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FILE NO. 180647 RESOLUT' f'.JO. 

[Accept and Expend Grant - California State Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program - Street 
Resurfacing Projects - FYs 2017-2018 and 2018-2019 - $4, 189,000] 

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

Local Partnership Program formulaic funding in the amount of $4,189,000 for San 

Francisco Public Works' street resurfacing projects for FYs 2017-2018 and 2018-2019. 

7 WHEREAS, On April 28, 2017, the Governor of California signed the Road Repair and 

8 Accountability Act of 2017, also known as Senate Bill 1 (herein referred to as SB1 ), a 

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

1 O · funding for local streets and roads, multi-modal 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 ($100 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, On December 6, 2017, CTC adopted LPP Formulaic Program share 

20 distributions for FY2017-2018 and FY2018-2019 and San Francisco's share is estimated to be 

21 $4.189 million ($2.106 million in FY2017-2018 and $2.083 million in FY2Q18-2019); and 

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

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

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

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

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

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

3 investments; and 

4 WHEREAS, SFCTA identified San Francisco Public Works' (herein referred to as 

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

6 the steady pipeline of construction ready projects, the size of the projects being a good match 

7 with the anticipated size of SFCTA's LPP formulaic shares, and sufficient Prop K to provide 

8 the dollar for dollar local match requirement; and 

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

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

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

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

13 Pavement Renovation) 

14 2. FY2018-2019: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

15 3. FY2019-2020: Various Locations Pavement Renovation No. 42; and 

16 WHEREAS, on December 15, 2017, SFPW and SFCTAjointly submitted nomination 

17 packages to CTC for FY2017-2018 funding for Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential 

18 Pavement Renovation and FY2018-2019 funding for Alemany Boulevard Pavement 

19 Renovation; and 

20 WHEREAS, On January 31, 2018, CTC adopted and programmed FY2017-2018 and 

21 · FY2018-2019 LPP Formulaic Program funds for San Francisco as follows: 

22 1. Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation 

23 ($2,106,000 in FY2017-2018) 

24 2. Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation ($2,083,000 in FY2018-2019); and 

25 
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1 WHEREAS, Each of the projects requires a local match, which SFPW plans to program 

2 as follows: 

3 1. Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation 

4 ($2,849,000 in Prop K Sales Tax Funds) 

5 2. Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation ($3,211,000 in Prop K Sales Tax 

6 Funds); and 

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

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

9 indirect costs totaling $1,062,483; now therefore be it 

1 O RESOLVED, That this Board of Supervisors authorizes SFPvit to accept and expend 

11 up to $4, 189,000 in SB1 LPP Formulaic Funds for FY2017-2018 and FY2018-2019 for the 

12 projects described above; and be it 

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

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

15 FURTHER RESOLVED, That SFPW, by adopting this resolution, will commit 

16 $6,060,000 in local matching funds. 
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Mohammed Nuru 

Director of Public Works 
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GOVERNMENT AND AUDIT OVEho1GHT COMMITIEE MEETING JULY 18, 2018 

Item 9 Department: 
Fi I e 18-064 7 General Services Agency - Department of Public Works 

(DPW) 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Legislative Objectives 

• The proposed resolution would authorize the acceptance and expenditure of California 
State Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program (LPP) formulaic funding in the amount of 
$4,189,000 for the Department of Public Works (DPW) street resurfacing projects for FY 
2017-18 and FY 2018-19. The $4,189,000 in LPP funds will fund the following two projects: 
(1) Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation ($2,106,000 in 
LPP funds, $2, 794,000 in required local matching funds); and (2) Alemany Boulevard 
Pavement Renovation ($2,083,000 in LPP funds, $3,417,000 in required local matching 
funds). 

Key Points 

• On April 28, 2017, the Governor of California signed the Road Repair and Accountability 
Act of 2017, also known as Senate Bill 1, a transportation funding package of more than 
$50 billion over the next 10 years that increases funding for local streets and roads, multi
modal improvements, and transit operations. Senate Bill 1 created the Local Partnership 
Program (LPP), which appropriates $200 million annually to be allocated by the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) to local or regional agencies that have sought and 
received voter approval of taxes or imposed fees solely dedicated to transportation. 

• DPW worked with the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) to request 
LPP Formulaic Program funding for DPW's street resurfacing projects. On January 31, 
2018, the CTC adopted and programmed $4,189,000 in FY 2017-18 and FY 2018-19 LPP 
Formulaic Program funds for DPW street resurfacing projects. 

Fiscal Impact 

• The total budget for the Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement 
Renovation Project is $4,900,000. Of this amount, the LPP grant will fund $2,106,000, and 
DPW will contribute the additional $2,794,000 in matching funds. The source of 
$2, 794,000 is Proposition K Sales Tax funds, which is a half-cent local sales tax for 
transportation that was approved by San Francisco voters in November 2003. 

• The total budget for the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project is 
approximately $5,500,000. Of this amount, the LPP grant will fund $2,083,000, and DPW 
will contribute the additional $3,417,000 in matching funds. The source of $3,157,000 in 
matching funds is Proposition K Sales Tax funds. The source of $260,000 in matching funds 
is DPW's Street Resurfacing General Fund. 

Recommendation 

• Approve the proposed resolution. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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MANDATE STATEMENT 

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. 

BACKGROUND 

On April 28, 2017, the Governor of California signed the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 
2017, also known as Senate Bill 1, a transportation funding package of more than $50 billion 
over the next 10 years that increases funding for local streets and roads, multi-modal 
improvements, and transit operations. Senate Bill 1 created the Local Partnership Program 
(LPP), which appropriates $200 million annually1 to be allocated by the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) to local or regional agencies that have sought and received 
voter approval of taxes or imposed fees solely dedicated to transportation. 

The Department of Public Works (DPW) worked with the San Francisco County Transportation 
Authority2 (SFCTA) to request LPP Formulaic Program funding for DPW's street resurfacing 
projects. SFCTA identified DPW street resurfacing projects as good candidates for the LPP 
Formulaic Program given the steady pipeline of construction ready projects, the size of the 
projects being a good match with the anticipated size of SFCTA's LPP formulaic shares, and 
sufficient Proposition K funds to provide the dollar for dollar local match requirement. On 
January 31, 2018, the CTC adopted and programmed $4,189,000 in FY 2017-18 and FY 2018-19 
LPP Formulaic Program funds for the following two DPW street resurfacing projects: 

• Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation ($2,106,000): 
Street resurfacing of 2.8 miles of residential streets (43 blocks) in the Parkmerced, Twin 
Peaks, and Glen Park neighborhoods in San Francisco. The project consists of repairs to 
the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. 

• Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation ($2,083,000): Street resurfacing of 1.3 miles 
of a key arterial road 3 in San Francisco. The project consists of repairs to the road base, 
paving work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. 

DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION 

The proposed resolution would authorize the acceptance and expenditure of California State 
Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program (LPP) formulaic funding in the amount of $4,189,000 for 

1 (CTC) has both a formulaic program and a competitive program, both of which allocate $100 million annually. The 
LPP Formulaic Program allocates its annual $100 million to cities and counties throughout California that have 
voter approved sales taxes, tolls, or fees that dedicate funding to transportation. 
2 The San Francisco County Transportation Authority is el'igible to receive LPP Formulaic Program distributions 
because SFCTA administers Proposition K, a half-cent local transportation sales tax program approved by San 

Francisco voters in November 2003, and Proposition AA, an additional $10 vehicle registration fee approved by San 
Francisco voters in November 2010, both with revenues dedicated to fund transportation investments. 
3 

An arterial road or arterial thoroughfare is a high-capacity urban road. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 

33 



GOVERNMENT AND AUDIT Ovc~o1GHT COMMITTEE MEETING JULY 18, 2018 

the Department of Public Works' (DPW) street resurfacing projects for FY 2017-18 and FY 2018-
19. The $4,189,000 in LPP funds will fund the following two projects, as detailed below: 

• Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation ($2,106,000 in LPP 
funds, $2,794,000 in required local matching funds): Street resurfacing of 2.8 miles of 
residential streets (forty-three blocks) in the Parkmerced, Twin Peaks, and Glen Park 
neighborhoods in San Francisco. The project consists of repairs to the road base, paving 
work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. The project will resurface 
the following residential street segments in southwest San Francisco: Clairview Court 
(Panorama Drive to End), Darien Way (Aptos Avenue to Kenwood Way/Upland Drive), 
Dorado Terrace (Jules Avenue/Ocean Avenue to End), Font Boulevard (Juan Bautista 
Circle to Lake Merced Boulevard), Midcrest Way (Panorama Drive to End), Oak Park 
Drive (Clarendon Avenue to End), Olympia Way (Panorama Drive to Clarendon Avenue), 
San Aleso Avenue (Monterey Boulevard to Upland Drive), and Upland Drive (Darien 
Way/Kenwood Way to San Benito Way). The grant project period is from November 
2018 through May 2020. 

• Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation ($2,083,000 in LPP funds, $3,417,000 in 
required local matching funds): Street resurfacing of 1.3 miles of a key arterial road in 
San Francisco. The project consists of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp 
construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. The project will resurface Alemany 
Boulevard, between Congdon Street and Seneca Avenue. The grant project period is 
from April 2019 through August 2020. 

DPW applied for the LPP funds in December 2017. The LPP Formulaic Program grant funds 
require dollar for dollar local matching funds, which mean that at least SO percent of the 
construction costs must come from local funds. The total amount of local matching funds for 
the two projects is $6,211,000. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation 

The total budget for the Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation 
Project is $4,900,000. Of this amount, the LPP grant will fund $2,106,000, and DPW will 
contribute the additional $2,794,000 in matching funds. The source of $2,794,000 is Proposition 
K Sales Tax funds, which is a half-cent local sales tax for transportation that was approved by 
San Francisco voters in November 2003. Table 1 below summarizes grant funding for the 
Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation Project. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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Table 1. Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation Project Grant 

Budget 

Sources 

Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program (LPP) 

Proposition K Sales Tax (matching funds) 

Total Sources 

Uses 

Construction 

Total Uses 

$2,106,000 

2,794,000 

$4,900,000 

$4,900,000 

$4,900,000 

Details of construction costs of $4.9 million are shown in Table 2 below. 

Table 2. Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation Project 

Construction Budget 

Item Description 
Estimated 

Unit 
Average Cost/ 

Cost 
Quantity Unit 

Traffic Routing Work --- --- --- $322,088 

Planing 757,853 Square feet $1.10 833,638 

Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) 9,473 Ton $140.00 1,326,243 

Concrete Base 8-lnch 68,207 Square feet $13.00 886,687 

Concrete Sidewalk 7,579 Square feet $12.50 94,732 

Combined Concrete Curb And Concrete 
1,895 Linear feet $60.00 113,678 

Gutter 

Concrete Curb Ramp With Detectable 
76 Each $4,300.00 325,877 

Tiles 

Adjust City-Owned Manhole Frame And 
76 Each $405.00 30,693 

Casting To Grade 

Adjust City-Owned Hydrant And Water 
152 Each $150.00 22,736 

Main Valve Box Casting To Grade 

City-Owned Pull Box Type I (New or 
38 Each $510.00 19,325 

Replacement) 

Temporary 4-lnch Broken White/Yellow 
49,261 Linear feet $1.50 73,891 

Striping 

Construction : $4,049,588 

Construction Contingency @ 10% : 404,958 

Construction Management@ 11%: 445,454 

Total: $4,900,000 

According to Ms. Rachel Alonso, DPW Transportation Finance Analyst, DPW will not incur any 

ongoing costs for the pavement renovation project once the grant funds expire. 
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Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

The total budget for the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project is approximately 

$5,500,000. Of this amount, the LPP grant will fund $2,083,000, and DPW will contribute the 
additional $3,417,000 in matching funds. The source of $3,157,000 in matching funds is 

Proposition K Sales Tax funds. The source of $260,000 in matching funds is DPW's Street 
Resurfacing General Fund. Table 3 below summarizes grant funding for the Alemany Boulevard 

Pavement Renovation Project. 

Table 3. Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project Grant Budget 

Sources 

Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program (LPP) 

Proposition K Sales Tax (matching funds) 

DPW Street Resurfacing General Fund (matching funds) 

Total Sources 

Uses 

Construction 

Total Uses 

$2,083,000 

$3,157,000 

$260,000 

$5,500,000 

$5,500,000 

$5,500,000 

Details of construction costs of $4.9 million are shown in Table 4 below. 
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Table 4. Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project Construction Budget 

Item Description 
Estimated 

Unit 
Average Cost/ 

Cost 
Quantity Unit 

Traffic Routing Work --- --- --- $361,443 

Planing 850,455 Square Feet $1.10 935,500 

Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) 10,631 Ton $140.00 1,488,295 

Concrete Base 8-lnch 76,541 Square Feet $13.00 995,031 

Concrete Sidewalk 8,505 Square Feet $12.50 106,307 

Combined Concrete Curb And 
2,126 Linear Feet $60.00 127,568 

Concrete Gutter 

Concrete Curb Ramp With Detectable 
85 Each $4,300.00 365,695 

Tiles 

Adjust City-Owned Manhole Frame 
85 Each $405.00 34,443 

And Casting To Grade 

Adjust City-Owned Hydrant And Water 
170 Each $150.00 25,514 

Main Valve Box Casting To Grade 

City-Owned Pull Box Type I (New or 
43 Each $510.00 21,687 

Replacement) 

Temporary 4-lnch Broken 
55,279 Linear feet $1.50 82,919 

White/Yellow Striping 

Construction : $4,544,402 

Construction Contingency @ 10% : 454,849 

Construction Management @ 11% : 500,749 

Total: $5,500,000 

According to Ms. Alonso, DPW will not incur any ongoing costs for the pavement renovation 

project once the grant funds expire. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Approve the proposed resolution. 
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File Number:~~~--~-~-~
(Provided by Clerk of Board of Supervisors) 

Grant Resolution Information Form 
(Effective July 2011) 

Purpose: Accompanies proposed Board of Supervisors resolutions authorizing a Department to accept and 
expend grant funds. 

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

1. Grant Title: Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Formulaic Fund Program 

2. Department: San Francisco Public Works 

3. Contact Person: Rachel Alonso Telephone: 415.554.4139 

4. Grant Approval Status (check one): 
[ x ] Approved by funding agency [ ] Not yet approved 

5. Amount of Grant Fun In a lnnroved or Annlied or: d" A ~ $ 4,189,00 0 
Grant Contract ID Project 
TBD Parkmerced/ Twin Peaks/ Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation 
TBD Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

6. a. Matching Funds Required: 
Minimum: $4,189,000 
Actual: $6,060,000 

b. Source(s) of matching funds (if applicable): 
Proposition K Local Sales Tax 

7. a. Grant Source Agency: 
California Transportation Commission 

b. Grant Pass-Through Agency (if applicable): 
Not Applicable 

8. Proposed Grant Project Summary: 
Parkmerced: Street resurfacing of 2.8 miles of residential streets (forty-three blocks) in the 
Parkmerced, Twin Peaks, and Glen Park neighborhoods in San Francisco. The project consists 
of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. 

Alemany: Street resurfacing of 1.3 miles of a key arterial in San Francisco. The project consists 
of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. 

9. Grant Project Schedule, as allowed in approval documents, or as proposed: 
Parkmerced Start-Date: 11/2018 End-Date: 05/2020 
Alemany Start-Date: 04/2019 End-Date: 08/2020 

10. a. Amount budgeted for contractual services: 
$8,513,272 



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

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

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

11. a. Does the budget include indirect costs? 

b. 

b. 

c. 

[ X] Yes (DPW and MTA) []No 

1. 

2. 

1. 

If yes, how much? 
$1,062,483 

How was the amount calculated? 
FY17/18 indirect cost plan 

If no, why are indirect costs not included? 

[] Not allowed by granting agency 
[] Other (please explain): 

[]To maximize use of grant funds on direct services 

c. 2. If no indirect costs are included, what would have been the indirect costs? 
Not Applicable 

12. Any other significant grant requirements or comments: 
Not applicable 
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**Disability Access Checklist***(Department must forward a copy of all completed Grant Information 
Forms to the Mayor's Office of Disability) 

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

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

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

)(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 in 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: 

Kevin Jensen 
(Name) 

Disability Access Coordinator 
(Title) 

Date Reviewed: {'1A-y M rto(b 

Department Head or Designee Approval of Grant Information Form: 

Mohammed Nuru 
(Name) 

Director, San Francisco Public Works , 
(Title) 

Date Reviewed: __ o_s.._/_3~1--+("""t)_O=J..~\? ____ _ 
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Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing Project 

SBl Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funds Budget 

Construction Phase Only 

Sources Amount 

SBl LPP $ 2,106,000 
Proposition K (EP 34) $ 2,849,000 
TOTAL REVENUE: $ 4,955,000 

Uses Amount 

Construction $ 4,955,000 

TOTAL COST: $ 4,955,000 



Alemany Boulevard Project 

SBl Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funds Budget 

Construction Phase Only 

Sources Amount 

SB1 LPP $ 2,089,000 

Proposition K (EP 34) $ 3,211,000 

TOTAL REVENUE: $ 5,300,000 

Uses Amount 

Construction $ 5,300,000 

TOTAL COST: $ 5,300,000 



December 15, 2017 

Susan Bransen 
Executive Director 
California Transportation Commission 
1120 N Street, MS-52 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program - San Francisco's 
Project Nominations and Documentation of Agreement between Taxing 
Authority and Implementing Agency 

On behalf of the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) and San 
Francisco Public Works (SFPW), we would like to express our appreciation to the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) for considering our project nominations to the Local 
Partnership Program (LPP) Formulaic Program. This cover letter serves as the agreement 
between SFCTA and SFPW to implement San Francisco's share of the LPP Formulaic 
Program. 

