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FILE NO. 101413 | RESOLUTION NO.

[Accept and Expend Grant - Congestion Management Agency Block Grant - $11,553,000]

Resolution authorizing the Department of Public Works fo accept and expend.
$11, 553 000 in federal Surface Transportatlon Program: andlor Congestion Mitigation
and Atr Quality Improvement funds awarded through the Metropolitan Transportatmn

Co.mrnsssmn 5 Congestlo_n Management Agency Block Grant program.

WHEREAS,- the Metropolitan Transportation Comm-ission (MTC) is the designéted recipient

~ for federal Surface Tfansportat%on Program (STP) andfor Congestion Mitigation and Air

Quality Improvement (CMAQ) funds for the San Francisco Bay Area; and,

~ WHEREAS, MTC Resolution No. 3925 established a Congestion Management Agency
(CMA) Block Grant progrém which delegated program management and project selection to -
the county congestion management‘agehcies for three prograhws: the County Transportation
for leable Communities Program the Regional Bicycle Program, and the Local Streets and

Roads Shortfai! Program, which are all funded with federal STP and CMAQ funds for FY

. 2010- 11 and FY 2011 12; and,

WHEREAS, the San Francisco County Transportatlon Agency (SFCTA), which is the
CMA for San Francisco County, solicited applications for $11,700,000 in federa! funds under
the CMA Block Grant program; and, | |
WHEREAS, DPW applied to thé SECTA and received approval for four projects to.
receive $11,553,000 in federal funds under the CMA Block Grant program: |
1. Fplsom Streetscape Improvements PrOject ($4,265,00D); |
2. Second Street StreetscapeIlmprovements Project ($4,846,000),

3. Broadway Streetsoape Improvements Project, Phase 3 {$1,454,000); and

Mayor Newsom : .
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : Page 1
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‘ Improvement (CMAQ) funds awarded through the Metropohtan Transportation Commisseon |

(MTC) s Congesﬂon Management Agency (CMA) Block Grant program andbeit :

4. Marina Gieen Bicycle Trail Project ($988,000);

‘and',‘

WHEREAS, each of the projects requires a local match, which DPW has programmed
as follows: |
1. Folsom Streetscape Improvements Project - $682,00'0 in Prop K seies tax funds;
2. Second Street Streetscape Emprovemente Project - $729,000, of which |
$657,423 is Prop K funds and $71,577 from state Prop 42 funds;
3. Broadway Streetscape Improvements Project Phase 3- $322,000, of which
$276,000 from Prop K funds and $46,000 -from state Prop 42 funds; and
4. Marina Green Bicycle Trail Project - $128,025 in Prop K funds;
and, ' o |

WHEREAS, On September 21, 2010 the Board of Supervieors approved File 101171, a

Resolution of Local Support for the feur projects funded thfough the CMA Block Grant as

required by MTC; and

WHEREAS, The pmjects |dent|f ed in this teglelation are subject to the appropnate
environmental revnew and, ,

WHEREAS The grants do not requnre an ASQO amendment now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That DPW will nmplement the pro;ects as descnbed in the apphcatlon and
in this resolution; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED That DPW wﬂl provrde $1 861 025 in non~federal matchmg

funds;and be it R
FURTHER RESOLVED That DPW |s authorlzed to accept and expend $1 1 553 000 m {
federal Surface Transportatlon Program (STP) andlor Congestlon Mlhgat:on and Air Quaiaty
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Director of Public Works or his or her designee is

. authorized to execute all documents pertaining to the project with Caltrans.

