.

« The Task Force's priorities are to improve transportation reliability, system efficiency, accessibility
and safety, equity for all users, and expanding for growth.

+ The City should support two General Obligation bonds, each for $500 million, to fund bond
eligible infrastructure improvements.

+ Vehicle License Fees should be increased to 2 percent to fund transportation improvements.

+ Sales tax should be increased by 0.5 percent to fund remaining highest priority
transportation projects.

+ The commitment to increase revenue for transportation improvements will position San Francisco
to better compete for matching investments from state and federal sources.

+ City leaders and regional agencies should continue to seek additional transportation funding to
fill the gap of unfunded, underfunded, or delayed projects and priorities.

+ City staff should continue to enlist and receive public input and feedback on the elements of the
investment plan.

+ City staff should document and share expected performance improvements and service
enhancements resulting from infrastructure investments.

« This plan is a first step, and costs and investments will be refined through the City’s Capital Plan
and in coordination with departments and stakeholders.

The Transportation Task Force reviewed and endorsed this report on November 25, 2013.

As a next step, we recommend that this report be transmitted to the Board of Supervisors and be
amended into the City’s Ten-Year Capital Plan. In the coming months, we will enthusiastically support
the implementation of the recommendations. We also look forward to participating in additional
community processes to prioritize the projects within the investment plan, and work with the City's
local and regional partners to advocate for and coordinate improvements to the transportation
network.

Thank you,

Monique Zmuda and Gabriel Metcalf, Co-Chairs
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II. Executive Summary

During his 2013 State of the City address, San Francisco Mayor Lee
announced the creation of a Transportation Task Force to develop a
coordinated set of priorities and actionable recommendations for funding
the City’s transportation infrastructure between now and the year 2030.
This Task Force represents a first in a generation look at identifying new
local investment to address the City's transportation needs.

The City's transportation system is comprised of street, transit, bicycle and
pedestrian mobility networks. Additionally, the City has shared obligations
with both Caltrain and Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) -- regional transit
operators that provide vital links between San Francisco and the rest of the
greater Bay Area. Combined, the City-owned and operated transportation
networks, Caltrain, and BART make up the core components of the City's
transportation system. This multi-modal network provides many different
transportation options for those who work, visit, and live in the City, and
has contributed to making San Francisco a unique and vibrant place to live.
Choices the City makes today regarding this transportation system will
profoundly impact how San Francisco will continue to function and grow in
the future.

The City's current transportation policies affirm that a balanced, multi-
modal transportation system—including public transit, automobiles,
bicycles and pedestrian modes of travel—are necessary to maintain a high
quality of life and promote the economic well-being of the community. To
ensure a robust and reliable multi-modal transportation network in the
future, San Francisco must renew its existing systems and plan for growth.

The regional Plan Bay Area projects that by 2040 San Francisco will grow to
nearly one million residents, a 34% increase, and 750,000 jobs, a 29%
increase. In light of the demands from future growth and the effects of an
aging transportation system, the Task Force conducted a needs assessment
to evaluate the current condition of the transportation system, and a
funding assessment to evaluate its current and future fiscal requirements.
The needs assessment indicated that the City requires infrastructure
investment in the following three areas:

« Core: The City's existing transportation capital and infrastructure, which
includes the existing transit fleet, streets, traffic signals, rails, bike lanes,
and sidewalks.

* Enhance: Efficiency and effectiveness improvements to Core system
components.

+ Expand: Expansion beyond the Core investments in order to meet
current demand or expected growth where Core investments do not
meet the need.

Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030
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The Task Force evaluated the state of the City's transportation system and capital funding needs.
The Task Force presents two main findings:

1. The City's infrastructure is inadequate to meet current demand and decline in transportation
services will become more severe without new investments as the City grows and demand for
transportation increases.

2. Required improvements to the City’s transportation system infrastructure are estimated at $10.1
billion over the next 15 years. The City has identified $3.8 billion in funding, leaving a $6.3 billion
funding gap over the next 15 years (Table 1).

TABLE 1: TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM FUNDING GAP

Transportation System Funding Funds Identified Unfunded

Needs (2013 dollars, in millions) O E) to date Need A

Core Investments $ 6,608 $ 3,587 % 3,021 54%
Enhance Investments $ 1,833 § 160 $ 1,673 9%
Expand Investments $ 1,644|$ 63 1,638 0%
Total $ 10,085 $ 3,753 $ 6,332 37%

In order to address the funding gap, the Transportation Task Force recommends an Investment Plan to
fund the most critical capital programs, a Revenue Plan to help significantly reduce the funding gap,
and a recommendation that the City advocate for more federal, state, and regional dollars to meet the
remaining capital need.

Recommendation 1T—Investment Plan

The Task Force determined that the City must make improvements to its transportation infrastructure
in order to maintain economic competitiveness, promote a healthy environment, keep the City livable
and dynamic, and maintain existing systems in a state-of-good repair. The Task Force prioritized the
following objectives to guide new investment:

« Maintain existing assets in a state-of-good repair;
* Improve travel time and reliability;

* Reduce costs;

+ Serve planned growth; and

« Improve safety and accessibility of the system.

To meet these objectives, the Task Force recommends a balance of investments that would allocate

54% of new funding to Core investments, 32% to Enhance investments, and 14% to Expand
investments (Table 2).

8 | Il Executive Summary Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030



TABLE 2: 15 YEAR INVESTMENT PLAN

Lousiinvestmenclan | Proposed 2030 ofinvestment Plan

Core Investments $ 1,586 54%
Enhance Investments $ 948 32%
Expand Investments $ 421 14%
Total $ 2,955 100%

The $2.96 billion Investment Plan represents a significant step in a series of many needed to improve
the City's transportation system.

Recommendation 2—Revenue Plan

In order to significantly reduce the City’s funding gap, the Transportation Task Force recommends a
Revenue Plan including two General Obligation Bonds, the first in 2014, and the second in 2024.
Combined, these bonds would generate $1 billion in new revenue by 2024, which would equal bond
revenue of $829 million in 2013 dollars. The Revenue Plan would also increase the Vehicle License Fee
by 1.35% and increase the sales tax by 0.5% (Table 3). Over the 15 year period, the estimated rates of
revenue growth and cost escalation will vary. If costs grow more quickly than revenues, then the City’'s
Investment Plan will need to be re-prioritized and some projects adjusted or deferred.

TABLE 3: 15 YEAR REVENUE PLAN

15 Year Revenue Plan Proposed 15 Year Average Per Year
(2013 $, in millions) Revenue Total 2015-2030
General Obligation bond $ 829§ 55
Vehicle License Fee increase $ 1,096 $ 73
Sales Tax 0.5% increase $ 1,030 $ 69
Total $ 2,955 $ 197

Recommendation 3—Advocate for Additional Funding

The Task Force recognizes that additional local funding cannot be the only solution to significant
funding gaps and high levels of need. The Task Force recommends that the City continue to pursue
additional revenue for transportation improvements through other methods. This includes regional,
state, and federal advocacy, pursuing funding coordination opportunities, and consideration of policies
proposed in the San Francisco County Transportation Authority’s (SFCTA) Countywide Plan.

Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030 II. Executive Summary | 9
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The recommended revenue measures require voter approval, some as early as November 2014. If this
Task Force’s Revenue Plan is accepted, the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors will work to develop
proposed ballot and Charter legislation and the Board of Supervisors will conduct public hearings

on the proposals. For this legislative process to be successful, elected officials and City staff must
collaborate with stakeholders to ensure that proposals reflect the needs of the City and its voters.

If voters approve new revenue, the City will continue to engage with the public through forums
including the annual budget process and capital planning process and with project outreach to be
performed by City staff.

Though the Task Force's role is concluding, this effort is intended as the start of a much longer and
larger process to secure funding for the priority transportation projects that the City's policymakers
and citizens want to see implemented. Without a focused effort to secure new sources of investment,
many of these transportation projects and programs will not be implemented. The Task Force will
move forward with the following steps in the coming months to ensure that new investment is
realized. The Task Force will:

+ Submit Task Force Recommendations to the Mayor, the Board of Supervisors/ Transportation
Authority, the SFMTA Board of Directors, and the Capital Planning Committee. This will
institutionalize the recommendations and prepare them for placement on future ballots.

« Communicate the goals and recommendations of the Task Force to the public and interested
parties. The Task Force will share the recommendations and outcomes that the public can expect as
a result of the new investment.

+ Keep a strong coalition to realize the goals of the Task Force through implementation. The Task
Force's transportation capital project recommendations extend through 2030. A coalition comprised
of City agencies and stakeholders that are dedicated to implementation of Task Force
recommendations in the coming years will help ensure that the City’s transportation infrastructure
will meet users’ needs.

Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030 Il. Executive Summary | 11



ITI. Introduction

By 2040, San Francisco is projected to grow to nearly one million residents
(about a 34% increase in households) and grow to 750,000 jobs (a 29% increase
in employment). This increased population will place stress on the City’s existing
transportation system, which even today is slow, inefficient, and deteriorating.
With development and growth plans in targeted areas of the City either

already completed or underway, the need for efficient, available transportation
becomes more evident. Lacking new investment, the City will experience

failing transportation infrastructure that will further compromise the City's
transportation effectiveness.

In response to this challenge, on January 28, 2013, San Francisco Mayor Lee
announced during his State of the City address the creation of a Transportation
Task Force (the Task Force) focused on improving the City's transportation
system between now and the year 2030. The Task Force was charged with
developing a coordinated set of transportation priorities and identifying new
revenue sources dedicated to making the City's transportation system more
reliable, efficient, and better prepared to accommodate future growth. The Task
Force included representation from regional transportation agencies, private
sector partners, transportation advocates, City department representatives,
organized labor, and other key stakeholders.

Over the past nine months the Task Force, in coordination with City staff and
regional transportation providers, identified the unfunded capital needs of

the City's transportation system, and researched and identified new revenue
sources to meet those needs. This report gives an overview of the many
agencies, departments, commissions, and authorities that govern transportation
project funding, decision-making, prioritizing and implementation. It also
examines the needs for capital programming and provides recommendations
for raising revenue to fund critical infrastructure improvements. The scope of
this report focuses on identifying capital improvements for transportation that
require strategic new investment; it does not address system operating deficits.
However, the Task Force believes that as the City starts to consistently invest

in critical transportation system infrastructure, it will reduce system operating
costs and on-going maintenance expenses.

This report is the main product of the Task Force; it was written by department
staff from the Controller’s Office, Mayor’s Office, and the Capital Planning
Program with valuable insight from the Department of Public Works, the
Municipal Transportation Agency, the San Francisco County Transportation
Authority, and the Planning Department. The contents and recommendations
of this report were developed between February 2013 and October 2013 and
endorsed by the Task Force at its meeting of October 29, 2013. The Task Force
adopted this report at its final meeting on November 25, 2013. The authors
graciously thank Task Force members, staff, community representatives, and
supporters who gave time and guidance, provided key content, and helped
shape this report.

Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030
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IV. Transportation System Background

As the only California municipality that is both a city and a county,

San Francisco is uniquely responsible for providing a broad array of

city, county and regional services supported by significant physical
infrastructure, including a highly complex transportation network.

Serving residents, workers, businesses, and visitors alike, San Francisco’s
transportation system plays a vital role in maintaining the economic health
and vitality of the City and the larger Bay Area.

The City's transportation system is an intricate web of street, transit,
bicycle, and pedestrian mobility networks. Examples of major

transportation system components are described in Figure 1:

FIGURE 1: EXAMPLES OF SAN FRANCISCO’S TRANSPORTATION CAPITAL

Fleet Facilities Regional Connections
505 Hybrid/ Diesel Buses 33 Stations 2 Regional Rail Systems

311 Trolley Buses 9 Elevators & 28 Escalators 4 Regional Bus Operators

151 Light Rail Vehicles 19 Support Facilities 3 Ferry Systems

25 miles Overhead Wire 2 Bridge Authorities

71.5 miles Light Rail Tracks 2 Interstate Highways

Streets & Signals Parking Bicycle

940 miles of streets 40 Garages & Lots 217 miles of bicycle network
281,700 street signs 28,862 Meters 3,060 bicycle racks

1,193 traffic signals 35 bicycle sharing stations with 350
360 street structures bicycles available

There are a number of state and regional agencies that play an important
role in maintaining, planning, and funding the City’s transportation system.
These are:

* Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC): MTC is responsible for
planning, coordinating, and financing transportation for the nine-county
San Francisco Bay Area. MTC is the state’s designated regional
transportation planning agency and the federal regional metropolitan
planning organization (MPO).

* San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA): The sub-regional
county-designated congestion management agency and distributor of
an existing local half-cent sales tax, known as Proposition K.

* San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA): The City agency
that oversees Muni's trolley, bus, cable car, train and streetcar network,
bike and pedestrian programs, taxi regulation, parking management,
and traffic control operations in the City.

14 | v. Transportation System Mayor's Transportation Task Force 2030
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* San Francisco Department of Public Works (Public Works): The City department responsible for
maintaining streets and right-of-way infrastructure.

+ Caltrain: The Joint Powers Board responsible for providing commuter rail service along the
San Francisco Peninsula corridor.

* Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART): The agency responsible for managing a rapid transit subway system
that connects San Francisco to the East Bay and northern San Mateo County.

Additional agencies that maintain or operate in San Francisco include state highway operations from
CalTrans, and commuter ferries and buses. Authorities that have jurisdiction within San Francisco
include the Bay Area Tolling Authority and the Transbay Joint Powers Authority. The work of these
providers is part of the fabric of transportation in San Francisco; more information on their roles and
responsibilities is provided in Appendix A: San Francisco Transportation Providers.

Funding Background

San Francisco relies heavily on local
dollars to fund the existing transportation
system. SFCTA estimates that between
FY 2012-13 and FY 2039-40, the City's
transportation system will receive
approximately $75 billion for both capital
and operating purposes; of this amount,
local revenue sources represent 68% of
the total, while federal and state funding
make up 15% and 12% respectively.

Federal and state funding to SFMTA has
been extremely volatile. Funding levels
from federal and state sources in the
last decade have varied by 54% and 22%
respectively, compared to the City's sales
tax, which has only varied by 7% in the same period. While large one-time projects that receive federal
and state funding account for some of the variation, the unpredictability of federal and state funding
makes these sources less reliable, and local funding sources all the more important.

Policymakers and City staff have taken clear steps in the past few years to address the funding gaps
and improve transportation system operational efficiency and capital project delivery.

These are described in detail in Appendix B: Financial Documentation and Efficiency Improvements.
Despite these operational cost savings efforts, a large funding gap remains.

' City and County of San Francisco, Controller’s Office calculations.
2 Association of Bay Area Governments, Plan Bay Area: Jobs-Housing Connection Strategy, May 12, 2012

Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030 IV. Transportation System Background | 15



V. Transportation System Needs Assessment

Single-occupant automobiles are the predominant mode of transportation

in the United States and within San Francisco. In the past, the City facilitated
the movement and accessibility of the automobile, constructing freeways,
parking lots and garages, widening streets and narrowing sidewalks. Despite
this, the operation of an automobile in the City remains constrained by traffic
congestion, parking scarcities and an older street network not designed

for cars. Moreover, these past efforts to accommodate cars have had
repercussions on other aspects of City life through traffic congestion, divided
neighborhoods, and negative environmental outcomes. Any increase in auto
traffic levels will reduce the desirability of the City's residential and business
environments.

The City must balance its transportation system by improving and promoting
public transit, bicycling, and walking as alternatives to the single-occupant
automobile. A multi-modal transportation system that includes public
transit, automobiles, bicycles, and pedestrians, is necessary not only for

a high quality of life, but also to maintain the economic well-being of the
community. This Task Force builds on City's stated assumptions as described
above and in the City's General Plan for the transportation sector, which
embraces a multi-modal strategy. The Task Force’s needs assessment
examined regional planning goals that guide the City’s sustainable growth
and the existing conditions of its transportation infrastructure.

1. Regional Planning Goals

In addition to operating a large and complex transportation system, the City
must also prepare for anticipated growth in the future, which will increase
demands on its already stretched transit system. By 2040, the nine-county
Bay Area is expected to grow by roughly two million people and one million
jobs. To address this anticipated growth, the state-mandated Regional
Transportation Plan—Plan Bay Area —sets goals and plans for housing,
employment, and transportation in the nine county Bay Area, including

San Francisco.

Plan Bay Area affirms San Francisco’s placement as a regional transit nexus
and job center. Targeting growth in urban cores and in San Francisco

in particular, creates a more sustainable environment and more stable
workforce and residential base. Over the life of Plan Bay Area, San Francisco
is projected to add 92,410 housing units and 191,000 jobs. San Francisco'’s
own planning efforts have directed growth towards “Priority Development
Areas,” which are those areas for which the City has a completed plan or
strategy for growth (Figure 2).

2 Association of Bay Area Governments, Plan Bay Area: Jobs-Housing Connection Strategy, May 12, 2012

3 Plan Bay Area supports the regional obligations under California Sustainable Communities and
Climate Protection Act of 2008 (California Senate Bill 375, Steinberg), which requires each of the state’s
metropolitan areas to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from cars and light trucks
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FIGURE 2: SAN FRANCISCO IS PLANNING FOR GROWTH
IN JOBS AND IN HOUSING

Johs

Treasure |sland
1,800)

Downton C-3
(5,000)

Transit Center Disirict
(10,000

Mission Bay
{10,000)

Pier 70
(12,000)

Central Waterfront
(500

To accommodate new jobs and new residents, the City's transportation system must be able to transport
current and future users while meeting greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets. Plan Bay Area
meets these targets by planning for an overall mode shift, or a change in the relative reliance on one
form of travel to another (typically more sustainable form), such as from single-occupant vehicles to
public transit.

Long prior to Plan Bay Area, the City has supported reducing environmental impacts from transportation.
The City's forward-looking Transit First policy, established in 1973, connects the use of fossil fuels to
negative environmental outcomes and global climate change, and gives street priority to transit, walking,
and cycling. The Priority Development Areas are planned with the City’s stated goals for a balanced
transportation system in mind, and include zoning that deters car ownership and instead encourages
alternative options such as transit, walking, and cycling. The City must therefore provide all residents
with reliable and robust transit, pedestrian, and bicycle networks to reduce the number and length of
trips made by single occupancy vehicles.

Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030 V. Transportation System Needs Assessment | 17
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2. Transportation Infrastructure Existing Conditions

San Francisco’s transportation system faces a growing backlog of deferred capital improvement projects
given resource limitations. As a result, the costs of what should be routine replacements or renewals
have significantly increased. This growing backlog has also made it more challenging for the City to
maintain current levels of service and meet transportation users’ needs with older and outdated
infrastructure. The financial and operational impacts of deferring capital investments are compounded
by anticipated growth in ridership demand.

Before determining transportation project priorities, the Task Force examined the existing capital
infrastructure and the operating impacts from underinvestment. The needs assessment indicated that
the City requires infrastructure investment in the following three areas:

« Core: The City's existing transportation capital and infrastructure, which includes the existing fleet,
streets, traffic signals, rails, bike lanes, and sidewalks.

+ Enhance: Efficiency and effectiveness improvements on Core components.

+ Expand: Expansion beyond the Core investments in order to meet current demand or expected
growth where Core investments do not meet the need.
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Core: Underinvestment In Existing Systems

A top priority for the City is to maintain its Core infrastructure; the City must invest in existing facilities
and capital to ensure they are working properly before it enhances or expands existing or new
services. Core infrastructure needs significant capital asset investment to be in a state-of-good repair.
Any person who currently lives, works, or visits San Francisco can describe some of the problems

that occur daily: frequent breakdowns of unreliable and aging buses, crowded vehicles, poorly paved
streets, low on-time performance, inaccessible and aging transportation vehicles, and decaying
facilities. The impact of low investment in transportation has been disproportionately borne by some
communities.

Further, underinvestment in core capital leads to higher operating costs as transportation providers
invest in emergency repairs and wholesale replacement of assets, rather than less expensive, ongoing
maintenance. Chronic and long-term underinvestment in capital leads to difficult operational choices,
such as reducing transit service provision or decreasing maintenance.

Underinvestment in transportation is quantified through measures including the Pavement Condition
Index (PCI), transit vehicle crowding projections, Muni vehicle lifespan, and distribution of pedestrian
injuries and fatalities in disadvantaged communities. Each of these indicators is addressed below.

+ Pavement Condition is inadaquete

A nationally used measurement, Pavement Condition Index (PCl) is a numerical index between 0 and
100 which is used to indicate the general condition of a pavement. As shown in Figure 3, the City's (PCl)
has slowly fallen over time to the low 60s (fair) from the upper 70s (good). The PCl score is projected to
fall into the 50s (at-risk) by 2030 without additional investment in street repair.

FIGURE 3: PAVEMENT CONDITION INDEX, 1983-2011.
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Past underinvestment in the City’s repaving program has significant impact on current operating
budgets. Over the last three decades, the City's PCl score has fallen from 75 to 64, reflecting a lack

of investment in and maintenance of roadways. To restore a block with a PCI of 64-80 to excellent
condition (a PCI of at least 90) costs $9,000. If that block is left untreated until its condition falls to a
PCl of 50, it would cost $436,000 to bring that block back up to excellent condition. The longer the City
defers maintenance on a street, the higher the cost required to repair the street. Maintaining assets
at a steady pace over time is significantly less expensive than restoring assets in a state of disrepair or
repairing assets at the end of their useful life. Consistent investment significantly decreases the overall
cost to maintain the City's street network over time.
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+ Transit crowding will get worse

Muni serves over 700,000 riders daily; regional transit services provide an additional 370,000 riders
with daily trips in and out of the City. At peak travel times, these riders crowd buses and trains. SFCTA
models (shown in Figure 4) predict that without new investment, transit crowding is projected to get
worse in the future, expanding to more routes and lines at the busiest times of day.

FIGURE 4: ROUTES OVER CAPACITY GIVEN LEVELS OF EXISTING INVESTMENT, 2012 AND 2040
Transit Routes at or over Capacity, 2012 Transit Routes at or over Capacity, 2040
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Beyond rider discomfort, crowding has a serious impact on service reliability. A crowded bus has a
longer dwell time at stops, moving slower and creating undesirable bunches in service. This bunching
leads to increased congestion for all roadway users that can instigate a cycle of further slowing transit
and therefore increasing street congestion.
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* Muni vehicle life span, drastically reduced

Muni's fleet is aging and deteriorating as
a result of underinvestment in routine
maintenance. During years of constrained
budgets, SFMTA deferred maintenance in
order to provide scheduled daily transit
service. As a result, Muni's vehicles have
not received mid-life rehabilitations or
replacement, resulting in a fleet that has
high service unreliability and frequent
and expensive emergency repairs. If
Muni had prioritized available resources
towards maintenance, rehabilitation, and
replacement over the past 20 years, there
would be fewer and less significant in-
service vehicle breakdowns (Figure 5).

FIGURE 5: VEHICLE MAINTENANCE- LIFECYCLE OF A TROLLEY BUS

7,000

True preventative maintenance program

NS~/ T~ T—

M
=3
=
=1
R
36‘?
R
X
32

=
=]
=]
S

T

&

&

o
S

0
3

=]

2 >/000 Complete mid-

3 New Bus life rehabilitation Bus replaced on

o 1 schedule atend
® 4,000 6,000 miles between “:‘?i of useful life

o in-service I

c breakdown Oy des

¢ 3,000 Iy % e

£ "N,

= \%cb 500 miles between
] in service

% breakdown

0

2

=

Year 1 Year 4 Year 7 Year 10 Year 13 Year 16 Year 19 Year 22
=—Recommended Maintenance Program ===Current Muni Practice
+ Pedestrian injuries and fatalities are disproportionately occurring in Communities of Concern.

The City’s rate of severe injuries and fatalities for pedestrians has not changed in the past ten years,
as seen in Figure 6.
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FIGURE 6: LACK OF INVESTMENT IN PEDESTRIAN SAFETY HAS
RESULTED IN STATIC RATES OF SEVERE INJURIES AND FATALITIES
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Current data also show that the pedestrian injuries occur disproportionately in Communities of
Concern. SFCTA analysis found that by total pedestrian injuries, Communities of Concern are far
overrepresented 31% of total pedestrian injuries occur in Communities of Concern, versus 9% in
non-Communities of Concern. Fewer neighborhoods in Communities of Concern have zero
pedestrian injuries, as seen in Figure 7.

FIGURE 7: TOTAL PEDESTRIAN INJURIES ARE DISPROPORTIONATELY
HIGHER IN COMMUNITIES OF CONCERN (COC)
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4Communities of Concern are defined by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) as those that
exceed thresholds on four of eight “degrees of disadvantage,” criteria that include the percent of the population
that is low-income, a racial/ethnic minority, or disabled, among others. The criteria were chosen and thresholds
defined through a year-long process led by MTC.
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In 2011 Mayor Lee released the Pedestrian Strategy, which set a goal to reduce severe injuries and fatalities
by 50% by 2021. As the City works towards the Mayor’s charge of reducing total pedestrian severe injuries
and fatalities, consideration will be given to communities that are most in need of safety improvements and
investment.

Enhance: Existing System Cannot Meet Growing Demand

Increased demand for public transit, walking, and cycling infrastructure is anticipated as the City continues
to develop, as its population grows, as people change their travel preferences, and as fuel costs increase.
City policies that encourage sustainable modes of transportation to reduce emissions and improve
environmental outcomes will also result in higher demand on transportation alternatives.

To accommodate increasing demand on the transportation system, the City, in addition to maintaining Core
infrastructure, needs to enhance the existing networks to make them more efficient. Without investment,
system capacity will be exceeded sooner and unsafe conditions will persist and grow. Examples of potential
enhancement investments include improvements to Muni speed and reliability, BART downtown station
capacity improvements, and cyclist safety improvements.
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FIGURE 8: MUNI AVERAGE TRAVEL TIMES IN NORTHEAST SAN FRANCISCO

San Franciszo Bay

" Operating Speed
© (With Dwell)

+ Existing Muni service is slow and unreliable

More than 95% of San Franciscans live within a quarter mile of a Muni route. Muni services are provided 24
hours daily on some routes, and high-demand bus lines run as frequently as every five minutes. As a result,
Muni is a popular transit choice. But it is historically slow, with an average operating speed of eight miles per
hour. It is also unreliable, with a current on-time performance of less than 63% for the overall transit system.
Muni's travel times are slowest, averaging less than six miles per hour, in the City's downtown and northeast
corners, as seen in Figure 8.

The City must enhance the Muni system to meet stated customer preferences of improving transit
speed, improving reliability, and increasing safety to continue to grow ridership among current and
future residents. These enhancements should prioritize transit on streets that are most congested,
improve operational efficiency, and increase the cost effectiveness of service provision.

+ San Francisco BART stations will exceed capacity

75% of all BART trips begin or end in San Francisco stations. As the number of people living and
working in San Francisco grows, the demand on BART's system and stations will also grow. However,
the BART system is nearing capacity and lacks the ability to accommodate further growth. BART
estimates that stations will be at capacity in 2016, with 500,000 daily riders. At 750,000 daily riders,
the BART system have significantly increased unreliability.
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FIGURE 9: BART SAN FRANCISCO DOWNTOWN CAPACITY
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As shown in Figure 9, projections
differ regarding when these
ridership levels will occur, but all
indicators project growth that will
result in the system exceeding its
capacity by the year 2030. This
indicates a need to invest in BART
system enhancements to ensure
it is able to accommodate future
anticipated demand.

+ Safety must be improved
for cyclists

Growth in rates of walking and
cycling is encouraged and expected.
However, pedestrians and cyclists are vulnerable users of the City’s transportation system. As the
transportation system and its users change habits and shift modes over time, the system must be
enhanced to accommodate the increased use of non-auto modes. Figure 10 demonstrates that the
frequency of cyclist-auto collisions has increased at the same rate as the growth in bike ridership over
the past six years.
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FIGURE 10: BICYCLE COLLISIONS CONTINUE TO RISE WITH RIDERSHIP GROWTH
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It is the goal of Mayor Lee and the Board of Supervisors to increase the use of non-auto modes

of transportation, and to strengthen safety for vulnerable users. However, the City needs additional
investment to reduce collisions between bikes and automobiles and improve City-wide safety

for cyclists.

+ Enhancing accessiblity requires higher levels of investment

San Francisco must make its transportation system more accessible for vulnerable San Franciscans
and compliant with changing federal codes and state laws. The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
of 1990 requires that all public facilities be equally accessible for all users.

As an older city, San Francisco has infrastructure that was grandfathered for this mandate, and
therefore maintenance and improvements can have higher than average costs. For example,
resurfacing the pavement of a single block costs an average of $70,000. However, if paving is planned
for an intersection that lacks curb ramps or where the ramps are not up to current standards, the cost
of the project increases to approximately $124,000 for the resurfacing and curb ramp construction.
These are necessary and critical changes to the City's transportation system to ensure equal access to
its users; however, investment will need to be made as the City transitions to full accessibility.

Expand: Invest in system expansion to accommodate growth
San Francisco is anticipated to add over 90,000 housing units and 190,000 jobs over the next 30

years. In its recent comprehensive plans, the City calls for the majority of this growth in walkable
neighborhoods in areas that take advantage of existing or planned transit facilities. These plans
will largely accommodate the City's share of expected regional growth, based on economic and
demographic trends.

This growth, in addition to the existing need from current residents, will increase demand for
transportation services. Investments in additional capacity to the transportation system are needed
to accommodate the new residents and workers that this growth will bring, and to alleviate crowding
and enhance the reliability of the transportation system for all users.
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San Francisco has fixed capacity on its roadways with limited opportunities to expand. Therefore, as
the City grows, San Francisco plans to increase the capacity of the transportation system in other ways:
by expanding the frequency and capacity of the transit system and improving conditions for bicycling
and walking, consistent with the City's established Transit-First Policy.

The City has established goals for bicycle, pedestrian, and transit shares of all trips taken in the City,
as shown in Figure 9. Additional investments in the City’s pedestrian, bicycle, and transit networks are
necessary to achieve these goals and move towards a more sustainable transportation system.

FIGURE 11: MODE SHIFT GOALS CALL FOR FEWER MOTORISTS EVEN IN THE FACE OF
INCREASING DEMAND ON ALL TRANSPORTATION MODES

2010: 61% auto/39% non-auto 2018 Goal: 50% autoe/50% non-auto
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Not meeting mode shift goals will inhibit the City’s competitiveness and adversely impact its
environment. Gridlock and traffic could discourage new jobs and employment sectors from locating in
the City. Without continued investment in alternative transportation options, the City's streets will grow
more congested, which will reduce the City's economic competitiveness and quality of life, and increase
its environmental footprint.

Revenues from new development will pay for a portion of the investment in this necessary
transportation infrastructure. However, additional local funding is needed to fully fund investments
in transportation infrastructure to accommodate new growth and alleviate strains on the City’s
transportation system.
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3. Current Transportation Planning

The needs assessment performed by Task Force staff included a review of past transportation plans;
many of these efforts had little to no funding to support them. The goals of the Task Force’s needs
assessment were to identify local funding and also to leverage additional outside funding sources to
finance identified transportation projects.

Past processes and reports that informed the needs assessment include:

+ San Francisco Ten-Year Capital Plan;

+ San Francisco Five-Year Financial Plan;

+ 2011 SFMTA 20-Year Capital Plan;

+ SFCTA Countywide Transportation Plan (San Francisco Transportation Plan);
+ Plan Bay Area;

+ SFMTA Strategic Plan 2013-2018;

« Transit Effectiveness Project;

+ 2012 SFMTA Bicycle Strategy;

+ 2013 SF Pedestrian Strategy;

+ SFMTA Real Estate and Facilities Vision for the 21st Century;
+ Waterfront Transportation Assessment; and

+ Better Market Street proposal.

Also, the Planning Department and the former San Francisco Redevelopment Agency have completed
area plans in close coordination with community groups to identify transportation needs for the
following communities:

+ Balboa Park Station,

+ Bayview /Hunter’s Point Shipyard,

+ Eastern Neighborhoods and ENTRIPS,
+ Executive Park Neighborhood Plan,

* Market & Octavia Area Plan

+ Parkmerced project,

* Rincon Hill Plan

+ Transit Center District Plan,

* Western SOMA Plan.

All of these plans represent many hours of community engagement and processes that the

SFMTA, Public Works, the City Planning Department, SFCTA and MTC have undertaken to develop
transportation priorities. It is evident that impact fees and other existing local sources cannot cover
the large need identified for transportation projects in addition to maintaining the current system.
Without new revenue many of these plans and identified projects cannot be implemented.
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VI. Transportation System Funding Gap

The City's transportation system’s total need over the next 15 years is
estimated at nearly $10.1 billion (in 2013 dollars). To date, the City has
identified $3.8 billion dollars of funding, leaving a funding gap of $6.3
billion (Table 4). The funding assessment looked at the same three areas
as the needs assessment, and evaluated funding needs for projects within
each area:

+ Core: This investment includes projects that would ensure
transportation services will be at levels of state-of-good repair. This
includes street repaving, transit fleet state-of-good-repair, and core
improvements for pedestrian and cyclist safety. The Task Force
estimates that this category has an unfunded need of $3.0 billion over
next 15 years.

+ Enhance: This investment includes projects such as Market Street
streetscape and transportation improvements, the Transit Effectiveness
Project, and enhancements to fleet, pedestrian, cyclist, and street
infrastructure. These projects augment existing core components and
expand Muni operating capacity through efficiency improvements. The
Task Force estimates that this category will face nearly a $1.7 billion
shortfall over the next 15 years.

« Expand: This category includes projects such as an expansion of the
existing Muni fleet, investment in growing and emerging neighborhoods,
and seed funding for future large-scale transportation system
expansions. The Task Force estimates that this category will face a
$1.6 billion shortfall over the next 15 years.

TABLE 4: 15 YEAR NEEDS ASSESSMENT

Transportation System Funding Funds Identified Unfunded

Needs (2013 dollars, in millions) el L to date Need % Funded

Core Investments $ 6,608 $ 3,587 % 3,021 54%
Enhance Investments $ 1,833 $ 160 $ 1,673 9%
Expand Investments $ 1,644 % 63 1,638 0%
Total $ 10,085 $ 3,753 $ 6,332 37%

1. Core: Funding Gap - $3.0 Billion

The Task Force found a funding gap of $3.0 billion over 15 years to Core
investments. Programs in this category are intended to keep existing
systems such as Muni and Caltrain fleet, streets and traffic signals,
maintenance facilities, and pedestrian and bicycle safety networks in

a state-of-good repair for all San Franciscans. These programs benefit

all current San Francisco residents, visitors, and workers, and allow
enhancement and expansion programs to be built upon a strong existing
foundation. Projects and programs in this category that do not have full
funding include:

Mayor's Transportation Task Force 2030




el

Mayor’s Tr%n_sf)o?tatjg_m_Tagl{For’c

&

€2030

=l ad

VI. Transportation System Funding Gap | 31




« maintenance of the current Muni Fleet,

+ infrastructure and capital improvements to Caltrain,

+ streets and traffic signals repaired at regular intervals,
+ replacement of Muni maintenance facilities,

« full implementation of the City's Pedestrian Strategy,

+ rehabilitation of elevators and escalators, and expanded installation improvements for blind and
low vision customers at shared Muni/BART stations.

2. Enhance: Funding Gap - $1.7 Billion

The Task Force found a funding gap of $1.7 billion over 15 years to Enhance investments. Projects and
programs in the Enhance category are intended to make existing systems more efficient, reliable and
effective at providing safe and equitable transportation in the City. These are focused on projects that
make the Muni Rapid Network an excellent transportation choice, and following work in Core projects
and programs with enhancements not included in that programming. Examples of projects and
programs in this category that are currently under- or unfunded include:

+ the Transit Effectiveness Project,

« Market Street Transportation and Streetscape Improvements,
« Geary Rapid Network Improvements,

* replacing standard Muni buses with larger vehicles, and

 full implementation of the Bicycle Strategy and streetscape improvements to support pedestrian
and bicycle transportation.

3. Expand: Funding Gap - $1.6 Billion

The Task Force found a funding gap of $1.6 billion over 15 years to Expand investments. Major capital
projects in this category will increase capacity in the transportation system to serve new residents and
workers. These include investments in new Muni vehicles, build-out of the bicycle network, pedestrian
and streetscape enhancements in growth areas, and major transit projects that will expand the
capacity of the system in geographical areas where the City is growing the most.

Examples of projects and programs - ‘
in this category that are currently or | z ‘

unfunded include:

+ expansion of the Muni fleet to
meet future demand,

« Caltrain Downtown Extension to
the Transbay Terminal, and

* streetscape enhancements on
major corridors in growing
neighborhoods and communities.

32 | VI. Transportation System Funding Gap Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030



VII. Findings & Recommendations

1. Findings

Based on the transportation capital needs assessment, the Transportation
Task Force concluded that there were two major findings:

1. The City's infrastructure is inadequate to meet current demand and
decline in transportation services will become more severe without
new investments as the City grows and demand for transportation
increases.

2. Required improvements to the City’s transportation system
infrastructure are estimated at $10.1 billion over the next 15 years.
The City has identified $3.8 billion in funding, leaving a $6.3 billion
funding gap over the next 15 years.

To address these findings, the Task Force and City staff developed

an Investment Plan (Recommendation 1) and a Revenue Plan
(Recommendation 2). These plans will significantly reduce the funding gap
and strategically fund projects to help maintain and improve the current
level of transportation service. The Task Force has outlined an Investment
Plan that would focus on five main objectives:

The Task Force has outlined an Investment Plan that would focus on five
main objectives:

« Maintain existing assets in a state-of-good repair;
« Improve travel time and reliability;

* Reduce costs;

+ Serve planned growth; and

« Improve safety and accessibility.

By focusing on these objectives, the City would meet stated policy goals,
such as improved environmental and public health outcomes; increased
transportation geographic equity; and greater use of sustainable
transportation options such walking, bicycling, and public transit.

In order to fund these objectives, the Task Force has identified over $2.96
billion dollars for transportation over the next 15 years by issuing general
obligation bonds, increasing the Vehicle License Fee, and increasing the
sales tax rate.

The Task Force recognizes that additional local revenue will not meet the
entire funding need. In order to cover the entire funding shortfall, the Task
Force recommends the City advocate for more federal, state, and regional
dollars, and consider policy changes such as those identified in the SFCTA
Countywide Plan (Recommendation 3).
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2. Recommendation 1: Investment Plan

Summary Recommendation 1: Invest to maintain core infrastructure; enhance existing road,
bicycle, pedestrian, and transit services; and expand the transportation system. This investment
will build on existing City resources and leverage outside funding sources. Investments are
recommended for strategic programs such as:

* Maintaining, repaving and replacing streets and signals;

+ Rehabilitating and expanding Muni vehicle fleet and facilities;

+ Providing better accessibility for City transportation services;

« Committing to steady resources for Caltrain, BART and regional connections;

+ Enhancing the Muni Rapid network;

+ Delivering safety improvements for people who walk and bicycle;

+ Developing safe and complete streets; and

+ Ensuring equitable transportation throughout the City.

FIGURE 12: FUNDING CATEGORIES

CORE
$1.6B
(54%)

ENHANCE
$948 M
(32%)

EXPAND
$421 M
(14%)

2 Important Considerations:

The Task Force first identified the necessary funding
level to maintain the core transportation system in a
state-of-good repair, then analyzed unfunded needs
to determine where additional funding should be
allocated to improve the City's transportation system
with enhancements and expansion projects. The Task
Force's recommended investment plan would allocate
54% of these new dollars to core investments, 32% to
enhancements, and 14% to expansion projects (Figure
12). While this investment plan does not fully meet the
capital need identified in the Task Force's assessment,
if fully realized, it will result in an historic increase in
investment on transportation infrastructure that will
almost double funding levels. The overall plan cuts
the transportation system’s unfunded need almost in
half, financing two-thirds of the City’s identified priority
needs in the transportation sector (Table 5).

« Expenditure Plan: This spending plan represents a proposal for how the recommended funding sources should be spent across different
infrastructure categories. This expenditure plan does not link specific funding sources to specific funding categories, although the Task Force
did take into account projects that are eligible/ineligible for General Obligation bond funding. It is also important to note that the projected
investment outcomes listed in the following sections represent a sampling of the projects that could be realized through these investments.

The Task Force's primary goal was to allocate

Findings & Recommendations
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TABLE 5: INVESTMENT PLAN

15 Year _Inve_st_ment Plan (2013 Total Need Fun_d_s Unfunded Proposed_ 2030 % Funded_ _

dollars, in millions) Identified Need Spending (after 2030 contribution)
Core Investments $ 6,608 $ 3,587 % 3,021'$ 1,586 78%
Enhance Investments $ 1,833 $ 160 $ 1,673 $ 948 60%
Expand Investments $ 1,644 $ 6% 1,638|$ 421 26%
Total $ 10,085 $ 3,753 $ 6,332 $ 2,955 67%

Within each investment category, projects are placed into the Task Force stated priorities:

* Reliability: Projects aimed at improving reliability help reduce delays related to vehicle or other
support system breakdowns. This includes the investment necessary for keeping the City's
transportation capital assets in a state-of-good repair and to ensure that vehicles are available for
use when they are needed.

* Efficiency: Projects aimed at improving efficiency are investments that reduce maintenance costs,
improve transportation service delivery, and replace capital and infrastructure at recommended
intervals.

« Safety and Accessibility: Investments in safety and accessibility projects will reduce collisions, injuries,
and fatalities for motorists, cyclists, and pedestrians, as well as improve workplace safety for
transportation operations professionals. In addition, accessibility improvements will increase
mobility and system equity for visitors and residents.

* Growth: These investments support existing and future growth citywide. Transportation
enhancements and service expansion provide alternative transportation options to current and
future residents, ensuring that neighborhoods that are absorbing new jobs and residents are
provided with safe and sustainable transportation options.

While this investment plan will significantly improve the City’s transportation system, it represents only
the first of many steps needed to tackle an even larger need. The Task Force’s main focus is to address
urgent capital needs; this report does not take into account a number of factors that will impact future
transportation costs such as operating deficits, other deferrals, and potential increases in overall
operating costs associated with new investments.

revenue across the various infrastructure categories to achieve its stated objectives. The Task Force recognizes that the City will need to conduct
further analysis regarding technical feasibility, project coordination, and voter preferences to further refine this spending plan.

+ Assumptions: Cost estimates will need to be revisited as projects are further vetted and come closer to implementation; assumptions for
projects planned further than ten years-out may change in the future. However, this process sets up a recommended framework for the
types of projects the City should strive to fund with these additional sources of funds. For both revenue and expenditure assumptions, all
estimates are in 2013 dollars.
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Core Investments - $1.59 Billion (54% of Expenditure Plan)

Reliability - 40% [§ Efficiency -50% [  Safety - 10%

($630 million) ($800 million) ($156 million)

The Task Force recommends that the City dedicate $1.59 billion for the City's core transportation
system. The Core investments category funds projects to maintain the existing transportation system
in a state-of-good repair, and emphasizes investments that will improve the City's transportation
system by making it more reliable, efficient, and safe.

* Reliability: Investments total $630 million and include funding state-of-good repair maintenance at
the SFMTA, such as assigning $228 million for Muni's bus and light rail fleet replacement, and $317
million for repair and replacement of Muni’s rail and overhead wires over the next 15 years. This
category also includes $85 million for San Francisco’s share of Caltrain capital maintenance over the
same period, including maintenance to rail and supportive rail facilities. Investment in these
reliability improvements will reduce delays related to vehicle or support system breakdowns, and
will ensure vehicles are available for use when they are needed. These investments will reduce
maintenance costs, improve transportation service delivery and replace key systems at
recommended intervals.

* Efficiency: Investments total $800 million, including nearly $625 million over the next 15 years to
ensure the City's street repaving program is fully funded at a Pavement Condition Index (PCl) of 70,
or a “good” level. In addition to the repavement program, the investment plan allocates $53 million
to replace aging traffic signals and signal infrastructure, and $122 million to the SFMTA to improve
its core facilities. These improvements will enhance service delivery and reduce long-term
maintenance costs.

+ Safety and Accessibility: Investments total $156 million, including $42 million over the next 15 years to
improve transportation infrastructure and systems and $45 million to improve system accessibility,
such as maintenance and replacement of shared Muni/ BART station escalators and elevators and
new accessible stops on surface light rail lines. This category also proposes $21 million towards the
Pedestrian Strategy and $37 million towards the Bicycle Strategy to fund improvements that will
reduce collisions, severe injuries, and fatalities for people who cycle and walk. Investments in these
safety improvements will
improve workplace safety for >
SFMTA operations professionals,
increase accessibility, and 4
improve walking and cycling
safety for San Francisco visitors
and residents on public roads
and sidewalks.

BEFORE AFTER
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Enhance Investments - 5948 M (32% of Expenditure Plan)

Reliability - 39% Efficiency - 16% Safety - 25% Growth - 20%

($367 million) ($153 million) ($240 million) ($188 million)

The Task Force recommends that the City dedicate $948 million, 32 percent of the new sources, to
enhance the City’s transportation system. This category builds on the investments in the core system,
increases system capacity, and enhances safety and operational effectiveness.

* Reliability: investments would receive $367 million, which includes $282 million over the next 15
years to fund transit operational improvements and strategic enhancements on the heaviest-used
Muni routes to improve speed and service through the SFMTA's Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP)
and additional $27 million for Geary Corridor rapid network enhancements that would improve
transit travel time on one of the heaviest used bus routes in San Francisco. This additionally
provides some of the local match ($58 million of $100 million) needed for the regional competitive
transportation source- Transit Performance Initiative, for a program that reduces travel times and
can measurably improve existing transit services.

* Efficiency: totals $153 million in funding,
and over the next 15 years includes
$50 million for the SFMTA to enhance its
facilities and $30 to further replace and
improve the Muni fleet. In addition,
$34 million in coordinated street
improvements to complement
concurrent street improvements such
as a rail or sewer replacement. The
investment plan additionally funds
$39 million as San Francisco’s share of
Caltrain electrification that will improve
Caltrain environmental outcomes and
prepare the system for future High
Speed Rail.

* Safety and Accessibility: totals $240 million, with safety improvements valuing $120 million for people
walking and $90 million for people cycling. These investments would work to meet City goals to
reduce severe injuries and fatalities for pedestrians and cyclists throughout the City beyond Core
investments, including more robust treatments and strong interventions at key corridors and
intersections. This investment additionally funds canopies at shared BART and Muni stations, with
$30 million contributed by the City to protect transit stations and improve accessibility to
the portals.

* Growth: includes $188 million to fund Market Street transportation and streetscape improvements.
These improvements are expected provide transit travel time improvements and pedestrian and
bicycle safety enhancements on the most intensively used corridor in the City.
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Expand Investments - $421 M (14% of Expenditure Plan)
Safety - 11% Growth - 89%

($48 million) ($373 million)

The Task Force recommends investing $421 million to expand the City's transportation system.

The Expand investments category funds future system growth and ensures the City is planning

for transportation improvements beyond the 2030 horizon. These projects represent both new

transportation investments that will benefit all City communities and support new development
growth, especially in Planning Department plan areas.

+ Safety: Investments include $48 million to expand and improve bicycle infrastructure that makes it
safe for all San Franciscans to choose to bicycle for everyday transportation.

« Growth: Investments total $373 million over the next 15 years and include $91 million for
transportation infrastructure and streetscape enhancements in developing and changing
communities. Projects include providing smoother pavement and safer street crossings for
pedestrians in Priority Development Areas. This category also includes $20 million for planning the
Caltrain Downtown Extension; $240 million to expand the Muni fleet to accommodate growth and
increasing demand on the system. An additional $22 million is targeted to fund coordinated
transportation projects from SFMTA, SFCTA, Public Works, and City Planning- this project will help
ensure the City is moving large projects forward to access competitive outside funding sources as
they become available.

Table 6 gives a high-level overview of the capital funding categories that comprise the Investment Plan.

Appendix C gives further detail on each of these funding categories, including the description and
impact of investment in each category.
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Task Force Priorities and Strategic Program Outcomes
The Task Force Investment Plan uses capital planning categories to identify funding gaps and guide

Task Force investment (Core, Enhance and Expand). Another way to view these investments is how
they impact eight strategic programs:

+ Maintaining, repaving and replacing streets and signals;

+ Rehabilitating and expanding Muni vehicle fleet and facilities;

« Providing better accessibility for City transportation services;

« Committing to steady resources for Caltrain, BART and regional connections;
+ Enhancing the Muni Rapid network;

+ Delivering safety improvements for people who walk and bicycle;

+ Developing safe and complete streets; and

« Ensuring equitable transportation throughout the City.

This section provides discusses how Investment Plan recommendations will benefit the eight strategic
programs as projects are defined, prioritized and implemented.

Strategic Program: Streets and Signals
EXISTING CONDITIONS: Based on the Pavement Condition Index, the City's average street is considered

in “fair” condition, with many streets ranked as “poor.” The majority of the traffic signals in the City
have not been replaced in more than 50 years. As these facilities age, the costs associated with routine
maintenance significantly increase, and system reliability and usability decreases.