The SFCTA administers Proposition I<, a half-cent local sales tax program approved by 
San Francisco voters in November 2003, and Proposition AA, an additional $10 annual 
vehicle registration fee approved by San Francisco voters in November 2010, both with 
revenues solely dedicated to fund transportation investruents. On December 6, 2017, the 
CTC adopted the Cycle 1 LPP Formulaic Program funding share distribution for Fiscal 
Years (FYs) 2017 /18 and 2018/19, and SFCTA's total funding share was determined to be 
$2,106,000 for FY 2017 /18 and $2,083,000 for FY 2018/19. 

SFPW, which will act as the implementing agency, routinely maintains over 900 miles of 
local streets to extend the useful life of pavement and provide mobility to motorists, cyclists, 
and pedestrians. On December 12, 2017, the SFCTA Board approved programming San 
Francisco's share of the LPP Formulaic Program for FYs 2017/18 and 2018/19 to the 
following two SFPW street resurfacing projects: 

1. FY 2017/18: Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/ Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation 
Project ($2, 106,000) 

2. FY 2018/19: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project ($2,083,000) 

Both projects will provide critical improvements to San Francisco's local road system, 
improving both neighborhood streets and an important arterial for San Francisco's road 
network. For both projects, Proposition K funds are programmed to provide the required 
dollar for dollar local match. 

As the implementing agency, SFPW assumes responsibility and accountability for the use 
and expenditure of program funds as established by the CTC in the LPP Guidelines 
adopted on October 18, 2017. In this capacity, SFPW will submit allocation requests to 



Bransen, I2.I5.I7 
Page2 of2 

Caltrans during the fiscal year of project programming, will award contracts within 6 months of 
allocation of funds by the CTC, complete the project as proposed in the project nomination, and 
comply with reporting and accountability guidelines as established by the CTC and Caltrans. 

Thank you for your consideration of our project nominations. If you have any questions about this 
request, please contact Anna LaPorte, SFCTA Deputy Director for Policy and Programming, at 415-
522-4805 or anna.laforte@sfcta.org, or contact Rachel Alonso, San Francisco Public Works 
Transportation Finance Analyst, at 415-554-4139 or rachel.alonso@sfdpw.org. We look forward to the 
advancing the first cycle of LPP programming and to working in partnership with the CTC to deliver 
the benefits of SB 1 to San Francisco residents and visitors. 

Sincerely, 

Mohammed Nuru 
Director 
San Francisco Public Works 

Attachments: 

c:J~cw£w-r;;~ 
Tilly Chang 
Executive Director 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority 

1. Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation Project Application 
2. Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project Application 

cc: MEL, ALF, OQ, AS - SFCTA 
RA,PH-SFPW 
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Basic Project Information 
Project Name: Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing 

Project Description: Street resurfacing of 2.8 miles of residential streets (forty-three blocks) in 

the Parkmerced, Twin Peaks, and Glen Park neighborhoods in San Francisco. The project 

consists of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and 

curb repairs. This construction work will, in conjunction with San Francisco Public Works' asset 

management strategy, decrease the lifetime maintenance and repair costs, while providing a 

smoother and safer road for drivers, public transit riders, bicyclists, and pedestrians. 

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

southwest San Francisco: Clairview Court (Panorama Dr to End), Darien Way (Aptos Ave to 

Kenwood Way/Upland Dr), Dorado Terrace (Jules Ave/Ocean Ave to End), Font Boulevard (Juan 

Bautista Circle to Lake Merced Boulevard), Mid crest Way (Panorama Drive to End), Oak Park 

Drive (Clarendon Ave to End), Olympia Way (Panorama Dr to Clarendon Ave), San Aleso Ave 

(Monterrey Blvd to Upland Dr), and Upland Dr (Darien Way/Kenwood Way to San Benito Way). 

Project Phase: Construction 

Fiscal Year of Programming: 2017/18 

Total Project Cost: $4,900,000 

LPP Amount Requested: $2,106,000 

Local Match: $2,794,000 in Proposition K sales-tax funds 

Ll 
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Street Resurfacing Program Background 
San Francisco Public Works (Public Works) is responsible for more than 900 miles of streets and 

roadways, comprising more than 12,800 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 selected 

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 

city 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. 
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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. 

San Francisco's Street Resurfacing Needs 
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 overwhelmingly 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. Since 2011, the PCI goal has been reiterated in the City's 10 

Year Capital Plan. 

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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Figure 2: Annual Number of Blocks Treated Since Fiscal Year 2009~2010 
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The voter approved target PCI score of 70 aims to make San Francisco streets "Good," by Fiscal 

Year 2025. As of December 2016, the average citywide PCI score is 69. This PCI score has 

increased from the historical low of 63 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. 

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 62 by 2027. A score of 62 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 

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

the improvements made since 2011 and reach the target PCI score of 70. 
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Figure 3: PC! Outcomes from Different Budget Scenarios 
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As of December 2016, approximately 40% of San Francisco streets are still considered "At-Risk," 

"Poor," or "Very Poor." These streets are quickly 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. 

Table 1: Cost of Per Curb Repair Based on PC! Score (as of December 2016) 

SF Goal: PC! 
of 70 

As of 
December 
2016: PCI of 

69 

PCI Score 
Cost of Repair 

Rating (Per Block) Treatment Method 
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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 70 will reduce the maintenance and repair costs of San Francisco streets 

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

Currently, residential streets make up two-thirds of San Francisco's street network. Street 

Resurfacing has previously focused on repaving large profile arterials and corridors, which, 

because of the size of these streets, has greatly boosted the City's PCI score. However, with 

many of the City's major streets in a state of good repair, in order to hit the City's target PCI 

score of 70, Street Resurfacing must receive funding to focus on the many, smaller residential 

street segments that are in great need of maintenance and repair. 

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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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 
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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 

PClof70 Current Funding Levels PCI in High 70s. 

Backlog Growth 37% 

Backlog in 2045 $420 mil 

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

September 2017 estimates, ifthe 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 70 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 high 70s 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. 1 

Project Information 
Public Works requests Local Partnership Program (LPP) formula funds for the construction 

phase of the pavement portion of the Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street 

Resurfacing Project. The construction portion of the project will cost $4,900,000. Street 

Resurfacing is requesting $2,106,000 in Fiscal Year 2017-2018 LPP funds. The LPP request will 

be matched with $2, 794,000 in Proposition K Sales Tax funds. For further information on 

project costs, please refer to the attached Project Funding Plan (Attachment A) and Project Cost 

Estimate (Attachment B). 

The project will resurface forty-three (43) blocks on 2.8 miles of residential streets. The project 

will include the following street segments: 

• Clairview Court between Panorama Drive to End (0.1 miles) 

1 American Society of Civil Engineers, 2017 Infrastructure Report Card, accessed 2017, November 22. 
https: // www. i nf ra structure re po rte a rd . or g/i nfra str uct u r e-su per-map/ 

SI Page 



San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 1- Formula Funds 
Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing Project 

• Darien Way between Aptos Avenue to Kenwood Way and Upland Drive (0.4 miles) 

• Dorado Terrace between Jules Avenue and Ocean Avenue to End (0.3 miles) 

• Font Boulevard between Juan Bautista Circle to Lake Merced Boulevard (0.5 miles) 

• Midcrest Way between Panorama Drive to End {0.2 miles) 

• Oak Park Drive between Clarendon Avenue to End {0.5 miles) 

• Olympia Way between Panorama Drive to Clarendon Avenue {0.2 miles) 

• San Aleso Avenue between Monterey Blvd to Upland Drive {0.2 miles) 

• Upland Drive between Darien Way and Kenwood Way to San Benito Way (0.4 miles) 

These segments are located in southwest San Francisco, in the vicinity of the city's many 

residential neighborhoods, such as the Parkmerced, Twin Peaks, and Glen Park. 

The segments include streets with proximity to important neighborhood destinations, such as 

San Francisco State University, Laguna Honda Hospital and Rehabilitation Center. The segments 

also include important connections to many neighborhood schools, parks, and shopping 

centers. 

Figure 5: Project Area Map 
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Clairview Court. between Panorama Drive to End 

Clairview Court in is located 0.5 mile away from the Twin Peaks Park, a popular tourist 

destination that provides panoramic views of San Francisco. Clairview Court is also located 0.4 

mile from the Sutro Reservoir, which includes a playground and picnic area. 

Darien Way, between Aptos Avenue to Kenwood Way and Upland Drive 

This segment located right outside the Aptos Middle School, which has an enrollment of 

approximately 1,000 students, and Aptos Park, a 4.81 acre urban playground located on Ocean 

Avenue, less than a block away from the segments' Upland Drive and San Aleso Avenue.2 3 

Dorado Terrace. between Jules Avenue and Ocean Avenue to End 

Dorado Terrace is one of the side streets off of the Ocean Avenue Corridor. The street is 

populated entirely of residential homes, which are blocks away from Ocean Avenue's Target, 24 

Hour Fitness, and other retailers and restaurants. 

Figure 6: Condition of Project (Dorado Terrace) 

2 San Francisco Unified School District, Aptos Middle School, 2017, accessed 2017 December 6. 
http://www.sfusd.edu/en/schoo!s/school-information/aptos.html 
3 San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department, Aptos Playground, 2017, accessed 2017 December 6. 
http://sfrecpark.org/destination/aptos-playground/ 
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Font Boulevard between Juan Bautista Circle to Lake Merced Boulevard 

Font Boulevard runs along the southwest border of San Francisco State University. Motor 
vehicles share the road with Muni bus line 57, which has 6 stops within the project limit. Font 
Boulevard is also located 0.7 miles away from Lake Merced Park, nature and recreation park in 
southwest San Francisco. 

Midcrest Way, between Panorama Drive to End 

Midcrest Way is a residential street located at the foot of the Twin Peaks Park. The residential 

street is located within 0.2 miles of the Ruth Asawa San Francisco School of the Arts, a public 

arts focused high school with an annual enrollment of approximately 600 students.4 

Oak Park Drive, between Clarendon Avenue to End 

Oak Park Drive is predominantly residential. However, the street is located at the foot of the 
Mount Sutro Open Space Reserve. The trail head located within 0.2 miles from Oak Park Drive. 
Oak Park Drive is also located 0.3 miles from the Clarendon Alternative Elementary School. 

Olympia Way, between Panorama Drive to Clarendon Avenue 

This segment located on the southern border of the Sutro Reservoir. San Francisco Municipal 

Rail (Muni) bus line 36 runs along the segment and has four bus stops within the project limits. 

Olympia Way is also located 0.2 miles away from the Clarendon Alternative Elementary School, 

which has an annual enrollment of approximately 550 students. 5 

Figure 7: Current Project Conditions {Olympia Way) 

4 San Francisco Unified School District, Asawa San Francisco School of the Arts, 2017, accessed 2017 December 6. 
http://www. sfu sd. ed u I en I schoo Is/ sch o o 1-i n formation I ruth-a saw a-sa n-fra nci sco-sc h oo I-of-the-arts. htm ! 
5 San Francisco Unified School District, Clarendon Alternative Elementary School, 2017, accessed 2017 December 6. 
http://www.sf u sci. E;_tj_u I en I schoo I s_bc~ o o l-1 n form at ion I cl a rend on-school . ht m I 
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San Aleso Avenue, between Monterey Blvd to Upland Drive 

This segment is located right outside the Aptos Middle School, which has an enrollment of 

approximately 1,000 students, and Aptos Park, a 4.81 acre urban playground located on Ocean 

Avenue, less than a block away from the segments' Upland Drive and San Aleso Avenue.6 7 

Upland Drive, between Darien Way and Kenwood Way to San Benito Way 

This segment is located right outside the Aptos Middle School, which has an enrollment of 

approximately 1,000 students, and Aptos Park, a 4.81 acre urban playground located on Ocean 

Avenue, less than a block away from the segments' Upland Drive and San Aleso Avenue. 8 9 

Figure 8: Project Location 
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For further information on the project location, please refer to the attached Project Map 

(Attachment C). 

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

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

6 San Francisco Unified School District, Aptos Middle School, 2017, accessed 2017 December 6. 
bnJJ~l.www .sf u sd. ed u I en I schools I sch o o 1-1 nf orm atio n/ a ptos. ht rill 
7 San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department, Aptos Playground, 2017, accessed 2017 December 6. 
http:// sf recpa rk. org/ desti nation/ a ptos- playground I 
8 San Francisco Unified School District, Aptos Middle School, 2017, accessed 2017 December 6. 
http://www.sfusd.edu/en/schools/schoo!-lnformation/aptos.htm! 
9San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department, Aptos Playground, 2017, accessed 2017 December 6. 
http://sfrecpark.org/destination/aptos-playground/ 
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network PCI. This construction work will, in conjunction with Street Resurfacing's asset 

management strategy, decrease the lifetime maintenance and repair costs, while providing a 

smoother and safer road for drivers, public transit riders, and bicyclists. 

The project will consist of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and 

sidewalk and curb repairs. 

The project is currently in the design phase. As of November 2017, design is 25% completed. 
The project is scheduled to start construction in Fall 2018 and complete construction in Spring 

2020. For further project schedule information, please refer to the attached Project Schedule 

(Attachment D). 

Anticipated Benefits from the Project 
The Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing 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 ~esearch and literature 

review. 

Monetary Benefits 
Street Resurfacing's strategy is to perform preservation treatments approximately every 10 
years, with a paving treatment approximately every 30 years. The segments in this project are 

currently in need of paving treatment to stay on track with asset management best practices. In 
comparison, if the nine segments in this project were to follow a traditional reconstruction 

cycle, with no maintenance, the streets would continue to deteriorate, making them 

substantially more expensive to fix at a later time. 

As shown in Figure 8, a 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-SOs (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: '7raditionaf" 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 Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Project could potentially save the 

City approximately $9.8 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: Citywide Cost Savings 

Best Practices Traditional 
Blocks 43 43 
Cost of Repair (Per Block) $248,000 $477,000 
Cost of Repair (Total) $10,664,000 $20,511,000 
Savings for the City: $9,847,000 

Furthermore, Street resurfacing work on residential streets, such as the segments included in 

this project, is more cost effective than the equivalent work on major arterials and corridors. 

Residential streets are primarily used by local residents, and therefore, residential street 

projects are less complicated, require less traffic control expenses, and can be completed 

faster. These factors add up to lower overall project costs. 
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Climate Impacts 

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

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

greenhouse gas emissions. 10 Based on this argument, this project, which will repave 2.8 miles of 

two lane residential streets, has the potential to reduce greenhouse gases by the equivalent of 

the emissions from 60 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." 11 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. 12 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. 13 

The project will greatly improve the condition of residential streets in the Parkmerced, Twin 

Peaks and Glen Park neighborhoods. Drivers on the segments 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. 

Land use, Housing Planning, Transportation Goals 

The Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing 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. 14 Residential streets are 

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

10 New Civil Engineers, Final Report: California Statewide Local Street and Roads Needs Assessment, 2016 October, pp. 23-24, 
accessed 2017 November 30. http://www.savecaliforniastreets.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/2016-CA-Statewide-~oca!-
Streets-and-Roads-Needs-Assessment-Final-Report.pdf 
11 Greene, Suzanne, et al. Pavement Roughness and Fuel Consu1J1ption, Massachusetts Institute of Technology Concrete 
Sustainability Hub, 2013 August, pp.11-15, accessed 2017 November 30. 
https://cshub.miLedu/sites/default/files/documents/PVIRoughness vlS.pdf 
12Chatti, Karim and lmen 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. 
htt ps: //www. nap. ed u/ rea d/2 2808 I ch a pt er I 4# 21 
13 U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration, Pavements, 2017 June 27, accessed 2017 November 30. 
b.lll&LLY.vww. f hwa . d at.gov/pavement/ sustain a bi! ity/ a rti cl es/vehicle f u e I. cf m 
14 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco General Plan: Urban Design Element, amended 2010, December 7, 
accessed 2017 November 30. http://generalplan.sfplanning.org/15 Urban Design.htm 
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neighborhoods. The different project segments are located near major destination points such 

as the Twin Peaks Park, Lake Merced Park, and San Francisco State University, all important 

locations for residents and visitors. These segments are also located near major commercial 

corridors, such as Ocean Avenue. The streets are also on the path of travel for Muni buses. 