- Recommended: - | | _ Approved é/] m

(Q/ Mayor

%/ '- | | Appréved: ﬂg—:—“ﬁ:

Department Head ' Controller

Department of Public Works . .
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ‘ ' Page 3
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Phone; (415) 554-6920

=% Fax: {(415) 554-6944
TDD: {(415) 554-6800
hittp:/Awww. sfdpw.com

- City and County of San Fran-,,fscb

¢ Depariment of Public Works
Office of the Director

City Hall, Room 348

1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodiett Place

. San Francisco, CA 94102-4645

Gavin Newsom, Mayor
Edward D. Reiskin, Director

TO: _ | Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Su vi
FROM: . Edwa£d'Reiskin, Director of Public W7,
DATE: November 15, 2010

SUBJECT: Accept—Expénd Resolution

GRANT TITLE: Federal STP/CMAQ Funds —~ CMA Block Grant
Attached please find the oﬂginal and 4 copies of each of the following:
IZI Proposed resolution; originai signed by Department, Mayor, Controller

M Resolution #10-76 passed by the San Francisco County Transportation Authority
on June 29, 2010, approving the CMA Block Grant '

o Grant Information Form
M Grant Budget
Special Timeline Requirements:

* Departmental representative to receive a copy of the adopted resolution:
Name: Simone Jacques, Simone.Jacques@sfdpw.org Phone: 558-4034

Interoffice Mail Address: DPW, BOE 30 Van Ness Ave, 5" Floor
Certified copy required [IYes ‘ i No

(Note: certified copies have the seal of the City/County affixed and are occasionally required by -
funding agencies. In most cases ordinary copies without the seal are sufficient).

Summary

The Department of Public Works (DPW) requests that the Board of Supervisors authorize
acceptance and expenditure of $11,553,000 in federal Surface Transportation Program (STT)
and/or Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) funds. The Board of
Supervisors has already approved a resolution of local support (File 101171, 9/21/2010) stating
the commitment of necessary local matching funds; and agreeing to complete the project. The
resolution of local support is required by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
YUMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCQ” We are dedicated individuals committed to teamwork, cusforner

service and continuous fmpmverﬁ, nt in partnership with the community.
Clustomer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvenent



CMA Block Grant Accept~Expend Resolution Memo
Page 2

before the project can be programmed in the Federal Transportation hlprovement Program
(TIP).

‘ Background

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the designated recipient for federal STP
and CMAQ funds for the San Francisco Bay Area. MTC established a Congestion Management
Agency (CMA) block grant program for FY 2010-11 and FY 2011-12 for three programs:
Transportation for Livable Cémmunities, Local Streets and Roads, and the Regional Bicycle
Program. (For more information on the CMA block grant program, please refer to the attached
SFCTA Resolution 10-76.)

The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA), which is the CMA for San
Francisco County, solicited applications for $11,700.000 in federal funds under the CMA Block
Grant program. In accordance with the three funding programs, SFCTA sought projects that
incorporated streetscape lmprovements, pavement rehabilitation, and multimodal travel including -
bicycle facilities.

DPW applied to the SFCTA and received approval for four projects to receive $11 ,553,000 in
federal funds under the CMA Block Grant program. (The remaining $185,000 was awarded to
. the Port of San Francisco for the Cargo Way bicycle project.) The table below lists the prOJects.

Programmmg ‘ ‘ Progect Location District Federal Total Cost
Year ‘ , _ Funds .
10-11 | Folsom Street from 19th Street 9 $4,265,000 $5,443,000

to Cesar Chavez , . B :
11-12 Second Street from Market 6 $4,846,000 $6,062,000
Street to King Street ‘ _
11-12 Broadway from Kearny Street 3 $1,454,000 | $1,811,000
' to Montgomery Street ' _
11-12 Marina Green Trail from 2 $988,000 $1,116,025 1
Lyon Street to Laguna Street -- 4 R
' ) B $11,553,000 | $14,432,025

The total cost column above includes both required local matching funds (ranging from 11.5% to
20%, depending on the funding category), and local funds for project design. ‘Of the $1,861,025
needed for local match, $117,577 will be secured from Proposition 42 or gas tax swap funds
allocated to San Francisco. The remaining $1,743,448 local match need will be secured from
Proposition K. DPW has submitted ailocation requesis fo the SFCTA to secure jocal matching -
funds for the construction phase of Folsom Street, and for the design phase of Second, Broadway
and Marina. We anticipate final approval of these allocation requests at the Authority’s o
December meeting. Prop K funds for the construction phase of Second, Broadway and Marina .
will be allocated by the SFCTA when DPW is ready to proceed to that phase of work. The .
attached budget summary prowdes detaﬂ about the sources and uses related to these pI‘O_] ects