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATION: The Task Force recommends improving the streets for all users
through targeted improvements to pavement and signals by raising the average City street to a
condition of “good” and cutting in half the time it takes to replace an aging signal. This investment will
results in smoother roads and crosswalks for drivers, people with disabilities, transit users, and cyclists,
and more reliable traffic signals for all users. Further, modernized signals are more easily coordinated
and monitored and less likely to fail, reducing congestion City-wide. These improvements will occur
along the Muni and bicycle networks, in addition to streets that carry high numbers of vehicles,
ensuring that the benefits are shared among all road users and improve conditions for the highest
number of total San Francisco residents and visitors. These improvements avoid the high construction
costs of full street replacement and the high maintenance costs associated with older streets and
signals.

PROPOSAL OUTCOMES:
+ Raise the level of the average City street paving to a “good” condition, targeting improvements on
the heaviest-used networks equitably across the City.

* Install and upgrade curb ramps and smooth crosswalks to improve accessibility City-wide.

* Replace one-quarter of the City’s traffic and pedestrian signals within 15 years for improved traffic
flow and signal reliability.

+ Modernize signals to reduce traffic congestion and improve transit priority.
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Strategic Program: Muni Vehicle Fleet Rehabilitation and Expansion
EXISTING CONDITION: Muni's existing fleet is aging, with diesel buses averaging 12 years old and

light rail vehicles averaging 15 years old. Older vehicles break down more frequently and have higher
maintenance needs, resulting in high costs and reduced transit service. In 2013, only 75% of Muni's
light rail fleet was available for use on an average weekday. Muni's performance measures of vehicle
service quality shows that the number of service disruptions per mile travelled has increased over

the past 10 years. Crowding on popular Muni bus routes could be reduced if more 60-foot buses
were available, but currently there is not enough fleet of this type to service the crowded routes.
Maintenance facilities, including bus and rail yards, have not been updated to accommodate new fleet
and parts types, severely hampering the SFMTA's ability to timely maintain its vehicles.

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATION: The Task Force recommends significant investment in Muni's fleet
and associated support facilities, with a focus on preventative maintenance and mid-life overhauls

of existing fleet. The investments will reduce the average age of Muni's vehicle fleet by half and
improve customer experience on buses and trains, provide greater service reliability through
reduced breakdowns, and increase Muni service through greater vehicle availability. The Task

Force recommends upsizing from the current 40-foot buses to 60-foot buses on the most crowded
routes. This will reduce crowding on heavily used routes, improve customer satisfaction, and provide
additional capacity for new riders. The Task Force recommends improvements to Muni’s shops

and yards that will make maintenance operations more efficient and effective and, in turn, provide
more vehicle availability to meet the City's transit needs, and improve work site conditions for Muni
employees. The Task Force lastly recommends that the City increase the Muni fleet to provide new
service in expanded service areas and additional service on existing routes and lines. This investment
ensures that Muni will be able to provide more frequent service as demand for transit grows, and that
new fleet is available to accommodate an expanded transit network.

TASK FORCE PROPOSAL OUTCOMES
+ Improved service reliability, accessibility, and availability through reduced breakdowns by replacing
aging vehicles and performing preventative maintenance on existing fleet.

« Additional capacity to reduce crowding and attract new riders by serving busy routes with
larger vehicles.

+ Improved maintenance efficiency and employee safety by replacing older service yards and facilities.

Strategic Program: Accessibility
EXISTING CONDITIONS: The federal Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requires the City to provide

equal access to all public facilities for residents and visitors. The City strives to meet and surpass the
requirements under the federal law, and improve facilities, systems, and networks for all visitors and
residents, including people with disabilities.

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATION: The Task Force recommends meeting and exceeding federal
requirements for accessibility in the public realm. The Task Force recommends Market Street
transportation and streetscape improvements that would increase accessible bus platforms, upgrade
accessible curb ramps, and improve wayfinding for people who are blind or low-vision. These initiatives
can be incorporated into the Street Resurfacing program, which is the largest contributor to the City's
effort to install and upgrade curb ramps. Improved road maintenance will create smoother crosswalks,
eliminating a barrier to accessible travel. New Muni fleet vehicles will provide easier access for all users
through new, low-floor vehicles and improved accessibility features; additionally, Muni's paratransit
fleet will be expanded. The Task Force recommends upgrading sidewalks to required standards,
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including slope for wheelchair users and tactile warning devices for blind or low-vision pedestrians.
New intersection crossing signals will notify a blind or low-vision person with audible pedestrian
warnings that state when it is safe to walk. The Key Stop Program, which makes Muni light rail vehicle
stops accessible for people who use wheelchairs, will be expanded through the Transportation System
Accessibility category. Procurement of new systems, across categories, will ensure that more of the
City’s facilities meet ADA standards. The Task Force recommends that accessibility for people with
disabilities be integrated across all improvements.

PROPOSAL OUTCOMES:
+ Met and exceeded federal guidelines for accessibility under the Americans with Disabilities Act.

« Enhanced accesses to transportation, including Muni and streets, for people with disabilities.

+ Reduced barriers to transportation to enable independent living for people with disabilities.

Strategic Program: Caltrain, BART, and Regional Connections

EXISTING CONDITIONS: Caltrain and BART provide high-quality regional transit. But without significant
investment these systems will deteriorate and not be able to provide adequate service to the growing
regional ridership anticipated by 2030. Moreover, San Francisco's joint facilities with BART require a
strong local resource commitment to ensure that future planning for enhancements and expansion
include the portions of the BART network in the City.

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATION: The Task Force recommends high levels of implementation of
SFMTA's Bicycle and Pedestrian Strategies. Investment in the Bicycle Strategy will improve safety and
connectivity for people traveling by bicycle, increase convenience for trips made by bicycle, normalize
riding bicycles through holistic investment in cycling infrastructure and complete streets in targeted
corridors citywide, throughout the City. Investment in the Pedestrian Strategy is targeted at helping the
City to reach its goal to reduce severe and fatal pedestrian injuries by the goals of 25% by 2016 and
50% by 2021. The investment will additionally reduce pedestrian injury inequities among
neighborhoods and increase walking trips. The investment in both cycling and walking infrastructure
will increase safety for vulnerable users, decrease vehicle emissions and improve city health outcomes.

PROPOSAL OUTCOMES
« Provided reliable and efficient transit service from San Francisco to the larger Bay Area
through 2030.

* Reduced emissions by replacing Caltrain diesel fleet with electric fleet.

* Reduced maintenance and operating costs from improvements at shared BART/ Muni Metro
station entrances. Decreased debris and unauthorized uses result in more reliable escalators and
cleaner stairs.

« Demonstrated clear commitment from San Francisco to regional transportation providers to
participate in improvements to regional transportation.

+ Enhanced accessibility between regional transportation providers and local Muni system.
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Strategic Program: Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements
EXISTING CONDITIONS: San Francisco is a national leader in promoting walking and cycling.

A large number of City visitors and residents choose to walk or bicycle for everyday transportation.
Unfortunately, this has resulted in high rates of severe injuries and fatalities for pedestrians and
cyclists. More vulnerable users, such as seniors and people with disabilities, have disproportionately
worse outcomes when a collision occurs. Without improvements, conditions for cyclists and
pedestrians will continue to be unsafe and these sustainable transportation options will not attract
more users.

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATION: The Task Force
recommends high levels of implementation

of SFMTA's Bicycle and Pedestrian Strategies.
Investment in the Bicycle Strategy will improve
safety and connectivity for people traveling by
bicycle, increase convenience for trips made by
bicycle, and normalize riding bicycles through
holistic investment in cycling infrastructure and
targeted cycling corridors City-wide. Investment
in the Pedestrian Strategy is aimed at helping the
City to reach its goal to reduce severe and fatal
pedestrian injuries by 25% in 2016 and 50% in 2021. Investments in the Pedestrian Strategy will also
reduce pedestrian injury inequities among neighborhoods and increase walking trips. The investment
in both cycling and walking infrastructure will increase safety for vulnerable users, decrease vehicle
emissions, and improve City health outcomes.

PROPOSAL OUTCOMES

* Reduced number of severe injuries and fatalities to pedestrians through engineering, education,
and enforcement, and improved walking conditions on San Francisco's busiest walking streets.
Targeted for at least a 50% reduction.

+ Implemented proven engineering countermeasures such as signals, speed reduction, and street
design on 70 miles of San Francisco’s high-injury corridors and intersections.

« Used proven bicycle safety design on bike facilities City-wide to encourage all visitors and residents,
ages 8 to 80, to use a bicycle for everyday transportation.

+ Provided safe facilities for bicycle storage and bicycle sharing to encourage bicycle use for
transportation.

+ Invested, enhanced, and expanded facilities to encourage more residents and visitors to choose
sustainable forms of transportation to meet City climate goals.

+ Kept the City economically competitive and culturally unique by promoting walking and cycling for
transportation and recreation.

Strategic Program: Rapid Network Enhancements- Transit Effectiveness Project,

Market Street and Geary Corridor
EXISTING CONDITIONS: Muni is one of the most widely used public transit systems in the United States,

with an extensive service network across the City, high vehicle frequency, and a long day of service.
Despite its popularity, Muni is slow and unreliable, and the system is projected to deteriorate further
without significant capital investment to improve the network and enhance its most heavily used
routes and lines.
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TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATION: The Task Force recommends full investment in Muni's Transit
Effectiveness Project (TEP). Investment in the TEP will improve service reliability, reduce travel time on
transit, and improve customer experiences and service efficiency. As part of the Muni Rapid vision and
in conjunction with other Muni programs, the TEP is the blueprint for making Muni an excellent
transportation choice for residents and visitors. An unprecedented level of ridership data; best practice
research from other transit systems; and extensive public outreach to community stakeholders,
customers, policymakers, and SFMTA employees helped shape the TEP. The Task Force supports TEP
proposals for route restructuring, frequency increasesx, accessibility, and travel time improvements on
the busiest Muni routes.

The Task Force recommends investment in Market Street transportation and streetscape
improvements. Market Street is San Francisco's civic backbone, connecting water to hills, businesses to
neighborhoods, cultural centers to recreational opportunities. Market Street transportation and
streetscape improvements will improve transit travel time and enhance safety for people who walk and
bicycle on the most intensively used corridor in the City. This project would add TEP-style
improvements on the Muni Rapid network along Market Street. Investment in a renewed Market Street
will anchor neighborhoods, link public open spaces, and connect the City's civic center with cultural,
social, convention, tourism, and retail destinations, as well as with the regional transit hub centered at
the Transbay Terminal. The proposed Better Market Street project will begin an environmental
assessment in 2014.

The Task Force recommends strategic investment on the Geary Boulevard corridor. Investment would
improve speed and reliability on the most heavily used bus route west of the Mississippi. Geary
Boulevard is part of the Muni Rapid Network and the environmental assessment of the Geary project
is underway.

PROPOSAL OUTCOMES:
« Improved speed up to 20% on routes serving more than three-quarters of Muni riders.

+ Improved reliability on all routes that will make the transit experience less stressful for current
customers and attract new riders to use Muni.

+ Increased quality of service and customer satisfaction as a result of reliability and travel time
improvements for transit-dependent users who are otherwise unable to choose another
transportation option.

+ Effectively used Muni operating dollars through route restructuring that supports getting customers
where they want to go on public transit.

+ Invested in Muni routes that improved the customer experience, from improved bus stop and
transfer facilities to new pedestrian facilities that helps customers to arrive safely at the bus stop.

Strategic Program: Safe and Complete Streets
EXISTING CONDITIONS: Though the City maintains its streets through scheduled street and signal work,

funding is always not available to simultaneously implement minor street improvements that can
improve safety for people walking and cycling. As a result, the City misses opportunities to coordinate
construction work and maximize funding efficiency. Fewer projects are completed and improvements
to the bicycle network and walking environments take longer to implement. Transportation
infrastructure in San Francisco’s emerging neighborhoods may not reflect residents’ changing uses of
the street and travel patterns. Lacking quality transit connections or safe cycling and pedestrian
infrastructure, residents and employees may choose to drive alone.
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TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATION: The Task Force supports additional investment in the Complete
Streets implementation (currently known as the “Follow the Paving”), which coordinates pedestrian and
other safety improvements in conjunction with repaving and ADA curb ramp projects. These minor
engineering improvements, when performed in conjunction with the paving program, will increase
pedestrian safety and effectively use resources and minimize inconvenience. The Task Force
recommends installing streetscape enhancements that improve the walking experience, including
engineering improvements for safer street crossings for pedestrians; typically installed on major
commercial corridors.

The Task Force supports streetscape enhancements on commercial corridors and in growing
communities that will add street elements and safety countermeasures identified in the City's Better
Streets Plan for safety, accessibility, and place making purposes. This investment results in increased
economic development, mobility, safety and attractiveness of the corridors, and will attract new
visitors, residents, and businesses to developing corridors.

TASK FORCE PROPOSAL OUTCOMES
« Implemented safe, accessible, and livable streets improvements on key neighborhood corridors and
in growing communities

+  Maximized funding efficiency of street improvements and minimized street closures.

+ Coordinated across projects and departments to ensure efficient and effective improvements to the
right-of-way, with appropriate application of the Better Streets Plan.

Strategic Program: Equitable Transportation Improvements in the City
EXISTING CONDITIONS: Public transportation is the lifeline for many in San Francisco - more than 30%

of residents do not own a car and use other modes of travel. For some without personal vehicles, their
mode of travel is a choice; for others, transit-dependency is related to income and other socio-
economic factors. Muni provides numerous lines and routes to communities in the City's outer
neighborhoods, but unreliable service and long travel times disproportionately impact those who do
not have other transportation choices. Considerations of equity must be included when deciding
where and how transportation investments will be allocated and prioritized.

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATION: The Task Force recommends considering transportation projects
through a lens of equity. This includes reviewing potential projects’ the impact on socioeconomic and
neighborhood equity. The City-wide transportation investments recommended by the Task Force will
improve service for all residents to ensure benefits are shared among all communities, equity analysis
should be considered at key intervals. Equity is an important factor to consider when prioritizing City
funds in conjunction with other prioritizing criteria such as safety, reliability, efficiency, accessibility and
future growth. The Task Force recommends continued outreach and engagement with existing citizens
advisory groups and external community stakeholders to ensure full participation and engagement as
transportation projects are developed.

TASK FORCE PROPOSAL OUTCOMES
+ Considered transit-dependent residents and Communities of Concern as part of prioritizing
transportation investments.

* Improved the transportation network for the most vulnerable transit users.

+ Engaged existing citizens advisory groups and key stakeholders on project prioritization to ensure
benefits for all users.
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3. Recommendation 2: Pursue Three Key Revenue Sources

Summary Recommendation 2: Pursue three revenue sources—general obligation bonds, vehicle
license fee, and sales tax— to address a significant percentage of the City's transportation needs
through 2030. These revenue sources must be approved by the Mayor, Board of Supervisors,

and voters.

+ Transportation General Obligation Bonds: Issue $500 million in 2014 and $500 million in 2024,
which in nominal terms will equal $1 billion. For budgeting purposes, this number was convert-
ed to 2013 dollars to conform to the estimates in the investment plan, which lowers the reve-
nue to $829 million.

» Vehicle License Fee: Place a ballot measure to increase the annual vehicle license fee to 2% of
vehicle value.

» Half-cent sales tax: Place a ballot measure to increase the sales tax from 8.75% to 9.25%.

* The Task Force recommends that the Mayor and Board of Supervisors consider the optimal
timing of these proposals. For planning purposes, the Task Force estimates that Vehicle License
Fee revenue would be available after passage of the increase on the November 2014 ballot and
Sales Tax revenue would be available after passage on the November 2016 ballot.

The City’'s current estimate of unfunded transportation capital projects is $6.3 billion. In response,
the Task Force analyzed various new revenue sources to help address the City's critical unfunded
transportation needs. The Task Force considered the following criteria when selecting its preferred
revenue options:

+ Ability to provide significant resources for transportation projects
« Overall feasibility of securing the revenue source within a relatively short time frame

+ Clear nexus between the funding source and benefit to transportation users.

Based on the above criteria, the Task Force recommends that the City immediately begin pursuing the
following three revenue sources:

« Transportation General Obligation (G.O.) Bonds
* A Vehicle License Fee

* A half-cent sales tax.

In the next 15 years, the rate of revenue growth and estimated cost escalation will vary. If costs grow
more quickly than revenues, then the Investment Plan will need to be re-prioritized and the timing of
project delivery will need to be adjusted and deferred.

® Revenue sources analyzed included but were not limited to: 1) General obligation bonds, 2) vehicle license fee, 3) 0.5% increase in sales and
use tax, 4) large event ticket fee, 5) advertising on MTA property, 6) increasing the parking tax rate, 7) local gas tax, 8) vehicle miles traveled fee,
9) parcel tax, 10) roadway pricing
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Revenue Source #1: General Obligation Bond to Support Transportation

Proposal

The Task Force recommends the City increase currently proposed Transportation General Obligation
Program, and ask voters to approve two $500 million General Obligation (G.O.) Bond measures over
the next 15 years to fund transportation improvements. Combined, these two G.O. Bonds will generate
$1.0 billion in new revenue for the transportation system. (For budgeting purposes, this revenue was
reduced to its value in 2013 dollars, which equals $829 million.) The Task Force recommends placing
the first $500 million bond measure on the November 2014 ballot, and the second $500 million bond
measure on the ballot in 2024. The Task Force further encourages the City to add Transportation to its
recurring bond issuance cycle when debt capacity is available, similar to the cycle of bonds for Parks
and Emergency Services.

The Task Force recommends the City continue to adhere to its policy of issuing debt only as it retires
old debt or as the property tax base grows, to ensure that property tax rates remain below 2006

levels. The City’s current Ten-Year Capital Plan already proposes a $150 million Transportation G.O.
Bond in November 2014. Given a recent increase in the City's property tax base, the Controller's Office
estimates the City could increase the transportation bond to $500 million while maintaining the Capital
Plan’s other ongoing bond programs without exceeding the 2006 tax rate. An additional $500 million in
2024 dollars is estimated to be available given increases to property values and other economic growth
factors.

Revenue Projection

Over the next 15 years, this proposal would generate $1 billion in revenue for transportation

capital projects, or $829 million in 2013 dollars. On average, in 2013 dollars, the City would receive
approximately $55 million annually over the next 15 years. In the first ten years, the Controller's Office
estimates that the City can issue $500 million in G.O. bonds for transportation in the City's adopted
Ten-Year Capital Plan. Actual issuance of debt will be based on the timing of anticipated project
delivery from departments and the City’s debt capacity.

Background

G.O. bonds are a long-term debt financing tool that the City uses to fund large capital improvement
projects. G.O. bonds are secured by a pledge to use ad valorem property tax revenue to repay the
debt. Article XIII A of the State Constitution restricts the use of G.O. bonds to “the acquisition and
improvement of real property with a long useful life.” Vehicles, equipment, furnishings, supplies, and
labor may not be financed with G.O. bonds.

While the City has placed G.O. bonds on the ballot for street improvements, it has not placed a bond
on the ballot for the transit system since 1966. The Task Force believes that transportation is a top
capital priority and recommends that the City increase the proposed G.O. bond amount by seeking
voter approval for two $500 million G.O. bond authorizations between now and 2030. In addition,
the Task Force recommends that a transportation category be included in the Capital Plan’s ongoing
G.O. bond program by adding new transportation-related bonds with consideration to program debt
capacity and other capital funding priorities.
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Debt Limitations

G.O. bonds are repaid with proceeds from ad valorem property taxes calculated on the assessed
value of property. Section 9.106 of the City Charter establishes the limit on outstanding G.O. bond
indebtedness at 3% of the assessed value of all taxable real and personal property located within the
City and County. However, the Ten-Year Capital Plan places tighter restrictions on bond indebtedness
by limiting the property tax rate at the FY 2005-06 level of approximately 1.12%. Generally, debt
issuances are limited to keep the property tax rates stable and only added as other debt is retired.
As of August 2013, the City and County had $1.3 billion in outstanding debt. The Controller’s Office
estimates that over the next 15 years, the City will have $1 billion in debt capacity available to fund
capital projects for the City’s transportation needs.

Authorization

The Mayor, the Board of Supervisors, the Capital Planning Committee (CPC), and a two-thirds majority
of voters in the City and County of San Francisco must all approve G.O. bond authorization. In order
to sell a series of voter-approved G.O. bonds, the department requesting the sale must submit a Bond
Accountability Report to the Board of Supervisors 60 days before the Board is scheduled to approve
the sale of the bonds. The Citizens’ General Obligation Bond Oversight Committee oversees bond
expenditures by ensuring that the proceeds are expended in accordance with the applicable ballot
measure or authorizing legislation.

Revenue Source #2: Vehicle License Fee Increase

Proposal

The Transportation Task Force supports a proposal to enact a Vehicle License Fee equal to 1.35% of the
market value of any registered vehicle with no sunset date. This would bring the total Vehicle License
Fee rate to its full allowable value of 2%. A ballot measure for a Vehicle License Fee could be targeted
as early as November 2014. However, the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors should consider the
optimal timing of such a proposal.

In addition to the local Vehicle License Fee, the Task Force supports a measure that would amend the
City Charter and establish a set aside for transportation projects. The proposal would call for the City to
appropriate funds in FY 2015-16 to the new fund, which is the same year the Vehicle License Fee would
go into effect if passed. In subsequent years, this amount would be adjusted by growth factors defined
in the charter language.

Revenue Projection

The Controller’s Office estimates that the total potential annual revenue from raising a 1.35% local
Vehicle License Fee would be approximately $73 million on average, net of administrative costs and
reimbursements to the state to offset increased personal income tax deductions, and also accounting
for demand impacts. This amounts to nearly $1.1 billion to the City over the next 15 years.

7 CCSF General Obligation Bonds: http://sfcontroller.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=1411
8 California State Constitution Article 16
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Background

Californians have paid the Vehicle License Fee, also called the “motor vehicle in-lieu tax,” with their
vehicle registrations since 1935. From 1948 through 2004, the Vehicle License Fee tax rate was 2%. As
a part of the 2004 budget agreement, the State Legislature reduced the Vehicle License Fee maximum
tax rate. Currently, the state assesses a 0.65% Vehicle License Fee on vehicles based on their purchase
price when ownership is transferred or when a car’s registration is renewed each year.

Since the passage of California Senate Bill 1492 in 2012, San Franciscans can enact a voter-approved
local assessment for general revenue purposes. Under this proposal, the Vehicle License Fee amount
paid by all City residents would increase from 0.65% to 2% of the market value for any registered
vehicle. The fee would be collected and distributed by the California Department of Motor Vehicles
(DMV), which would charge an estimated $200,000 for initial setup of the program, and $100,000
annually for ongoing administration fees. Additionally, the City would be required to reimburse the
state for increased personal income tax deductions made as a result of the increased fee.

Authorization

Authorization for a local Vehicle License Fee requires that the ordinance proposing the assessment

is approved by two-thirds of all members of the Board of Supervisors. The ordinance would then be
placed on the ballot and would require a majority vote in order to enact the assessment. If approved
in a November election, the Vehicle License Fee increase would be effective the following July, or seven
months after approval.

Revenue Source #3: Sales Tax Increase

Proposal

The sales tax has the ability to generate revenue across a diverse cross-section of consumers, including
workers and visitors outside the City that use the City’s transportation system. The Transportation

Task Force supports a proposal to increase the sales and use tax by 0.5%. This increase would put

the effective sales tax rate in San Francisco at 9.25%. There would be no sunset date for this revenue
source. The Mayor and Board of Supervisors should consider the optimal timing of a ballot measure.

Revenue Projection

The Controller's Office estimates that a 0.5% increase in the sales tax rate will generate over $1 billion by
the end of fiscal year 2029-30 if approved in November 2016. If the sales tax is approved in November
2016, the first year of the full revenue stream would occur in FY 2017-18. Therefore, during the 15 years
of this plan between FY 2015-16 and FY 2029-30, this tax would generate $69 million annually.

Background

In November 2012, the State of California increased its sales tax rate by 0.25%, which increased
San Francisco’s sales tax rate from 8.5% to 8.75%. The statewide sales and use tax rate is 6.5%, but
the rate in any given jurisdiction may be higher depending on special district taxes.

California cities have comparatively high sales tax rates compared to national averages. At a minimum,
California residents face a sales tax rate of 7.5%, but a city or a county can raise the rate to as high as
9.5%. High sales tax rates are not unusual in large cities. For example, Chicago has a 9.25% sales tax,
Seattle a 9.5% sales tax, New Orleans a 9.0% sales tax, and New York City an 8.875% sales tax.

? California State Senate Bill 1492
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San Francisco’s current sales tax rate places it below the mean and median rates of its neighboring
cities (Table 7: Bay Area Sales Tax Rates). In 2012, San Mateo raised its sales tax rate, making it the
highest among neighboring cities. If this proposal is enacted, San Franciscans will face a higher sales
tax rate compared to most of its neighbors except for San Mateo.

TABLE 7: BAY AREA SALES TAX RATES

Neighboring Cities Tax Rates
San Mateo 9.25%
San Francisco (After Rate Increase) 9.25%
Berkeley 9.00%
Colma 9.00%
Daly City 9.00%
Emeryville 9.00%
Fremont 9.00%
Millbrae 9.00%
Oakland 9.00%
South San Francisco 9.00%
San Rafael 9.00%
San Francisco (Current Rate) 8.75%
San Jose 8.75%
Corte Madera 8.50%
Sausalito 8.50%

Average of Neighboring Cities (excluding

San Francisco) 8.92%
Median of Neighboring Cities (excluding
San Francisco) 9.00%

Source: California Board of Equalization, Rates for Cities and Counties effective 7/11/13

Raising a sales tax has the benefit of spreading the transportation cost burden across a diverse cross-
section of consumers, including workers and visitors outside the City that use the City’s transportation
system. The Controller’s Office estimates that over half of the burden would fall on non-residents.
About 37% of sales taxes are paid by visitors and 14% by business. These are comparatively high
shares paid by non-residents versus standard distributions in many other cities and counties.

Authorization

In order to be placed on the ballot, this proposal would need the approval of two-thirds of the Board
of Supervisors. If the revenue from this tax were dedicated to transportation, the measure would need
the approval of two-thirds of voters before it can become law; otherwise, if it is general revenue, then it
would need a simple majority of voters. If approved in a November election, the half-percent sales tax
would be effective on April 1st or five months after approval.

10 These are Controller's Office of Economic Analysis estimates based on MuniServices taxable sales data and taxable expenditures by visitors
from San Francisco Travel Association, “Visitor Industry Economic Impact Estimates, 2010.”

" Proposition 218 was passed by voters in November of 1996, which changed the requirements for local governments to raise revenue. The
intent for proposition 218 is to ensure that all taxes and most charges on property owners are subject to voter approval. If this sales tax
revenue is designated for the any “special tax" must be approved by a two-third majority.
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4. Recommendation 3: Use Strategic Policy Tools for Additional Future Revenue

Summary Recommendation 3: Identify and support additional revenue opportunities for un-
funded high-priority transportation projects. The Task Force recommends:

* Advocating for additional revenue from regional, state, and federal funding.
+ Beresponsive to City department recommendations for improved funding coordination.

+ Consider policies and opportunities described in the San Francisco Transportation Authority
Countywide Plan

Task Force Recommendations 1 and 2 identified significant capital funding needs in the transportation
sector and recognized that additional local funding cannot be the only solution. The third Task Force
recommendation is that the City continues to secure additional revenue for transportation through
other sources. This includes regional, state and federal advocacy; pursuing funding coordination
opportunities; and review of policies proposed in the San Francisco County Transportation Authority’s
(SFCTA) Countywide Plan.

The Task Force recommends that the City provide seed funding or planning dollars in the next 15 years
for some projects identified in the Investment Plan. Additionally, the City should secure revenue from
outside sources for identified priority projects. Many of these state, federal, and regional revenue
sources are projected to occur within the timeframe examined by the Task Force, but cannot be
pursued only by the City; other jurisdictions must participate in the funding request. Table 9 presents a
list of priority projects recommended for outside funding sources by the Task Force.

TABLE 9: TASK FORCE PRIORITY PROJECTS FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDS

1 Market Street Transportation and Streetscape $463 $97 21% $366 $188 62%

Improvements*

Caltrain Downtown Extension * $450 $0 0% $450 $20 4%
8 Geary Rapid Network Improvements* $243 $38 16% $205 $27 27%
28 BART San Francisco Station Modernization $100 $50 50% $50 n/a n/a
29 BART Embarcadero/ Montgomery Improvements $84 $14 17% $70 n/a n/a
30 BART Embarcadero/ Montgomery Capacity Expansion TBD TBD TBD TBD n/a n/a
31 Harney Way Roadway Improvements $24 $22 92% $2 n/a n/a
32 Hunters Point Shipyward/Candlestick Ph. 1 $1,186 $1,147 97% $39 n/a n/a
33 Mission Bay Roadway Network $103 $94 91% $9 n/a n/a
34 Muni M-Line Alignment Improvements $270 $70 26% $200 n/a n/a

TOTAL $2,923 $1,532 52% $1,391

*includes Task Force funding
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The Task Force highlights these as priorities based on a number of reasons: existing funding to date,
City policies and commitments, project regional competitiveness, voter-approved ballot measures, and
the projects’ capacity to support growth in priority development areas. The Task Force, by identifying
these as priorities for additional funding, recommends that these projects continue to move forward
and be supported by the City. The Task Force recommends the following steps be taken to achieve new
revenue:

Additional Revenue from Partners

The Task Force recommends the City advocate for an increase to federal, state, and regional dollars.
Examples of such advocacy might include increased funding to the City in federal transportation
reauthorization, cap-and-trade from the state, or adjustments to regional formulas to support

San Francisco needs. Other potential funding sources could include new bridge tolls (through a
future Regional Measure), competitive Small or New Starts funding (through the Federal Transit
Administration), and public-private partnerships.

Based on the effort of the Task Force with supporting documentation from City departments and the
SFCTA, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission proposed a targeted $74billion Core Capacity
Challenge Grant, of which $2.3 will be new funds assigned to SFMTA. Per staff recommendations dated
November 2013, these funds will be available over a 15 year period for core improvements to facilities,
in addition to fleet replacement and expansion. The sources of funds include accelerated Federal
Transit Administration formula funds, accelerated bridge tolls, and potential cap-and-trade revenue.
These funds are proposed as a direct response to the expected commitment of local contributions
defined by the recommendations of this Task Force. This funding reaffirms the expectation that a
strong contribution locally will be met by funding partners. In the future, the City will continue to
advocate for additional financial commitments from federal partners as well.

Pursue Coordination Opportunities and New Policies
Further, the City should pursue opportunities to improve coordination of funding to disparate

transportation providers operating in the City. The Capital Planning Program has recently completed a
study examining options for dedicated revenue to Caltrain across the three partner counties

(San Francisco, San Mateo, and Santa Clara). The Task Force recommends the City continue to look
for methods to improve collaboration across providers and find more efficient and effective means to
provide local and regional transportation services in the City.

The forthcoming SFCTA Countywide Plan examines potential changes to existing City policies and
processes that would support the City’s Transit First policy and generate additional revenue for
transportation services. The Task Force recommends the City consider these policies and programs,
including public dialogue and further refinement to these policies prior to implementation.
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VIII. Conclusions and Next Steps

The Transportation Task Force developed an understanding of San Francisco’s
transportation needs and emphasized the role that transportation infrastructure
plays in the City's long-term sustainability and vitality. The recommendations

of the Task Force are just the beginning of a 15-year process that will bring
transportation infrastructure into the 21st century, improve mobility and access
for current residents and workers, and support the City’s growing demand for
improved transportation.

If new revenue sources are approved by San Francisco voters, the projects will
be subject to the City’s annual budget, capital planning, and project definition
and outreach processes. These processes will incorporate input from a

wide variety of stakeholders and allow for further community feedback as
policymakers move towards budgeting and expending these funds.

1. City Next Steps

The recommended revenue measures require voter approval, some as early as
November 2014. The Mayor and the Board of Supervisors will work to develop
proposed ballot and Charter legislation, and the Board of Supervisors will
conduct public hearings on the Charter legislation. For this legislative process to
be successful, elected officials and City staff will collaborate with stakeholders to
ensure that proposals reflect the needs of the City and its voters. If new revenue
is approved by voters, City staff will continue to engage with the public through
existing and proposed processes to deliver transportation projects that meet the
priorities of the City, its neighborhoods, and residents. These next steps include
the annual budget process, capital planning process, and project outreach and
prioritization to be performed by City staff.

Annual City Budget Process
As new resources are added to the budgets of Public Works and SFMTA,

stakeholders and the public may examine City priorities and give input through
the annual City budget process. For MTA-related projects, the MTA Board will
hold public hearings on the agency’s budget, including proposed spending on
infrastructure improvements. For both the Public Works and the MTA, their
proposed budgets will also be referred for approval to the Board of Supervisors,
which will include a public hearing.

Capital Planning Process
The Ten-Year Capital Plan is a tool to inform the Mayor, the Board of Supervisors,

and the public with an assessment of the City’s capital infrastructure needs and
a financing plan that addresses those needs. The Plan is reviewed and adopted
by the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors every two years, and it is the central
tool for development of the City’s capital budget. The Capital Planning process
meetings are open to the public to express their suggestions and input. The Task
Force investments will be re-examined and moved forward every two years as
part of the regular update of the City's Ten-Year Capital Plan. This provides an
additional opportunity for the public to weigh-in on department choices and City
prioritization of transportation projects.
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Project Definition Outreach and Prioritization
The Task Force's recommendations have involved categories of funding for different transportation

programs, with specific projects to be defined at a later date. City departments will develop processes
to define these projects and prioritize them as revenue projections are re-examined annually and as
projects continue to develop in scope and budget.

In addition to all of the above processes, the SFMTA, Department of Public Works, the City Planning
Department and the SFCTA are committed to establishing additional processes to engage the public
on the use and implementation of these funds if these revenue sources are pursued and granted by
the voters.

If new revenue is approved, City staff must continue to revise investment and revenue estimates to
prioritize the projects and programs. Cost and revenue estimates are based on 2013 dollars. Over the
15 years, the rate of revenue growth and estimated cost escalation will vary. In the event that costs
grow more quickly than revenues, the investment plan should be re-prioritized by the City and project
delivery may be adjusted or deferred.

2. Conclusions

The work of the Mayor’s 2030 Transportation Task Force focused on understanding the City’s
transportation capital needs; this report is just a first step towards making improvements to

the system to address these needs. The Task Force has agreed that the City has $10.1 billion in
transportation needs over the next 15 years, and only $3.8 billion in identified funds. The Task Force
identified existing transportation programs and projects that do not have sufficient resources to meet
the needs of San Francisco through 2030. The Task Force recommends sources to address this gap
and, if these sources are realized, where to prioritize the funding to gain maximum improvement to
the City's transportation system.

Though the Task Force process is concluding, a much larger process will begin to identify and prioritize
transportation projects that the City’s policymakers and citizens want to see implemented. It is also
certain that without new sources of investment, many of these projects and programs will not be
implemented for lack of funding.

The Task Force will move forward with the following steps in the coming months to ensure that new
investment is realized and City processes may begin:

+ Submit Task Force Recommendations to the Mayor, the Board of Supervisors/ Transportation
Authority, the SFMTA Board of Directors, and the Capital Planning Committee. This will
institutionalize the recommendations and prepare them for placement on the ballot.

« Communicate the goals and recommendations of the Task Force to the public and interested
parties. The Task Force will share the recommendations and outcomes that the public can expect as
a result of the new investment.

+ Keep a strong coalition to realize the goals of the Task Force through implementation. Task Force
recommendations intend to address high-priority capital projects in the transportation sector
through 2030. Ensuring that a group of committed stakeholders exists to maintain a focus on
implementation of Task Force recommendations in the coming 15 years will help ensure that much-
needed transportation projects are completed in the City.

56 | Viil. Conclusions and Next Steps Mayor's Transportation Task Force 2030



IX. Appendices

Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030 LIX. Appendices | 57




Transportation Providers

Isco

:San Franci

Appendix A

"Jobpng [ende) v LINAS Je9A-Z 8} S9oNpoid
(d19) weuboid uswanoidw

lende)d V1IN4S J/edA-G 8y} seonpoid

‘sielowW

pue sabeieb Buyied paumo-Au) sajeiadQ
‘uone|nbal Ixe}

pue ‘Bupjiem ‘Bupyiq ‘|0J3u09 dlel} 0} parelal
Buiwwesbold pue Buluue|d ay) sabeuey

{1eo a|qeo pue

‘1eoyea.1s ouolsiy ‘jred b Aoy ‘snq :sadAy
199} usuely oAl Buissedwooua (lunpy) Aemjiey
[edioluniy 0aslouel4 ues ay} saleladQ

"00SI0Uel

ueg Jo JoAepy oyl Aq
pajuiodde sl0}08.1q JO pieog
Jaquaw / e AQ pauianor)

*A110 8y ul suonelsado

[0J1U0D D1jel} pue Juswabeuew
Buiysed ‘uonenbai i1xe; ‘swelbo.d
uelsapad pue 8yiq ‘Ylom}eu
Jeolealis pue ulel; ‘AgjjoJ} S, IUN
$99S19A0 Jey) Aouabe AjID ay|

(V.Ln4S) Aouaby
uoneyodsuea]
fediounpy
09s|ouel{ Uuesg

"00SI10URIH UBS Ul SO|0IYdA
palaisibal uo aa4 uonelisibay a|oIysA
[enuuy 0|$ YV uolsodoid stelsiuiupy

11y uea|) Jo}

pun4 uoneuodsuel] ay} wolj sjuelb sebeuepy
‘Spunj |eJapa} pue ajels 1o}

s109/0.d [e20] JO suolepUSWIWOIA) [enuuR SH
ybno.y} pue ue|d uoneuodsuel] apimAluno)
abues-buo| s,00s10UBIH UBS JO uonesedald

ay} ybnouyl welibolid uswabeuey
uonsabuo) s,00S10URI4 UBS SIBISIUIWPY
‘weiboud xe) sajes uoneuodsuel)

[e20] 1U82-Jley M uonisodold ayi sieisiuiupy

‘slosiniadng Jo

pJeog Jaquiaw-| | S,00sl10uBl
ueg Jo Bunsisuod pieog
Aioyiny ue Ag paulanor)

(VIND) Aousbe juswebeuew
uonsabuoo pajeubisep
-Alunoo jeuoibal-gns ay |

(V.L204S) Auouyiny
uoneyodsuea]
fQuno)

09s|ouel{ Uesg

‘sjuelb uoneuodsuely [eJops) pue

ajels 10} salousbe [eoo| wolj syjsenbal suaslog
{Spunj e|nwJo} [eJOP8} SB YoNns

Buipuny aje1s pue [elopa} Aoy slaisiulLpy
‘ealy Aeg oY) Joj sjuswiSoAUl

sopinb pue saniond uoneuodsuely
soysl|geiss yoiym (ealy Aeg uejd)

ue|d uoneuodsuel | Jeuoibay ayl serepdn

sanjiqisuodsay B sajoy Jolepy

‘(yoes

oaubisap auo) JoAe|\ 8y}
pue siosiniedng Jo pieog ayl
Aq pawlodde saniejuasaidal
g -oosioueiH ueS

‘pieoq Aoijod

Jaqwaw | g e AQ paulanon)

21N10NJ}S 9dUeUIBA0L)

‘(OdIN) uoneziuebio

Buiuueld ueyjodosow

[euoibal s,Aousbe [elepa
{Aousbe Buluue|d uonenodsuel
|[euoibal payeubisap s,o1e1S
‘ealy Aeg oosiouel

ueg Ajunoo-auiu ayy Joj Aousbe
Buroueuyy pue ‘BuieuIpiood
‘Buiuue|d uoneuodsuel) ay |

uonduasaqg

(0.LW) uoissiwwo)
uoneuodsuel
ueyjodosiapy

aweN Aouaby

Mayor's Transportation Task Force 2030

58 | Appendix A: San Francisco Transportation Providers



‘s|epowial
uonels pue sweiboid uoisusixe | Hvg

se yons sjosloud [e1oads Buipnjoul ‘swelboid

[endeo pue bunelado usuesy | Hyg sebeuepy

w9} Jeah- e anIes
slaquiaw pJeoq {s1ou1sip
1Hvd 6 8y} Jo yoes wolj
palos|e SI Jaquiaw pieog | e
{s10100.1( JO pJeog palos|e
Jaqwauw 6 e Aq pabeuely

"Aluno) 0d1e|\ UBS UlByloU
pue Aeg i1se3 ay} 0} 09sioueI
uBS S108UU09 Jey] WalsAs
Aemgns usuel; pides e buibeuew
Jo} 9|qisuodsas Aouabe ay ]

(14v4g) ysuea]
pidey eaiy Aeg

‘Irey paads ybiH eluiogied jo Alealiep
1o} uonesedaid pue Jamod ou309|8 O} Buniys
sopnjoul yoiym ‘welbold uoneziuispo
uresjen ayi buipnjoui ‘swelboid jeudes

pue Buneiado ,swalsAs el uesye) sebeueyy .

‘(yoee aaubisap

aUo) V1IN4S @y} pue ‘Jokey

a8y} ‘siosiniedng Jo pieog auy)

Aq pajulodde sennelussaldal
€ :00S/0UBIH{ UBS

{sanunoo

BJE|D BJUBS pUB ‘08)B|\

ueg ‘oosiouel ues woly

soAneluasaldal Jo Buisisuoo

‘pleog siamod Julof J0pLI0D
e|nsuiuad ay) Aq paumQ -

*J0pLII0D
B|NSuluad 09sIouel{ UBS

ay) Buoje a2IAI8S [l J8INWIWO0D
Buipinoad o} ajqisuodsal

pJeog Slemod uior ay L

urened

‘sj09loud yuswanoidwi uelysepad pue
‘0]0A01q ‘edeasiaans ‘Aljigissadoe Jo Aele ue
Bunusawsajdwi Jo/pue Buluueld 1o} sjqisuodsay
‘9oueUSBlUIEW URIPBW
pue ‘siiedas pue sjuswanoidwl Yemapis
{S901] 19841S {s8InjoNJls 198.41s ‘Juswaoe|dal
pue uonoadsul dwel gind ‘{Buioepnsal
19a41s :sweiboid AlD Buimoljo) ay) sebeuely «

Jojensiuiwpy Ano
ay} 0} spodau ‘sHIOM 2lIgnd
JO Jo10a41g 8yl Aq pepeoH -

-ainjonyiseljul Aem-jo-1ybu pue
199241 pue s)9a.1s Bulureluiew Joy
a|qisuodsai Juswuedap Al syl

(s>1410M 2119nd)

SHI0M Jljqnd
0 Juswuedaqg
09s|ouel{ uesg

Appendix A: San Francisco Transportation Providers | 59

Mayor's Transportation Task Force 2030



Appendix A, continued: Additional San Francisco Transportation Agencies
Caltrans

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is an executive department within California;
its purpose is to improve mobility across the state. Caltrans manages the state highway system

(which includes the California Freeway and Expressway System). Caltrans oversees operations in San
Francisco on Highways 101, 280, associated on- and off-ramps and state-owned roads such as Van
Ness Avenue, 19th Avenue, and Lombard Street. Under Governor Jerry Brown’s 2012 reorganization
plan, Caltrans will be transferred to the new California Transportation Agency along with the California
Transportation Commission by July 2013. Caltrans is overseen by the state Director of Transportation,
appointed by the Governor.

Transbay Joint Powers Authority

The purpose of the Transbay Joint Powers Authority is to design, build, operate, and maintain the new
Transbay Transit Center and associated facilities in downtown San Francisco, including the extension
of the Caltrain commuter rail 1.3 miles into the new Transit Center, and accommodations for future
California High Speed Rail. The TJPA is overseen by a six-member Board of Directors appointed by the
SF Board of Supervisors, AC Transit, Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board, the Mayor of San Francisco,
SFMTA, and Caltrans (ex officio).

Ferries

San Francisco serves as a ferry port for public and private operators. Commuter service includes ferries
from Marin, Alameda, Solano and San Mateo counties. Ferry ports within the city are located at AT&T
Park, San Francisco Ferry Building, and San Francisco Pier 41. Marin-based ferries are governed by

the Golden Gate Transportation District; East Bay and Peninsula ferries are governed by the Water
Emergency Transportation Authority.

Regional Bus Operators

San Francisco serves commuter bus service from Marin, San Mateo, Contra Costa, and Alameda
counties at the former Transbay Terminal and in the future Transbay Transit Center. Governance for
Golden Gate Transit, SamTrans, and AC Transit commuter bus service is provided by their respective
independent authorities.

Bridges

Two bridges give access to the City of San Francisco: the Golden Gate Bridge and the Bay Bridge. The
Golden Gate Bridge District oversees the Golden Gate Bridge, and the Bay Area Toll Authority oversees
the Bay Bridge.
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Appendix B: Financial Documentation and Efficiency Improvements

The City's transportation infrastructure deficiencies result from years of under-investment in capital.
This appendix reviews areas where the City has improved processes to ensure investment is targeted,
efficient, and maximizes the positive impact to the City's transportation system users. In particular, this
section discusses improved capital planning efforts, the City's oversight processes for expending G.O.
bond funds, maintenance improvement processes, new customer information systems, project delivery
improvements, and increased institutional coordination between city and regional transportation
agencies.

Financial Planning Documentation

Multiple City planning processes—including the City’'s Ten-Year Capital Plan and the SFMTA's 20-Year
Capital Plan and it's financially constrained Five-Year Capital Improvement Program—have identified
the need to invest in the transportation sector. These planning processes, all implemented within
the last ten years, improve clarity and assist in prioritization of new projects and programs in the
transportation sector.

Long-range transportation planning also provides information to policymakers on the magnitude of
the funding needed to maintain the City's infrastructure, and the even higher costs of not making
these investments. For example, the need for new transportation revenue sources were considered
and articulated in the City's most recent Ten-Year Capital Plan, which was adopted by the Mayor and
the Board of Supervisors in April 2013. The Plan called for a Transportation and Streets Infrastructure
Package (TSIP), a ten-year, $790 million investment strategy aimed at improving the City's Pavement
Condition Index; addressing long-term Muni state-of-good repair needs; investing in safe and complete
streets for autos, bikes, pedestrians, and transit vehicles; and planning for increased demand on
streets and transit services due to growth. Though TSIP will be superseded by any recommendations
of this Task Force, the exercise called attention to the needs of transportation infrastructure in

San Francisco and institutionalized coordinated capital planning for transportation.

Bond Oversight and Management

The City has institutionalized methods for ensuring proper use of general obligation (G.O.) bonds and
provides extensive oversight to maintain the City's credit rating and ensure excellent fiscal stewardship
of public funds. For example, the Citizens’ General Obligation Bond Oversight Committee (GOBOC) was
established to monitor the expenditure of general bond proceeds and inform the public. The GOBOC
reviews cost and schedule information, publishes regular reports, and reviews audits performed by the
City Controller, City Services Auditor Division. Additionally, all debt issuance and use of bond proceeds
must be approved by the Mayor, Board of Supervisors, and the City's Capital Planning Committee.
These established practices help ensure successful use of funds and execution of projects resulting
from future G.O. bonds.

Customer Information

Muni is improving on the customer experience to enhance rider satisfaction and attract new ridership.
To improve service, real-time customer information is now provided on Twitter and NextBus signs on
weekdays from 5:00 am to 9:00 pm. Muni is planning subway audio and sign upgrades within the next
12 months. SFMTA has increased its presence on desktop and mobile platforms through the launch
of new SFMTA website in May 2013 and the improved use of social media. These targeted efforts are
designed to give consumers a better transit experience from doorstep to doorstep.
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Project Delivery Improvements

SFMTA has developed strategic plans, goals, and projects for the use of capital funds. The SFMTA's
comprehensive Five-Year Capital Improvement Program was adopted in April 2012 for FY 2012-2013
through FY 2016-17; this Plan totals $3.2 billion from more than 30 different federal, state, and local
sources containing 350 projects in 16 capital programs. To deliver these programs, SFMTA has recently
instituted a robust information technology system that provides capital project managers a holistic
view to monitor the scope, schedule, and budgets of their projects, along with document management.
This system enables SFMTA to monitor performance and effectively manage project portfolios.