Having well paved street segments will ensure that travel through these neighborhoods are 

safe and reliable for motor vehicles and transit. 

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 

stresses the importance of improving pavement condition in the region. 1s The completion of 

the Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing Project will improve San 

Francisco's network PCI score, as well as the Bay Area regional network PCI score. 

Conclusion 
The funding for the Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/ Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing 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 the segments in these projects 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 $4.9 million investment in this project and an adherence to the best practices asset 

management strategy, this project has the potential to generate almost $10 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. 

1s Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Plan Bay Area 2040, adopted 2017 July 26, accessed 2017 November 30. 
http:// 2 040. p I an ba ya rea. org/ st ra tegie s-a nd-oerf o rma n ce 
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Attachment A: Funding Plan 

Phase Fund Source Fund Source Fiscal Year Funds 
Total 

Percent 
Status Programmed of Total 

Construction LPPFunds Planned 17/18 $2,106,000 43% 

Construction PropK Programmed 17/18 $2,794,000 57% 

Total Construction Phase Funding $4,900,000 100% 

Prop K funds for this project were programmed by the San Francisco County Transportation Authority Board on December 12, 2017, through 

resolution 2018-029. 



San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 1- Formula Funds 
Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing Project 

Attachment B: Cost Estimate 

Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Resiilentlal Street Resurfacing Pr.oject Cost.Estimate 

Item Item Description Estimated Quantity Unit* Cost 

1 Traffic Routing Work --- LS $320,000.00 

2 Grinding 750,000 SF $830,000 

3 Hot Mix Asphalt 9,500 TON $1,300,000 
4 Concrete Base 8-lnch 68,000 SF $890,000 

5 Concrete Sidewalk 7,600 SF $95,000 

6 Concrete Curb And Concrete Gutter 1,900 LF $110,000 
7 Concrete Curb Ramp With Detectable Tiles 80 EA $350,000 

8 Adjust City-Owned Castings 80 EA $32,000 

9 
Adjust City-Owned Hydrant And Water 

150 EA $23,000 
Main Valve Castings 

10 City-Owned Pull Box 40 EA $21,000 
11 Temporary 4-lnch White/Yellow Striping 49,000 LF $74,000 

Construction : $4,045,000 

Construction Contingency: $405,000 

Construction Management: $450,000 

TOTAL: $4,900,000 

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

updated as design comes closer to completion. 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 1- Formula Funds 
Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing Project 

Attachment C: Project IVlap 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 1- Formula Funds 
Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing Project 

Attachment D: Project Schedule 

Project Delivery Milestones Status Work Start Date End Date 

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

Both 

Planning/ Conceptual Engineering 
(30%) 

Environmental Studies (P A&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 85% Both August 2016 April 2018 

R/W Activities/ Acquisition 

Advertise Construction 0% N/A July 2018 N/A N/A 

Start Construction (e.g. Award 
0°/o Contracted November 2018 N/A N/A Contract) 

Start Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) 

Project Completion (i.e. Open for Use) N/A N/A N/A N/A May 2020 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA• 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 ManagerJContact Phone 

Rachel Alonso 415-554-4139 

Project Title 

ParkmercedfTwin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing 

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

General Instructions 

Date: I 12114/17 

PPNO I MPOID I Alt Proj. ID 

I 
Project Sponsor/Lead Agency 

San Francisco Public Works 

MPO I Element 

MTG I Local Assistance 

E-mail Address 

rachel.alonso@sfdQ:w.org 

Street resurfacing of 2.8 miles of residential streets (forty-three blocks) in the Parkmerced, Twin Peaks, and Glen Park neighborhoods in 
San Francisco. The project consists of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. 
The project will resurface the following segments: Clairview Court (Panorama Dr to End), Darien Way (Aptos Ave to Kenwood 
Way/Upland Dr), Dorado Terrace (Jules Ave/Ocean Ave to End), Font Boulevard (Juan Bautista Circle to Lake Merced Boulevard), 
Midcrest Way (Panorama Drive to End), Oak Park Drive (Clarendon Ave to End), Olympia Way (Panorama Dr to Clarendon Ave), San 
Aleso Ave (Monterrey Blvd to Upland Dr), and Upland Dr (Darien Way/Kenwood Way to San Benito Way). 

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 

Leg;slative Dl$1CIS . . . . . . 

Assembly: I 17, 19 I Senate: I 11 I Congressional: I 12 
Project Benefits 
This construction work will, in conjunction with San Francisco Public Works' asset management strategy, decrease the lifetime 
maintenance and repair costs, while providing a smoother and safer road for drivers, public transit riders, bicyclists, and pedestrians. The 
project will improve neighborhood connections within the city, potentially reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and support San Francisco's 
efforts to ensure accessibility on the public right-of-way. 

Purpose and Need 
The quality of the City's street network affects the cost burden that San Francisco residents will bear. Currently, residential streets make 
up two-thirds of San Francisco's street network. ln order to hit the City's target Pavement Condition Index (PCI) score of 70, Street 
Resurfacing must focus on the many, smaller residential street segments that are in great need of maintenance and repair. The average 
PCI score within the project limits is in the mid 50's ("At-Risk"). 

Category Outputs/Outcomes Unit Total 
Local streets and roads Local road lane-miles rehabilitated Miles 5.6 

ADA Improvements Yes Bike/Ped Improvements Yes I 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 08/01/16 
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone) 04/01/18 
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) 11/01/18 
End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone) 05/01/20 
Begin Closeout Phase 11/01/20 
End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report) 11/01/21 

For individua1s with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call (916) 
ADA Notice 

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) 

District Counrv I Route I 
04 SF I Residential I 

EA I ProiectlD 
I 

Project Title: Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing 

Existing Total Project Cost ($1,000s) 

Component Prior 17/18 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 22123+ 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RlW SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

RlW 

CON 

TOTAL 

Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s) 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RlW SUP (CT) 

CONSUP(CT) . . 

RlW . . 

CON , 4,900 

TOTAL 4,900 . 

Fund No. 1: ILPP Cycle 1 Formula Fund (FY 17/18 Funds) 

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

Component Prior 17/18 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 22123+ 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RlW SUP (CT) 

CONSUP(CT) . 

RlW 
. . 

CON 

TOTAL . 

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RlW SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

RlW 

CON 2,106 

TOTAL 2,106 

Fund No. 2: !Proposition K Local Sales Tax 

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

Component Prior 17/18 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22 22123+ 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RlW SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

RlW . 

CON 

TOTAL 

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RlW SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

RlW 

CON 2,794 

TOTAL 2,794 

Date: 12114/17 

I PPNO I AltProi. ID 
I I 

Total Implementing Agency 
San Francisco Public Works 

San Francisco Public Works 

Not Applicable 

San Francisco Public Works 

Not Applicable 

San Francisco Public Works 

Notes 

4,900 

4,900 

Program Code 

. 

Total Funding Agency 

CTC 

Notes 

2,106 

2,106 

Program Code 

Total Funding Agency 

SFCTA 

Notes 

Prop K funds for this project were 
programmed by the San Francisco 
County Transportation Authority 
Board on December 12, 2017, 
through resolution 2018-029. 

2,794 

2,794 
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December 2017 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 1- Formula Funds 
Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Basic Project Information 
Project Name: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Project Description: Street resurfacing of 1.3 miles of a key arterial in San Francisco. The project 

consists of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and 

curb repairs. This construction work will, in conjunction with San Francisco Public Works' asset 

management strategy, decrease the lifetime maintenance and repair costs, while providing a 

smoother and safer road for drivers, public transit riders, bicyclists, and pedestrians. 

Project Location: The project will resurface Alemany Boulevard, between Congdon St and Seneca 
Ave. 

Gdden 
Gnlr Pnrk 

Meti;;et;!P;,1:i: 

ftn F\;>\Sl0!\ 

Project Phase: Construction 

Gi\H' 
Cn,-rc, Pw~ 

Fiscal Year of Programming: 2018/19 

Total Project Cost: $5,500,000 

LPP Amount Requested: $2,083,000 

Local Match: $3,417,000 in Proposition K sales-tax funds and local General Fund 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 1 - Formula Funds 
Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Street Resurfacing Program Background 
San Francisco Public Works {Public Works) is responsible for more than 900 miles of streets and 

roadways, comprising more than 12,800 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 selected 

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. 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 1 - Formula Funds 
Alemany Boulevard 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. 

San Francisco's Street Resurfacing Needs 
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 overwhelmingly 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. Since 2011, the PCI goal has been reiterated in the City's 10 

Year Capital Plan. 

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) 

3000 

2500 

2000 

.l2 
g 1500 

05 

1000 

500 

0 

Number of Blocks Treated 

2008-2011 2011-2014 

41Page 



San Francisco Public Works 
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Figure 2: Annual Number of Blocks Treated Since Fiscal Year 2009-2010 
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The voter approved target PCI score of 70 aims to make San Francisco streets "Good," by Fiscal 

Year 2025. As of December 2016, the average citywide PCI score is 69. This PCI score has 

increased from the historical low of 63 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. 

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 62 by 2027. A score of 62 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 

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

the improvements made since 2011 and reach the target PCI score of 70. 
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Figure 3: PC/ Outcomes from Different Budget Scenarios 
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As of December 2016, approximately 40% of San Francisco streets are still considered "At-Risk," 

"Poor," or "Very Poor." These streets are quickly 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. 

Tobie 1: Cost of Per Curb Repair Based on PC/ Score (as of December 2016) 

SF Goal: PCI 
of 70 

As of 
December 
2016: PCI of 
69 

PCI Score 

Cost of Repair 
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Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

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 70 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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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. 
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Table 2: Backlog Growth Based on Funding Levels 

PClof70 

Backlog Growth 37% 

Backlog in 2045 $420mil 

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 70 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 high 70s 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. 1 

Alemany Boulevard Project Information 
Public Works requests Cycle 1 Fiscal Vear 2018-2019 Local Partnership Program (LPP) formula 

funds for the construction phase of the pavement portion of the Alemany Boulevard Pavement 

Renovation Project. The project construction phase will cost approximately $5.5 million. Street 

Resurfacing is requesting $2.083 million in Fiscal Vear 2018-2019 LPP funds for construction. 

These funds will be matched with $3.417 million of local General Fund and Proposition K Sales 

Tax funds. For further information on project costs, please refer to the attached Project Funding 

Plan (Attachment A) and Project Cost Estimate (Attachment B). 

1 American Society of Civil Engineers, 2017 Infrastructure Report Card, accessed 2017, November 22. 
htt ps: //www j nfra structure re portca rd. o rg/i nfra str uct u re~su ..12er -rri~ 
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Figure 5: Alemany Project Limits 

The project is located on 1.3 miles of Alemany Boulevard, between Congdon Street and Seneca 

Avenue and will repave thirty (30) blocks. This project is situated on a major arterial in the 

Balboa Park and Mission Terrace neighborhoods of San Francisco. The project will perform work 

in proximity to many important neighborhood and community centers, such as: 

Balboa Park 

Located 0.3 miles away from Alemany Boulevard, Balboa Park is a twenty-four acre athletic 

park. Amenities include a stadium, four ball fields, and an indoor pool. San Francisco Recreation 

and Parks Department recently updated the playground. There are more improvements 

planned for the park in the near future. 2 

Monroe Elementary School 

Located 0.3 miles away from Alemany Boulevard and in the Excelsior neighborhood, the 

Monroe Elementary School is a diverse K-5 school with annual enrollment averaging around 

2 San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department, Balboa Park, 2017, accessed 2017, December 4. 
http:// sf recpa rk. o rg/ destination /ba I boa" park/ 
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500 students. The school provides important access to language programs to help students 

become bilingual in Spanish, Chinese, and/or English.3 

James Denman Middle School 

Located 0.2 miles away from Alemany Boulevard, the James Denman Middle School serves the 

Outer Mission neighborhood's 5th to gth grade students. The middle school has seen an increase 

in enrollment over the last five years. The school had an enrollment of over 800 students during 

the 2016-2017 school year, up from the approximately 700 students enrolled during the 2015-

2016 school year.4 In the 2016-2017 school year, approximately 60% of the student body 

received free and reduced-priced meals. 5 

Balboa High School 

Located 0.1 miles away from Alemany Boulevard, Balboa High School has an average 

enrollment of over 1,200 high school students. The school serves a large population of minority 

students, as well as low income students. Based on California Department of Education data, 

approximately 95% of enrolled students are considered ethnic minorities. Approximately 66% 

of enrolled students received free and reduced-priced meals. 6 

City College of San Francisco /Ocean Campus) 

Located 0.7 miles away from Alemany Boulevard, the Ocean Campus is the main campus in the 

City College of San Francisco (CCSF) network. CCSF provides two year accredited education and 

vocational training to approximately 30,000 students a year.7 CCSF gives San Francisco 

residents an affordable higher education option. 

San Francisco Public Library /Excelsior Branch) 

Located 0.1 miles away from Alemany Boulevard, the Excelsior Branch of the San Francisco 

Public Library is an important cultural center in the neighborhood. The library holds the 

neighborhood history file, as well as a collection of Filipino interest materials in English and 

Tagalog. The library also sports a collection of English, Chinese, and Spanish language 

materials.8 

3 San Francisco Unified School District, Monroe Elementary School, 2017, accessed 2017 December 4. 
http://www. sf u sd. ed u I en I schools I sch oo!- info rm ation/ mo n roe. htm I 
4 San Francisco Unified School District, James Denman Middle School, 2017, accessed 2017 December 4. 
b.lllLJ'./www. sf u sd. ed u I en I schools I sch oo!- info rm ation/j a mes-den man. htm I 
5 Education Data Partnership, Denman (James) Middle, 2017, accessed 2017 December 5. http://www.ed-data.org/school/San" 
Franc!sco/San-Francisco-Unified/Denman-(James)-Midd!e 
6 Education Data Partnership, Balboa High, 2017, accessed 2017 December 5. http://www.ed-data.org/school/San
Fra[lcisco/San-Francisco-Unlfied/Ba!boa-High 
7 California Community Colleges Chancellor's Office, Management Information Systems Data Mart, accessed 2017 December 5. 
http://datamart.cccco.edu/Students/Student Term Annual Count.aspx 
8 San Francisco Public Library, Excelsior, 2017, accessed 2017 December 4. https.Jifilp.l..QmilQ&=Ol00000601 
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For more information on the project location, please refer to the attached project map 

(Attachment C). 

Figure 6: Project Location 

G01c2n 
Grr10 PMk 

ltkf 
M01nd Pm~ 

f'"v·'::tcr 

Si!ly GOil1 Hdi 

Q 

O Sc''' f 'S'1ct:id' Mut>t;!l1' 
V Mr>d<"'1 t,'1 

The project is a key motor vehicle connection off the United States Route 101 freeway. In terms 

of public transit, San Francisco bus lines 44 and 52, both with important service to the western 

and southern neighborhoods of San Francisco, run and stop along Alemany Boulevard. The 

Balboa Park Station, with Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) and San Francisco Municipal Railway 

(Muni) service, is located 0.4 miles away from the project. Balboa Park Station sees heavy 

transit traffic; in November 2017, the station registered 10,350 passenger exits from BART 

riders.9 

9 Bay Area Rapid Transit, Ridership: November 2017, 2017 December 3, Accessed 2017 December 6. 
bJ.1.R:://64.11L127, 166/ridershi p/ 
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Alemany is also a major bicycle corridor, with dedicated on-road bicycle lanes. Alemany has the 

closest bike lanes on a major arterial south of Balboa Park; this means, for many bicyclists, the 

boulevard is the safest arterial connection for bike traffic in the Balboa Park and Mission 

Terrace neighborhoods. 

Figure 7: Current Conditions on Alemany Boulevard 

Currently, the average PCI score within the project limits is in the mid SO'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 Alemany 

Boulevard, while providing a smoother and safer road for drivers, public transit riders, and 

bicyclists. 

The project consists of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and 

sidewalk and curb repairs. In an effort to coordinate with other projects in this location, and 

therefore reduce mobilization costs and minimize public disruption, the project will also include 

sewer replacement and traffic signals work. The sewer replacement will be funded by San 

Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) and the traffic signals work will be funded by San 

Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA).10 

The project is currently in the design phase. As of November 2017, design is 10% complete. The 

project is scheduled to start construction Spring 2019 and complete construction in Fall 2020. 