. 'Questxons about the proposed resolunon can be dlrected to S1mone Jacques Transportatlon A
Fmance Analyst 558 4034 or KI‘lS Opbroek Pro;ect Manager, 558 4045

SRS T35



File Number: '
(Provided by Clerk of Board of Supervisors)

Grant Information Form
(Effective January 2000}

Purposa Accompanies proposed Board of Supervisors resolutions authonzmg a Department to accept and
expend grant funds.

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

1. Grant Title: Congestion Management Agency Block Grant (Federal Surfac'e Tranéportatian and
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Funds)

2. D'epartment: Public Works _
3. Contact Péréon: Simone Jacques B ' Telephone: 558-4034
- 4. Grant Approval Status (check one): |

: [X] Approved by fuﬁcfing agency o [ ] Nof yet approved
5 Am§Unt of Grant Funding Approved or Applied for: $11,553,000 '

6a. Matching Funds Required: $ $1,861,025
b Source(s} of matching funds (if apphcable) Propos:tlon K, Propos:taon 42/Gas Tax Swap

7a. Grant Source Agency: Metropolitan Transpm’tatlon Commlssson
b. Grart Pass-Through Agency (if applicable):”

8. Proposed Grant Project Summary: This grant provides funds for the four projects described betow:

Folsom Streetscape Improvemerits: Construct streetscape improvements on Folsom Street from 18th Street
o Cesar Chavez Street including street trees and corner bulb-outs. Repave Folsom Street from 19th Street to
Cesar Chavez Street. Install underground conduit, advanced fraffic signal controllers and cabinets on Folsom

Street from 19th Street to Cesar Chavez Street to prepare for pedestnan signals. ‘

Second Street Streetscape Improvements: Design and construct streetscape improvem‘ents on Second
Street from Folsom Street to King Street including street trees, corner bulb-outs and crosswalk improvements.
Repave Second Street from Market Street to-Harrison Street and from Bryant Street to King Street. Construct
bicycle lanes on Second Street from Market Street fo King Street. Install underground conduit, advanced
traffic signal confrollers and cabinets on Second Street from Market Street to King Street to prepare for-a full

SFgo signal upgrade.

Broadway Streetscape improvements, Phase lil; Design and construct streetscape improvements on
Broadway Street from Kearny Street to Montgomery Street including street trees, comer bulb-outs and
sidewalk improvements. Repave Broadway Street from Baltery Street to Kearney Street.

Mariné Green Bicycle Trail: Design and construct improvements to the multi-use Marina Green Trail between
Lyon Street and Laguna Street. Improvements include bollard removal and upgrade, path and driveway
intersection upgrades, pathway resurfacing and upgraded striping and signage.

‘9. Grant Project Schedule, as allowed in approval documents, or as proposed:
" Start-Date: July 2010 ~ End-Date: June 2013

33



10. Number of new positions created and funded: None |

11. if new positions are created, explain the disposition of employees once the grant ends’? N/A.

12a. Amount budgeted for contractual services: $10,054,035
b. Wil contractual services be put out to bid? Yes.
c. If so, will contract services help to further the goals of the department’s DBE requirements? Yes.
d. Is this likely to be a one-time or ongoing request for contracting out? One-time.

13a. Does the budget include indirect costs? []Yes | [XI No |

b1. if yes, how much?
b2. How was the amount calculated?

c. If no, why are indirect costs not included?

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

DPW's current indirect cost pian does not allocate COWCARP to the Engineering and Construction
Management bureaus.

