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FILE NO. 190761 RESOLUTIO~" .~0. 

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

Resolution authorizing the acceptance and expenditure of California State Senate Bill 1 

Local Partnership Program formulaic funding in the amount of $2,340,000 for San 

Francisco Public Works' Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project. 

7 WHEREAS, On April28, 2017, the Governor of California signed the Road Repair and 

8 Accountability Act of 2017, also known as Senate Bill1 (herein referred to as SB1 ), a 

9 transportation funding package of more than $50 billion over the next 10 years that increases 

1 0 funding for iocai streets and roads, muiti-modai improvements, and transit operations; and 

11 WHEREAS, SB1 created the Local Partnership Program (herein referred to as LPP) 

12 and appropriates $200 million annually to be allocated by the California Transportation 

13 Commission (herein referred to as CTC) to local or regional agencies that have sought and 

14 received voter approval of taxes or imposed fees solely dedicated to transportation; and 

15 WHEREAS, On October 18, 2017, CTC adopted program guidelines that allocate 50% 

16 of the program ($1 00 million annually) through a Formulaic Program to local or regional 

17 transportation agencies that sought and received voter approval of transportation sales tax, 

18 tolls, or fees; and 

19 WHEREAS, The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (herein referred to as 

20 SFCTA) is eligible to receive LPP Formulaic Program distributions because SFCTA 

21 administers Proposition K (herein referred to as Prop K), a half-cent local transportation sales 

22 tax program approved by San Francisco voters in November 2003, and Proposition AA 

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

24 Francisco voters in November 2010, both with revenues dedicated to fund transportation 

25 investments; and 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar 
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1 WHEREAS, SFCTA identified San Francisco Public Works' (herein referred to as 

2 SFPW) street resurfacing projects as good candidates for the LPP Formulaic Program given 

3 the steady pipeline of construction ready projects and the size of the projects being a good 

4 match with the anticipated size of SFCTA's LPP formulaic shares; and 

5 WHEREAS, On December 12,2017, the SFCTA Board programmed its share of LPP 

6 Formulaic Program funds from FY2017 -2018 to FY2019-2020 to the following three projects: 

7 1. FY2017-2018: Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement 

8 Renovation (also known as Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Mt Davidson Residential 

9 Pavement Renovation) 

10 2. FY2018-201 9: Aiemany Bouievard Pavement Renovation 

11 3. FY2019-2020: Various Locations Pavement Renovation No. 42 (also known as 

12 Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation); and 

13 WHEREAS, On August 29, 2018, SFPW and SFCTA jointly submitted nomination 

14 packages to CTC for FY2019-2020 funding for Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement 

15 Renovation; and 

16 WHEREAS, On October 17, 2018, CTC adopted and programmed $2,340,000 in 

17 FY2019-2020 LPP Formulaic Program funds for Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement 

18 Renovation; and 

19 WHEREAS, The project requires a 100% local match, which SFPW programs as 

20 follows: $2,632,000 in General Funds; and 

21 WHEREAS, The funding does not require an ASO amendment; and 

22 WHEREAS, The total budgets, which includes the grant and match funds, include 

23 indirect costs totaling $614,108. 78; now, therefore be it 

24 RESOLVED, That this Board of Supervisors authorizes SFPW to accept and expend 

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

above; and, be it 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar 
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1 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Director of Public Works or his or her designee is 

2 authorized to execute all required documents for receipt of LPP Formulaic Funds; and, be it 

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

4 $2,632,000 in local matching funds. 
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Recommended: 

Mohammed Nuru 

Director of Public Works 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-(OMMITIEE MEETING JULY 24, 2019 

Item 3 Department: 
File 19-0761 General Services Agency - Department of Public Works 

(DPW) 
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Legislative Objectives 

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

Key Points 

• SB1 is a transportation funding package that provides over $50 billion in increased funding 
for local streets and roads, multi-modal improvements and transportation operations over 
the next 10 years. 

• SB1 established the LPP, which allocates $200 million in SB1 funding per year to local or 
regional agencies that have sought and received voter approval for taxes or imposed fees 
dedicated solely to transportation. 50 percent of annual LPP funds ($100 million) are 
allocated through a Formulaic Program to local and regional transportation agencies that 
have specifically sought and received voter approval for transportation sales taxes, tolls or 
fees. The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) is eligible to receive LPP 
Formulaic Funds. 

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

Fiscal Impact 

• The total project budget is $4,972,000, with $2,340,000 provided in SB1 LPP Formulaic 
Funds and $2,632,000 provided in matching funds by Public Works. 

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

Recommendation 

• Approve the proposed resolution. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITIEE MEETING JULY 24, 2019 
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City Administrative Code Section 10.170-1 states that accepting Federal, State, or third-party 
grant funds in the amount of $100,000 or more, including any City matching funds required by 
the grant, is subject to Board of Supervisors approval. 

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

SB1 established the Local Partnership Program (LPPL which appropriates $200 million in SB1 

funding per year. The California Transportation Commission (CTC) allocates LPP funds to local or 
regional agencies that have sought and received voter approval of taxes or imposed fees 
dedicated solely to transportation. 50 percent of LPP funds ($100 million) are allocated annually 
through a Formulaic Program to local or regional transportation agencies that have specifically 

sought and received voter approval for transportation sales taxes, tolls or fees. 

The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) is eligible to receive funding 
through the LPP Formulaic Program due to the fact that the agency administers Proposition I< 
(Prop KL a half-cent local transportation sales tax program approved by San Francisco voters in 

November 2003, and Proposition AA (Prop AA), an additional $10 vehicle registration fee 

approved by San Francisco voters in November 2010. 

In August 2018, the SFCTA and the San Francisco Public Works Department (Public Works) 

submitted a joint request to the CTC for FY 2019-20 LPP Formulaic Funds for the Sunset and 
Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project. In October 2018, the CTC approved the request 

and adopted and programmed $2,340,000 in FY 2019-20 for the project, with the requirement 
that Public Works provide a 100% local match. 

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

Project Description 

The Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project would repave 2.5 miles of 
residential streets in the Sunset and Parkside neighborhoods. Key elements of the project scope 
include demolition and pavement renovation, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp 

construction and retrofit, and traffic control. The project is part of Public Works' larger Street 

1 SBl is also known as the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITIEE MEETING JULY 24, 2019 

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

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

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

"" "" ~ ~ " ~ 00 
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The proposed resolution would authorize $2,340,000 in SB1 LPP Formulaic Funds for the design 
and construction of the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project, with Public 
Works providing an additional $2,632,000 in local matching funds. The total project budget is 
$4,972,000, as shown in Table 1 below. 

Table 1: Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation Budget 

Sources 

SB1 LPP Grant 
General Fund 

mota I 

Uses 

·Design 

Construction (Hard Cost) 
Construction Contingency (10% of Hard Cost) 
Construction Management (30% of Hard Cost) 

mota I 

~mount 

$ 2,340,000.00 
$ 2,632,000.00 

$ 4,972,000.00 

~mount 

$ 
$ 
$ 

472,000.00 
3,214,285.65 

321,428.57 

$ 964,285.70 

$ 4,972,000.00 

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

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

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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(Provided by Clerk of Board of Supervisors) 

Contact Person: Elizabeth Rarnos 

Status 
by funding agency 

a. Matching Funds 
Minimum: $2,340,000 
Actual: 

b. of matching funds (if applicable): 
General Fund 

a. Grant Source 
California 

b. Grant Pass~Through 
Not Applicable 

Grant Summary: 

(if 

[] Not 

$2,340!09() 

a 

415.554.4069 

to and 

of 2.5 miles of residential streets in the Sunset and Parkside neighborhoods in San 
Francisco. The consists of demolition and renovation, new sidewalk 

curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control, and all related and incidental 
lirnits. 

Grant allowed in or 
03/2023 Start~Date: 07/2019 End-Date: 

10, a. for contractual services: 

b. services be put out to bid? 



c. 

d. for out? 

11. Does costs? 
Yes []No 

b. 1. 

b. 2. 

c. 1. If no, why are indirect costs not 

[] maximize use of on 

c. ttuhrt? UA'AI B~~ the 'II'IIIHGH. 'flfV!VJU'Yl 

Not 

12, Any other significant or comn1ents: 
Not 

2 



'"'Disalbililty A.ccE~ss Checklist-(Department must Tn11'1,...,. •• n 

Mayor's of Disability) 

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

[X] Existing Site(s) 
[] Rehabilitated Site(s) 
[ 1 New Site(s) 

[]Existing Structure(s) 
[] Rehabilitated Structure(s) 
[ ] New Structure( s) 

all completed Grant Information 

[] Existing Program(s) or Service(s) 
[] New Program(s) or Service(s) 

14. The Departmental ADA Coordinator or the Mayor's. Office on Disability have reviewed the ·proposal and 
conCluded that the project as proposed will be in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and all 
other Federal, State and local disability rights laws and regulations and will allow the full inclusion of persons 
with disabilities. These requirements include, but are not limited to: 

1. Having staff trained it:~ how to provide reasonable modifications in policies, practices and procedures; 

2. Having auxiliary aids and services available in a timely manner in order to ensure communication access; 

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

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

Comments: 

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

Mohammed Nuru 

(Title) 

Date Reviewed: 

3 



SB1 LPP 

General Fund 

Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

SB1 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funds Budget 

Sources Amount 

$ 2,340,000 

$ 2,632,000 

TOTAL REVENUE: $ 4,972,000 

Uses SB1LPP General Fund 

Design $ 236,000 $ 236,000 $ 
Construction $ 2!104!000 ~ 2!396!000 $ 
TOTAL COST: $ 2,340,000 $ 2,632,000 $ 

Amount 

472,000 

4,500,000 

4,972,000 



SBl Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 

Fiscal Year 2019-20 Programming 

Formula Fund Application 



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

Project Name: Sunset and Parkside Street Pavement Renovation 

Project Description: Repaving of 2.5 miles of residential streets (30 block) in the Sunset and 

Parkside neighborhoods in San Francisco. The project consists of demolition and pavement 

renovation, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control, and 

all related and incidental work within project limits. 

Project Location: The project will resurface the following residential street segments in San 

Francisco: Ortega Street (19th Avenue to 29th Avenuet Pacheco Street (36th Avenue to 37th 

Avenue and 41st Avenue to 44th Avenuet Ulloa Street (19th Avenue to 23rd Avenue and 24th 

Avenue to 29th Avenue), 16th Avenue (Taraval to Wawona Street), 18th Avenue (Pacheco 

Street to Santiago Street). 

Project Phase: Construction 

Fiscal Year of Programming: 2019/20 

·Total Project Cost: $4,972,000 

LPP Amount Requested: $333,000 from Cycle 1 programming amendment for Fiscal Year 2018-

2019, $2,007,000 from Cycle 2 Fiscal Year 2019-2020 

Local Match: $2,632,000 



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

San Francisco Public Works (Public Works) is responsible for more than 900 miles of streets and 

roadways, comprising more than 12,900 street segments and blocks. The Public Works Street 

Resurfacing Program (Street Resurfacing) maintains deteriorated City streets through various 

treatment types, such as grinding and paving from curb to curb and pavement preservation. 

Roadway surfaces must be routinely maintained, renewed, and resurfaced to extend the 

service life of the pavement. 

Street Resurfacing inspects each of the City's blocks and 

assigns a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) score every two 

years. The PCI score ranges from 0 ("Very Poor") to 100 

("Excellent"). These scores assist Public Works with 

implementing the pavement management strategy of 

preserving streets by applying the right treatment to the right 

roadway at the right time. Streets are prioritized and seiected 

based on PCI scores as well as the presence of transit and bicycle routes, scheduled street 

clearance, and geographic equity. 

In San Francisco, the goal of the Street Resurfacing Program is to maximize every dollar 

received. Street Resurfacing has adopted asset management best practices to minimize life 

cycle costs. A street's typical life cycle is approximately 30 years, but can vary depending on 

usage and other factors. Best practices in street management recommend preserving streets 

before they become more costly to fix later. This cycle keeps San Francisco streets at a higher 

lifetime average PCI score, while reducing reconstruction costs. 