1o Due to the nature of the SFPUC and SFMTA work, the sewer replacement and traffic signal work are considered non
participating. The sewer replacement and traffic signal work will not receive LPP formula funds. 
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For further project schedule information, please refer to the attached Project Schedule 

(Attachment D). 

Anticipated Benefits from the Alemany Boulevard Project 
The Alemany Boulevard Pavement 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. 

Monetary Benefits 

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

years, with a paving treatment approximately every 30 years. Alemany Boulevard is currently in 

need of paving treatment to stay on track with asset management best practices. In 

comparison, if Alemany were to follow a traditional reconstruction cycle, with no maintenance, 

the boulevard will continue to deteriorate, making it substantially more expensive to fix at a 

later time. 

As shown in Figure 8, a 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~SOs (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 8: '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 O and Year 40, the Alemany Boulevard Project could potentially save the City 

approximately $6.9 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) $248,000 $477,000 
Cost of Repair (Total) $7,440,000 $14,310,000 
Total savings for City: $6,870,000 

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

greenhouse gas emissions. 11 Based on this argument, this project, which will repave four lanes, 

has the potential to reduce greenhouse gases by the equivalent of the emissions from 57 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." 12 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. 13 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.14 

The project will greatly improve the condition of Alemany Boulevard. Drivers on the boulevard 

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. 

Furthermore, a smoother Alemany Boulevard means a safer bike path for bicyclists. According 

to the SFMTA study, when asked about their decision to bike, 70% of respondents cited safety 

as a major factor for not biking. 1s Currently, bikes represent between 0 - 2% of the mode share 

on Alemany Boulevard.16 The Alemany Boulevard Project will help make the area more bike 

friendly by providing a smoother ride. By making Alemany Boulevard safer for bikes, the project 

can boost bike ridership, therefore potentially reducing private vehicle ridership, and 

subsequently, greenhouse gas emissions from fossil fuel consumption. 

Land Use, Housing Planning, Transportation Goals 

The Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project also aligns with many of the City's land 

use and transportation goals. 

11 New Civil Engineers, Final Report: California Statewide Local Street and Roads Needs Assessment, 2016 October, pp. 23~24, 
accessed 2017 November 30. http://www.savecaliforniastreets.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/2016-CA-Statewide-Loca!
Streets-and-Roads-Needs-Assessment-Final-Report.pdf 
12 Greene, Suzanne, et al. Pavement Roughness and Fuel Consumption, Massachusetts Institute of Technology Concrete 
Sustainability Hub, 2013 August, pp.11~15, accessed 2017 November 30. 
https://cshub.mit.edu/sites/default/files/documents/PVJRoughness vlS.pdf 
13Chatti, 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. 
https ://www ,.!lfil2, ed u /read /22808 I chapter I 4# 21 
14 U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration, Pavements, 2017 June 27, accessed 2017 November 30. 
htt ps ://www. fhwa . d at.gov I pavement/ susta i na bj Ii ty/ a rt id e s/ve hi de f u eLcf m 
1s San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, Pedaling Forward, 2017 July 7, a~cessed 2017 December 6. 
https://www .sfmta.com.Liites/def a ult/files/reports~and-documet:l.Lli.2017 /09/book!et final web version. pdf 
16 San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, ACS Bicycle Commute Mode Share 2011-2015, accessed 2017 December 6. 
https://www .sfmta.com/sites/ def a ult/files/ acs bicyclecommutemodeshare 2011-2015.pdf 
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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.17 Alemany Boulevard is an 

important arterial for facilitating movement in the City and connecting San Francisco's southern 

neighborhoods to the rest of the City. Alemany's closeness to transportation facilities, such as 

Muni bus stops (44 and 52 lines run on Alemany), a BART/Muni station (0.4 miles away), and 

the Interstate 101 off ramp (1.1 miles from Congdon and Alemany), makes it an important 

pathway for San Francisco residents travelling in and out of the Balboa Park and Mission 

Terrace neighborhoods. 

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 

stresses the importance of improving pavement condition in the region. 18 The completion of 

the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project will improve San Francisco's network PCI 

score, to hit the PCI 70 goal, as well as the Bay Area regional network PCI score. 

Conclusion 
The funding for the Alemany Boulevard 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 Alemany Boulevard 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 $5.5 million investment in this project and an adherence to the best practices asset 

management strategy, the Alemany Boulevard Project has the potential to generate almost $7 
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. 

17 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco General Plan: Urban Design Element, amended 2010, December 7, 
accessed 2017 November 30. http://generalplan.sfplanning.org/15 Urban Design.htm 
18 Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Plan Bay Area 2040, adopted 2017 July 26, accessed 2017 November 30. 
J:ill12112 040. Pl~ n ba ya rea. org/ st ra tegie s-a nd~ perf arm a neg 
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Attachment A: Funding Plan 

Phase Fund Source 

Construction LPPFunds 

Construction PropK 

Construction SF General Fund 

Fund Source Fiscal Year Funds 
Total 

Percent 
Status Progranuned of Total 

Planned 18/19 $2,083,000 38% 

Programmed 18/19 $3,157,000 57% 

Planned 18/19 $260,000 5% 

Total Construction Phase Funding $5,500,000 100% 

Prop K funds for this project were programmed by the San Francisco County Transportation Authority Board on December 12, 2017, through 

resolution 2018-029. 
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Attach me B: Cost Estimate 

Alemany Boulevard Project Cost Estimate . 

Item Item Description 

1 Traffic Routing Work 

Grinding 

3 Hot Mix Asphalt 

4 Concrete Base 8-lnch 

5 Concrete Sidewalk 

6 Concrete Curb And Concrete Gutter 

7 Concrete Curb Ramp With Detectable Tiles 

8 Adjust City-Owned Castings 

9 
Adjust City-Owned Hydrant And Water Main 
Valve Castings 

10 City-Owned Pull Box 

11 Temporary 4-lnch White/Yellow Striping 

. . . 
. 

Estimated Quantity Unit* Cost 

--- LS $360,000 

850,000 SF $950,000 

11,000 TON $1,150,000 

76,000 SF $1,000,000 

8,500 SF $100,000 

2,100 LF $130,000 

90 EA $400,000 

90 EA $40,000 

170 EA 
$30,000 

40 EA $20,000 

5,500 LF $10,000 

Construction : $4,190,000 

Construction Contingency: $410,000 

Construction Management: $900,000 

TOTAL: $5,500,000 

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

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

Project Delivery Milestones Status Work 

In-house-
Phase % Complete Contracted -

Both 

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

Design Engineering (PS&E) 10% 

R/W Activities/ Acquisition 

Advertise Construction 0% N/A 

Start Construction (e.g. Award 
QO/o Contracted Contract) 

Start Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) 

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

Start Date End Date 

Month Year Month Year 

October 2017 September 2018 

December 2018 NIA NIA 

April 2019 N/A N/A 

N/A N/A Augnst 2020 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA• 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 Alemany Boulevard 

Project Manager/Contact ·Phone 

Rachel Alonso 415-554-4139 

Project Title 

Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

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

General Instructions 

Date: I 12114117 

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 . 

rachel.alonso@sfd[;!w.org 

Street resurfacing of 1.3 miles of a key arterial in San Francisco. The project consists of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp 
construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. 
The project will resurface Alemany Boulevard, between Congdon St and Seneca Ave. 

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 

Legi~f.ilve.0~¢1$ .. .. .. . •· · .. . · .. . .· 

Assembly: I 19 I Senate: I 11 I Congressional: 12 

Project Benefits 
This construction work will, in conjunction with San Francisco Public Works' asset management strategy, decrease the lifetime 
maintenance and repair costs, white providing a smoother and safer road for drivers, public transit riders, bicyclists, and pedestrians. The 
project is along a key motor vehicle connection off the US 101 freeway, supports MUNI bus service, and is also a major bicycle corridor, 
with dedicated on~road bicycle lanes. 

Purpose and Need 
The quality of the City's street network affects the cost burden that San Francisco residents will bear. In order to hit the City's target 
Pavement Condition Index (PCI) score of 70, Street Resurfacing must focus on the street segments that are in great need of 
maintenance and repair. The average PCI score within the project limits is in the mid 50's ("At-Risk") . 

. 

Category OutputsfOutcomes Unit Total 

Local streets and roads Local road lane-miles rehabilitated Miles 5.2 

ADA Improvements Yes Bike/Ped Improvements Yes I Reversible Lane analysis YIN 

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

Project Milestone Existing Proposed 
Project Study Report Approved NIA 

Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase N/A 
Circulate Draft Environmental Document I Document Type I NIA 

Draft Project Report N/A 

End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone) N/A 

Begin Design (PS&E) Phase 10101117 

End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone) 09101118 

Begin Right of Way Phase NIA 
End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone) NIA 

Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone) 04/01119 

End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone) 08101/20 

Begin Closeout Phase 02101/21 

End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report) 02101122 

ADA Notice 
... 

For md1v1duals with sensory d1sabthbes, this document 1s available m alternate formats. For mformat1on 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) 

District Counn1 I Route I 
04 SF I Alemany I 

Project Title: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

EA 

Existing Total Project Cost ($1,000s) 

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

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R1W SUP (CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R1W 

CON 

TOTAL 

Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s) 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R1W SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R1W . 

CON 5,500 

TOTAL 5,500 

Fund No.1: jLPP Cycle 1 Formula Fund (FY 18/19 Funds) 

Existing Funding ($1,000s} 

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

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R1W SUP (CT) . 

CON SUP (CT) 

R1W 

CON . 

TOTAL 

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R1W SUP (CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R1W 

CON 2,083 

TOTAL 2,083 . 

Fund No. 2: Proposition K Local Sales Tax 

Existing Funding {$1,000s) 

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

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R1W SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R1W 
. 

CON 

TOTAL 

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R1W SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R1W 

CON 3.15"1 

TOTAL 3,157 

Date: 12/14/17 

I ProiectlD I PPNO I Alt Proi. ID 
I I I 

22123 23/24+ Total Implementing Agency 
San Francisco Public Works 

. San Francisco Public Works 

Not Applicable 

San Francisco Public Works 

Not Applicable 

San Francisco Public Works 

Notes 

5,500 

5,500 

Program Code 

22/23 23/24+ Total Funding Agency 

CTC 

Notes 

2,083 
. 2,083 

Program Code 

22/23 23/24+ Total Funding Agency 

SFCTA 

.. 

Notes 

Prop K funds for this project were 
programmed by the San Francisco 
County Transportation Authority 
Board on December 12, 2017, 
through resolution 2018--029. 

3,157 

3,157 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA• DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

District Counrv I Route I 
04 SF I Alemanv I 

Project Title: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Fund No. 3: General Fund 

EA 

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

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

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RlW SUP (CT} 

CON SUP (CT} 

RlW 

CON . 

TOTAL 

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R1W SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

RlW 

CON 260 . 

TOTAL 260 

Date: 12/14/17 

I ProiectlD I PPNO I Alt Proi. ID 
I I I 

Program Code 

22123 23/24+ Total Funding Agency 

City and County of SF 

Notes 
. 

260 
. 260. 
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RESOLUTION PROGRAMMING THE TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY'S SHARE OF 

LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM (LPP) FORMULAIC PROGRAM FUNDS IN FISCAL 

YEARS 2017 /18 - 2019/20 TO SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS (SFPW) STREET 

RESURFACING PROJECTS, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO 

DESIGNATE SFPW AS THE IMPLEMENTING AGENCY FOR THE AFOREMENTIONED 

FUNDS 

WHEREAS, On April 28, 2017, the Governor of California signed the Road Repair and 

Accountability Act of 2017, also known as Senate Bill (SB) 1, a transportation funding package of 

more than $50 billion over the next 10 years that increases funding for local streets and roads, multi

rnodal improvements, and transit operations; and 

WHEREAS, SB 1 created the LPP and appropriates $200 million annually to be allocated by 

the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to local or regional agencies that have sought and 

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

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

of the program ($100 million annually) through a Formulaic Program to local or regional 

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

fees; and 

WHEREAS, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (Transportation Authority) 

administers _Proposition I<, a half-cent local transportation sales tax program approved by San 

Francisco voters in November 2003, and Proposition AA, an additional $10 vehicle registration fee 

approved by San Francisco voters in November 2010, both with revenues dedicated to fund 

transportation investments as outlined in the corresponding voter approved Expenditure Plan; and 

WHEREAS, On December 6, 2017 the CTC adopted LPP Formulaic Program formula 
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share distributions for Fiscal Years (FYs) 2017 /18 and 2018/19 and the Transportation Authority's 

share is estimated to be $4.189 million ($2.106 in FY 2017 /18 and $2.083 in FY 2018/19); and 

WHEREAS, Project nominations for the initial LPP call for projects covering FY 2017 /18 

and 2018/19 are due on December 15, 2017, with the CTC adopting annual programs of projects 

thereafter; and 

WHEREAS, Transportation Authority staff identified SFPW's street resurfacing projects 

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

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

the Transportation Authority's LPP formula shares, and sufficient Prop K to provide the dollar for 

dollar local match requirement; and 

WHEREAS, To provide the local match funds for the proposed street resurfacing projects 

requires amending the Prop K Street Resurfacing 5-Year Prioritization Program (5YPP) to add the 

proposed projects as detailed in Attachments 2 and 3; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, That the Transportation Authority hereby programs its share of LPP 

Pormulaic Program funds in FY 2017 /18 - 2019/20 to SFPW street resurfacing projects as shown 

in Attachment 1; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That as a condition of programming the aforementioned LPP funds, the 

Executive Director shall impose such terms and conditions as are necessary for SPPW to comply 

v.rith LPP guidelines including timely use of funds and reporting requirements; and be it further 

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

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

Attachments (3): 
1. Projects Recommended for Piscal Years 2017 /18 - 2019 /20 of LPP Pormulaic Funds 
2. Prop I( Project Information Forms 
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3. Prop K Street Resurfacing 5-Year Prioritization Program Amendment 

Page 3 of4 



BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28@ 

The foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted by the San Francisco County Transportation 
Authority at a regularly scheduled meeting thereof, this 12"' day of December, 2017, by the following 
votes: 

ATTEST: 

Ayes: 

Absent: 

Aaron Peskin 
Chair 

Commissioners Cohen, Farrell, I<im, Peskin, Ronen, Safai, 
Sheehy, Tang and Yee (9) 

Jl""" ~;_:~~; ~ 
Date 

n>,'"~~ Date 
Executive Director 
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Attachment 1 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority 

Proposed SB 1- Local Partnership Program (LPP), Fonnulaic Program Priorities 

Fiscal Year I Sponsor1 Project Description Phase 
Total 

Districts ' Project Cost 

2017/18 

2018/19 

2019/20 

Notes: 

SFP\X1 

SFP\Xt 

Parkmerced/Twin Peakq,/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation - Tbis project 
includes repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk, and curb 
repairs at various locations, 

Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation - ThJs project includes repairs to the road base, 
paving work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk, and curb repairs on Alcm:lrly Boulevard, 
between Cogdon Street and Sem:ca Avenue. The project is being eoordinated \vitb the San 
Francisco Public Utilities Comm.is~ion and the San Jlraucisco Municipal Transportation Agency 
projects for sewer replacement and new traffic signals at various locations. 

Various Locations Pavement Renovation No 42 - This project indudes repairs to the road 
base, paving work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk, and curb repairs at various locations. 

Constniction 

Construction 

SFP\~ !Proposed streets include 3ht Avenue, Ortega Street, Pacheco Street, Quintara Street, and Ulloa I Construction 
Street 

7 34,900,000 

8, 9, 1"J SS,500,000 

4, 7 54,000,000 

'fotals: $14,400,000 

Total Estimated LPP Fomtulaic Funds Available: 

1 SFPW stands for San Francisco PubWc Works. 
2 

Amounts were adopted by the CTC at its December 6, 2017 meeting. 

Proposed LPP 

Formulaic Fund1l 

$2,106,000 

$2,083,000 

'ji2,000,000 

$6,189,000 

$6,189,000 

Local Match 
Amount 

52,794,000 

53,417,000 

S2,000,000 

$8,211,000 
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Attachment 2 
Proposed New Programming 

Street Resurfacing 5VPP 
Project Information Forms 

and Prioritization Mechanism 



Category: 

Subcategory: 

Prop K EP Project/Program: 

EP Linc (Primary): 

Other EP Line Number/s: 

Fiscal Year of Allocation: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project Supervisorial Districr(s): 

Project Description: 

Purpose and Need: 

Community Engagement/Support: 

Implementing Agenc)C 

Project Mana gee 

Phone Number: 

Email: 

Type: 

Status: 

Completion Date: 
. 

Project Delivery Milestones 

Phase 

Pbnning/Conccptu~l Engineering (30%) 

b'.n"ironme11L1il Studies (Pr\&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 

R/W Aclivities/1\cyuisition 

:\Jvl:rtise Con~truction . 

