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FILE NO. 190220 RESOLUTION NO. 

[Accept and Expend Grant - California State Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program -
Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation - $1,750,000] 

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

Local Partnership Program formulaic funding in the amount of $1,750,000 for San 

Francisco Public Works' Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation project. 

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 

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

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

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

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

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

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

25 investments; and 

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

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

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

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

5 the dollar for dollar local match requirement; and 

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

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

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

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

10 Pavement Renovation) 

11 2. FY2018-2019: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

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

13 WHEREAS, On December 15, 2017, SFPW and SFCTAjointly submitted nomination 

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

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

16 Renovation; and 

17 WHEREAS, On January 31, 2018, CTC adopted and programmed FY2018-2019 LPP 

18 Formulaic Program funds for San Francisco as follows: Alemany Boulevard Pavement 

19 Renovation ($2,083,000 in FY2018-2019); and 

20 WHEREAS, On October 17, 2018, CTC reprogrammed FY2018-2019 LPP Formulaic 

21 Program funds for San Francisco from Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation ($333,000 

22 in FY2018-2019) to Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation based on lower 

23 project costs; and 

24 WHEREAS, On December 6, 2018, CTC allocated FY2018-2019 LPP Formulaic 

25 Program funds for San Francisco as follows: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

($1,750,000 in FY2018-2019); and 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Safai 
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1 WHEREAS, The project requires a 100% local match, which SFPW programs as 

2 follows: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation ($1,750,000 in Prop K Sales Tax Funds); 

3 and 

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

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

6 indirect costs totaling $206, 113.59; now, therefore be it 

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

8 up to $1, 750,000 in SB1 LPP Formulaic Funds for FY2018-2019 for the project described 

9 above; and, be it 

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

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

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

13 $1,750,000 in local matching funds. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Recommended: 

Mohammed Nuru 

Director of Public Works 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Safai 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Approved: -\+---+-+--+--,,=-.:::__;___-+ 

gJ Mayor 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING MARCH 13, 2019 

Item 5 
File 19-0220 

EXEGUJTl\ZE SUJMMARY 

Department: 
General Services Agency - Department of Public Works 
(DPW} 

Legislative Objectives 

• The proposed resolution would authorize the Department of Public Works (Public Works} 
to accept and expend a California State Senate Bill 1 (SBl} grant in the amount of 

$1, 750,000 for the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation project, with an equal 
match of $1,750,000 provided by Public Works. 

Key Points 

e The California Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, also known as SBl, provides 
over $50 billion over 10 years in statewide transportation funding from gasoline tax and 
vehicle license fee increases. The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA} 
is eligible to receive SB1 Forrnulaic Program funds because voters apprnved Prnposition K 
(half cent sales tax} in 2003 and Proposition AA (vehicle registration fee} in 2010. 

• In December 2017, the SFCTA Board identified three projects to receive SBl formulaic 
funding, including the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation project. In January 2018, 
the California Transportation Commission (CTC} allocated $2,083,000 of SBl funding to 
the Alemany project. In October 2018, CTC reallocated $333,000 from the Alemany 
project to the Sunset and Parkside Street Renovation project due to reduced costs, leaving 
$1, 750,000 for the Alemany project. 

• The Alemany project consists of resurfacing approximately 1.3 miles of Alemany 
Boulevard, between Congdon Street and Geneva Avenue, including repairs to the road 
base, paving work, curb ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. The paving 
project would also be coordinated with sewer replacement and traffic signal work. 

Fiscal Impact 

• The grant authorized by the proposed resolution would provide $1,750,000 in SBl funding 
for the Alemany project, with Public Works providing an equal match of $1, 750,000, for a 
total project budget of $3,500,000. The Public Works portion would be funded by 
Proposition K sales tax revenue. Sufficient funding is available in the Public Works FY 
2018-19 budget. 

Recommendation 

• Approve the proposed resolution. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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MANDAIE SIAIEMENm 
- - ~ - "" 

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. 

BACKGR©l.JND 

The California Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, also known as Senate Bill 1 (SB1}, 

provides over $50 billion over 10 years in statewide transportation funding from gasoline tax 
and vehicle license fee increases. The package includes funding for state highways, bridges, 
local roads, multi-modal improvements, and transit operations. 

Annual SBl funding of $100 million is allocated through a Formulaic Program to local or 
regional transportation agencies that sought and received voter approval of local 

transportation sales taxes, tolls, or fees. As San Francisco voters had approved Proposition I< 
(half-cent local transportation sales tax) in 2003 and Proposition AA (additional $10 vehicle 
registration fee) in 2010, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) is eiigibie 
to receive SB1 Formulaic Program funding. 

In December 2017, the SFCTA Board identified projects for the next three fiscal years to receive 
SBl formulaic funding: 

1. FY 2017-18: Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation; 

2. FY 2018-19: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation; and 

3. FY 2019-20: Various Locations Pavement Renovation No. 42. 

In January 2018, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) allocated $2,083,000 in SBl 
formulaic funding to the Alemany project. In October 2018, the CTC reallocated $333,000 of 
funding from the Alemany project to the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation due 

to lower project costs. The remaining $1, 750,000 for the Alemany project requires an equal City 

match. 