Since 2011, Street Resurfacing has performed over 110 joint and coordinated projects with 

public and private agencies. Public Works maintains regular communication with other public 

and private agencies and tracks 

the City's projects to determine 

whether paving should join or 

coordinate on a project with 

other agencies. Coordinating 

street resurfacing work with 

other major San Francisco 

projects maximizes the efficiency 

and effectiveness of public 

dollars, while minimizing 

disruption to San Francisco 

residents, visitors, and 

businesses. 



San Francisco Public Works 

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

In the spirit of coordinating projects, Street Resurfacing also helps build curb ramps in San 

Francisco. The American Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) requires that the City build out curb 

ramps to ensure accessibility on the public right-of-way. San Francisco is committed to 

providing full and fair access to all City streets and complying with ADA accessibility 

requirements. The City's 2008 update of the ADA Transition Plan for Curb Ramps and 

Sidewalks sets an aggressive goal of putting a curb ramp at every street corner in the City. In 

accordance with this aggressive goal, Street Resurfacing has constructed over 5,000 curb ramps 

between 2013 and 2016. 

Well maintained streets provide multi-modal benefits. Motorists, cyclists, and transit benefit 

from smoother and safer paved streets. Public transportation and the movement of goods and 

services would not be possible without a network of even and dependable streets. 

In 2011, San Francisco voters overvvhelmingly approved the 2011 Road Repaving and Street 

Safety Bond (Streets Bond) and set a citywide target PCI score of 70. Over 68% of San Francisco 

voters approved the proposition and since 2011, the PCI goal has been reiterated in the City's 

10 Year Capital Plan. As of December 2017, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, San 

Francisco's metropolitan planning organization, implemented a PCI measurement protocol 

change, which boosted the network PCI scores of all nine Bay Area counties by 5 points, 

effectively making San Francisco's new target a PCI of 75. 

The Street Resurfacing program's use of Streets Bond funds proved that the number of blocks 

treated each year is directly tied to funding. Street Resurfacing has maximized the Streets Bond 

funds and, in the three years after the Streets Bond passed, the number of blocks treated in San 

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

block (see Figure 2). 

Figure 1: Number of Blocks Paved (Pre- and Post- Streets Bond) 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2- Formula Funds 
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

Figure 2: Annual Number of Blocks Treated Since Fiscal Year 2009-2010 
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The target PCI score of 75 aims to make San Francisco streets "Good," by Fiscal Year 2025. As of 

December 2017, the average citywide PCI score is 74. 1 This PCI score has increased from the 

historical low of 68 in 2009, with the bulk of the improvements occurring between 2011 and 

2016, largely because of the dedicated funding stream from the Streets Bond during this five 

year period. 2 

Public Works has made great strides in improving the City's network PCI score, but with the 

depletion of Streets Bond funds, dependable and sufficient funding for the program does not 

currently exist. With current levels of funding, San Francisco can expect the average citywide 

PCI score to drop to 67 by 2027. 3 A score of 67 not only erases all improvements to the citywide 

network, but also is the lowest average network score San Francisco streets have ever received. 

If this funding level continues, San Francisco streets can expect to fall to an average PCI score of 

55 by 2045 (see Figure 3). 4 Fully funding the Street Resurfacing Program is necessary to sustain 

the improvements made since 2011 and reach the target PCI score of 75. 

1 This score was calculated after the 2017 protocol change and is equal to a PCI of 69 prior to the protocol change. 
2 This score was calculated after the 2017 protocol change and is equal to a PCI of 63 prior to the protocol change. 
3 This score was calculated after the 2017 protocol change and is equal to a PCI of 62 prior to the protocol change. 
4 This score was calculated after the 2017 protocol change and is equal to a PCI of 50 prior to the protocol change. 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2- Formula Funds 
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

Figure 3: PC/ Outcomes from Different Budget Scenarios 

Actual Estimated 

55 

As of December 2016, approximately 40% of San Francisco streets are still considered "At-Risk," 

"Poor," or "Very Poor." These streets are quickly deteriorating and require larger scale 

maintenance and repair. Work on "At-Risk" and worse streets has significantly higher costs and 

is more labor-intensive than maintaining "Good" and "Excellent" streets. In order to continue to 

improve and prevent a drop in the network PCI score, Street Resurfacing must focus repaving 

efforts on San Francisco's "At-Risk" and worse streets. 
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San Francisco Public Works 

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

Table 1: Cost of Per Curb Flepair Based on PC/ Score (as of December 2016} 
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The quality of the City's street network affects the cost burden that San Francisco residents will 

bear. These costs are incurred as personal vehicle maintenance and repair costs, as well as the 

tax burden needed to upkeep San Francisco roads. As the PCI increases, the cost of 

maintenance and repair of local roads drastically decreases. According to the costs outlined in 

Table 2, a PCI score 75 will reduce the maintenance and repair costs of San Francisco streets 

from $143,000 per block to $35,000 per block (see Table 1). 

As San Francisco's network of streets and roads deteriorate, maintaining the citywide network 

becomes more expensive, and San Francisco's paving needs increase. More expensive repairs 

mean that more financial and labor resources are needed to repave the City's streets. Street 

Resurfacing will need to spend more time and money to pave less streets. As a result, the 

citywide paving backlog grows (see Figure 4). 

Figure 4: Backlog Trends Based on Funding Levels 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2- Formula Funds 
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

The backlog represents streets within the City's network that require maintenance and repair. 

However, because of prioritization and resource scarcity, Street Resurfacing lacks the capacity 

to work on these streets now. Streets in the City's backlog continue to deteriorate; the longer 

the streets stay in the backlog, the more expensive they become to repair and maintain. 

Table 2: Backlog Growth Based.on funding Levels 

PCiof75 

Backl Growth 

Backl in 2045 

Currently, the San Francisco streets and roads network has a backlog of $307 million. Based on 

September 2017 estimates, if the City does not receive additional funding, San Francisco can 

expect to see a backlog of $800 million by 2045. If San Francisco secures funding to reach the 

target PCI score of 75 by 2025, the City's backlog will still grow, but only by 37%. In this 

scenario, the backlog will be $420 million by 2045. If the City was interested in reducing the 

backlog, funding to reach and maintain a PCI score in the low 80s is needed (see Table 2). 

Smoother streets also save individual drivers from paying significant personal vehicle repair and 

maintenance costs. According to the American Society of Civil Engineers 2017 Infrastructure 

Report Card, deteriorating roads cost the average driver approximately $800 in annual vehicle 

repair fees. 5 

n 
Public Works requests Cycle 2 Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Local Partnership Program (LPP) formula 

funds for the construction phase of the pavement portion of the Sunset and Parks ide Streets 

Pavement Renovation project. The total project will cost approximately $4.97 million, with a 

construction phase that will cost $4.5 million. Street Resurfacing is requesting $2.34 million in 

Fiscal Year 2018-2019 and FY 2019-2020 LPP funds for construction. These funds will be 

matched with $2.63 million of local General Fund. For further information on project costs, 

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

(Attachment B). 

5 American Society of Civil Engineers, 2017 Infrastructure Report Card. 
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Figure 5: Sunset and Parkside Project limits 

The project is located on 2.5 miles or 30 blocks of street. The project will include the following 

street segments: 

• Ortega Street from 19th Avenue to 29th Avenue (0.6 miles) 

• Pacheco Street from 36th Avenue to 37th Avenue and 41st Avenue to 44th Avenue 

(0.47 miles) 

• Ulloa Street from 19th Avenue to 23rd Avenue and 24th Avenue to 29th Avenue (0.6 

miles) 

• 16th Avenue from Taraval to Wawona Street (0.4 miles) 

• 18th Avenue from Pacheco Street to Santiago Street (0.4 miles). 
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These segments are located in western San Francisco, in vicinity to the city's Sunset and 

Parkside neighborhoods. The project improve the street network near many important 

neighborhood and community centers, such as: 

Robert Louis Stevenson Elementary School: An elementary school that provides rigorous 

curriculum that ensures students engage in authentic learning experiences in and out of the 

classroom. The school an enrollment of approximately 500 students, of which over 95%are 

considered minorities and 53% are considered socioeconomically disadvantaged. 6 

Sunset Elementary School: An elementary school that embraces the best teaching practices to 

implement a comprehensive curriculum that addresses all students' needs. This school has an 

enrollment of approximately 400 students, of which 72% are minorities and 26% are considered 

socioeconomically disadvantaged. 7 

A.P. Giannini Middle School: Both previously mentioned elementary schools feed into this 

middle school, \.AJhich has aims to build a strong connection to the community, as well as the 

capacity of teachers to meet the diverse needs of the student body. This school has an 

enrollment of approximately 1,200 students, of which 84% are minorities and 40.9% are 

considered socioeconomically disadvantaged8• 

Abraham Lincoln High School: High school with an enrollment of approximately 2,000 students 

annually. The school provides a positive, nurturing school environment supporting academic 

success and responsiveness to different student learning needs, including a comprehensive 

English Language Learner program and Special Education curriculum. 9 

Sunset Recreation Center: This recreation center has been around since 1940 and is a main hub 

of activity for children in the outer Sunset District. Recently renovated, this facility sports 

facilities for art, yoga, early childhood development, dance, as well as full size gym, outdoor 

basketball court and new children's playground. 10 

McCoppin Square: A quiet and safe grassy play area with tennis courts, a baseball diamond, a 

half basketball court and a gated playground. The square provides Sunset residents with a 

family-friendly, open greenspace11 

6Robert Louis Stevenson Elementary School, San Francisco Public Schools. 

8 A.P. Giannini Middl School, San Francisco Public Schools. 
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West Sunset Playground: This playground is located bordered by three schools and the Ortega 

Branch Library. The facilities include a club house, a playground, baseball fields, a soccer field, 

and tennis courts. In 2018, the playground will undergo a renovation to improve the sports 

facilities and park amenities. 12 

Ortega Branch Library: Library branch located in western San Francisco, with various monthly 

programs, including Teen STEM, Monthly Crafts, and Family Storytime for children and teens. 

The library also boasts a medium-sized Chinese language collection and a small-sized Russian 

language collection. 13 

For more information on the project location, please refer to the attached project map 

(Attachment C). 

Figure 6: Project Location 

12 West Sunset Playground, San Francsico Recreation and Parks. 

11IP g0~ 



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

Figure 7: Current Conditions on Ortega Street 

Figure 8: Current Conditions on Ulloa Street 

Currently, the average PCI score within the project limits is in the mid 40's, making the roads 

"At-Risk." This project will boost the PCI score to 100, and, subsequently, help boost the City's 

network PCI. This construction work will, in conjunction with Street Resurfacing's asset 

· management strategy, decrease the lifetime maintenance and repair costs on the Sunset and 
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Parkside neighborhoods' streets, while providing a smoother and safer road for drivers, public 

transit riders, and bicyclists. 

The project consists of demolition of existing pavement, the pavement renovation of thre 30 

blocks, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control, and all 

related and incidental work within project limits. 

The project is currently in the design phase. As of August 2018, design is 65% complete. The 

project is scheduled to start construction Spring 2020 and complete construction in Spring 

2021. For further project schedule information, please refer to the attached Project Schedule 

(Attachment D). 

The Sunset and Parkside Streets Renovation project will provide a multitude of benefits both to 

the citywide population and to the project's neighboring communities. This application does 

not use the recommended California Department of Transportation Life-Cycle benefit~Cost 

Analysis Model because the model proved to have limitations when calculating local streets and 

roads related benefits. The model uses the International Roughness Index (IRI} to measure 

pavement condition, while Street Resurfacing uses Pavement Condition Index (PCI}. Public 

Works does not currently have the ability to convert PCI into IRI. Instead, benefits in this 

application are based on research and literature review. 

Street Resurfacing's strategy is to perform preservation treatments approximately every 10 

years, with a paving treatment approximately every 30 years. The streets in the Sunset and 

Parkside project are currently in need of paving treatment to stay on track with asset 

management best practices. In comparison, if these streets were to follow a traditional 

reconstruction cycle, with no maintenance, the streets will continue to deteriorate, making 

them substantially more expensive to fix at a later time. 