Start Construccion. (c.g. Award Contract) 

Start Procurement {t:.g:. rolling stock) 

Project Completion (i.e. Open for Use) 

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

Prop K Expenditure Plan Information 

c. Street & Traffic Safety 

iii. System Maintenance <ind Rcrlovacions (~trc:ets) 

b.1 Street Resurfacing and Reconstrucaon 

34 

2017/18 

Project Information 

Purkmcrced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Rcsidcrrnal Pavcml.!nt Renovali\'l"i 

Clain•ii::\v Ct : Panoram;i Dr lo End 
Darii::n 'X-'ay : i\pto~ Ave to Kenwood Wa)'\Upland Dr 

Dorado Ter :Juk:~ Ave\ O!.:i:::m ;\vc to l~nd 
l~ont BlYd :Juan Bautista C:ir to l.ake l\1crccd Blvd 

i\fidcre:st Way : Panorama Dr w En<l 
O::ik Park Dr: Clarendon ,\n• to End 

Olympia Way: Panor:ima Dr to Chlrendon Ave: 
San 1\leso 1\\"c: Montaey Blvd (0 Upland Dr 

Uplnnd Dr: Daticn \Vay\ Kenwood Way ro San Benito \Xtay 

7 

Th.is project will consist of rcp:i.irs to the road base, paying work, curb ramp constniction, sidewalk and rnrh 

repairs in three ncighborl1oods ofDi~trlct 7. 

1\ll scgmc-nt c:rndicbtts shown arc subjcc:t ID ~uhs~iru1ion and schedule changes pcon<linp, l'isual confirmation, 

utility clc;lrnnccs, and coordination with other agencies. Unforeseen clrnlk:nges ~uch as incn:ascd work scope, 
chunging priorities, cost increa~l:S, or declining rcycnuc may nri~c, cuu~·iog the candidates to be postponed. 

Poblic \'(lorks inspects each of the City's blocks and assigns :i. ])avemcnt Condition lndc~ (PC!) score rovery two 
years. The PCJ score ranges from a low of 0 to a high of 100, 'l bese scores assisr Public \X1orks with 
implcmcnring the pa\-cmeot management strategy of aiming to preserve nreets by :i.pplying the right rrcarmcnt to 
the right roadw::iy at the right time. Streets ;ire selected based on PCI scores as well as the presence of transit and 

bicycle routes, street clcaro.nce, and gcogrnphic equity Tl1c a1Trngc PC! score within 1hc projc~t Jjmits is in the 
mid SO's ("J\t-Risk"). 

Public Works proYidcs in form;ition Lo the public on iLs websilc for Street RE:surfacing Proiccts. 111is pwjcct is 
part of the Public \Vorks Street Resurfacing Program 5 year pbn as a candidate for paYinp,. 

Dcparrmen t of Public \Xforks 

Ramon Kong 

415-554-8280 

ramon.kona@sfdow.org 

Environmental Clearance 

Catcgoricallr Exempt 

N/J\ 

N/A 

Status Worl< Start Date End Date 

In-house -
0A Complete Contracted - Month Year Month Y= 

Both 

85% Both August 2016 1\pri! 2018 

O~io N/1\ July 20'18 N/A N/A 

0% Contfrtcted NoYembcr 20·18 N/A N/;\ 

NIA N/1\ N/A N/,\ l\.fay 2021) 

P~g"' 1 of2 



l'rojcct Name: 

Project Cost Estimate 

Phase Cost 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering so 
Eovironrncnt:al 5tudic> (P1\&ED) so 
Ocolgn Engineering {l'S&E) so 
R/\V "' 
Comlruction S4,900,non 

Pmcurcmcnt (c,g. rolling stock) 5(1 

Total Project Cost S4,900,00ll 

Percent ofTotal 

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) 

Phase Fund Sonrce 

(:0n>truction lYP Fund;; 

Cun~tructivn PmpK 

Total By Fiscal Year 

Comments/Concerns 

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

Parkmerct:d/Twia Peaks/Glen P11rk Residential Pavement Renovation 

Funding Source 

PropK ""'~ 

SZ,794,0(111 S2.to6,onu 

S1,8·1-9,001l SZ,051,000 

58% 72% 

Programming Fiscal Years in the 5-Ycar Prioritization Program Update 

Fund Source Fi&eal Y car Funds 
14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 

Status Programmed 

Planned 17/Hl 5842,-tllO 

Pbnncd 17/1!1 Sl,117,Grnl 

$0 $0 $0 $0 .$1,960,000 

Fo£ J.PP fund~. Public \lh1rk.> mu>t ~ubmit nl!ocation request paperwork to Cahrnns no later than 5/1/18 for ere uppm\'al in June 2018 

19/20 

S1.2GJ.61lfl 

St,676,·fllU 

$2,940,000 

(fj . ' ' 

Total 

S2,lfl6,00fl 

s2,79.;,ono 
so 

$4.900,000 

1'"1'" ~ of2 
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Parkmerced/Twln Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation 
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San Francisco County Transportation Authority ffAJ 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form ~o'.:.::"""_,:_);, 

-
Prop K Expenditure Plan lafunnation 

Category: C Street & Tr;iffic S;i.fcty 

Subcategoiy: iii. System Nfaintcnnnc:c nnd R=ov-ation~ (streets) 

Prop K BP Project/Program: h.1 S1rctt Rc~llrfocing and Rccon~tniction 

BP Linc (Primary): .14 

Other EP Line Number/ s: 

Fiscal Year of Allocation: 2018/19 

Project lnfonnation 

Project Name: Ak·many Blvd Pavcmcm RcnoYacion 

Project Location: :\k:mnny Bh·d : Congdon St to Seneca 1\w; 

Project Supervisorial District(s): 8, 9, 11 

The project will consist of ri::p;iirs lO the road ba~e, paYing work, curb omp constru.:::t.ion, sidew;ilk and CL1rb 

ffpn.irs, sewer rcplaccrn~·nt and traffic signnls at v;uious locations. The sewer tcplaccmcnl and t~ffic .1igna!s will 
be fonded by 1)UC :md SGMTJ\. 

Project Description: 
The proposed limits of work ;ire ;it the following loc;itiom;: Alemany Bk<l: lh\1' 101 S OffRamp\Congdon St 
to ~cncca :\n:: 

1\ll candidates sliuwn ·,1.rc ~ubjtccl to ~ubHitution and schc<luk: changc~ pcm.ling ,.i~ual conlirmatiun, utilil} 

clc:i.rancr:s, and coordination with otber ngcncic~- Unforc"sct-n challcnw:s such as incrrn~cd work scope, cl1:111ging 
priorities .. cost incrcasc;s, or declining revc:nue may arist. causing rhc can<lidarcs w be postponed. 

Public \V'ork~ insp(.'cts e:i.ch of rhc City's blocks ~nd ~s~lgns a Pa.-emcnr Condition 1 mlcx (!'Cl) score every n.vn 
years. The PCI scon:: ranges from a low ofO to a high of 100. These scores assist Public \Vofks with 

Purpose and Need: 
implementing the P~'·cmcnr managcmcnt strategy of aiming to pn::scfft streets by applying thl: righ1 treatment to 
the right roadway at the right time. Stn:ets are selected based on PCJ scores >ts wdl as the presence or trunsil and 
bicycle rouLcs, $lrccr ck1iraoce, nn<l geographic <-~uity The avcr;1ge PCI score wiLhin the prujcct limits is in tht: 
mid SO's (" ,\r-Risk"). 

Community Engagement/Support: 
PLJblic \N'orks provides in formntion to the public oo its website for Suect Resurfacing Projects. This project is 
parL or the Pubfa: \Vorks Strc(.'t Ri..~urfocing Program 5 year pb.n as~ c;mdi<latl- for piwing. 

Implementing Agency: Department of Public \\forks 

Project Manager. Paul Barradas 

Phone Number: '115-554-8249 

Email: Qau!.barradas@sfd[;!w org 

Environmental Clearance 

Type: Categorically Exempt 

Status: N/1\ 

Completion Date: N/1\ 

Project Delivery Milestones Status Work Start Date End Date 

Jn-house· 
Phase o/o Complete Contracted - Month Ym Month fou 

Both 

Plnnning/Conceptual Engineering (30°-'o) 

En1•ironmcntal Studies (PA&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 1on/o October 2017 September 2018 

R/\XI ActiYitiios/1\cquisition 

1\dvcnise Cons I ruction 0~10 N/A December 2018 N/1\ N/1\ 

Start Construction (e.g. Award Contract) 0% Contr:acted April 2019 N/1\ N/1\ 

Srnrr Procurement (e.g. rolling slOck) 

Pro1tct Completion (i.c:. Open for Use) N/1\ N/1\ N/A N/A 1\ugust 2020 

Page l of2 



San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition KSales Tax Program Project Information Form 

lrroje~'t Name: i- --------- Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation J 

Project Cost Estimate Funding Source 

Phase Cod PropK """' Plannin~/Crmccptual Engineering so 
EnvironmenL1-l Studie> (PA&ED) sn 
Desif,'!l Engincerin~ (PS&E) so 
R/\V so 
Constniction 55,500,000 S.3,J57,000 S2,343,000 

Procu!cmcnt (e g rolling stock) '" Total Project Cort ~5,500,0()fl 53,157,0()(1 52,343,000 

Percent ofTotal 57% 43% 

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) Programming Fiscal Years in the S-Year Prioriti11:ation Program Update 

Phase fund Source Fund Source Statua 
Fiscal Year Funds 

14/15 15/16 16/17 
Programrned 

Construction LPP f'llJld~ Planned 18/19 

Construction Prop K P1'1floed 18/!9 

CoMtrnctinn General Fund Plann~d 18(19 

To1al By Fiscal Year "' "' $0 

Comments/Concems 

Fm LPP fund>, Puhl!c \X1orh must submit -allocat;on rcquc.•t paperwork to Caltran_<; no later than ;,/1/19 for CTC approval in June 2019 Based on the current design ~chcduk, 
we expect to submit the allocation rc9ucst by 10/1 /lR for appmnl at CTC's November ~ll!l meeting. 

17/18 18/19 

%24,9110 

5947,11111 

578,1100 

$0 ~1,650,000 

({j . . 

19/20 Total 

51,458,1!10 S'.2,083,00P 

S'.!.'.209,900 53.157,0111\ 

5182,000 5260,0011 

$:! 

,3,SS0,000 ~s.soo,ooo 
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Category: 

Subcatego.r:y. 

Prop K EP Project/Program: 

EP Line (Primary): 

Other EP Line Number/s: 

Fiscal Year of Allocation: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project Supervisoria1 Disuict(s): 

Projecr Description: 

Purpose and Need: 

Community Engagement/Suppon: 

Implementing Agency: 

Project Manager: 

Phone Number: 

Email: 

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

Prop K Expenditure Plan Infon:nation 

c Street & Traffic S:-:frty 

iii. System lvfainrcnnnc<:: :;.m<l Reno1'aLions (sue:c:Ls) 

b.1 Street Resurfacing a11d Rccom;lruct.ion 

34 

2018/19 

Project Information 

San Francisco US I 01 / J.280 ;\fanagcd Lanes LPP Fi.md E:-:changc pn..lJCCl 

lJS"101 and I-280 

6, 9, 10, 11 

Snn Fraricisco's lJS 10 I /l-280 l\fon~d Lane~ is a pcrformancc-basc.d str"Jlcgy for impro1·ing travel time and 

n::liabilil}' for trm·dtrs on US 101and1-280 in San Prancisco. The conceptual pbnning phase, calkd th.:-
Freeway Corridor J\fan\J.gcmcnt Study (FCi'vlS), underway ~incc 2015, produced near and mid-term 

recornrnl-'rtd~tions for impro\'ing tr:.tn:I time and reliability in the ncxl' five to ten years. The study c-:-.:plorctl 
options for dc<licHmg a lam.: oll portions or US 101 an<l 1-280 for l Jigh Occup:wcy Vehicles (carpools and 
trnnsir) only. The srudy also cxplorc:d the fca~ibility of Express Lanc.s, \\'hich arc carpool bncs that non-c:irpoolo 
can pay to use. The study found thm Express Lanes could providt; the right luol Lo achi,_;,·c a balance of u·affic 
that gives bu~c~, carpoolers, and other \'thicles in the lane- foster tran:I rime ;mJ reliability wil·hout addinr, 
s1gnificnnt delay to the remaining general purpo~c lanes, ::ind could be implemented without cxten~iYc 
conSt"ruction or change~ in the SJ%C of the freeways in San flr~ncisco 

The FCMS study tCilffi collected information on operational :inJ phr~ical constr::iints 011 San Franci~co's 
frccway1> and founJ the. following dc~ign to be moM feasible: 
• Sriuthbound, the existing configuration of rhc l 280 and US 101 freeway> allows for tl11.; creation of a 
continuou.~ bne by n:slriping the existing fn:ewar. 1\11 Express Lane could opcrote along 1-280 between 

5th/King and l~S 101, continuing 1hrough the interchange to US 101 into ~an Mateo County, COYCring a 
distance of about 5 miles. 

• Headed nonhbound, bec:"luse 1-280 exit~ from the right side of Northbound US 1 ()1, any bnu; crncring San 
Francist(1 from San Mateo county will likely l.."lld :i.t or near ll1c county lin1:0 J lowCYCr, the srudy identified an 

opportunity to pm1-ide pnority for Northbn,m<l o:.:~upuols and buses for nrprn:.:imatcly 1 milo..: along the l-280 
headed into South ofl\forkct, from about 181h St to Srh SI'. 
This prcliminnry concept would ad1·ancc in Lo the C::i.ltrans scoping phaoc nod coulJ be.: n:rincd OYCr time. 

To address freeway congestion nnd anticipated growtli in travel on the US 101/1-280 conidor,thc 

Transportation Authority conductied the Freeway C!lrridor J\fanagcmcnt Stud)' fO cxpinre !lw feasibility of a 
r:arpool or c;...-prcss lane hehvecn the US 101 /l-380 interchange ncnr Srin Francisco lntcmstionnl Airpo,rt i!nd 

Downtown San J'rnncisco. Commute tr.11·d l.H::twccn San Pr:mcisco and Silicon Vnllcy has c;,;pericnced 
signiOc.:intl)' im:-waseJ congestion ~nd dchys as cbc economy n!ong the Peninsuln corridor hns boomed. Yet, 
while parts of San Jirnncisco's frccwny network :ire critically congested, there arc many t:rnpty scats in can, nms 

and buses The proiect.~ ~eek~ to 1mprmT pc•·wn throughput and to pro,·idc ;i more reli~blc trn\·cl rimt" fur high 
occupancy vehicles from s~n ilfotco County into downtown San J."mncisco, in coordination witli wiil1 ~imilar 

pruiccts in San \latco County, Santa Clara Count)'. and acrooi; die region 

During the fe:i.~ibility study the p1ujcct team prep~fed an<l began 1mpkmcming ~n Outreach T'lan ro gain ~n 
umkr~tanding of key st:ikcholdcr in tcrcst, c~•nccrns, and quc:;rions on the projcc! The ;rndiencc for this effort 
includes commissioncn, community grolJps, merch~nts, residents, ;:ind likely users. C"f'Ccially lhm;e who work or 

live dose to tht: highways. Fto~db:ick from these grours at 1his e:irly phase 11'il1 help shape the more dewilcd 
analyses th~t arc proposed to follow and help us refine our undersrnnding or what is of most impormncc to the 
various st~kcholdcrn. 