DEIAll..S ©R RR©P©SED l..EGISl1ATl©N 

The proposed resolution would authorize the Department of Public Works (Public Works) to 
accept and expend a State SB1 grant in the amount of $1,750,000 for the Alemany Boulevard 
pavement renovation project, with Public Works providing an equal match of $1, 750,000. The 
project consists of resurfacing approximately 1.3 miles of Alemany Boulevard, between 
Congdon Street and Seneca Avenue, including repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp 
construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. To reduce costs and disruptions, the paving project 
would be coordinated with sewer replacement and traffic signals work, funded respectively by 

the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) and San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency (SFMTA). 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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As of December 2016, the Pavement Condition Index (PCl) 1 for this stretch of Alemany 

Boulevard is approximately 55, which is considered "at-risk." Completion of the project would 

boost the segment's PCI to 100, and decrease the lifetime maintenance and repair costs of 

Alemany Boulevard. 

FISCAi.; IMPACT . 

The grant authorized by the proposed resolution would provide $1, 750,000 in SB1 funds for the 

Alemany paving project. Public Works would provide an equal match of $1,750,000, for a total 

budget of $3,500,000. The project budget is shown in Table 1 below: 

Table 1: Alemany Boulevard Paving Project Budget 

Item Description Estimated 
Quantity 

Unit Average Total Cost 
Per Unit 

Tr.'3.ff.ic. .. ~.?..U..!i.11~.-Y.l,fg~_I_< ____ ,_____________ "' -- ----------------------------------------------------- ------------------------------------------------------------- __________________________________________________________________________ ?.?..?.:\O..Q_O. ____ _ 
_____ r._ 1 _a._11_11_i_11~------------------------------------ -------------- ------------------------------------------------------- _____________________ ?._?_?.PQ.9 _______________________ ?_f.___ __ __________________________ $.9_J?. __________________ ~_?.§1..5..Q9 ____ _ 
-----~-?.! ___ l\/l_i_~--~~.P..h._'3._1! ______________________________________________ ------------------------------------------------------- _______________________ ?.P9.9 ___________________ I.?._ll_~--------------------------P-5._:.Q9 __________________ ?.??.1..0..Q9 ____ _ 

30,000 Square Feet 13.00 ?~9,990 Concrete Base .............................................. 

----~c:i.11c.r..~!.e. .. :5._i9_~':"''3._l_~------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------_?.!._o._g_g _________ :5.9.~.a._r._e. ___ F._~<:! ____________________ ~9.:.9.9. _____________________ ?.9.1..0..Q9 __ __ 
----~g_111_b._i_ll_t:_~ __ ~()_l1_C.r.<:!.~--~-u._r._~ __ a. __ 11_9. __ ~_c:l_ll_C.r._e._t.<: ___ C3._U._!_!~_r ________________________________________________ _1.!.~_g9 ___________ L.i_l1_~a._r. __ f._e._~! _____________________ §_0._:9.9. ___________________ ?.~1..0..Q9 __ __ 
----~-c:J.11.C.!.~!.e. ... ~':l.r..~ .. -~'3..111.EJ .. ':"'i_t.~ ___ Det_e._C._!'3._b._l_~ __ !.i_lt:_S. ________________________________________________________________________ '3.9. .................... E..a._C.~--------------------}!.Q_?._5._:_9.9. _________________ 1._?._1.1..5..QQ ____ _ 
----~9.J.l:'~.!-~_i_!Y..~.9.':"'.11':.~ ___ fl{l_a._11_h._c:l_le _F..r.'3..111.': .. '3..11.9. .. 9_~_!i_l1~ .. !_() -~r._a._9._~ _____________________________ 1._~9 ____________________ E._a._C.~--------------------------~:9.9.:.0.9 ____________________ Ll:~1..0..Q9. ____ _ 

Adjust City-Owned Hydrant and Water Main Valve Box 60 Each 500.00 30,000 

----~'3.~_t.i_i:i_~ __ !_() __ ~r._a._9._e. __________________________________________________________________ --------------------------------- -------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- --------------- -------- --------
-----~i!Y=9.\i\/_11~.9.--~_u._l_l_ §c:i~~-s. ... Cf\J.~':"' .. c:l! ... ~~pl_a._c.<:_l11_t:_ll_!L __________________________________________________________ ?.9 ____________________ E._a._c.~---------------------------5..5.9.:.0.9.......... __ ----~-1.1..0..Q9. ____ _ 
____ I.~r_r.ipc:i_r._a._r.y __ Y.1,f~_i!_e./Y.<:_11_c:i':"' __ ?.t.r._ipi_11~-------------------------------------------------------------- -----------------~-?.?.1..0..0.9 ___________ L.i_11_e._'3.r.Xe._~! _________________________ ?_:.0.9 ________________ ?._Ll:§1..0..Q9 ____ _ 

Mobilization, Demobilization, Allowances, and Other 140,000 
Construction Subtotal $2,893,000 

----~c:l.11~_t.r._l1._C.!_ic:J_l1 __ ~_c:l_ll_t._i_l1 ~':.11.C.YJ~9.-~J_________________ _ _________ _ ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- --- -- _, _______________ __$._?._?.~1..0.g_o._ ___ _ 
construction Management (11%) 318,000 
Total $3,500,000 

According to Ms. Elizabeth Ramos, Public Works Office of Finance and Administration, Public 

Works would spend the SB1 funds proportionately and concurrently with City funds throughout 

the construction process. The equal match of $1, 750,000 provided by Public Works would be 

funded by Proposition K sales tax revenue. Sufficient funding is available in the Public Works FY 

2018-19 capital budget. According to Ms. Ramos, funding has also been identified in the SFPUC 

and SFMTA budgets for the coordinated sewer and traffic signal work. The contract award 

process is underway and includes the SFPUC and SFMTA project scopes as well. 

REC0MMENDATl©N - ~ -- --

Approve the proposed resolution. 