14. Any other significant grant requirements 'or comments:

**Dlsabltzty Access Checklist™* .

15. This Grant is intended for activities at (check ali that apply):.

{X] Existing Site(s) [1 Existing Structure(s) - {1 Existing Progrsm(s) or Service(s)
[} Rehabilitated Site(s} [l Rehabilitated Structure(s) - [ ] New Program(s) or Service(s)
[1 New Site(s) [} New Structure(s) : - , _

16. The Departmental ADA Coordinator and/or the Mayor’s Office on Disability have reviewed the proposal and

" concluded that the projéct as proposed will be in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and all

- other Federal, State and local access laws and reguiations and will allow the full inclusion of persons with
disabilities or will require unreasonabie hardship exceptions, as described in the comments section: '

s Comments :

Departmental or Mayor’s Office of Dlsabnhty Reviewer: b’/’“/ \-éf(“z"“I“

(Name)
Date Rewewed Q pd/ Zﬂ{()

Department Approval | Edward D. Reiskin ___ Director of Puiblic Works -
(ngﬁaﬁe) : :
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PPCO61510 RESOLUTION NO. 10-76 f

RESOLUTION APPROVING SAN FRANCISCO’S 2010 CONGESTION MANAGEMENT

AGENCY BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM OF PROJECTS

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan 'I;ransportatic)ﬁ Commission (MTC) established the
Congestion Management Agency (CMA) Block Grant program as part of its fram.ework for
programming funds ariﬂcipated uﬁder the yet-to-be-developed six-year federal surface transportation
act; and |

WHEREAS, As CMA for San Fraﬁcisco, the Authotity is reqlzired to submit a list of
a?proveai projects to MTC for San Francisco’s CMA Block .Grant program by July 30, 2010; and

 WHEREAS, MTC set the following programming tatgets for the three fund programs that
malke up the CMA Block Grant: $7.4 million for Local Streets and Roads (LS&R), $3 million for
county share Transportation for iivable Communisies (TLC) and $1.3 miﬂi‘on for the Regional
Bicycle Program (RBP) for 4 total of $11 7 million in available funds; and

WHEREAS, On March 12, 2010, Authority staff solicited apphcattons for projects from
-eligible project sponsors for 4 total of $11.7 million in available CMA Block Grant funds; and

‘ WHF;REAS, By the May 3, 2010 deadline, Authority staff received five applications
requesting a total of §12.6 mﬂhon and

WHER_EAS The applications received tequested less than the amount of RBP funds
available, 50 Authority staff issued a supplemental call for projects on May 28, 2010, for a total of
$185.000 in available RBP funds; and

WHEREAS, By the June 8; 2010 deadline, Authotity staff received two additional
aﬁpﬁtations, the Cargo Way — Bay Trail Bicycle Lane Project (@185,000) and the Coaétal Trail

Bicycle Project ($185,000), tequesﬁng a total of $370,000 in RBP funds; and

Hi\Resolutions\201GRES\R10-7 6 2030 CMA Block Grant.dot ‘ Page 1 of 4
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PPC061510 - o RESOLUTION NO. 1076 fa

- WHEREAS, The suéple_rnental request brought the total number of applicatons for CMA
Block Grant funds up to seven, requesting a tetal of $13.4 million in CMA Block Grant funds, as
shown in Attachment 1,and; | | |

WHEREAS, Authotity ‘staff reviewed project eligibility and prordtized the apphcattons for

- funding based on ctitetia described in Attachment 2; and

WHEREAS, The Authodty staff recommendation, shbwn in Attachment 3, includes two

funding strategies that are dependent on the resalts_ of ehe MTC’s regional TLC program, which are
. expected to be knowsn in late June and approved by MTC in July; and | |
WHEREAS, Funding Strategy A, which will be used if the Municipal Transpottation
Agency’s (MZ‘A’S) Haight and Matket Street Transit and Pedestrian Improvement Project xeceivc:s
regional TLC funding, includes ﬁmding the Department of Public Wotks’ (DPW’s) FOIeom
Streetscape Irnprovement Project ($4,265,000), DPW’s Second gt:reet Streetscape Project