San f'ranci~co Count}' Tnn~porLatlon 1\uthority 

:\nna Harvey 

415.522.4813 

anna.harvey@sfc:a Qro 
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San Francisco County Tran~ ort;uinn Aulhuritv 
Environmental Clearance 

Type: EIR/ElS 

Status: Not yet started 

Completion Date: 12/01 /20 

Project Delivery Milestones Sta'"' Wod< Start Date End Date 

In-house -
Phaee 0/o Complete Contracted - Month Year Month y,,., 

Both 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering (30°/o) 65% Bom Janual)' 2016 December 2018 

EnYironmcntal Studies (PA&ED) 0°.-o Both Jnnuury 2019 December 2020 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 

R/W J\ctiY:ities/ !\cguisidon 

AdYcrt.ise Con~truction 

Starl Construction (e.g. J\wurd Contract) 

Start Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) 

p,·ojcct Complcr.ion (i.e. Open for u~c) 

Comments/Concerns 

Page2of4 



Project Name: 

Project Cost Estimate 

Phase 

Phmning/[onceptua! Engineering 

Environmental Studies (P A&ED) 

DC<>ign Engineering (PS&E) 

Right ofWay 

Construction 

Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) 

Total Project Cost 

Percent ofTotal 

San Francisco Co~ty Transportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 

San Francisco US 101 / I-280 Managed Lanes LPP Fund Exchange pmject 

Funding Source 

Co.t PropK 0th" 
52,288,000 SS00,000 51,788,000 

SS,000,000 54,100,000 S900,000 

56, 150,000 $6,150,000 

$1,200,000 Sl,200,000 

$41,000,000 54-1,000,000 

NIA N/A 

SSS,638,000 54,600,000 SSl,038,000 

8°/o 92% 

<iiJ , 
, 

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) Progr:muning Fiscal Years in the 5-Year Prioritization Program Update 

Pha<e Fund Source Fund Source Status 
Fiscal Year Funds 

14/15 15/16 16/17 
l'l:ogra:mmed 

Plannmg/Conccptual Engineering_ PropK Programmed 14/15 $300,000 

Planning/Conceptual Eng-inet:ring Callrans Planning Grant · Allocated 15/16 5300,000 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering STP3% Allocated 16/17 S338,000 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering STP3% Allocated 17/18 

l'lanrnng/Conceptual Engineering SMCr1\ Qocal funds) Planned 17/18 

Environmental Studies (P 1\&ED) PrnpK Planned Hl/ 19 

Environmental Studies (P /\&ED) TBD Planned 18/19 

!tight of\Vay 1'BD Planned 19/20 

Design Engineering (PS&E) Tl3D Planned 19/20 

Construction TBD Planned 21/22. 

1' otal By Fiscal Year $0 $300,000 $638,000 

Cormnents/Coacems 

Coot' i.:stimatc~ rur tfu; cn~·irunmcnLal pha~c thrnugh cunstructiun arc preliminary pfanning-lc"d estimate~ ba~LU on the feasibility ~tu<ly and will be refined Junng tht: l'ruji.:ct lnitiatmn 

DDcumcnt and Cn\·ironmental $tudico phase. Costs assume prnjecl oceun; within existing freeway footprint (i,c., with no frccwa)'widcning). Prop K fumh will advance the project from 
conceptual engineering through the selection of altcrnatiYcs and the cnvirnnm.cntil rC\·iew phas<C. Dc.~ign and Cnns[ructinn phases ol th1• prnjr;cl arc antic1p~tcd lo br.: \·cry C()mpditJ\''-' for 
receiving fun Us from progrn.ms like the SB 1 Solutions for Congested Corridor Program, which names the US 101 /Cal train corridor connecting Silicon V:i.llcy with San Frnncwco as one of five 
o;imcd "targeted" corridors in the <.:nabling- !cgishtinn, ;i~ wdl as Reg1onal i\ka~urc 3 (propmcd bridge roll mcreasc) since the project is pa;t of 1 ("Cgional network of E~prcss Lanes pri•lcitizccl 

by the Metropolitan Transponacion Comm1~sion Other potential sources include recommendations stemming from the San Francisco Transportation Task Fnrcc 2045 and private funds 

17/18 18/19 

$200,000 

SS00,000 

$650,(l{J(J 

52,500,00{) 

$1,350,000 $2,500,000 

Page} of l1 



19/20 20/21 21/22 

StJiOll.rn)U 

5<JOD,(l!)H 

s1.:mu,1xH1 

5(,,1.50,B{l{I 

-S·l IJlOOJl!IO 

$2,5.00,000 S7,350,00(l $41,000,000 

Total 

5_;00,rn1n 

'.10!1,0!111 

5.1".\f!JIOfl 

s.sm1,orni 

)650,11()(! 

S·!.1011.llHO 

$<)f)(j.(I(~) 

:>l,J.f!U,rnlO 

S.r1.l'.>fl,lKKl 

~·I l,O!Xl,000 

$5S,63S,000 

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

Pavement 

Project Readiness: 
Community Time Sensitive 

Safety 
Condition Functional 

Total 
Snpport Urgency Index (PC!) Classification 

Score 
. 

Total Possible Score 4 3 3 3 4 3 20 

Street Resmfachuo-
Guerrero St, Sanjose t\vc and Corbett Ave 

4 0 2 2 4 3 JS 
Pavement Renovation 

'X't::t 1'1 rul .' t: .11ul (2um1,u.~ fl 1'.111::mettt-
4 0 1 1 4 2 12 

Re1moali Ill 

Ingalls St and !ndustcial St Pavement 
4 0 2 1 4 3 14 

Renovation 1 

Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and l\.fang:cls Ave 
4 0 2 1 4 3 14 

Pavement Renovation 3 

Clayton St, Clipper St and Portola Dr 
2 () 0 1 4 3 10 

Pavement Renovation 

Cilm.'ln .~ e in~IJnf Iii I i! P.1,·t1111'-"* 
ReAs ;1Eisa 

l 0 0 1 4 2 8 

~+adr~\4.ttr~d-.µltrttr-1'lt !>.1, tment 
ReHe .atis1 

l 0 0 0 4 1 6 

Pllben iuid Lea.en.,erth 8tfeet,i Pa eA1eut 

Rens 9Jiefl 
4 0 2 l 4 3 14 

Filln1ore St Pavement Renovation l 0 0 1 4 2 8 

Parkmerced/Twin lleaks/Glcn Park 
4 0 2 1 4 2 13 

Residential Pavement Renovation 

Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation 2 0 2 2 4 3 13 

Ptoject Readiness 
Conunmllty Time Sensitive 

Safety Need Mandates 
Cost 

Total 
Support Urgency Effectiveness 

Total Possible Score 4 3 3 3 3 2 2 20 
Street Renair and Cle<'nin ... F.rr .. mn,,ent 
2 1\i.r Sweepers 4 0 0 1 3 0 2 10 
1 Hicyde Path Sweeper 4 1 0 2 3 2 2 14 

,H,,·wd\f""'" l:•l'f!lo~'\/017\:(,,"'"'11 I 0« j\SB I ll'?\h""hr.<m' Srnr.",; l>bl• Page 1 of2 



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

Prioritization Criteria Definitions: 

Project Readiness: Project likely to need funding in fiscal year proposed. Factors to be considered include adequacy of scope, sehcdi1le, budget and funding plan relative to current project ~ta'tus 
(e.g. expect more detail and certainty for a project about to enter construction than design); whether prior project phases are completed or expected to be completed before bq.,>inning the next phase; 
and whether litigation, community opposition or other factont may significantly delay pl"oject. 

Conununity Support: Project has dear and divcr$e community support and/or was it identified through a community-ba:;ed planning process. An example of a community-based plan i,; a 
neighborhood transportation plan, but not a countywide plan or agency capital improvement program. 
Three poinIB for a project in an adopted community based plan with evidence of diverse community support. 
Two points for a project with evidence of support from both neighborhood $Takchoklcrs and groups and citywide groups. 
C)ne point for a project with evidence of support from either neighborhood stakeholders and groups or citywide groups. 

Time Sensitive Urgency: Project needs to proceed in proposed timcframc to enable construction coordination with another project (c..g., minimize costs and construction impacts); to support 
another funded or proposed project (e.g. new signal controllers need to be installed to support 'Jl~P implementation); or to meet timely use of funds deadlines associated with matching funds. 

Street Resutf.acing Categoiy: 

Safety: Project receives one point if it is on a WalkFirst Safety Street, one poi.ot if located on a Primary Corridor as identified in the 2013 Sf,.Ml"A Bicycle Strategy or subsequent updates, ru.1d 
one poinl' if it is on a !VIuni route. 

Paven1enl Condition Index (PCI) Score: The Pavement Condition Index (PCI) scores arc used to identify aod categorize the streets based on the maintenance requirements of the streets. The 
streets arc categorized as requiring pavement preservation (PCI 64- 84), resurfacing (PCI 50-63), or paving with base repair/reconstruction (PCT 0-49). Project receives 4 points if it has a PC! 
score of 63 or below. DP\'{! determines the amount of pavement preservation work based on the percentage recommended by the Pavement 1\.-fanagemcnt and Mapping System (PiVIMS). 

Functional Classification: Streets classified as artcrbfa or collectors get higher priority over local streets with similar PC Is because the former classifications arc most heavily used. Project 
receives 3 points if the street is an arterial, 2 points if collector, and 1 point if residential. 

Street Repair and Ckaitin.g Equipment Categoty: 

Safety: Project receives one point if it reduces harmful air pollution, one point if it improves or mitigates a documented unsafe condition for residents, and nne point if it improves ot mitigates a 
documented unsafe condition for employees. 

Need: Eguipment has reached the end of useful life per industry-accepted levels (i.e. replacing sweepers every S to 7 year;;, packer truck$ every 10 years, and front end loaders and Street Flusher 

trucks every 8 yearn). 

Mandates: Eguipmcnt is needed per department projcctll and prngrams (e.g., SherifPs Work 1\!temarive Program, which reguired DP\V to replace its IO~passcngcr vans in order to carry 
participants to and from their deaning worksitcs) or equipment is needed to comply with external rcgularion5 (e.p;.,. alternative fuel vchidcs arc reguircd by fc<lcnil, state, or loc.11 regulations but 
they cost up to 70 percent more than a non-dean air version of the vehicle). 

Cost Effectiveness: New item wil! tninimlze maintenance costs compared to item being replaced. 

M,\on.,rl\Boa,01.1"''">'\lO\;\l,;,mo>\1> D••< ;\Sal lFP\All"C"''"' ! ~'"''n<;7o01o Page 1 of2 



Attachment 3 

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

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

Programming and Allocations to Date 
Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

Agmcy P.roject N3me Phase(s) Status 
2014/15 2015/16 

F1SC9l Year 
2016/17 I 2017/18 I 

Sl:l'tttRea (EP34\ 

SFPW 
Guerrero St, Sanjose Ave and Corbett Ave 

CON Programmed so 
Pavement Renovation ' 

Sl•PW 
West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement CON Allocated 
Renovation 

SPPW 
West Portal Ave and Quintarn St Pavement 

CON Deobligatcd 
Renovation 

; 

SFPW 
Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement 

CON Allocated 
Renovation 1 

Sl'PW 
Clayton St, Clipper Sl and Portola Dr 

CON Allocated 
Pavement Renovation 2 

SFPW 
Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels Ave 

CON Allocated 
Pavement Renovation 3 

SFPW 
G.ilman A vc and Jerrold Ave lla\'cmcnt 

CON Jlrogrammed so 
Renovation ' 

SFPW 
Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement 

' Renovation 
CON Allocated 

Sf'PW 
Madrid St, Morse St and Paris St Pavement 

CON Programmed so 
Rcnovation8 

SFPW Fillmore St Pavement Renovation~ CON Programmed 

SFPW 
[ Iaighl Streel Resurfacing and Pedestrian 

CON Allocated 
Lighting1 

SFPW Pavement Renovation Placeholder 4'
1 CON Progc:immed so 

Sf/PW 
Parkmcrccd/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 

CON Planned S2,794,000 
Residential Pavement Renovation8 

SFPW Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation • CON Planned 

Sl'€'!'A 
US tGt / I 289 ~laaageel Lane. bPP I"tiflld - -~8 

I Programmed in SYPP so St3,918,246! $3,479,324 S4,042,25t 

I Total Allocated and Pending in SYPP S3,002.785 Sl3,918.246 $3,479,3241 Sl,248,2511 

I Total Deobligated in SYPP (S3,002,7Pi5) so $01 SOI 
I Total Unallocated in SYPP so so SOI $2,794.0001 

Programmed in 2014 Strategic Plan, as amended SB,602,785 S5,365,230 53,907,668 $4,519.6681 
Deobligated from Prior SYPP Cycles - 51,759.741 

Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity 510362.526 Sl.809.510 $2,237,8541 $2,715,2711 

"""'• ll\SMWl'\201 <\!>' .l<·" "'""''". S,ulp~•• "''" "6b< """""'• o.~'*•<111 • 

I 
Total 

2018/19 

so 

$3,002,785 

(S'.l,ll((~,7«-\5) 

53,677,233 

55,455,263 

S4,785,750 

so 

$3,479,324 

so 

so so 

51,248,251 

so 

82,794,000 

S3,157,000 $3,157,000 

_. _. 
57,240,9391 528,680,760 

SOI S21,648,606I 

SOI (;;3Jl02,7i_\S)I 
$7,240.9391 $10,034,939\ 

$4,634,6681 S27,030,0191 

I St,759,7411 
S109,000I 5109,0001 
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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) 
Programming and Allocations to Date 

Pending December 12, 2017 Boan! 

Agency Project Name Phase(s) Status 
2014/15 2015/16 

Fiscal Year 

2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 
Total 

1 SYPP Amendment to a<ld the Ingalls St an<l lndustrial St Pavement Reno\·ation project (Resolution 2016-018, Pmjcct 134.90f\024) 

Guerrero St, Sanjose Ave anJ Corbett Ave Pavement Renovation: Reduced from S5.6 mill!on to SO in risc:1l Year 201,~/15, with SJ,677,233 added to Ingalls St and lndustrial St Pavement Renovation in 
Fiscal Year 2015/16 and S!,922,767 added to cumulative remaining programming capacity. The project was funded with other wurce~ 

lngalls St and lndustrial St Pavement Renovation: Added project with 53,677.233 in Fi~cal Year 2015/16 funds for construction. 

2 5YPP Amendment to fully fund the Clayton St, Clipper St, and Portola Dr Pavement lknoYation project. (Resolution 2016-047, 3/22/16) 

Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced by :590,033. 

Clayton St, Clipper St, and Portola Dr Pavement Renovation: lncrca~cd by S90J)33 in FY 2015/16 construction fund~. 
3 5YPP Amendment to add the r·:ureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels Ave Pavement Renovation project. ~k~olution 2016-047. 3/22/16) 

Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced by 54,785.750. 

Eureka St. GrandYiew Ave, and lVIangcls fl.ye Pavement Rcnovaticm; Added project with 54,785,750 in liY 2015/16 conHruction funds 
1 Strategic Plan and 5YPP 1\mendment to fully fund Street Repair and Cleaning Fquipmcnt (Resolution 2016-060, 6/28/16): 

Finance cma ncut.ral StrJ.tegic Pkm Amendment: ad\·anced pro!o,>i:amming (5722,582 from l'Y 2017 /18) and ca"h t1ow {5797,101 from [."Y 2017 /18, S31.\f\95 from F\' 2018/19) to FY 2016/17 in the .Stn:el 

Repair and Cleaning 1 \quiprnent catcgnry 

St.c:eet Resurfacing SYPP Amendment: Added Pavement Renovat1nn Placdm!dcr with 51,110.995 in FY16/17 funds and the followmg cash flow: 5797.101 in Ji""\'17 /'18 and 5313,894 in FY18/19. 

5 We~t Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement llenovarion: Candled rroicct. Thi~ project will continue on the origin:i!ly presented ~chedulc but will be funded with 201 l Stcect~ Bond funds, due to upcoming tnncly-u:;c
of~fund~ requirements on that source. 
6 SYPP amendment to add the Fil hen and l .cavemvorth Streets Pavement Renovation project (Rc~olution 2017-027, 02/28/2017): 

Gilman J\\'C and Jerrold 1\ve Pavement Renovation: Reduced from 53,907 ,668 to SO. The project will be delivered through multiple pmiects and funded from other ::.ources. 

Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement Renovation: AJd pre>jcct with 53,479.324 in Fl'2016/17 fonds 

Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: l ncrcascd by 5428,344. 
1 SYPP amendment to add the ! faight Street Resutfocing and Pedestrian I ,ighling project (He.solution 20'! 7-054, Ofi/27 /2017): 

Pavement Renovation Placeholder: Reduced from $1,l 10,995 to SO in l'\'2016/17. 
Cumulative Remaining Pmgwmming Capacity: llt;duccd by 5137,25(1. 

1-Iaight Street Rc$urfacing an<l Pedestrian I ,ighting: AJd proicct with 5 l ,248.251 in f<Y2017 /l 8 const.c:uction fund~. 

~ SYPP amendment to add the Parkrncrced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Rc$identia.1 Street Re~urfocing and Alemany Street Resurfacing proiects f!ftti-4e-4J-S--W+-~~fte5-bllJl+.tiftt!-~sAgC"-flffl)t!f*
(Resolution 2018-XXX, 12/12/2017); 

1'.fadrid St, Morse St and Paris St. P;n·cment lkno\·ation: Delcrcd project; reduced from 54,519,668 to SO in FY2017 /18. Project wiU be funded with non-Prop K ~ourcc~ 

Fillmore St Pavement Renovation: Deleted project; reduced from S4/i34,668 to SO in f'Y 2018/19. Project will be fun<le<l with General l'und monies. 

Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced from 5989,603 to SO. 