1 Pavement Condition Index (PCI) is a widely used engineering measurement calculated by visual evaluations of 
streets. PCI is scored in a range of 0-100, with scores of 85-100 rated as "excellent," 70-84 as "good," 50-69 as "at­
risk," 25-49 as "poor," and 0-24 as "very poor." 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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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:. Elizabeth Ramos 

4. Grant Approval Status (check one): 
[ x ] Approved by funding agency 

Grant Contract ID Project 

Telephone: 415.554.4069 

[ ] Not yet approved 

I TBD I Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

6. a. Matching Funds Required: 
Minimum: $1,750,000 
Actual: $1,750,000 

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: 

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: 
Start-Date: 04/2019 End-Date: 06/30/2023 

10. a. Amount budgeted for contractual services: 
$3,182,000 

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 []No 

1. 

2. 

1. 

If yes, how much? 
$206, 114 

How was the amount calculated? 
FY18/19 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 

2 



**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: ~0Af2..Y ). r ?£> f<J 

Department Head or Designee Approval of Grant Information Form: 

Mohammed Nuru 
(Name) 

Director, San Francisco Public Works 

(Title) L11 8 acl a 
Date Reviewed: ,.)A'(\}J .. o:sy I I 

3 



Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project 

SBl Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funds Budget 

Construction Phase Only 

Sources Amount 

SBl LPP $ 1,750,000 

Proposition K (EP 34) $ 1,750,000 

TOTAL REVENUE: $ 3,500,000 

Uses Amount 

Construction $ 3,500,000 

TOTAL COST: $ 3,500,000 



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 (C:TC) 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 K, 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 investments. 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. PY 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, 12.15.17 
Page 2 of 2 

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: 

c2ct4 4 ro -

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 



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

Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

SB1 Local Partnership Program Cycle 1 

Fiscal Year 2018-2019 

Formula Funds Application 

San Francisco Public Works 
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. 

)11 

rort 

Project Phase: Construction 

Fiscal Year of Programming: 2018/19 

Total Project Cost: $5,500,000 

LPP Amount Requested: $2,083,000 

Billy Hill 

("ON 

Local Match: $3,417,000 in Proposition K sales-tax funds and local General Fund 

21Page 



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 

rExcellent"). 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. 

3JPage 



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 

Vear 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 af 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: PCI 

of 70 

As of 

December 

2016: PCI of 

69 

PCIScore 

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). 

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 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, 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 PC! score of 70 by 2025, the City's backlog wil! 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 Year 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 Year 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. 
https://www. infrastructure re po rt ca rd. org/infra structu re-super-map/ 
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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 l<-5 school with annual enrollment averaging around 

2 San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department, Balboa Park, 2017, accessed 2017, December 4. 
http:// sfrecpa rk. org/ des ti nation/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 6th 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.sfusd.edu/en/schools/school-information/monroe.html 
4 San Francisco Unified School District, James Denman Middle School, 2017, accessed 2017 December 4. 
http:/(www.sfusd.edu/en/schools/school-information/james-denman.html 
5 Education Data Partnership, Denman (James) Middle, 2017, accessed 2017 December 5. http://www.ed-data.org/school/San­
F ra ncisco/San-Fra ncisco-U nifie d/De nm a n-(Ja mes )-Mi dd I e 
6 Education Data Partnership, Balboa High, 2017, accessed 2017 December 5. http://www.ed-data.org/school/San­
Fra ncisco/Sa n-Fra ncisco-U nified/Ba I 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 Annua I Count.aspx 
8 San Francisco Public Library, Excelsior, 2017, accessed 2017 December 4. https://sfol.org/?pg=0100000601 
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For more information on the project location, please refer to the attached project map 

(Attachment C}. 

Figure 6: Project Location 
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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. 
http ://64.111.12 7 .166/ ridership/ 
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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. 

10 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-50s (orange dotted line in Figure 8). Using the Street Resurfacing's adopted strategy, 

maintenance and repair costs, the backlog, and personal motor vehicle damages are expected 

to decrease. 
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Figure 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 0 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. 15 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.saveca I ifo rniastreets.org/wp-co nte nt/ upload s/2016/10/2016-CA-Statewi d e-Loca !­
Streets-and-Roads-Needs-Assessment-Fina I-Re po rt. 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 ://cs hub. m it.ed u/ sites/ d efa u It/files/ do cum ents/PVI Roughness v15. pdf 
13Chatti, Karim and !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.nap.edu/read/22808/chapter/4#21 
14 U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration, Pavements, 2017 June 27, accessed 2017 November 30. 
https ://www. fhwa. dot. gov /pavement/ su sta inability/ articles/vehicle fue I .cfm 
15 San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, Pedaling Forward, 2017 July 7, accessed 2017 December 6. 
https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/reports-and-documents/2017 /09/booklet fin a I 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/default/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 Vear 

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.sfolanning.org/15 Urban Design.htm 
18 Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Plan Bay Area 2040, adopted 2017 July 26, accessed 2017 November 30. 
http: //2040. p I an bay area .o rg/ strategies-and-perfo rma nee 
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Attachment A: Funding Plan 

Phase Fund Source 

Construction LPP Funds 

Construction PropK 

Construction SF General Fur:.d 

Fund Source Fiscal Year Funds 
l'otal 

Percent 
Status Programmed ofl'otal 

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

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

Planned 18/19 $260,000 5% 

l'otal 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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Attachment 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 
0% 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 N/A N/A 

April 2019 N/A N/A 

N/A N/A August 2020 
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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 
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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 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 Outputs/Outcomes 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 Y/N 

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

RrojectMilestorl.jf. • ·· •... · ·· .• .. ··· ..•. ; 
•. . .. . . ...... . ..... ... . · . . 