Institutional Coordination

Although the City is one entity, it is comprised of many different departments with different
management structures and cultures. In the past, this had led to challenges in project delivery for
projects that cross multiple departments. In recent years, the City has worked through the Capital
Planning Committee process to ensure departments are coordinating and effectively working together
to implement projects to ensure economies of scale. To improve coordination with external City
departments and agencies and improve on cross-agency programs and projects, functional task forces
have been implemented to review and discuss projects, timelines, budgets, potential funding sources,
and next steps. In addition, the City is working to institutionalize improvements between its various
transportation related agencies, departments, and jurisdictional authorities to ensure project success
and efficient completion.
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Appendix C: Investment Plan Descriptions

#1 Market Street Transportation and Streetscape Improvements

DESCRIPTION

The Market Street Transportation and Streetscape Improvements program is a comprehensive reno-
vation of Market Street from the Embarcadero to Octavia Boulevard which will improve all modes of
transportation, foster economic development, and create vibrant public spaces. Market Street is the
most important corridor in San Francisco. It integrates three levels of public transportation (BART,
Muni Metro, and street-level buses and streetcars) and carries almost 200,000 passengers a day on
the street-level alone. On a typical weekday, over 200,000 people walk along its length, getting to work,
going shopping, visiting museums and enjoying the sites of the city. At various times during the day,
bicycles outnumber vehicles.

Market Street currently accommodates the demands of the various modes, but it is unreliable and
inefficient. Transit service moves slowly through the corridor; there are many points of significant con-
flict between bicycles and vehicles; large volumes of fast-moving traffic crossing Market Street create
barriers for people walking; and the odd angles of intersections result in unusually long and awkward
places for people to cross. This project seeks to improve the safety, efficiency, comfort and ease of
Transit First modes through the corridor.

IMPACT

The project will significantly improve mobility and safety for all users of Market Street. It will provide
travel time improvements in coordination with safety and accessibility enhancements on the City’s
most intensively used transportation corridor.

This project funds street design to improve transportation on Market Street, including improved transit
access, ticketing and wayfinding signage, new roadway pavement, reconstructed sidewalks and cross-
walks, rehabilitated Muni overhead wires, upgraded traffic signal infrastructure, improved bicycle facil-
ities, and repaired or replaced sewer lines and auxiliary water systems below the road surface. More-
over, because more than half of all Muni routes interact with the Market Street corridor, the benefits of
travel time and reliability will improve systemwide performance for all transit riders.

The Market Street Transportation and Streetscape Improvements program is a joint partnership
among five city agencies. Robust community outreach on this project include public workshops, webi-
nars, a Citizens’ Advisory Committee, continual updates on the project website and future work to gath-
er feedback and community interaction. The project will continue to gather feedback and learn more
about the needs of the corridor as the project progresses through environmental review.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$463 $97 $366 $188 21% 62%
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#2 Canopies for Market Street BART/Muni Metro Stations - SF Contribution
(50% of total)

DESCRIPTION

Market Street has 27 open air station entrances to access shared BART and Muni Metro platforms.
These four stations (Embarcadero, Montgomery, Powell and Civic Center) are used by more than
350,000 people daily. The original design of these canopies exposes the well-used escalators and
staircases to debris from the surrounding areas and prevents BART and Muni from closing access
during non-operating hours. This exposure has resulted in significant negative impacts on escalator
reliability and customer experience. The current design prototype for the canopies calls for a durable,
transparent shelter which fits into the surrounding cityscape and incorporates environmentally
sustainable features such as natural lighting and ventilation. This project is a collaboration between
Public Works, SFMTA and BART, complementary to the work that will be performed as a part of Market
Street Transportation and Streetscape Improvements.

IMPACT

This project funds the installation of BART/Muni Metro Canopies on Market Street between the
Embarcadero and Civic Center Stations. A total of 27 will be installed between Embarcadero and Civic
Center stations along Market Street and in coordination with BART. The canopies for shared BART/Muni
metro station entrances will protect station entrances and escalators from the elements and prevent
unauthorized access during non-operational hours. This project will create a comfortable and safe
entrances for all subway users on Market Street and enhance the customer experience. The canopies
will also extend the service life of open air escalators reduce escalator repairs and improve escalator

reliability.
FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$30 $0 $30 $30 0% 100%
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#3 Caltrain Capital Maintenance - SF Contribution

DESCRIPTION

Caltrain is a key part of the regional
transportation network and provides
daily rail service between San Francisco,
the Peninsula, and San Jose, and is vital
to the Bay Area’s economic health. Each
year, the Joint Membership Partners, San
Francisco, the San Mateo County Transit
District (SamTrans), and the Santa Clara
County Valley Transportation Authority
(VTA), must equally contribute (pursuant
to an agreement) to capital projects in
order to maintain the Caltrain system

in a state-of-good repair. However, the funding contr|but|ons for capital state-of-good repair have
been historically volatile and unreliable as a result of the budgetary pressures on the three individual
members and their respective competing capital maintenance requirements. The Caltrain capital
maintenance project will provide a consistent funding source for San Francisco’s share of the total
capital maintenance costs.

IMPACT

This project funds on-going infrastructure and fleet maintenance to maintain Caltrain system reliability
and on-time performance. This project will maintain Caltrain’s infrastructure in a state-of-good repair
by completing necessary track, signal, systems and structures rehabilitation and replacement. This
project will assist in ensuring vehicle reliability by rehabilitating components of the current fleet

of passenger cars and locomotives, and improving safety for adjacent communities through the
extension of fencing along track right-of-way. Further, by providing a reliable and consistent funding
source for Caltrain state-of-good repair, partner counties may choose to provide a similarly consistent
commitment, improving long-term Caltrain planning. This work is an on-going partnership by
SamTrans, VTA and SFMTA, on behalf of the City and County of San Francisco.

FUNDING
($ in millions)

TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$93 $8 $85 $85 9% 100%
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#4 Caltrain Electrification - SF Contribution

DESCRIPTION

The Caltrain Electrification project modernizes Caltrain for 21st century operations, including
preperation for High Speed Rail to San Francisco. The Corridor Electrification Project is a key
component of the Caltrain Modernization Program and consists of converting Caltrain from diesel to
high performance electric trains for service between San Jose and the Fourth Street and King Station
in San Francisco. The project would include the installation of new electrical infrastructure and install
a new advanced signals system that meets federally-mandated safety improvements. As a member of
the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Authority, which governs Caltrain, the City has agreed to share the
cost of the electrification project. This project will be coordinated with Caltrain partners in San Mateo
and Santa Clara.

IMPACT

This project would result in increased Caltrain reliability and efficiency, along with significantly
reduced emisisons. This project funds the key infrastructure to prepare Caltrain right-of-way and
fleet for electrification, including poles, catenary wires, traction power system, Electric Multiple Units,
wayside and on-board hardware and software for the advanced signal system. Caltrain will be a
more sustainable form of transportation upon complete electrification; this project will convert 70%
of the existing Caltrain diesel engine-driven commuter rail service to electrically-powered service
along the 50-mile corridor from San Francisco to San Jose. Further, this project will improve service
cost-effectiveness as conversion from diesel to electricity will reduce fuel costs. An electrified Caltrain
system will set the stage for an enhanced, modern commuter rail service and for future blended High
Speed Rail service.

Caltrain has engaged in outreach on the modernization and electrification program, meeting with
community groups and elected officials for the past several months. Current outreach is focusing
on the process of preparing and obtaining state environmental review and approval of the project.
This project is a partnership among the Joint Powers of Caltrain and the California High Speed Rail

Authority.
FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$62 $23 $39 $39 37% 100%
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#5 Caltrain Downtown Extension - (SF Estimated Contribution)

DESCRIPTION

The Transbay Transit Center Project is a transportation project that transforms downtown San
Francisco and the San Francisco Bay Area’s regional transportation system by creating a “Grand Central
Station of the West” in the heart of a new transit-friendly neighborhood. The project will replace the
current Transbay Terminal at First and Mission streets in San Francisco with a modern regional transit
hub currently under construction, which will connect the eight Bay Area counties and the State of
California through 11 transit systems, including the future High Speed Rail.

The second phase of the Transbay Transit Center Project will extend the Caltrain rail line downtown
into the new Transit Center proximate to the Financial District in the heart of the burgeoning SoMa
community. Caltrain serves as a vital regional link by connecting San Francisco to the Peninsula, Silicon
Valley and San Jose, but currently terminates 1.3 miles from downtown San Francisco.This extension
connects the region to San Francisco's employment and the key regional connections at the Transbay
Transit Center.

IMPACT

This project provides seed funding for the second phase of the Transbay Transit Center project. This
project will reinforce San Francisco’s location as a transportation nexus and the center of the region,
keeping the City economically vibrant. Extending Caltrain to the Transbay Transit Center will save
regional commuters almost an hour a day in travel time, and will result in increased Caltrain ridership
and fewer private vehicle trips into the City from the Peninsula. The underground rail line is being
designed to accommodate future High Speed Rail and rail connections to the East Bay, making the new
Transit Center the future hub for High Speed Rail in Northern California.

As part of the Transit Center District Plan, this project has had significant outreach amongst
stakeholders and discussion as the premier transportation expansion priority for San Francisco. This
project funds conceptual design and engineering of the Downtown Extension to prepare the project to
leverage federal, state and private sector funding opportunities. The Task Force investment provides
seed funding for the Downtown Extension. The majority of the project will be funded and delivered
through other revenue sources.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$450 $0 $450 $20 0% 4%
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#6 Citywide Bicycle Strategy - Base System

DESCRIPTION

As the population of San Francisco grows and increases in density, traffic congestion will grow unless
the City is thoughtful and efficient about the limited use of the public right-of-way. Currently, the
existing network accommodates 3.5% bicycle mode share on a fragmented bicycle network. As cycling
becomes a more popular mode, it is important that the streets of San Francisco are safe and accessible
for everyone. Additionally, as use of the system grows, the bike network will need to be expanded,
bicycle parking spaces will need to be added, and the bicycle sharing program will need to be expanded
to meet higher demand.

San Francisco’s Bicycle Strategy, building on the 2009 Bicycle Plan, lays out the key investments needed
for the City to promote cycling for everyday transportation. The Strategy proposes investments to
enhance and expand the City's bike network to accomplish its goal of 20% bicycle mode share. The
Bicycle Strategy Base System proposes improvements that will increase mode shift to 8%.

IMPACT

The proposed investment will complete the projects identified in the 2009 Bicycle Plan, as well as some
of those proposed in the Bicycle Strategy; these investments will improve safety, accessibility and
reliability of the bicycle network in San Francisco. These improvements include upgrading existing bike
lanes, buffered bike lanes, basic and deluxe cycle-tracks, colored pavement treatments and shared
bike/ bus lanes. The benefits of this investment include safer streets for all users and a smarter, more
efficient transportation system. Implementation of the 2009 Bicycle Plan includes citywide investment
that will serve all neighborhoods. As projects are identified, community outreach will be performed

to ensure that the proposals meet City goals and neighborhood needs for improved bicycle network
connectivity and safer routes for all users.

This project programmatically funds completion of the existing bicycle network identified in the 2009
Bicycle Plan, upgrades to 20 miles of existing bicycle network, upgrade of 20 intersections for bicycle
circulation and control increasing safety and comfort, installation of 8,000 bicycle parking spaces to
reduce theft and increase bicycle network accessibility, and completion of the first phase of the Bay
Area Bike Share system in San Francisco, with 500 bicycles total.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$118 $81 $37 $37 69% 100%
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#7 Citywide Bicycle Strategy - Enhanced System

DESCRIPTION
As the population of San Francisco grows and increases in density, traffic congestion will grow unless
the City is thoughtful and efficient about the limited use of the public right-of-way. Currently, the
existing network accommodates 3.5% bicycle mode share on a fragmented bicycle network. As cycling
becomes a more popular mode, it is important that the streets of San Francisco are safe and accessible
for everyone. Additionally, as use of the system grows, the bike network will need to be expanded,
bicycle parking spaces will need to be added, and the bicycle
sharing program will need to be expanded to meet higher
demand.

San Francisco'’s Bicycle Strategy, building on the 2009 Bicycle
Plan, lays out the key investments needed for the City to
promote cycling for everyday transportation. The Strategy
proposes investments to enhance and expand the City's bike
network to accomplish its goal of 20% bicycle mode share. The
Bicycle Strategy Enhanced System proposes improvements that
will increase mode shift to 10%.

IMPACT

To improve safety, some existing bike routes will be upgraded
to separate facilities to reduce collisions. These enhancements
are designed to increase the safety, comfort and accessibility of
bicycling as a mode of transportation, increasing the number of
trips by bike and the overall mode share in San Francisco. The
goal is to maximize bicycling at a mode share of 10%. Upgrades
of the bicycle network will be performed citywide and will serve all neighborhoods. As projects are
identified, community outreach will be performed to ensure that the proposals meet City goals and
neighborhood needs for improved bicycle network connectivity and safety for all users.

This project programmatically funds upgrades to an additional 20 miles of the bicycle network, addition
of approximately 10,000 bicycle parking spaces, 1,800 bicycles to the Bay Area Bike Share system in the
City, and addition of 10 miles of new bicycle facilities to San Francisco'’s bicycle network.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$108 $0 $108 $90 0% 83%
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#8 Citywide Bicycle Strategy - Full Build-Out

DESCRIPTION

As the population of San Francisco grows and increases in density, traffic congestion will grow

unless the City is thoughtful and efficient about the limited use of the public right-of-way. Currently,
the existing network accommodates 3.5% bicycle mode share on a fragmented bicycle network. As
cycling becomes a more popular mode, it is important that the streets of San Francisco are safe and
accessible for everyone. Additionally, as use of the system grows, the bike network will need to be
expanded, bicycle parking spaces will need to be added, and the bicycle sharing program will need to
be expanded to meet higher demand.

San Francisco’s Bicycle Strategy, building on the 2009 Bicycle Plan, lays out the key investments needed
for the City to promote cycling for everyday transportation. The Strategy proposes investments to
enhance and expand the City's bike network to accomplish its goal of 20% bicycle mode share. Full
Build-Out of the Bicycle Strategy is designed to provide a system in San Francisco that offers cycling as
an equal choice for transportation compared to other modes. Investments in this category will lead to
safer routes and connections for bikes citywide, secure parking for bikes, and access to shared bicycles.
The Bicycle Strategy Expanded Full Build-Out proposes improvements that will increase mode shift to
10-20%.

IMPACT

This project funds the first portions of the full build out the Bicycle Network consistent with the Bicycle
Strategy resulting in a bicycle mode share in San Francisco from 10 - 20%. As San Francisco continues
to grow, congestion of the public right-of-way will grow. A goal of these investments is to make cycling
an affordable, safe transportation mode that connects to all areas of the City and provides reliable
mobility for people that choose to bike. Upgrades and expansion of the bicycle network will be
performed citywide and will serve all neighborhoods. As projects are identified, community outreach
will be performed to ensure that the proposals meet City goals and neighborhood needs for improved
bicycle network connectivity and safety for all users.

This project programmatically funds upgrades to an additional 33 miles of the bicycle network,
upgrades to 40 intersections to improve circulation and safety, construction of enough bicycle parking
space demand to meet 50% of demand, addition of 5 miles of new bicycle facilities to San Francisco's
bicycle network and increasing San Francisco’s bicycle sharing system to approximately 2,500 bicycles.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$215 $0 $215 $48 0% 22%
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#9 Citywide Pedestrian Strategy Core Projects and Pilots

DESCRIPTION

Over 800 individuals are hit by cars in San Francisco
each year, and 100 are severely injured or killed.
These collisions cost millions of dollars in public
funds and untold costs for victims and families.
Each is a tragedy, and each is preventable. Given
the key role of walking in San Francisco, the street
environment is the focus of numerous specific
initiatives and ongoing investment programs and

is officially recognized through the City's Transit
First policy and Better Streets Plan. In an effort to
improve walking conditions in San Francisco, the
City identified 70 miles of streets as priority candidates to receive safety improvements between now
and 2021. In January 2013, the San Francisco Pedestrian Strategy was released to identify actions that
reduce severe and fatal injuries.

The City’s streets must be safe for all individuals and modes of travel. By increasing street safety, more
trips can be made by walking, which will reduce congestion and help meet the City's goals of cutting
greenhouse gases (below 1990 levels) 25% by 2017 and 40% by 2025.

These Core Projects investments will include implementation of proven engineering tools that improve
safety on streets for those who choose to walk, particularly on high injury intersections, including:
installing 15 mph speed signs; re-opening closed crosswalks; installing countdown signals and other
engineering improvements. This program will also implement pilot tests for innovative treatments to
improve safety and walkability throughout San Francisco.

IMPACT

Implementing the Core Projects and Strategic Pilots will make streets safer and more accessible

for all users, specifically vulnerable citizens- seniors, people with disabilities and children, who are
more likely to be severely injured if involved in collisions. Increasing walking by improving street
safety results in many benefits, not only for individual health, but also for economic development,
neighborhood vitality, and environmental sustainability. The strategy will reduce injuries and collisions
in neighborhoods and increase walking trips by improving the walking environment for those who
choose to walk, contributing to the City’'s larger mode-shift goal.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$66 $45 $21 $21 68% 100%
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#10 Citywide Pedestrian Strategy Full Build-Out

DESCRIPTION

Over 800 individuals are hit by cars in San Francisco each year, and 100 are severely injured or killed.
These collisions cost millions of dollars in public funds and untold costs for victims and families.

Each is a tragedy, and each is preventable. Given the key role of walking in San Francisco, the street
environment is the focus of numerous specific initiatives and ongoing investment programs and

is officially recognized through the City’s Transit First policy and Better Streets Plan. In an effort

to improve walking conditions in San Francisco, the City identified 70 miles of streets as priority
candidates to receive safety improvements between now and 2021. In January 2013, the San Francisco
Pedestrian Strategy was released to identify actions that reduce severe and fatal injuries.

The City’s streets must be safe for all individuals and modes of travel. By increasing street safety, more
trips can be made by walking, which will reduce congestion and help meet the City’s goals of cutting
greenhouse gases (below 1990 levels) 25% by 2017 and 40% by 2025.

A Full Build-Out of the Pedestrian Strategy would include the permanent implementation of pilot
treatments that have proven successful in improving safety and walkability of the streets of San
Francisco. The City will make these improvements in concert with other planned construction wherever
possible to save costs and minimize disruption to residents and businesses.

IMPACT

Fully funding the implementation of the San Francisco Pedestrian Strategy will reduce collisions and
injuries by half in ten years with strategic capital investment on 70 key City miles. This project aims to
meet the Mayor Ed Lee's goal to reduce severe injuries and fatalities on San Francisco streets 50% by
2021. This project would fund targeted investment in key permanent safety countermeasures on the
70 miles of High Injury Corridors.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$297 $0 $297 $120 0% 40%
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#11 Citywide Traffic/Signals - State-of-Good Repair

DESCRIPTION

Transportation system management and operations strategies, known as intelligent transportation
systems, improve roadway system efficiency for all modes. Traffic signals are made up of three major
components, with varying useful lives - a signal controller, underground conduit infrastructure and
the actual signal and mast arm. The full signal has a useful asset life of 21 years. This project will

keep traffic infrastructure and signals in a state-of-good repair through replacement and upgrade of
deteriorated or obsolete signal hardware, which will optimize movement on San Francisco streets.

This project will additionally bring improved technology to the traffic signal system, with smart tools
that allow real time traffic management and traffic signal priority. In addition, upgraded traffic signals
with new technology will be able to disseminate information to transportation service providers and to
the public via traffic alert notification tools such as 511. Additionally, when traffic signals are upgraded,
the SFMTA is able to install more countdown and audible signals at intersections.

IMPACT

This project will maintain signal timing and safety infrastructure to improve congestion management
in addition to the flow of all modes. This project will reduce traffic congestion, improve travel time
reliability for all road users, and improve roadway efficiency. It will have beneficial environmental
outcomes through reduced idling related emissions citywide. Signal equipment upgrades will improve
transit travel time and reduce delay reduced breakdown and new technology system uses such as
signal priority. Upgrades to signals will be performed citywide and will serve all neighborhoods.

Countdown and audible signals will be installed in conjunction with signal replacement, if these safety
tools are not already in place. These safety and accessibility infrastructure are proven ways to reduce
injuries and improve safety at intersections. Costs are minimized and the improvement to pedestrian
safety and accessibility is measurable.

This project funds replacement and upgrade signals, signal poles and foundations, and signal
hardware for almost half of City signalized intersections. It additionally funds intelligent transportation
management systems along 10 corridors totaling approximately 85 blocks. It installs countdown and
audible signals at locations where this infrastructure is not already installed.

FUNDING
($ in millions)

TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$402 $144 $258 $53 36% 49%
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#12 Complete Streets Elements (Follow the Paving)

DESCRIPTION

The Complete Streets Elements (formerly Follow
the Paving) project coordinates street safety
improvements recommended by the 2008 Better
Streets Plan as the City's streets are repaved. In
conjunction with repaving projects performed by y
the Department of Public Works, this project seeks &
to maximize cost efficiency and minimize street "
closures affecting the public.

Complete Streets Elements is an opportunity

to perform strategic improvements at specific
locations on paving projects that may have older
designs that do not fully account for safety, particularly for vulnerable users. These improvements
efficiently supplement on-going improvements performed through pedestrian, traffic calming, school
safety, and bicycle plans. Improvements use tools from the 2008 Better Streets Plan and may include
new curb alignments, improved crossing facilities, and new bicycle lanes. Examples of Complete Streets
Elements projects include the Euclid Avenue repaving project, where sidewalk corners were modified
for safety.

IMPACT

Walking and bicycling safety and access improvements that are performed in conjunction with the
City's street resurfacing program can projects costs by up to 75%.This program extends the benefits
of the walking and bicycling strategies to streets that are undergoing routine repaving and improves
safety for all street users citywide. It equitably distributes improvements, including improved safety
for all in neighborhoods as paving occurs. The project complements the accessibility improvements
performed through the Pedestrian Strategy and the ADA Transition Plan curb ramp program.
Coordination also minimizes the number of street closures performed by the City, with reduced impact
on the community from construction-related noise and debris impacts. This program is citywide and
will serve all neighborhoods. Outreach for this program is performed on a project-by-project basis
within the paving program.

This project funds street safety improvements citywide such as curb extensions, pedestrian

islands, and crosswalk enhancements including new striping. This project additionally funds bicycle
enhancements, such as new or improved bicycle lanes. Project details will be determined as sites as
are prioritized.

FUNDING
($ in millions)

TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$34 $0 $34 $34 0% 100%
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#13 Geary Rapid Network Improvements

DESCRIPTION

Geary Boulevard is one of the most heavily used bus corridors west of the Mississippi. Over 50,000
daily transit riders rely on Geary bus service, which is often unreliable and crowded. This project
will invest in reduced travel time, significant improvements to transit reliability and enhancements
to overall safety on the Geary corridor. The implementation of Bus Rapid Transit features, such as
dedicated bus lanes and improved customer amenities, is being considered to improve service for
existing riders and attract new transit riders.

IMPACT

Experience in other North American cities has shown that bus rapid transit or similar features can
reduce transit travel time by 15-30%, and improve transit reliability by 25-50%. Faster and more
reliable transit service will result in shorter transit commute times and more people traveling to the
Geary corridor for shopping, restaurants, and other commercial activities. Street improvements and
landscaping can also encourage walking and foot traffic by making Geary a more pleasant place to
shop and stroll. The project further includes major investment in the street environment, including
well designed medians, shorter crossing distances, landscaping, and countdown signals. The project is
expected to make Geary safer for everyone.

Outreach for the Geary Rapid Network Improvement project has included over six years of community
engagement with dozens of outreach events and an on-going Community Advisory Committee that has
overseen progress and commented on decision-making.

This project funds speed and reliability improvements for transit on the Geary corridor. Improvements
could include signficiant corridor level construction of bus rapid transit platforms, conduit and fiber for
traffic signal priority, new fleet, dedicated lanes and safety improvements for all who use this corridor.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$243 $38 $205 $27 16% 27%
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#14 Muni Fleet - State-of-Good Repair

DESCRIPTION

The Muni Fleet is composed of different vehicle
types, with different useful lives. Currently, useful
life of a transit vehicle is measured by guidance
provided by the Federal Transit Administration

in which the FTA will subsidize 80% of the
replacement cost at the end of a certain period.
For a motorcoach, the useful life is 12 years, for

an electric trolley coach it is 15 years, and for a
Light Rail Vehicle it is 25 years. During the life of a
vehicle, major components need to be replaced;
this includes doors and steps on a light rail vehicle,
drive train rebuilds, and doors on motor and
trolley coaches. Keeping Muni's fleet of buses and
trains in a state-of-good repair through consistent vehicle replacement and rehabilitation will ensure
that the transit system is reliable. Further, the SFMTA is continually working with its partners to ensure
that vehicles are retired and that existing vehicles are maintained in a state-of-good repair.

IMPACT

New investment will improve Muni's quality of service by ensuring that transit fleet vehicles are
replaced at the end of their useful life and mid-life overhauls are performed on targeted fleet. Vehicle
replacement and mid-life overhauls will increase the number of vehicles available for service on a given
day, increasing Muni's reliability and on-time performance. Research and analysis has found that in
San Francisco, adults who make travel choices are most impacted by reliability and travel time, with the
top customer issue being transit service reliability. This program helps to address this core concern for
Muni’s customers.

This category also will improve the City's air quality and public health by upgrading older vehicles to
fleet that use cleaner fuels more efficiently. This project will additionally improve accessibility through
new, improved vehicles that are low-floor and have improved wheelchair and other accessibility and
customer service accommodations. This fleet will be distributed throughout the City, serving all of
San Francisco’s neighborhoods and benefitting all Muni riders.

This project funds the replacement of the entire Muni fleet (1,050 vehicles) by 2030 and targeted mid-
life component overhauls to keep vehicles in a state-of-good repair. This does not fully fund all mid-life
overhauls for all fleet.

FUNDING
($ in millions)

TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$2656 $2057 $599 $228 77% 86%
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#15 Muni Fleet - Enhance

DESCRIPTION

For some high frequency Muni routes, service would be improved if the corridor were served with
larger vehicles that provide more rider capacity where additional service frequency would be difficult.
However, Muni does not currently have enough 60 foot vehicles for all service corridors that could
benefit from the larger bus. Further, not all fleet have Automatic Passenger Counters and cameras that
improve data collection and Muni staff's ability to understand existing conditions. Some of the Muni
fleet does not provide optimal customer service as some vehicles use outdated messaging and voice
technology. This project will allow Muni to “upsize” vehicles by replacing 40 foot vehicles with 60 foot
vehicles and also adds fleet enhancements such as Automatic Passenger Counters, improved customer
amenities, and on-board cameras on additional vehicles.

IMPACT

This investment will allow Muni to serve more customers on its most popular and crowded routes,
adding service to all customers while improving the customer experience. These replacement vehicles
will additionally have similar benefits to vehicles purchased through the Muni Fleet state-of-good
repair category, such as improved reliability and accessibility. Additional enhancements will benefit
customers through data that will improve overall Muni safety and contribute to larger data-driven
efforts to improve Muni reliability and efficiency.

This project funds replacement vehicles to be upsized from a 40 foot vehicle to a 60 foot vehicle, an
upgrade of on-board video camera equipment for 33% of the transit fleet, new forward-facing cameras,
transit-only lane enforcement equipment for 33% of the fleet, and upgrades to fare collection.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$42 $0 $42 $30 0% 71%
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#16 Muni Fleet - Expand

DESCRIPTION

The SFMTA will extend a number of lines and routes by 2030, planned in such projects as the Transit
Effectiveness Project and Central Subway. Additionally, Muni intends to provide additional service
frequency on current routes that meet or exceed capacity at certain times of day. Lastly, routes that
are currently near capacity are projected to grow in demand, and Muni will meet this demand with
increased service. To provide this service, Muni will invest in new fleet. This project category provides
for acquisition of additional motor coach and light rail vehicles at the time it is needed to keep Muni
service at stated goals to maintain reliability and meet schedules. New vehicles with new messaging,
lighting and voice system technologywill also improve the Muni customer experience.

IMPACT

This funding category expands the Muni Fleet consistent with the SFMTA's Fleet Plan in order to
accommodate projected growth, provide a higher level of service, and meet zero emissions targets.
Fleet expansion is also critical to ensure future service reliability. Expanding and modernizing Muni's
fleet not only allows for greater capacity, but also enhances system speed, reliability and the overall
customer experience. This project is intended to meet the growth expected in the City, but will serve all
current customers Citywide. This project will improve system accessibility through new fleet features
such as low-floor boarding, improved voice systems and new on-board wheelchair equipment.

This project funds acquisition of additional motor coaches and light rail vehicles to support the service
expansion proposed by Muni Central Subway and Transit Effectiveness Project, and to meet current
and future service frequency goals and enhance the customer experience. These projects have had
significant outreach and public participation, and increases to operations and improved service
delivery are stated priorities for Muni riders.

FUNDING
($ in millions)

TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$802 $6 $796 $240 1% 31%
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#17 Muni Transit Fixed Guideway Description

The Muni Metro Light Rail system and Muni Trolley coach lines run on Fixed Guideways- track, rail,
overhead line, switches and passenger platforms support fleet that cannot move independently of
these systems. To keep the Muni light rail and trolley systems running reliably and efficiently, this
Fixed Guideway infrastructure must be maintained, rehabilitated and replaced regularly. This project
will improve reliability through replacement and rehabilitation of rails and overheard wires for- light
rail, trolley coach, historic streetcars and cable cars.

IMPACT

This project will replace and rehabilitate rail lines, overhead wires for electric trolley coaches, and
all guideways needed for light rail, historic streetcar, cable car and trolley coach services, enhancing
system reliability and performance. Fixed Guideway assets in good condition result in a higher-
performing transit system, reduce frequency of instances that trains move at a lower speed in Muni
tunnels, and reduce trolley vehicles failure due to issues with poor switches or overhead wires. This
supports improved travel time and reliability across the entire trolley and light rail systems.

Trolley coaches will also have improved performance and reliability when the overhead systemisin a
state-of-good repair, resulting in fewer vehicle failures in service, improved service reliability and faster
travel time. Fixed Guideway transit routes and lines serve some of the heaviest used transit corridors
in the Muni system and provide mobility to individuals who do not have vehicles, such as seniors

and persons with disabilities, access to employment, basic services, and leisure. This infrastructure is
citywide and improvements to this infrastructure will benefit all users of the system.

This project funds state-of-good repair for more than 100 miles of Overhead Catenary System (OCS)
replacement including contact wire, guide wire, and poles and foundations. The OCS provides power
for both trolley bus, light rail, and historic rail vehicles. It additionally funds more than 50 miles of track
replacement for light rail, historic rail, and cable car track.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$1,541 $636 $905 $317 41% 62%
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#18 SFMTA Facilities Core Improvements

DESCRIPTION

SFMTA owns or leases 28 facilities that are used to provide support services and maintain, clean,

store and operate transit, maintenance, enforcement and support vehicles. After over 100 years in
operation, many of SFMTA's transit facilities require significant renovation to bring them up to modern
standards of construction and seismic resiliency. Additionally, outdated layouts and structures have
led to serious constraints in the SFMTA's capacity for maintenance work and reliable service delivery.
In 2013, the SFMTA's Real Estate Vision established a plan and process to rehabilitate and reconfigure
SFMTA's existing facilities to optimize operations and accommodate future operating and fleet needs.

The SFMTA Facilities Core Improvements project addresses the most critical core improvements to
the aging and mission-critical facilities in order to continue the current level of service provided by
the SFMTA. These include the construction of centralized vehicle paint and body repair shop, the
construction of centralized vehicle component repair center, and the renovation and upgrade of
several existing facilities to allow greater efficiency and flexibility in maintaining the transit fleet.

IMPACT

This project will fund construction and renovation of existing SFMTA maintenance facilities and
centralizing key shops. Centralization will improve system efficiency through effective work
environments that can fully maintain fleet. As facilities are realigned and improved, SFMTA staff will be
able to work in safer conditions and provide maintenance support more effectively to enhance vehicle
reliability and improve operational services. These investments will improve vehicle availability and
reliability, improving overall Muni service operations.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$192 $20 $173 $122 10% 74%
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#19 SFMTA Facilities Enhancements

DESCRIPTION

SFMTA owns or leases 28 facilities that are used to provide support services and maintain, clean, and
store transit, maintenance, enforcement and support vehicles. After over 100 years in operation, many
of SFMTA's transit facilities require significant renovation to bring them up to modern standards of
construction and seismic resiliency. Additionally, outdated layouts and structures has led to serious
constraints in the SFMTA's capacity for maintenance work and reliable service delivery. In 2013, the
SFMTA's Real Estate Vision established a plan and process to rehabilitate and reconfigure SFMTA's
existing facilities to optimize operations and accommodate future operating and fleet needs.

While the core improvements in #18 SFMTA Facilities Core Improvements will enable the SFMTA
to address the most immediate needs to maintain the current level of service, the SFMTA Facilities
Enhancements project addresses the next stage of improvements to facilities in order to provide
enhanced level of service from SFMTA and to support Muni fleet enhancements and expansion.

IMPACT

Efficient and properly designed facilities
are key to maintaining the transportation
system in a state-of-good repair. This
project will fund the reconstruction

of one motor coach facility to provide

a modern and efficient workplace to
maintain, clean, and store the current
and future bus fleet. This project will
support enhancements and efficiencies
in service delivery and optimization.
SFMTA staff will be able to provide more
effective and efficient maintenance to
vehicles under safer working conditions,
improving operational services and
increasing vehicle service availability.

This project will fund the first step in implementing facility enhancements that will enable the SFMTA to
accommodate the anticipated need for growth in the fleet and service delivery.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$170 $0 $170 $50 0% 29%
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#20 Strategic Transportation Planning Initiative

DESCRIPTION

Transportation planning in San Francisco has been limited by existing resources and uncoordinated
efforts across City and regional departments. As a regional jobs center, San Francisco is served by
multiple modes of transportation and by multiple transit operators. Only the SFMTA is fully within
jurisdiction of the City; BART, Caltrain, Golden Gate Transit, SamTrans and AC Transit operate transit
service and Caltrans operates the highways in San Francisco and in the Bay Area. A strategic capital
planning function will identify and prioritize the improvements, studies, actions and strategies that
San Francisco will need to carry out on an ongoing basis to complete the transportation network,
accommodate growth, and address emerging transportation, housing, economic and environmental
issues such as population growth, sea level rise, and air quality improvements. It will also enable the
City to be better poised to take advantage of state and federal funding for larger projects as it becomes
available.

IMPACT

This project invests in an additional funding source for transportation planning to develop and
environmentally clear transportation system improvements - a project pipeline - that both prepares
large scale projects to leverage federal, state and other discretionary funds and to add capacity for
the number of projects and programs that San Francisco will perform on the transportation network.
Projects within this program will be vetted through public outreach and a community process; many
projects will focus on improved coordination between regional and local transportation agencies and
departments to holistically improve the transportation network to better serve links between housing
and jobs and the growing City's tourist and recreation users.

This project funds improved and more comprehensive transportation planning for citywide and
regional transportation, housing, environmental and economic projects and programs. It ensures a
consistent pipeline of new programming that is ready for implementation upon funding availability.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$30 $0 $30 $22 0% 73%
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#21 Citywide Street Resurfacing (PCI 70)

DESCRIPTION

Street repaving has huge benefits for all modes

of transportation and benefits everyone citywide.
Similarly, deteriorated pavement on roads has a
negative, costly impact on all roadway users, and

is significantly more costly to improve than paving
streets in “good” condition. This project will ensure
the City maintains a Pavement Condition Index
(PCl) score of 70- that a majority of the City's streets
will be classified in a good condition. The City is
responsible for maintaining 850 miles of streets
containing 12,517 block segments. Currently, the
City's average Pavement Condition Index (PCl) score
is 65, or “fair.” Due to deferred maintenance, the
City's PCl had dropped to 63 before the passage of the 2011 Road Repaving and Street Safety General
Obligation Bond (Streets Bond), and it was projected to fall into the 50s without significant ongoing
prioritiztion and investments of the repaving program. With the passage of the Streets Bond, the City
committed to work toward improving the conditions of City streets to an average PCl score of 70 by
2020.

IMPACT

A street that receives routine maintenance over time will cost tax payers far less and remain in better
condition than one that is allowed to deteriorate until it needs total reconstruction. For example,
repaving a street with a PCI of 70 or greater costs $9,000 or less per block to maintain, whereas

total reconstruction of a street that has fallen into a state of disrepair costs $436,000 per block to
reconstruct. Keeping the City's streets in a state-of-good repair reduces long term costs to the City for
streets repaving and uses existing resources more efficiently. This project will pay for an average of 800
blocks of paving to occur on an annual basis, citywide. Paving projects are coordinated with pedestrian
and bicycle improvements through the Follow the Paving program. Often street repaving projects are
also coordinated with other infrastructure programs in the street, such as sewer or rail replacement,
minimizing disruption to neighborhoods whenever possible. This also represents the fulfillment of

the promise to San Francisco voters for the 2011 Streets Bond to find a sustainable source for street
resurfacing. The street repaving program has been equitably distributed through its implementation
and will continue to improve all City neighborhoods.

This project funds improved streets that are easier and less expensive to maintain and is an on-going
investment in the City’s critical street infrastructure over the long term. This project funds streets that
are smoother and better maintained for everyone.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$1,106 $481 $625 $625 43% 100%
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#22 Streetscape Enhancements

DESCRIPTION

This category proposes streetscape enhancements to improve the
street user’s experience in a variety of ways, from smoother pavement
to more trees and plants to safer street crossings for everyone.
Enhanced streetscapes are typically commercial corridors. A major
streetscape enhancement project, like those on Valencia and Jefferson
Streets, costs an average of $2 million per block. Minor improvements
on a corridor, such as median plantings cost much less per block. These
projects may include street furnishings, new roadway striping and
signage, and new street trees and irrigation.

Streetscape enhancements will be based on existing community
supported plans and programs. In areas of growth in the city, one
source of projects are the Planning Department’s Area Plans. In
collaboration with community stakeholders, the Planning Department has developed and adopted
several Area Plans to guide land use changes and development, and imagine community improvements
and programs. Existing Area Plans have been prepared for the following communities: Balboa Park,
Eastern Neighborhoods Glen Park, Market and Octavia, Rincon Hill, Transit Center District, and Visitacion
Valley. For many of these communities, developers in coordination with the City are improving the
transportation infrastructure; however, gaps in funding remain to complete these improvements.

IMPACT

This project will enhance approximately 40 blocks with major streetscape improvements which may
include lighting, street tree plantings, median and sidewalk expansion, and accessibility and safety
improvements. This project will keep neighborhood commercial centers economically vibrant and
competitive through walkable, safe and inviting streets. The increased safety and attractiveness of the
improved corridors benefits everyone.

Streets proposed for enhancements include streetscape improvements articulated in Priority
Development Areas and through other neighborhood planning efforts. The elements that will define the
projects under the Streetscape Enhancement program will be determined through community outreach
and stakeholder engagement once a project is prioritized and funded, similar to projects on Second
Street and Clement Street that are currently in process.

This project funds new elements that enhance the streetscape in San Francisco communities. These are
site specific, but may include street repaving and installation of new curb ramps, new roadway striping

and signage, new street trees and irrigation, pedestrian-scale lighting and associated wiring, new street
furnishings (benches and trash receptacles), wider sidewalks and bicycle storage enhancements.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$147 $0 $147 $91 0% 62%
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#23 Transit Effectiveness Project

DESCRIPTION

The Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP) is a once-in-a-generation effort to comprehensively overhaul
Muni service. When and where people want to travel in San Francisco has changed significantly since
Muni last updated its route structure in the 1980s. The TEP matches Muni's route structure to today's
travel demands to serve people better. The program proposes to increase transit service provision
citywide by 10% additional transit service to meet increased demand. The TEP additionally makes
engineering improvements to the street on Muni’s highest used corridors to make Muni service faster
and more reliable.

The TEP recommendations were developed through extensive analysis of ridership data to understand
travel demand, best practice research from other transit systems, and significant engagement

with community stakeholders and policy makers on transit needs. The resultant proposed route
restructuring places greater emphasis on ridership density, regardless of destination. For example,
under the current Muni route structure, more importance is given to radial lines which serve the
downtown. Under the TEP, crosstown routes which carry heavier passenger loads than these radial
lines be allocated a fairer share of resources and increased schedule hours. In doing so, the TEP
more effectively aligns Muni's service with travel demand, improving the rider experience and better
moving the people of San Francisco. The TEP evaluation identified a need for a net 10% increase in
Muni service to meet demand, decrease crowding, and improve Muni reliability. This includes reduced
service on lightly-used or redundant lines (a 2% reduction), coupled with as 12% increase on heavily-
traveled crosstown and “Rapid” corridor routes. Additional targeted resources will be dedicated to
community and express bus routes that have high ridership at particular times of day. The TEP seeks to
deliver people to their destination in a reasonable and reliable amount of time, and provides additional
service to meet that goal.

Additionally, the TEP improves Muni service by implementing a number of on-the-street changes to
make Muni faster and more reliable on its heaviest used corridors. These are capital improvements
such as establishing and better protecting transit-only lanes, building bus bulbs, and installing transit-
preferential traffic signals. Funding proposed in the Transportation Task Force 2030 recommendations
would be used to implement these capital improvements that reduce Muni travel times and improve
transit reliability citywide.

IMPACT

San Francisco relies on its transit system to meet its accessibility, affordability, and environmental and
equity goals. Transit offers an affordable and environmentally-supportive mobility choice for people
accessing jobs, schools, commercial areas, and other key services. To more fully serve the people

of San Francisco, transit needs to be faster, more reliable, and better aligned with demand. The TEP
delivers those improvements. An improved Muni in turn promotes social equity, environmental
sustainability, affordability, and access for all.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$284 $2 $282 $282 1% 100%
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#24 Transit Performance Initiative - SF Contribution

DESCRIPTION

This category is intended to provide a local funding source for regional competitive grants. The City
with its partners and stakeholders will determine which projects will be most competitive for this
funding source and work with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) to fully fund these
projects. As a part of the larger Transit Sustainability Project, MTC has described this funding source
as intended for programs and project s for regional supportive infrastructure to achieve performance
improvements in major transit corridors, and will extend this funding for transit projects that should
high cost to benefit outcomes.

IMPACT

Providing an available local match for regional funding shows commitment to regional partners and
can begin stakeholder dialogue to identify competitive project candidates. The improvements realized
from this investment will be defined by the project or projects that are selected, but will likely meet the
Task Force stated priorities of improving transit system efficiency, reliability, safety and accommodate
new growth.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$100 $0 $100 $58 0% 58%
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#25 Transportation Safety Infrastructure

DESCRIPTION

Maintenance of infrastructure is a vital part of the safety of the transportation system. This project
maintains core safety measures for agency operations, personnel, and public use of the transportation
system. Providing safe and functional maintenance facilities and service delivery safety will result

in a more efficient transportation system for everyone. This project includes safety improvements

to facilities, new training equipment for front line personnel, and intersection photo equipment for
streets and intersections.

IMPACT

This project will fund a series of safety improvement projects for SFMTA facilities and training
equipment. For example, this project will fund vehicle simulator equipment to train transit operators
to better prepare them to safety navigate and drive City streets and to provide experience on
addressing difficult weather conditions, equipment malfunctions, traffic behaviors and other day-to-
day unexpected situations. This training for front-line SFMTA personnel will improve passenger safety
and emergency preparedness.

This project will fund safety improvements to the transportation system that result in a quicker
detection of incidents, elimination of false alarms, and universal design for the fire alarm and detection
equipment. Upgrades to the the current fire alarm and detection systems at shared Muni Metro/BART
stations will improve customer and staff safety.

This project will also fund implementation of Automated Photo systems at targeted intersections to
improve intersection safety. Street enforcement systems are proven to reduce the number of vehicle
collisions and improve the safety for all street users and in particular for the system’s most vulnerable
users- seniors, children, and people with disabilities.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$288 $67 $221 $42 23% 38%

94 | Appendix C: Investment Plan Descriptions Mayor's Transportation Task Force 2030



#26 TransportationSystem Accessibility

DESCRIPTION

The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), gives the authority to the US Department of Transportation
(DOT) to issue and enforce accessibility standards for transportation facilities and transportation
services. These standards apply to both existing systems and newly constructed or developed
facilities and services. The City and County of San Francisco strives to meet and surpass the minimum
requirements under the federal law, and seeks to improve transportation and pedestrian facilities,
systems and networks for people with disabilities, including residents and visitors.

Fundamental service for all customers is ensuring that the system is accessible. This project will build
on the other funding categories in the Investment Plan, (all of which will increase accessibility of the
City's transportation system) by investing in key requirements under the Americans with Disabilities Act
to improve access to the transportation system for the most vulnerable users. While most investment
categories have integrated benefits to seniors and people with disabilities, this category provides
critical funding for accessibility improvements that are not already addressed in other investment
categories.

IMPACT

This project ensures access to the Rapid network for all Muni customers. This project funds additional
infrastructure to improve accessibility in communities and neighborhoods that currently have limited
system accessibility (such as street-running light rail in the Sunset neighborhood), and maintain
existing services to keep the system fully accessible during all operating hours. Platforms, elevators
and escalators ensure that the transportation system is available for use by those who rely upon them
and allow people with disabilities to continue living fully independent lives. This project maintains
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliance for services provided by the SFMTA and BART and
maintains independence for those who depend on these services. These benefits are citywide and
will significantly improve access to transit and transportation options for seniors and people with
disabilities. Many customers who are not seniors or a person with a disability will additionally benefit
from the improved access and the reliability of station escalators and elevators.

This project funds complete replacement of three lifts with wayside platforms, rehabilitation of 7
elevators and 14 escalators at SFMTA-only Muni Metro stations, installation of wayfinding for blind and
low vision customers at shared BART & Muni Metro stations, construction of 9 elevators at SFMTA Muni
Metro and/or joint BART/Muni Metro stations for ADA compliant concourse and platform access, and
construction of 3 accessible key stops (raised platforms for accessible light rail vehicle boarding).

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED | % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$90 $8 $82 $45 9% 59%
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#27 Transportation System Security

DESCRIPTION

Major and minor disasters can strike anywhere and
many in San Francisco are dependent on transit service
for mobility. Investing in the City's transportation
security system infrastructure (i.e., core critical
equipment) will ensure that the system is resilient and
reliable in the event of an emergency. This includes
programs that provide for emergency management and
response in catastrophic events, and investments in
infrastructure that keep stations and facilities monitored
and safe for everyone.

IMPACT

This project will improve SFMTA emergency
preparedness and invest in proactive solutions to ensure adequate and appropriate emergency
response and security systems. This project improves system resiliency in preparation for disasters
and unforeseen events by funding equipment, technology and maintenance of security, safety and
public protection for everyone.

This project will fund operations of a surveillance and recording system that serves the subway

system and its perimeters. It additionally will fund installation of security camera systems and physical
barriers as required throughout SFMTA facilities, bridge and transportation connections. This project
will fund maintenance of radio and other emergency communications systems for light rail, and funds
regular emergency and disaster preparedness exercises for Parking Control Officers and the Police
Department as it relates to transit safety. In addition, the project will fund chemical disaster monitoring
and maintenance of response equipment located at key City facilities.

FUNDING
($ in millions)
TOTAL 15 FUNDS UNFUNDED | PROPOSED % OF PROJECT FUNDED % OF PROJECT FUNDED
YEAR NEED | IDENTIFIED | NEED ADDITIONAL FUNDS | BEFORE ADDITIONAL AFTER ADDITIONAL
BY TTF FUNDING FUNDING
$56 $40 $16 $11 71% 91%
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Appendix D: Methodology

The Task Force met formally as a body each month from March through December 2013 in order to
meet the Mayor’s charge. This report reflects staff recommendations and Task Force agreement. This
appendix describes the decision-making processes and the work performed by the Task Force and City
staff as part of this undertaking.

1. Quantified Need

The Task Force performed fact-finding on the existing and future needs for San Francisco’s
transportation system. Plans, programs, and projects were presented by the planners, providers, and
funders of transportation, including SFMTA, Public Works, SFCTA, Planning Department, Metropolitan
Transportation Commission, Caltrain, and BART. Each agency was asked to define the needs for

their system in San Francisco through 2030, estimate total funding available through 2030 to meet
obligations, and estimate the funding gap. City staff worked with the departments and agencies to
quantify need with the transportation providers.

2. Determined Investment Priorities

Based on the quantified infrastructure need, the Task Force determined that the Investment Plan
should prioritize transportation funding to Core investments, followed by Enhancements to the Core
System, and finally Expansion for growth to the transportation system.

Within the Core, Enhance, and Expand categories, the Task Force discussed which objectives would
be the most important for the Investment Plan. The Task Force determined that the Investment Plan
would focus on five main objectives:

« Maintain existing assets in a state-of-good repair;
« Improve travel time and reliability;

* Reduce costs;

+ Serve planned growth; and

+ Improve safety and accessibility.

City staff allocated funds based on this guidance. Projects were separated into Core, Enhance, and
Expand categories. Projects were then sub-categorized within these categories to match the five main
objectives. These sub-categories were:

*+ Reliability
+ Efficiency
+ Growth

« Safety.