(?;55,031,000); DPW’s Broadway Streetscape Improvements Project — Phase HI ($1,454,000), DPW’s

Matina Green Bicycle Ttail Project. ($988,000), the Port of San Francisco’s (Port’s) Cargo Way — Bay

Trail Bicycle Lanes Project (1%185,000), and will require working with DPW to reduce TLC project

bﬁdge:ts by $185,000 and/or find other fund sousces in oxder to match the amount of available

county-share TLC fands; and
WHEREAS, Funding Sttategy B, which will be used if the MTA’s Haigﬁt and Market Street
“Transit and Pedestrian Improvement Project does not receive regional TLC funding, includes

funding the MTA’s Haight and Matket Street Transit and Pedestrian Imp rovement project

($1,31-0,000), DPW’s Folsom Streetscape Improvement Project ($4,265,000), DPW’s Second Street
Strectscape PrO}ect (%5, 031 OOO) DP\W’S Manna Green Bicycle Trail Pro;cct ($988,000), the Port of .~ |

San Francisco’s (Port 5) Cargo Way Bay Trail Bmycie Lancs Pro;ect ($185, 000) and will reqmre_

- #:\Resolutions\2010RES\R10-76 2010 CMA Black Giant.doc -« T Y S Page2ofd
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PPCO061510 | - RESOLUTION NO. 10-76 {45

working with project sponsors to teduce TLC ‘project budgets by $41,000 and/or find other fund
sources in order to match the amount of available county-share TLC fimas; and

.WHEREAS, On May 26; 2010, the Citizens Advisoty Committee reviewed and ap‘proveci i
motion of support for the staff recommendation; and |

WHEREAS, On j'une 15, 2010, the Plans and Programs Cdmmittee: reviewcd'.and
unanimously recommended approval of the staff recommendation; now, therefore be it |

RESOLVED, That the Authority hereby appréves the 2010 CMA Block Grant program of
projects, as shown in Attacﬁmeﬁt 3; aﬁd be it further o | |

RESOLVED, The Exccutive Directot is auth{jrized to subimit the 2010 CMA Block Grant
program of pt;'_)}f:cts to MTC; and be it fﬁ;cther

RESOLVED), That the Capital Improvement Program of ‘the Congestion. Management

Program is hereby armended, as appropriate.

Attachments: ‘ 7
1. 2010 CMA Block Grant — Application Received: (Updated: June 8, 2010)
2. 2010 CMA Block Grant Screening and Prioritization Criteria
3. 2010 CMA Biock Grant - Staff Recommendation (Updated: June 9, 2010)

H:AResolutions\20 10RES\R10-76 2010 CMA Black Grant.doc : Page 3 of 4
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PPCO61510 o RESOLUTION NO.10-76

The foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted by the San Francisco County Transpottation

Authority at a regulatly scheduled meeting thereof, this 29% day of June, 2010 by the following -

votes:
Ayes: Comimissioners Avalos, Chiu, Chu, Daly, Dufty, Elsbernd, Mar,
Maxwell and Mirkarimi (9)
Nays: (0
Absent:  Commissioners Alioto-Pier and.‘Campos (4]
[Crrs Hodlpivsesin (2410
Ross Mirkarimi ' " Date '
Chairperson
ATTEST: 2 N u[/é‘y/ﬁ L
T José Lo Moscovich—" /63&:

Executive Ditector

HARekolltions\2010RES\RLU-76 2010 CMA Biock Grant dac’ .~ - Lol L e Pagedof b



Attachment §
2010 CMA Block Grane - Applications Recelved
Updated on June 8, 2010
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Attachment 2
2010 CMA Block Grant Program Screemng and
Prioritiation Critexia

"The Authotity evaluated 2010 CMA Block Grant applications that were submitted by the
established deadline through a two-part process iovolving screening critetia and
prioriization criteria. )

CMA Block Grant Screening Criteria: Piojects must meet all screening criteria in ordet
to be consideted further for CMA Block Grant funding, The screening criteria will focus on
 meeting the eligibility requirements for CMA Block funds and include, but are not limited to
the following factors:

e Project s a fully funded, stand alone capital project.

o Project sponsor is an eligible administeting agency per MTCs CMA Block Grant
guidelines.

o P;:o'ect sponsor is requestinig a min_imum of $250,000 in CMA Block Grant funds.

‘e Project is consistent with the 2009 Regional Transpors:atzon PIan and Countywide
Transportation Plan,

TLC Screening Critetia: Projects must meet all of the CMA Block Grant screening
criteria and the TLC County Share screening criteria in order to be considered further for
TLC County Shate funding,

P

e Project must be a streetscape improvement that supports multi-modal travel,
¢ Project must be in an ABAG designated PDA.

» Project must have the required 20% local match in committed or programmed
funds.

RBP Screening Criteria: Projects must meet all of the CMA Block Grant screening
criteria and the RBP screening critetia in order to be considered further for RBP funding.

o Project must be capital projects that add route mileage to the existing Regional
Bikeway Netwotk as designated in MTCs 2009 Regional Bicycle Plan, or as
amended through the update process developed by MTC.

e Project must have the required 11.47% local match in comimitted or programmed |
funds. : - o

LS&R Screening Criteria: Pro]ects must meet 2ll of the CMA Block Grant screemng
criteria and the LS&R screening criteria in order to be considered further for LS&R funding,

® Pro;ect must be a pavement rehabilitation or preventative maintenance project that
extends the useful life of the facility by at least 5 years. Capacity expansion projects,
sight-of-way pusrchases, channelization, routine maintenance, spot application,
seismic retrofit, and structural repaic on bgidges is ineligible. Non-pavement
enhancements, such as streetscape projects and new traffic calming featutes, are also
ineligible. Non-pavement projects/activities that replace features currently existing
on the roadway are eligible as follows: minor structures (e.g. headwalls, retaining
walls, slide tepair and slope protection), ADA compliance components,

MnMeetings\Memo to CAC\2010N05-May 2010\CMA Block Grant Attachments\old\Screening and Pricritization Critesia.doe Page 1o0f3
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NPDES/Permits, traffic safety components (e g stnpmg, signs, signals), bike paths
(Class I/ only), and sidewalks.

. Pro;ect must bé on the Federal-Aid System.

¢ Project selection must be based on the analysis results from San Francisco’s cernﬁed
Pavement Management System.

s Project must have the required 11 47% local match in comrmtted ot pmgrammed
funds. :

CMA Block Grant Prioritiation Critetia:  Projects that meet all of the CMA Block
Grant screening critesia and the screening criteria for the individual program will be
priotitized for CMA Block Grant funding based on, but not limited to the factors listed
below. The Authority reserves the right to modify or add to the prioritization criteria in
response to additional guidance and if necessary to. priotitize a very coropetitive list of
eligible projects that exceed available programming capacity. ‘

» - Project Readiness: Projects that can clearly demonstrate an ability to meet timely use
of funds reqmreme:nts This enables project benefits to be realized sooner and
suppotts the regions strategy to obligate STP and CMAQ funds as eatly as possible.
Within this critetion, the Authority will prortze projects that can demonstrate
CEQA clearance and a potential categorical exclusion in NEPA.

. Commumty Suppott: Projects with clear and diverse (e.g broad) community suppott
will receive a higher priority. This can be shown through letters of support, specific
teference and community meetings regarding the project.

*  Safety: Projects with safety benefits will be given a higher pdority. Project sponsors
must cleatly define the safety issue that is being addressed and how the project will
imptove or alleviate the issue. '

e Complete Streets: Projects that diréctly benefit  multiple system users (e.g-
pedestrians, cyclists, transit passengers) will be priositized.