••••••••• . •. •· E~ii>tiog . •.Proposed ·.• .. •. 

Project Study Report Approved NIA . ; •... ·.· 

Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase ·.· ;;·:·····<.·.·· N/A 
Circulate Draft Environmental Document [)ocllment Type •I ·.,;•;,;>;.''...¢'\ NIA 
Draft Project Report ;c· ..... ·•::'./. N/A 
End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone) <~ ...... ;(:\ N/A 
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase 1.· ........ ;·.·:~r· • ... 10/01/17 
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone) ·•· ............ ~ ... ;. 09/01/18 

Begin Right of Way Phase I: .•. :>r··.::r .•.. N/A 
End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone) >\: •• .... N/A 
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone) ·; ; ,+: :'. •. ·; 04/01/19 
End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone) I•· :; :; .... ...... 08/01/20 
Begin Closeout Phase .. ~ ... · ... 02/01/21 

End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report) ·. .. .. 
.... · .. 02101122 

ADA Notice 
. . ... 

For 1nd1v1duals with sensory d1sab111t1es, this document 1s available 1n alternate formats. For information call (916) 
654-641 O 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) Date: 12/14/17 

.. . \District· ··• ·. Countv I .. Route I EA I Proiect ID I ·.·· PPNO .. · l AltProi.10 
04 SF I Alemany I I I I 

Project Titl.e~ Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Existing Total Project Cost ($1,000s) 

Component Prior 

E&P (PA&ED) San Francisco Public Works 

PS&E San Francisco Public Works 

R/W SUP (CT) Not Applicable 

CON SUP (CT) San Francisco Public Works 

R/W Not Applicable 

CON San Francisco Public Works 

TOTAL 

Notes 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/W SUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

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

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

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

E&P (PA&ED) ··:.···:~\. •· 
. · •· '• . . 

.{·> . CTC ····•·· .. .. .·· . > 
PS&E ;• ::? ··. · .. : ·. .. : :. . :. /''>'· ,',,,, 

··•···· : : .· 
i'• .•. I •• : • . .. · .. ·. ··:·:: 

R/WSUP (CT) I :·· •. •··.·.· •>>. . .: .. ::• 'L '. < .•• ·;·• .c.: .·.:.· : ·.·· .. :. 

CON SUP (CT) ·~ •\: 1:· .. · .· : : : .:: :• .. 
: ; ... :/' .· : ··. ..... : 

R/W 
•·. :. .. ·······: .:·.·. ·. ' .. 

:: : ···:·· : . .. ·:·\;': ;· ... >.···:: : : .. 
CON · ... :·~ ··.·. I 

. 
I .• •• .•• . ··. ;•<: 

. : ·····•·· 

•.·.: .. ..•. · .. · . : . . • .. : .• . 
TOTAL I• :. .... : . : .. .. : .· .• .\ : 

.·.··•·· : .. 
/ .. : .. 

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) Notes 

E&P (PA&ED) I.· .• ' .. 

PS&E .:•; •.:· . 
R/WSUP (CT) :' : ; 

CON SUP (CT) < F: .··· •.. 
R/W ... · : : . 
CON 2,083 : 2;0!)3 

TOTAL •'i 2,083 .· :·. ·. .... : .· .• ·.. : .. • •• 2,083 .· . .... · .. 

Fund No. 2: Proposition K Local Sales Tax Program Code 

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

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

E&P (PA&ED) 
.. . ··. 

•·.:.: ··. 
... .· ·· . 

', ~-, \ ,' ,',,, 
.;· . 

SFCTA · .. : ;;. :; .. · .. . : 
: : .·· .· < 

PS&E · ...•.. : .: .. • •: ·. : .. :···. > .. : ;: : :.: 
.: ::· : : : : .• 

R/WSUP (CT) '.'..'';.: :. . . : 
.•· .. · •: ·.·· ·. :• .··· .. •: .•. •. . · .. .... :· .; .. 

CON SUP (CT) {:.:• .. •: > 
. ·. 

: . ··.· : ... 
.~: : . : .. . ) .. . · . · · ...... .·.:··: .. ·. : · ... 

R/W .:·· ·••.•• •... 
.. .. · . : · .. ·· . : ....... 

':'· :. '. .. ··· ·· .• :·• ';..:, :. .· :. I . 
CON ·•···· .. •··· .. ~···' : .. : .· : 

·: .. · .. \;::{•: 
.. 

·····•··. :' .······ ). ·.• ... . '·'.': ... : 

TOTAL •; ....... 
: 

. .•· .. •: .· · . . •.· .: ·. ·... :; .. .. . 
Proposed Funding ($1,000s) Notes 

E&P (PA&ED) Prop K funds for this project were 

PS&E 
.. .. programmed by the San Francisco 

R/W SUP (CT) . :. : County Transportation Authority 
·· ... Board on December 12, 2017, 

CON SUP (CT) .. through resolution 2018-029 . 
R/W 

.: 
... ····.·• 

CON 3,157 .·· '.3,1157 

TOTAL ··. 3,157 . : ·. .. :• 3,157 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA• DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

.··· .. District ... ·· County I Route r EA 
04 SF I Alemany I 

f>~oject Title: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Fund No. 3: General Fund 

Existing Funding ($1,000s) 

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

E&P (PA&ED) .... . : ; ,···> ... · :•:. ' 
.. 