54% of proposed funding was allocated to the Core System, 32% to Enhancing the Core System, and
14% to Expanding the transportation system. The Investment Plan also funds 78% of the total need for
Core investments, 60% of the total need for Enhancements, and 26% of the total need for Expansion
projects.
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3. Funding Source Determination

The City has many options for generating new revenue. However, the City can only realistically pursue
a limited number of revenue sources in a given period of time. The Task Force used three criteria to
determine which revenue options were most viable and which options would have the most impact:

1. Ability to provide significant resources for transportation projects.
2. Overall feasibility of securing the revenue source within a relatively short time-frame.
3. A clear nexus between the funding source and benefit to transportation.

The Task Force began by discussing a large number of potential funding sources before focusing its
analysis on 15 funding sources that could be viable revenue generators for transportation. Based

on its three criteria, the Task Force determined that the most viable revenue options that would also
generate the largest revenue impact would be the two $500 million general obligation bond issues, a
1.35% increase to the local Vehicle License Fee, and the 0.05% sales tax increase.

4. Voted on Areas of Agreement

The Task Force was presented with the Investment and Revenue Plans described in the report. As a
final step, the Co-Chairs led the Task Force in discussing the proposals and recommendations. The Task
Force had concurrence in the following areas, and the report reflects these areas of agreement:

+ The needs assessment has identified need of $10.1 billion for transportation infrastructure through
2030.

+ The City has already identified $3.8 billion of funding for transportation infrastructure through 2030
leaving gap of $6.3 billion.

+ Future investments should focus on primarily improving the core, next enhancing the existing
system, then expanding to meet growth.

+ The Task Force’s priorities are to improve transportation reliability, system efficiency, accessibility
and safety, equity for all users, and expanding for growth.

+ The City should support two General Obligation bonds, each for $500 million, to fund all bond
eligible infrastructure improvements.

+ Vehicle License Fees should be increased to 2 percent to fund transportation improvements that
cannot be paid with bonds.

+ Sales tax should be increased by 0.5 percent to fund remaining highest priority transportation
projects.

+ The commitment to increase revenue for transportation improvements will position San Francisco
to better compete for matching investments from state and federal sources.

+ City leaders and regional agencies should continue to seek additional transportation funding to fill
the gap of unfunded, underfunded, or delayed projects and priorities.

+ City staff should continue to enlist and receive public input and feedback on the elements of the
investment plan.

+ City staff should document and share expected performance improvements and service
enhancements resulting from infrastructure investments.

+ This plan is a first step, and costs and investments will be refined through the City’s Capital Plan
and in coordination with departments and stakeholders.
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Appendix E: Task Force Meetings

+ Tuesday, March 26: Kick-off Meeting
« Tuesday, April 9: Current- and Near-Term Transportation Plans

€ Background on streets and transportation needs and challenges

« Tuesday, April 30: Next Generation Transportation Plans and Programs

€ Review of future transportation service levels and associated plans and programs, including
proposed Geary Street Bus Rapid Transit, proposed Better Market Street, Fleet and Real Estate
Enhancements, Corridor Projects and Signal Network Upgrades

« Tuesday, May 28: Envisioning the Future Transportation System

€ A participatory planning process that will give members the opportunity to articulate priorities
and other programming opportunities for our future transportation network

+ Tuesday, June 25: Investing in the System

€ Anassessment of current capital funding sources and strategizing for other potential funding
opportunities
4 Overview of the needs of the system

+ Tuesday, July 23: Prioritizing Transportation Plans to Revenue

€ Proposed revenue sources and uses
€ Overview of operational efficiencies underway at SFMTA

+ Tuesday, September 24: Findings and Discussion

€ Reviewing staff report of findings, and building consensus to a final prioritized list of plans and
connected revenue sources

+ Tuesday, October 29: Response to Questions and Concerns/ Agreement to Areas of Agreement

€ Presentation of updated information on Investment and Finance Plans

€ Response to questions and concerns heard from Task Force members and city
stakeholder groups

€ Vote on areas of agreement from Task Force members

* Monday, November 25: Report Finalization and Submission to the Mayor
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Letter from the Co-Chairs

ur transportation system, which includes our bus and light rail vehicles,

our subways and iconic cable cars, our roads, pedestrian signals,

sidewalks and bike lanes, is what makes living in our city possible

and enjoyable. It is the backbone of our local economy and all of us

who live, work or visit San Francisco rely upon it as part of our daily
life. Yet similar to other transportation systems across the country, ours faces
significant funding shortfalls in the years and decades to come, particularly as
our city grows. It is our imperative today to identify and advance solutions to
these shortfalls if we are to have hope for a continued vibrant and sustainable
city into the future.

In June 2017, the San Francisco Transportation 2045 Task Force was convened
to articulate our transportation system needs over the coming decades and
to pair those needs with revenue sources. The Task Force’s work built off the
City’s previous transportation planning and funding efforts (including the
Transportation Task Force 2030 process, The San Francisco Transportation
Plan, Plan Bay Area, and Propositions J and K previously on the November
2016 ballot) and incorporates progress made in the intervening years while
acknowledging the emerging transportation new challenges we face as a city.

It is with some measure of urgency that we present this report on the critical
funding needs of San Francisco’s transportation systems from now through
the year 2045. Throughout the Task Force process, nearly 60 representatives
of the city’s neighborhoods, businesses, civic organizations, advocacy groups
and agency staff came together to grapple with difficult questions. This report
updates and builds on previous analysis, with a list of potential funding sourc-
es presented in the context of a particularly tenuous federal landscape for in-
frastructure funding. Task Force members have outlined both investments and
revenue priorities through an equity lens, and tasked city leaders to take ac-
tion today to secure the $100 million annual contribution to our overall trans-
portation need.

While this process often highlighted the differences of opinion between Task
Force members, the unifying theme was a recognition that without additional
investments to create a safer, more efficient, and more affordable transporta-
tion system, the city’s future will be bleak. This report should be used by both
the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor to advise our collaborative work to
identify local revenue sources and corresponding expenditure plans for our
transportation system.

-Sunny Angulo and Andres Power
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Meeting #1, June 2017, T2045 Task Force

Executive Summary

an Francisco Mayor Edwin M. Lee and the Board of Supervisors created

the Transportation 2045 (T2045) Task Force in early 2017, to jointly

explore the potential for a new transportation revenue measures from

now through the year 2045. Meeting over the course of seven months,

and building on the work of San Francisco’s transportation agencies,
the T2045 Task Force developed a menu of options that could help close the
transportation funding gap. Task Force members were selected to represent a
broad range of organizations and agencies, to provide their perspectives on
San Francisco’ transportation system’s needs.

The city’s transportation system is multi-modal, multi-operator, complex—and
crucial to the livability and affordability of San Francisco. The city has seen a
boom in population, employment and tourism since 2010, and by 2040, San
Francisco is expected to add an additional 73,400 housing units and 275,000
new jobs. As the city continues to grow, both in population and employment,
the transportation system struggles to keep up with an increasing demand for
mobility and accessibility.

The T2045 Task Force was presented with a $22 billion funding gap for San
Francisco’s transportation system through 2045. That figure is based on
citywide and regional transportation planning efforts, and encompasses
everything from roadway maintenance needs and unfunded bicycle projects,
to Muni service and facility challenges and funding gaps for large regional
projects like Caltrain’s Downtown Extension.

Chapter 2: Transportation System Needs
Assessment, elaborates on the projects and
programs that need funding. Task Force members
each had a varied set of priorities, but overall
recognized that these investments are crucial to
every aspect of life in San Francisco.

Identifying funding for transportation projects can
be challenging, and typically draws on multiple
sources to meet the city’s goals. Many of these
sources are controlled at regional, state and federal
levels, each of which can be uncertain. Grants
often involve highly competitive application processes, and federal funding
has been increasingly uncertain in the current political climate. Local revenue
sources can provide reliable funding to get projects started, to increase
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Meeting #4, September 2017, T2045 Task Force

competitiveness for other funding sources, and to provide more opportunities
for local decision-making.

The T2045 Task Force reviewed a list of nearly 30 locally-controlled revenue
sources that could help San Francisco better meet its transportation funding
needs.

Chapter 3: Potential Revenue Sources for Transportation, provides details on
each source, and presents various factors to consider when debating between
sources to pursue. The diverse voices on the Task Force were brought together
to reflect the broader community’s perspectives, and in doing so, brought to
light disparate views about how transportation projects should be funded.

This report’s recommendations reflect both the agreements about the need
for additional funding for a wide range of transportation investments, and the
passionate discussions on potential sources for those revenues. The group
successfully narrowed down this long list to four that were most promising for
a 2018 ballot, without reaching a consensus on a single source.

Chapter 4: Task Force Recommendations provides valuable insight into the
perspectives of many different groups.

The final recommendations present the proceedings of the Task Force, and are
intended to provide policy-makers with insight into various
viewpoints, as they grapple with these very same questions.

RECOMMENDATION #1: BASE THE EXPENDITURE
PLAN ON THE NOVEMBER 2016 PROPOSITION J’S

SIX INVESTMENT CATEGORIES

These investment categories were broadly supported by
Task Force members.

1. Transit Service and Affordability
Muni Fleet, Facilities and Infrastructure

Transit Optimization and Expansion

Vision Zero, Safer and Complete Streets

2
3
4. Regional Transit and Smart Systems Management
5
6

Street Resurfacing
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RECOMMENDATION #2: SEEK A PACKAGE OF LOCAL REVENUES
SOURCES, AND CONTINUE TO ADVOCATE FOR ADDITIONAL
FEDERAL, STATE AND REGIONAL FUNDS, TO SUPPORT SAN

FRANCISCO’S TRANSPORTATION PRIORITIES

Task Force members recognized the needs of the city’s transportation system
far exceed what existing revenue sources can meet. Further, they recognized
that while local revenue sources are tremendously important, they alone
cannot close the funding gap. Using local revenue sources to leverage as much
as possible in non-local funds is an essential part of the solution. This is also
an important strategy to keep San Francisco competitive with other counties
and regions that have passed multiple local revenue measures, both within
California and nationwide.

RECOMMENDATION #3: TOP 2018 REVENUE SOURCES

Four potential revenue sources for 2018 received a significantly higher number
of votes from Task Force members than the other potential sources, though
none has a clear majority of support at this time. These four sources are:

e Sales Tax, estimated annual revenue $50-$150 million

¢ Gross Receipts: Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase, estimated
annual revenue $13-$100 million

e Vehicle License Fee (VLF) - San Francisco (SB 1492), estimated annual
revenue $12-$73 million

¢ Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig Economy Tax, estimated annual revenue
$8-$30 million

RECOMMENDATION #4: CONTINUE RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
AND, AS APPROPRIATE, SEEK STATE LEGISLATION FOR CONGESTION

PRICING AND TRANSPORTATION NETWORK COMPANY FEES

Congestion Pricing is a system that uses fees to control roadway demand,
and uses revenues to fund a package of transportation improvements.
Transportation Network Company Fees would charge per-trip or per-vehicle
fees on companies that use online-enabled platforms to connect passengers
with drivers using personal, non-commercial vehicles for trips, such as Uber
and Lyft. Many Task Force members support these revenue sources for San
Francisco, though the city would require state authorization before they
could be implemented locally. There would also need to be further research
and development to better understand how to structure and administer these
revenue sources to meet the city’s goals.
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RECOMMENDATION #5: SUPPORT A GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND
IN 2024 FOR TRANSPORTATION

This was a recommendation of the T2030 Task Force in 2013. It is included in
the City’s Capital Plan, and received overwhelming support from T2045 Task
Force members.

This report and these recommendations will be submitted to the Mayor’s
office, the Board of Supervisors, the San Francisco County Transportation
Authority Board, and the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
Board. This will memorialize the contributions of the Task Force. Further, as
the conversation about local revenues for transportation in San Francisco
continues, this report will continue to serve as a resource to help provide
an understanding of the trade-offs between different sources and different
transportation investments, with the hopes of enabling a higher level of
investment in our city’s transportation systems.

Meeting #3 August 2017, T2045 Task Force
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1. Introduction

an Francisco has been booming since 2010, with tremendous residential
and employment growth. A total of 63,600 housing units are in the
development pipeline. Between 2010 and 2014, San Francisco gained
120,000 new jobs, and tourism is at record-breaking highs. This boom
is projected to continue, and by 2040, San Francisco is forecasted to
add an additional 73,400 housing units to accommodate the city’s growing
population, and 275,000 jobs, many of which will be in new office space,
maintaining San Francisco’s position as the major jobs center of the region.
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All of this growth is putting tremendous strain on the city’s transportation
systems, as more trips are being made across all modes.! From the recently
adopted San Francisco Transportation Plan 2040:

e Transit ridership has grown on all of San
Francisco’s operators. Muni, already the Bay Area’s
largest transit provider, has seen an increase in
ridership of nearly 50,000 average weekday riders
from 2010-2016. BART, Caltrain and WETA have
seen double digit growth percentages in that same
time period. Transit passengers are regularly
experiencing crowded conditions - sometimes
having to watch overcrowded trains and buses
pass them by during peak periods on key routes.

e In 2014, San Francisco was among one of the first cities in the U.S. to
adopt a Vision Zero policy with the goal of ending traffic deaths by 2024
through engineering, enforcement and education projects and programs.

e More people are walking and biking now, with car ownership levels
staying relatively constant. Over 30% of trips in San Francisco are made
by walking and biking, and over 26,000 new commuters in San Francisco
are walking and biking to work.

e San Francisco’s roads and freeways are more congested, and have
gotten more congested at a faster pace than the rest of the Bay Area.

! Between 2013 and 2015, average auto travel speeds
on key arterials became 15% slower during the
morning peak and 21% slower during the evening
peak.

¢ The economic boom has put a strain on more
than just the transportation system. Housing has
become disproportionately unaffordable for low-
income and disadvantaged groups, and ethnic
diversity is diminishing while income disparities
across racial groups are increasing. These equity
concerns challenge the city to identify ways that
transportation investments can address equity
impacts.

e Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) such as Uber and Lyft
have become household names, and have contributed toward a rapidly
changing transportation landscape. They represent an estimated 15%

1 www.sfcta.org/sftp
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of intra-city trips, and an estimated 20-26% of vehicle trips Downtown
and South of Market during peak periods.? TNCs have prompted
transportation professionals and policymakers to assess the adequacy of
existing regulatory frameworks.

e Decadesof underinvestmentinthe city’s transportationinfrastructure,
from local streets and roads to Muni and regional transit, has resulted in
an aging system badly in need of improvements to bring these systems
up to a state of good repair. Once this baseline is established,
the city will be able to expand its systems to accommodate
projected growth.

San Francisco’s transportation system is intrinsically linked
to the quality of life in the city. San Francisco’s economic
competitiveness requires a high level of mobility and
accessibility, including reliable and affordable transit. All
modes of travel-walking, biking, driving, riding transit—
rely on smooth and safely designed roads. Current capacity
issues must be addressed, and improvements must be made
to keep pace with the city’s rapidly growing population and
job market. Safe neighborhoods require dependable transit access, at all times
of day, and quality walking and biking infrastructure. A healthy environment
requires reductions in greenhouse gas emissions, which can be achieved
through strategies that reduce vehicle miles traveled. It is essential that
San Francisco meet these transportation challenges to improve the overall
livability and affordability of the city.

To this end, the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors convened the San Francisco
Transportation 2045 (T2045) Task Force to discuss options for how the City
can generate revenue, prioritize expenditures over the long-term, and balance
regional and neighborhood-level transportation needs. This report provides
an overview of the anticipated funding needs from the various agencies
that govern transportation in San Francisco, and provides a framework for
analyzing potential revenue sources to help fund the projects needed to keep
the city moving.

This report is a product of the Task Force, written by department staff from the
San Francisco County Transportation Authority, the San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency, San Francisco Public Works, the Controller’s Office
and the Mayor’s Office based on materials prepared for and input received
from the Task Force. The contents were developed between June 2017 and
December 2017.

2 www.sfcta.org/TNCstoday
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The San Francisco Transportation 2045 Task
Force

In early 2017, Mayor Edwin M. Lee and the Board of Supervisors agreed to
jointly explore the potential for a transportation revenue measure in 2018.
Transportation Authority Chair and District 3 Supervisor Aaron Peskin
collaborated with Mayor Lee’s Chief of Staff Steve Kawa to initiate the
Transportation 2045 (T2045) Task Force and appoints its members. Co-chaired
by Andres Power, Senior Advisor to Mayor Lee, and Sunny Angulo, Chief of
Staff to San Francisco County Transportation Authority Chair and District 3
Supervisor Aaron Peskin, the Task Force has met monthly over 7 months to
identify unfunded needs of the City’s transportation systems, and to research
and identify locally-controlled revenue sources to help meet those needs.

The Task Force membership represents the community at large, including
individuals representing neighborhoods; small and large businesses;
transportation, housing and environmental justice advocacy groups; labor
and civic organizations; and city and regional transportation agencies. The
Controller’s Office provided leadership and analytical support for the Task
Force with City Performance Director Peg Stevenson facilitating the Task Force
meetings. David Weinzimmer from the Controller’s Office and Michelle Beaulieu
from the San Francisco County Transportation Authority led the research and
reporting efforts required for the Task Force. Staff from the Controller’s Office,
Mayor’s Office, San Francisco County Transportation Authority, San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency, and San Francisco Public Works completed
data analysis, research, and logistical support for the Task Force meetings and
final report.

T2045 Task Force Goals

The goals of the T2045 Task Force are to:

¢ Identify transportation funding needs and gaps in resources
¢ Identify potential local revenue options to close the gaps

The T2045 Task Force has built off the City’s previous transportation planning
efforts and reflects the progress the City has made, changes in local, regional,
state and federal funding contexts, and new challenges facing the city. The
needs analysis focused on funding needs over the period of time from 2019
— 2045, with the understanding that any local revenue would address only a
portion of those needs, matching funds from regional, state and federal levels.
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The Task Force focused its efforts on developing broad consensus for a multi-
year package of local revenue measures over time to help close the funding
gap, with at least one significant measure that could be implemented in 2018,
along with high-level recommendations for a corresponding Expenditure Plan.

Background

THE TRANSPORTATION 2030 TASK FORCE

In 2013, the Mayor’s Transportation 2030 (T2030) Task Force was convened
to develop a coordinated set of priorities and recommendations for the City’s
transportation infrastructure through 2030.% Over the course of 9 months, the
T2030 Task Force identified transportation system needs and made funding
source recommendations.

The T2030 Task Force identified $10.1 billion in needs (in 2013 dollars) over
15 years. The needs assessment identified three areas of capital infrastructure
investment:

e Core: The City’s existing transportation capital and infrastructure,
which included the existing transit fleet, streets, traffic signals, rails, bike
lanes, and sidewalks.

e Enhance: Efficiency and effectiveness improvements to Core system
components.

e Expand: Expansion beyond the Core investments to meet existing

Figure 1: Transportation 2030 Task Force identified Transportation System Funding Needs (2015-2030)

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM FUNDING TOTAL NEED FUNDS IDENTIFIED % FUNDED
NEEDS (MILLIONS, 2013$) TO DATE

Core Investments

Enhance Investments

Expand Investments

$6,608 $3,587 $3,021 54%
$1,833 $160 $1,673 9%
$1,644 $1,638 0%

roTAL $10,085 $2,753 sessd

demand or expected growth where Core investments would not have met
the need.

The scope of the T2030 Task Force work focused on capital improvements
requiring new investment, focusing on bringing the existing transportation
infrastructure—both transit and local streets and roads—up to a state of good
repair. It did not address operating deficits. It also focused primarily on city
projects, with few regional projects included.

3 http://208.121.200.84/ftp/files/publications_reports/transportation_taskforce/Taskforce_AnnualRe-
port2030V9_1113.pdf

10
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Of the total $10.1 billion in transportation needs identified in the T2030
process, $3.8 billion was anticipated to be covered by existing, identified

funding sources, leaving a funding gap of $6.3 billion between 2015 and 2030.
Figure 2: T2030 Task Force
Recommended New Locally-Controlled 'To help close the funding gap, the T2030 Task Force recommended two

Revenues strategies:

e To pursue additional federal/state/regional revenues through advocacy
and policy change. Anticipated total revenues: $3.3 billion

e To bring a series of ballot measures to the voters to generate local
revenues for transportation. Anticipate total revenues: $3 billion

1/2 cent
Sales Tax

e General
obligation The T2030 Task Force recommended four local ballot measures to get to the
e . $3 billion total over 15 years:

e Two $500 million general obligation bonds

e A vehicle license fee (VLF) of 1.35% as authorized under Senate Bill
1492 (Leno).This would have raised approximately $73 million in the first
year.

* A 0.5% sales tax. This would have raised approximately $100 million in
the first year.

Vehicle License
Fee Increase

To date, San Francisco voters have approved one of the T2030 General
Obligation Bonds in 2014. More information can be found in the Transportation
Funding since T2030 section below.

LONG-RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

The T2045 Task Force, like the T2030 Task Force, drew upon long-range plans
for transportation that examined an even broader set of needs and projects on
a longer time-frame. Two of those plans, which have recently been updated,
are described below.

San Francisco Transportation Plan 2040

‘_.‘;u"" I The San Francisco Transportation Plan (SFTP) 2040 is the

countywide, long-range investment and policy blueprint
for San Francisco’s multi-modal transportation system.
It considers walking, biking, driving, and public transit,
including both local transit operators like SFMTA and
regional transit operators like BART and Caltrain. As the
Congestion Management Agency for San Francisco, the
San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA)
develops the plan, through technical analysis, consultation
with partner agencies, and community outreach. It provided
the basis for the T2030 work, and included goals, a needs
assessment, performance evaluation for projects, and a

11



SAN FRANCISCO
TRANSPORTATION 2045
TASK FORCE REPORT
JANUARY 2018

fiscally constrained investment Plan (at $75 billion over 25 years) and Vision
($82.5 billion) as well as policy recommendations. The fiscally constrained
Plan accounts for investments that can be made with the revenues anticipated
to be available to San Francisco over this timeframe, while the Vision includes
projects and programs that could only be implemented with new locally-
controlled revenues.

The SFCTA Board adopted an update to the SFTP in October 2017, in parallel with
the regional transportation plan update, Plan Bay Area 2040. This increased the
size of San Francisco’s investment plan to $85 billion through 2040, with a $92.9
billion investment vision. The SFTP’s investment plan includes all
planned and forecasted investment in transportation through 2040.*
For context, these numbers are much larger compared to those
considered by the T2030 Task Force, which was constrained to
certain project types (largely excluding regional transit operators
and expansion projects) and only through the year 2030.

Plan Bay Area 2040

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and the
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) adopted Plan
Bay Area 2040, the long-range Regional Transportation Plan and
Sustainable Communities Strategy for the nine-county Bay Area,
in July 2017. This integrated transportation, land-use and housing
plan demonstrates how the region will reduce greenhouse gas

m emissions through long-range planning. State law requires that the

two components be consistent. The plan discusses how the region
will grow over the next two decades, and identifies transportation
and land use strategies to enable a more sustainable, equitable
and economically vibrant future.® This is a limited update of
the region’s previous integrated plan, Plan Bay Area, which was
adopted in 2013. The SFTP provided the primary basis for San Francisco’s
input into the Plan Bay Area update.

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING SINCE T2030

Since the T2030 Task Force made its recommendations, there have been
several initiatives to increase revenues for transportation, from the local level
up to the state level.

Proposition A: The San Francisco Transportation and Road Improvement Bond
(November 2014)

4 http://www.sfcta.org/san-francisco-transportation-plan-sftp-2017-update
5 http://2040.planbayarea.org/cdn/farfuture/DNwQeazEwHF{Jg-HZ-_GMZSVQxPV0OmKkOnTUkVaD-
Ses/1506467747/sites/default/files/2017-09/Plan_Bay_Area_2040-09262017-links.pdf
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In November 2014, Proposition A, the San Francisco Transportation and Road
Improvement Bond, was put on the ballot to fund a wide range of transportation
investments. This was the first of the T2030 Task Force’s recommendations
to go to the ballot, and passed with nearly 72% of the vote. The bond was
issued within the City’s general obligation bond capacity and did not increase
property tax rates in the City. The proceeds from the bond are being spent as
follows:

e $376 million for Improved Transit, including $209 million for Muni
Forward, $70 million for Muni maintenance facility modernization, $39
million for Caltrain upgrades, $30 million for safer and more accessible
transit stops, and $28 million for planning and designing large-scale
transportation projects

e $124 million for Safer Streets, including $50 million for pedestrian
safety improvements, $52 million for complete streets, and $22 million to
modernize the traffic signal system

Proposition B: The City of San Francisco Adjusting Transportation Funding for
Population Growth (November 2014)

In November 2014, voters in San Francisco also approved Proposition B, a
population-based general fund set-aside, with 61% of the vote. This charter

THE TRANSPORTATION
SUSTAINABILITY PROGRAM

The Transportation Sustainability
Program (TSP) seeks to improve
and expand upon San Francisco’s
transportation system to help
accommodate new growth.

Smart planning and investment
will help San Franciscans arrive
safer and more comfortably at
their destinations now and in

the future. The Transportation
Sustainability Program is comprised
of the following three components:
Enhance Transportation to
Support Growth (through the
Transportation Sustainability Fee),
Modernize Environmental Review,
and Encourage Sustainable Travel
(Shift). For more information visit:

http://sf-planning.org/
transportation-sustainability-
program

amendment requires that 75% of the set-aside be directed to transit
improvement projects, and 25% be used for street safety capital
improvements. A total of $31 million was directed to transportation
projects in Fiscal Year 2017. In future years, the annual set-aside
increases proportionately to population growth in San Francisco.

Transportation Sustainability Fee (TSF) (2015)

San Francisco’s Transportation Sustainability Fee (TSF) was adopted
by the Board of Supervisors and went into effect December 2015. The
TSF is a citywide transportation fee placed on new development in
San Francisco, established so that development projects contribute to
mitigating the transportation impacts from new residents and workers
resulting from the development. Whereas transportation impact fees
had previously been charged on development other than housing, the
TSF expanded the fees to include market-rate residential development
and certain large institutional developments. The funds raised may be
used to fund transit capital maintenance, transit capital facilities, and
complete streets infrastructure.

The TSF is a relatively modest revenue source, which was initially
projected to generate an estimated $15 million in annual new revenues,
based on optimal market conditions. The TSF has generated a more
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modest sum than what was originally anticipated over the last two years, but it
sets a strong policy signal in support of the City’s transit first policy. It is a part
of the broader Transportation Sustainability Program, which is designed to
modernize review of transportation impacts, and reduce vehicle miles traveled
associated with new development as well as invest in the transportation
network.

Measure RR: BART Bond (November 2016)

Measure RR was a property bond passed in the three Bay Area Rapid Transit

SB 1 IN SAN FRANCISCO

SB 1 revenues are already being put
to work in San Francisco. Projects
that will receive SB 1 funding
include:

® From Local Streets and Roads
allocations, pavement renovation
on Palou Avenue, 26th and
Castro Streets, and Visitacion
Valley residential streets

® From the formulaic Local
Partnership Program, pavement
renovation on Parkmerced/ Glen
Park/ Twin Peaks streets

® From augmentation funding
for the competitive Active
Transportation Program, the
Geneva Avenue Pedestrian and
Bicycle Safety Improvement
Project, and the Vision Zero SF:
Safer Intersections project

(BART) counties (Alameda, Contra Costa, and San Francisco) in
November 2016. The $3.5 billion bond revenues go primarily toward
safety repairs and upgrades to the existing system with 20% available
for projects that relieve crowding or expand opportunities for safe
station access. In addition to improving the safety and reliability
of the BART system, these same investments will build the required
foundation to enable BART to implement capacity improvements that
will provide significantly more service in the core of the system (by
running more trains through the transbay tube). San Francisco voters
passed the BART bond with 81.1% of the vote.

California SB1: Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017

On April 28, 2017, Governor Brown signed the Road Repair and
Accountability Act of 2017, Senate Bill (SB) 1, into law. SB1 provides the
first significant, stable and on-going increase in state transportation
funding in more than two decades. SB1 is critical because it helps the
city agencies address chronic funding shortfalls resulting in large part
from the lost buying power of the gas tax—the primary source of state
transportation funding—that hadn’t been increased in over 30 years.
SB1 increased funding for transportation through four significant
sources, each of which is indexed to inflation:

12-cent per gallon gasoline excise tax increase (effective November 1,

2017)

Annual Transportation Improvement Fee (TIF) based on a tiered vehicle

valuation (effective January 1, 2018)

1,

Annual $100 zero-emission-vehicle registration charge (effective July
2020), which ensures that vehicles that don’t pay any or much in gas

taxes, but still use local streets and roads and state highways, will pay
their “fair share” toward maintaining the transportation system

20-cent per gallon diesel excise tax increase (effective November 1,

2017)

The sum total revenues from SB1 is $52 billion over 10 years, which will be
directed to transportation investments through a combination of formula and
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competitive statewide programs.

The San Francisco County Transportation Authority estimates that San
Francisco will receive over $60 million per year from SB1 formula funds alone,
in addition to millions of dollars through various statewide competitive funding
cycles for regional transit investments, bicycle and pedestrian improvements,
and other projects. The majority of these funds will be directed to state of good
repair projects, including to the state highway system, local streets and roads,
and transit. These funds are critical to San Francisco, but do not completely
close the gap on the needs of the system.

As of December 2017, there are two separate voter-initiatives proposed for the
statewide ballot in November 2018, which would in effect repeal most sections
of SB1. However, neither yet has enough signatures to qualify for the ballot. If
a repeal were to pass, it would be a significant blow to the future of the State’s,
and San Francisco’s, transportation systems.

Regional Measure 3 (TBD, likely 2018)

In October 2017, Governor Brown also signed SB 595 into law, authorizing the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) to place Regional Measure
3 (RM3) on the ballot to increase tolls on the region’s seven state-owned
bridges. RM3 could be submitted for voters’ consideration as early as June
2018. MTC would be able to put to the voters an increase of up to $3 per toll
bridge crossing, to fund a $4.5 billion expenditure plan that includes projects
that benefit San Francisco such as:

e $500 million for new BART vehicles

e $325 million for the Caltrain Downtown Extension

e $140 million for Muni Fleet Expansion and Facilities

e $50 million for preliminary engineering and design of a new Transbay
Rail Crossing

These projects, like the others included in RM3, are intended to support the

F . Bay Area’s growing economy and quality of life,
by aiming to reduce congestion and improve
transportation options throughout the Bay
Area. San Francisco is the second most traffic-
congested city in the United States, and San Jose
and the South Bay is the fourth. The funding
from RM3 will specifically focus on boosting the
capacity of the core components of the regional
transit systems while improving travel options
and reliability in the toll bridge corridors. This
would act as a complementary funding source to
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SB1. While SB1 addressed the aging pains of the system through state of good
repair project funding, RM3 would address the system’s growing pains, as the
Bay Area’s tremendous recent economic and population growth has taken a
toll on the region’s infrastructure. Large, even medium-sized projects, included
in the RM3 expenditure plan would draw on multiple sources for funding, such
as the Muni fleet replacement and expansion project and Caltrain’s Downtown

Extension.

San Francisco Propositions J and K (November 2016)

Not all funding proposals recently put to the voters have passed. In November
2016, a sales tax increase was on the ballot for San Francisco voters, consistent
with the recommendation of the T2030 Task Force. Proposition K would have
increased the city’s sales tax by an additional 0.75% for 25 years with revenue
deposited into the general fund. The measure would have raised approximately
$150 million in the first year, and was defeated by 65% of the vote.

In that same election, a charter amendment to allocate funds to homeless
Figure 3: The November 2016 Proposition J expenditure plan

TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT CATEGORIES | % OF NEW
REVENUES

1.

2.

5.
6.

Transit Service & Affordability 12.4%
Muni Fleet, Facilities & Infrastructure 18.8%
Repair & Maintenance

Transit Optimization & Expansion 9.4%
Regional Transit & Smart System 14.1%
Management

Vision Zero, Safer and Complete Streets 12.4%
Street Resurfacing 32.9%

TOTAL 100%

rate indicates a high level of support for these types of investments in both
homelessness and transportation. Proposition J's transportation fund would
have allocated revenues to 6 categories of investments (see Figure 3).

services and transportation was also on the ballot.
Proposition J would have allocated an initial $50
million per year to homeless services and $100
million per year to transportation, with scheduled
increases for 24 years. Proposition J passed with
67% of the vote. However, after the election Mayor
Lee enacted a clause in Proposition J that allowed
him to cancel these two set-aside funds because
of the impact on the city’s budget. Without the
additional sales tax revenue that would have been
available if Proposition K had passed, the budget
set-asides in Proposition J were infeasible.

Though the general fund set-aside called for under
Proposition J was canceled, the high voter approval

TRANSPORTATION PROJECT DELIVERY SINCE T2030

Since the T2030 process in 2013, San Francisco has made significant progress
on several major transportation projects and programs. This includes:

e The Central Subway, which will provide train service to new parts of
the city, connecting Chinatown to the Bayview;

¢ Implementing Muni Forward to improve reliability, travel time and
safety on several critical transit routes. Improvements to the 10 Sansome
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Figure 4: New Muni Task Vehicles since 2014, SFCTA. and 9 San Bruno have wrapped up and progress
B ' continues on key routes such as the 14 Mission,
30 Stockton, N Judah, 28 19th Avenue and others;
619 ¢ A new and expanded Muni fleet, including all-
N pasigediokivigr NN new, hybrid or clean energy buses, and all-new
e SO light rail vehicles, with the first new vehicles in
443 T service and more on the way;
e Advancing pedestrian safety projects and
moving the needle on Vision Zero by making
strategic investments in the City’s High-
Injury Network—a grouping of just 12% of San
Francisco’s streets where 70% of severe and fatal
traffic injuries occur—with spot improvements
along Mission Street, 8th Street and Market
Street, corridor investments along Division Street,
Vicente Street and Brannan Street among others,
"=}~ and comprehensive, neighborhood-side safety
plans such as in the Tenderloin;
e Safer streets and improved mobility, including the start of construction
on major multimodal projects on Van Ness Avenue and Geary Boulevard,
which will speed up cross-city travel with improved bus service;
¢ Installation of pedestrian countdown signals and audible pedestrian
signals to improve the safety and accessibility of the city’s streets,
including along major corridors like Arguello Boulevard and citywide in
strategic locations; and
e Smoother, safer streets with repair work resulting in an increase in the
citywide pavement condition index (PCI) average

193

QADERED

&0
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Figure 5: San Francisco’'s Pavement Condition Index

score, 2005-2016, SF Public Works. from a 64 PCl in 2011 to a 69 PCI in 2016.
v T T T While San Francisco has made progress toward
Notahle atable ctabie el 65
Fudings g SR P Y many of its transportation goals, there is still

much work to be done. For example, the funds
the city has available now may not be sufficient to
meet the ambitious goal of Vision Zero: zero traffic
fatalities by 2024. The next generation of major
transit improvements and expansion projects are
not yet fully funded, including Better Market Street,
the extension of Caltrain to the new Transbay
terminal, and the Geary Boulevard Improvements
Project. Chapter 2 of this report details the
Transportation System Needs Assessment that
was done to support the work of the Task Force.

Bay Area Average
PCI: 66

Year
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2. Transportation System
Needs Assessment

he T2045 needs assessment was developed by Task Force staff and

presented to the Task Force. The assessment focused on a review of

existing transportation planning documents to identify projects and

programmatic areas that require additional funding. The assessment

covers the 27-year period ending in 2045. All dollar amounts are in 2017
dollars for consistency.

The primary plans and reports that informed this assessment include:

e Mayor’s Transportation Task Force 2030 (T2030) Report (2013)
e San Francisco Ten-Year Capital Plan (CCSF, 2017)

e Plan Bay Area 2040 (MTC, 2017)

e San Francisco Transportation Plan 2040 (SFCTA, 2017)

e SFMTA 20-Year Capital Plan (2017)

Each of these planning efforts outlines long-range transportation needs over a
specified time period. For example:

e T2030 identified a $6.3 billion funding gap for a subset of City
transportation needs, focusing on maintenance and rehabilitation, over
15-years

e The San Francisco Transportation Plan 2040 from 2013 identified a $19
billion unfunded need for all surface transportation modes and operators
(local and regional), for the 27-year period ending in 2040

e Plan Bay Area 2040 identified a 24-year unfunded need of $21.5 billion
for the region’s streets and roads to achieve a state of good repair, and a
$14.6 billion gap to bring the region’s transit system up to a state of good
repair

Staff updated cost estimates for all types of transportation needs from local
streets and roads repair to transit maintenance to pedestrian and bicycle
safety improvements to smart system management and transit expansion.
Staff then extrapolated the needs to the T2045 timeframe, and in some cases,
used professional judgement to revise needs downward to reflect reasonable
deliverability assumptions (e.g. based on available staff resources). The needs
assessment was quite comprehensive with the only notable set of needs not
included being BART state of good repair and capital maintenance needs,
which were directly addressed by the recently-passed Measure RR $3.5
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Figure 6: Long-range transportation planning efforts, SFCTA 2017

local regional

billion general obligation bond (see Measure RR in Chapter 1 of this report
for reference). San Francisco policymakers actively worked to support BART’s
efforts to develop Measure RR and make it as large and robust as possible, with
the intent of allowing a future local measure to focus more on San Francisco’s
other significant needs.

Needs, like revenues, are dynamic, and estimated costs and funding strategies
should be revisited periodically to ensure they reflect current political and
economic realities, revenue
landscapes, and  evolving
transportation system needs.
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sense given the longer time
frame and broader scope of
needs (e.g. more emphasis on
growth and regional projects
in addition to maintaining
and repairing the existing
transportation system).
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While the needs assessment
was presented to Task Force
members to gauge priorities

Additional planning, including

= SFMTA Capital Plan {20 years)

*  SFMTA Capital Improvement Program (5 years)

*  SFMTA cperating budget (2 years)

+  Citywide Capital Improvement Program |5 years)
* Regional transit plans, neighborhood plans, etc.

between the different categories
and sub-categories of projects,
the Task Force was not asked to
take any formal position on the

assessment itself.

Anticipated Revenues

Building, maintaining, operating, improving and expanding the transportation
system relies on a mix of revenues from a variety of sources. In San Francisco,
as in the rest of the Bay Area, local revenue sources are a very significant piece
of the overall funding picture and are often matched with other federal, state
or regional dollars to maximize their impact and help fully fund projects. For
the T2045 Task Force, staff projected the amount of federal, state, regional
and local revenues that would be anticipated to be available to San Francisco
projects through 2045. The projections in this report are tiered off the regional
projections from Plan Bay Area 2040.
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Figure 7: Anticipated revenues for transportation in San Francisco, Like Plan Bay Area 2040, this report

SFCTA 2017.

REVENUE SOURCE

Federal
State
Regional

Local

assumes most existing revenue sources

G = continue through 2045 with similar
VAL Azl eligibility rules as today. Further, like
(IN 2017$) Plan Bay Area, this report also assumed
$3,585 million a small amount of new to-be-identified
$2.610 million sources that would be available over the
course of the 27-year period, based on

3189 million past experience. Ongoing advocacy at
$3,335 million every level of government is required in

TOTAL ANTICIPATED REVENUES $9,719 MILLION order to secure these funds.

There are other revenues that have
not been assumed in the revenue projections for this report, but that are
considered in making recommendations on how much of the unfunded gap
new local revenues should target. This includes bridge toll revenues from
Regional Measure 3, which has not been approved by voters, but which MTC,
acting in its capacity as BATA, has authorization to place on the ballot. City
staff have identified projects that would be competitive for these sources, and
have estimated how much funding they might receive.

Transportation Needs by Expenditure Plan
Category

Task Force staff organized the city’s transportation needs into the 6 categories
used for Proposition J. For the purpose of the needs assessment, each of those
categories was subdivided into sub-categories, to provide examples and help
define the categories further.

In the following sections, there is a brief description of projects included in
each category and sub-categories within them, along with a table showing
total need, anticipated revenues, and the unfunded gap.

TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT CATEGORIES

1. Transit Service & Affordability

2. Muni Fleet, Facilities & Infrastructure Repair & Maintenance
3. Transit Optimization & Expansion

4. Regional Transit & Smart System Management

5. Vision Zero, Safer and Complete Streets

6. Street Resurfacing
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1. TRANSIT SERVICE AND AFFORDABILITY

The transportation system is an important aspect in maintaining a livable and
equitable city. While the performance of the transportation system impacts
all users, it disproportionately impacts users from vulnerable populations
and members of communities of concern. Addressing primary performance
indicators of the system such as on-time performance, reliability, overcrowding,
and system access ensures that the transportation system is serving
all users and provides the greatest benefits for those who are
dependent on public transit to live and work in San Francisco.

The Transit Service and Affordability category includes free and
discounted fare programs, such as free Muni access for seniors,
people with disabilities and low/moderate income youth. This also
includes funding to protect against service cuts during economic
downturns. This category supports additional transit services for
outside of peak hours and in low-income communities. This also
includes additional operators to cover expanded service as service
demand for Muni increases and the SFMTA secures additional trains and buses.

Projects in this category are organized by the following sub-categories:

Service Expansion and Service Protection

This sub-category provides funding for expanded services on high-capacity
routes, funding for late night transportation services, additional services
within communities of concern, and service protection measures so that
service remains consistent during the ups and downs of economic cycles. Late
night transportation service expansions are included in this need.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$874 $100 $774

Transit Fare Programs

This sub-category provides specific funding to cover for the revenue
loss for providing reduced and free fare programs. By identifying specific
funding for these programs, the SFMTA and the City are reaffirming their
commitment to preserving access to the transportation system for its
most vulnerable. Discount fare program protections are included here.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUE UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

S
$770 $0 $770
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2. MUNI FLEET, FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

The Muni Fleet, Facilities and Infrastructure category includes programs and
projects that focus on the maintenance and rehabilitation of existing core
transportation assets, as well as expansion of these assets to accommodate
expanded services. This category focuses on the buses and trains in the Muni
fleet, maintenance and storage facilities, guideways including light rail tracks,
and other supporting infrastructure that make up the transportation system.
Sub-categories that specify state of good repair fund projects that maintain
and rehabilitate existing transportation infrastructure, ensuring that these
existing assets are performing as intended.

Projects in this category are organized by the following sub-categories:

Fleet, State of Good Repair

The Fleet State of Good Repair sub-category funds projects to address mid-
life overhauls, preventative maintenance, on-board system upgrades, and
timely fleet replacement cycles for Muni vehicles including buses and light
rail vehicles. Muni has pursued robust maintenance standards and practices
establishedin 2014 whichincludes maintaining or exceeding Original Equipment
Manufacturer scheduled maintenance and institutionalizing a mid-life overhaul
program to target specific performance goals throughout the lifecycle of the
vehicle, and needs additional funding to continue to meet these standards. The
light rail vehicle midlife-overhauls program and paratransit fleet replacement
program needs are included in this category.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$5,862 $2,074 $3,788

Fleet, New

The New Fleet sub-category funds projects that add to SFMTA’s existing Muni
fleet and includes expansions of the trolleys, buses, and light rail vehicles.
New fleet procurements support the SFMTA’s goals of accommodating growth,
environmentally sustainable operations, and maintaining a consistent average
fleet age. New motor coaches, light rail vehicles, and trolley coaches are all
included.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$827 $338 $489
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Facilities, State of Good Repair

The Facilities State of Good Repair sub-category funds projects that address
the SFMTA’s existing facilities needs across a diverse portfolio of buildings,
grounds, and stations. These facilities support the SFMTA’s ability to provide
reliable transit service, maintain street infrastructure, and store, protect
and maintain its transit fleet. In order to accommodate expanded service

and the future expanded fleet, SFMTA’s existing facilities need to be
rehabilitated and upgraded. SFMTA’s elevator/escalator rehabilitation
program, subway station rehabilitation, and facilities renewal projects
are included.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$3,593 $1,415 $2,177

Facilities, New

The New Facilities sub-category funds projects that address the SFMTA’s
new facilities needs required to accommodate expanded service and
the future expanded fleet. This includes the expansion of existing
facilities and the development of new facilities to allow operations to
continue while the SFMTA pursues its facilities expansion program.
This include new bus and paratransit facilities.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$1,m $163 $948

Fixed Guideways, State of Good Repair

The Fixed Guideway State of Good Repair sub-category funds projects that
maintain and rehabilitate elements of the fixed guideway network such as
tracks, switches, overhead lines, and traction power systems. This includes
the N-line rail replacement project and sub-stations for the SFMTA’s automatic
train control system.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$1,363 $880 $483
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Parking Facilities, State of Good Repair

The Parking Facilities State of Good Repair sub-category funds projects that
maintain and rehabilitate SFMTA’s parking facilities. While trends may fluctuate
regarding personal vehicle storage within the city, these parking facilities
represent a valuable asset as the changing transportation landscape begins to
consider electric vehicle charging options and new mobility technologies. This
need reflects the unfunded projects that will maintain and upgrade the parking
facilities, which will ensure that the SFMTA is able to capitalize on new trends
in transportation technology. This includes seismic and structural upgrades to
existing parking facilities, and the parking meter state of good repair program.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$855 $0 $855

Transit Accessibility

The Transit Accessibility sub-category funds projects that supports expansion
of system elevators, accessible transit stops, other infrastructure improvements
as outlined in the Muni Accessible Key Stop study and as recommended by the
SFMTA accessibility advisory group.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$69 $52 $17
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3. TRANSIT OPTIMIZATION AND EXPANSION

The Transit Optimization and Expansion category includes projects from
multiple operators that improve system capacity. This includes station
modernization for downtown BART stations, new ferry projects for Treasure
Island and Mission Bay, and major corridor projects like Geary Boulevard
Rapid Bus and Better Market Street. These projects will help ease existing
crowding, improve reliability, increase safety and reduce travel times, as well
as expand capacity to help meet the city’s forecasted growth. For regional
projects, including BART and Caltrain projects, the need included in this
analysis reflects a San Francisco share of the total project cost.

Projects in this category are organized by the following sub-categories:

Core Capacity and Transit Enhancements

These are projects that will improve transit at the core of the
regional transit system, for multiple operators. This includes system
improvements for BART to improve system operations and enhance
accessibility, new ferry infrastructure and vessels, and funds dedicated
to long-range planning such as for a second transbay rail crossing.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$1,743 $1,017 $726

Major Capital Projects and Transit Expansion

Included in this sub-category are some of the city’s largest, most impactful
capital projects that significantly expand transit capacity in San Francisco. This
includes funding for the next generation of subway projects. These projects
include the Geary Boulevard Improvement Project, Better Market Street, and
Geneva/Harney Bus Rapid Transit.

hE g 2 TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$5,853 $1,245 $4,608
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Muni Equity Strategy Capital Program

The Muni Equity Strategy has identified a series of capital improvements that
will support increased service and improved access to transit in identified
Equity neighborhoods. While the short-term list of projects are fully funded,
this funding would be dedicated to improvements identified in future phases
of this program.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$88 $0 $88

Muni Forward

The Muni Forward program take a comprehensive approach to expanding
transit service, improving reliability, enhancing safety and access and
upgrading the transit with the latest systems and technology to monitor and
operate a 21st century transit system. Key investments include expanding
the City’s network of transit-only lanes, transit priority signals, optimizing
transit stops and upgrading stops with safety and accessibility enhancements,
route improvements and improved customer information systems which all
combined create a Rapid Network of transit services across the city.

A number of Muni Forward projects have been implemented, and this sub-
category would provide funding to community outreach and completion of
the entire implementation plan. This includes Phase 2 of Muni Forward Rapid
Bus Network Capital Improvement, and Next Generation customer information
systems.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$525 $96 $249
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4. REGIONAL TRANSIT AND SMART SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT

Regional transit and smart systems management projects encompass a wide
range of investments that have many benefits for San Francisco and are often
quite cost-effective. This category of investments and need include includes
large regional transit projects designed to move people to, through, and
within San Francisco, as well as smart systems management projects such as
integrated payment systems and express lanes. For regional projects, including
BART and Caltrain projects, the need included here reflects a San Francisco
share of the total project cost. Smart system management investments are
relatively low-cost projects that can have a big impact on how the existing
transportation systems function.