Parkmcrced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Hesidential Pavement Renovation: Added project with 52,794,000 in FY 2017 /18 construction fund~ 

Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation: Added project with 53,157,000 in FY 2018/19 construction funds. 

l+~ \t~l-/-l-2~\l+M:t1h1)..'<."'<++~m~+Pl1-hm~l~.,'tf""l' it.et. ' dd~d j'1"<·)1C"<O!-Wi+h-S4;(.l,l\,"9J9-ift·!i:¥--2AW{-\.\4.'°fWttt>f!nl<:ttlal--fttml~'>-millitm--in-f1'ttlt;r:tlllfOtti.t.~ .. 1'll.-it1gc'l\Hn\-0.1ltfnulf:1..:i:;t111'l1>11r1,11it,.t
C(>mffli~!i~+..··++oc""1tl-+>"*l nctsh1f'"l'r""(!:!'!l1n:-Fot11utlrue--flfb',_'"f:'lm·fttnJ~,fontKipa!t'tljm}l-t:-lfY--20+~~}~tmt-it'1-,'t.'fl\--<nH.;:'.l=l.::-tiflfW"tl\·~l-t1f..l.;ydt~fu1ttl<.,-(m1fKtfrnft.'1:!-

l-k·C<....,.nh<c ... --2i~J1JT-~t"e<!~!111itt~'<---lt1~k1:1ils-01l-fUnd--•:~-c!ni~,,·whit:h-tt.o:ittlh,jo~.:htt1ticip:llctl--im:."l't.~tf-:ihtAfl-9-.Tii!limMtr!ttt*"-ft>f->.'1ft:t.'!ft'~~tt'li1t,jt~c 

e.\<>•e''"''"'"'"''".,."·" '~''''·''"'"''""''"'"" '''·l'c"''"'''h'"'"''"" 
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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 

Project Name 

Street Rcsurfacinl!: (BP 34 
( ;m•rtcm St, Sanjose Ave and Corbett Ave 
l'an·mcnr Renovation t 

We5t Portal Ave and Quitttara St Pavement 
Rcnovacion 

West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pa\•cmcnt 
Rcnovacion 5 

Ingalls St and lndustriul St Pavement 
Renovation t 

Clayton St, Clipper St and Portola Dr 
Pavement Renovation 2 

Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels 
A Ye Pavement Renovation 3 

Gilman Ave and Jerrold Ave Pavement 
Renovation 6 

Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement 
Renovation 6 

Madrid St, Morse St and Pari~ St Pavement 
Rcnovation8 

Pil!morc St Pavement Renovations 

Haight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian 
Lighting? 

Pavement Renovation Placeholder 4, 7 

Parkmcrccd/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 
Rcsidcncial Pavement Rcnovation8 

Alemany Blvd Pavement Rcnovation8 

l::'MH~l:m~aHc:'lt1e;i-HlP-!•tirni· 
1--:ltclr.rtt:-,'<'1'1 

Ph"" 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

PA&l;Q-

Tutal Cash Flow in SYPP 

Total Cash Flow Allocated 

Total Cash Flow Deobligated 
Total Cash Flow Unallocated 

Total Cash Flow in 2014 Strategic Plan 

Deobligattd from Prior 5YPP Cycles ** 
Cumulative Remaining Cash Flow Capacity 

""""•""P.J"""ouw>1-.1•"'•"'•'"4"'"'""'"'""•"'"''""•"'•~ ....... io11 

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

l'i~;d Yc:tr-

2016/11 I 2011/ts 2018/19 I 

so 

so so 

so Sl,117,600 

S947,100 

~ 

so 
52,402,228 5600,557 

(57.,402,228) (S6fl0557) 

SOI Sil 

53,402,2281 SS,492,741 
S1,759,741 
S5,161.969 $13.654.710 

2019/20 I 
Tow 

so 
---
$3,002,785 

{S.\ilil~,785} 

S3,677,233 
---
55,455,263 
---
$4,785,750 
---

so 
--

53,479,324 

---
so 
-
so 

---
51,248,251 

so 

St,676,400 52,794,000 

S2,209,900 S3,157,000 - -· 
5.),747/>2ft) S2~,61!ll,760 

S277.389 521,648,606 
so (S.JJJ(l2J85)1 

S5.'17(J,2._l9 Sll1,03·1,'J3f) 

S926.934I $27 ,030,019 
$1,759,741 

s109.0001 S109,000] 
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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 

Pending December 12, 2017 Hoard 

Project Name Ph"" 
2014/15 2015/16 I 2016/17 

FisotlYear 

I 2017/18 I 2018/19 I 

Strtcr Repair and Cle:tiiing Equipmcnt_(EP 35) 

~ 
Street Repair and Clcanll:ig Equipment PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment 4- PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment 4 PROC so S94,793 

Street Repair and Cleaning ECJuipment PROC 54-29,900 

Total Cash Flow in 5\'"PP s~sn,517 5719,55'.\I St.RMl,4-141 SOI 5524/1'.JJl 

Total Cash Flow Allocated $350,5171 5719,553 51.868,444 so so 
Total Cash Flow Deobligated SOI $(J so so so 
Total Cash Flow Unallocated SOI so Sii Sii 5524,693 

Total Cash Flow in 2014 Strategic Plan 5350,517 S719,553 S757,449 5797.101 5838.588 
Deobligated from Prior SYPP Cycles ** so 

Cumulative Remaining Cash Flow Capacity Sil Sil {51,l H1.9~•S; ($.ll.1.1'')5) Sil 
ROI..L-UP ofEPs 34-35 

Ca.11h Fk1w Pm~r-.unmcd in 5VPP! s:i.sn,5171 $7195531 SIJ,01JK,101 S5,714Jf,(1 56,514,11112 

'l'otal Cash Flow Allocated 52,752,74-5 $1,320,110 $13,098,101 SS,714,166 51,424,609 
Total Cash Flow Ocobligatcd (5::',,1ll2.,22.ff) (S<JJ()}iSTJ S(} Sil so 
Total Cash Flow llm1.llocatcd $11 SIJ so SIJ SS,1189,39,, 

Total Ca$h Flow In 2014 Str.ucgic Plan I 53.752.745 59,212.294 55.956.629 55.194,369 55.4-50.256 
Total Dcobligatcd from Prior 5'li'PP Cyclcsl $1,759.741 

Cumulative Remaining Cash Flow Capacity! $5,161,969 $13,654,710 56,513,238 :55,993,440 54.929.694 
l'rop:r.tmm1.'l.! 

Pending Allocation/ Appropriation 

1'\)\op l(\S1'$l>'J'\101<\l'l'l<·l) ''""'~ ••• ""''"""'"' .r ...... , .... ; .. ,,,,~..._,,.,, 

I 
Toi>! 

2019/20 I 

5701,034 

5738,072 

51,499,408 

594,793 

5429,900 $859,800 

$429,9110 S3,8'H.107 

so S2,938,514 
so so 

5421),IJOll S95·1,51J_1. 

S429.900 53,893,107 
I so 

Sil Sii 

S<i.177,5281 S1!,57.'\,8f>7 

$277,3891 524,587,120 
SOI (S:\,(XJ2.7 ?SJ 

SS,<J!Kl, l ,VJI SlO,•Jll'J,5J2 

51.356.834 530,923,126 
51.759.741 

$109.0flO 5109,000 
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____ ,;..,.·. 

'.·.C, 

c CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION , 
Adoption of the 2018 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of.P TC 

January 31-February 1, 2018 JAN 3· J 20IB 
CALIFORNJA 

RESOLUTION G-18-04 'lllANSPDRTATION COMMISSION 

1.1 WHEREAS, on April 28, 2017, the Governor signed Senate Bill (SB) I (Beall, Chapter 5, 
Statutes of 2017), 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, the Commission adopted the 2018 Local Partnership Program Guidelines on 
October 18, 2017; and 

1.4 WHEREAS, the Commission adopted the 2018 Local Partnership Program Formulaic 
Program distribution of shares on December 6, 2017; and 

1.5 WHEREAS, Commission staff worked collaboratively with city, county, and transit 
agency representatives to develop and release a log of projects proposed by eligible 
agencies for funding on December 29, 2017; and 

1.6 WHEREAS, Commission staff compiled a list of agencies that provided complete project 
submittals and are therefore eligible to receive Fiscal Years 2017-18 and 2018-19 formula 
apportionments of Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funding, as reflected in 
Attachment B. 

2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 
Commission adopts the attached 2018 Local Partnership Program 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 2018 Local 
Partnership Program Formulaic Program of Projects on the Commission's website. 



A--•1cant Anenr.v 
Bay AreaToll Authority 
Bay Area Toll Authority 

AJamecla-Contra Costa Transit Oistr1ct 
Alameda.COntra Costa Transit District 

Bay Area Rapid Transit District 

Oifncta 
Alameda County Transportation Commisslal 

Contra Costa Transportslion Authority 
Contra Costa Transportation Aulhortty 
contra Costa Transportation Authority 
Fresno Coo.mty Transportatlon Authority 

Clearlake 

Madera County Transportation Aulhor!ty 
Madera CoU'1ty Transportation Authority 
Madera County Transportation Authority 
Madera County Transportation Aulhorl!y 

Transportation Authority MliWI COunty 
Transportation Autholtty Malin County 

Fort Bragg 

Point Arena 

IM11" 
Transportation Agency for Monterey CoW'lty 
Transportation Ageooy for Monterey County 
Transportation Agercy for Monterey Ccuity 

Monteray..Sallnas Transit District 

Tome 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 
SacrarnentoTramportationAulhortty 
SaeramentoTransportatlonAUlhortty 
Saa-emento Transportation Authortty 
Sacramento Transportation Autho:lty 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 
Sacramento Transportation Aulhofity 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 

San Francisco County Transportalion Authortty 
Sen Francisco Cotmly Transportation Authortty 

Santa Clara County Valey Transportation Authority 

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation CommissiDn 

Sonoma COUnty Transportallon Authority 

Sonoma Marin ArN Rail Transit Dlsbid: 

Los Angeles County Metropoltan Transportallon Authority 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Los Angele$ County Metropolitan Tr.mp011ation Authority 

orange County Tmnllportation Authcril;Y 
Riverside County Transportation Commission 
Riverside County Transportation Cormlission 
Riverside County Transportation Convnission 

San Diego C.Ounty Regione1 Transportation COrmnlssion 
San Diego COunty Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Olego Counly Regional Transportation Comnissicn 

Santa Barbare County Local Transportation Authority 
Senta Baltlara County Ux:el Transportation Aiihortty 
Santa Ba!bara County t.ocel Transportation Authority 

- Santa Bartlera County Local Transportation Authority 

T- T 

Adopted 2018 LPP Formulaic Program of Projects 
($1,000s) 

Implementing 
Pro•ect Tltle ·--· Dlnlbarkrl Bridge Operational Improvements 8ATA 
SFOBaiwest Oakland: Regional gcyc1e1Pedestrian Link Connection MTCIBATAICT 

Customer Service Center Rehab ACTralll!ll 
Purchase 59 Hybrid Buses AC Transit 

BART Escaator Replacement (Downtown SF Stations) BART 
Miner Road Rehab Orinda 
7th Str&et Grade Separation East 5egmenl: (7SGSE} ACTC 
Route 680 NB Express Lane CCTA 
El Cemto Pavement Pmjoot El""""' 
MartinaZ Pavement Prqect Martlne2 
WlllaN Avenue Street Improvements Clovis 

Bums Valley Schc>ol/CMe Center- Slcyde/Pedeslnan Enhancements -orange Avenue and 6th Street Pavement Rehabiftta~on c_.• 
2017-18 3R and ADA Improvements ""'"" 2018-19 3R and ADA Improvements """"' Road ~o Clb1> & Gutter, Skkiwalk. Shoulder P&Ylng & RehabUitation Madera County 

Marin-Sonoma Nam:ws (Design Contracts B1..Ph2 and M) """"" Francisco Blvd West Multi-Use Pathway (2nd St 1D Anderaan Dr) --2019 Stmet Rehabilitation Proj&ct Fort Bragg 
Port Road Rehabllltation & Overlay Pmject . Point Arena 

Asphalt Maintenance Program WilitS 
Fort On:l Reg!cnal Trail and Greenway TAMC 
Route 156 Safety Improvements-Blackie Road EJcienSion TAMC 
Regional Waylincing Program TAMC 

Monterey Bus Raplcl Transit Phase H MST 
Annual Slurry Seal Project T.-
21 Bu$es for CITT:ulatorSerW:e Expansion RT 
Road'way Rehal:lllilation, Slreet Ugl1t & Street Sign Replacement """'-Upgrad9cl Cuti Ramps Pavement Sealing """"""' Pavement Seafmg ElkGrow 
Roacl Widening wr Bike Lanes '"""" Sll'llise Btvcl Roadway Rehabllitalion -"""""· ROEKtNay Rehablitatlon """""""" Co~ Stmels Rehabilitation Sacramento Co. 

P81kme!t:ec11Twin Peaks/Glen Palk Resiclentisl Pavement Renovation SFPW 
Alemany Boulevard Pavement. RenovatiQn SFPW 

Capitol Elq)l'&SSWQy I.RT Eldension (Eastriclg&.A!U'n Rock) SCCVTA 

2018 Fun Depth Recycle & Overlay Somo""'Co. 
Santa Rosa 08AG2 Bike aid Pedestrian Project ......... 
SMART Rail Mainten!n:e Equipment Expansion SMART 

West Santa Ma Braieh Transit Corrittor (WSAB) LACMTA 
Green Line &tension {Redondo Beach-Torrance) lACMTA 
IMlkmbrooklRose Perks Station Mezzanine lrrf)rovemants LACMTA 

l..S Improvements, Rt 73-0so Parkway (Segment 1) °"-Replace Route 71191 Interchange (NB Rt71 to EB Rt 91) RCTC 
Pachappa Underpass (Rt 91 HOV Remnent Work, Raisa UPRR) RCTC 
Temescel Csnyon Roacl Gap Closure (widen to 4 lanes) Riv«sida Co. 

LOSSAN SD Subdvision Dol.tllettack (GP Eastbrook· CP Shelij SANOAG 
LOSSAN Batiqultos Lagoon DoutllatracklBrldge (MP234.&MP235.5) SANDAG 
LOSSAN San Diegulto Lagoon Dcd:iletracklBrdge'Platform (242.2-243.9) SANDAG 
LOSSAN SD SubdMslon Sorrento to Miramar Ph2 {MP251.2-MP253) SANOAG 
LOSSAN SO Sitxivisicn Signal Respecin,g/Opllnizatlon SANDAG 
Rt 101, santa M011ica Rd/Via Real lntersdon I~ """'"' Sarta Claus Lane Class I Bikeway, Caltromia Coastal Trall Gap Closure -North Pedaro Lane Coastal Access I~ SBCoumy 
Summe1lancl Area Coastal Access lmprovements SB"°"" 
Rt 1Q8./Aken; st l/C I Akers/Nobl&+Akers/Mineral inten:;ectl v ... 