; ····· ······· 
.:; •': ,·: ;, 

PS&E :i'; ; I: ... ····:·· ... /''.·.····?·:•. >; >;; .. (;. •:: 
R/WSUP (CT) ( /1 ............ !<<' ; '.: : .. ··.< ;, ; 
CON SUP (CT) ,· .· ', : ·; ?• .· ; . <' ; ; : ' 

' :·;• ; .. ; .. '•', : 

R/W \'.·.· i; .. ' ~··; ' \ . ;;:•:,C .! ,• ·~ '•' 
CON 

', '· :, •,' 

; : ,· ...... .·' ., ...... ;· : ' .... ' ,'' :. ·; .:: 

TOTAL 
... .. 
'•,' 

•.; :. \. ' ,: . I :;:;·· ,•, .· '; 

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R/W 

CON 260 
' TOTAL ; 26'0. : : .·:. '' I 

·, ..... 
; .·.· ; 

Date: 12/14/17 

I ProjectlD I ·, PPNO .. I ., Alt PfoidD ··.··· 
I I I 

Program Code 

22/23 23/24+ Total Funding Agency 

I>.:}. 
: City and County of SF 

: •·· •' ' 

I: ... .• : :· .. •• .. ·· I ;L : ; ···· 

; .. ; :•··' ; 
,:•.· :• . ,, 

1· ' ......... ; ·•·· .,, : :•·· .. ·· 
1: ·.; ••• ,: •: ,•:• :,,• .·, •' ;, 

.... ; :·. 
; ..... ·; : .• '• ', ; 

':·:•· •, ·: : .: .. •·. > .: ,· .... 

Notes 
'•;. 

•. '·· 
.·· '• '• 

.•: .. 
· .. •' ',, 

:·· •' ,' 

',. 

;• 260 
I··: :•. ,; ' ·::. 260 



BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 

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 WORK.S (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

modal 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 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 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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BD120517 

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 

Formulaic 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 SFPW to comply 

with 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 Fiscal Years 2017 /18 - 2019/20 of LPP Formulaic Funds 
2. Prop K Project Information Forms 
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BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 

3. Prop K Street Resurfacing 5-Year Prioritization Program Amendment 
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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 121

h day of December, 2017, by the following 
votes: 

ATTEST: 

Ayes: 

Absent: 

Aaron Peskin 
Chair 

Commissioners Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Peskin, Ronen, Safai, 
Sheehy, Tang and Yee (9) 

Date 

Tilly Ch.f!C t1,~ I:,: l f (( 1-' 
Executive Director 
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Attachment 1 

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

Fiscal Year I Sponso.1 I Project Description l Phase Districts Total I Proposed LPP I 
Project Cost Formulaic Funds2 

2017/18 

2018/19 

2019/20 

Notes: 

I 

Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation- This project 
I includes repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk, and curb 

SFPW repairs at various locations. 

Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation - This project includes repairs to the road base, 
paving work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk, and curb repairs on Alemany Boulevard, 
between Cogdon Street and Seneca J\ venue. The project is being coordinated with the San 

I Construction I 7 

SFPW !Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency I Construction, I 8, 9, 11 
projects for sewer replacement and new traffic signals at various locations. 

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

SFPW !Proposed streets include 31st Avenue, Ortega Street, Pacheco Street, Quintara Street, and Ulloa I Construction I 4, 7 
Street. 

I $4,900,000j 

$5,500,000 

$4,000,000 

Totals: $14,400,000 

Total Estimated LPP Formulaic Funds Available: 

1 SFPW stands foe San Francisco Publilc Works. 
2 Amounts were adopted by the CTC at its December 6, 2017 meeting. 

$2,106,0001 

$2,083,000 

$2,000,000 

$6,189,000 

$6,189,000 

Local Match 
Amount 

$2,794,000 

$3,417,000 

$2,000,000 

$8,211,000 
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Attachment 2 
Proposed New Programming 

Street Resurfacing 5VPP 
Project Information Forms 

and Prioritization Mechanism 



Category:, 

Subcategoi:y: 

Prop K EP Project/Program: 

EP Line (Primary): 

Other EP Line Number/ s: 

Fiscal Year of Allocation: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project SupervisorialDistrict(s): 

,Project Description: 

Purpose and Need: 

Community Engagement/Support: 

Implementing Agency: 

Project Manager: 

Phone Number: 

Email: 

'.Type: 

Status: 

Completion Date: 

Project Delivery Milestones 

Phase 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering (30%) 

EnYironmental Studies (P l\&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&fl.) 

R/W Activitics/1\cguisition 

Advertise Construction 

Start Constrnction (e.g. Award Contract) 

Start Procurement (e.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 Expenditl.lre Plan Information 

1 

C, Street & Traffic Safety 

i iii. System Jv!aintenance and Renovations (streets) 

b.l Street Resurfacing and Reconstruction 

34 

• 2017 /18 

Pwject Information 

Parkrncrccd/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation 

ClairYiew Ct : Panorama Dr to End 
Darien Way: 1\ptos Ave to Kenwood Way\ Upland Dr 
Dorado Ter: Jules Ave\ Ocean Ave to End 
Font Blvd: Juan Bautista Cir to Lake l'vlcrced Blvd 
Midcrest Way: Panorama Dr to End 
Oak Park Dr: Clarendon Ave to End 
Olympia Way: Panorama Dr to Clarendon Ave 
San 1\lcso i\\·c: Monterey Blvd to Upland Dr 
Upland Dr: Darien Way \ Kenwood Way to San Benito Way 

7 

This project will consist of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk and curb 
repairs in three neighborhoods of District 7. 

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

Public Works inspects each of the City's blocks and assigns a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) score every two 
years, The PCT score ranges from a low of 0 to a high of 100. These scores assist Public Works with 
implementing the pavement management strategy of aiming to presen'C streets by applying the right treatment to 
the right roadway at the right time. Streets are selected based on PC! scores as well as the presence of transit and 
bicycle routes, street clearance, and geographic equity, The average PC! score within the project limits is in the 
mid 50's ("1\t-Risk"). 