Projects in this category are organized by the following sub-categories:

BART Vehicles, San Francisco Share

BART provides reliable and high-frequency service within as well as to/from
San Francisco, and is operating at record-high ridership levels. Thirty-six
percent of all transit trips in San Francisco are made on BART. BART has plans
to purchase an additional 306 cars to provide much needed capacity to relieve
crowding and accommodate projected increased demand. Of the total $1.618
billion cost for these additional cars, San Francisco’s planned contribution is
$200 million. The San Francisco share is in recognition of the significant benefit
BART provides to San Francisco for internal trips as well as for trips to, from
and through the city and provides a compliment to BART’s measure RR, which
cannot fund rolling-stock, and MTC’s Regional Measure 3, which, if approved
by Bay Area Voters, would fund a portion of the total need for new trains.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$200 $0 $200

Caltrain Improvements, San Francisco Share

Caltrain is governed by a three-county Joint Powers Board, comprised of
San Francisco, San Mateo and Santa Clara. San Francisco’s share of Caltrain
modernization programs (including electrification) and state of good repair
projects is based on regional funding agreements. These investments will
maintain and improve Caltrain, creating a safer, more reliable and frequent
transit service with less of an impact on the environment.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$285 $125 $160
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il

Downtown Caltrain Extension (DTX), San
Francisco Share

The proposed Caltrain Downtown
Extension will extend Caltrain
commuter rail from its current
terminus at Fourth and King Streets
to the new Transbay Transit Center,
including an underground pedestrian
connection to the nearby Embarcadero
BART and Muni station. This extension
paves the way to bring California High
Speed Rail into the heart of downtown
San Francisco. The $350 million in
unfunded needs matches the amount
assumed from a new sales tax or other
local San Francisco revenue measure for the $3.9 billion project. This amount
comes from the 2013 Plan Bay Area and was carried forward in the recently
adopted 2017 Plan Bay Area update.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$387 $37 $350

Smart Technology

There are a number of projects included in this subcategory, including
integrated payment systems, improved transit information, and traffic
management systems. These types of projects improve the management of
San Francisco’s transportation systems, and make those systems more user-
friendly. Integrated payment systems and parking management technology are
included.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$210 $47 $163
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Transportation Demand Management (TDM) - Rewards and Pricing

Transportation Demand Management (TDM) is the application of strategies
and policies that reduce or redistribute travel demand, by focusing on how
people make transportation decisions. These projects include dynamic pricing
and rewards programs, as well as education campaigns. Pricing projects may
include highway express lane projects with express bus service, and the
Treasure Island Mobility Management program where vehicle tolling revenues
would be used to fund transit service.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$145 $36 $109
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5. VISION ZERO, SAFER AND COMPLETE STREETS

VISION ZERO POLICY

The City and County of San
Francisco adopted Vision Zero as a
policy in 2014, committing to build
better and safer streets, educate
the public on traffic safety, enforce
traffic laws, and adopt policy
changes that save lives. The goal is
to create a culture that prioritizes
traffic safety and to ensure that
mistakes on our roadways don't
result in serious injuries or death.
The result of this collaborative,
citywide effort will be safer, more
livable streets, as the city works to
eliminate traffic fatalities by 2024.

http://visionzerosf.org/about/what-
is-vision-zero/

The Vision Zero, Safer and Complete Streets category addresses
improvements to the transportation system that includes major
redesigns of the most important and highly used streets to meet the
needs of all users, maintaining bicycle facilities and expanding the
bicycle network, implementing traffic calming projects to protect San
Francisco’s most vulnerable road users, and eliminating severe and
fatal traffic collisions through safety improvements.

Projects in this category are organized by the following sub-categories:

Bicycle and Pedestrian, State of Good Repair

The Bicycle and Pedestrian State of Good Repair sub-category includes
projects to replace signs, striping, pavement markings, signals, and
other facilities to promote the quality and safety of the bicycle and
pedestrian environments. This also includes sidewalk repair.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$336 $153 $183

Bicycle and Pedestrian, New

The Bicycle and Pedestrian New sub-category includes projects that
continue to implement the build-out of the bicycle network, new
and expanded sidewalks, accessible curb ramps, increased bicycle
parking, and programs to promote safety and vision zero outcomes.
These projects include those identified in the SFMTA's five-year Capital
Improvement Program, as well as projects from the long-range 20-year
Capital Plan. Future projects are anticipated to be larger, multi-modal,
full streetscape-style projects, as most of the low-cost safety and
enhancement projects will already have been delivered. This includes
projects in the protected bike lane network, and full build-out of the
citywide pedestrian program.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$2,341 $310 $2,031
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Complete Streets

The Complete Streets sub-category includes streetscape and traffic
calming projects, new and upgraded traffic signals and signs, safe routes to
school programming, and Vision Zero outreach, education and evaluation.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$2,068 $709 $1,360

Road Network

This sub-category includes the planning efforts necessary to redesign
freeways, surface streets, and street structure rights-of-way. These projects
are intended to solve significant issues caused by the existing alignment
of the road network that can not be addressed through spot improvements or
superficial upgrades. This includes projects at ramp-city street intersections.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
VISION ZERO RAMP (MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

INTERSECTION STUDY $456 $5 $451

The South of Market Area
designated as a Youth and Family
Zone includes multiple locations
where freeway on- or off-ramps
intersect city streets. These

ramp intersections tend to have
particularly high frequencies

of traffic injuries and fatalities.

The SFCTA and SFMTA are
developing recommendations for
improving safety at multiple ramp
intersections within the Youth and
Family Zone to improve safety for all
travelers within the zone, especially
the most vulnerable populations,
and to support progress towards
the city's Vision Zero goal. For more
information, visit

http://www.sfcta.org/NTIP-vision-
zero-ramp-intersection-study
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6. STREET RESURFACING

San Francisco Public Works oversees the maintenance of over 940 miles of
streets with 12,855 street segments. The quality of the streets is measured
using Pavement Condition Index (PCI). The current city goal is to reach PCI 70
by 2025, making the average San Francisco street “Good” instead of “At
Risk”. The current PCI, as of December 2016, is 69.

The total need of $1.702 billion will allow Public Works to not only hit
the citywide PCI target, but also maintain a PCI of 70 through 2045. San
Francisco has received funding from the Road Repair and Accountability
Act of 2017 (SB1), but a total gap of $784 million still exists. Since the
depletion of the 2011 Road Repaving and Street Safety Bond funds, the
street resurfacing program has had support from City General Fund
revenue to fill the annual funding gap, allowing the program to continue to
work towards the PCI goal of 70. Without this General Fund commitment,
the SB1 funds and all other existing committed funding sources would
not be sufficient and the PCI score would be expected to drop to 63 by
2024 (the lowest historical PCI score). The General Fund is not a dedicated
source and, depending on the City’s priorities, continued support is not
guaranteed. A committed, dedicated funding source that fills the total
funding gap is necessary to ensure the City’s street resurfacing goals are
accomplished and maintained through 2045.

San Francisco Public Works has a history of maximizing the benefits and
effectiveness of its funding. The department uses a pavement management
strategy that applies the right treatment at the right roadway at the right
time. Streets are prioritized based on PCI score, presence of transit and
bicycle routes, scheduled street clearance, and geographic equity. Street
resurfacing work is often coordinated with other departments to coincide
with other utility and transportation work to minimize disruption to the
public.

Fully funding street resurfacing needs will also improve San Francisco’s
citywide ADA accessibility. San Francisco Public Works constructs curb
ramps through street resurfacing projects. Between fiscal years 2012-13
and 2015-16, over 5,300 curbs were constructed through street resurfacing
projects. If the paving need is fully funded, the city will reach full curb ramp
build-out three years earlier than currently planned. However, at present
paving revenue levels, curb ramp funding needs will also increase.

TOTAL NEED ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP
(MILLION $) (MILLION $) (MILLION $)

$336 $153 $183
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SUMMARY OF UNFUNDED NEEDS

The total unfunded needs gap for the 27-year period ending in 2045 is close to
$22 billion. No single revenue source would be able to close this entire gap, and
a combination of sources is recommended to address the city’s need.

CATEGORY TOTAL NEED | ANTICIPATED REVENUES | UNFUNDED GAP | % OF TOTAL
(MILLION $) | (MILLION $) (MILLION $) UNFUNDED NEED

1. Transit Service and Affordability $1,644 $100 $1,544 7.0%
2. Muni Fleet, Facilities and $13,680 $4,922 $8,758 39.9%
Infrastructure

3. Transit Optimization and $8,208 $2,359 $5,850 26.7%
Expansion

4. Regional Transit and Smart $1,277 $244 $982 4.5%
Systems Management

5. Vision Zero, Safer and Complete $5,201 $1,176 $4,024 18.3%
Streets

6. Street Resurfacing $1,702 $918 $784 3.6%
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3. Potential Revenue
Sources for
Transportation

an Francisco’s multi-modal transportation system is funded through
a wide variety of revenue sources. Locally-controlled sources
make up about one-third of all revenue (see Chapter 2 section
Anticipated Revenues). At the national level, infrastructure and
safety funding has been negatively impacted due to Congress and the
current administration, and the long-term future of federal funding remains
uncertain. Local revenue sources will remain an important source for funding
transportation projects.

The Transportation 2045 Task Force was charged with recommending a
revenue package that would address a significant portion of San Francisco’s
transportation needs through 2045, and particularly to include a specific
revenue source to pursue in 2018. Task Force members requested that the
analysis of potential revenue sources include not only the sources that have
been used in San Francisco and in other parts of California for transportation
purposes before, but also new sources that may have a more direct nexus to
transportation projects, and sources that are considered to be more equitable
in light of the city’s significant affordability issues, particularly for the most
vulnerable populations and communities of concern.

Potential Revenue Sources

The list of potential sources of revenues for transportation was compiled from
two primary sources:

e Existing research on potential measures for San Francisco: Research
exists from the T2030 process and the San Francisco Countywide
Transportation Plan.

e Surveys and discussions with the T2045 Task Force members: Task
Force members had an opportunity to submit their own proposals for
transportation revenue sources to discuss. All sources contributed by
Task Force members were included.

Each of the sources discussed is listed below, with a definition used for Task
Force discussion purposes. These sources fall into four general categories:
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¢ Vehiclerelated sources: these are revenues that are collected directly
from vehicle-owners/operators (such as a gas tax) or from parking
facilities (such as a tax on privately-owned parking lots).

e Property-related sources: these are revenues that are collected from
property-owners (such as a parcel tax) and developers (such as the
Transportation Sustainability Fee).

e Sources paid by individuals and businesses: these are revenues that are
collected from individuals or businesses living, working, and consuming
goods in San Francisco. This ranges from business taxes in the form of
gross receipts taxes and the payroll tax, to a local sales tax.

e Entertainment / leisure-related sources: these are revenues that are
collected from hotels and large events.

Another sub-group was identified for discussion purposes with the Task Force.
The Task Force was charged specifically with recommending a revenue source
or sources for 2018, and so all sources that would not be possible for 2018 were
grouped separately. These sources require state legislation and/or further
development and planning before they could be implemented.

VEHICLE-RELATED SOURCES

A Gas Tax, San Francisco

A new gas tax in San Francisco required to be spent on transportation projects and programs.

B Parking Fees, City
Facilities - Increase

An increase in the fees on parking in the City's facilities (garages) to increase revenues.

Cc Parking Tax - Increase

An increase to the City's parking tax on all privately-owned parking lots. Estimate is based on City's
Parking Tax collections. San Francisco currently has a 25% parking tax on all off-street parking
spaces in the City.

D Vehicle License Fee
(VLF) - San Francisco
(SB 1492)

As authorized by Senate Bill 1492 (Leno), a SF VLF of 1.35%, which along with the state's .65% VLF
would restore total VLF for motor vehicles registered in SF to the historic 2% level for general fund
purposes.

E Vehicle Registration
Fee (VRF) - Bicycle
Infrastructure (SB 1183)

An additional $5 VRF to be dedicated to bicycle infrastructure purposes and associated
maintenance. Cities, counties, or regional park districts may impose and collect this fee. Estimate
based on current VRF revenues. Legislative authority sunsets December 31, 2024.

PROPERTY-RELATED SOURCES

F Parcel Tax

A flat-rate parcel tax, paid annually, on all 200,000+ San Francisco parcels.

G Real Property Transfer
Tax (RPTT) - Increase

An increase to the City's current Real Property Transfer Tax, which is a tax on the sale of real
property.

H Transportation
Sustainability Fee (TSF)
- Increase

An increase to the TSF imposed on new development in San Francisco. Based on a 2016 proposal to
increase the fee by $2 on large commercial property development (from $19.04 per gross square
foot to $21.04).
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SOURCES PAID BY INDIVIDUALS AND BUSINESSES

Carbon Tax

An increase to the existing utility user tax (UUT) on commercial electricity and natural gas, and
extended to residential users, with some exemptions.

J Gross Receipts: General Anincrease to the rates of the current gross receipts tax in San Francisco, or expanding the base to
Tax Increase include more payers. The current tax is varied by industry with tiered rates.

K Gross Receipts: An increase to the current gross receipts tax rate on large commercial property rents, with
Commercial Property exemptions for small businesses and non-profits. The current rate is 0.3%.
Rent Tax Increase

L Gross Receipts: A gross receipts tax on revenues kept by service intermediary companies that contract with
Platform/Gig Economy independent workers to provide services like ride-hailing and food delivery.
Tax

M Payroll Tax - Increase An increase to the City's current payroll tax rate. This tax is imposed on a business' total payroll.

The City is currently in the process of phasing out its payroll tax.
N  Sales Tax An increase to San Francisco's sales tax for general revenue purposes or dedicated purposes. SB

566 authorizes a combined city and county sales tax rate of up to 2.0%. Currently, SF's sales tax
rate is 8.5%, including 1.25% in local sales tax leaving an unused local authorization of 0.75%.

ENTERTAINMENT / LEISURE-RELATED SOURCES

(0] Large Event Ticket An additional charge on tickets for events with at least 1,000 attendees, including performances,
Surcharge presentations, or sports.
P Sports Franchise Tax An excise tax on sports franchises.

SOURCES ELIGIBLE AFTER 2018

R Assessment Districts - A tax assessed on property within a defined community district, typically to finance public
Mello-Roos, Community infrastructure. Cannot be an ad-valorem property tax, but could be assessed in a variety of ways
Facilities Districts including a straight per-parcel fee, a fee based on square footage, number of bedrooms, etc.

) Congestion Pricing A fee paid to drive in designated congested areas. Not intended as a revenue-generating tool but
as part of a policy package to reduce congestion. Based on a 2010 study. This would require State
authorization.

T General Obligation Bond A $500 million general obligation bond (backed by property tax revenues) for transportation, as

(GO Bond) assumed in the City's Capital Plan for 2024.

U High-polluting Vehicle A tax specifically on high-polluting vehicles. This could be structured as an excise tax or a vehicle
Tax registration fee.

Vv Income Tax - Corporate  An income tax assessed on entities treated as corporations doing business in San Francisco.
Revenues would be dependent on structure and rate of taxation. This tax would require State
authorization.

W  Income Tax - Personal An income tax on individuals, which could potentially include both San Francisco residents and non-
residents working in San Francisco. This tax would require State authorization.

X Property Tax - An increase to the City's current property tax rate, only on commercial properties. This tax would

Commercial require passage of a statewide ballot measure amending Proposition 13.
Y Residential Parking An increase in the residential parking permit fees. This is a cost-recovery fee, and can only increase

Permit Fees

if program costs increase, and by definition does not generate revenue.
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SOURCES ELIGIBLE AFTER 2018

4 Robot Tax A tax levied on companies employing robot workers in San Francisco.

A per-ride fee on TNC rides to help pay for congestion management efforts to mitigate the impacts
of TNC trips. This would require State authorization.

AA Transportation Network
Company (TNC) Fee

An increase to the Vehicle License Fee on the second (and third, etc.) vehicle owned by a household
or business.

BB Vehicle License Fee
(VLF) on 2nd Vehicles

CC Vehicle Miles Traveled
(VMT) Fee

A per-mile fee on all motor vehicle travel within San Francisco.

A full list of details on each revenue source can be found in Appendix A:
Revenue Source Details. More detailed fact sheets can be found online at
sftransportation2045.com/revenuesources.

Revenue Source Analysis

As part of the T2045 Task Force’s evaluation of each of the potential new
transportation revenue sources listed above, the Task Force applied a set of
objective measures to help determine whether to advance a particular revenue
source for further consideration. These metrics were designed specifically for
the Task Force’s use, and are defined below. For a more detailed accounting
of each of these definitions, see Appendix B: Revenue Source Considerations
Detailed Definitions.

REVENUE FACTORS

Ability to Generate Significant | Reliability Growth Potential Flexibility
Revenue

Does the source generate
enough revenue given the
magnitude of the city's
transportation needs?

Is the revenue source
predictable and stable from
year-to-year? Is the revenue
source on-going or one-time?

Does the revenue source's
growth rate typically exceed
inflation?

Can the revenue source be
used to fund a wide range of
transportation improvements
without restrictions?

PROCESS FACTORS

Ease of Establishment Dedicated to Transportation Ease of Administration

Can this revenue source be dedicated for
transportation uses only?

Does this revenue source require State
authorization? Does a precedent exist
for using this source for transportation
purposes?

Are there existing systems in place to
administer this revenue source?

POLICY FACTORS

Equitable - Low Impact on Low Income Households Ability to Support Policy Objectives

Does this revenue source have a clear nexus to transportation?
Does this source encourage behavioral or other changes that
support the City's transportation policy objectives? Does this
revenue source support the “user pays" principle?

Can this revenue source be designed to minimize the burden on
low-income households and communities?
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Figure 8: Overall importance rankings for revenue source evaluation factors, T204
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Equitable

Generates significant revenues
Supporied by the public and stakeholders
Ability 1o support policy objectives
Réliable

Dedicated

Ecanamic grawthijabs impact

Flexibde

Growth potential

Ease of administering

Exse of establishing

These evaluation factors fall into three general categories:

e Revenue Factors: Factors used to evaluate the fiscal impacts of a
revenue sources.

¢ Process Factors: Factors used to evaluate the ease of enacting a revenue
measure for transportation purposes.

e Policy Factors: Factors used to evaluate how well a revenue source
meets the City’s policy goals related to equity and transportation.

Task Force members were asked to rank each factor in terms of its importance
as a selection criteria. Among those who voted, the three most important
considerations were (see Figure 8):

1. that the source should be equitable (i.e., not disproportionately
burdensome to lower income residents);

2. that the source generate significant revenues; and
3. that the source be supported by the public and stakeholders.

As Task Force staff worked to apply the evaluation factors to the potential
revenue measures, two of the eleven were dropped from consideration. These
gincluded being supported by the
public and stakeholders. This is
,a crucial factor for any revenue
source going to the ballot and
one that would need to be
considered in multiple contexts:
that of the proposed expenditure
plan, of other measures headed
for the same ballot, and of
the mood of the electorate.
The other criteria that was
removed from consideration
was economic  growth/jobs
impact. Staff indicated that it
was too difficult to apply at this
time without more details on the proposed sources, such as precise rates and
exclusions.

Met Importance
L1} 5

o
-
]
by
-

To winnow down the list of almost 30 potential revenue sources, Task
Force members were given detailed revenue source fact sheets (see
SFTransportation2045.com) and the opportunity to ask questions about the
various sources. Each of the revenue sources under discussion was evaluated
using the nine factors defined above. This information was presented to the
Task Force members to aid in their deliberation process.
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REVENUE CONSIDERATIONS
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REVENUE CONSIDERATIONS
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Revenue Target

San Francisco’s unfunded need over the 27-year period through 2045 totals $22
billion. No single locally-controlled revenue source would be able to cover all
of the needs of the system. Additional regional, state and federal sources will
also be needed to help cover some of those needs.

The T2045 Task Force considered a revenue target range of between 25% and
30% of the total need.

e 25% of the need, or $5.5 billion, would require a total annual revenue of
approximately $200 million / year, spread out over the 27 years through
2045
* 30% of the need, or $6.6 billion, would require a total annual revenue of
approximately $240 million / year, spread out over the 27 years through
2045

The T2030 Task Force recommended four local ballot measures to get to the $3
billion total over 15 years, while the T2045 Task Force considered a target of
$5.5-6.6 billion over 27 years.

The city will continue to advocate for discretionary federal, state and regional
sources to help close the remaining gap.
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4. Task Force
Recommendations and
Input

he T2045 Task Force was convened to provide recommendations to
the Mayor and Board of Supervisors on a new local revenue source
or package of sources for transportation purposes, and to prioritize
expenditures over the long-term, balancing regional and neighborhood-
level transportation needs. Throughout the Task Force’s seven monthly
meetings (July-December 2017), members were presented with information,
engaged in discussions and provided input on transportation needs, investment
priorities and potential local revenue sources. The sections below summarize
key input from the Task Force and detail the Task Force Recommendations.

In many cases, the Task Force did not reach a unanimous or near unanimous
recommendation, though the members were able to successfully narrow down
a range of options, and provide valuable input on the pros and cons from a
variety of perspectives.

Recommendation #1: Base the Expenditure
Plan on Proposition J’s Six Investment
Categories

Figure 9: Support for using Proposition The Task Force’s conversations about potential transportation system

J allocations for a new revenue
measure, T2045 Task Force 2017.

priorities were organized by the following six categories, which were used
by Proposition J in November 2016.

1. Transit Service and Affordability

2. Muni Fleet, Facilities and Infrastructure

3. Transit Optimization and Expansion

4. Regional Transit and Smart Systems Management
5. Vision Zero, Safer and Complete Streets

6. Street Resurfacing

This decision was reached at the second Task Force meeting, and shaped
subsequent needs analysis and investment priority discussions. As shown
in Figure 9, the Task Force overwhelming voted in support of following the
Proposition J allocations, either as they were or with modifications.

42



SAN FRANCISCO
TRANSPORTATION 2045
TASK FORCE REPORT
JANUARY 2018

After their second meeting, Task Force members were surveyed to gauge their
support for funding each of the six categories of transportation needs. They
were asked to score each category as Very Important, Somewhat Important,
Neutral, Somewhat Unimportant or Not At All Important. Every one of the
categories presented received a majority of votes in either the Very or Somewhat
Important categories (see Figure 10). In this survey, comments were made
by multiple Task Force members that Street Resurfacing was relatively less
important than in Proposition J, since subsequently SB 1 provided substantial
state revenues, reducing the funding needed for street resurfacing.

Figure 10: Investment Importance by Proposition J Expenditure Category, T2045 Task
Force 2017.

Street Resurfacing

Vision Zero Safer and Complete Streets

Regional Transit and
Smart System Management

Transit Optimization and Expansion

Muni Fleet, Facilities, and Infrastructure
Repair and Maintenance

it sevice an torcaiv |
0% 20% 40% B0% 80% 100%

B very [ Somewhat Meutral Somewhat
important impartant unimportant

[ Mot at all important]

The Task Force also provided their input on the relative importance of the
groupings of projects within the Proposition J expenditure plan categories.
They rated most of these groupings as Highly Important, particularly Muni
Fleet, State of Good Repair, and Muni Service Expansion and Protection, while
SFMTA Parking Facilities State of Good Repair and Road Network investments
received the lowest scores (see Figure 11). Descriptions of each of the sub-
categories can be found in Chapter 2.

At its sixth meeting, the Task Force considered three different scenarios for
an expenditure plan for a potential 2018 ballot measure, all using the same six
categories of investments as in the Proposition J plan. Because the Task Force
is considering more than one revenue source, each with different revenue
generation potential, the three expenditure plan scenarios each assume $100
million per year in new revenues for ease of comparison. Each expenditure
plan scenario also assumes enough funding to achieve a Pavement Condition

43



SAN FRANCISCO

TRANSPORTATION 2045

TASK FORCE REPORT

JANUARY 2018

Figure 11: Investment Importance by sub-category,
T2045 Task Force 2017.
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Index Score (PCI) of 70 (*good”) for the street resurfacing category, varying
by how much new local measure versus General Fund revenues are assumed
to fill the $29 million annual funding gap for street resurfacing. Any remaining
revenues (up to $100 million) are directed to various combinations of the
remaining five categories to illustrate different policy choices about where to
invest the remaining funds. Figure 12 outlines the three scenarios’ allocation

percentages.

F

44



SAN FRANCISCO
TRANSPORTATION 2045
TASK FORCE REPORT
JANUARY 2018

Scenario 1: Proposition J + Focus on Street Resurfacing starts with the
Proposition J allocations, but assumes the new local measure will fully-
fund street resurfacing at $29 million/year to maintain a Pavement
Condition Index Score (PCI) of 70 (“good”). Compared to Proposition J,
the street resurfacing need is $5 million less annually. This is thanks to
SB1, which provides a substantial increase in the amount of state gas tax
funding provided to San Francisco annually for street resurfacing. This
freed-up amount is distributed proportionately to the other five categories
in Scenario 1. No General Fund revenues are needed to support a PCI of 70
under this scenario.

Figure 12: Expenditure plan allocation scenarios, based on Nov. 2016's Proposition J

TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT SCENARIO 1 | SCENARIO 2| SCENARIO 3
CATEGORIES (MILLIONS) | (MILLIONS) | (MILLIONS)

Transit Service & Affordability

Muni Fleet, Facilities & Infrastructure $20 $20 $22
Repair & Maintenance

Transit Optimization & Expansion $10 SN SN
Regional Transit & Smart System $15 $18 $16
Management

Vision Zero, Safer and Complete $13 $13 $15
Streets

Street Resurfacing

ToTAL mm-m

Scenario 2: Proposition J + Focus on Transit Expansion, is also based on
Proposition J, and assumes the General Fund will pick up $4 million/year
in street resurfacing (which is less than the $15 million/year that the
General Fund would have contributed under Proposition J). The freed-up
revenues, $9 million per year, are used to advance and implement San
Francisco’s local and regional transit expansion projects, queuing them
up to be competitive for federal, state and regional sources. This includes
projects such as additional BART vehicles, the Caltrain Downtown
Extension, Geary Bus Rapid Transit, Better Market Street and the next
generation of expansion projects.

Scenario 3: Proposition J + Focus on Local Transit and Vision Zero, is also
based on Proposition J, but assumes the General Fund will pick up $10
million/year in street resurfacing (which is less than the $15 million/year
General Fund would have contributed under Proposition J). The remaining
freed-up revenues, $14 million/year, are used to fund San Francisco’s local
transit commitments, which includes maintaining assets in a state of
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good repair and increasing Transit Service and Affordability funding, and
a bump up in funding for Vision Zero, Safer and Complete Streets projects.

Figure 13: Preferred Allocation Scenario, T2045 Task Force 2017

TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT CATEGORIES | SCENARIO 3
(MILLIONS)

1.

2.

5.
6.

Transit Service & Affordability $16

Muni Fleet, Facilities & Infrastructure $22
Repair & Maintenance

Transit Optimization & Expansion SN
Regional Transit & Smart System $16
Management

Vision Zero, Safer and Complete Streets $15
Street Resurfacing $20

Recommendation #2: Seek a package of
local revenue sources and continue to
advocate for additional federal, state and
regional funds, to support San Francisco’s
transportation priorities

In a survey following the sixth meeting of the
Task Force, of the 40 Task Force members who
voted, 21 recommended Scenario 3 — Proposition
J + Focus on Local Transit and Vision Zero as
their preferred expenditure plan structure for a
2018 local ballot measure. The expenditure plan,
shown in Figure 13, is based on $100 million in
annual revenue. It is understood that the actual
distribution of revenues would likely vary as the
Board of Supervisors and the Mayor go through
a process to select the revenue source and gain
the broad and deep support needed for any
revenue measure to gain voter approval.

Through its discussion of San Francisco transportation needs, the Task Force
recognized that the state of good repair backlogs and under investment in
transportation at the local, state and federal level were decades-long trends
and as such, won’t be fixed with any single revenue source. Similar to the
T2030 findings, the Task Force acknowledged that there was no one revenue
measure that would close the funding gap for transportation and recommended
consideration of a package of local revenue sources that could be put into
place over a number of years, either through ballot measures or through
legislative action. The Task Force also encouraged the City to continue to
leverage local dollars by advocating for additional federal, state and regional
transportation revenues. Local revenues are necessary to remain competitive
for these sources, as other jurisdictions and regions across California and the
country have passed multiple measures to help leverage these competitive

funds.
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Recommendation #3: Top 2018 revenue
sources

The process of identifying preferred revenue sources for transportation was
the primary focus of this Task Force. The group successfully narrowed down a
wide field of 29 sources to a handful of the most promising, each of which has
the potential to raise significant revenues annually.

Throughout the T2045 Task Force process, a group of organizations identifying
as the Transportation Justice Coalition worked together to ensure that
progressive revenue sources (i.e. revenue sources with no disproportionate
impact on lower-income populations) be seriously considered by the entire
Task Force and ultimately by the city’s elected officials. In particular, the
Transportation Justice Coalition supported the use of Gross Receipts Taxes,
or business taxes, over Sales Taxes, which are regressive in that they place a
higher burden (as a percent of household income) on low-income households.
The group also identified a nexus between San Francisco’s robust economic and
development growth and the infrastructure needed to support that growth and
mitigate its impacts. Many Task Force members
also expressed a concern that any tax measure
on the ballot would have to be considered in the
context of the massive federal tax cuts recently
passed in Washington D.C. The Transportation
Justice Coalition encouraged a combined
package of Gross Receipts Taxes, including both
the Commercial Rent Tax and the Platform/Gig
Economy Tax, to fund transportation projects.
The Transportation Justice Coalition also
said that they would be willing to support a
dedicated sales tax proposal if paired with one
of the more progressive measures in another ballot, and if the expenditure plan
were significantly weighted toward transit service increases, equity programs,
and vision zero programs that specifically address the needs of lower-income
San Franciscans.

Other members of the Task Force did not support this approach. San Francisco
is still in the process of converting its business tax system from one focused
on Payroll Taxes to Gross Receipts Taxes, and some Task Force members felt
that changes to the Gross Receipts Tax system were premature, or that the
entire wide-ranging program of Gross Receipts Taxes ought to be examined
holistically rather than in individual pieces. There was a concern that business
sector taxes may have unintended consequences, and that the proposals had
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not been discussed with affected parties sufficiently. Other members felt that
targeted business taxes, particularly the Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig Economy
tax, was not an appropriate source for transportation funding, where a tax with
a wide-base such as a Sales Tax for broad-based transportation funding would
be more fitting.

To winnow down the list of almost 30 potential revenue sources, Task
Force members were given detailed revenue source fact sheets (see
SFTransportation2045.com) and their fellow members’ evaluation scores for
each source (see Chapter 3), and then voted for one preferred revenue source
for 2018, and up to four additional sources that may be part of a longer-term
package. The package approach was intended to address the fact that none of
the sources being discussed would be able to close the transportation funding
gap identified by agency staff. This survey was completed at the Task Force’s
fifth meeting and in a follow-up online survey for those members who were
unable to attend the meeting. 32 out of the 61 members of the Task Force
participated in this exercise. The top vote-getting revenue sources that Task
Force members supported for 2018 were (see Appendix C for total vote tally):

e Sales Tax (12 votes for 2018, 25 overall), estimated annual revenue, $50-
$150 million

¢ Gross Receipts: Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase (11 votes for
2018, 19 overall), estimated annual revenue, $13-$100 million

e Vehicle License Fee (VLF) - San Francisco (SB 1492) (8 votes for 2018, 35
votes overall), estimated annual revenue, $12-$73 million

¢ Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig Economy Tax (4 votes for 2018, 13 votes
overall), estimated annual revenue, $8-$30 million

Two additional sources received high numbers of votes (Congestion Pricing
and Transportation Network Company (TNC) Fees, but both would require
state legislation before San Francisco would be able to put them in place

Figure 14: Votes for revenue sources at the October 2017 Task Force meeting, T2045 Task Force 2017

REVENUE SOURCES WITH THE MOST VOTES VOTES FOR VOTES FOR TOTAL
2018 AFTER 2018 | VOTES
8 27 35

Vehicle License Fee (VLF) - San Francisco (SB 1492)

K Gross Receipts: Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase 1 8 19
L Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig Economy Tax 4 9 13
N Sales Tax 12 13 25
) Congestion Pricing n/a 20 20
AA Transportation Network Company (TNC) Fee n/a 24 24
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locally. For more information on these sources, see Recommendation #4.

The top two 2018 vote-getting revenue sources, Sales Tax and Gross Receipts:
Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase, each also received strong opposition
from other members of the task force, with no revenue source receiving
consensus support. Additionally, after the survey was released, some members
of the Transportation Justice Coalition expressed concern that the survey

RANKED CHOICE VOTING

Ranked choice voting is a method
of voting that allows voters to
rank multiple options in order of
preference. Voters can rank as
many options as they choose. To
determine the option with most
support, votes from the option with
the lowest number of 1st choice
votes are re-allocated to those
voters’ second choice votes. In this
way, voters are given more options
and are less restricted as they are
able to support multiple options.

should have listed gross receipts as a single revenue option rather than
splitting it into commercial rents and platform/gig economy, noting that
gross receipts taxes can be tailored in many different ways, including
but not limited to targeting commercial rents and/or the platform/gig
economy. Several survey respondents commented through the survey
that they would have preferred to see these listed as a package/one
measure. However, other members of the task force only supported
one of the two forms of gross receipts taxes listed here, and would not
have supported a combination of both commercial rent and platform/
gig economy taxes. If the votes for both variations of Gross Receipts are
added up, it has 15 votes for 2018, and 32 votes overall.

The Task Force participated in a ranked choice vote of these four top
sources after the sixth meeting, as part of the final T2045 Task Force
survey. Over 70% of the voting Task Force members participated in

this final survey online. The ranked choice voting exercise was not intended
to identify a “winner” but to help policymakers better understand and gain
insight into the different perspectives of the Task Force members. The Gross
Receipts Tax: Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase received the most votes
in the ranked choice exercise, with Sales Tax in the close second position.
Every Task Force member who voted for the Gross Receipts Tax: Platform/Gig
Economy Tax as their 1st choice also listed the Gross Receipts Tax: Commercial
Property Rent Increase as their 2nd choice, and their votes were subsequently
counted for the Commercial Property Rent Increase in the subsequent rounds
of analysis of the vote.

In the final survey for the T2045 Task Force, members were also asked about

Figure 15: Ranked Choice Voting for Revenue Measure for 2018, T2045 Task Force 2017

REVENUE SOURCE

o =z X

1ST PLACE 2ND PLACE | 3RD PLACE | FINAL ROUND
VOTES VOTES VOTES VOTES
13 12 8 21

Gross Receipts: Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase

Sales Tax 15 5 5 19
Vehicle License Fee (VLF) - San Francisco (SB 1492) 7 12 14 n/a
Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig Economy Tax 5 1 10 n/a
No vote 1
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their level of support for a potential package of revenue sources. They were
able to indicate either strong support, support with conditions, or no support
for various measures. Included in this list were the top two vote-getting sources
for post-2018: Transportation Network Company (TNC) Fees and Congestion
Pricing (see Recommendation #4 for more information on these sources). Figure
16 demonstrates that most sources received majority support or support with
conditions, with less than 1/3 of Task Force members rejecting any source. The
high number of members voting to “Support with Conditions” demonstrates

the importance that policy-makers work closely with stakeholders to iron out

the details on any given source in order to reach majority or super-majority
support.

While these six revenue sources received the highest level of support from
Task Force members, the Transportation Justice Coalition submitted a revenue

Figure 16: Support votes for a multi-year package of revenue sources, package proposal including additional
T2045 Task Force 2017

REVENUE SOURCE SECTIRA RIS EVAREEI I T.sk Force’s November meeting. The
et REL LIS LN Bl  proposal included two 2018 legislative

Vehicle License Fee (VLF) - San actions that could be taken by the Board

AA

Francisco (SB 1492)

Gross Receipts: Commercial
Property Rent Tax Increase

Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig
Economy Tax

Sales Tax

Congestion Pricing

Transportation Network
Company (TNC) Fee

sources, which was presented at the

of Supervisors. The first was to raise the

18 14 7 Transportation Sustainability Fee (TSF)

on non-residential projects to maximize

19 9 g thefee perthe 2015 Economic Feasibility

Study, and to allow expenditures to be

12 15 13 used for transit service operations. This

proposal was also supported by several

Task Force members in the final survey.

23 9 3 The SFMTA is required to update the

Economic Feasibility Study periodically,

with the next update scheduled for 2018. The second proposal submitted

by the Transportation Justice Coalition was to establish a full-cost recovery

program for large, corporate-sponsored events that create increased transit

demands and impact public rights-of-way, with any saved funds put toward

transportation improvements benefiting the neighborhoods affected by those
events.

15 17 6

Shortly before the final Transportation 2045 Task Force meeting in December
2017, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (Transportation
Authority) commissioned a public opinion survey on increasing funding for
transportation investments. The survey was conducted by Fairbank, Maslin,
Maullin, Metz & Associates. It involved 1,013 interviews via telephone, cell
phone and online between Dec. 1-7, 2017. The survey showed that 7 in 10 likely
San Francisco voters see a “great need” or “some need” for transportation
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improvements. The survey also gauged support for the four revenue sources
that were identified by the T2045 Task Force for consideration for a 2018 ballot
measure. First, respondents were asked which of the four revenue measures
they would support. In that round, they indicated strongest support for sales
tax (59 percent) and business taxes on commercial rents (58 percent). A
majority also supported a tax on service intermediary companies (54 percent)
and vehicle license fee (53 percent). Second, after the respondents were given
more detailed descriptions, respondents drew sharper distinctions among
the potential measures. Support for taxes on commercial rent increased to 65
percent and support for a tax on service intermediary companies that contract
with independent workers like ride-hailing and food delivery increased to
59 percent. Support for a vehicle license fee decreased to 49 percent, while
support for a one-half cent increase in the sales tax similarly decreased to 37
percent. More than two-thirds of respondents said it was “extremely important”
or “very important” that new funding go toward street repaving and Muni
maintenance (75 percent) and expanding BART, Caltrain and Muni service
to reduce congestion (70 percent). Other expenditures found strong

TNCS TODAY support, including pedestrian and bicyclist safety improvements (63
percent), and providing paratransit for disabled users (62 percent). For
In 2017, the Transportation more details on the survey results, see Appendix E.

Authority released the TNCs
Today report, which focused on

Transportation Network Company Recommendation #4: Continue research,
Francisco. Key findings include: development, and, as appropriate, seek
- Ona iyl vy, THE: State legislation for congestion pricing

make approximately 15% of all

intra-san Francisco venicie trips. | @nd Transportation Network Company

® At peak periods, TNCs are fees
estimated to comprise 20-26% of

vehicle trips in Downtown areas . . .
and the South of Market. At the In addition to the sources listed above, Transportation Network

other end of the range, TNCs Company (TNC) Fees and Congestion Pricing received a high number
comprise 2%-4% of peak vehicle of votes of support. While members of the Transportation Justice
;r;;r)ts(;? ttlree Csicxthern 2] TESHETT Coalition hope to see action on these revenue sources in the coming
) year, other task force members expressed strong opposition to one or
® On an average weekday, more both of these revenue sources. These sources require additional stud
than 5,700 TNC vehicles operate o q ) S y
on San Francisco streets during and outreach to address community concerns and determine viability,
the peak period. On Fridays, over and would require state authorization before San Francisco would be

6,500 TNC vehicles are on the :
street at the peak. able to implement them locally.

Z°r alfu"d"tsr: of finditnq§ ?t"d to o Transportation Network Company (TNC) Fees (24 votes
FLll LG overall): TNC Fees could be structured in a number of ways, from a

www.sfcta.org/tncstoday per-ride fee to a congestion charge on TNC rides. San Francisco is
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currently not authorized to regulate TNCs, which are under the purview
of the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). The San Francisco
County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) conducted a study that
estimates that 25% of peak-period vehicle trips in downtown and South of
Market are attributable to TNCs. There continue to be gaps in data on the
proliferation of TNC vehicles on San Francisco’s streets.

e Congestion Pricing (20 votes overall): Congestion Pricing would require
state authorizing legislation before San Francisco could implement a
pricing program. The San Francisco County Transportation Authority’s
previous study on Congestion Pricing is from 2010, and requires updates
and additional analysis. A Congestion Pricing program would not be
intended as a revenue-generating tool, but would have policy and nexus
requirements to direct revenues into improvements designed to improve
alternative modes of transportation and reduce congestion.

Recommendation #5: Support a general
obligation bond in 2024 for transportation
The 2024 Transportation General Obligation Bond is included in the City’s

Capital Plan, was a recommendation of the T2030 process, and received strong
support in the final T2045 Task Force survey.

Figure 17: Support for a 2024 General Obligation
Bond for Transportation, T2045 Task Force 2017.

Yes, 95%

vote, 2.5%
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Appendix A: Revenue
Sources Details Matrix
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LOCAL
REVENUE

SOURCE DESCRIPTION

VEHICLE-RELATED

POTENTIAL ANNUAL
REVENUE RANGE
(MILLIONS $2017)

ASSUMPTIONS
FOR RANGE

IS 2018

POSSIBLE?

Revenue Sources: Details Matrix*

WHO IS IMPACTED?

OPTIONS TO
COLLECTION
MECHANISM

SCALE/PROVIDE
EXEMPTIONS

WHO PAYS? NOTES ON EQUITY IMPACTS

WHAT WOULD IT TAKE TO
IMPLEMENT LOCALLY?

STATE
AUTHO-
RIZATION
REQUIRED?

LOCAL
INITIATION
PROCESS

VOTER
APPROVAL
THRESHOLD

EXPENDITURE
RESTRICTIONS

A Gas Tax, A new gas tax in San Francisco re- 10 cent-25 cent $19-$47 Yes Tax paid at Residents, Vehicle ownership is concentrated in No 2/3 majority 2/3 majority Transportation
San Francisco quired to be spent on transportation the pump businesses outer neighborhoods of SF. Vehicles of BOS capital projects
projects and programs. Based on and visitors with higher gas mileage tend to be new- only (not including
fuel consumption level projections er and more expensive. rolling stock)
from the State Board of Equalization.
B Parking Fees, Anincrease in the fees on parking 5-15% increase $3.6-510.8 Yes Increase in Residents,  Could include Vehicle ownership is concentrated in No SFMTA can None required None
City Facilities  in the City's facilities (garages) to across all SFM- the price of businesses, exemptions outer neighborhoods of SF. Lower set fees ad-
- Increase increase revenues. TA facilities parking and visitors income households tend to own fewer ministratively
vehicles.
(o4 Parking Tax -  Anincrease to the City's parking 0.5% to 1% $1.5-83 Yes Monthly Drivers San Francisco already has the highest No 50% vote 50% for general 80% of current
Increase tax on all privately-owned parking remittance using parking tax rate of any CA city. The next of BOS tax, 2/3 for parking tax
lots. Estimate is based on the City's parking lots highest is Oakland at 18.5%. Most cities dedicated tax revenues goes to
parking tax collections. San Francis- with a parking tax have a rate of 10%. SFMTA, while 20%
co currently has a 25% parking tax This is a declining revenue stream. goes to the General
on all off-street parking spaces in Fund.
the city.
D Vehicle As authorized by Senate Bill 1492 0.25% to0 1.35% $12-$73 Yes Annual Residents Fee is based on Vehicle ownership is concentrated in No 2/3 vote 50% majority None
License Fee (Leno), establish a SF VLF of 1.35%, license fee and vehicle value outer neighborhoods of SF of BOS
(VLF), San which along with the state's .65% businesses
Francisco (SB  VLF would restore total VLF for mo-
1492) tor vehicles registered in SF to the
historic 2% level for general fund
purposes. Estimate based on 2015
projections.
E Vehicle An additional $5 VRF to be dedicat-  $1to $5 $2 Yes Annual Residents Vehicle ownership is concentrated in No 50% vote 2/3 majority Required to be
Registration ed to bicycle infrastructure purposes per vehicle registration and outer neighborhoods of SF of BOS spent on bike
Fee (VRF), and associated maintenance. Cities, (max set by fee businesses and trail uses;
Bicycle counties, or regional park districts legislation) maintenance OK
Infrastructure may impose and collect this fee.
(SB 1183) Estimate based on current VRF rev-

enues. Legislative authority sunsets
December 31, 2024.

PROPERTY-RELATED

F Parcel Tax A flat-rate parcel tax, paid $50 to $250 $10-$50 Yes Annual tax Residents Could include Parcel taxes are typically a flat fee per No 50% vote 2/3 majority None
annually, on all 200,000+ flat-rate and busi- exemptions parcel, which is regressive due to the of BOS
San Francisco parcels. nesses fact that owners of lower-valued proper-
ties pay the same amount as owners of
higher-valued properties.
G Real Property An increase to the City's current 1% to 5% $2.5-812.5 Yes Tax paid at Residents The City currently This is the City's most volatile revenue No 50% vote of 50% for general None
Transfer Tax Real Property Transfer Tax, which of revenues time of and has a progressive  source that can sometimes see year- BOS tax, 2/3 for
(RPTT) - In- is a tax on the sale of real property. transaction businesses  RPTT, with rates to-year variances of greater than 70%. dedicated tax
crease Estimate is based on average tax increased in the Because of the volatility, this type of

collections during the most recent
economic cycle.

Nov 2016 election tax is typically best used for one-time
expenditures rather than on-going

expenditures.

* Please note that this reflects the latest information collected by staff, and is subject to change. For more information on these sources, see www.sftransportation2045.com/revenuesources
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LOCAL
REVENUE
SOURCE

Transportation
Sustainability
Fee (TSF) -
Increase

DESCRIPTION

An increase to the TSF imposed
on new development in San Fran-
cisco. Based on a 2016 proposal

to increase the fee by $2 on large
commercial property development
(from $19.04 per gross square foot
to $21.04). The increased fee may
impact the development market
and generate fewer revenues than
forecast here.

POTENTIAL ANNUAL
ASSUMPTIONS REVENUE RANGE
FOR RANGE (MILLIONS $2017)

$1-3 increase $1.2-$3.6 Yes
on large

commercial

property

development

1S 2018
POSSIBLE?

COLLECTION
MECHANISM
Fee on
development,
collected
upon permit
issuance

WHO PAYS?

Businesses

WHAT WOULD IT TAKE TO

WHO IS IMPACTED?

OPTIONS TO
SCALE/PROVIDE
EXEMPTIONS

Current structure
targets certain
types of develop-
ment only

STATE
AUTHO-
RIZATION
REQUIRED?

NOTES ON EQUITY IMPACTS

Could impact the market for develop- No
ment in the city, negatively impacting
the economic climate

IMPLEMENT LOCALLY?

LOCAL
INITIATION
PROCESS

50% vote of
BOS

VOTER
APPROVAL
THRESHOLD

None required

EXPENDITURE
RESTRICTIONS

Must be consistent
with nexus study

PAID BY INDIVIDUALS AND BUSINESSES |

Carbon Tax

Gross
Receipts:
General Tax
Increase

Gross
Receipts:
Commercial
Property Rent
Tax Increase

Gross
Receipts:
Platform/Gig
Economy Tax

Payroll Tax -
Increase

An increase to the existing utility
user tax (UUT) on commercial elec-
tricity and natural gas, and extend-
ed to residential users, with some
exemptions. Estimate based on 2016
proposal for 2.5% rate. Maximum
range of 3.5% reflects UUT rate

set at effective rate of 11%, which
matches the rate in LA (highest in
CA).

A increase to the rates of the
current gross receipts tax in San
Francisco, or expanding the base to
include more payers. The current

tax is varied by industry with tiered
rates. Estimate is based on anticipat-
ed gross receipts revenue at the end
of phase in.

An increase to the current gross
receipts tax rate on commercial
property rents, with exemptions

for small businesses and non-prof-
its. The current rate is 0.3%. Low
revenue estimate applies .531% rate
on commercial properties over $25
million; high estimate applies 1.5%
rate to all commercial properties in
the city.

A gross receipts tax on revenues
kept by service intermediary com-
panies which contract with indepen-
dent workers to provide services like
ride-hailing and food delivery.

This would increase the City's
current payroll tax rate. This tax is
imposed on a business' total payroll.
The City is currently in the process
of phasing out its payroll tax. Taxes
can be deducted from wages or paid
by employers. Estimates are based
on anticipated payroll tax revenue
during final year of phase out.

1% to 3.5% $2.5-$8 Yes

1% to 5%
increase in
revenues

$5-$23 Yes

Range reflects $13-$100 Yes
choices on
rates and

exclusions

Range reflects $8-$30 Yes
options on nar-

rowing and ex-

panding taxed

activities and

rate changes

1% to 5%
increase in
revenues

$2-512 Yes

Included on
utility bill

Annual tax

Annual tax

Annual tax

Annual tax

Residents
and
businesses

Businesses

Businesses

Businesses

Businesses

2016 proposal
included
exemptions for
green energy

Under the City's
current struc-
ture, rates vary
by industry, and
have marginal
progressive rates
based on gross
receipts size.
Small businesses

with less than $1m

in gross receipts
are exempt.

Could include
exemptions, such
as for small busi-
nesses

Could include
exemptions,
such as for small
businesses

Small business
exemption
currently

set at $300k
in payroll

The City's current UUT is a tax only on No
commercial properties. As a user-fee

that would be extended to residential

uses, this would be considered a regres-

sive tax, disproportionately impacting

low income households.

The City is currently phasing in the No
gross receipts tax as it phases out the

payroll tax. The City could potentially

seek to extend this period to fully phase

out the payroll tax.

No

No

The City is currently phasing out the No
existing payroll tax in favor of a gross

receipts tax. The City could seek to

extend the phase-out period to fully

eliminate the payroll tax.