. Gcographic Equity: This factor will be considered looking at the entite list of San
Francisco projects. : : ‘

. Pro ect Sponsor Pnonty For pm}ect sponsors that subrmt mulﬂple CMA Block
| Grant applications, we will consxdcr the project sponsor’s relative priority for-its
apphcauons ) :

» Program Diversity: The vartiety of project types wilk be cons;dercd lookmg at the.
' ent:n.re list of San Francisco projects. _ ;

. Multl~Agency Collabotation: Pxo]ect is supported by multipie clty agenmes

| Given the challenge of meeting the timely use of funds requirements and the consequences L
of falling to meet the reqmrements (eg loss of funds to the project and San Francisco),
project readiness will be given strong consideration. As is customary, we will wotk closely.

with project sponsors clarify scope, schedule and budget; and meodify programming = ..

tecommendations as needed to help optlmlze the prO}ects ab}hty to meet umeiy use of
ﬁmds reqmrements : _ :
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TLC County Share Prioritiation Criteria: Projects that roeet all of the screening criteria
will be prioritized for TLC County Shatre funding based on, but not limited to the factors
listed below. :

o Projects that improve a range of transportation chomes by adding or improving
pedesttian, transit, and/ox bicyele facilities, and by improving the links between these
facilities and activity nodes.

@ Projects that can demonstrate direct’ support. for existing and plahned mixed-use
~ developments.

e Projects that are designed to create ADA comphant direct connections to hﬂk to
high volume regional and local transit. '

e Projects that improve safety and enhance the pedestrian envitonment will be given 2
high priority. This includes, but is not limited to, shottening pedestrian crossing
distances, adding/upgrading crosswalks, adding/upgrading pedestrian signals, adding
pedestrian lighting, adding public art and adding street trees/landscaping

o - Projects that have conceptual designs at a2 minimum and ideally completed survey
wotk (e.g at of near 35% design).

e Projects that are detived from a Board-adopted planning document (such as a
transportation-land use plan, urban design/landscape concept plan, design
development plan, specific plan, general plan etc.) and have conceptual design. that
has been reviewed by the public.

RBP Prioritiation Criteria: Projects that meet all of the screening criteria: will be
prioitized for RBP funding based on, but not fimited to the factors listed below

' e . Projects that attract and meet the needs of a broad range of users, including school
children, students, seniors, the disabled, families, commuters and recreationalists. -

e  Project near existing and planned activity centers such as shopping areas,
~ employment centets, tansit centers, civic centers, parks, schools, libraries and other
commmunity facilities,

s Projects that would close a gap of remove a barrier to access of the rest of the
Regional Bikeway Network. :

LS&R Priotitiation Criteria: Projects that meet all of the screening criteria will be
prioritized for LS&R funding based on, but not limited to the factors listed below.

o Projects with a PCI score of 70 or below.
® Projf;cts on existing bicycle and tfar;sit routes.

If the amount of CMA Block Grant funds requested exceeds available funding we reserve
the right to negotiate with project sponsots on items such as scope and budget changes that
would allow us to develop a recommended CMA Block Grant project list that best satisfies
all of the aforementioned priotitization critezia.
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Office of the Mayor

. . Gavin Newsom
City & County S}S,an Francisco

N

TO: Angela Ca,ivilllo, Clerk of the, Board of Supervisors
FROM: ayor Gavin Newsom

RE: Accept-Expend ~ Congestion Management Agency Block Grant -
$11,553,000 .

DATE: November 23, 2010

Dear Madame Clerk:

Attached for introduction to the Board of Supervisors is the resolution authorizing the
Department of Public Works to accept and expend $11,553,000 in federal Surface
Transportation Program (STP) and/or Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement (CMAQ) funds awarded through the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC)’s Congestion Management Agency (CMA) Block Grant program.

| request that this item be calendared in Budget and Finance Committee.

Should you have any questions, please contact Starr Terrell (415) 554-5262. . (

1Dr. 'CarE{QnIB. Goodlett Place, Room 200, San Francisco,'Caléf’c).i‘hié ‘941'0244641‘ .
. gavinnewsom@sfgov.org » (415Y 554-6141° .0 v Lo
e e U
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