Public Works provides information to the public on its website for Street Resurfacing Projects. This project is 
part of the Public Works Street Resurfacing Program 5 year plan as a candidate for paving, 

Department of Public Works 

Ramon Kong 

415-554-8280 

l'ainon.kQnfj@Sfd~W.Ofg 

Environmental Clearance 

Ca tegorical1y Excmp t 

N/J\ 

N/J\ 

Status Work 
I 

Start Date End Date 
' I 

' In-house -
%Complete . Contracted - Month Year Month Year 

Both 

85% 13otb August 2016 April 2018 

()~/o N/1\ July 2018 N/i\ N/1\ 

0% Contracted November 2018 N/A N/A 

N/1\ N/J\ N/!\ N/J\ May 2020 
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!i'-rojcct Name: l 

Project Cost Estimate 

Phase Cost 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering so 
Environmental Studies (PA&ED) so 
Design Engineering (PS&E) so 
R/W so 
Construction H,900,000 

Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) 50 

Total Project Cost $4,900,000 

Percent ofT otal 

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) 

Phase FundSonrce 

Construct:ion l~VP Funds 

Construction Prop K 

.. !i>tal By Fiscal Year 

Comments/Concerns 

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

Parl<mei:ced/Twin Peaks/Glen Paik ResidentiilPavemciifRenoVition 

Funding Source 

PropK Other 

SZ,794,000 S2,106,000 

$2,849,000 s2,os1,ono 
58% 72% 

Programming Fiscal Years in the 5-Year Prioritization Program Update 

FundSonrce Fiscal Year Funds 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 
Status Programmed 

-
Planned 17 /18 S842,400 

Planned 17/18 $1,117,6011 

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

For LPP funds, Public Works mu-st submit allocation 'fcqucst papcrwo'fk to Calttans no later than 5/1/ 18 for CTC approval in June 2018. 

19/20 Total 

Sl,263,600 $2,106,000 

$1,676,400 $2,794,000 

SIJ 

$2,940,000 $4,900,000 
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Category: 

Subcategmy: 

Prop K EP Project/Program: 

EP Line (Primary): 

Other EP Lme Number/s: 

Fis cal Year of Allocation: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project Supervisorial District(s): 

Project Description: 

Putpose and Need: 

Conununity Engagement/Support: 

Implementing Agency: 

Project Manager: 

Phone Number: 

Email: 

Type: 

Status: 

Completion Date: 

Project Delivery Milestones 

Phase 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering (30%) 

Environmental S111dieR (P J\&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 

R/W Activitics/1\cquisition 

Advertise Construction 

Start Construction (c.g, Award Contract) 

Start Procurement (e.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 and Renovations (streets) 

b.1 Street Resurfacing and Reconstruction 

34 

2018/19 

Project Information 

Alemany Bl\'d Pa1'cment Reno\'ation 

Alemany Bl\'d : Congdon St to Seneca J\ve 

8, 9, 11 

The project will consist of repairs to the road base, pa\'ing work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk and curb 
repairs, sewer replacement and traffic signals atYarious locations, The sewer replacement and traffic Rignals will 
be funded by PUC and Sf'iVITA 

The proposed limits of work arc at the following locations: Alemany Blvd: llwy 101 S Off Ramp\Congdon St 
to Seneca 1\ vc 

J\ll candidates shown are subject to Rubstitution and schedule changes pending visual confirmation, utility 
clearances, and coordination with other agencies. Unforeseen challenges such as increased work scope, changing 
priorities, cost increases, or declining re\'cnue may arise, causing the candiJutes to be postponed. 

Public Works inspects each of the City's blocks and assigns a Pavement Condition Index (PCl) score every two 
years, The PC! score ranges from a low of 0 to a high of 100. These scores assiRt Public Works with 
implementing the pavement management strategy of aiming to prescn'e streets by applying the right treatment to 
the right roadway at the right time. Streets are Relected based on PC! scores as well as the preRence of transit and 
bicycle routes, street clearance, and geographic eguity. 'l'he. average PC! score within the project limits is in the 
mid SO's ("At-Risk"). 

i'ublic Works provides information to the public on its website for Street Resurfacing Projects, This project is 

part of the Public Works Street Resurfacing Program 5 year plan as a candidate for paving, 

Department of Public Works 

Paul Barradas 

415-554-8249 

: 11aul.b51rragas@sfgQw.org 

Environmental Clearance 
1 Categorically Exempt 

N/1\ 

N/1\ 

Status Work Start Date 
. 

End Date 

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

Jloth 

10% October 2017 September 2018 

0% N/J\ December 2018 N/1\ N/J\ 

QO/u Contracted April 2019 N/J\ N/1\ 

N/1\ N/J\ N/1\ N/1\ August 2020 

I 
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Project Cost Estimate 

,_ Ph3:se 
~. 

Cost 

Planniag/Conccptual Engineering so 
Environmental Studies (P A&ED) so 
Design Engineering (PS&E) $0 

R/W $0 

Construction $5,500,000 

Procurement (e..K rolling stock) $0 

Total Project Cost SS,500,000 

Percent ofTotal 

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

Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation 

Funding $oure<l__ 
-'"---~" 

PropK Other 

$3,157,000 $2,343,000 

$3,157,000 $2,343,000 

57% 43% 

Project Expenditures By Fiscal Year (Cash Flow) Programming Fiscal Years in the 5MYear Prioritization Program Update 

Phase Fund Source Fund Source Status 
Fiscal Year Funds 

14/15 15/16 16/17 
..... Progammed 

--- _,,,,, ·- ... ... 