50% vote
of BOS

50% vote
of BOS

50% vote
of BOS

50% vote
of BOS

The City is
currently
phasing out
the existing
payroll tax

in favor of a
gross receipts
tax program

50% for general
tax, 2/3 for
dedicated tax

50% for general
tax, 2/3 for
dedicated tax

50% for general
tax, 2/3 for
dedicated tax

50% for general
tax, 2/3 for
dedicated tax

50% for general
tax, 2/3 for
dedicated tax

None

None

None

None

None
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LOCAL
REVENUE
SOURCE

N Sales Tax

DESCRIPTION

An increase to San Francisco's sales
tax for general revenue purposes

or dedicated purposes. SB 566
authorizes a combined city and
county sales tax rate of up to 2.0%.
Currently, SF has 1.25% in local sales
tax leaving an unused authorization
of 0.75%.

ENTERTAINMENT/LEISURE-RELATED

POTENTIAL ANNUAL

ASSUMPTIONS REVENUE RANGE

FOR RANGE (MILLIONS $2017)
0.25% to $51-$157
0.75%

IS 2018
POSSIBLE?

Yes

COLLECTION
MECHANISM

Included at
point of sale

WHO PAYS?

Residents,
businesses,
and visitors

WHO IS IMPACTED?

OPTIONS TO
SCALE/PROVIDE
EXEMPTIONS

Many groceries
and other
essentials
currently exempt

NOTES ON EQUITY IMPACTS

SF residents pay approximately 58%
of collected sales taxes; visitors pay
approximately 34%, and businesses
pay 8%; sales taxes disproportionately
impact lower-income households.

WHAT WOULD IT TAKE TO
IMPLEMENT LOCALLY?

STATE
AUTHO- LOCAL
RIZATION INITIATION
REQUIRED? PROCESS
No 2/3 vote

of BOS

VOTER
APPROVAL
THRESHOLD

50% for general
tax, 2/3 for
dedicated tax

EXPENDITURE
RESTRICTIONS

None

(0] Large Event An additional charge on tickets for $1to $5 $8-$39 Yes Included at Residents Can be defined to  User taxes and fees are often con- No 50% vote 50% for general Nexus requirements
Ticket events with at least 1,000 attendees, surcharge point of sale and visitors include or exclude sidered regressive because they take of BOS tax, 2/3 for likely to apply
Surcharge including performances, presen- certain types of a larger percentage of income from dedicated tax

tations, or sports, based on 2013 events low-income groups than high-income
estimate. groups.

P Sports An excise tax on sports franchises. TBD TBD Yes TBD, likely an Sports No 50% vote 50% for general None
Franchise The structure of the tax would deter- annual tax franchises of BOS tax, 2/3 for
Tax mine the revenues. in San dedicated tax

Francisco

Q Transient An increase to the City's current 0.5% to 1% $13-$26 Yes Included at Visitors and User taxes and fees are often con- No 50% vote 50% for general None
Occupancy Transient Occupancy Tax, whichisa increase point of sale business sidered regressive because they take of BOS tax, 2/3 for
Tax (Hotel tax imposed on anyone renting ac- travelers a larger percentage of income from dedicated tax
Tax) commodations in a hotel, inn, motel low-income groups than high-income

or other short-term lodging for less
than 30 days. The current rate is
14%. Increasing by 1% would set SF
equal to the highest rate in CA (15%
in Anaheim).

groups. However, this tax would not be
expected to have a disproportionate
impacts on low income residents of SF.

SOURCES ELIGIBLE AFTER 2018

R Assessment A tax assessed on property withina  Varies Varies No Annual tax Residents Assessment rates No Requires 2/3 vote of Revenues must
Districts, defined community district, typically and can be scaled/ development  district finance projects
Mello-Roos, to finance public infrastructure. Can- businesses  based on property of a plan both  residents or within or direct-
Community not be ad ad-valorem property tax, size and features for the rate landowners ly benefiting the
Facilities but could be assessed by a variety of of taxation, district
District ways including a straight per-parcel the size of the

fee, a fee based on square footage, district, and

number of bedrooms, etc. the uses of
the revenue,
and 50% vote
of BOS

S Congestion A fee paid to drive in designated 2010 study $60-$80 No Electronic toll Residents, Could include Yes 50% vote None required Transportation cap-
Pricing congested areas. Not intended as estimate payment businesses, exemptions of BOS ital projects only

a revenue-generating tool but as and visitors
part of a policy package to reduce

congestion. Estimate based on 2010

study. This would require State

authorization.

T General A $500 million general obligation $500M bond $70 No; already Bond Residents The Ten-Year Capital Plan limits the No 50% vote of 2/3 majority Transportation
Obligation bond (backed by property tax reve- every 7 years in the City's  issuance and busi- property tax rate at the FY2005-06 BOS or SFMTA capital projects
Bond (GO nues) for transportation, as assumed capital plan backed by nesses level of approximately 1.12%. Typically, Board only (not including
Bond) in the City's Capital Plan for 2024. for 2024 property the City only issues new debt when old rolling stock)

taxes debt is retired, and any new GO bond

would need to be fit into the City's
Capital Plan.
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WHAT WOULD IT TAKE TO

WHO IS IMPACTED?
IMPLEMENT LOCALLY?

STATE
AUTHO-
RIZATION

LOCAL
REVENUE

POTENTIAL ANNUAL
ASSUMPTIONS REVENUE RANGE

OPTIONS TO LOCAL

INITIATION

VOTER
APPROVAL

COLLECTION

EXPENDITURE

AA

BB

cC

SOURCE

High-Polluting
Vehicle Tax

Income Tax,
Corporate

Income Tax,
Personal

Property Tax,
Commercial

Residential
Parking
Permit Fees

Robot Tax

Transportation
Network Com-
pany (TNCs)
Fee

Vehicle
License Fee
(VLF) on 2nd
Vehicles

Vehicle Miles
Traveled
(VMT) Fee

DESCRIPTION

A tax specifically on high-polluting
vehicles. This could be structured as
an excise tax or a vehicle registra-
tion fee.

An income tax assessed on enti-
ties treated as corporations doing
business in San Francisco. Revenues
would be dependent on structure
and rate of taxation. This tax would
require State authorization.

An income tax on individuals, which
could potentially include both San
Francisco residents and non-resi-
dents working in San Francisco. This
tax would require State authori-
zation. Estimate assumes a tax on
incomes over $1 million.

An increase to the City's current
property tax rate, only on com-
mercial properties. This tax would
require passage of a statewide ballot
measure overturning Prop 13.

An increase in the residential park-
ing permit fees. This is a cost-re-
covery fee, and can only crease if
program costs increase, and there-
fore by definition does not generate
revenue.

A tax levied on companies employing
robot workers in San Francisco.

A per-ride fee on TNC rides to help
pay for congestion management ef-
forts to mitigate the impacts of TNC
trips. Estimate assumes a $0.20 per-
ride fee, and uses the Transportation
Authority's estimate of the number
of TNC rides taking place within San
Francisco. This would require State
authorization.

An increase to the VLF on the sec-
ond (and third, etc.) vehicle owned
by a household or business.

A per-mile fee on all motor vehicle
travel within SF. Estimate based on
SFCTA VMT modeling.

FOR RANGE
TBD

TBD

0.5% to 1%
(on incomes
over $1 million)

$0.20 to $1
surcharge per
ride

0.25% to 1.35%
of vehicle value

1or 2 cents per
mile

IS 2018
(MILLIONS $2017) POSSIBLE?

TBD No
TBD No
$62-5124 No
Unknown No
None No
Unknown No
$12.5-$62.5 No
$8-$46 No
$31-$62 No

MECHANISM

TBD, excise
tax at time
of purchase
or annual
registration
or other

Annual tax

Annual tax

Annual
permit fee

Per-ride fee

Annual
license fee

TBD, CTC

is studying
electronic
transponder
and manual
recording
mechanisms

WHO PAYS?

Residents
and busi-
nesses

Businesses

Residents
and com-
muters
(potentially)

Businesses

Residents

Businesses

Businesses

Residents
and
businesses

Residents,
businesses,
and visitors

SCALE/PROVIDE
EXEMPTIONS

Could include
exemptions

Could include a
progressive rate
structure

Could include a
progressive rate
structure

Cost-recovery
program only

Could include
exemptions

Could include
exemptions

NOTES ON EQUITY IMPACTS

Vehicle ownership is concentrated
in outer neighborhoods of SF. Could

disproportionately impact lower income

households.

Would require splitting commercial and

residential tax rolls, and therefore would

have to be a statewide proposal

May disproportionately impact lower
income households

May disproportionately impact lower
income households

Vehicle ownership is concentrated in
outer neighborhoods of SF.

Vehicle ownership is concentrated in
outer neighborhoods of SF. As a user
fee, could disproportionately impact
lower income households.

REQUIRED?
Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes; would
require a
statewide
ballot
initiative
to overturn
Prop 13

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

PROCESS

Cannot ini-
tiate locally
without state
authorizing
legislation

Cannot ini-
tiate locally
without state
authorizing
legislation

Cannot ini-
tiate locally
without state
authorizing
legislation

Cannot ini-
tiate locally
without state
authorizing
legislation

None

Cannot
initiate locally
without state
authorizing
legislation

Cannot ini-
tiate locally
without state
authorizing
legislation

Cannot
initiate locally
without state
authorizing
legislation

Cannot-ini-
tiate locally
without state
authorizing
legislation

THRESHOLD

N/A

None required

RESTRICTIONS
None

None

None

None

Cost-recovery only

TBD

Nexus requirements
likely to apply

Nexus requirements
likely to apply

None
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Revenue Considerations

Could Generate
Significant
Revenues

Reliable

Potential for
Growth

Flexible

>$50 million per year

Permanent or long-term (7-year)
revenue sources are preferred;
sources with steady (flat or
increasing), predictable revenue
streams are preferred

Revenue growth is expected to
keep pace with or exceed the
rate of inflation

All transportation investments
including capital and operating
needs are eligible for funding; no
or limited restrictions such as
geographic limitations, project
type or “nexus" requirements

Process Considerations

Easy to Establish

Dedicated to
Transportation

Easy to Administer

No state authorizing legislation
is required

By definition or as required by
state authorizing legislation,
revenues must be spent on
transportation (e.g. local gas tax)
or revenue measure requires
a voter-approved expenditure
plan dedicating funding to
transportation or there is a
strong nexus requirement
limiting use of the revenues
to identified purposes for the
duration of the measure

An existing system is in place to
collect revenues and pass them
to a local entity to administer

$30 - $50 million per year

Permanent or long-term
sources that fluctuate
moderately with large-scale
economic booms and busts

Revenue growth is expected to
remain stable (flat or growing
less than inflation)

Not all transportation
investments are eligible (e.q.
no operations, no rolling
stock) and/or nexus or
other requirements restrict
distribution of funds

State authorization is required
and precedent exists in CA for
transportation purposes

Funds can be dedicated to
transportation by the revenue
measure, depending on how
the measure is structured
[note: this metric uses "can
be" intead of "moderate"]

No existing system to collect
revenues in San Francisco, but
approach is known and part
of local implementation (e.g.
congestion pricing)

>$30 million per year

Less than seven years of revenues
expected OR unpredictable sources
such as those with frequent
fluctuations, particularly in the
downward direction

Revenues are expected to decline
due to an anticipated decrease

in the taxed activity, for example
vehicles are likely to become more
fuel-efficient (“cleaner” vehicles) in
the coming years and so a high-
polluting vehicle tax will likely
generate fewer revenues over time

Significant limitations on use of
funds such as a narrow range of
eligible project types (e.g. SB1183
is for bicycle infrastructure only) or
very limited geographic area where
funds can be invested (within a
business improvement district)

State authorizing legislation is
required

By requirement of state authorizing
legislation, revenues must be raised
for general purposes and cannot be
dedicated as part of the revenue
ballot measure itself

There is no system in place to
collect revenues and pass to local
entity
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Policy Considerations

Equitable - Low
Impact on

Low Income
Households

Ability to Support
Policy Objectives

The revenue source is
progressive in that lower-
income households pay a lower
proportion of their annual
income than higher-income
residents

Revenue sources with the most
direct impact on travel behavior
(e.q. congestion pricing), where
impacts are made on travel
choice on a real-time or daily
basis

The revenue source is a low
dollar amount per year, or
may not be collected from
low-income households due
to household behavior (e.g.
vehicle fees, as low-income
households have low vehicle-
ownership rates)

Revenue source collection is
levied or felt infrequently or
periodically, and has less of an
impact on travel behavior, such
as gas taxes

The revenue source
disproportionately impacts lower-
income households and does not
follow the user-pays principle

Revenue collection has no clear
nexus with transportation systems
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Appendix C: Revenue
Source Preference Task
Force Survey Results
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REVENUE SOURCES 2018 VOTES | ADDITIONAL | TOTAL
VOTES VOTES

VEHICLE-RELATED SOURCES

A Gas Tax, SF 2 6 8
B Parking Fees, City Facilities 0 1 1
C Parking Tax 0 1 1
D Vehicle License Fee (VLF) - SF (SB 1492) 8 27 35
E Vehicle Registration Fee (VRF) - Bicycle Infrastructure (SB 1183) 1 2 3
PROPERTY-RELATED SOURCES

F  Parcel Tax 0 4 4
G Real Property Transfer Tax (RPTT)

H Transportation Sustainability Fee (TSF) - Increase 1 5 6
PAID BY INDIVIDUALS AND BUSINESSES

I Carbon Tax 0 1 1
J Gross Receipts: General Tax Increase 1 3 4
K  Gross Receipts: Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase 1 8 19
L  Gross Receipts: Independent Contractor Economy Tax 9 13
M Payroll Tax 0 0 0
N Sales Tax 12 13 25
ENTERTAINMENT / LEISURE-RELATED SOURCES

0 Large Event Ticket Surcharge 1 4 5
P Sports Franchise Tax 0 7 7
Q Transiet Occupancy Tax (Hotel Tax) 1 3 4
SOURCES ELIGIBLE AFTER 2018

R Assessment Districts - Mello Roos, Community Facilities Districts N/A 0 0
S Congestion Pricing N/A 20 20
T General Obligation Bond N/A 6 6
U High-Polluting Vehicle Tax N/A 2 2
V  Income Tax - Corporate N/A 3 3
W Income Tax - Personal N/A 5 5
X  Property Tax - Commercial N/A 3 3
Y Residential Parking Permit Fees N/A 2 2
Z Robot Tax N/A 3 3
AA Transportation Network Company (TNC) Fee N/A 24 24
BB Vehicle License Fee (VLF) on 2nd Vehicles N/A 1 1
CC Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Fee N/A 2 2
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Preferred Expenditure Plan Scenarios, T2045 Task Force 2017

EXPENDITURE PLAN SCENARIO VOTES

Scenario 1 Proposition J + Focus on Street Resurfacing 9
Scenario 2 Proposition J + Focus on Transit Expansion 10
Scenario 3 Proposition J + Focus on Local Transit and Vision Zero 21

No vote 1

Ranked Choice Voting for Revenue Measure for 2018, T2045 Task Force 2017

REVENUE SOURCE 1ST PLACE | 2ND PLACE | 3RD PLACE | FINAL ROUND
VOTES VOTES VOTES VOTES

K Gross Receipts: Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase

N Sales Tax 15 5 5 19

D Vehicle License Fee (VLF) - San Francisco (SB 1492) 7 12 14 n/a

L Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig Economy Tax 5 1 10 n/a
No vote 1

Support votes for a multi-year package of revenue sources, T2045 Task Force 2017

REVENUE SOURCE STRONGLY SUPPORT W/ | DO NOT
SUPPORT CONDITIONS | SUPPORT

Vehicle License Fee (VLF) - San Francisco (SB 1492)

K Gross Receipts: Commercial Property Rent Tax Increase 18 14 7
L Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig Economy Tax 19 9 8
N Sales Tax 12 15 13
S Congestion Pricing 15 17 6
AA Transportation Network Company (TNC) Fee 23 9 3

Support for a 2024 Transportation General Obligation (GO) Bond, T2045 Task Force 2017

DO YOU GENERALLY SUPPORT THE CITY'S GO BOND APPROACH? COUNT

Yes 39
No 1
No vote 1
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Appendix E: SFCTA
Transportation Funding
Voter Opinion Survey
Results
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San Franciscans’ Support for

Increased Transportation Funding Survey
Methodology

1,013 online and telephone
interviews with registered voters
likely to cast ballots in
November 2018 in San Francisco

Interviews conducted

December 1-7, 2017

Interviews in English, Spanish, and
Chinese and on landlines and cell
phones

Margin of sampling error of +3.1% at the

Key Findings from a Citywide Voter Survey Conducted December 1-7, 2017

Commissioned by the San Francisco County Transportation Authority 95% confidence level
* Some percentages may not sum to 100%
due to rounding

Selected comparisons to a similar 2015

Ferirternk, M, Mo, Motz & Aceocies - FAMI

survey for the SFCTA
220-4934

NOTE

» This survey was designed to assess community
priorities for transportation funding, and to gauge the
relative appeal of four distinct funding mechanisms.

» It was not designed to make a final determination of a
funding measure’s viability, and firm conclusions about
viability cannot be derived from the data.

» Subsequent research should gauge support for the ISSU% G@ﬂt%Xt

policy details of a more specific plan, as well as the
impact of a range of pro and con arguments, before
conclusions are drawn about viability.

e 3
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Voters are increasingly concerned about the Nearly nine in ten likely voters either own a
direction of the City. car or have access to one.
Do you think things in San Francisco are generally going in the right direction, or do Do you own a car?

you feel that things are pretty seriously off on the wrong track?

| Right Direction m Wrong Track Don't Know/NA Yes, have car _ 75% Total
December Access
2017 34% 50% 16% No, but have access to a car . 11% to aCar

86%

March/April
/herd 48% 41% 10%
No, no access to car . 14%
April 2015 54% 27% 19% Don't know/NA/Refused | 19
P P
E—’" St Blls Wl Mibissss (W8 (1 pifrerent wording used in previous survey E‘" R, Ml Ml s i 1 Qi3.

Most San Francisco voters either drive and/or Seven in ten see a need for additional funding

ride Muni multiple times a week. for transportation in San Francisco.
Do you regularly, that is at least 2 or 3 times per week, use any of the following modes of In your personal opinion, do you think there is a great need, some need, a little need, or
P ] ; . ) 2 ), ),
transportation? By that | mean for any purpose, including commuting to school or work, no real need for additional funds to improve the transportation system in San Francisco?

running errands, or recreation.
mYes m No

Difference

Drive alone 62% 38% +24%
) . Some Need
Ride Muni 60% 40% +20% Some need 31% 719
0

Use a ride hail service like Uber, Lyft, or Chariot 42% 57% -15%
No Real Need
Don't know/NA 6%

—
E" E"" e e— .
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Nearly three in five voters support Support for RM3 is strongest among men, voters
Regional Measure 3. under age 50, Democrats, and white voters.
One measure may be on the ballot throughout the 9-county Bay Area. It would fund a plan to Demographic Group Total Yes Total No Undecided
reduce traffic; improve commutes; relieve BART crowding; reduce freeway bottlenecks; build Gender
carpool lanes; and improve bus, ferry, BART, and commuter rail, with a $1 toll increase effective Men @ 32% 5%
in 2019, a S1 increase in 2023, and a S1 increase in 2027, on all Bay Area toll bridges except the o
Golden Gate Bridge, with independent oversight and all funds staying in the Bay Area. omen 54% 40% 7%
ge
. 18-49 %) 27% 6%
petiitelyves I > G
vy ° Total 50-64 55% 37% 7%
Probably yes 26% | Yes 65+ 44% 51% 5%
Undecided, lean yes 11% 58% Party
Democrats % 33% 4%
Independents 53% 37% 11%
Undecided, lean no 3% Total Republicans 37% 58% 5%
ota
Probably no 13% No Latinos 41% 50% 9%
Definitely no _ 20% | 36% African-Americans 44% 45% 12%
All Asian/Pacific Islanders 53% 45% 3%
Chinese 56% 40% 4%
Undecided 6% Whites % 29% 6%
o y All Voters of Color 50% 44% 5%
E—‘ | b el e, i b (11 Q2. Do you think you would vote “yes” in favor of this measure or “no” to oppose it? Split Sample E—‘ | b el e, i b (11 Q2. Do you think you would vote “yes” in favor of this measure or “no” to oppose it? Split Sample

Approach to
Testing Initial
Support

» Survey participants were
split into four demographically
similar groups, each one-

Su pp@rt fl;:@r quarter of the sample

» All respondents heard the

Salﬂ FF@MCﬁS@O same hypothetical ballot

language for a funding

T_rfalnsp@h’tatijﬂﬂ measure, but each of the

four groups heard a different

Funding Maasumes funding mechanism.

11
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Ballot Language Tested

The San Francisco Transportation Improvement and Safety Measure
In order to:

» expand BART and Muni vehicle fleets;

» fix potholes and repair deteriorating streets;

» update infrastructure to keep BART, Muni, and Caltrain safe and prevent
breakdowns;

» improve bicycle and pedestrian facilities; and

» improve transportation for seniors and the disabled,

(Group 1:) shall the San Francisco sales tax rate be increased by %-cent
bringing the total tax to 9%,

(Group 2:) shall San Francisco add an annual assessment to the Vehicle
License Fee equal to 1.35% of the vehicle’s value,

#Group 3:) shall San Francisco increase the business tax rate on revenues
rom commercial rental properties up to 2.5%,

(Group 4:) shall San Francisco establish a 2% tax on revenues retained by
third-party service intermediary companies,

subject to independent audits and public oversight?

e
=
e, M M, b i . . o )
m L Wi Q3. fthere were an election today, do you think you would vote “yes” in favor of this measure or “no” to oppose it?

:
L

The sales tax and business tax on commercial rental
properties receive the strongest support, but no
funding mechanism reaches the two-thirds threshold.

If there were an election today, do you think you would
vote “yes” in favor of this measure or “no” to oppose it?

: Total Total
m Def. Yes m Prob./Und., Lean Yes = Prob./Und., Lean No m Def. No = Undecided Yes No
A comparable
CIEYOTIZ I Sales tax 33% 13% 5% 59% 36%
at 61% in 2015
ical
Properties
Service Intermediary o o o 5
Companies 38% 16% 17% 12%  54% 33%
Vehicle License Fee 31% 19% 6% 53% 41%

‘ el b M. s i - Q3 (Split Sample A, B, € &D).

The measure receives support at the two-
thirds level among voters under age 40.

Initial Support by Age

W Total Yes ®Total No = Undecided

Democrats and independents are much more
supportive of a potential measure
than are Republicans.
Initial Support by Party

mTotal Yes ®Total No = Undecided

18-49 50+

18-29  30-39 4049 50-64 65-74 75+

(% of

Sample) (11%) (21%) (18%) (26%) (15%) (8%) (50%) (50%) (24%)

3 (Total). If there were an election today, do you think you would vote “yes” in favor of this measure or “no” to
oppose it?

ra i
E_‘

oo Democrats Independents Republicans
% Of
Sample) (63%) (29%) (8%)
=
f 'r ) T e e T Q3 (Total). If there were an election today, do you think you would vote “yes” in favor of this measure or “no” to
L | A oppose it?

12
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White voters are more likely to vote “yes” than

Higher-income households are more likely to
are voters of color.

vote “yes” than low and middle-income ones.

Initial Support by Household Income Initial Support by Ethnicity
W Total Yes mTotal No = Undecided

W Total Yes mTotal No = Undecided

&
g N
N B
& © ) 3 &
8 N f§ N O NS
2 < & in) X o o
® ~ & $ &
~
& < ~ N & = & &
S
—_— E |
<$50,000 $50,000- $100,000- $100,000+ Latinos African- Asians/ Chinese Whites Voters
$100,000 $150,000 Americans Pacific Islanders of Color
(% of (% of
sample) (17%) (25%) (14%) (25%) sample)  (9%) (2%) (20%) (13%) (57%) (35%)
P P
Ll bl Q3 (Total). If the lection today, dc think ild vote “yes” in fa of this “no” te
L'_‘ Bl Ml Wb s '-G(ﬂz'fall, If there were an election today, do you think you would vote “yes” in favor of this measure or “no” to oppose it? L'_‘ B e Ml by e 11 opﬂosoefﬂ €1 were an election fody, do you thinkyou woulg vote fyes in Jover of fas measure or mno”to

Views on the potential measure are The most commonly-cited reasons for supporting the
similar across the City, with those on measure are to improve public transit and minimize traffic.
the eastside slightly more supportive. I a few of your own words, what are the main

reasons why you would vote YES on this measure?

(Open-ends; Grouped Responses Shown)

Initial Support by Quadrant of the City
mTotal Yes ®Total No = Undecided Improves public transportation [ 35%
Need infrastructure/traffic improvement [ RN 33%
Financially positive [N °%
Commercial landlord/Corporations need to be taxed [l 6%
Reduce use of private transportation/traffic [l 5%
Public safety [l 4%
Other mention — Positive [l 4%
Helps disabled/elderly [l 3%
As long as right people are paying the taxes il 3%
Need more BART/MUNI cars [l 2%
Cost is shared between vehicle owners [l 2%
Filthy/Dirty [l 2%
Would improve quality of life | 1%
Better than nothing [l 1%
Too many homeless on public transportation [l 1%

Northeast Southeast Northwest Southwest
(% of Other mention [l 2%
Sample) (26%) (32%) (18%) (24%) Undecided/need more information [l 3%
Don't know/NA/Unsure [l 5%

o
Q3 (Total). f there were an election today, do you think you would vote “yes” in favor of this measure o “no” to / y :
-l" 1! . Ml o A i 4 Qaa. (N=569) Asked only of those who would vote yes.

—
Lf-": e i i, W hommm 1 ey . L
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Comments in Favor of the Measure

-

:
L

much car traffic- if the money would go

Businesses utilize lots of the same
roads, and depending on the nature of

| would vote yes because there is too
the business I'm pretty sure they use it
more often than residents.

to public transit that would be helpful.

Need to fix roads, expand BART, fix the Muni system
and the infrastructure is decaying. No one has
touched it for years.

Because | think moving
towards public
transportation while
weening off of fossil fuels
will help global warming
and decrease congestion.

It will be worth it to improve the
transportation and

To improve Muni and potholes and to make infrastructure in San Francisco
it safer for seniors.

for a small increase.

y
F— . ]
‘ S, M. Ml s M 45, (N=569) I o few of your own words, what are the main reasons why you would vote YES on this measure?

Comments in Opposition to the Measure

We are overtaxed as it is, generating
revenue this way is the wrong

The City has enough money, they need to
approach, tax the very wealthy.

budget like the rest of us.

| believe that they can address it and get

This should not be a priority right now,
money somewhere else. Tax other people.

many other things more important.

W—)

I do not work, and everything is
expensive. | take the bus and don't
want to see price increases.

v

o
H.r S e TR 111
| ! Qab. (N=368) In a few of your own words, what are the main reasons why you would vote NO on this measure?

/

I remember the way San Francisco was
and | prefer the way things where before,
I don't like the way San Francisco is now!

Opposition is driven by a dislike of taxes.

In a few of your own words, what are the main
reasons why you would vote NO on this measure?
(Open-ends; Grouped Responses Shown)
Don't want/need more taxes [ 32%
Need to use current taxes better [ 14%
Wrong people paying for tax [ 10%
Too much government bureaucracy/Don't trust government (general) [ 9%
Problems still exist despite previous taxes [N 9%
Tax too high [ 5%
Hurts small business [l 4%

Bad for drivers [ 3%

Shouldn't be top priority [l 2%

Vague [ 2%

Bart/Muni is bad overall [§ 2%
System is already dysfunctional I 1%
Bad for disabled/elderly | 1%
More accountability needed [ 1%

Doesn't put priority on right issues inside measure || 1%

Other mention — Negative [ 2%

Other mention [ 2%

Undecided/Need more information [ 5%
— Don't know/NA/Unsure [ 2%

Y
b
‘ By i 1 ab. (N=368) Asked only of those who would vote no.

:
L

-

Shaping the Structure of
a Measure

22

74
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Upon hearing all four funding mechanisms
in isolation, voters drew sharper
distinctions in their acceptability.

DK/NA Total Total
Acc. Unacc.

29% 12% SC87% 65% 28%
13% 8% 59% 33%
13% EwLY7 18% 37% 61%

Q6 (Total). The final structure of the San Francisco transportation funding ballot measure | just described has not
been determined. | am going to read you several different potential sources of funding for the transportation
improvements described in that measure. Please tell me whether you would find it acceptable or unacceptable as a
way of raising money for these purposes.

W Very Acc. ™ Smwt. Acc. ™ Smwt. Unacc. ® Very Unacc.

Increasing the business tax rate on total revenues
from large commercial rental properties

(HALF SAMPLE: with exemptions for small
businesses and non-profits) up to 2.5%

Establishing a 2% tax on revenues kept by service
intermediary companies - which contract with
independent workers to provide services

like ride-hailing and food delivery

Add an annual local assessment to the state
vehicle license fee (HALF SAMPLE: equal to 1.35%
of the vehicle's value) (HALF SAMPLE: which
would restore the total state and local fee to the
prior rate of 2%)

29%
23%

15% 30% 6% 49%

Increasing the City sales tax rate by %-cent
bringing the total tax to 9%

E‘" o T

=

Exemptions make little difference in the
commercial business tax; historical context
helps modestly with the VLF.

W Very Acc. Smwt. Acc. Smwt. Unacc. ® Very Unacc. DK/NA

Total Total

Acc. Unacc.

Increasing the btg(ir;gtses With exemption information 30% 13%%% 67% 27%
on total revenues from
large commercial rental

properties ion i i 9 % A8% 63% 29%

(HALF SAMPLE: with No exemption information 27% 12% o o
exemptions for small
businesses and non-
profits) up to 2.5%

Equal to 1.35% of the veh‘iI:IIZ': 2% 15%% 45% 48%
Add an annual local

assessment to the state Which would restore the total
vehicle license fee...| state and local fee to the prior rate 27% WPEEA 16%% 52% 43%

of 2%

Q6b & ¢ (Split Sample E & F). The final structure of the San Francisco transportation funding ballot measure | just
described has not been determined. | am going to read you several different potential sources of funding for the
transportation improvements described in that measure. Please tell me whether you would find it acceptable or

SRy Ty —— 5
Al i - unacceptable as a way of raising money for these purposes.

Given small sample sizes, variations across
supervisorial districts are minor in most cases.
(Total Acceptable)

All Supervisorial Districts
AeGom 12 '3 4 5.6 7.8 9

Funding Mec| sms

10 11
Increasing the business tax rate on
total revenues from large commercial
rental properties (HALF SAMPLE: with
exemptions for small businesses and
non-profits) up to 2.5%
Establishing a 2% tax on revenues kept
by service intermediary companies -
which contract with independent
workers to provide services like ride-
hailing and food delivery
Add an annual local assessment to the
state vehicle license fee (HALF
SAMPLE: equal to 1.35% of the
vehicle's value) (HALF SAMPLE: which
would restore the total state and local
fee to the prior rate of 2%)
Increasing the City sales tax rate by
%-cent bringing the total tax to 9%

65% 60% 55% 63% 64% 75% 53% 59% 72% 71% 66% 71%

59% 58% 57% 63% 54% 52% 68% 53% 60% 65% 63% 60%

49% 57% 49% 51% 39% 49% 71% 38% 55% 41% 48% 38%

37% 45% 23% 41% 34% 41% 42% 30% 34% 37% 47% 39%

A 6 (Total funding ballot 1am going
r T o g described n that measure. Please tell me
i whether you would find it acceptable or unacceptable as a way of raising money for these purposes.
[

Voters place highest priority on repaving
streets, maintaining Muni and expanding
public transportation service.

W Ext. Impt. = Very Impt. = Swmt. Impt. ® Not Too Impt./DK/NA Ext./Very
_ Impt.
) y 2017 41% 19% 75%
Repaving and repairing streets
2015 45% 2% B 73%
*Maintaining Muni equipment and facilities 2017 41% 18% Ud  75%
to ensure vehicles' safety and reliability | 2015 24% 19% 72%
Expanding BART, Caltrain, and Muni service 2017 32% 20% 70%
to reduce congestion -2015 41% 19% 71%
Making street safety improvements for 2017 35% 2% WA 63%
pedestrians and bicyclists | 2015 38% 24% A 62%
H‘_" y ’ a. m
(e e R
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Par_atran5|t services and reduced ra_tes were also Transit improvements tend to be higher priorities to younger
important to voters, but lower-tier overall. voters, while repaving stands out among older voters.
(Total Extremely/Very Important)

® Ext. Impt. = Very Impt. = Swmt. Impt. ® Not Too Impt./DK/NA Ext./Very 6l Age
Impt. \CAGEN 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65-74 75+ 18-49 50+

[2017 38% 26% P4 62% Repaving and repairing streets 75% 73% 70% 72% 79% 79% 82% 71% 80%
Providing paratransit services for disabled persons Maintaining Muni . d faciliti
2015 41% 19% 71% aintaining Muni equipment and facilities  geq, 2300 279 739, 739 77% 75% 75% 75%

to ensure vehicles' safety and reliability

SRl AR, Gelie, e vy 70% 72% 81% 68% 68% 65% 57% 74% 65%

P service to reduce congestion
Providing reduced or free transit for seniors, people | 2017 32% 26% 61% servi uce congesti
ith disabiliti th, and low-i Making street safety improvements for o300 6500 7500 6296 61% 57% 59% 66% 59%
with disabilities, youth, and low-income persons | 5o, 5 T 21% 67% pedestrians and bicyclists °

Providing paratransit services for disabled 62% 67% 62% 60% 60% 61% 65% 63% 61%

persons
I Providing reduced or free transit for

Providing express bus services to connect outer | 2017 36% 29%5NEED) 59% seniors, people with disabilities, youth,  61%  71% 61% 58% 57% 62% 63% 62% 60%

neighborhoods to transit hubs and downtown | 515 37% 27% EEA 60% and low-income persons

Providing express bus services to connect
outer neighborhoods to transit hubs and 59% 68% 67% 61% 53% 53% 51% 65% 53%

- downtown
9 9 -
Improving management of freeway lanes to reduce 2017 33% 29% 17% EEEFG Improving management of freeway lanes
congestion and travel times and increase reliability | 515 35% 26% T 57% to reduce congestion and travel timesand ~ 55%  55% 60% 56% 52% 50% 55% 57% 52%

increase reliability

£ Q7.1am goingto read you st pa G am ol ety 5t of ey st ey fom o etk the cne st dsrsr gt b s, et me
T o e i, M i ' ‘o pay for ach 3 hot ; et e ha T e T o pay for each of
mportan,or ot 00 important? Worcing varies ightly rom tht n 2015 ey impertant, someshat Tportant, o nt oo Imporant?

Approach to Testing Messaging

v' Each respondent heard balanced
pro and con messaging, in rotated
order, focused on each potential
funding mechanism for the
hypothetical transportation funding
measure.

v’ Respondents first heard messaging
for the type of tax they were asked
about at the beginning of the
survey.

Messaging v’ Then they heard messaging on the

other funding mechanisms in a
random order.

v’ Broader messaging unrelated to the
__funding mechanism was not tested.

“Lf"; il

31
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Arguments For and Against a Business Tax on
Service Intermediary Companies

Let me ask you about the idea of establishing a 2% business tax on revenues from service

intermediary companies.

Supporters say that ride-hailing, food delivery, and similar companies use our roads and
cause congestion, and so they need to start paying their fair share to reduce traffic and
maintain roads. Currently, San Francisco taxpayers are subsidizing these costs for them.
Besides, since these companies don’t pay their workers benefits, and many pay less
business tax than other San Francisco companies, they can afford to help pay the cost of
transportation improvements, like increasing and improving bus service, repairing roads,

and mitigating traffic.

Opponents say that taxing ride-hailing, food delivery services, and the like could lead them
to raise costs for San Franciscans who use these services, or pass the costs on to their

workers, many of whom are low- or moderate-income.

Others say many of these

companies strengthen the economy in low-income neighborhoods, and might end up
moving their businesses out of San Francisco to avoid these taxes.

Having heard this, would you find establishing a 2% business tax on revenues from service
intermediary companies acceptable or unacceptable as a way of raising money to make

transportation improvements in San Francisco?

Q11

E‘ o e Mk

Similarly three in five voters see a tax on service
intermediary companies as “acceptable.”

H_aving heard this, would you find
14

a 2% b

tax on from service

or

as a way of raising money to make
isco?

- transportrution impr

in San Fr

Intermediary

Companies as

Part of Initial
Ballot Language

Total Yes: 54%
Total No: 33%
Undecided: 13%

A

E‘ i e s

Service

WVery Acc. W Smwt. Acc.

Initial Position on the
Mechanism Among All
Voters

After Messaging, Among
Those Who Heard it as
Part of Initial Language

After Messaging, Among
Other Voters

Total After Messaging

29%

Smwt. Unacc. M Very Unacc. DK/NA  Total Total
Acc. Unacc.

29% 13% 8% 59% 33%

43% 19% 13% 8% 62% 30%
40% 25% 12% 64% 31%
40% 23% 12% 5% 64% 31%

ding ballot measure | just not

Q6. The final structure of the San
am going to read

potential sources of funding f

L1
transportation improvements described in that

i measure. Please tell ¥
Q11 (Split Sample D, A/B/C & Total).

way of raising money for these purposes.

Arguments For and Against a Business Tax on
Commercial Rental Properties

Let me ask you about the idea of increasing the business tax rate on revenues from

commercial rental properties to 2.5%.

Supporters say that this tax will collect revenue from commercial landlords that rent large
amounts of commercial office space to businesses that are contributing to the high number
of commuters using the City’s transportation system. Revenues would be used to repair
streets, address congestion, improve transit, and make walking and biking safer. Nonprofits
and arts organizations will be exempt from this tax. Currently, San Francisco commercial
landlords have a tax rate that is less than one-tenth of what it is in Manhattan.

Opponents say that business taxes are too high already and taxes on landlords will end up
getting passed on to their tenants many of whom already have trouble finding affordable
rental space in San Francisco. At a time when commercial rents in San Francisco are among

the highest in the country, this tax risks raising them further.

Having heard this, would you find increasing the business tax rate on revenues from
commercial rental properties to 2.5% acceptable or unacceptable as a way of raising money

to make transportation improvements in San Francisco?

o e e, W

~_ an
34

E‘—

Roughly three in five consistently find a tax on
commercial rental properties “acceptable.”

Having heard this, would you find increasing the business tax rate on revenues from
commercial rental properties to 2.5% acceptable or unacceptable as a way of raising money
to make transportation improvements in San Francisco?

Commercial

Rental
Properties as
Part of Initial

Language

Total Yes: 58%
Total No: 35%
Undecided: 7%

N

0

WVeryAcc. mSmwt.Acc. = SmwtUnacc. ®VeryUnacc. mDkma 10tal Total
Acc. Unacc.
Initial Position on the
Mechanism Amrilngt All 36% 29%  12% L34 7% 65% 28%
oters
After Messaging, Among
Jhr?s‘ef \INhto IHLeard itas 35% 25%  12%  oPRES6% 59% 35%
art or Initial Language
After M ing, A
- essaglr?irvrgegg 2% 1% 5” 63% 33%
Total After Messaging 26% 12% 5% 62% 33%
Q6c (Total). The final structure of the San Francisco measure | just be
determined. | am going to read you if  fundir described in
find it way of raising m¢ for purposes.

lease tell m 12
Q10 (split Sample C, A/8/D & Total).

35
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Arguments For and Against a Vehicle License Fee

Let me ask you about the idea of adding an annual assessment to the Vehicle License Fee

equal to 1.35% of the vehicle’s value.

Supporters say that San Francisco’s vehicle license fee used to be 2% before Governor
Schwarzenegger reduced it to .35%. A vehicle license fee would raise money to repair

streets, address congestion, improve transit, and make walking and biking safer.

And

because it is scaled to a vehicle’s value, more affluent residents would pay more. Residents

who do not own a car — including many low-income residents — would pay nothing.

Opponents say that another annual vehicle fee on top of recently-enacted gas tax and
vehicle fee increases would just be too big of a burden for local residents, especially low-
income residents who have no choice but to drive to get to work. Between gas, parking,
bridge tolls, and existing fees, driving a car is already too expensive in San Francisco. Drivers
shouldn’t have to pay more in taxes to support improvements to public transportation
systems they may not use. But many drivers on San Francisco streets don’t live here and

wouldn’t pay the fee.

Having heard this, would you find adding an annual assessment to the Vehicle License Fee

equal to 1.35% of the vehicle’s value acceptable or unacceptable as a way of raising money
to make transportation improvements in San Francisco?

E‘ e M e il

Voters are divided on the acceptability of a VLF
— both before and after messaging.

Having heard this, would you find adding an annual assessment to the Vehicle License Fee equal
to 1.35% of the vehicle’s value acceptable or unacceptable as a way of raising money to make

? ‘

transportation imp. in San Fr

Vehicle

License Fee as
Part of Initial
Ballot
Language

Total Yes: 53%
Total No: 41%

\_Undecided: 6% /

‘ra 5
U i i i i

W VeryAcc. ®Smwt.Acc. © Smwt. Unacc.

Initial Position on the
Mechanism Among All 5% 23%
Voters

After Messaging, Among
Those Who Heard it as 29% 23%
Part of Initial Language

After Messaging, Among
Other Voters 25% 23%

I I I IN

Total Total

mVery Unacc. 1 DK/NA
Acc. Unacc.

15% 30% 6% 49% 46%

11% 32% 52% 44%

17% 31% 48% 48%

Total After Messaging 26% 23% 15% 32% 49% 47%
Q6b (Total). The final structure of the San Francisco measure | just not. 2
u of funding in that measure.
y of raising money f Q9 (split Somple

1am going to read yo

Arguments For and Against a Sales Tax

Let me ask you about the idea of increasing sales tax rate by %¢.

Supporters say that San Francisco has used the sales tax effectively before
and that it has a lower sales tax rate than many neighboring counties, and
would still be lower even with a %¢ increase. In addition, more than $2 of
every $5 of sales tax revenue would be paid by visitors and businesses.
Revenues would improve bus and train service; reduce traffic congestion;
and help make transportation affordable for low-income households,

seniors, and youth.

Opponents say that the sales tax is regressive, meaning that it costs low-
income households a greater proportion of their income than high-income
ones. At a time when San Francisco has one of the highest costs of living
and a high degree of income inequality, and many residents are struggling
to make ends meet, a sales tax is the wrong approach.

ST

A

way of raising money to make transportation improvements in San Francisco?

Q8. Having heard this, would you find increasing the sales tax rate by one-half cent acceptable or unacceptable as a f T ' y =

Many expressed reservations about the sales tax as a
funding mechanism, though it was more appealing among
those who heard it as the initial option presented.

as a way of raising money to make transportation impr

~

in San Fr

[ Having heard this, would you find increasing the sales tax rate by %¢ acceptable or unacceptable ]

%¢ Sales Tax

as Part of
Initial Ballot
Language

Total Yes: 59%
Total No: 36%
Undecided: 5%

N

38

M Very Acc. ® Smwt. Acc. @ Smwt. Unacc. M Very Unacc. m DK/NA  Total Total

Initial Position on the
Mechanism Among All Voters 24% 18

After Messaging, Among
Those Who Heard it as Part of 27%
Initial Language

After Messaging, Among

Other Voters [eddd 22% 19%

Total After Messaging 23% 1

Acc. Unacc.

% 42% 37% 61%

15% E 51% 45%

45% 34% 63%

8% 41% 38% 59%

Q6 (Total). The final structure of the San Francisco transportation funding ballot measure | just described has not
been determined. | am going to read you several different potential sources of funding for the transportation

improvements described in that measure. Please tell me whether you would find it acceptable or unacceptable as a
way of raising money for these purposes. Q8 (Split Sample A, B/C/D & Total).
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Key Findings
v San Francisco voters see a need for additional funding for public
transportation and a majority are willing to support a funding measure to
provide additional funding for public transportation and traffic
improvements.
= Support is driven by the broad perception of need, while opposition is
motivated by the concerns about taxation.
= Those most likely to support a funding measure are voters under age 40 and
higher-income voters.

v" Among the potential funding mechanisms, a sales tax and a business tax
on commercial rents receive the strongest initial support.

v However, after balanced pro and con arguments describing each funding
- - mechanism, the potential service intermediary tax and commercial rental
Key JFJH ndlm ngs property tax are seen as most acceptable to voters.
- = The service intermediary tax is the only funding mechanism among those
tested to increase in acceptability over the course of messaging.

v’ Voters view investing in public transit, including BART, Muni and Caltrain,
and repairing streets as the most important spending areas for the
—._Mmeasure.
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TRANSPORTATION 2050

Workshop

SFMTA Board of Directors
August 17, 2021



Introduction

Transportation 2050 (T2050)
presents possible futures and actions
to address transportation needs and

priorities in San Francisco.

Years of community planning, visioning and technical analysis
I 1

Transportation ConnectSF SFMTA 5-Year CIP
Task Force 2013

(T2030) Vision Zero Action Plan SFMTA 2-Year Budget
Transportation SFMTA 20-Year Capital Plan SF Transportation Plan
Task Force 2018

(T2045) SFMTA State of Good Repair Report

2021 SFMTA Community Survey

H

MW SFMTA Transportation 2050



Introduction

We have analyzed
numerous possible futures
and it is time for a call to action.

We are $50 billion short of the transportation
system San Francisco needs over the next 30 years.

But we can act now to put
San Francisco on a path to success.

H
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Introduction

How did we get here?
San Francisco has grown.
Transportation has changed.
Our financial structures have not.

While our visions and values have
modernized, how we fund the vision and
advance our values has not.

|
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Introduction

We have looked at our past,
and charted out our future.

We are on an unsustainable path.
But we can correct It.

The COVID-19 pandemic put the SFMTA on a
financial path it cannot recover from alone.

H
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Operating Revenue Projection 2009 vs 2021

in $millions
$2,450
2 300 Through much of the last
' decade, SFMTA operating
15, Tevenues came in as predicted.

However, enterprise revenues

s2000 (Parking and transit fares),
declined. The difference was

s1850 the General Fund, and 10-years
of economic growth in San

1,700  Francisco.

% qs@
ed ?(\S:é o
$1,550 N
$1,400 The economic shock
and impacts of the
$1,250 COVID-19 pandemic
Revenues do not fully
recover or grow until fiscal have permanently
$1,100 year 2025.
moved the revenue
o5 e covbis curve. It will be years
pandemic made 1
worse a pattern of before enterprlse
SFMTA revenue
$800 declines and created revenues recover.
a path that the
agency has no ability
§ N to recover from
650 s without a new
%§$Qe§§2,’§,§_ revenue source.
N
$500 &
O Q NV DD H>XHm OO0 QIO O N DA 90N 350900050045, 900N00 >0 900 9 90
N A T S R S M N S M A R U R R R A I R i e M I I I I R I I S R i I S S i A P )
WA A AR AR AR A A AR AR AT AR AR AR AR AR AR AR AR AR AT AR AR ART AR AR AR AR ART AR AR AR AR AR AT AYT AY AR ADT AR

emmw) (009 Revenue Projection  e===2021 Revenue Projection
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SFMTA Operating Expenditure Projections 2009 vs 2021

in $millions

$3,200 .°
$3,050 ..‘.
$2,900 .
7% The SFMTA’s operating
s2600 —expenditures continue to grow
52450 s projected in 2009. While

revenues have declined, the cost .
52300 of living in the San Francisco Bay O

52150 Area and the growth of San
Francisco have resulted in a
predictable expenditure growth
81850 trend.

$2,000

$1,700
$1,550
$1,400
$1,250
$1,100
COVID-19
$950 pandemic.
$800
$650 After the last recession, expenditures largely came in lower than originally projected,
while revenues came in as expected, this created a period of positive fund balance
for the SFMTA as the San Francisco economy grew for nearly 10 years.
$500
O QO N DX O 00 O 9O O NN Aax 0N 59,050,000 00090 >0 040990
N I AR I A R S R A A I R R A R R R S N e A I L N I I R I T R i i e S A R R A
PP FFTE PP FFFFFFEELELEETTEETETEFT IS

=) (009 Expenditure Projection e=mm? (21 Expenditure Projection
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SFMTA Operating Revenues vs. Expenditure Projection 2009 vs 2021

$3,200
$3,050
$2,900
$2,750
$2,600
$2,450
$2,300
$2,150
$2,000
$1,850
$1,700
$1,550
$1,400
$1,250
$1,100

$950

$800

$650

$500

in $millions
.0
With expenditures growing .
with Bay Area Cost of Living, .~
and revenues permanently o
impacted by the COVID-19
pandemic when federal relief is o
exhausted, there is a funding K2
gap that cannot be closed. o’
Expenditures will outpace o~
revenue. A new source is N
required to get the SFMTA back v oo
on track. Lot
P °°
o°® °° ’

Prior to the pandemic enterprise oo* ’

revenues were in decline, and revenues

5575 Eependitires gonoram were. " Prior to the pandemic this

matched to the revenue curve. "Stl‘uctura| deficit" was

closed by shifting

Fhe COVID1S pandemic caused 4 infrastructure/maintenance

S 3 e Fesera nater dollars to sustain

o o S e i operations and service.