Year Proposed 
2017-18 2018-19 

$8,200 
$2,000 

$50 .,., 
$253 

$1,880 

$200 

$907 $7,073 

$4,799 
$200 
$200 ...... 
$200 

$142 
217 

$180 
$175 

$250 $200 
$502 

$200 

$200 

$100 

$500 $600 
$250 
$163 

$505 - $1.287 
$299 

$323 

"" $261 
$300 
$289 

$1,748 
$268 $2106 

$2,106 
$2063 

$9,442 $0 .. ,. 
$100 $473 

$1,553 

$23,941 
$19,745 

$14,808 

$18,242 

$2000 
$4;l72 
$7,300 

$2000 
$1;250 $9,470 
$3,500 
$1,720 
$1,000 

$754 $450 
$410 

$30 $180 
$150 """ $2'35 

TotalA forFonnulalc .... 
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Attachmant 8 

T""' LPP """"""" - ""'~ ...... 
SU,200 $10,236 ,,. 
$1,068 $1,068 $0 ...... $1,680 .. - $200 $0 

"·"° $7,0«l .. 
$15,199 $5,199 so ..... $4,5"1 so 
S200 $200 $0 

1714 $714 $0 

$1,002 $1.!Xl2 so 

"" $200 so - $200 $0 

$100 $200 $100 

$1,513 $1,513 $0 .... $505 so - $200 $0 

~·11 $6,911 $0 

..... $4,189 $0 ...... $9,442 "' $4711 $631 5155 

S'73 $1,152 $579 ...... $1,553 $0 

....... ''"""' $0 ....... $18,242 $0 

$t3,'72 $13,620 ... 
$11,940 $18,940 $0 

$7,1174 $2574 $() 

n'94 694 $0 

$113,HS $174,283 $918 
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To: 

From: 

Memorandum TAB20 

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

~~~~~~M,t-
Executive Director 

CTCMeeting: January 31-February 1, 2018 

Reference No.: 4.22 
Action 

Published Date: January 19, 2018 

Prepared By: Matthew Y osgott 
Associate Deputy Director 

subjeet: ADOPTION OF 2018 LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM - FORMULAIC 
PROGRAM OF PROJECTS-RESOLUTION G-18-04 

ISSUE: 

Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt the 2018 Local 
Partnership Program Formulaic Program of Projects, as recommended by staff? 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends the Commission adopt the 2018 Local Partnership Program 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 Governor on April 28, 2017. Assembly Bill 115 (Chapter 20, Statutes of2017) was 
signed by the Governor on June 27, 2017, which clarified language in Senate Bill I regarding 
local and regional transportation agency eligibility and expanded the types of projects eligible for 
the program. · 

Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of Projects 
The 2018 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of projects is funded from $100 million 
annually in state funds authorized by Senate Bill I that are allocated from the Road Maintenance 
and Rehabilitation Account to the Local Partnership Program for fiscal years 2017-18 and 
2018-19. 

Funding for the 2018 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of projects is made 
available only to those agencies with Commission-adopted shares and committed local matching 
funds. On December 6, 2017 the Commission adopted the 2018 Local Partnership Program -
Formulaic Program Funding Share Distribution for FY s 2017-18 and 2018-19. 
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The objective of the Local Partnership Program - Formulaic Program is to reward counties, 
cities, districts, and regional transportation agencies in which voters have approved fees or taxes 
solely dedicated to transportation improvements. 

Eligible jurisdictions, outlined in the Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funding Share 
Distribution, submitted proposals for projects by the December 15, 2017 deadline. A log of the 
proposals was posted for review on the Commission website on December 29, 2017. 

Commission staff received feedback or verification from every eligible applicant, and 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 January 10, 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, 32 agencies submitted 64 projects for programming, 
of which 57 projects are recommended for programming. Seven projects were voluntarily 
withdrawn by the applicant agency, two of which were withdrawn subsequent to the published 
staff recommendations. Eight agencies elected not to apply for programming at this time. The 
Local Partnership Program Guidelines allow all agencies with adopted formulaic shares to 
nominate projects for programming through the end of the current formulaic cycle. 

The current program of projects will program $173.4 million over FYs 2017-18 and 2018-19. 
The wmaining $26.6 million can be programmed through the duration of the current formulaic 
cycle (June 2019). 

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

Orange County Transportation Authority 
• Caltrans - 1-5 Improvement Project from SR-73 to Oso Parkway. Extending from the 

cities of Laguna Niguel, Mission Viejo, and Laguna Hills, this project adds one general 
purpose lane in each direction, auxiliary lanes where needed, as well as the reconstruction 
of interchanges at Avery Parkway. This project will directly enhance mobility and 
maximize the productivity of the local transportation system. Local Partnership Program 
-Formulaic Funding of$18.24 million is recommended for construction in FY 2018-19. 

Sonoma County Transportation Authority 
• City of Santa Rosa - Bicycle and Pedestrian Gap Closures along Piner Road and Dutton 

Avenue. The project will close a gap in a Class II bicycle lane and will rehabilitate 
pavement where the lanes will be installed. Additionally, the project will close a gap in a 
sidewalk and install additional sidewalk and ADA curb ramps. $100,000 in Local 
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Partnership Program - Formulaic Funding is recommended for plans, specifications, and 
estimates in FY 2017-18, and $473,000 in funding is recommended for construction in 
FY2018-19. 

Town of Truckee 
• Town of Truckee - Annual Slurry Seal Project. Over a distance of 32 miles oflocal road, 

this project applies Type II slurry seal, allowing the Town to complete its annual slurry 
sealing improvements in order to preserve roadway integrity. Local Partnership Program 
- Formulaic Funding of $200,000 is recommended for construction in FY 2017-18. 

Fresno County Transportation Authority 
• City of Clovis - Willow Avenue Street Improvements Project This project will entail a 

large reconstruction of Willow Avenue from Shepherd to Copper Avenues. Work 
includes constructing additional lanes, median curb, median landscape and irrigation, 
median concrete cap, concrete curb and gutter, sidewalk, drive approaches, valley gutters, 
curb return ramps, a traffic signal, striping, and signage. $1.04 million in Local 
Partnership Program - Formulaic Funding is recommended for Right of Way in FY 
2017-18, and $3.5 million in funding is recommended for construction in FY 2018-19. 

Attachments: 
Attachment A: Resolution G-18-04 
Attachment B: Projects Recommended for Programming 
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Staff Recommendations for the 2018 LPP Formulaic Program 
{$1,000s) 

A"' .. "<3nt Anenr:v 
Bay Area Toll Autholity 
Bay Area TOU Authority 

Alameda.contra Costa Transit District 
Alameda-C<mtra Costa Translf District 

Bal! Area Rapid Transit Oistric:t 

°"""' Alameda County Transportation Commission 

Contra Costa Transportation Allttlority 
Contra Costa Transportation Authority 
Contra Costa Transportation Auttlorlty 

Fresno County Transport.atirJo Aulharity 

Clearlake 

Madera County Transportation Authority 
Madera Co11ntyTransportation Authority 
Madera County Transportation Authority 
Madera County Transporl.irtion Authority 

Transportadon Autllorily Marin County 
Tramportalion Authority Marin County 

Fort Bragg 

Point Arena 

W~ltts 

Transportation Agency for Monterey County 
Transportadcm Agency ror Monterey County 
Transporta6on Agency for Monterey County 

Montsrey-Sannas Trallf!it District 

T11Jckee 

Saaamento Transportation Authority 
8acramento Transportation Authority 
Sacramento Transportalion Authority 
Saaamento Transportation Authority 
8aa'alllento Transportation Authotity 
Sacramento Tram1portation Aulhorily 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 
Saa'amento Transportation Authority 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
San Francisco County TransportatiOn Authortly 

Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authont)' 

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission 

SonOOla County Transportation Authority 

Sonoma Marin Area Rau Transit Dlstrk:t 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation AlJlhotity 
Loe Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation AlJlhortty 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Or.mge County Transportation AuthofiW 

Rlversli:le County Tran15POrtation Commission 
Rivet$icle County Tran5PQrtatiOn Commission 
Riwrside County Transporta1ion Commlsmn 

san Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commlsslon 
san Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportatioo Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation commission 

Santa Balbara County Local Transporta6on Authority 
Santa Barbara County Local Transportaijon Au1horily 
Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority 
Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority 

Tulare County Transportalkm Authority 

Implementing v--ProlectTllle """" 2017-16 2018-19 
Dumbarton Bridge Operational Improvements BATA $8,200 
SFOBBIWest Qakland Regional BieydeiPec:le&trian Unk Connection MTCJBATA.CT $2,000 

Customer Service Cenler Rehab AC Tran ... $50 $765 
Purchase 59 Hybrtd Buses AC Transit $253 

BART Escalator Replacement (DoY.ntowll SF Stations) BART $1,880 

Miner Rl;)ljd Rehab Orinda $200 

7th Slnlet Grade Separation East Segment {7SGSE) ACTC $907 $7,073 

Route SBO NB Eiqxess Lane CCTA $4,799 
El CenilD Pavement Project aee""" $200 
Martinez: Pavement Project Martinez $200 

Willow Avenue Street Improvements """'' $4,"4 

Bums Valey Sdlool.(:Mc Center - BitydeJPedesttiom Enhancements Clearlake $200 

Orange Avenue afld 6lh Slreet Pavement Rehabilitation Chowch~la $142 
2017-18 3R and MlA Improvements ...... 21T 
2018-19 3R and ADA Improvements .. ,~ $100 
Road 30 Curb & Gutter, Sidewalk, Shoulder Paving & Rehabilitation Madera County S175 
Marin-Sonoma Narrows {De$iQn COnlrad$ B1.Pll2 and M) "'-· $250 $250 
Francisco Blvd West Multi-Use Pathway (2nd Stto Ande~n DI) San Rafael $502 

2019 Street Rehabllitation Project '°"""""' $200 

Port Road Rehabllitalion & Overlay Project Point Arena $200 

Asphalt Maintenance Pmgrarn Wmtts $100 

Fort Ort! Reglon;ll Trail and Grffnway TAMC $500 $600 
Route 158 Salt!ty lrnproveml!fl~ad<ie Road Extension TAMC $250 
Regiona! Waytinding Program TAMC "" Monterey Bus Rapid Transit Phase U 

~· $505 

Annual Skmy Seal Project Tru- $200 

21 Buses for Circulator Service Expansion RT $1,287 
Roadway RehabilitBtion, Sb"eet Light & SPet Sign Replacement Citrus Heights $299 
Upgraded CuJb Ramps Psvemenl Sealing El«,row ''" Pavement Sealing """"""' $30 $261 
Road Widen~ w1 Bille Lanes """"" $300 
Sunrise Blvd Roadway Rehabilitation Ram:tu:i Cordova $269 
Roa<f,wy Rehabilllation Saaamento $1,748 
Complete Streets Rehabiitalion Sao'amento Co. $268 $2,106 

Parkmen:edll'win Peak$'Glen Park Resldenlial Pavement Renovation SFPW $2,106 
Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation SFPW $2,083 

Capitol Expressway LRT Extension (Eastriclge-Alum Roc:k) 5CCVTA 59,4'2 $0 

2016 Full Depth Recyde& Ovenay Santa cruz eo. $476 

Banta Rosa OBAG2 Bike and Pedeslrian Projed: ...... ~ $100 $4T3 

SMART Rail Maintenance Equipment Expansion $ $1,553 

West Santa Ana Sranai Tral'l$it Colridor (WSAB) lACMTA $23,941 
Green Line E:denaion (Redondo Beach-Tommce) lACMTA $19,745 
Willo'l>f)fook/Rosa Palb Station Meztanine Improvements lACMTA $14,606 

1-5 lrnprcvement:s, Rt 73-0w PaJ1c:way (Segment 1) """"' $16.242 

Replace Route 71191 Interchange {NB Rt71 to ES Rt91) RCTC $2,000 
Pachappa Underpass {Rt 91 HOV Remnant Work, Raise UPRR) RCTC $4272 
Temeseal Canyon Road Gap Closure (Wiclen IO 4 lanes) Riverside Co. $7.300 

LOSSAN SD SubdMsion Ooubletrack {CP Ea&tl:lrook. CP Shel) SANDAG $2.000 
LOSSAN BatiquitoS Lagoon DotJb1etJ3c1cJB (MP234.5-MP235.5) SANDAG $1,250 $9,470 
LOSSAN San Dieguito Lagoon DoubletradtlB!idge/Plalklrrn (242.2-.243.9} SANDAG $3.500 
LOSSAN SO Subdlvisiol'l Sortenlo lo Miram11.r Ph2 (MP2512-MP253) SANOAG $1,720 
LOSSAN SD Sube!Msion Signal Respacing(Optimization SANDAG $1,000 

Rt 101, Santa Monica Rd/Via Real lnlersedlon lmprovemenls °""'m $T54 ....., 
Santa Claus Lane aass I Bikeway, California Coastal Trail Gap Closure """"""" $410 
North Padaro Lane Coastal Access Improvements SBCounlJ $30 $180 
Summertani:I ma Coastal Acces& Improvements SB County $150 $SOO 

Rt 19&-'Akera st llC (Improve Akera/Noble+Ake!SIMineral King inteBed:) Vlsalfa $259 $Z435 

Total Recommended for Fonnulaic P. ,.m 

Pulled m 
1-10 ConidotConlr.!d.1 (Express Lanes. DJB2])) 
Redlands Passenger Rai (SBdo Trarn;it Center· Redlands University) 
Route 991120 COnnector 
Vehide Replacement 
Vehlde Replacement 
Routa 101 Marill/SonOma Narrows C-2 project 
Route 99/Full<erth Roacl lnterch e Im ents 

Implementing 
A 
SBCTA 
SBCTA 

c.inm 
SC-
SC Metro 
c.Jlram 
Turlod< 

Year Proposed 

2017-18 201S.19 
$6,169 

$6,169 

'"'°' $155 
$631 
$5T9 

$1,258 $1,243 

'"" ... _ 
,,.,,.. 
,,, ... ...... ... 
"·"' 
$6,1'9 ...... 
"" 
$T1' 

$1,002 .... -'"' 
$1,613 .... 
"" 

$6,911 

14,119 ...... -"" 11"3 

....... 
$11,242 

$13,$72 

,, ..... 
...,.. ...... 

$173385 

r .. 1 

$12,338 ...... 
$f&5 

"" ..,. ..... 

U'l' ,.,.,., 
$1Q,2$0 

$1,068 

$1,880 

$200 

$T,9a0 

$5,199 .. .... 
$200 

$714 

$1,002 

$200 

$200 

$200 

$1,513 

$505 

$200 

$6,911 

$4,189 

$9,442 

$4T6 

$5T3 

$1,553 

$56,494 

$18,242 

$13,620 

$16,940 

$2.5T4 

$2.694 

$173,549 
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Unprgnnd 
..,.,~ 

$36 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 .. 
$0 

"' 
$0 

$0 

$0 

$100 

$0 

$0 

"' 

$0 

" $0 .. 
$0 

"' 
$0 

$0 

... 

$0 

" $0 

$18' 

Unprgrmd 
Puned 

$19ti12 

Implementing 2018 LPPFormui.Jc,ShlrM 

No Pro Pm od 2017·18 2018-19 
$538 $538 
$630 $623 

S323 
$100 $100 .... $873 

$873 
135 1135 

$100 $100 
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Total 
1 076 

S1 253 
S323 
$200 

$1 757 
$1 T57 

$2TO 
$200 

unprwmi:1 
Balance 

Total Unproprammedi $26,632 I 
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Mark Farrell 
Mayor 

Mohammed Nuru 
Director 

San Francisco Public Works 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
Room 348 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
tel 415-554-6920 

sfpublicworks.org 
facebook.com/sfpublicworks 
twitter.com/sfpublicworks 
twitter.com/mrcleansf 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Mohammed Nuru, Director of Public Work~~ 
May30, 2018 

SUBJECT: Accept and Expend Resolution for State Grant 

GRANT TITLE: Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program 

Attached please find the original and 1 copy of each of the following: 

D 
D 
D 

D 

D 

Proposed grant resolution; original signed by Departments 

Grant information form, including disability checklist 

Grant budgets 

Grant applications for 2 projects 

SFCTA Resolution programming the SFCTA's share of LPP 

formulaic funds to SFPW 

0 CTC Resolution programming LPP formulaic funds to two SFPW 

street resurfacing projects 

Departmental representative to receive a copy of the adopted resolution: 

Name: 
Phone: 

Rachel Alonso (Rachel.Alonso@sfdpw.org) 
415.554.4139 

Interoffice Mail Address: Public Works, 1155 Market Street, 4th Floor 

Certified copy required: Yes 0 No~ 

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



Summary 

Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funds 
State Grant Funds 

San Francisco Public Works requests authorization to accept and expend $4,198,000 Senate Bill (SBl) 
Local Partnership Program (LPP) formulaic funds. Public Works will use available formulaic funding for 
two street resurfacing projects. 

Background 

On April 28, 2017, the Governor of California signed the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, 
also known as Senate Bill 1, a transportation funding package of more than $SO billion over the next 10 
years that increases funding for local streets and roads, multi-modal improvements, and transit 
operations in California. $100 million is appropriated annually through the LPP Formulaic Fund 
program. 

San Francisco Public Works worked with the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) to 
request formulaic funding for Public Works' street resurfacing projects. On January 31, 2018'" the 
California Transportation Commission adopted and programmed $4,198,000 in FY2017-2018 and 
FY2018-2019 LPP Formulaic Program funds for two San Francisco Public Works street resurfacing 
projects. The two projects are: 

• Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation: Street resurfacing of 
2.8 miles of residential streets (forty-three blocks) in the Parkmerced, Twin Peaks, and Glen 
Park neighborhoods in San Francisco. The project consists of repairs to the road base, paving 
work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. 

• Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation: Street resurfacing of 1.3 miles of a key arterial in 
San Francisco. The project consists of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp 
construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. 

For questions, please contact Rachel Alonso, San Francisco Public Works Transportation Finance 

Analyst at {415) 554-4139. 



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
SAN FRANCISCO 

MARK FARRELL 
MAYOR 

TO: ~A,J.ngela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
FRO~f · ~ayor Mark Farrell 
RE: Accept and Expend Grant - Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program -

Formulaic Funds - $4, 189,000 
DATE: June 12, 2018 

Attached for introduction to the Board of Supervisors is a resolution authorizing the 
acceptance and expenditure of Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program formulaic 
funding in the amount of $4, 189,000 for San Francisco Public Works' street resurfacing 
projects. 

Should you have any questions, please contact Andres Power 554-5168. 

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETI PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 

TELEPHONE: {415) 554-6141 
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