As shown in Figure 8, San Francisco's preserve-and-pave cycle is more cost effective than 

reconstructing streets every 30 years. Additionally, the average PCI over the life of streets, 

using this best practices strategy, can be as high as 84 (dotted blue line in Figure 8}; 

comparatively, using the traditional reconstruction life cycle, the average PCI of a streets is 

estimated to be only in the mid-50s (orange dotted line in Figure 8}. Using the Street 

Resurfacing's adopted strategy, maintenance and repair costs, the backlog, and personal motor 

vehicle damages are expected to decrease. 
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Figure 9: "Traditional" vs. "Best Practices" Asset Management Cycle 
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If a preserve-and-pave cycle is followed {"Preventative Maintenance" line in Figure 8}, between 

Year 0 and Year 40, the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project could 

potentially save the City approximately $9 million in maintenance and repair costs {see Table 3 

for calculations). In order for these savings to be realized, asset management best practices 

must be continuously used. 

Table 3: Cost Savings 

Best Practices Traditional 

Blocks 30 30 

Cost of Repair {Per Block) $164,000 $477,000 

Cost of Repair {Total} $4,972,000 $14,310,000 

Total savings for City: $9,338,000 

i 

Research shows that smoother, well-paved streets have associated positive climate impacts. 

Street Resurfacing incorporates Reclaimed Asphalt Paving {RAP}, a sustainable pavement 

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

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

amount of waste diverted to landfills. According to a New Civil Engineers report, every lane-

80 
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mile recycled is the equivalent of removing 11 cars off the road for a year, reducing overall 

greenhouse gas emissions. 14 Based on this argument, the Sunset and Parkside project, which 

will repave 2-lane street segments, has the potential to reduce greenhouse gases by the 

equivalent of the emissions from 55 cars in a year. 

According to the Concrete Sustainability Hub at Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 

"rougher roads lead to a greater fuel consumption [ ... ] having a potentially huge impact when 

aggregated." 15 The National Cooperative Highway Research Program found that vehicles 

driving on rough, damaged, unpaved streets can have up to almost 5% increase in fuel 

consumption. 16 The Federal Highway Administration links the increase in fuel consumption to 

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

bumpy roads. 17 

The project will greatly improve the condition of streets in the Sunset and Parkside 

neighborhoods. Drivers on the streets after the completion of the project will experience 

smoother streets; drivers will no longer require the use of the extra 5% in fuel consumption to 

stabilize their vehicles. 

nni Is 
The Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project also aligns with many of the 

City's land use and transportation goals. 

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

accommodate human movement and join the districts of the City. 18 Residential streets are 

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

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

including San Francisco public K-12 schools and public open parks and spaces. Renovation of 

street segments in the project will improve connections for San Francisco residents travelling to 

and from the Sunset District. 

The project also falls in line with infrastructure investment goals outlined in Plan Bay Area 

2040. The plan prioritizes maintaining San Francisco Bay Area's local streets and roads and 

14 New Civil Engineers, Final Report: California Statewide Local Street and Roads Needs Assessment, 2016 October, pp. 23-24, 
accessed 2017 November 30. ' 

-=-=J~.~.•~=~·~·~==~~"=c~= 

15 Greene, Suzanne, et al. Pavement Roughness and Fuel Consumption, Massachusetts Institute of Technology Concrete 

Sustainability Hub, 2013 August, pp. 11-15, accessed 2017 November 30. 

16Chatti, Karim and I men Zaabar, National Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 720: Estimating the Effects of 
Pavement Condition on Vehicle Operating Costs, Transportation Research Board, 2012, pp. 19-23, accessed 2017 November 30. 

17 U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration, Pavements, 2017 June 27, accessed 2017 November 30. 

18 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco General Plan: Urban Design Element, amended 2010, December 7, 
accessed 2017 November 30. 
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stresses the importance of improving pavement condition in the region. 19 The completion of 

the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project will improve San Francisco's 

network PCI score, to hit the PCI 75 goal, as well as the Bay Area regional network PCI score. 

The funding for the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project will help deliver a 

project with wide ranging benefits. The project will help boost San Francisco's network PCI 

score continuing the will San Francisco voters established in the 2011 Streets Bond and 10 Year 

Capital Plan, while providing more safe and reliable roadways for multi-modal transportation. 

Repaving streets in the Sunset and Parkside neighborhoods will significantly reduce life cycle 

costs, freeing up funds and capacity for the Street Resurfacing Program to work on projects in 

the City's growing backlog. 

With a $4.97 million investment in this project and an adherence to the best practices asset 

management strategy, the Sunset and Parkside project has the potential to generate almost $9 
million (realized over in the 40 years after construction} in maintenance and repair cost savings 

to the City. With the addition of greenhouse gas emission reductions and increased 

neighborhood connections, the benefits of this project greatly outweigh the requested 

investment. 

19 Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Plan Bay Area 2040, adopted 2017 July 26, accessed 2017 November 30. 
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Phase Fund Source 

Design SF General Fund 

Construction LPP Cycle 1 Funds 

Construction LPP Cycle 2 Funds 

Construction SF General Fund 

Fund Source 
Status 

Programmed 

Planned 

Planned 

Planned 

Fiscal Year Funds 
Total 

Percent of 
Programmed Total 

19/20 $472,000 9.5% 

18/19 $333,000 6.7% 

19/20 $2,007,000 40.4% 

19/20 $2,160,000 43.4% 

Total Funding $4,972,000 100% 
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Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation Proj~c.t Construction.Cost Estimate 

Item Item Description Cost 

1 Traffic Routing Work 

2 Grinding and Asphalt 

3 Concrete Base 8-lnch 

4 Concrete Sidewalk 

5 Concrete Curb And Concrete Gutter 

6 Concrete Curb Ramp With Detectable Tiles 

7 Adjust City-Owned Facilities 

8 Temporary 4-lnch White/Yellow Striping 

Construction : 

Construction Contingency: 

Construction Support: 

TOTAL: 
-~~ -----~-

$300,000 

$1,510,000 

$930,000 

$80,000 

$100,000 

$600,000 

$70,000 

$10,000 

$3,600,000 

$360,000 

$540,000 

$4,50~,~ 

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

updated as design comes closer to completion. 
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Project Delivery Milestones Status 

Phase %Complete 

Planning/ Conceptual Engineering 
(30%) 
Environmental Studies (P A&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 10% 

R/W Activities/ Acquisition 

Advertise Construction 0% 

Start Construction (e.g. Award 
0% 

Contract) 

Start Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) 

Project Completion (i.e. Open for Use) N/A 
---

Work 

In-house-
Contracted -

·Both 

N/A 

Contracted 

N/A 

Start Date End Date 

Month Year Month Year 

October 2017 September 2018 

December 2018 N/A N/A 

April 2019 N/A N/A 

N/A N/A August 2020 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA e DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

Amendment (Existing Project) No 

District I EA I Project ID 

04 I 
County Route/Corridor PM Bk PMAhd 

SF Residential Streets 

Project Manager/Contact Phone 

Elizabeth Ramos 415-554-4069 

Project Title 

Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

Location (Project Limits), Description (Scope of Work) 

Genera/Instructions 

Date:j 8/29/18 

PPNO I MPOID I Alt Proj.ID 

I 
Project Sponsor/Lead Agency 

San Francisco Public Works 

MPO I Element 

MTC I Local Assistance 

E-mail Address 
,g. ,;h = .oro 

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

The project will perform the above work on the following street segments: On Ortega St from 19th Ave to 29th Ave, On Pacheco St from 
36th Ave to 37th Ave and 41st Ave to 44th Ave, On Ulloa St from 19th Ave to 23rd Ave and 24th Ave to 29th Ave, On 16th Ave from 
Taraval to Wawona, On 18th Ave from Pacheco to Santiago 

Component Implementing Agency 
PA&ED San Francisco Public Works 

PS&E San Francisco Public Works 

Right of Way Not Applicable 

Construction San Francisco Public Works 

Legislative Districts 

Assembly: 19 Senate: I 11 !Congressional: 12 

Project Benefits 
See Project Info Page 2 

Purpose and Need 
See Project Info Page 2 

Category Outputs/Outcomes Unit Total 

Local streets and roads Local road lane-miles rehabilitated Miles 5 

ADA Improvements Yes Bike/Ped Improvements Yes 1 Reversible Lane analysis Y/N 

Includes Sustainable Communities Strategy Goals Yes I Reduces Greenhouse Gas Emissions Yes 

Project Milestone Existing Proposed 
Project Study Report Approved N/A 
Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase N/A 
Circulate Draft Environmental Document Document Type I N/A 
Draft Project Report N/A 
End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone) N/A 
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase 08/01/17 
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone) 09/01/18 
Begin Right of Way Phase N/A 
End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone) N/A 
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone) 04/01/19 
End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone) 08/01/20 
Begin Closeout Phase 

End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report) 

ADA Notice 
. . ... 

For individuals w1th sensory disabilities, this document 1s available m alternate formats. For 1nformat1on call (916) 
654-6410 or TDD (916) 654-3880 or write Records and Forms Management, 1120 N Street, MS-89, Sacramento, 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

Additional Information 
Project Benefits: 

Date: 8/29/18 

Anticipated benefits include reduced costs associated with project coordination and lower future maintenance 
and repair costs, improved neighborhood connections within the city, and potential reduced greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

Purpose and Need: 
Public Works (DPW) requests FY 2019/20 LPP funds to partially fund the construction of the Sunset and 
Parkside Streets Pavement Renovations project. Project will also be funded with General Funds. The LPP 
funds requested will fund the paving scope of work which includes demolition, pavement renovation of 30 
blocks, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control, and all related and 
incidental work within project limits. 

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

ADA Notice 
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call (916) 654-6410 or 
TDD (916) 654-3880 or write Records and Forms Management, 1120 N Street, MS-89, Sacramento, CA 95814. 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA e DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

District County I Route I 
04 SF I Residential I 

Project Title: Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

EA 

Existing Total Project Cost ($1 ,OOOs) 

Date· 8/29/18 

I Project 10 I PPNO I Alt Proi.ID 
I I I 

Component Prior 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24+ Total Implementing Agency 
E&P (PA&ED) San Francisco Public Works 

PS&E San Francisco Public Works 

R1W SUP (CT) --l----t------+----l----t------+----1----t-------l=-Not Applicable 
CON SUP (CT) San Francisco Public Works - -

RfW Not Applicable 

CON San Francisco Public Works 

TOTAL 

Proposed Total Project Cost ($1 ,OOOs) Notes 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 472 472 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 4,500 4,500 

TOTAL 4,972 4,972 

Fund No.1: LPP Cycle 1 Formula Fund (FY 18/19 Funds) Program Code 

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

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

E&P(PA&ED) CTC 

PS&E 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 

TOTAL 

Jp• -~Funding {$1,000s) Notes 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 
---- ----- -- - ------ -- - -- - -------

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 333 333 
TOTAL 333 333 

Fund No.2: LPP Cycle 2 Formula Fund (FY 19/20 Funds) Program Code 

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

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

E&P(PA&ED) CTC 

PS&E 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) Notes 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 
- -- - -- -2(107 -- -

2,007 CON 

TOTAL 2,673 2,673 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

District Countv I Route I EA 
04 SF I Residential I 

Project Title: Sunset and Parks ide Streets Pavement Renovation 

Fund No.3: !General Fund 

Existing Funding ($1 ,OOOs) 

Component Prior 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 

E&P(PA&ED) 
·~~·" ___ 

PS&E 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 

TOTAL 

• Funding ($1,0Cl0s) 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 472 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 2.160 

TOTAL 2,632 

Fund No.4: 

Existing Funding ($1 ,OOOs) 

Component Prior 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 

TOTAL 

•vpv~ov Funding ($1,000s) 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 

TOTAL 

Fund No.5: 

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

Component Prior 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 

TOTAL 

Proposed Funding ($1 ,CJOOs) 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RIW SUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

RIW 

CON 

TOTAL 

Date: 8/29/18 

I Project ID I PPNO I AltProi.ID 
I I I 

Program Code 

22/23 23/24+ Total Funding Agency 

City and County of SF 

Notes 

472 

2,160 

2,632 

Program Code 

22/23 23/24+ Total Funding Agency 

Notes 

Program Code 

22/23 23/24+ Total Funding Agency 

Notes 



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Adoption of the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 

October 17-18, 2018 

. RESOLUTION G-18-44 

T 
OCT 1 7 . 201R · 

OAl!f:ORNIA 
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

1.1 WHEREAS, on Apri128, 2017, the Governor signed Senate Bill (SB) 1 (Beall, Chapter 5, 
Statutes of 20 17), enacted as the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, creating the 
Local Partnership Program to provide funding to jurisdictions that have sought and 
received voter approved taxes and enacted fees for road maintenance and rehabilitation and 
other transportation improvement projects; and 

1.2 WHEREAS, on June 27, 2017, the Governor signed Assembly Bill (AB) 115 (Ting, 
Chapter 20, Statutes of2017) which clarified language in SB 1 regarding local and regional 
transportation agency eligibility and expanded the types of projects eligible for program 
funding; and 

1.3 WHEREAS, on June 27, 2018, the Commission adopted the amended 2018 Local 
Partnership Program Guidelines for the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program; and 

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

1.5 WHEREAS, eligible jurisdictions submitted project proposals by the August 29, 2018 
deadline; and 

1.6 WHEREAS, Commission staff developed a log of project proposals and posted to the 
Commission website for review on September 11, 20 18; and 

1. 7 WHEREAS, Commission staff reviewed the project proposals for compliance with the 
Local Partnership Program Guidelines; and 

1.8 WHEREAS, On September 26, 2018, Commission staff posted recommendations on the 
program ofpl'Ojects to the Commission website, as reflected in Attachment B. 