2025. Post-pandemic, there are
no other revenue tools left
to the SFMTA.

I A A A A R A AR I A S I R A A R

) (009 Revenue Projection

e==n?(021 Revenue Projection em) ()21 Expenditure
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Today's Workshop
. . Update on ConnectSF
Vision e Transit Investment Strategy

* Streets and Freeways Strategy

Cost Update on the 20-Year Capital Plan
e Capital Plan Needs - Infrastructure Costs
e Capital Investment Packages - Priorities

Transportation 2050
 Community Survey & Priorities
* Analysis of Funding Gaps

* Potential Funding Measures

M SFMTA Transportation 2050 9
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C‘onnectSF

Update on Transit Investment Strategy
Update on Streets and Freeways Strategy

connectsf.org ConnectSF@sfgov.org




Today’s Informational Presentation

ConnectSF background

Transit Investment Strategy

Streets & Freeways Strategy

Integrating the Strategies into future planning:
— San Francisco Transportation Plan

— Transportation Element

m SFMTA Transportation 2050




About ConnectSF

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Policies &
Vision Needs Priorities
ConnectSF Vision Statement of Needs San Francisco Transportation

" Transit Corridors _, Yk
Study Transportation Element of
SF General Plan

Streets and
Freeways Study

San Francisco . ISEI.I'I Francisco
::::::;Jansportatmn P a n n 1 ng
N SAN

Z=mFRANCISCO

Office of Ecanomic and Warkforce Development
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Prior Work: Key Findings Recap

Challenges to Address

Create Equitable Transportation Outcomes
Improve transportation connections for outer neighborhoods
Improve jobs access via sustainable modes

Improve Sustainability
Reduce emissions by shifting trips
Further expand transit capacity
Manage congestion

Accommodate Forecasted Growth

M SFMTA Transportation 2050




Transit Investment Strategy
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Transit Investment Strategy Goals

Build upon pandemic recovery efforts

Prioritize communities and individuals that are most
dependent on transit

Adapt to changing travel needs between
neighborhoods, not just to downtown

Address state of good repair backlog
Continue to reduce crowding and delay
Improve connections to the region

m SFMTA Transportation 2050




Key Recommendations

Make the system work better with
maintenance and restoration

Build a five-minute network for
reliable transit service citywide

Increase speed, reliability, and capacity
for a modern rail system

Build more rail where bus service
won't be able to meet demand
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% % Maintain and Restore our Transit System
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Five-Minute Network
Improved Speed & Reliability

‘Connector Routes

Street and signal improvements to
preserve transit speed and reliability

Fast, frequent service and easy transfers
throughout SF

m SFMTA Transportation 2050




Regional and Local Express Service

Local and regional transit service that
runs on freeways and highways

Dedicated express lanes to
destinations within San Francisco and
throughout the Bay Area

Complements rail and ferries

m SFMTA Transportation 2050




Renew and Modernize Our Rail System

Subway renewal addresses
crowding and congestion

Rebuild our aging rail
network

Four-car subway
shuttles

Reconfigured linesto
improve reliability 4

Expand critical
infrastructure that keeps
trains moving

Reconfigured
lines to improve
reliability

T

Longer trains and more Subway-quality 8 Improved
. . service on the reliability on
re“able SEervice surface the surface
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Build Rail to SF’'s Busiest Places

&

Subway

=P

Extension b o
N\ k’ Link21
- \ Transbay
I Crossin
mn me |, 1 ]
@ | | | iDowntown
Geary/ | Extension
19th Ave ‘ <%

Subway ‘

Pennsylvania
Avenue
Extension

New
Bayview
Caltrain
Station

e O
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Streets & Freeways Strategy
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Challenges for our Streets and Freeways

41% 12%

TRANSPORTATION BUILDINGS OTHER

Respond to the
CARS & OTHER ] . .
TRUCKS TRANSPOR_TATION Cllmate Crisis

We have limited

street space :
'8 Freeways divide

L some communities,

== create negative

& impacts
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Key Recommendations

Maintain and reinvest in the current
transportation system

Prioritize transit and carpooling on
our streets and freeways

Build a complete network for
walking and biking

Prioritize safety in all investments
and through targeted programs

Repair harms and reconnect
communities

M SFMTA Transportation 2050




) Maintain and Reinvest in the Current
2" Transportation System
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Prioritize Transit and Carpooling on our
Streets & Freeways
Exploring pricing to help transit

and carpools move more quickly
L and reliably in congested areas

nnnnnnnnnnn

aaaaaaaaaa

‘ f &8 Lcad with equity
(4 - ~* Robust community
RS i involvement

= * Discounts for people with
i low-incomes

» Use revenues to improve
transit
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¢ » Build A Complete Network for Walking
“" and Biking

oighiborhood Commescial Dectricts —— Primary B8 Rowvte Diher B Route

.L —“ | .'|-”-_'|L..
\(/ 3
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¢ ) Prioritize Safety in all Investments and
through Targeted Programs

People Killed While Walking

45

a1 Vision Zero
40 adopted
35 34
32 30 3z 32
30 28 29
27 27
25 24

20

15

10

5

0
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
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Prioritize Safety in all Investments and
through Targeted Programs

Where successful and needed,
make quick build permanent

Develop comprehensive speed
management, focused on auto-
oriented streets

Improve freeway ramps
throughout the City
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° Repair Harms & Reconnect Communities

Urban greening
Short °

Reduce truck impacts

New grade-separated

pedestrian crossings

Explore transformative
Long projects
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Outreach Completed Since Last Update

= Late 2019-Early 2020 Transportation
Needs Outreach

= Community workshops and individual
community group presentations

= April-July 2021 Investment Strategies
Outreach

= Online surveys due to COVID
restrictions

= Available in four languages - English,
Chinese, Spanish, and Filipino

= Stipends offered to community groups
to help us reach people of color and
low income constituents

= Additional presentations available to
neighborhood and community groups
as requested
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Remaining Timeline for 2021 and Early 2022

Summer

o Share findings from Transit Corridor Study and Streets and
Freeway Study outreach

o Further outreach and technical analysis to support San
Francisco Transportation Plan (SFTP) development

Fall/Winter
o Transit Corridor Study publication

o Develop SFTP constrained and vision investment scenarios
o Conduct citywide outreach

o Begin development of Transportation Element of the
General Plan
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What's Next?

o San Francisco Transportation Plan

o Long-range, multimodal investment & policy blueprint
for SF

o Financially constrained plan based on reasonably
expected funding sources

o Visionary investment strategy that considers how to
Invest new revenues

o Transportation Element Update

o Guides policy implementation in City codes and
project approvals

o Integrates transport, land use, environmental justice,
and resiliency

o Receives environmental clearance
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12021 SFMTA 20-Year Capltal Plan
Update

| SFMTA Board of Directors
August 17, 2021
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Capital Plan in Context

ConnectSF

m SFMTA Transportation 2050

* Vision for the Transportation System
* Supported by Federal / State / Local resources
* Includes investments in Service and Infrastructure

20-Year

Capital Plan

* 20 Years of Fiscally Unconstrained
Infrastructure Needs

e Informs 5-Year Constrained
Capital Improvement Program

» Community Survey & Priorities
* Analysis of Funding Gaps
* Potential Funding Measures

Transportation

2050



SFMTA 20-Year Capital Plan

Capital Plan Purpose

Provide a pathway to meet our strategic goals
Inform local and regional plans

Help coordinate the implementation of SFMTA

plans, programs and strategies

Inform development of the 5-year CIP
Create accountability and build trust

$31.3B of identified Capital Needs over 20
years, or $1.6B annually

SFMTA's average annual capital budget for the past five years is $732M
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2019
Bike Program

Report | ,
| capital improvement : .

P?gé;mmpm praght ‘ Operating Bud:

5 1 FY 2020-21 and F

get Book
v 202122

isco Municipal Transportation AGenS/

San Fran

R,.Ml a AVlleNv
OR MOVING SAN FRANC

Facilities

sak pRANEIRED
Eh g Ay

gan Francisco
Municipal Tran

strategic Plan o
» 2021
20-Year Capital Plan

San Fras
rancisco Municipal Transportation Agency

sportat‘um Agency

2020 Total Capital Needs update.

217/

Communications & T $
$ 5,567,188,000
556,900,000
65,100,000

1,968,963.850

SFMTA Bus Fleet
Management Plan
San Eimy
| RAn
= Cisen FiREg

2017:2080

2019 State of Cr-ioodi b
Repaif Report
e 31059046850,
IR % - Revenue
| ' Measure

o

San Franisco’ aricipalTransportaton Agency
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Capital Needs by Capital Program
(In' $ Millions)

12000
$10,903

om0 $31.3B

Total Capital Need
Over 20 Years

8000

6000

4000

2000

Comm/IT  Facility Fleet Parking  Security  Streets Taxi Traffic Transit Transit
Signals Fixed  Optimization
& Signs  Guideway & Expansion

. Restore . Enhance . Expand
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Capital Investment Packages

k MAKE STREETS SAFER

MAKE THE TRANSPORATION
L SYSTEM UNIVERSALLY ACCESSIBLE

Q MAKE THE TRANSPORTATION
o SYSTEM WORK

* FACILITIES MODERNIZATION

* TRANSIT MODERNIZATION

¢ SYSTEM ELECTRIFICATION

¢ WALKING AND BIKING NETWORK

m SFMTA Transportation 2050

o

RENEW AND MODERNIZE
THE RAIL SYSTEM

BUILD THE FIVE-MINUTE NETWORK
AND EXPAND THE RAIL NETWORK



Next Steps

* Assess Capital Needs
based on Strategic Plan

* Incorporate Capital
Needs assessment into
Capital Plan

» Seek SFMTA Board
approval of full Capital
Plan

Capital Plan
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TRANSPORTATION 2050

DO O

SFMTA Board of Directors
August 2021 Update




Introduction

OSQ 0O

Transportation 2050 (T2050)
builds upon the work done by the two
prior Transportation Task Forces.

SAFE, RELIABLE AND AFFORDABLE TRANSPORTATION SAN FRANCISCO
MAXOR'S TRANSPORTATION TASK FORCE TRANSPUR]’A‘”DN 2045

TASK FORCE REPORT

o W o S

2018

Reference: Transportation 2030 Report
Reference: Transportation 2045 Report
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http://www.sftransportation2045.com/sites/default/files/pdfs/Final_Report/T2045%20TF%20Report%20for%20TA%20Board_v2.pdf
https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/reports-and-documents/2017/10/taskforce_annualreport2030v9_1113.pdf

m SFMTA Transportation 2050

Transportation 2045
(January 2018)
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T2045

OSQ 0O

“It Is with some measure of urgency that we present this report on the critical
funding needs of San Francisco’s transportation systems from now through
the year 2045. Throughout the Task Force process, nearly 60 representatives
of the city’s neighborhoods, businesses, civic organizations, advocacy groups
and agency staff came together to grapple with difficult questions. This report
updates and builds on previous analysis, with a list of potential funding
sources presented in the context of a particularly tenuous federal landscape
for infrastructure funding. Task Force members have outlined both
investments and revenue priorities through an equity lens, and tasked city
leaders to take action today to secure the $100 million annual contribution to
our overall transportation need.”

Reference: Transportation 2045 Report
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http://www.sftransportation2045.com/sites/default/files/pdfs/Final_Report/T2045%20TF%20Report%20for%20TA%20Board_v2.pdf

T2045

OSQ 0O

“It is with some measure of urgency that we present this report on the
critical funding needs of San Francisco’s transportation systems from
now through the year 2045.

. Task Force members have
outlined both investments and revenue priorities through an equity
lens, and tasked city leaders to take action today to secure the $100
million annual contribution to our overall transportation need.”

Reference: Transportation 2045 Report
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http://www.sftransportation2045.com/sites/default/files/pdfs/Final_Report/T2045%20TF%20Report%20for%20TA%20Board_v2.pdf

T2045

OSQ 0O

Sources getting the highest support
among task force members in 2018
ranged from $83 - $353 m/annually.

Source Low High
Range Range
Sales Tax $50 m/yr $150 m/yr

Gross Receipts: Commercial

Property Rent Tax Increase $13 m/yr $100 m/yr
Vehicle License Fee (VLF) $12 m/yr $73 m/yr
Gross Receipts: Platform/Gig 63 m/yr $30 m/yr

Economy Tax

Reference: Transportation 2045 Report
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http://www.sftransportation2045.com/sites/default/files/pdfs/Final_Report/T2045%20TF%20Report%20for%20TA%20Board_v2.pdf

Feb ‘21 Workshop

OSQ 0O

We last considered T2050 at the
SFMTA Board Workshop in
February 2021.

Solicit feedback from the Report Backs:
public on priorities:

SFMTA Community Survey Transit Service Restoration (April 20, 2021, July 20, 2021)
(June 15, 2021) State of Good Repair Report (July 20, 2021)
Vision Zero Action Strategy (July 20, 2021)
SFMTA 20-Year Capital Plan (Today)
ConnectSF Transit Investment Strategy (Today)
ConnectSF Streets and Freeway Strategy (Today)

Reference: SFMTA Board of Directors Workshop — February 3, 2021
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https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/reports-and-documents/2021/02/2-23-21_workshop_day_2_-_slide_presentation.pdf
https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/reports-and-documents/2021/06/6-15-21_mtab_item_15_sfmta_community_survey.pdf
https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/reports-and-documents/2021/04/4-20-21_item_11_fiscal_and_management_update_-_slide_presentation.pdf
https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/reports-and-documents/2021/07/7-20-21_mtab_item_14_transit_service_restoration_-_slide_presentation.pdf
https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/reports-and-documents/2021/07/7-20-21_mtab_item_17_state_of_good_repair_-_slide_presentation.pdf
https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/reports-and-documents/2021/07/7-20-21_mtab_item_16_vision_zero_action_strategy_update_-_slide_presentation.pdf

We asked, you answered.
(2021 Community Survey)

Reference: 2021 SFMTA Community Survey

m SFMTA Transportation 2050
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https://www.sfmta.com/reports/2021-sfmta-community-survey

A recent citywide survey has made it clear:
Muni is a vital part of the community

0 of respondents think
9 2 A) “a vital part of the community”
describes Muni well

Source: San Francisco citywide survey conducted by FM3, April 2021
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To continue being a vital part of the community,
you've told us your priorities are:

DO

Investing Fast and More Repairs and Improving Safety
Equitably Convenient Transit Maintenance and Access
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Investing Equitably @

A majority of survey respondents say it is
“very important” or “extremely important” to ...

Increase and improve Muni service
for the communities most
dependent on transit

79%

Source: San Francisco citywide survey conducted by FM3, April 2021
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And really, investing equitably is @
part of everything we do at SFMTA

Investing Equitably

Fast and More Repairs Improving Safety
Convenient Transit and Maintenance and Access
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Fast and Convenient Transit

A majority of survey respondents say it is
“very important” or “extremely important” to ...

80%

76% 65%

Provide quick, Reduce delays to make Reduce crowding
convenient transit Muni more reliable on Muni
access to all parts of
San Francisco

Source: San Francisco citywide survey conducted by FM3, April 2021
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More Repairs and Maintenance Q

A majority of survey respondents say it is
“very important” or “extremely important” to ...

@ 68%’ 67%’

Repair and maintain Muni Address the backlog of Rebuild San Francisco’s

equipment and facilities to maintenance work aging rail network
ensure vehicles’ safety,

frequency, and reliability

Source: San Francisco citywide survey conducted by FM3, April 2021
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Improving Safety and Access 0

A majority of survey respondents say it is
“very important” or “extremely important” to ...

78% 68%

Ensure Muni service is Make street safety
inclusive and improvements for
accessible to all walking

Source: San Francisco citywide survey conducted by FM3, April 2021
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We couldn’t agree more.

m SFMTA Transportation 2050
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Here's how we're focusing on your
priorities and vision

INVESTING
EQUITABLY

=]

Fast and More Repairs Improving Safety
Convenient Transit and Maintenance and Access
1. Createa 1. Make the transportation 1. Make streets safer
Five-Minute Network system work _
2. Make the transportation
2. Expand the rail network 2. Modernize the ralil system universally
and subway system accessible
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Here are your priorities ...
and their cost over 30-years to 2050

INVESTING
EQUITABLY
I |
® O

Fast and More Repairs Improving
Convenient and Safety
Transit Maintenance and Access
$111.3B $63.4B ($47.8B)
What the vision will We will spend over the T2050 Funding Gap

require us to spend over next 30-years Cumulative total over 30-years

30-years 57% funded 43% funding gap
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$0

los}

-$5

o)

-$108

-$15B

-$208

-$258B

-$30B

-$358B

-$408

-$458

-$508

Projected Operating and Capital Funding Gap ($ Billions)

Achieving the vision isn't currently possible
because our costs would be much higher than

our revenues

22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50

Fiscal Year

$1.6B

Average annual funding
gap over the next 30
years, leading to a
cumulative total gap of
$478B

D00
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$0B

-$5

o

-$108

-$15B

-$208

-$258B

-$30B

-$358B

-$408

Projected Capital Funding Gap ($ Billions)

-$458

-$508

This includes a gap in funding for capital
investments, like vehicles and infrastructure ...

22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50

Fiscal Year

$674M

Average Annual
Capital Funding Gap

To keep the system
running smoothly and
expand it based on
your priorities

D00
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... and a gap in funding for operating
expenses: running buses and trains

$0B
— - - [ |
w458 |
s 'II|
o $10B I
: I
2 $158 I I
U
2 208 I I I -
£
c
o -$258 I I $
: 921M
[=
= -$30B
o
[))
& 538 Average Annual
- Operating
Y i L3
5 Funding Gap
a 5458 : .
J To run trains and buses in

-$508 line with your priorities
22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50

Fiscal Year @ Q 0
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However, 2050 is a
long time from now.

63
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What if we focus on
the next 10 years?

64



Based on your priorities, we have created
three potential futures.

System in a state of good repair; maintenance

done on-time; pre-pandemic service; 20% service Impl.e[nentlng @ 0 0
. . : SF Vision
increase; 5-minute network implemented; streets

are safer and accessible to all.

System in a state of good repair. Maintenance Focus on

and asset replacement done on-time. Return to State of Good @ G
pre-pandemic service in 2023. System is not Repair

expanded.

A mixture of core infrastructure, enhancements

and expansion. Return to pre-pandemic service in iala:l:aeflh @ < @
2023. Infrastructure replacement backlog does PP
not grow.
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Over the next 10 years, the gap
will be $1.04B per year on average

$1.04B/Yr Gap

svion . DDOO
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Even with a balanced approach, there’s
still a projected funding gap of $300M
per year over the next 10 years

$1.04B/Yr Gap
6300 /s Ga -

svion . DDOO

Balanced
Approach @ - - w
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If we focus instead primarily on the State of
Good Repair backlog, we end up with a 10-year
projected funding gap of $270 per year

$1.04B/Yr Gap menenins @) @ @ O

$270M/Yr Gap

Focus on State @ 0
of Good Repair

Balanced
Approach @ - - w

$300M/Yr Gap
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We've identified some new potential
revenue sources, which combined
could amount to $149M per year

l

$1.04B/Yr Gap

svion . DDOO

$270M/Yr Gap cteoodronr @ @
$300M/Yr Gap mosn Do
_—
$149M

Potential New Yearly Revenue Sources
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These potential new
revenue sources are:

$1 49M $2.5M

Development
Potential New Yearly Revenue Sources

Revenue
I |v)
$43.9M $40.0M m $20.6M II

Transportation GO Bond 2022 Increase in Federal  Parking ‘

Special Tax Revenue (+15%) Tax

$6.7M

Increase in State
Revenue (+10%)
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Source

These potential new
revenue sources are:

Benefits

Short Term
$/yr

Long Term

$/yr

Transportation

Dedicated tax for transportation, providing a predictable
stable source for transit service and maintenance. May be

$50 m/yr

$60-70/yr

i bonded against for near-term capital infrastructure
SpeCIal Tax investment, reducing long term maintenance.
. Increase existing San Francisco Parking Tax with o
Parkmg Tax opportunities to reform or modify for transportation $20m/yr Dedmmg

infrastructure, transit service and maintenance.

CCSF General
Obligation Bond
Program

The SFMTA as part of the City GO Bond Program has allowed
for critical infrastructure investment, safety improvements
and transit reliability investments — reducing the cost of
operations and long-term maintenance.

$40 m/yr

$50 m/yr

Federal Grants

The current proposed bi-partisan Infrastructure Bill provides
opportunities for increased Federal support for up to 5-years
for transportation infrastructure and maintenance
campaigns.

$35 m/yr

$40 m/yr

State Grants

The current State budget designates significant additional
dollars to transportation available through grants for
transportation infrastructure.

$7 m/yr

Unknown

Development
Revenue

M SFMTA Transportation 2050

Development of SFMTA properties provide significant long-
term opportunities to produce revenues that can go directly
toward transportation infrastructure, transit service and
maintenance.

$5 m/yr

$25-35
m/yr




With these new sources, we can fund nearly 2/3
of our vision for San Francisco over 30-years.

INVESTING
EQUITABLY
I |
® O

Fast and More Repairs Improving
Convenient and Safety

Transit Maintenance and Access
$111.3B $70.2B ($41.0B)
What the vision will We will spend over the T2050 Funding Gap
require us to spend over next 30-years Cumulative total over 30-years
30-years 63% funded 37% funding gap

with new

funding sources

M SFMTA Transportation 2050




And over 2/3"4 of the vision...
over 10 years

INVESTING
EQUITABLY
I |
® O

Fast and More Repairs Improving
Convenient and Safety

Transit Maintenance and Access
$27.8B $18.8B  ($9.0B)
What the vision will We will spend over the T2050 Funding Gap
require us to spend over next 10-years (all sources). Cumulative total over 10-years
10-years 68% funded 32% funding gap

with new

funding sources

m SFMTA Transportation 2050




But we can still accomplish a lot ...

m SFMTA Transportation 2050



By prioritizing near-term, | ==
high-impact investments =i
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Thank You.

TRANSPORTATION 2050
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Impacts of COVID-19 /
FY19/20
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Parking and transit revenues were relatively flat
in the months leading up to February 2020

Parking
Revenues

45

30
15

$ Millions

Transit Fare
Revenues

2018 2019 2020 2021

M sFmTA




But after March 2020, the pandemic
cratered both revenue sources

I
Pre-Pandemic y Pandemic
45 |

3o|| ||‘
1II

Parking
Revenues
II Transit Fare
i i i il
J JASONDJFMAM
2018 2019 2020 2021

$ Millions

ul

Revenues
MJ JASONDJFMAM

M sFmTA
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Parking revenue has partly bounced back

I
Pre-Pandemic y Pandemic
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But May 2021 parking revenues were
30% lower than May 2019 levels

o — $27.3M
0/
o _ $19.1M 30 0
LOWER

M sFmTA




Meanwhile, transit revenues have been
much slower to return

|
Pre-Pandemic | Pandemic
45 I

30

$ Millions

15

’ ——leemmsmesBEE  Revenues

JASONDJFMAMIJ] JASONDIJ FMAMIJ JASOND|/J FMAM

2018 2019 2020 2021
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May 2021 transit revenues were
84% lower than May 2019 levels

o _ $13.7M
0/
May 2021 - $2.2M 84 0

LOWER
M sFmTA
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In the near term, federal emergency relief
funding will be a necessary stopgap

o 10(_)% Federal

perating

Grants Em_ergency
Relief

General Fund
Transfers

Parking
Revenues

Transit Fare
Revenues

T I N N —
NN —
T I |

13-14 1415 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20 20-21 21-22
L I

0%

Fiscal Year )
Projected
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All signs point
to a slow recovery for
Downtown San Francisco

86



Q2 saw a “further rise in office vacancy” in
San Francisco, which were already at historic highs

20%
15%
59, --_____-____-____ N o __ Pre-Pandemic

Average (2019)

Office Vacancy Rates

0%
2020 Q1 2020 Q2 2020 Q3 2020 Q4 2021 Q1 2021 Q2

Source: Jones Lang LaSalle, via SE Office of the Controller

M sFmTA



https://sfcontroller.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Economic%20Analysis/Status%20of%20the%20Re-opening%20of%20the%20San%20Francisco%20economy%20June%202021.pdf

“SF Metro lags” comparable metro areas
in office attendance

50% Austin
40%
@
=
Y
© X\
T 30% A2 LosAngeles Los Angeles
[
e
< New York
9 San Jose
= 0
5 2% SAN FRANCISCO
10%
0%
471 4/15 429 5/13 5/27 6/10 6/24 7/8 7/22 8/5 8/19 9/2 9/16 9/30 10/1410/28 11/11 11/25 12/9 12/23 1/6 1/20 2/3 2/17 3/3 3/17 3/31 4/14 4/28 5/12 5/26 6/9 6/23 7/7
2020 2021

Source: Kastle Systems, via SF Office of the Controller
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https://sfcontroller.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Economic%20Analysis/Status%20of%20the%20Re-opening%20of%20the%20San%20Francisco%20economy%20June%202021.pdf

More than one-third of all jobs in
San Francisco are in sectors that are
well-suited to working from home

Professional, scientific, and technical services 18% I

Information 6% I 0

Finance and insurance 6% I 3 4 0
. - 0,

Management of companies and enterprises 3% m

Health care and social assistance 12%

Accommodation and food services 11% 0
Educational services 7% 6 6 /0
Retail trade 6%

Administration and support o
waste management, and remediation 5%

Other services (excl public administration) 4%

San Francisco Jobs by Sector (%)

Public administration 4%
Transportation and warehousing 4%

Construction 3%

Arts, entertainment, and recreation 2%
Real estate and rental leasing 2%
Wholesale trade 2%

Utilities ;:f Source: Census LEHD (2018)
Manufacturing (V)

M sFmTA




The number of people boarding planes
at SFO was “well below normal” as of May 2021

110%  Pre-Pandemic § Pandemic

People Boarding Planes at SFO (% of 2019)

100%
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20%
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Jan-20 Feb-20 Mar-20 Apr-20 May-20 Jun-20 Jul-20 Aug-20 Sep-20 Oct-20 Nov-20 Dec-20 Jan-21 Feb-21 Mar-21 Apr-21 May-21

Source: San Francisco International Airport (SFO), via SF Office of the Controller
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https://sfcontroller.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Economic%20Analysis/Status%20of%20the%20Re-opening%20of%20the%20San%20Francisco%20economy%20June%202021.pdf

Future bookings at the Moscone Center
significantly below pre-pandemic levels

Pre-Pandemic Average (2019)
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https://sfcontroller.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Economic%20Analysis/Status%20of%20the%20Re-opening%20of%20the%20San%20Francisco%20economy%20June%202021.pdf

San Francisco’s hotel recovery is the worst in the
nation—30% of pre-pandemic levels as of May 2021

131%

110%
101% May 2019 Revenue Per Available Room
e e e e
77% 77% 77% 759
° 73% 73% 70% 69% ¢
* 63% 62% 62% ¢
54%
49%
44% 41%
I I [ n
O‘

Source: American Hotel & Lodging Association

Revenue Per Available Room, Top 25 Hotel Markets,
May 2021 (% of May 2019)
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https://www.ahla.com/sites/default/files/AHLA%20DepressionRecession%20Markets%20063021.pdf

Visitor spending “will not be
back to 2019 levels before 2025"

Outlook for the future

San Francisco Travel expects that the situation will gradually improve
moving forward. Overall visitation to the city is forecast to reach 15.3
million in 2021. Overall visitor spending is expected to grow from $2.1

billion in 2020 to $3.5 billion in 2021. Total visitation is anticipated to

return to pre-pandemic levels by 2023. _
levels before 2025 due to a slower recovery of international visitors and

average rate in the city.

Source: SF Travel

M sFmTA



https://www.sftravel.com/article/san-francisco%E2%80%99s-2020-tourism-figures-reflect-devastating-loss-during-pandemic-year
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“BART ridership returning, but still below norma

2019 Ridership (Month Over Month)
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https://sfcontroller.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Economic%20Analysis/Status%20of%20the%20Re-opening%20of%20the%20San%20Francisco%20economy%20June%202021.pdf
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ConnectSF Background

ConnectSF is a multi-agency process to build an
effective, equitable, and sustainable transportation
system for San Francisco's future

San Francisco Pl San Francisco

County Transportation a n n l ng

Authority

I‘SAN
= wFRANCISCO

Office of Economic and Workforce Development




' . Preserve Travel Time Savings

When the pandemic

began, congestion on our streets
vanished, demonstrating the time
savings riders get when buses
aren’t stuck in traffic.




Renew and Modernize Our Rail System
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Subway renewal addresses crowding and congestion
Envisions the next generation of subway service for San Francisco

Upgrades such as a new train control system will allow four-car
i trains and consistent, predictable service.
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3 Build A Complete Network for Walking
and Biking




Transit Survey Information

Distributed via ConnectSF and related project
emall lists

Paid distribution through community
organizations

Offered individual community group meetings
- Available in four languages — English, Chinese,

Spanish, and Filipino

549 completed responses

3 main questions on long-range transit trade-offs,
reasons why you made that choice, and an open-
ended question



Initial Survey Response Summary

All components of the strategy were popular
— Making the system work better

— Five Minute Network

— Rail Modernization

— Rail Expansion
Five Minute Network and Major Rail Investments
received the most 15t choice votes (~40% each)

- Many said “do both”, reinforcing the need to build
quick, low-cost transit improvements while we
advance the long-term rail projects

70% listed Rail Modernization as 15t or 2" choice



Transit Investment Strategy Timeline

Transit Investment Strategy Storymap remains
available for public viewing

Staff available to present to community groups and
other online meetings upon request

Outreach results being incorporated in Transit
Corridors Study Report

Anticipated publication of report in Fall 2021



All Transit Strategy Components were Popular

What types of transit projects listed below are most important to
you? Please rank your choices from 1-3, with 1 being your highest priority.

Cost-effective improvements to  Improvements to our light rail Maijor rail investments (10+
prioritize buses system years)

mFirst mS5econd = Third

60%

20%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%



Grouped responses by demographics

% of demographic that ranked specific transit investment first
60%

0%

40%

30%

20%

nhls
0%

Cost-effective improvements Improvements to our light rail  Major rail investments 1st

to prioritize buses 1st system 1st
mAll mUnder 45 Years Old
mG55 Years Old and Over m People of Color
mNon-male People with Disabilities

m Annual Household Income Under $50,000
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2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond Overview

2022 MUNI RELIABILITY AND
STREET SAFETY BOND OVERVIEW

The City and County of San Francisco is proposing a $400 million Transportation General Obligation
(GO) Bond for the June 2022 ballot to fund critical transit, safety programs, and infrastructure. Public
transit operations and transportation infrastructure are vital to San Francisco’s economic vitality,
environmental sustainability, and cultural diversity. They make San Francisco more equitable by
opening up opportunities for seniors, people with disabilities, people of color, and low-income San
Franciscans, who have the fewest transportation options and rely on Muni, walking, and bicycling.

The 2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond consists of the following program
components to support the city’s transportation system:

BOND COMPONENT BUDGET

Make the Transportation System Work Better

Speed up Muni repairs and keep public transit moving by repairing, $250 million
upgrading, and maintaining aging bus yards, facilities and equipment

Enable faster, more reliable, and more frequent Muni service by improving $26 million
on-street infrastructure for public transit

Increase subway capacity, reduce delays, and deliver dependable, high- $10 million
frequency transit by modernizing the Muni train control system

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow

Improve safety and visibility at intersections by upgrading traffic signals, $42 million
signage, and crossings

Increase safety for walking and bicycling and access for Muni connections $42 million
along major corridors by redesigning streets and sidewalks

Slow speeds and reduce crashes by implementing traffic calming and speed $30 million
reduction tools

TOTAL $400 million

City and County of San Francisco



BACKGROUND AND NEED

As we recover from the COVID-19 pandemic, we need to ensure that everyone in the city has access
to transportation options that are safe, reliable, rapid, and affordable. We need to provide the
same high-quality services and options to residents who live in historically underserved communities
as we do elsewhere in the city. This is only possible when San Francisco has the resources needed to
modernize, upgrade, and evolve to meet our city’s transportation needs.

Over the last 20 years, the demands on San Francisco’s transportation system have grown and
revenues from transit fares and parking fees have not kept up. The COVID-19 pandemic worsened this
problem. Over the last eight years, two mayoral transportation task forces made up of community
leaders (Transportation 2030 and Transportation 2045) identified urgent transportation needs and
developed recommendations to build a reliable transportation system that works for all and creates
a stable financial base for Muni. This community-driven vision is the foundation for Transportation
2050, which outlines the resources needed to achieve it.

The Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond is one of the community’s recommended strategies to
invest in the transportation system. This Bond is a needed funding source to make public transit
work better, improve street safety, and meet the long-term needs of the city, but it is only one
piece of the funding puzzle.

Under-investment in transportation has been a decades-long trend that can’t be fixed with any
single revenue source. Existing transportation funding draws on multiple local, state and federal
sources, each of which can be uncertain. For example, funding from the city’s Proposition K
transportation sales tax or local and federal grants make improvements to our streets and public
transit but are not enough to address the larger need.

Transportation 2050 considers a package of revenue sources over a number of years to sustain a
more reliable, affordable and safer transportation system. Through a combination of local ballot
measures, continued state and federal grants and the development of SFMTA properties, we can
put our transportation system on firmer financial footing.

The Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond is dedicated local funding that is an essential step
to meeting San Francisco’s transportation needs.



Background and Need

A VISION FOR TRANSPORTATION

The Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond priorities and programs tie directly into the needs
identified in the city’s transportation vision developed through ConnectSF. ConnectSF worked
extensively with residents, community and business groups, youth organizations, and other
stakeholdersto create avision for San Francisco: agrowing, diverse, equitable city with transportation
options that are accessible and affordable to all.

The community vision emphasizes making the current public transit system work better by:

* Repairing and replacing our most heavily used infrastructure, while addressing our backlog of
maintenance work.

* Supporting a fast, frequent network of Muni routes with on-street improvements like transit
lanes, traffic signal adjustments, and bus bulbs and boarding islands to make sure buses are
reliable and not stuck in traffic.

* Rebuilding our aging rail network and expanding the critical infrastructure that keeps Muni
Metro trains moving.

* Building new rail lines on corridors with overcrowded buses.

Safety is prioritized on city streets, with the goal of building a complete network for walking and
bicycing and developing comprehensive speed management.

BUILDING ON SUCCESS

In 2014, voters approved a Transportation and Road Improvement General Obligation Bond to fund
critical repairs and upgrades to the city’s transportation system. We've made a lot of progress, but
there is still more to do. This Bond will build on the success of the first to continue this important
work.

Here's what we've funded with the 2014 GO Bond so far:

2014 GO Bond Summary by Investment Category ($M)

Muni Forward Public Transit $191

Pedestrian Safety Improvements
Muni Facility Upgrades
Complete Streets Improvements
Regional Public Transit Support
Accessibility Improvements

Major Transit Corridor Improvements

Traffic Signal Improvements

0 50 100 150 200

City and County of San Francisco


https://connectsf.org/about/components/vision/

Background and Need

Here are some examples of what that funding has done for San Francisco:

Muni Forward Public Transit Improvements

M Reduced travel time and increased ridership on the 5 Fulton and 5R Fulton
Rapid. We installed wider sidewalks at bus stops, new traffic signals, and safety
improvements for people walking in Western Addition and east of 6th Avenue.

M Improved transit and amenities for the 22 Fillmore on 16th Street. We put in
transit lanes and traffic signals to keep buses out of traffic, and installed bus shelters,
bulbs and islands, accessible pedestrian signals, crosswalks, and trees.

Pedestrian Safety Improvements

M Made intersections safer. \We extended the sidewalk at 19 intersections on the
High Injury Network (for more on the High Injury Network, see page 8).

M Improved the safety of passengers getting on and off trains, increased
accessibility, and improved the reliability of the L Taraval. We and
rehabilitated water and sewer infrastructure and enhanced landscaping.

Muni Facility Upgrades
M Increased capacity of the Muni Metro East Facility. We added five storage
tracks to store more Muni trains and house the next generation of vehicles.

M Completed construction of the new Islais Creek Maintenance and
Operations Facility. We built a new facility to store and maintain hybrid buses,
resulting in quicker repairs that allow vehicles to get back in service sooner.

Complete Streets Improvements
M Improved safety on 7th and 8th Streets. We put in protected bicycle lanes, curb
bulbs, and bus boarding islands on this segment of the city’s High Injury Network.

M Enhanced safety and livability in the Tenderloin. We widened sidewalks,
installed new traffic signals, repainted crosswalks, and added other amenities to the
street and sidewalk on Taylor Street between Turk and Ellis.

Regional Public Transit Support

M Supported the installation of canopies at BART station entrances. Canopies
shelter subway entrances, protect escalators, and display transit information.

M Supported Caltrain system upgrades. Infrastructure upgrades support an electric
fleet and improves efficiency, capacity, safety, and reliability of the rail service.

Accessibility Improvements

M Made crossing the street safer with accessible street crossings. We installed
accessible (audible) pedestrian signals to help people with visual impairments cross at
12 intersections on Potrero Avenue.

Major Transit Corridor Improvements

M Improved transit reliability and pedestrian safety on Geary Boulevard. \We
put in transit lanes, modified bus stops, and upgraded traffic signals to reduce delays
and improve efficiency. We also installed accessible pedestrian and countdown
signals, crosswalks, and curb ramps, and upgraded the center median.

Traffic Signal Improvements

M Upgraded traffic signals to prevent collisions on the High Injury Network.
We put in new or improved traffic signals at more than 28 intersections and added
pedestrian countdown signals to 15 High Injury Network corridors.

Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond



Background and Need

WHAT DOES THIS GO BOND MEAN FOR YOU?

We heard from San Franciscans via community surveys, public meetings, and public hearings. You
told us to prioritize keeping Muni equipment and facilities working efficiently, providing quick and
convenient transit access to all parts of San Francisco, increasing and improving Muni service for
communities that depend on transit, and ensuring Muni service is inclusive and accessible to all.
You also said street safety improvements for people walking and bicycling are important. We have
designed each component of the Bond to deliver on those priorities, and provide the city with the
following benefits:

EQUITY MORE REPAIRS AND
@ 0 MAINTENANCE
* Affordable travel options » Safer intersections with more visible signals
* Improved safety and health in underserved for people driving
neighborhoods by reducing carbon
emissions, slowing vehicle speeds, and

dramatically improving bicycle and
pedestrian infrastructure

e Easier street crossings with new curb ramps
and pedestrian countdown signals

* More reliable transit service using
infrastructure and systems that are in good

* Increased access to good local jobs with repair

reduced travel times

* Enhanced public transit service in IMPROVING SAFETY AND
underserved neighborhoods ACCESS

¢ Intersection improvements that increase

FAST AND CONVENIENT accessibility for people with disabilities
TRANSIT * Improved loading access for business and
* Faster, more convenient public transit residences
connections to destinations across the city * Fewer collisions, fatalities, and injuries on
and to regional public transit our streets

* Less waiting for the train or bus and fewer
delays when you're on board

* A more comfortable public transit ride,
with less crowding

San Francisco’s High Injury Network

The City and County of San Francisco adopted a Vision Zero policy in 2014, committing to
build better and safer streets, educate the public on traffic safety, enforce traffic laws, and
adopt policy changes that save lives. The Vision Zero program has identified a High Injury
Network, made up of 13% of San Francisco’s streets that disproportionately account for
75% of the city's severe and fatal traffic collisions.

City and County of San Francisco



Background and Need

Equity Neighborhoods

The Muni Service Equity Strategy

We are committed to equity in all that we do. This Bond measure is centering the
needs of those living in equity neighborhoods - areas where the residents have
been historically marginalized or underserved. Components of the Bond support
access to jobs and address specific needs in these neighborhoods.

The Muni Service Equity Strategy identifies the areas that are designated as equity
neighborhoods. It is a biennial report that is developed to inform and align with the
two-year cycle of the SFMTA budget. The initial Equity Strategy (2016) was developed
with the help of an Equity Working Group, which included representatives from the
following government, non-profit, and community-based organizations: Chinatown
Community Development Center, Council of Community Housing Organizations,
San Francisco County Transportation Authority, San Francisco Transit Riders Union,
Senior Disability Action, Tenderloin Neighborhood Development Corporation, and
Urban Habitat. Each edition of the Muni Equity Strategy focuses on improving transit
performance in San Francisco neighborhoods with high percentages of households
with low incomes and people of color, and on transit routes that are heavily used by
seniors and people with disabilities.

Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond
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2022 MUNI RELIABILITY AND
STREET SAFETY BOND PROGRAM

* Make the Transportation System Work Better

* Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow

t'Safety Boi



MAKE THE TRANSPORTATION

SYSTEM WORK BETTER

REPAIR, UPGRADE, AND MAINTAIN AGING
FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT ($S250M)

To speed up Muni repairs and maintenance and keep public transit moving,
we will repair, renovate, and modernize SFMTA bus yards, facilities, and
equipment through the agency’s Building Progress Program.

WHAT ARE THE FACILITIES REPAIRS
AND UPGRADES?

Many Muni bus yards were built decades ago,
with some over one hundred years old. They
are too small to accommodate Muni's fleet,
do not meet current seismic safety standards,
and cannot support modern maintenance and
cleaning. Bus yards are an important part of our
public transit system: they are where we store,
repair, and maintain the Muni vehicles that get
San Franciscans where they need to go.

The Building Progress Program is a multi-year
effort to repair, renovate, and modernize the
SFMTA's obsolete facilities and prioritize urgent
needs. While addressing all of SFMTA’s facility
needs requires a variety of funding solutions,
this Bond will fund key high-priority needs.
Updated bus yards will be larger, with state-of-
the-art technology and equipment and seismic
upgrades. They will allow us to repair Muni buses
faster, preventing breakdowns and supporting
reliable Muni service. Strong public transit
systems are one of the most important tools
we have to fight climate change. By investing
in green infrastructure for electric buses, we
can make San Francisco more sustainable. Also,
by investing in modern workspaces for our
employees, we demonstrate a commitment to
the people that keep our service running.

City and County of San Francisco

WHY IS THIS PROGRAM

IMPORTANT?

« Efficient and timely repairs to buses and
trains increase Muni’s reliability and save
the SFMTA money.

e Larger yards provide needed space for a
growing Muni fleet.

* Improved, earthquake-ready facilities
give staff better workplace conditions,
with modern tools and sufficient space to
efficiently do their jobs.

* SFMTA is working towards a 100% zero-
emission fleet as part of its leadership in
confronting climate change. Renovated
yards will support the electric vehicle
infrastructure needed to achieve this.

HOW DO WE CHOOSE PRIORITY
PROJECTS?

The Building Progress Program prioritizes and
carries out recommendations for improvements
to facilities that were identified in the 2017
SFMTA Facilities Framework and amendments.
The Facilities Framework assesses the needs
of 18 SFMTA facilities, outlines recommended
phased improvements, and coordinates
planning across facilities.


https://www.sfmta.com/reports/2017-sfmta-facilities-framework
https://www.sfmta.com/reports/2017-sfmta-facilities-framework

Some of the initial major site needs identified
include:

* Building new bus storage and maintenance
capacity on available sites to allow us to
move our vehicles around efficiently as
other facilities get rebuilt;

* Upgrading and rebuilding a more than
100-year-old, obsolete bus yard; and

* Installing charging infrastructure to
transition to an all-electric Muni fleet.

The Building Progress Program is dynamic and
flexible, and it anticipates changes in market
conditions, funding availability, and operational
needs. Facility needs and priorities are further
refined in our reqularly updated 20-year Capital
Plan and 5-year Capital Improvement Program.

Make the Transportation System Work Better

WHAT DO MODERN TRANSIT
FACILITIES MEAN FOR YOU?

Equity: Reliable public transit benefits
@ low-income residents and others

who depend on transit, and electric

vehicles lead to cleaner air. The

SFMTA is also committed to being a

good neighbor and will engage the

communities in which we base our

operations.

Fast and Convenient Transit:
Facility upgrades will get buses back

into service sooner and prevent

breakdowns and delays on your trip.

Repairs and Maintenance: Updated
yards help us to provide you with a
better public transit experience with

reliable, clean, and well-maintained
vehicles.

Safety and Access: Bigger bus yards

@ allow us to grow our fleet to meet
the city’s needs, bringing you better
access to jobs and housing

Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond
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Make the Transportation System Work Better

MUNI NETWORK IMPROVEMENTS ($26M)

We will make strategic, cost-effective improvements to move Muni faster and

more reliably.

WHAT ARE MUNI NETWORK
IMPROVEMENTS?

Frequent service on bus and rail routes will
provide reliable, convenient access to all parts
of San Francisco. Our public transit network
is designed to get people to downtown, but
transit riders also need to make crosstown
trips to reach commercial districts, jobs, and
housing. Faster transit with quick, easy transfers
between lines will ensure that Muni is still the
best option for these trips.

This GO Bond will fund extensive capital
improvements such as smart traffic signals that
get buses through intersections quickly, wider
sidewalks at bus stops that allow buses to pick
people up faster, and dedicated transit lanes
to make sure buses don’t get stuck in traffic.
These elements reduce travel times by keeping
buses moving.

Improvements will be focused on our most
used routes - those that carry 80% of Muni
passengers, including passengers  who
depend on public transportation - to ensure
investments benefit the most people given
limited resources.

We will also make improvements to the Muni
network to ensure that everyone in San
Francisco has access, no matter where they are.
Transfers will be quick and easy, and frequent
service means that passengers won't be waiting
long for the next bus.

WHY IS THIS PROJECT IMPORTANT?

* Improvements will go to the routes
that carry 80% of Muni riders, including
passengers who depend most on public
transportation.

City and County of San Francisco

* 20% of all trips on these busy routes were
crowded during peak hours in winter
2020. Improvements will reduce crowding
by increasing service and making it more
reliable.

* Recent projects have demonstrated that
transit priority improvements can save
10-25% of travel time. Collectively, small
improvements work together to create a
reliable citywide bus and rail network.

* When buses run faster and are not stuck in
traffic, Muni can serve more people with
the same number of vehicles and drivers.
This saves money that can be reinvested
elsewhere in the system.

HOW DO WE CHOOSE PRIORITY
PROJECTS?

Improvements in each corridor will vary by
location. Muni Forward has already identified
some projects and we are working with riders
and community members to develop plans to
improve those lines.

Additional investments will be screened against
the following criteria:

* Ridership: Places with a high level of
existing demand.

* Existing and future service frequency:
Corridors where buses currently operate
every five minutes or will in the future.

* Equity: Projects in underserved
neighborhoods and that improve access to
jobs.

* Network connectivity: Projects that
benefit multiple transit lines or improve
key connections between lines.



WHAT DO MUNI NETWORK
IMPROVEMENTS MEAN FOR YOU?
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Equity: If you depend on transit,
you'll be able to get where you need
to go without delay.

Fast and Convenient Transit: A
network of frequent routes makes
your trip easy, giving you more
reliable access to places across the city
and to regional transit services.

Repairs and Maintenance:
Improving the sidewalks and making
sure the street is in good repair means
that there will be fewer delays on your
transit trip.

Safety and Access: Evenly spaced,
frequent vehicles means your ride will
be less crowded.
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Make the Transportation System Work Better

MUNI RAIL MODERNIZATION (S10M)

We will strengthen and expand critical components of our train operations
systems to increase speed, reliability, and capacity.

WHAT IS MUNI RAIL
MODERNIZATION?

The SFMTA will improve Muni Metro light rail
service by modernizing the tools we use for
operations. Our current train control system is
over 20 years old and is only used for trains in
the Market Street Subway. The program will
upgrade rail systems and expand it to trains
that operate on our streets.

The overall projected need to modernize Muni
rail control systems includes $300M in capital
upgrades and $100M in maintenance & support
over the first 10 years. This GO Bond could
leverage federal matching funds for the overall
project. It also could fund planning, design,
and high-priority elements to deliver service
improvements to historically underserved
communities and strengthen connections to
the street-level Embarcadero and Third Street
corridors, which serve destinations like Oracle
Park, Chase Center, Mission Bay, and UCSF. It
would also modernize and replace the existing
system in the Market Street and Central
Subways so that Muni Metro train control is
provided by a single system. Over 10 years, the
new system will further expand to the surface
branches of the J, K, L, M, N, and T lines.

WHY IS THIS PROGRAM
IMPORTANT?

* Our rail system of 71.5 miles is essential
to serve our growing communities and
supports quick connections to downtown
and other major destinations for an
average 173,500 passengers every weekday
(pre-pandemic).

* Sophisticated train management leads
to more efficient operations and reduces
bunching and gaps between trains.

City and County of San Francisco

* New train communications systems will
allow us to run longer trains, reducing
crowding and preparing for future growth.

* The aging train control system is frequently
responsible for slowdowns in the Market
Street Subway, and upgrades would make
train spacing more dependable and travel
times more consistent.

WHAT DOES A MODERN MUNI RAIL
SYSTEM MEAN FOR YOU?

Equity: We will prioritize Muni rail
modernizations that connect
underserved neighborhoods and

make service more reliable for people
who depend on transit.

Fast and Convenient Transit: A
modern train control system allows us

to run trains in the subway more

consistently and closer together,

which means you never have to wait
long for the next one to arrive.

Repairs and Maintenance:

Q Upgraded control systems will not
need repair as often, reducing delays
in the subway tunnel. Also, installing a
system with modern components
means that it will be easier and

cheaper for us to maintain the system
in the years to come.

Safety and Access: Longer trains
with more cars mean you won't have
to cram into a full train, making it

safer and easier to get on and off the
trains.



Make the Transportation System Work Better

Muni Staff Working at Transit Central Control at West Muni Central Control Office | January 1986
Portal | August 1981

Operations Central Control at West Portal Station | April 2019

In the Market Street and Central Subways, trains are operated by the Automatic Train Control
System (ATCS), which commands train movements, signals and switches while operating in
the subway. The system designed in the 1980s and was rolled out in the 1990s. While some
upgrades have been made and newer technologies integrated over the years, the core of the
system remains the same as that installed almost 30 years ago.

Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond
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IMPROVE STREET SAFETY

AND TRAFFIC FLOW

TRAFFIC SIGNAL AND STREET CROSSING
IMPROVEMENTS IN EQUITY NEIGHBORHOODS

(S42M)

We will make strategic safety and visibility improvements with an equity focus.

WHAT ARE TRAFFIC SIGNAL AND
STREET CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS?

Traffic signal upgrades improve safety and
visibility at intersections and other places
where people may be crossing the street. This
program will make improvements to signals
in communities with a high percentage of
households with low incomes and people of
color. Types of improvements include:

Q Larger signals and mast arms to enhance
signal visibility for people driving, walking,
and riding bicycles.

9 Upgraded curb ramps for greater
accessibility when crossing the street.

G Signs to alert drivers to turn restrictions.

City and County of San Francisco

Pedestrian countdown signals, which
display the number of seconds remaining
to cross the street along with the WALK
sign.

Accessible pedestrian signals, which use
audible and tactile means to communicate
when it is safe to cross the street for
people who are visually impaired.

o New and improved lighting.

Some projects may install pedestrian-activated
flashing beacons to let drivers know when
people are crossing at unsignalized or mid-
block crosswalks.




WHY IS THIS PROGRAM
IMPORTANT?

* Signal upgrades make the intersection
work better for everyone, especially
people with disabilities, older people, and
children.

* The program will make improvements on
the High Injury Network, where we see
the most deaths and series injuries on our
streets.

* Streets in historically disadvantaged
communities are almost twice as likely to
be on the High Injury Network.

HOW DO WE CHOOSE PRIORITY
PROJECTS?

We review traffic operations and collision
patterns at intersections on a regular basis.
The locations for traffic signal upgrades are
identified primarily based on visibility issues
and the age of the signal.

Other factors used to prioritize locations are:

* Equity: Intersections in underserved
neighborhoods.

* Collision history: Places with a high rate
of traffic collisions.

* Traffic volumes: The number of vehicles
that pass through the intersection.

* Benefits to all modes: Places where
people walking, riding bicycles, taking
transit and driving will benefit from
improvements.

* Proximity to destinations: Intersections
near schools or senior centers.

* Project coordination: Locations where
work can be coordinated with paving
projects and other capital improvements.

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow

Outreach has been initiated in the Western
Addition and Tenderloin neighborhoods, and
other neighborhoods will be considered for
signal upgrades based on this criteria.

WHAT DO UPGRADED TRAFFIC
SIGNALS MEAN FOR YOU?

Equity: We are committed to

@ making intersections safer and more
accessible in historically marginalized
and underserved communities.

Fast and Convenient Transit:
Upgraded traffic signals and
pedestrian improvements help keep
transit vehicles and car traffic flowing
smoothly across the city.

Q Repairs and Maintenance:

Upgrading traffic signals will repair
aging infrastructure to make it more
visible, helping keep you safe when
you walk and maintaining the flow of
car traffic at safe speeds.

Safety and Access: Your travel will
be safer whether you walk, ride a
bicycle, or drive, as we improve some
of the places with the highest collision
rates in the city. Curb ramps and
accessible pedestrian signals enhance
access and safety for people with
disabilities.

Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond
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Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow

ON-STREET IMPROVEMENTS ($42M)

We will transform streets to make it easier to walk, ride a bicycle, and connect

to Muni.

WHAT ARE ON-STREET
IMPROVEMENTS?

San Francisco’s major streets are the scene of
collisions and traffic-related injuries far too
often. On-street improvements funded by the
2022 GO Bond are big, comprehensive projects
that make the street safer for all, improve Muni
access and service, fix critical transportation
infrastructure, and make walking, bicycling,
takingtransit, and driving more enjoyable. These
street redesigns incorporate elements like
wider sidewalks, raised or mid-block crosswalks,
new paving, landscaping, safer bikeways, bus
lanes and boarding islands, better lighting, and
upgraded drainage infrastructure.

When we redesign a major street, we begin
with extensive community engagement.
Often, we test out the new street design
with pilot projects before we make the
changes permanent. The GO Bond will be
used to complete the construction of street
improvements after they have been tested by
people in the neighborhood.

WHY IS THIS PROGRAM
IMPORTANT?

* On-street improvements can truly
transform a busy corridor. The program
will improve quality of life by providing a
better experience for the many residents,
workers, and visitors who walk, bicycle,
and take public transit, while reducing
noise and pollution from motor vehicle
traffic.

* The program gives us the opportunity
to test out safety improvements and
permanently install the ones the
community supports.

City and County of San Francisco

* Enhancing travel for all modes
supports increased housing density and
affordability.

e Corridor improvements have been shown
to foster investment in existing and new
businesses.

HOW DO WE CHOOSE PRIORITY
PROJECTS?

To identify priority locations for street
redesigns, we look at the following factors:

* Collision history: Locations on the High
Injury Network and with a history of
speed-related crashes.

* Equity neighborhoods: Neighborhoods
with a high concentration of residents that
have been historically marginalized and
underserved.

e Support active transportation: Provide
critical connections for people walking
and bicycling to key destinations, such as
job centers, commercial corridors, schools,
parks and other busy places that attract
vulnerable road users.

* Prior community planning efforts:
Places that San Franciscans have identified
as needing improvement.

The SFMTA will collaborate with neighbors,
local businesses, and community groups at
the start of any street redesign project to
determine community needs and tailor the
project elements to the location. This program
would support the implementation of street
redesign projects like the Howard Streetscape
Project (see next page).



Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow

WHAT DOES AN IMPROVED
STREETSCAPE MEAN FOR YOU?

Repairs and Maintenance:

Equity: The program improves Q Implementing major streetscape
@ affordable travel options, enhances projects will fix critical transportation

safety, and reduces noise and infrastructure to make walking,

air pollution in underserved bicycling, taking transit, and driving

neighborhoods. easier and more enjoyable.

Fast and Convenient Transit: Safety and Access: Slower vehicle
Redesigning the streetscape will @ speeds and dramatically improved

ensure reliable transit options for bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure

you to reach housing, employment, will make streets safer and more

and opportunities throughout the comfortable when you walk, ride a

neighborhood and city. bicycle, and take transit.

Howard Streetscape

The Howard Streetscape Project will improve traffic safety and enhance mobility on a
major street in the diverse and growing SoMa neighborhood. SoMa is home to a high
concentration of low-income residents who depend on transit, walking, and bicycling.
Existing walkways and bikeways are not adequate for the demands of today or the
future.

The project redesigns seven blocks of Howard Street by:

e Reducing vehicle lanes from three to
two.

* Replacing the existing bicycle lane
with a two-way protected bikeway.

* Installing pedestrian and bicycle
safety infrastructure that includes
raised crosswalks, pedestrian bulb-
outs, protected intersections, traffic
signals with separate bicycle and
vehicle phases, and new pedestrian-
scale lighting.

¢ Installing green infrastructure
including stormwater collection,
trees, and landscaping.

Howard Street is on San Francisco’s Vision Zero High Injury Network. From 2014 to 2019,
there were 152 collisions on Howard Street between 4th and 11th streets. Of these, 40
involved bicyclists and 45 involved pedestrians. In 2016 and 2019 there were fatal collisions
involving bicyclists and in 2018, there was one fatal collision involving a pedestrian.

The community asked for safety improvements that could be implemented sooner than
the larger street redesign project. In response, SFEMTA installed a parking protected bicycle
lane on Howard Street from 11th to 3rd streets. This allows area residents and workers to
experience immediate safety benefits while the SFMTA completes the permanent street
redesign that money from this bond would fund.

Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond
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Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow

SPEED MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (S30M)

We will make our streets safer by reducing motor vehicle speeds.

WHAT IS THE SPEED MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM?

Speeding is the leading cause of traffic deaths
and severe injuries in San Francisco. The GO
Bond will help fund the Speed Management
Program, which uses traffic calming and other
speed reduction tools proven to slow speeds
and reduce the severity and frequency of
crashes.

The programs and tools supported by the Bond
could include:

* Area-wide traffic calming, which looks
at multiple locations on residential
streets in the same neighborhood and
proactively implements a coordinated set
of improvements.

* The residential application-based traffic
calming program, which allows residents to
apply for improvements that help prevent
speeding and make neighborhood streets
more comfortable for people walking,
bicycling, and driving.

* Lowered speed limits, including
neighborhood- or corridor-wide 20 mph
signs aimed at reducing severe and fatal
crashes.

* Speed radar signs that notify people
driving of their current speed, giving them
the opportunity to slow down.

City and County of San Francisco

WHY IS THIS PROGRAM
IMPORTANT?

* Every year in San Francisco, about 30
people lose their lives and over 500 more
are severely injured while traveling on city
streets.

* The higher the speed of a crash, the higher
the chances are that someone will be killed
or severely injured. This program helps us
design our streets for lower speeds that
protect people’s lives.

* Lower vehicle speeds also enhance
neighborhood livability and make walking,
bicycling, and driving more comfortable.

HOW DO WE CHOOSE PRIORITY
PROJECTS?

To identify priority locations for speed
management, we look at the following factors:

* Collision history: Locations on the High
Injury Network and with a history of
speed-related crashes.

* Equity: Neighborhoods with a high
concentration of residents that have been
historically marginalized and underserved.

* Nearby destinations: Parks, commercial
corridors, schools, senior centers, and
other busy places that attract vulnerable
road users.

« Community requests: Places that San
Franciscans have identified as needing
improvement.



Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow

WHAT DOES SPEED MANAGEMENT
MEAN FOR YOU?

Equity: Streets in historically
marginalized communities are almost
twice as likely to be on the High
Injury Network as other streets. The
speed management program will
bring safety benefits to low-income
households and people of color, |
leading with design solutions to =
minimize the disparate outcomes
associated with traditional traffic
enforcement.

Repairs and Maintenance:
Maintaining highly visible street
markings in good repair will keep busy
streets from being a barrier, making

it easier to access your destination on
foot or bicycle.

Safety and Access: Reduced motor
vehicle speeds make your travel on
neighborhood streets safer and more
comfortable, supporting more travel
options for people of all ages and
abilities.

Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond 21
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Accountability

ACCOUNTABILITY

The proposed General Obligation (GO) Bond
includes a comprehensive set of public oversight
and accountability measures that apply to each
of the components. The cost of issuance (COI)
for the GO Bond supports these measures, and
is estimated to be three percent of the total
amount of the bond, spread among the bond
components. These measures outlined below
are in addition to California state law bond
requirements.

SFMTA Project Delivery: The San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency established a
Project Management Office (PMO) in 2017. The
goal of the PMO is to work with the agency’s
project delivery teams to implement best
practices in project delivery, regulate a clear
and consistent project management structure,
and establish effective tools and processes
in decision-making. The PMO procedures
support constant review and refinement of
project delivery operations throughout the
planning, design, and construction phases,
as adjustments may be needed to ensure the
timely and efficient construction of agency
projects.

Through the administration of this office,
agency leadership and staff have been able
to capture lessons learned and apply them to
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City and County of San Francisco

ongoing and new projects so that the agency
is nimble and constantly evolving. This ongoing
focus on supporting delivery teams and
ensuring constant improvement has benefited
recent projects of all sizes and will continue to
do so as the agency works to recover from the
pandemic and support the city.

Auditing: The spending of GO bond revenue
will be overseen by the Citizens’ General
Obligation Bond  Oversight Committee
(GOBOC). This independent, nine-member
committee is appointed by the Mayor, the
Board of Supervisors, the Controller, and the
Civil Grand Jury. Per the Administrative Code
(Section 5.30 to 5.36), the GOBOC reviews,
audits, and reports on the expenditure of
bond proceeds to assure the expenditures
are in accordance with the will of the voters.
One-tenth of one percent (0.1%) of the bond
funds would pay for the committee’s audit and
oversight functions.

Board of Supervisors Approval: All
issuances of GO Bond funds for SFMTA
programs are subject to the approval of the
Board of Supervisors. The SFMTA must also seek
Board approval of a request for supplemental
appropriation to reallocate GO Bond funds.




TRANSPARENT REPORTING

There will be periodic reviews before the San
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
(SFMTA) Board, Capital Planning Committee,
and Board of Supervisors as part of the 10-Year
Capital Plan and capital budget processes,
including:

Bond Accountability Report: Per the
Administrative Code (Section 2.70 to 2.74),
the SFMTA is required to submit a bond
accountability report at least 60 days prior to
the issuance of any bond funds to the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors, the City Controller,
the Treasurer, the Director of Public Finance,
and the Board of Supervisors Budget Analyst
describing the current status of all GO Bond
funded projects, description of each proposed
project, and whether it complies with the
expressed will of the voters.

Controller’'s Office Annual Report: The City
Performance Unit of the Controller's Office
issues annual reports highlighting the scope,
schedule, and budget of every active general
obligation (GO) bond program in the City and
County of San Francisco. The report provides a
high-level overview of the progress and status
of each program and its respective components.

Quarterly status reports to the GO Bond
Oversight Committee (GOBOC): The
SFMTA prepares status reports that include
project scopes, schedules, budgets, milestones,
accomplishments, challenges, and upcoming
work. Any deviations from original project
scopes, schedules, or budgets are also noted in
these reports. Prior to each quarterly GOBOC
meeting, SFMTA staff meet with GOBOC
liaisons to review the most recent status reports
and financial information for GO Bond funded
projects.

Accountability

Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond
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10-Year Capital Plan

10-YEAR CAPITAL PLAN

Adopted through legislation by the Mayor
and Board of Supervisors in 2005, the Capital
Planning Committee was created to guide and
prioritize capital needs citywide. The Capital
Plan is developed by the committee and
adopted annually by the Board of Supervisors
prior to adoption of the City budget. The City
invests significant General Fund dollars into
the repair and rehabilitation of our capital
assets every year. However, the City cannot
rely on these funds alone to address critical
infrastructure needs.

Where annual funds are not adequate to pay
the costs of major capital improvements, the
Plan recommends using one of two sources of
long-term debt financing:

* General Obligation Bonds backed by
property taxes upon approval by voters.

* General Fund debt programs backed by
the City’s General Fund upon approval by
the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor.

General Obligation Bonds and General Fund
debt programs are appropriate means of

Bonds and Property Tax Rates

0.16%
0.14%

0.12%

funding capital improvements, as they spread
the costs over their long, useful lives and across
the generations of San Franciscans that reap
their benefits. Since its inception, the Capital
Plan has laid out a GO Bond Program that aligns
funding with the most critical infrastructure
needs in the City's portfolio. The last GO Bond
for transportation was approved by voters in
2014, allocating $500 million to address various
transportation infrastructure needs across the
city.

The Capital Plan General Obligation Bond
Program chart below illustrates the relationship
between the GO Bond Program and the local
tax rate, including existing and outstanding
issuance and voter-approved bonds. The
adopted Plan, as projected, is consistent
with the City's stated policy constraint that
the property tax levy used to repay General
Obligation bonds not be raised above the Fiscal
Year 2006 rate.

For more information on the City's Capital Plan,
please visit onesanfrancisco.org.

— FY 2006 Rate/Constraint
for City GO Bonds

we Parks $151M (Nov-28)
Earthquake Safety &

0.04%
0.02%

0.00%

2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031

City and County of San Francisco

T — —
0.10%
0.08%
0.06%

Emergency Response
$216.5M (Nov-27)

|
== \Naterfront Safety
$130M (Nov-26)
== Affordable Housing

$160M (Nov-24)

Public Health and Safety
$186.5M (Nov-23)

== 2022 GO Bond

== Authorized & Unissued
CCSF GO Bonds

Existing & Outstanding
CCSF GO Bonds


http://onesanfrancisco.org

TEEREE Rl | i ’ oy ¥

AR R EE N
SRann
AR RE R

.

& -

- AR R A

v

A AR R

' EE R R R

—

1%

{

7,

5




ONE

Building Our Future




49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400

San Francisco San Francisco, CA 94103
Planning
www.sfplanning.org

GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL

November 18,2021

Case No.: Block/Lot 2021-011269PR
No.: Various, Citywide

Applicant: Joel Goldberg - 415-646-2520
Joel.goldberg@sfmta.com
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness, 8" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Staff Contact: Celina Chan - (628) 652-7468
Celina.chap@sfgov.org

Recommended By: Sl
Rich Hilli!, Director of Planning

Recommendation: Finding the proposed General Obligation Bond, on balance, is in conformity with the General
Plan

Project Description

The City and County of San Francisco is proposing a $400 million Transportation General Obligation (GO) Bond
forthe June 2022 ballot. The purpose of the bond is to fund transit, safety programs, and infrastructure. Public
transit operations and transportation infrastructure are important to San Francisco’s economic vitality,
environmental sustainability, and cultural diversity.

In 2014, San Francisco voters approved a Transportation and Road Improvement General Obligation Bond to
fund critical repairs and upgrades to the city’s transportation system. The proposed $400 million General

Obligation Bond for the June 2022 ballot will build on the success of the first bond.

The Transportation General Obligation Bond proposes six categories of investments.

b3 758  ParainformaciénenEspafolllamaral ~ Parasaimpormasyon sa Tagalogtumawagsa  628.652.7550



General Plan Referral Case No. 2021-0011269GPR
General Obligation Bond to Fund Transportation

Table 1: Program Components and Funding Amounts for the General Obligation Bond

Program Component Estimated Proposed Budget
Speed up Muni repairs and keep public transit moving by repairing, $250 million

upgrading, and maintaining aging bus yards, facilities and equipment

Enable faster, more reliable, and more frequent Muni service by $26 million

improving on -street infrastructure for transit
Increase subway capacity, reduce delays, and deliver dependable, high | $10 million
frequency transit by modernizing the Muni train control system

Improve safety and visibility at intersections by upgrading traffic $42 million
signals, signage, and crossings

Increase safety for walking and bicycling and access for muni $42 million
connections along major corridors by redesigning streets and

sidewalks

Slow speeds and reduce crashes by implementing proven traffic $30 million
calming and speed reduction tools

TOTAL $400 million

Individual projects funded by the bond program may require additional project level analysis and review -
possibly including General Plan Referrals - by the Planning Department as they are identified.

Environmental Review

This is not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15378 and 15060(c)(2) because it would not
result in a direct or indirect physical change in the environment.

General Plan Compliance and Basis for Recommendation

The proposed General Obligation Bond to invest in transportation programs and infrastructure is, on balance, in
conformity with the General Plan, as described in the body of this Report. If the Bond is approved and funds
become available, some projects may require project-level General Plan referrals, as required by San Francisco
Charter §4.105 and § 2A.53 of the Administrative Code, Environmental Review and/and other discretionary
actions by the Planning Department.

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

MEET THE NEEDS OF ALL RESIDENTS AND VISITORS FOR SAFE, CONVENIENT AND INEXPENSIVE
TRAVEL WITHIN SAN FRANCISCO AND BETWEEN THE CITY AND OTHER PARTS OF THE REGION
WHILE MAINTAINING THE HIGH QUALITY LIVING ENVIRONMENT OF THE BAY AREA.

POLICY 1.2
Ensure the safety and comfort of pedestrians throughout the city

San Francisco

Planning



General Plan Referral Case No. 2021-0011269GPR
General Obligation Bond to Fund Transportation

POLICY 1.3
Give priority to public transit and other alternatives to the private automobile as the means of meeting San
Francisco’s transportation needs, particularly those of commuters

Comment: The General Obligation Bond would provide funds for transit improvements and pedestrian
environment improvements, including infrastructure for street crossing and intersection improvements. These
improvements would enhance safety and comfort for pedestrians and people with disabilities. Additionally, using
the funds for transit system improvements is consistent with San Francisco’s Transit First Policy, which prioritizes
transit over automobiles.

ESTABLISH PUBLIC TRANSIT AS THE PRIMARY MODE OF TRANSPORTATION IN SAN FRANCISCO AND
AS A MEANS THROUGH WHICH TO GUIDE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT AND IMPROVE REGIONAL
MOBILITY AND AIR QUALITY

POLICY 11.2
Continue to favor investment in transit infrastructure and services over investment in highway development
and other facilities to accommodate the automobile

Comment: The General Obligation Bond would provide funding for transit infrastructure, which should be
prioritized over automobiles and parking.

GIVE FIRST PRIORITY TO IMPROVING TRANSIT SERVICE THROUGHOUT THE CITY, PROVIDING A
CONVENIENT AND EFFICIENT SYSTEM AS A PREFERABLE ALTERNATIVE TO AUTOMOBILE USE

POLICY 20.9
Improve inter-district and intra-district transit service

POLICY 20.13
Create dedicated bus lanes and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) lanes to expedite bus travel times and improve transit
reliability

Comment: The General Obligation Bond would provide funds for improving transit service and on-street
infrastructure, which would facilitate faster, more reliable transit service between districts and within districts.

DEVELOP TRANSIT AS THE PRIMARY MODE OF TRAVEL TO AND FROM DOWNTOWN AND ALL MAJOR
ACTIVITY CENTERS WITHIN THE REGION

POLICY 21.11
Ensure the maintenance and efficient operation of the fleet of transit vehicles

San Francisco

Planning



General Plan Referral Case No. 2021-0011269GPR
General Obligation Bond to Fund Transportation

POLICY 21.2
Where a high level of transit ridership or potential ridership exists along a corridor, existing transit service or
technology should be upgraded to attract and accommodate riders.

Comment: The General Obligation Bond for transportation would provide funds for enhancing transit service and
connecting residents to destinations across the city such as jobs and services. The Bond would also provide funds
for maintaining SFMTA’s transit fleet, which would help to ensure that transit operations run smoothly.

Planning Code Section 101 Findings

Planning Code Section 101.1 establishes Eight Priority Policies and requires review of discretionary approvals
and permits for consistency with said policies. The General Obligation Bond is found to be consistent with the
Eight Priority Policies as set forth in Planning Code Section 101.1 for the following reasons:

1. Thatexisting neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future opportunities for
resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced;

The Project would not affect neighborhood-serving retail uses or opportunities for employment in or
ownership of such businesses.

2. Thatexisting housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to preserve the
cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods;

The Project would not have a negative effect on housing or neighborhood character.

3. Thatthe City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced;

The Project would not have an adverse effect on the City’s supply of affordable housing.

4. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or neighborhood
parking;

The Project would improve Muni transit service. It would not overburden the streets or neighborhood
parking.

5. Thatadiverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors from
displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for resident
employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced;

The Project would not have an adverse effect on the city’s industrial or service sectors nor on opportunities
for resident employment and ownership.

6. Thatthe City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in an
earthquake;

Planning



Case No. 2021-0011269GPR
General Obligation Bond to Fund Transportation

General Plan Referral

The Project would not have an adverse effect on City’s preparedness against injury and loss of life in an
earthquake.

7. Thatthe landmarks and historic buildings be preserved;

The Project would not have an adverse effect on the City’s Landmarks and historic buildings. Projects
funded by the Bond will be evaluated individually for any impacts to historic buildings.

8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from development;

The Project would not have an adverse effect on the City’s parks and open space and their access to
sunlight and vistas.

Recommendation: Finding the project, on balance, is in conformity with the General Plan

San Francis
Planning



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Improvement Bond

The City and County of San Francisco, on behalf of its San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency, is proposing a $400 million Transportation General Obligation (GO) Bond for the June
2022 ballot to fund critical transit, safety programs, and infrastructure. Public transit
operations and transportation infrastructure are vital to San Francisco’s economic vitality,
environmental sustainability, and cultural diversity. They make San Francisco more equitable by
opening up opportunities for seniors, people with disabilities, people of color, and low-income
San Franciscans, who have the fewest transportation options and rely on Muni, walking, and
bicycling.

The General Obligation Bond is comprised of the following program categories outlined
below, along with some general examples for each category:

1. MAKING TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM WORK BETTER. A portion of the Bond may be
allocated to the repair, renovation and modernization of aging SFMTA bus yards,
facilities and equipment in order to speed up Muni repairs and keep the transit system
moving.

2. MUNI NETWORK IMPROVEMENTS. A portion of the Bond may be allocated to improve
public transit infrastructure to enable faster, more reliable and more frequent Muni
service.

3. MUNI RAIL MODERNIZATION. A portion of the Bond may be allocated to strengthen,
expand, and modernize critical components to train control operations to increase
subway capacity, reduce delays and deliver dependable, high-frequency transit service.

4. STREET SAFETY AND TRAFFIC SIGNAL IMPROVEMENT FOR SAFETY AND FLOW. A
portion of the Bond may be allocated to improve pedestrian safety and visibility at
intersections by replacing obsolete and deteriorating traffic signal infrastructure.

5. ON-STREET IMPROVEMENTS. A portion of the Bond may be allocated to the redesign
and construction of streets and sidewalks to strengthen walking, bicycling, and Muni
connections along major corridors.

6. SPEED MANAGEMENT INVESTMENT. A portion of the Bond may be allocated to
implement proven traffic calming and speed reduction tools to slow speeds and reduce
crashes.

@311 Free language assistance / WS / Ayuda gratis con el idioma / BecnnartHan nomows nepesoguuios Jf Tro gidp Théng dich Mién phi / Assistance Enguistique
gratuite / $EROEEEIE / Lbreng tulong para sa wikang Fillipine / 22 ¢ X|# / mrdinmBamadmnwlanll@odildin £ 50 e lall s bl ba



These broad categories and general examples would not commit the City to a definite course
of action in carrying out any individual proposal. At the time any individual proposal is
considered for approval, that proposal will be evaluated as needed under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and approved, modified or disapproved by the applicable
decision-making body at that time.

Not a “project” under CEQA pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 21065 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15060(c) and
15378(b), because the action would not result in a direct or a
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change to the
environment.

Wedincde Hea 10/21/21

Melinda Hue Date
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency

W’I : 10/21/21

Jennifer McKellar Date
San Francisco Planning Department
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SAN FRANCISCO
MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

RESOLUTION No. 211207-146

WHEREAS, Mayor Edwin M. Lee convened a Transportation 2030 Task Force to
investigate what the City must do to fix and strengthen its transportation infrastructure and
prepare it for the future; and,

WHEREAS, The Task Force recommended the issuance of two $500 million of General
Obligation Bonds for transportation which was affirmed as part of the Transportation 2045
Task Force in 2018; and,

WHEREAS, In November 2014, 72% of the voters of San Francisco approved the first
General Obligation Bond “Proposition A,” that approved the sale of $500 million of General
Obligation Bonds; and,

WHEREAS, As of August 2021, all $500 million of the 2014 Proposition A
Transportation and Road Improvement General Obligation Bonds have been issued; and,

WHEREAS, A public survey taken in the spring of 2021 showed that the majority of San
Franciscans want the SFMTA to focus on state of good repair and infrastructure first, to make
the system as is work; and,

WHEREAS, In August 2021, “Transportation 2050” effort was launched that outlines the
resources needed to achieve a community-driven vision and identifies revenue and reliable
funding solutions to fund the cost of transportation needs in San Francisco that includes the
issuance of $400 million of General Obligation Bonds for Muni Reliability and Street Safety
improvements; and,

WHEREAS, A program of General Obligation Bond funded projects that achieves state
of good repair upgrades for transit, pedestrian, and bicycle capital projects has been developed
with $286 million devoted to Muni transit and $114 million devoted to key street safety
investments; and,

WHEREAS, The proposed bond centers on prioritizing investments that meet the needs
of those living in equity neighborhoods consistent with the Muni Service Equity Strategy; and,

WHEREAS, On October 21, 2021, the SFMTA and the Planning Department determined
that the proposed GO Bond is not a “project” under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations Sections 15060(c) and 15378(b);
and,

WHEREAS, A copy of the CEQA determination is on file with the Secretary to the
SFMTA Board of Directors, and is incorporated herein by reference; and,



WHEREAS, On November 18, 2021 the proposed GO Bond was found, on balance, to be
in conformity with the City’s General Plan by the San Francisco Planning Department; and,

WHEREAS, A copy of the General Plan conformity finding is on file with the Secretary to
the SFMTA Board of Directors and is incorporated herein by reference; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of
Directors urges the Board of Supervisors to place the $400 million Muni Reliability and Street
Safety Bond on the June 2022 ballot.

| certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of December 7, 2021.

Secretary to the Board of Directors
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency




City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

December 21, 2021
File No. 211290

Lisa Gibson

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson:

On December 14, 2021, the following proposed General Obligation Bond for the June 7, 2022,
Election was received and assigned to the Board of Supervisors’ Budget and Finance
Committee:

File No. 211290

Ordinance calling and providing for a special election to be held in the City
and County of San Francisco on Tuesday, June 7, 2022, for the purpose of
submitting to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur the following
bonded indebtedness of the City and County: $400,000,000 to finance the
costs of construction, acquisition, and improvement of certain
transportation, street safety and transit related capital improvements, and
related costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes;
authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax
increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code, Chapter 37,
providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both principal and
interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of Administrative
Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and requirements for
the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a project under the
California Environmental Quality Act; and finding that the proposed bond is
in conformity with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section
101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency requirement of Charter,
Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section 2A.53.



General Obligation Bond Introduced
Environmental Review Request - File No. 211290
December 21, 2021 Page 2

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

Vicr>- Yol

By: Victor Young, Assistant Clerk
Committee Clerk

Attachment

c:  Devyani Jain, Deputy Environmental Review Officer
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
Don Lewis, Environmental Planning
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning

Not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines
Sections 15378 and 15060(c)(2) because it would
not result in a direct or indirect physical change in
the environment.
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2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

Proposed City & County San Franasco General Obligation Bond

DO

Board of Supervisors
Budget and Finance Committee
January 26, 2022



Overview

ODSQ 0

The General Obligation Bond would
help close the T2050 funding gap

based on refined estimates to a year-by-year model.

INVESTING
EQUITABLY
I |
® O

Fast and More Repairs Improving
Convenient and Safety
Transit Maintenance and Access
$10.6B $4.8B  ($5.8B)
What the vision will We will spend over the T2050 Funding Gap
require us to spend over next 10-years (all sources) Cumulative total over 10-years

10-years

Ml SFMTA Transportation 2050





Presenter
Presentation Notes
To put the Capital Plan into context, the Capital Plan translates strategies outlined in the ConnectSF presentation that you just saw and other long-range planning documents into a list of fiscally unconstrained list of capital needs. Then, the Capital Plan then gets translated into fiscally constrained funding plans, like Transportation 2050.


Fast and Convenient Transit

A majority of survey respondents say it is
“very important” or “extremely important” to ...

OV

Provide quick, Reduce delays to make Reduce crowding
convenient transit Muni more reliable on Muni
access to all parts of
San Francisco

Source: San Francisco citywide survey conducted by FM3, April 2021

m SFMTA Transportation 2050 4



More Repairs and Maintenance Q

A majority of survey respondents say it is
“very important” or “extremely important” to ...

80% 68% 67%

Repair and maintain Muni Address the backlog of Rebuild San Francisco’s

equipment and facilities to maintenance work aging rail network
ensure vehicles’ safety,

frequency, and reliability

Source: San Francisco citywide survey conducted by FM3, April 2021

Ml SFMTA Transportation 2050



Improving Safety and Access 0

A majority of survey respondents say it is
“very important” or “extremely important” to ...

78% 68%

Ensure Muni service is Make street safety
inclusive and improvements for
accessible to all walking

Source: San Francisco citywide survey conducted by FM3, April 2021

M SFMTA Transportation 2050 6



Programming

DOQ0d

Key elements to consider in programming general obligation
bonds includes the following:

Project Delivery

* Projects can proceed with significant cashflow within 1-3 years
* Project concepts and initial planning and outreach largely complete
« Staffing resources are in place to deliver the project as programmed

Delivered Asset

* Projects should deliver tangible assets or extend the life of assets
* OQverall, the assets should have a useful life of 15 years or more
« Typically civil, transit infrastructure, building, or signal infrastructure

Critical Need

* Gap in funding exists based on existing planning documents or work
* Projects or programs have few other funding alternatives (state, federal)

M SFMTA Transportation 2050 7



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

OO0
GO BOND COMPONENTS

Make the Transportation System Work Better Amount ($m)

Speed up Muni repairs and keep public transit moving by repairing, upgrading and $250
maintaining aging bus yards, facilities and equipment

Enable faster, more reliable and more frequent Muni service by improving on-street $26
infrastructure for public transit

Increase subway capacity, reduce delays, and deliver dependable, high-frequency transit $10
by modernizing the Muni train control system

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow

Improve safety and visibility at intersections by upgrading traffic signals, signage, and $42
Crossings

Increase safety for walking and bicycling and access for Muni connections along major $42
corridors by redesigning streets and sidewalks

Slow speeds and reduce crashes by implementing traffic calming and speed reduction $30
tools

TOTAL $400


Presenter
Presentation Notes
The revenue sources we’re evaluating include both potential measures that could go before voters, as well as Federal and State grants, and development revenue from SFMTA properties. 
We’re looking at a Transportation Special Tax and how it could be structured to prioritize equity. Some options being talking about include updates to the Utility User Tax or a parcel tax. [background if asked: The City Attorney’s office has been reviewing options like having those who generate the most trips, such as large commercial properties, pay more. Residents don’t pay the city’s existing Utility User Tax on most utilities.]
Another possibility would be to increase the existing parking tax. All of those funding sources could be used to support operations. [background if asked: $20M/yr is generated with about a 20% increase to the parking tax]
The third possibility in the mix is a General Obligation bond which could be used to focus on infrastructure repairs and on-street improvements for safety and transit reliability. The SFMTA is part of the City’s General Obligation bond program and the city has slated us for a $400 million GO Bond to go before voters in June 2022. 
We’re also turning over every rock and continuing to pursue Federal and State grants. The current bi-partisan federal Infrastructure Bill would provide new opportunities and the current state budget designates significant additional dollars for transportation infrastructure. 
Finally, the last tool we are looking at is developing SFMTA properties to generate money for transit.



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

OO0

Make the Transportation System Work Better
Repair, upgrade, and maintain aging
facilities and equipment

MW SFMTA Transportation 2050



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

OO0

Make the Transportation System Work Better
Muni Network Improvements

MW SFMTA Transportation 2050



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

OO0

Make the Transportation System Work Better
Muni Rail Modernization, primarily
upgrading the train control system.

PHASE 1

PHASE 6

 PHASE4

OO H-O-H=FO-Fiele!

Tunnel & Infrastructure Improvements

Upgrade to Computer Based Train Control

MW SFMTA Transportation 2050



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

OO0

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow
Traffic Signal and Street Crossing Improvements
in Equity Neighborhoods

N
w i

Pedestrian Countdown Signals

MW SFMTA Transportation 2050



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

OO0

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow
On-Street Improvements

Complete Street Corridor Improvements

MW SFMTA Transportation 2050



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

OO0

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow
Speed Management Program

S30M

Quick Build Safety Improvements

Ml SFMTA Transportation 2050
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2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Improvement Bond

DO0 B

Make the Transportation System Work Better
Repair, upgrade, and maintain aging

facilities and equipment

Program Summary

To speed up Muni repairs and maintenance and
keep public transit moving, we will repair,
renovate, and modernize SFMTA bus yards,
facilities, and equipment through the agency’s
Building Progress program.

Project Prioritization Criteria

Access

Safety

Why is this program important?

Efficient and timely repairs to buses and trains
increases Muni’s reliability and saves the
SEFMTA money.

Larger yards provide needed space for a
growing Muni fleet.

Improved working conditions for frontline
staff give them modern tools and space to
efficiently do their jobs in earthquake-ready
facilities.

SFMTA is working towards a 100% zero-
emission fleet as part of its leadership in
confronting climate change. Renovated yards
will support the electric vehicle charging
infrastructure needed to achieve a zero-
emissions fleet.



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Improvement Bond

DO0 B

Make the Transportation System Work Better
Muni Network Improvements

Why is this program important?

Program Summary Improvements will go to routes that carry

Muni Network Improvements consist of smart 80% of Muni riders including passengers who

traffic signals, wider sidewalks and bus bulbs, and depend most on public transportation.

dedicated transit lanes to reduce travel times and

keep buses and rail moving. Improvements will go to routes that have
shown crowding during peak hours in winter
of 2020.

Project Prioritization Criteria

Ridership Transit priority improvements have
demonstrated 10-25% travel time savings in
past projects. Collectively, these
improvements support a more reliable bus
and rail network.

Service Frequency

Equity

Freeing buses from traffic allows Muni to

Network Connectivity serve more people with less resources. These
savings can be reinvested in the system.

Ml SFMTA Transportation 2050



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Improvement Bond

DO0 B

Make the Transportation System Work Better
Muni Rail Modernization, primarily upgrading

the train control system.

Program Summary

Modernize systems that are key for operating the
transit system. Replacing the aging train control
system, wayside signals, switch machines, and
supporting guideway infrastructure.

Project Prioritization Criteria

Ridership

Service Frequency

Equity

Network Connectivity

Why is this program important?
Modernized train management leads to more
efficient operations and reduces bunching
and gaps between trains.

New train communications systems allows for
longer trains, reduced crowding, and capacity
for future growth.

The current, aging train control system is
frequently responsible for slowdowns in the
Market Street Subway. Upgrading this system
would make the schedule more dependable
and travel times more consistent.

The new train control system will complement
Muni’s new light rail fleet to optimize the
riding experience for Muni patrons.

Ml SFMTA Transportation 2050



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Improvement Bond

ODP0H

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow
Traffic Signal and Street Crossing $42 M

Improvements in Equity Neighborhoods

Why is this program important?

Signal upgrades make intersections work for
everyone, especially people with disabilities and
other vulnerable road users.

Program Summary
Traffic signal upgrades improve safety and visibility
at intersections and other places where people

may be crossing the street. . : :
y E Improvements will be made on the High Injury

Network where a preponderance of traffic
deaths and severe injuries are concentrated.
Streets in historically disadvantaged
communities are almost twice as likely to be on
the High Injury Network.

Project Prioritization Criteria

Equity

Collision History

Traffic Volumes

Multiple Mode Benefits

Ml SFMTA Transportation 2050




2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Improvement Bond

ODO0 P

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow
On-Street Improvements

Program Summary

Redesigning major corridors of the public right of
way enhances the quality and use of public spaces,
improves safety for all street users, improves Muni
access and service, and fixes critical aging
transportation infrastructure.

Project Prioritization Criteria

$42M

Why is this program important?

This program will focus on quality-of-life
improvements along key corridors by providing
a better experience for residents, visitors, and
workers who bike, walk, and take transit.

The program builds on near-term improvements
designed to address collision and fatality trends
to transform corridor street design and make
safety improvement more permanent.

Multimodal enhancements will support
increased housing density, affordability, and
mobility.

Corridor improvements to support existing and
new investment in commercial corridors.

M SFMTA Transportation 2050 21



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Improvement Bond

DO0 B

Improve Street Safety and Traffic Flow
Speed Management Program

Program Summary Why is this program important?

Implement proven interventions to slow motor Every year in San Francisco, about 30 people
vehicle speeds and improve safety, such as lose their lives and over 500 more are seriously
application-based residential traffic calming, injured while traveling on city streets.

lowered speed limits along neighborhood

corridors, and speed radar signs to improve driver The higher the speed of a crash, the higher the
AWareness. chances are that someone will be killed or

seriously injured.
Project Prioritization Criteria
This program invests in street design that
Collision History supports slower speeds to protect lives.

Equity Neighborhoods

Nearby Destinations

Community Requests

m SFMTA Transportation 2050



2022 Muni Reliability and Street Safety Improvement Bond

DO0 B

$400M Transportation Bond — Spend-down Projection*
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*Based on cashflow requirements of eligible projects under the proposed bond program
Ml SFMTA Transportation 2050




Overview

ODSQ 0

Transportation 2050 — Needs and Gaps

The SEFMTA took the vision of ConnectSF and the capital needs in
the agency’s Capital Plan and looked at operational and capital
needs for the next 30-years.

ConnectSF

* Vision for the Transportation
System

* Supported by Federal / State /
Local resources

¢ Includes investments in Service
and Infrastructure

Reference: Transportation 2050

20 Year
Capital Plan

* 20 Years of Fiscally
Unconstrained Infrastructure
Needs identified in long range
plans as well as additional
needs identified by
stakeholders.

¢ Includes needs to maintain the
system as well as expand.

* Informs 5-Year Constrained
Capital Improvement Program

10-Year Capital Plan Uses

5- Year Capital
Improvement
Program (CIP)

* 5 - Year financially constrained
program of projects

¢ Includes detailed revenue
projections for 30+ funding
sources (Sales Tax, Federal
Funds, State Funds, Regional
Funds)

* Programs funds to phases of
project planning, design and
implementation.

10-Year Capital Plan Sources

I SFMTA Transportation 2050
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

December 21, 2021
File No. 211290

Lisa Gibson

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson:

On December 14, 2021, the following proposed General Obligation Bond for the June 7, 2022,
Election was received and assigned to the Board of Supervisors’ Budget and Finance
Committee:

File No. 211290

Ordinance calling and providing for a special election to be held in the City
and County of San Francisco on Tuesday, June 7, 2022, for the purpose of
submitting to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur the following
bonded indebtedness of the City and County: $400,000,000 to finance the
costs of construction, acquisition, and improvement of certain
transportation, street safety and transit related capital improvements, and
related costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes;
authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax
increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code, Chapter 37,
providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both principal and
interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of Administrative
Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and requirements for
the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a project under the
California Environmental Quality Act; and finding that the proposed bond is
in conformity with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section
101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency requirement of Charter,
Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section 2A.53.



General Obligation Bond Introduced
Environmental Review Request - File No. 211290
December 21, 2021 Page 2

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

Vicr>- Yol

By: Victor Young, Assistant Clerk
Committee Clerk

Attachment

c:  Devyani Jain, Deputy Environmental Review Officer
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
Don Lewis, Environmental Planning
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning



City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

TO: Ben Rosenfield, City Controller, Office of the Controller

FROM: Victor Young, Assistant Clerk, Rules Committee [ o
Board of Supervisors

DATE: December 21, 2021

SUBJECT: GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND INTRODUCED

June 7, 2022 Election

The Board of Supervisors’ Rules Committee has received the following Charter

Amendment for the June 7, 2022, Election.

This matter is being referred to you in

accordance with Rules of Order 2.22.3.

File No. 211290

Ordinance calling and providing for a special election to be held in the City
and County of San Francisco on Tuesday, June 7, 2022, for the purpose of
submitting to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur the following
bonded indebtedness of the City and County: $400,000,000 to finance the
costs of construction, acquisition, and improvement of certain
transportation, street safety and transit related capital improvements, and
related costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes;
authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax
increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code, Chapter 37,
providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both principal and
interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of Administrative
Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and requirements for
the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a project under the
California Environmental Quality Act; and finding that the proposed bond is
in conformity with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section
101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency requirement of Charter,
Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section 2A.53.

File No. 211291



Resolution determining and declaring that the public interest and necessity
demand the construction, acquisition, improvement, and retrofitting of
transportation, street safety and transit related improvements, and other
critical infrastructure and facilities for transportation system improvements
and safety improvements and related costs necessary or convenient for the
foregoing purposes; authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the
resulting property tax increase to residential tenants under Administrative
Code, Chapter 37; providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both
principal and interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of
Administrative Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and
requirements for the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a
project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and finding
that the proposed bond is in conformity with the eight priority policies of
Planning Code, Section 101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency
requirement of Charter, Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section
2A.53.

Please review and prepare a financial analysis of the proposed measure prior to the first
Budget and Finance Committee hearing.

If you have any questions or concerns, please call me at (415) 554-7723 or email:
victor.young@sfgov.org. To submit documentation, please email or forward to me at the
Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San
Francisco, CA 94102.

Todd Rydstrom, Deputy City Controller
Peg Stevenson, City Performance Director
Natasha Mihal, City Services Auditor
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MEMORANDUM

Tom Paulino, Liaison to the Board of Supervisors, Mayor’s Office

Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney, Office of the City Attorney

John Arntz, Director, Department of Elections

LeeAnn Pelham, Executive Director, Ethics Commission

Jeffrey Tumlin, Director, Municipal Transportation Agency
(jeffrey.tumlin@sfmta.com)

: Victor Young, Assistant Clerk, Rules Committee e
Board of Supervisors

December 21, 2021

SUBJECT: GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND INTRODUCED

June 7, 2022 Election

The Board of Supervisors’ Rules Committee has received the following matters for the
June 7, 2022, Election. These matter is being referred to you in accordance with Rules
of Order 2.22.4.

File No. 211290

Ordinance calling and providing for a special election to be held in the City
and County of San Francisco on Tuesday, June 7, 2022, for the purpose of
submitting to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur the following
bonded indebtedness of the City and County: $400,000,000 to finance the
costs of construction, acquisition, and improvement of certain
transportation, street safety and transit related capital improvements, and
related costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes;
authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax
increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code, Chapter 37,
providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both principal and
interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of Administrative
Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and requirements for
the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a project under the
California Environmental Quality Act; and finding that the proposed bond is
in conformity with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section
101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency requirement of Charter,
Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section 2A.53.



File No. 211291

Resolution determining and declaring that the public interest and necessity
demand the construction, acquisition, improvement, and retrofitting of
transportation, street safety and transit related improvements, and other
critical infrastructure and facilities for transportation system improvements
and safety improvements and related costs necessary or convenient for the
foregoing purposes; authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the
resulting property tax increase to residential tenants under Administrative
Code, Chapter 37; providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both
principal and interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of
Administrative Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and
requirements for the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a
project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and finding
that the proposed bond is in conformity with the eight priority policies of
Planning Code, Section 101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency
requirement of Charter, Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section
2A.53.

Please review and submit any reports or comments you wish to be included with the
legislative file.

If you have any questions or concerns, please call me at (415) 554-7723 or email:
victor.young@sfgov.org.

Andres Power, Mayor’s Office
Patrick Ford, Ethics Commission
Kate Breen, SFMTA

Janet Martinsen, SFMTA

Joel Ramos, SFMTA

Viktoriya Wise, SFMTA
Christine Silva, SFMTA
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS

December 21, 2021

Rich Hillis, Director

Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Mr. Rahaim:

On December 14, 2021, the following matters was introduced for the June 7, 2021,
Elections:

File No. 211290

Ordinance calling and providing for a special election to be held in the City
and County of San Francisco on Tuesday, June 7, 2022, for the purpose of
submitting to San Francisco voters a proposition to incur the following
bonded indebtedness of the City and County: $400,000,000 to finance the
costs of construction, acquisition, and improvement of certain
transportation, street safety and transit related capital improvements, and
related costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes;
authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax
increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code, Chapter 37,
providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both principal and
interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of Administrative
Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and requirements for
the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a project under the
California Environmental Quality Act; and finding that the proposed bond is
in conformity with the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section
101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency requirement of Charter,
Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section 2A.53.

File No. 211291

Resolution determining and declaring that the public interest and necessity
demand the construction, acquisition, improvement, and retrofitting of
transportation, street safety and transit related improvements, and other
critical infrastructure and facilities for transportation system improvements
and safety improvements and related costs necessary or convenient for the
foregoing purposes; authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the
resulting property tax increase to residential tenants under Administrative
Code, Chapter 37; providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both



principal and interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of
Administrative Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and
requirements for the election; finding that the proposed bond is not a
project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and finding
that the proposed bond is in conformity with the eight priority policies of
Planning Code, Section 101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency
requirement of Charter, Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section
2A.53.

The proposed General Obligation Bond is being transmitted to the Planning Department
for review and determination regarding consistency with the City’s General Plan and
eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. The General Obligation Bond is
pending before the Budget and Finance Committee and will be scheduled for hearing
upon receipt of your response.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

VideoYrug,

By: Victor Young, Clerk
Committee Clerk

Attachment

C.

Jonis lonin, Director of Commission Affairs

Scott Sanchez, Deputy Zoning Administrator

Corey Teague, Zoning Administrator

Lisa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer

Devyani Jain, Deputy Environmental Review Officer
Adam Varat, Acting Director of Citywide Planning
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs

Dan Sider, Director of Executive Programs

Aaron Starr, Manager of Legislative Affairs

Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning