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

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

2.3 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission directs staff to post the 2019 Local 
Partnership Formulaic Program of Projects on the Commission's website. 



Adopted 10/17/2018 

Applicant Agency 

Bay Area Toll Authority 

Contra Costa Transportation Authority 

Orinda 

Fresno County Transportation Authority 

Madera County Transportation Authority 

Transportation Authority of Marin County 

Fort Bragg 
Point Arena 
Willits 

Transportation Agency for Monterey County 
Monterey-Salinas Transit District 

Truckee 

Sacramento Transportation Authority 

San Francisco Transportation Authority 

San Joaouin County Transportation Authority 

Sonoma County Transportation Authority 

Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District 

Yuba County 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Oranoe County Transportation Authority 

Riverside Coun_!y_ Transoortation Commission 

Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority 

California Transportation Commission 

Adopted 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Pro!~ram 
($1,000s) 

Implementing Total Project 
Project Title Agency Cost 

Richmond San Rafael Structural Steel Paint- lower deck and towers Caltrans $85,000 

Innovate 680: 1-680 Northbound HOT/HOV CCTA $478,600 
Central Avenue and Carlson Boulevard Pavement Rehabilitation El Cerrito $909 
Arnold Drive Sidewalk Gap Closure Martinez $200 
2019 Annual Pavement Rehabilitation Orinda $700 

Veterans Boulevard Interchange and Extension Phase 4a Fresno $6,737 

Avenue 7 Road Rehabilitation Madera County $750 

Downtown SMART Station Phase 2 SMART/Novato $5,214 

2020 Maple Street Storm Drain and Street Rehabilitation Fort Bragg $650 
Windy Hollow Road & Riverside Drive Repaving and Drainage Improvements Point Arena $256 
2019 Asphalt Maintenance Willits $202 

Regional Wayfnding Program TAMC $1,931 
Bus Replacements MST $1,500 

2019 Slurry Seal Truckee $1,058 

Circulator Bus Service Expansion RT $1,982 
ADA AccessibilitY and Draina e Improvements Citrus Hei hts $641 
2020 Pavement Resurfacing Elk Grove $3,754 
East Bidwell Street Widening and Sidewalk Folsom $548 
Sunrise Boulevard Roadwey_ Rehabilitation Rancho Cordova $4368 
Folsom Boulevard Roadway Rehabilitation Sacramento $2,222 
Complete Streets Rehabilitation Sacramento County $2,500 

Sunset and Parl<side Streets Pavement Renovation SFPW $4,972 

Turner Road lnterchanoe Operational Improvements Caltrans $4,171 

2019 Pedestrian and Surfacing Improvements Sonoma County $1,352 

SMART Rail Maintenance Equipment Expansion Phase 2 SMART $1.486 

Erie Road Rehabilitation Yuba County $678 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor WSAB LACMTA $1,250,200 
Transit Access Pass TAP Bus Farebox Upgrade - Municipal Transit Operators LACMTA $10,000 
Green Line Extension Redondo Beach-Torrance LACMTA $1,167,273 

1-5 Improvement, Alicia Parkway- El Toro Road Segment 3 Caltrans $154,052 

1-215/Piacentia Avenue lnterchanoe RCTC $76,975 

Cabrillo Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements Santa Barbara $4,220 
Santa Claus Lane Streetscape, Coastal Access Parking and Railroad Crossing_ Santa Barbara Count $8,040 

Total Recommended for 2019 Formulaic Program __________g,28~, 141 

No Projects Proposed 

Cycle 1 Cycle2 
Applicant Agency Unprogrammed Unprogrammed 

Shares Shares 
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District $0 $480 
Alameda County Transportation Commission $0 $3,802 
Bay Area Rapid Transit District $0 $845 
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County $0 $122 
Ci!)c of Clearlake $0 $100 
Imperial County Local Transportation Authority $1,076 $556 
Merced County Transportation Authority $1,253 $599 
Nap~a Valley Transportation Authority $323 $311 
Nevada City $2CO $100 
Stanislaus County Transportation Authority $0 $1,196 
Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority $0 $4,497 
San Mateo County Transportation Authority $0 $840 
San Mateo County Transit District $1,757 $840 
Santa Cruz Countv Re iona! Transportation Commission $0 $302 
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District $0 $302 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority $0 $6,339 
San Diego County_ Regional Transj)_ortation Commission $5,340 $9,727 
Tulare County Transportation Authority $0 $1,387 

Total $9,949 $32,345 

Total Cycle2 Cycle1 Unprogrammed 
Proposed Shares Unprogrammed balance 

Cycle 1 and 2 Shares 
$19,885 $9,649 $10,236 $0 

$2,286 
$100 $2,486 $0 $0 
$100 
$100 $100 $0 $0 

$2,173 $2,173 $0 $0 

$341 $341 $0 $0 

$483 $483 $0 $0 

$100 $100 $0 $0 
$100 $100 $0 $0 
$100 $100 $0 $0 

$724 $724 $0 $0 
$241 $241 $0 $0 

$100 $100 $0 $0 

$991 
$123 
$254 
$123 $3,304 $0 $0 
$407 
$722 
$973 

$2,340 $2,007 $333 $0 

$1,629 $1,629 $0 $0 

$551 $551 $0 $0 

$743 $743 $0 $0 

$300 $100 $200 $0 

$5,441 
$5,000 $29,973 $2,686 $2.473 

$19,745 

$9,388 $9,388 $0 $0 

$7,090 $7,042 $48 $0 

$822 $1,322 $0 $0 
$500 

$83 975 $72,656 $13,503 $2,4I3 

Cycle 2 Shares include a $5 million incentive grant 

Unprogrammed 
Total Shares 

$480 
$3,802 

$845 
$122 
$100 

$1,632 
$1,852 

$634 
$300 

$1,196 
$4,497 

$840 
$2,597 

$302 
$302 

$6,339 
$15,067 

$1,387 
$42294 10/5/2018 



To: 

Memorandum 

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTCMeeting: October 17-18,2018 

Reference No.: 4.6 
Action 

Published Date: October 5, 2018 

From: SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Prepared By: Christine Gordon 
Assistant Deputy Director 

subject: ADOPTION OF THE 2019 LOCAL PARTNERSHIP FORMULAIC PROGRAM OF 
PROJECTS, RESOLUTION G-18-44 

ISSUE: 

Should the Califomia Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt the 2019 Local 
Partnership formulaic Program of Projects, as recommended by staff? 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends the Commission adopt the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program of 
Projects, as outlined in the Staff Recommendations (Attachment B). 

BACKGROUND: 

Enabling Legislation 
Senate Bill 1 (Chapter 5, Statutes of 2017), which created the Local Partnership Program, was 
signed by the Govemor on April 28, 2017. Assembly Bill 115 (Chapter 20, Statutes of 2017), 
signed by the Govemor on June 27, 2017, clarified Senate Bill 1 language regarding local and 
regional transp01iation agency eligibility and expanded the types of projects eligible for the 
program. The objective of the Local Partnership Formulaic Program is to reward counties, cities, 
districts, and regional transportation agencies in which voters have approved fees or taxes solely 
dedicated to transp01iation improvements. 

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

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

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
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On June 27,2018 the Commission adopted the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program Share 
Distribution for Fiscal Year 2019-20. Eligible jurisdictions, outlined in the Share Distribution, 
submitted project proposals by the August 29, 2018 deadline. On September 11, 2018, the 
Commission posted the log of proposals to its website. 

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

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

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

2019 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of Projects- Examples 
The Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of projects will include diverse and important 
transp01tation projects throughout the state. Examples include: 

Contra Costa Transportation Authority 
• City of Martinez- Arnold Drive Sidewalk Gap Closure. This project will bridge two gaps in 

pedestrian access along Arnold Drive and provide an ADA accessible route to an existing 
County Connection Bus Stop. $100,000 in Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding is 
recommended for construction in Fiscal Year 2019-20. 

Madera County Transportation Authority 
• County of Madera Avenue 7 Road Rehabilitation. This project will rehabilitate a two-mile 

segment of severely deteriorated major roadway to provide a safer commute for travelers. 
$341,000 in Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding is recommended for construction 
in Fiscal Year 2019-20. 

Sacramento Transportation Authority 
• Sacramento Regional Transit District - Circulator Bus Service Expansion. This project will 

provide for the expansion of service throughout the district with the purchase of electric and/or 
gasoline buses for safe, reliable, and affordable transportation. $991,000 in Local Partnership 
F01mulaic Program Funding is recommended in Fiscal Year 2019-20. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
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• Riverside County Transportation Commission- I-215/Placentia Avenue Interchange. This 
project will provide a new interchange to improve mobility, traffic flow, traffic congestion,. 
and enhance air quality. $7,090,000 in Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding is 
recommended for construction in Fiscal Year 2019-20. 

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

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 



BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 

lZESC )LUTJON PH< )C ;RAMMJNc; Tl IE TRANS PC )]{TATI< )N A UTI IC )JZJTY'S SI li\J\1!, OF 

J/)CAJ, Pl\R'I'NI,J\SJllP PJ\C)C;RAM (LPP) J<'()J\1\1\JI.AJC PJ\C)(;JzAM FUNDS JN l·'JSCAJ. 

YL,~AHS 201'1/IB - 20l(J/20 TO SAN FH!\l',JCJSC:O PllBLIC \\fORKS (Sl·P\X') STHJ;L,T 

RESl J]{l 'I\ CJNC, PRO Jl '~CJ /\ l l'I'I IC )RlZlNC 'J'I l I'~ F,XF/ :l J'i'JV L~ l) I Rf·~C 'J'C )J\ T<) 

l )U,SJCN;\TE Sl 1P\\I M; Tl IF JMPLEMFNTINC; ACENC:Y H!H Till'~ /\H mEM ENTJC )NFD 

l•'UNDS 

\\II!EREAS, On i\pnl 28, 201'/, the c;ovemor of Califol!Jla signed the Hoad Repair and 

/\ccountahility Act of 2017, also known as Senate Btll (Sli) l, a transportation funding package of 

more than $50 billion uver the next 1 ()years that increases funding lor local streets and roads, rnulti-

modal ililprovemcnt s, and 1 ran sit opera tiom~; and 

\VllElZEAS, SB 1 created I he l ,PP and ;1ppropriatc; $200 million annually to be ;dlocated by 

the Cali fomia lrtation Comrni:;sion (C:TC) to local or regional agencies that have :;o11ght and 

n'ccn·ed voter ilpproval of or irnposcd fees solely dedicated to lransport;~Uun; and 

\VI !El\EAS, ( )n Octolwr It\, 2017, the ere adopted progratn guidelines that ;dlocatc 50'Yo 

of the prograrn ($100 millton annually) through ;1 Formulaic Pnlgram lo local or 

lransporlatjon ;tgcncics that smight and rccc.ived voter approval of lrilnsportation sale;: tax, lolls, or 

fees; and 

ll1c San Fnmciscu C:out!ly Transportation A111hority (Transportation Authorlty) 

administers Proposition a half cent local transportaLion sales tax pmgram approved by S;m 

]!ranc:isco voter:: in November 20trl, and Propositwn AA, ~n ~H!ditiom1l ~10 vehicle fcc 

approved by San Francisco voter:-: Jn 1'-lon:mbcr 2010, both with tTvr.:nuc:; dcdic11cd to lund 

transportation invcstrlncnl:: as outlined 1n the corresponding l'otcr approved FxpcndittJrc Plan; and 

\X<lii'.REA On Lkcctnhcr 6, 2017 the CTC: adoptnl IYP hlJ'IT!Ulaic l)mgram forrrmla 

Page 1 of 4 



BD120517 RESOLUTION N0.18-28 

share distributions for hscal Years (1 1Ys) 2017 /'1 Rand 201 ill19 and the Transportation Authority's 

share is c.st1ma ted to be 1H .1 il9 million ($2.106 in l 1Y 2017 I 18 and $.2.083 in I 1Y 20 I 81 19); and 

WI1EHEAS, Pmjc.ct nominat1ons for the initial LJlP r:all for ptojecls covering J<'Y 2017118 

and 2018119 are due on December 15,2017, with the Cl'C adopting annmd programs of projects 

thereafter; and 

WHEHEAS, Transportation Authority staff identified SJ!PW's street rc.smfrH:ing projects 

shown in Attachment 1 as good candidates for 1 ,PP funding given the steady pipeline of 

construction ready pYOjects, the size of the projects being a good match with the anticipated size of 

the Transportation /\uthority's LPP formuia shares, and sufilcient Prop K to pmvide the doilar for 

dollar local match requirement; and 

\X1Hf<:J\EAS, To provide the local match {i.JtHls fot the proposed street resurfacing projects 

rec1uit~es amending the Prop K Street Resurfacing 5 Year Prioritization Program (SYPP) to add the 

proposed projEcts as detailed in Attachments 2 and 3; now, therefcne, be it 

RFSOLVJ,]), That the Tr~nsportaLion Authority hereby programs iu; share of LPP 

l'ormulaic Program funds in J!Y 2017 I 18 - 2019120 to SJ<'P\XI street resurfacing projects as shown 

in Attt~chment 1; and be it further 

RT;',SOLVED, That as a condition of prograrnming the aforementioned LPP funds, the 

fo:xecutive Director shall impose such terms and conditions as arc necessary for SJ<'P\XI to comply 

with LPP gutdelincs including timely usc of funds and reporting reCJuirernettts; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the Transportation Authority hereby amends the Prop K Street 

Resurfacing SYPP, as deta_iled in /\ttachments 2 and 3. 

Attachments (3): 
I. Projects Recomrnended for l'isc8l Yean; ;>()]7 I 18 7.019 /::>0 of J .PP Formulaic Funds 
2. Prop J< Project lnftlrmation Jo'orms 

Page 2 of 4 
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.1. Pmp K Street Resurfacing .'i- Yc;Jr Puoriti:;.ation Program AnH'tldlllcnt 

Page 3 of 4 



BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 (f"j 
The foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted by the San Francisco County Transportation 
Authority at a regularly scheduled meeting thereof, this 12'h day of December, 2017, by the following 
votes: 

ATTEST: 

Ayes: Commissioners Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Peskin, Ronen, Safai, 
Sheehy, Tang and Y ee (9) 

Absent: ( Breed and Fewer (2) 

Aaron Peskin Date 
Chair 

Tilly Chang 
Executive Director 
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2017/18 

2018/19 

2019/20 

Attachment 1 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposed SB 1- Local Partnership Program (LPP), Formulaic Program. Priorities 

:he San 
l.t"raTICISZO Public cci:i:ic::: Commission wd the S:o_r;. F~ancisco l.Vfunicipal Transpor~atiOCl. .:\gency 

; for se\ver replacement and ne:'0.~ traffic signsls at variou:: location~. 

Lccaton-2 Pavement - ~~~Us project inducics rcp2.irs to road 

::a-,rin.g 'vcrk cJ:b ramp con:::trucrion,. sidcv..:aliz_ anJ curb :-cpairs at various locatio:Js. 

31st Avenue, Ortega StrceL: Pacheco Scree:, Quinta.ra Street, and Clloa 

Phase Districts 

Co-r; s-trucrion 

Construction 9~ 11 

Construction 

Totals: $14,400,000 

Total Estimated LPP Formulaic Funds Available: 

stands for San Fr2.flcisco Pubhlc \Vm:ks. 

r\.r7lOUnts: \_"\'e-fC adop:cd by ~he CTC at ns n~cmbc-r G, 201-; Geeting. 

$6,189,000 

$6,189,000 

$8,211,000 



Attachment 2 
Proposed New Programming 

Street Resurfacing 5VPP 
Project Information Forms 

and Prioritization Mechanism 



!Category: 

Subcategory: 

Prop K EP Project/Program: 

EP LJne (Primary): 

Other EP Line Number/a: 

Fiscal Year of A1locatiou: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project Super:vtsoriali.Jistrict(s): 

Project Description: 

Purpose and Need: 

Community Engagement/SupJJOii: 

Implementing Agency: 

Project M~nager: 

Phone Number: 

Email: 

Type: 

Status: 

Completion Date: 

Project Delivery Milestones 

Phase 

Design Engineering (PSlZ:I') 

St;Jrl Constmcliofl (e.g. t\ward Contmcl) 

Stal't PnKtlrl'nlcnl (v.g. l-olling s1nd:) 

l'rojcct Completion (i.e, ()l)l'll ror L:cc) 

San Francisco County Tmnsportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 

Prop K Expenditure Plan 

C. Street & 'l';affic Safety 

b I Street RcsLJdaung awl Rcco!lstructjon 
~--·--------------------------------~ 

2017 /1R 

Project Information 

PntklllcrccJ(J\vin Pcaks/Cl('n Park Rcsid~ntial Pa\'CrncrJt Rcno\'ation 

CL1i1 \'icw Ct : P;lnOL\!11;\ J )r 10 I '~nd 

IJntien \X/;1)': 1\ptos ;lvc to kenwond \Vny\llplnnd !Jr 

Don1do ·r'cr: Juks An·\ Or:c·an ,\vc Ln l.~nd 

11ont Ill I'd: Juan ll;tlltisl;l ( :ir '" Lnkc lllcm·d 1\lvd 
ivlidncst \X':JY: Pa!IOfiUnil Dr to E11d 
Oak P11rk Dr: Clarendon ,\rc to l~nd 

( )lympw \\Jay : Panon.1n1il l )r to Clafcndon A \'L' 

Saq 1llcso ;\w: Montctcy lll\'d to Upland IJr 

lJphmll ), : llaricn Wny \ l<<'nwood Way to San Benito \\lay 

'J'Ilis project will con~ist or rcp;1irs to IIH~ ro~a11xt~-;c, pa\'lng work 1 uJrb nunp cons1mction, sidcwnlk nnd curb 

rcr;1irs in th(('c neighhorl1nod:> of Dis1rict 7. 

All ~t'gnwnl ClfldidtJks shown nrc !;ubjcct lo substitution nnd ~;chcdnlc ch:mgcs pending \'isunl confllln:ltion) 
uti liLy clc;lr;l!Ku-;) ~~~~u coordin;ltion with other agt.~ncies. Unfofesccn clullc11gc~: sud1 as increaSl'cl woJl\ scope, 

clw11giug pfioriuc-s, cost inctcascs) Of declining n.:ycnuc m:1y nrist\ causing the canJicbtcs to be pustro~u·d 

Puhl1c \Xlod-:.s inspects (",1Ch o(dw Ci!y1
:l blocb, ~111d a;,:,iglts a Paw·IllL'll( Condition Jndl'X (PC!) t>cun· c\Tl)' two 

years. The PC! sctHC r~wgcs frl)tn a low of· Oto ;J high ol- lOU. 'l'hesc scores 11:->sist Public \V()rks with 

impfetncnting thl· p·;nTmt'n! lllilfll!gcment S((;JLcgy o( aiming to prt:St'tYL' Slt'L'Cl.~' by ;1ppJying the right I!CillrllCIJI tu 
the right roadw:1y at the right tlrnc. St1'cets nrc selected based on PC! sen res ilS well as the prcst'tHT of transit ;md 

hlcyclc mull'S, stfcel clcamnccl·;1!ld p,('ogntphic equity The aYcr:1gc: PCJ score within liw projcrtlirnl!s is in the 
mid 50's ("At~HjskH). 

Public \Vod~s proYides inlomlHtion to l!w public on its wch~itC' fnr Srrcn Resnrfnci11g Pmj(~cts '!'his ptojcct i:; 

)l<ll'l ur the lluhlic \Vork~; StfCTl Rr:surfadng Progrmn 5 )'L'ar pbn ns D candida it' for pa\'ing, 

l)cpartmuJI o[Publlc \Xlmks 

Ramon J<ong 

'11 S-551!·1l2il0 

"'mnn 

N/;1 

N/•1 

Status 

%Complete 

fi.Sl>'u 

(jl'ri_l 

()n/u 

N/:1 

"" 
Environmental Clearance 

Wmk 

In-house" 
Contracted • 

Both 

Bot it 

N/A 

ContnlC:tcd 

N/;1 

Start Date 

Month 

1\ugust 

July 

l'lovcmhcr 

N/A 

End Date 

Year Month Year 

2016 ;\pril 2lliB 

201f\ N/J\ N/1\ 

20lll N/1\ N/A 

'l/A May 20?1) 

ll!tgc l (Jr7 



Pr-oject N sme: 

Project Cost Estimate 

Phase Coot 

E::;{zlnc:c:-::ng SCJ 

fr-', ~~l.E)le:~ 

--
Si1 

liJlfG':U:Ct:lC11C (cg. ~liiM ~-c/c\ SO 

Total Project Cost S4.:X ~Uln: l 

{Percent ofT otal 

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) 

Phase Fund SoUJ:<:e 

~;_:-weer 
-~-' 

Co~.o::-:-...:ct.or 

Total By Fiscal Year 

Comments/Concerns 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition KSales Ta.x Program Project Information Form 

P2:d\.17)ercedJTw1.n Pea.L:s/Gk-..··r1 i?:..rk Re.s~dential ?a"--ef:tent R.::;:'l0'\"2.tion 

Funding Source 

PropK Other 

S2.7S\.::_I-,:;.i~' 

--

_ S:2:/'51 ,l,(:n 

58% 72%1 

Pr-ogramming Fiscal Yean in the: 5-Year Prioritization Program Update 

FundSoUJ:<:e 
Status 

r;~r-.ncd 

Fiscal Year Funds 
Programmed 

14/1.5 1.5/16 16/17 

.$0 $1) 

I :l7/18 I 18/19 

5"8~:2.--~.(ll) 

SL1'2"7.:J(l:-. 

so I so I $1,9oo,ooo I 

:·:or: _pp ;:ut:rr-r:_tt ::lbcu:ion :-cquc:::;r ppcn• r;,k_ bier thar-. 5/~ aDpO\A.i mjun~ ·~ 

19/20 Tow 

S1-1 

$2,94(),000 ' $4,900,000 
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San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 

Categmy: 

Subcategory: 

Prop K EP Project/Program: 

EP Line (Primary): 

Other El' Line Number/s: 

Fiscal Year of Allocation: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project Supervisorial District( a): 

I' roject Description: 

Purpose and Need: 

Community Engagement/Support: 

Implementing ~ency: 

Project Manager. 

Phone Number: 

Email: 

Type: 

Status: 

Completion Date: 

l'rojcct Delivery Milestones 

Phase 

Planning/Conceptual l •:nginccring (30°·'1l) 

I •:nvironmcntal Studies (P j\&ED) 

Design Hnginct'ting (PS&E) 

R/\V J\cti\'itics/ J\cyui$itio1 1 

t\dvnti;>c Cons I nJCiion 

St<Jrl CullStJuction (e.g" 1\wa!"d Conlr3ct.) 

S!an Procurerncnl (e.g. rolling slorl;) 

l'm]<·ct Completion (t.c. Open lor Usc) 

Prop K ExneJulitme Plan Information 

(: Street & Traff1c Safety 

.\4 

201H/l'! 

Project Information 

/\lcmany Bh·d Pa\'cnK·nt Rcnu\'atiun 

:\lcmany Blvd: CongdrHJ St to Sc'IWCl i\''(' 

'l'hc project wdl consist of n:pairs to !lw road haSt\ p<lving work, (:urb ntmp Ctl!J:>truction, ~;idcw;dk and cu1b 

n:p<lin:, ;.;ewer rcpbccnJcnt ;1nd tf:lOlc Slgni!l:; :11 \'arinw; locntions. ·1·1w ~;ewe!" rcplaccmt'1ll and 1r:Irf!c sign~1ls wi\1 
\w funded l>y PUC :md SI•:I!Ti\ 

The proposed limits of work ;u·c at the roltu\\'lng locations: Alcm<Hlf Blvd; J Iwy Hl1 S (HI gamp\< :ongdon St 

A !I candicLucs shown ;1rc suhjccl to s11bstitut1on atHl ,<;chl;dulc chan,w;s pcndmg ,,j~;u;tl cunllnnatiun, tltility 

clearances, :1nd coordinatioll w!1h o1hcr ngcncic:->. lJtJfornccn challcnEcs sucl1 ~1s i1lcft-''tscd worl; score, ch:1np,ine 
priniitics, cosl inncascs, ur dcdiniug rc\'C!Hit' lllil)' <trisc, cu;~i11g tlw v.nJdiJ;Jic~ lo \Jc p()slptlJH:d, 

Public \XIorks inspect;.; c;Jc!J of the City 1s lJlocks and assie,ns tl Pavement CondJtinn Jnd('X SCOt't t'\ U) two 

years< The. PCJ score r;tngcs fmn1 a lmv of 0 10 a IJigiJ of 100. 'rlw:-;t~ ~cores ns!;ist Public \\lurks wlll1 
inlplemcntitlP, the j):l\TO\Cl\1 rn:I!JIJW'JTH'll! Sl!illegy of :Jl!lling IO JllT~;l'r\'C Slrt:ciS hy nppJying tltc right lre:l!nWnt !O 

the right madwny ;11 thl' right lime. Streets arc svlcctcJ hnsed on PCI scores as \\'l'll <l~ the jHTScncc o{ tntnstt and 

bicycle routes, street clear~1ncc) and gcogmphic r:cJuity 'J'he a\'(•l'j\gv PC: I score within 1hc~ projectlin1its is in the 
rnid S01 ~>'( 1 At··Risl.: 11 ) 

J\Jl,!ic: \X/orks provides iJllonnrllit>ll to llw ptlhlic on its wcb:.:.itc lor Street Rcsurraciug hoj('CI~, Thi~.; projccl is 

pnrt of ih(' Pt1hlir \'r/orks StH'ct lksurfacing Progr:11n ~;year plan its :t cnndid:llc ror p;n·ing. 

llcpartnwnt of Public Wori<s 

1\m\ BarraJas 

gaul barradas@sfdpw.org 

Environmental Clearance 

Categorically I ~;..a~mpl 

N/t\ 

Status 

%Complete 

l()il/(l 

tY~,;_l 

()()'(· 

NJ;\ 

Work 

In-house· 
Contracted 

Both 

l'i/ i\ 

ConlracLcJ 

N/J\ 

Start Date 

Mouih 

()ctohcr 

l )cccrnbcr 

Aptil 

N(J\ 

End Date 

Year Month Year 

2017 September 2018 

2018 N/11 N(;\ 

20!9 N/1\ N(,\ 

N/,\ 1\ugust 2020 

P~ {',I" l ol /. 



1Project Name: 

Project Cost Estimate 

Phase 

I· -"'F"i<c-;c;m;_~sL S7Ud:e:s 

D:::o:1gn E~.grr.ccr-i-ng (PS&E) 

IP. cll:.ng ;:tock'; 

Total Project Cost 

Percent ofTotal 

Cos< 

so 
S!l 

so 

so 
S5~3·!D,t'Ct0 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 

F1mding Source 

PropK Other 

S:L~s-_non 

.S.\157Jl('!) 

57%. 43% 

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) Programming Fiscal Ye2.rs !n the 5-Year Prioritiz3tion Pt'ogram "Cpdare 

Phase Fund Source 
Fiscal Year Funds 

14/:15 :15!16 16/17 17/18 
Programmed 

Con~trJ-:=t:o...-. TXP Funcb 1 Si 19 

Co::<S'::nJCt•G7". Pr:::? 13 ;1 ') 

lr. f'G'"ld 13, '! 0 I I 

Total By Fiscal Year $VI $1) -~I wl $1,650,000 I 
Comments/Concerns 

rr,ust ::-uC;:n1: z.lloc:>....t:o..,_ rcquc:::t p::p~n.vOt"k lO C:altc-.d1s no .::=TC appw,~al in June: ~~;;.sed on t.'lc curr~~t desig-:l 

:o"Jbm1t :he c.Iloca6on KCil.':C:~t bv for :rppro-.~a.l :Jt Cl'C's J\·ovcrobcc 2018 

S26r),l)(lt"l 

I Sn 

$3,850,000 I $5,500,000 
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Category: 

Subcategory: 

Prop K EP Project/Program: 

EP Line (Primary): 

Other EP Line Number/ s: 

Fiscal Year of Allocation: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project Supervisorial District( a): 

Project Description: 

Purpose and Need: 

Community Engagement/Support; 

Implementing Agency: 

Project Manager: 

Phone Number: 

Email: 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 

Prop K ExpenditUre P!an Information 

' C Street & l'mlftc Salcty 

iii. Sy~:lcmlvlawteuancc and Ruwvations (streets) 

b.'l Street Rcsurrncing i!ml Rccons!ruclion 

201B/19 

Project Information 

liS I 0 I a11d l<!BO 

(i, 9, 10, I I 

San !•'fancisc0 1S lJS 1D1/l-2BO Managed L:tttct, is a j)l'fformann: hasc:d :>ILliCg) fori11lJllO\'IIlg lnl\'d linK· ;\1H:l 

n..:li;Jhiltly !or lnnTicrf:. on US 101 :wd J.2HO in San Francisco. Tlw C011Ct'J1lll:d pl<mt1ing phr1sc, calll·d ilw 
Frccw<ty CorriJor fvhln:JgC1ncnt Study (J•'Ci\'lS), underway ~;incc 2015, pmUuccJ nc<lr' and n'lid~tcrrn 

rccormncnc.btions for impn)\'ir1g travel lime and rcliabillly in the fl('Xt fi\'c to !en years. 'J'hc: study explored 

optmn,~ 101 JcJicalin)!, a lane Oll ponino~; or l !S ltYI ·and l--2B() for IJigh l )ccup:wcy Vehicle~ (ctl-ponls nnd 
lnm:;it) only. 'J'ht' ::;tudy rd~:;() explored lhl' rea~ibdit)' ofJ<:.,p!'CS5l.ant'S, which lllC cafpoo]\.Jnt'!.; th:Jioof\-C)JlX)O\S 

C:lil pay to U~(~. l"lll; study lound that J:,xprc~;:.; J .~u;cs couid provide tiw rigil! woi to achieve a baiatJcc oltta!flc 
th:u gn-cs \luscs, caq)uolcn\ and other' "\ 1 (·hiclc.~ in the lnnc fnstcr lr<n'el ti1llc anJ rdinhility wiliJOut adding 

signJflC<J!ll de\ a)' to Llll' rcm,1Jning genera] rurpo~c Jaucs, <llld cou!J be irnplcmenlcd Wtlhou( t'X[CilSivv 

constructi{)n nr chnngcs in the si;,c of the freeway;.; in Silo l'ranci~;co, 

'l'hl: l•'CI\JS study Ll'fllll culln:IL'd inrormallotl ol! opcmtl011dl nnd pl1yslcd conslfainls on ~;an l'ranci;;co';c; 

frt'cw:1ys and fotl!ld tlw following dt~sigrJ to be most feasible: 
"Southbound, the existing UHlf"tguri\lion of tlH' I 2()0 ilnd lJS 101 rl('('\V<I)'~· allow:-; (w the Llt..::alinn ()r (l 

conlinuotJ~; lan(~ by rc~!rlping till' 1_':'\i~ting frct'W<l)'. r\11 F:--]Hess J .',l1ll' Clluld opcnJ!e t1\ong l-2HO ht tween 

5th/King and IJS !01, contillUing dtl"ollgh the intncllallge to US 101 inlt) San Mnll:o County, Cfl\·cring 11 

Ji~t;~ncc of nboul S rnilcs, 

~ llendc:d northbound, bccli.U;c 1-2~W exits (rum the right ~ide of Northbound US 101, :my Lmcs CIHcring San 

l'nJncH;co from Srm i'vl:Hcu county willlil.:t:ly end at tH ovar the coun~y line llowc\'l'r", the f;!udy identified an 

opportunny to pro\"!Jc pnority for Nol"thhnunrl ctq;ools anJ buses for :1ppro;..;imatdy 1 11111e along the I :?:HO 
headed llllO ScHJlh or i\1nrk(·1) from about I H!h St IO 5th St, 

'!'hi::: prc!imln:uy concept would r)d\"ancc 1n!o the Caltrans scop111g phnt;c ;HHi could he rcCiocd O\Tr time 

To addrn;~; frccw~l)' congcs1inu and anticip;11cd gr(Jwlh Hl tnn-cl on the US 101/1 2(10 cOJ"(idor1lhc 

Transpottation i\Utlloril)' condue!i<·d the Frccw,J)' Corridor J'vlanngl'nH'nl Study ro c»plorc the fca:;ibility of a 

Cti'pool or express Line lX'!wccn the lJS Hll/1 3HO interchange nc;lf San Jo"ram:isco International Airport and 
Downtown San J.'rancisco, Curnmutc tnn·ell>ctwccJI Sa!i Fr:>ncisco tUld Sili('on Valley hns C\pl:l"icnccd 

signiflcantlr innc<tscd cong{·:·llion <Hld delay~ a;.; I he ~coutHTl}' along the Pcnin!'uia corridor h;Js boomed. Yet, 

while p;lrlS o(Snn f0ranci:;co's rn:c;w;Jy nct\VtHk :trv crilica!Jy rongcSIL·d, thCJT an- lllall)' crnpl)' ~l'illS ill C<lfS) \';111S 

~tnd hw;c~:; The prujccr~ seck~ 10 J!)JjHn\T pr~r~on throughput :md to fHOYidc 11 mon~ rdinblc Lran:l time lc)l high 

()CCU)JiltlC)' \Thiele~; rmm S:tn 1\latt·o County lii!O downtown San l•'r:mc!sro, in coordinntion wilh with simihn 

l'~~"Ojccts in Snn ~\hlco Cnunry, San1<1 Chr:l County, ;tnJ across rhe region. 

During the r(~asibility study the p10jcu team prr:rafcd nnd began impkmcnling an Out!cttch Pbn lo gain iln 

unclcrs\-andmg ui" key stal;chnldec inlet est, ~-uncctns, ;md questions on the jHOICrl. 'j he audience fur this c!lorl 

Includes cotntnissioncrs_, comrmmily grnups, merchants, r(:sidCiltS. anJ hLely u~cr:~, c~pcrially thnsc who work or 

li\'l' close to !lw higll\V;ly."~ h:eJb!lck frum these p,ruups <11 !hi:~ early ph;1sc will hl'lp sh·,I]Jl' the 11lOJ'C dct<1ikd 
tl!l:l])'SCS th;ll ilfC proposed Ill follow illld lJc[p l!S tcrlOC ()lJJ U!lllcJStjltHJing o(whal is Df nl(J:-1! iTOjlOfi.HKC t(J tlH' 
vnrious stilkl·holdcr~, 

;\nna ll<ln'CY 

'ilo.522.4BI:I 
.~-~-----------------------~ 

anna.harvey@sfcla Qffi 



'fype: l\ll\/1'.1:; 

Project Delivery Milestones Status Work Start Date End Date 

In-house-
Phase %Complete Contracted - Monili Year Month 

Bolli 

6~0/(J Bolh )a11uary 2016 Dcccnlbt..:r 20tH 

l•:nvironmcnlal S1udics (I' A& I •:I l) (Jil/0 13ulh Jaoul:lry 2019 l )cccrnbcr 2020 

Design Enginccnng (PSL\:1.:) 

R/W i\cti,·ities/ ;\cquisition 

Advl'rtisc Construe! ion 

Stnrl Construction (c:g. i\w,uJ Contracl) 

Start l'rocurcmcnl (e.g. rolling slock) 

Projccl Cumplcllon (1 c. Open lor lise) 

Com men Ill/ Concerns 



Project Name: 

ProJect Cost Estimate 

Phase 

'Conccpru:ll Engioc-c:ing 

l·:r: -,:o~fJ\encll Sudlcs (Pi".&:f·iL') 

Design Eng:i::1ccring (PS&E) 

EJght of\Xic:_;· 

C::mstruc~on 

Procurement (e.g. rolhng stock) 

Total Project Cost 

Percent of Total 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Pmposition K Sales Tax Prog1'am Project Information Form 

Sao F ~an cis co l~S / I-280 1Vll.D~c-ed LIDes L?P Fu:-:td E:ccha.n2! proiect 

Funding Sou:rce 

Cost Prop K I Other 

ssoo_oc:o 51)S3,0Qr. 

S5,COO,OOO AJOO.OOO 5900.00C 

5G,150J"~O(I SG.lJn.noo 

s~ ..2oo.ooo 51,200,000 

~4i.COO,OOO 541.000,000 

c-.; Xi.:\ 

S4.60()J)()(1 S5L03G.OOG 

8~/o 92"/o 

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) Programming Fiscal Years in the S-Year Prioritization Program Update 

Phase Fund Source 

PL;n-ning Conceptual Er.~:1:x:6ns: Prop K 

PlannJng/Co-nccpruaJ ETI?;1-ne2~ns: C8to_ru; Phnning- G-rar:: 

Planning, Conccpcu:al Er~p.ncc;:ing STP 3D/,, 

Cono::ocusl E:Jfinee-rin' STP 

Piznm:Ig/Conc::.T•CU.zl Enp:Jccnu; s:viCL'\ :local fc:nds) 

Err,-lronwcntal Smdles (?_·\&ED) PropK 

Environ:-:-:cntz.l S;:udics (P. \&ED~ TBG 

F.igl-:7 of 10Y'aj- TBG 

Dcsigt'- 1 ·.n!'111CC!:n£ Tl3D 

Constc;_;ccion TBD 

T ota1 By Fiscal Year 

Comments/Concerns 

F1!IDd Source Status 

Prog:zmn:eC 

f>,]ocatcd 

/illocatcd 

/\ltocated 

PL:rneC 

Phnncci 

Phr:ncci 

Ph;~ neG 

Placncd 

[)Jar:ncd 

Fiscal Year Funds 
Programmed 

14,. 15 

15/16 

1/, 

15/ i 9 

19/20 

--

21/22 

14/15 15/16 16/17 

sso~_cnn 

S30G.OCC! ----

$0 $300,000 $638,000 

Cosr:' c~umatcs cnv:rvnmcnt:.] phas:: th-ro~:t c0n.strucuon are pr;::::l-1:-nmarypb.nn:ng-k;:d e:::Dm.J:tcs b-:1scO on the f"ca~ib:hty stud~: :.1nci \.vill t:c retlnc:d Ounng rhc Prc.1cct Initia:::or: 
c:-:,-1:-or:.ment:J sr.;dic.s pf-t3.Sc. Costs a~sumr: orcje:::~ occur:: ..,_,~r!,1n cxi~cing: frce\vzy foot:.print. (i.e.. >v1th 

engmccring thmugh :h::: sdcction :Jr a:tcmaLiYcs 2.-:'.::i the cnvironmcJ:al ::·c,-JCY\.· fih;:Jst: D(.;__SJJ::.-n r_,_nd 
rccc:tvi~g ~lind:; fr:::::r:71 j)!"Of:fa:71S hkc ~he S3 1 Solu:ion:: for Cc::-,gcstcC Co:-ricior Program. -,~.h.ich a:a::ncs 

<Jroicct f:o~ 

compc[1tJYc 

one oF fr-,_·c 

n·;1med "r:argctc.:d'' corriUors in the c:oabh:-Jg L::g;sl::u.iJn~ as '-vcll os Rcpo;:-:J.l ">Jo.::urc: S (rrovo~cd bndgc 
by t.l-:e \Icu:orohtan Trcn::po::-taborx Comm;~;sion 8thcr po:cnbzl sources inch.:cic -:-c;conmcnciatJor:s 

1-:Jcrc:::t:::c) sncc the p:oKct 1s fJ3rL o~ 2 ·:c:gronai nc~wo-rk ofExr-rc~s L:t.~cs pnori::l.hcd 
fcom the s~'t;-'1 F-rz_nciFCO T:r?!::lspor-.8t.!O:J. Ta:..::k F0:"CC 2045 and ?f"Y:itC funds 

18/19 

ssro.oco ----
S650,0CO 

S2.500JJ01l 

$:1,350,000 $2,500,001} 
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Prioritization Criteria and Scoring Table 

Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance/Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

PROP KPROGRAM-WIDE CRITERIA 

Total Possible Sco:re 
Street ReStttfacing 

(;ucrrcro St, San Jose 1\vc and Corbett Ave 
Pavement Rcno'\rario:l. 

'.?C ... t1)ti.W1 ,\ 
I ReF" a ,~,aul 

Ingalls Stand lndusrcial St Pavcmcr:r 

RenovaTion 1 

Eureka St, Grandview i\vc_ and :Vlangcls ,\ve 

Pave:nent Renovation 3 

Ciaymn St, Clippcr Sr and 1'ormla Dr 
Pavement Renovation 

C]AfLtn .\.eJl JJ~'1,>~tt:P.t~c.Lt"1't~ 

IRcno·:s.:ior-:: 

l_..'illmorc St PaYcmcnt Renovation 

Parkmcrced/Twin 1'caks/Glcn Park 
Residential Pav·cmc-nt Renovation 

/\lcmz..ny Blvd Pavement Renovation 

Project Readiness 

4 

4 

4 

2. 

2 

Project Readiness 

Total Possible Score! 4 
Stteet Repair :md CleruJtin,g Equipment 
2 i\i;: S\-VCC:DC:'S I i 

l Bicycle Path Sweeper I 

I 

I 

Comm:unily 
Support 

3 

0 

0 
-
0 

r 

c 
Community 

3 

0 

I 

I 

Time Sensitive 
Urgency 

3 

2 

? 

2 

0 

2 

2 

Time Sensitive 
Urgency 

3 

0 

Safely 

3 

2 

Safety 

3 

2 

CATEGORY SPECIFIC CRITERIA 

Pavement 
Condition 

Index (PCI) 
Score 

4 

j_ 

j_ 

1~ 

4 

4 

lj. 

j_ 

.d. 

Need 

3 

3 

3 

I 
I 

I 

l 
I 

Functional 
Classification 

3 

3 

~ 

3 

2 

3 

2 -
2 

-
~ 

Mandates 

2 

0 

2 

Cost 
Effectiveness 

2 

I 2 

Total 

20 

15 

12 

14 

j[: 

8 

6 

14 

8 

13 

13 

Total 

20 
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Prioritization Criteria and Scoring Table 
Street Reslllfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance/Street Repair and Clea11ing Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

Readiness: Proiccr \ikclv to need fuociing in fiscal ve2r proposed. Factors to be comidcrcd include adequacy of scope, schedule. budget a:1d funding plan relative to current project starus 
(e.g. C-"Zpcct mo!c detail and ccrtcinty for a proicct about to enter ccn:o;truction thlli-r design); 1.vhcthcr prior ptojcct phases arc completed or expected to be completed before beginning the next phase; 

and whether li~aation, commc.niry oppo~ition or other factors may ~ignificaGt1y delay proJect. 

Commu;:tEty Support: Projcc:- has ckar and chver~c community support a;_;. d./ or w2~ it identified through a community-based planning procc~~- , \n example of a community-ba:-cd pian 1s a 
neigh borhoocl transportation plan:- but not a count;"-vidc plan or 2.gcncy capital itnp:r:ovcrncnt progratn. 
'nircc points for a p-roicct in ::m adopted community ba."cd plan 'W"ith cv:icicnce: of diverse community support. 

'L\;;o points for a project w-iLh evidence of supporr from borh neighborhood stakeholders and group::: and city"'ride: group~, 
One po1nt for a project v.rith cv1dcnce of ~upport from either neighborhood stakeholders and groups or city-v.ridc groups. 

Time Sensitive Urgency: Proic:cr needs to proceed m propo:::cd timcfl-amc to enable construc:-ion coordin2.tion \),:ith another ~fOJCCt (e.g .. minimi·;;c costs and construction impact~)~ ro support 
another funded or proposed project (e.g. ne\.v signal controllers need to be installed to support TEP implcrnentarion)~ or to mlet tirrJ.d)' usc of funds JcaJlint.:s assoc-iated with rnatching funds. 

Safety: Project :receives one po1n: if it is on a WaJkFirst Safe~' Street, one point if located on a Primary Corridor a::; identiEcd ~ the 2013 Sf:'JviTA Bicydc Strategy Ot" s:Jbsegut..-nt updates. and 
one point if iris on a 0.1uni :route. 

Pave::n-ent Condition Index (PCI) Score: The Pavement Condition Index iYCI) sco:rcs are u.scd to identify aod catcgori?c the streets bas.cd on the rr:.aintcn:1ncc requirements of the srrcets. The 

streets arc catcgori:r.cd as rcgu1.rtng pavement prcscrvatlon (PCI 64.- 84), resurfaci.'llg (PCI 50-63), or pa;ring \Atith ba~e rcpa:r/ rcconstrucnon (PCI 0-49). Pro1cct rccctvc.s 4 pomr~ if it has z PCI 

score of 63 or below. DP\X! dctc.nn.inc:-: the amount of pavcuK'nt prc:se:rYarion wod-:. based on the percentage r-ccornmcncicJ by the Pavement l\,fanagcmcnt and i\Iappi.ng Sysrcm (P~Fv1S)-

Functionai Classification: Streets cLassified a::; a...>tcrials or collector:; get higher priority ovet: local streets ·w-ith ;;irni1a~ PC I.;; because ~he former classifications a:rc most heavily used. Project: 

receives 3 points if t~1c street i:-. an 2.ncrial: 2 poinrs and l point if r:c:"idcntiai. 

Safetyr: Project receives one pom t if it reduces harmful air pollution, one point lf it improves or- m.itigarcs ;;;. documcntcd unsafe condition for 1"Csidcnts~ and one point if it improves o:- mitigates a 

docume-nted unszfe con dillon fo'i" employees. 

Equipment ha::: reached the end of useful life per industry-accepted k\·cl~ (i.e. replacing ~weeper~ every 5 to 7 year~\ packer trucks C•Tt} 10 year-s~ and front end loadcr5 and Street Flusher 

trucks every· 8 years). 

Mandates: Equipment :;_s needed pe-: department projects and progc1mY (e.g., S~criffs \X/or-k :Utem:rti>/c Program. \vhich 1:cguircd DPV> to replace its 1 0-passcngcr Vilii.S in order to carr; 

p2Sticipanr:; to and f:r'Om ttlCi.r cleaning work~itcs) o-r equipment is needed :o comply \vith external regulations (e.g.~ altcmajvc_ fud vehicles 2.1:c ~C.:.juircd by federal, stare, or local regulations but 

they cost up to 70 percent more than a non-clca.."'"l aiz version of the Ychiclc> 

Cosll: Effectiveness: Nc-.v ircm vv1ll t1J1nim1ze millntcnancc costs compared to itcr:-J beieg replaced. 

Page 2 of2 



Attaclunent 3 

Prop K5-Year Project List (FY 2014/15- 2018/19) 

Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cle~ning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

Programming and Allocations to Date 
Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

ProjectN=e Phase(s) Status 
f Fiscal Year 

Agency 
2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 I 2017/18 I 

Street R.esw:facing-(EP 34) 

SFPW 
Guerrero St, San Jose Ave and Corbett An; 

CON Programmed so 
Pavement Renovation ' 

SJ<l'W I West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement 
Rcnovaaon 

CON Allocated 

!West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement 
Sf<PW I Renovation 5 CON Deobligated 

SFPW ,Ingalls Stan~ Industrial St Pavement 

!Renovation 
CON Allocated 

Sl'PW 
Clayton St, Clipper Stand Portola Dr 

CON Allocated 
Pavement Renovation 2 

SFPW 
Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels Ave 

CON Allocated 
Pavement Renovation J 

SFPW 
Gilman Ave and Jerrold Ave Pavement 

CON Programmed so 6 Renovation 
f'ilbert and Lcavcnworrh Streets Pavement 

SFPW 6 Renovation 
CON Allocated 

Sf'PW 
Madrid St, Morse St and Paris St Pa,·emcnt 

CON Programmed so 
"Rcnova'tlon

8 

SFPW I Filimore St Pavemenr Renovation' CON Programmed I 
1 [ laight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian I 

SFPW I ~ " CON Allocated 
lbghting 
! 

Sf'PW !Pavement Renovation Placeholder 4•
7 CON Programmed so 

SFPW 
Parkmcrccd/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 

CON Planned 52,794,000 
Residential Pavement Renovation f 

SFPW illemany Blvd Pavement Renovation 8 CON Planned 

I I Sft+A 
US 101 / l 280 ?l&fiaged LaneB LPP l'u"d 

~ ~ 

~· 
Programmed in SYPPJ SOj $13,9182461 S3.479,324j 54.042,2511 

I Total Allocated and Pending in 5YPPI 53,002,785 513,918,2461 S3,479,324j $1248,251 
Total Deobligated in 5YPP c:SJ'C2.~?5'I SOl SOj so 

I Total Unallocated in 5YPP! sol sol so 52,794.000 

j Programmed in 2014 Strategic Plan, as amended! 58,602,7851 55,365,2301 53,907,6681 54,519,(,68 
Deobligated from Prior 5YPP Cycles **I S1,759,74ll 

L -··-
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity/ $10,3625261 S1,809,510j 52.237.8541 

~--

52.7152711 

?.\l'ro!> h.\.!.l'•5YM'\ZOo!~\f:PJ4-:'>5 1>\o•'"l!' .. "d &pir....-n<'<l~:. Lb:hndin!!:l:l;=mt>~rZ"17 

2018/19 I Total 

I so 

53,002,785 

-,;:5; 

$3,677233 

55,455,263 

$4,785,750 

so 
' 

53,479,324 

so 

so so 

S1,248,251 

so 

52,794,000 

~m.~~ 53,157,000 

~ S4,G83,9~9 . 

57,240,9391 528,680,760 

sol 521,648,606 

SOj .'hJ02.7SS1 
57.240,939 $10.034,939 

54,634,6681 527,030,019 

I 51,759,741 

S109,000I 5109,000 
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Project Name 

Attachment 3 

Prop K 5-Yea:r Project List (FY 2014/15- 2018/19) 

Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 
Programming and Allocations to Date 

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

Phase(s) Status 
2014/15 2015/16 

FIScal Year r- I 
2016/17 I 2017/18 I 2018/19 Total 
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5\-'PP ;\mcndmcr:r :o ad.ci ~he 

Attachment 3 

Prop K 5-Yeac Project List (FY 2014/15- 2018/19~ 

Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

Programming and Allocations to Date 
Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

2014/15 2015/16 2017/18 

Sr and Indu~triai 5t P3vcmcnt Rcn0\'2Tlor: projccc (Rc::;olutinn 201 G-018, Project t34!)0R024:, 

2018(19, 

Cue:rero :St., Sa0 Jose Ave and Cor: tea 
~;1sc2l Yc21r 2015/16 and SL922.?67 2.dded 

SO in 1-iscal Year 2014/15. '.Vith S3~G77.233 ;;.ddcd ;o L1.gall::: 5t a:1d Industrial SL l'aYcrncnt Rcnn,·ation 1c 

-;-c.m:Im1ng progr:Jmmiug cap2city. 'l.he prOJCC ~.Ya$ :undcd \vjth othu :::o Jrcc~~ 

Inga11s Stand Indu.sh-1al Sr IJ:~.Ycocnt Rcno;:atron: .:\Cdcd projcc~ \\·lth S3J)77.233 in Fiscal Year (l].nds for consrmccion. 

:: SY~)p \meodrr:cnt to fully fund the Cb.yron St. Clipocr St anC Portola Dr Pa..,Tn:c:>t Rcr:ovauon project. (Resolution 2016-U.:L/, 3/22/lG) 

C.:u.oui2.ti':c RcmJJ.n.ing P.rog-ra-rru---rUng Capacity: Rcciuccd by 590,033" 

St" Clipper Sl, and For:oh Pa>:encn;: Rc:rKn"ation: Increased bv S90J)3.) in 2015/1() COf!SliUCt:On funds. 

-· SYPP .\mc:J.Gmenr :o :J.dd the Eureka St, GrandYiC\v and \la:1gds .. \":c. Fan~mcnt Reno-vation proJC.CL (RcsoluuoG.1.016-047. 3/22/1 G) 

Cusula;jye Rcmainin.s Programmlnp:: Capzciry: Reduced by S4.7S5.150. 

St. Gr:tnd;,-l(::\',· ,<\·;--c_ ;;nd i\hm~cls: /\, .. c PJYcmcnt Rcno,__-ation: ,\dd::::d \.V:ith 54_785_7.50 ir: l;Y 2015/16 coD~truct;on fund:"-

Str-:.:cglc Plan a~ C. ,\r.;c-::d·cncnt -::.o full:' funC. Street" P ... cnat:- ?.nd (]cJ711:-L~ Ec:ulpr:1cn~ (Resolu1:ror: 2016-060, G/28/16): 

fm::r:.cc cos: ncut:...-ral s~:c-tcgic Pl:a.n .\ffiC:Jdmcilt: zdv:::nccd programffJlng (5722,582 
Rq-::J.i:- a..."1d Clc:1.-ning Eaulpmcrn cz.:cgory 

2017/18) C:l5h fio'l..\.. ($797,101 from 

Street Rc:-;urfac1ng .:\mcndrr:cfl.c: Added Pa\.TffictE Ecno'--<EJO~ Pbccil.o~dcr \vith S1,11il.9951n FY1G/17 fulld:" and the 

201!; 

ca~h 

5 \\/c~r Po.r~a.l A ,-c 2:0d Qu:nca:2 St Pa·Fcrr:cm Reno;;~arion: Ca.:.Jcl:cJ project. Thl::: prolccl \1-·111 co:n!nuc on th~ or:gin2.ily prcscnt::::ci schedule b 1t w!1J be 

of-funds ::-cg:J~remenrs nn rh:at :::o:Jrcc. 

G SYFP z.n:cndmcnt J.dd 1·hc Filbc:n rmd J.,ca\-cr:\;-onh Strcc:s Pa,-cme-nt Rcoo-...·arion prOiCCt (H.c~olution 2017-027, 02/28/2017): 

5313,895 from F':' 2018/19) 

S/9/JOl jn :<'J:'17/18 znd 

·,:v.ith 2011 St:-cct~ funds. 

Gilman we Jercold ?a""l-c-_ncnt Rcnov::.t0n: .R.cducc.d frorr. 53,907,668 w The i:lroi·:::ct \\-ill be dcJi,·cred thro;3_f;h mul:iL;lc project~ :1nd funded from other so;J.rccs... 

1--'"ilbcrt and ::....C.2.'vCnworth Streets P:tverncnt Renovat:on: /\.Jd :Jroicct \v-ith ::_).479324 l-:1. r:-'{2;)16 I 17 ~uf'.d:' 

Cumu1at1YC Rcmain1ng Pr0_gamm~ng Ca?acity: lncrc1scd b:~ 5428_344. 

:::mendmc.m 10 add Scrcct :;;.csurlacing am.i Pt:c.kstn'J.n J.i~;1Ling proiccl (!\csolucio:1 2817-::54: OG/27 /2C1"7): 

Pa··cmcn: Re:no'-·acion Placc:holdcr: Rcducc.d lrrJm SL110,995 tG 50 in N"2016/17. 

Cumulanvc Rc.ma;.~mg Progra.."TTming Caoaciry: Reduced by 5137256" 

Ha.lght Stc::c H.csudactr-.g ar:cl Pedestrian J ~ight-ing: ,\dci rroJCCt ··.v1th S1,:24S.2S 1 ir: FY2017 /18 consr:-:J.;ccion fu:1ci~ . 

the .Srrcc;: 

FI'18/19 

upccrr.1ng timcly-U."C-

.5\·TP a17!c.ndm::r:t ro :J.Jd rhc Pa:rkmc::-cc.d/"~\-yin Pczk;:;;/Clcn Par~ Rc::::1dcnt1Jl Street Rcscrfacir:.g and J\1cmany Street Resurf:.cmg proic:cts ~-~S-W+--f-~~7:¥-;~.l.J~--.-.E: : .. :c)-~pr£~~­
JZcsobnon 2.0"18-XXX~ :2/12/2017): 

\{adncl SL P:rvcmcrH Rcncn·a)on: proicct: reduced from 54:5! 9,6G8 to SO in 1·-Y2017 /18. Proic.c< v.iU be funGcC ,,·ith non-Prop J<.... ~oun:cs. 

Fillmore s~ Pavcmcr,[ Rcno\~2.t.ro-n: DelctcC project; :educed frorr: 54_634~668 to so -in FY 2018/19, Project will be fiJndcd \ViLi1 (;C"-C-:'-:11 r;:.J'i.d mnD.lc.::. 

Cumulatiy:c: R::rr:ain1~g lJrogram~;ng Cap;:CI:y: Reduced from S989.G03 to SO, 

Par;..:m:::rccd(l'win Pcak:':/Glcn P:ark Rc~id~ncial P:z..Yt.rr:cnt Rcno,:atior:: _\ddcd pro1cct with S2. 194.001, in .2(11-;- /18 COflStrucricm Cund$.-

,\k:nJ.i1}' Boukvz..rd !.:;avcr.1snt Renovation: .. \ddccl pn)'CCt \nth :33.157,000 in 2018/19 con~trucDo~ funds. 

-b~~-4~?-'!f!::'~~,J,t:C:_ .. '.-.:d,:.dt .c~r-f4~.-·83-:~~,~~""'!~~o:'""f~'Ht.."'f1+:~~'!'.J·~5-ft~~1~~':-'4t~~~!"f~~tM~r­
~1!~tt·}ft ((~·!·(::: ... flf~"''' .J af ~:~; ... :.._ l l.oc-fu-fJ:!f'ffl~~ff'!;'.:.,"ffl..--n~,re"t~~~~~-f~Eb...f~l"':ic~~J:h~'-2~¥~~?'3.~f~9 .. - c~tt'!f'lj..."eHM~H~~'I:: .. \"':t!f.H~1t-2-4·ntb·f.'mte1~{d-­
~"'nif~~-e5·,J~:f:.t ~~~X ?(:>: L::·-,de~~'"t{~,.,.~\~~,,~·J~h,. ~r~~tnb-~tt~~¥; JfJ~ !Jij: r: .. ~~ll~o,, ,f_ fu,.J)e k:JF 3~:4"t~~-'t1"!'1;~gc 
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Attachment 3 

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

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

!we and Quintara St Pavement 

Streets Pavement 

St and Paris St Pavcm·cnt 

,~ Resurfacing and Pedestrian 

Re-novation Placeholder 4, 7 

Parkmcrecd/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 
Residential Pavement RenovationS 

l\lcmany Blvd Pavement Rcnm·ation8 

,--.. 1111 / l 2~'h? !.~:'!?!t!Cd Line.:; LPP 1 :±1' 

I':;\P:npKIS"P-n1'?\2lii4\EPJ4.JSP,,.;nl("""rl'&j"ipmrn•~~ 'nlr.i>rndi";:-O.:,<:<':mhr"t2:D1"J 

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

Phase 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON so so 

CON so 51,117,600 

CON 5947,100 

JlA&EB- ~ 

Total 

so 

53,002,785 

$3,677,233 

55,455,263 

54.785,750 

so 

53,479,324 

so 

so 

51,248,251 

so 

51,676,400 S2,794,000 

S2,209,900 53.157.000 

54,983,939 
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Project Name 

Attachment 3 

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

Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment i(EPs 34-35) 

Cash Flow as Allocated to Date 
Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

Phase 

P;\T'NpJ.C\Si"-51'M""\ZOJ4\0'J4·''P:.von~;2nd£i:p>irrneno>:l• ... "t.b.:hnd>n;::O::a:"""'"'Z017 Page 5 of5 



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 

SAN FRANCISCO 

LONDON N. BREED 

MAYOR 

TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

DATE: 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Sophia Kittler 

....... ~\.L-> 

Accept and Expend Grant- California State Senate Bill 1 Local 
Partnership Program - Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement 
Renovation- $2,340,000 
7/9/2019 

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

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

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

1 DR. CARL TON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 

TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