Construction LPP Funds Planned 18/19 

Construction PropK Planned 18/19 

Construction General Fund Planned 18/19 

.... ··-· ······ Total By Fiscal Year .. $0 $0 $0 

Comments/Concerns 

For I~PP funds 1 Public Wot:ks must submit allocation request paperwork to Caltrans no later than 5/1/19 for CTC approval in June 2019_ Based on the current design schedule, 
we expect to submit the allocation request by 10/1/18 for approval at CTCs NovcmbC'r 2018 me:cting. 

17/18 18/19 
. ... 

$624,900 

$947,100 

$78,000 

$0 $1,650,000 

19/20 Total 

$1,458,111() $2,1183,000 

$2,209,900 $3,157,000 

$182,000 $260,000 

$1) 

$3,850,000 $5,500,000 
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Categol)': 

Snbcategol)': 

Prop KEP Project/Program: 

EP Line (Primal)'): 

Other EP Line Number/ s: 

,Fis cal Year of Allocation: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project Supervisorial District(s): 

Project Description: 

Purpose and Need: 

Community Engagement/Support: 

Implementing Agency: 

Project Manager: 

Phone Number: 

Email: 

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

Prop KExpenditure PJanlnformation 

' C, Street &Traffic Safety 

iii. System Maintenance and Renovations (streets) 

b;1 Street Resurfacing and Reconstruction 

'34 

2018/19 

Project Information 

San Francisco US 101 / 1-280 Managed Lanes LPP Fund Exchange project 

US-101and1-280 

6, 9, 10, 11 

San Francisco's US 101 /l-280 lvlanaged Lanes is a performance-based strategy for improYing traYel time and 
rcliabiliLy for travelers on US 101and1-280 in San Francisco. The conceptual planning phase, called the 

' Freeway Corridor Management Study (FCMS), underway since 2015, produced near and mid-term 
,' recommendations for improving travel time and rcliabiliLy in the next five to ten years. The sn1dy explored 

optiom for dedicating a lane on portions of US 101 and I-280 for Iligh Occupancy Vehicles (caq1ools and 
transit) only. The study also explored the feasjbility of Express Lanes, which arc carpool lanes that non-carpools 
can pa)' to use. The study found that Express Laqes could provide the right tool to achicyc a balance of traffic 
that gives buses, carpoolers, and other vehicles in the lane faster tra,·el time and reliability without adding 
significant delay to the remaining general purpose lanes, a11d could be implemented without extensive 
construction or changes in the size of the freeways in San f\rancisco, 

The FC!v!S stud)' team collected information on operational and physical constraints on San Francisco's 
freeways and found the following design to be most feasible: 
•Southbound, the existing configurntion of the 1-280 and US 101 freeways allows for the creation of a 
continuous lane by restriping the existing freeway. An Express J ,ane could operate along I-280 between 
5th/King and US 101, continuing through the interchange to US 101 into San Mateo County, coYering a 
distance of about 5 miles, 

• Headed northbound, because 1-280 exits from the right side of Northbound US 101, any lanes entering San 
, Francisco from San Mateo county will likely end at or near the county line, l lowever, the study identified an 
, opportunity to proYide priority for Northbound carpools and buses for approximatel)' 1 mile along the l-280 
' beaded into South of lvlarket, from about 18th St to 5th St, 

This preliminary concept would adYance into the C:altrnns scoping phase and could be refined oyer time. 

To address freeway congestion and anticipated growth in travel on the US 101/J,280 corridor, the 
Transportation 1\utl1ority conducticd the Freeway Corridor Management Study to explore the feasibility of a 
carpool or express lane between the US 101 /l-380 interchange near San Francisco International Airport and 
Downtown San Francisco. Commute tra,·cl between San f'rancisco and Silicon Valley has experienced 
significantly increased congestion and delays as the economy along the Peninsula corridor has boomed, Yet, 

while parts of San firancisco's freeway network are critically congested, there arc many empty scats in cars, vans 
and buses, The projects seeks to improYe person throughput and to prm·ide a more reliable lraYcl time for high 
occupancy vehicles from San !vfateo County into downtown San l'rnncisco, in coordination with with similar 
projects in San 0-lateo County, Santa Clara Count)', and across the region, 

During the feasibility study the pl'ojcct team prepared and began implementing an Outreach Plan to gain an 
understanding of key stakeholder interest, concerns, and guestions on the project. The audience for this effort 
jncludes commissioners, community groups, merchants, residents, and likely users, especially those who work or 
li,•c close to the highways. Feedback from these groups at this early phase will help shape the more detailed 
analyses that arc proposed to follow and help us refine our understanding of what is of most importance to the 
Yarious stakeholders, 

San rrancisco County Transportation Authority 

Anna Harvey 

415 522,4813 

anna,f1arvev@sfcta.org 
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San Francisco Count • Trari11 ortation Authorit 
Environmental Cle<1rance 

'fype: EIR/EIS 

Status: , Not yet started 

Completion Date: 12/01/20 

Project Delivery Milestones Status t Work . Start Date End Date 

In-house- ' 

Phase %Complete Contracted - Month Year Month Year 
Both 

• 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering (30%) 65% Both January 2016 December 2018 

Environmeatal Studies (PA&ED) 0% Both January 2019 December 2020 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 

R/W Activities/ Acquisition 

Advertise Construction 

Start Construction (e.g, Award Contract) 

Start Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) 

Prnjcct Complecion (Le. Open for Use) 

Comments/Concerns 

Page 2 of4 



Project Name: 

Project Cost Estimate 

Phase 

Pbnning/Conccptual Engineering 

r'nvironmental Studies (P A&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 

RightofWay 

Construction 

Procurement (e.g, rolling stock) 

Total Project Cost 

Percent of Total 

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

San Friric:isco US 101 / I-280 ~Lones LPP FrillliE".~hange project 

Funding Source ··· 
Cost PropK Other 

S2,288,000 $500,000 $1,788,000 

$5,000,000 S4,100,000 $900,000 

$6,150,000 S6,150,000 

$1,200,000 Sl,200,000 

$41,000,000 $41,000,000 

N/A N/A 

$55,638,000 S4,600,000 $51,038,000 

8% 92% 

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

Phase Fund Source Fund Source Status 
Fiscal Year Funds 

14/15 15/16 16/17 
Programmed 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering PropK Prograf!Jmed 14/15 $300,000 

Planning/ Conceptual Engineering Caltrans Planning Grant Allocated 15/16 $300,000 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering STP3% Allocated 16/17 $338,000 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering STP3% Allocated 17/18 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering SMCTA ~ocal funds) Planned 17/18 

Environmental Studies (P A&ED) PropK Planned 18/19 

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

Right of Way TBD Planned 19/20 

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

Construction TBD Planned 21/22 

Total By Fiscal Year - ... $0 --~30.Q,ooO _ .... _$63.S,ooO _ 

Comments/Concerns 

Costs estimates for the environmental phase through construction are preliminary pbnning-1c...-c1 estimates based on the feasibility study and will be refined during the Project Initiation 

Document and cnYironmental studies phase. Costs assume project occurs within exist:lng freeway footprint (1.e.., with no free\Y~ay \videning). Prop K funds will a<lYance the project from 
conceptual enginee·dng through the selection of altcrnatiYcs and the environmental tC\"icw phase, Design and Construction phases of this plojcct ~.re anticipated to be -;;-cry compctith·c for 

receiving funds from pmgrnms like the SB 1 Solutions for Congested Corridor Program, which names the US 101 / Caltrain corridor connecting Silicon Valley v-~th San Francisco as one of five 
named 11 targcted 11 corridors in the enabling legislatio~ as well as Regional tvlcasure 3 (proposed bridge toll increase) since the project i.s part of a regional network of Express Lanes prioritized 
by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission. Othe:r potential sources include recommendations stemming from the San Francisco Transportation Task Force 2045 and private funds. 

17/18 18/19 

5200,000 

SS00,000 

$650,000 

ll2,500,000 

_ $1,350,{)()_0 -· _ $~~o_o,oo() _ 
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19]20 I 20/Zl I 211iz 

$1\(i{lOJHJO I 
S900,000 I 

Sl.200,000 

St;~ lS!l,000 

S41,orm.ooo 
$2,Sll!J,®rr I ~$7,3~0,90!> $41,()(J(J,Oll!J 

I Total 

S50!l,OOO 

S3i~J.tmo 

S.138,UOO 

SSOO,Olll! 

S650JJOO 

S4,100,l.KJO 

$900,000 

S1,20ll,OOO 

%,150,000 

$41,0CXJ,00() 

i?SS,63S,'\)OO 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 
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Prioritization Criteria and Scoring Table 
Street Resnrfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance/Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

.PROPKPROGRAM-WIDE CRITERIA 

Total Possible Score 
Street Resufiaciru>-
Cucrrero St, Sanjose Ave and Corbett Ave 
Pavement Renovation 

'X'est J>om:l • "' e :iond Qui:rmJ:rn Sr Ps<emel'!E 
Refl:eo:S:tioa 

Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement 
Renovation 1 

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

Clayton St, Clipper St and Portola Dr 
Pavement Renovation 

Gilmi11' .'tie !lflcl JerralcL'i-.e: Pl'l'•e111eRt 

Reaa.a!iaa 

Madrid St. },fern:: St :ui.a V;ias St l'.~, emea ! 
1Re .. a.a!ieft 

Pilli Cff arnJ. r .ea' ea .. ert'.1 StEeetJ Pa. emefrl' 
I Rea e <!l!ie a 

Fillmore St Pavement Renovation 

Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 
Residential Pavement Renovation 

Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation 

Total Possible Score 
Street Repair and Oeaning Equipment 
2 Air Sweepers 

1 Bicycle Path Sweeper 

Project Readiness 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

2 

4 

4 

2 

Project Readiness 

4 

4 

4 

M~\E!nrirrl\l>rr;m1 MPP[lng-s\,017\l'Mmo.~\1) Di>c S\Sfl1!PP\Al!ad1ml'nt1. Srnr1n~fable 

Community Time Sensitive 
Support Urgency 

3 3 

0 2 

-
0 

-
0 2 

0 2 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 2 

0 0 

0 2 

0 2 

Community Time Sensitive 
S:upp~rt ... trrgency 

3 3 

0 0 

0 

Safety 

3 

2 

0 

2 

Safety 

3 

2 

CATEGO!lY.SPECIFIC::CRITERIA, 
1 ·Pavement 

Condition I Functional 
Index (PCI) Oassification 

Score. 
4 3 

4 3 

4 2 

4 3 

4 3 

4 3 

4 2 

4 

4 3 

4 2 -
4 2 

4 3 

Need Mandates 

3 2 

3 0 

3 2 

Cost 
Effectiveness 

2 

2 

I 2 

Total 

20 

-
15 

-
12 

-
14 
-
14 
-
10 

-
8 

-
6 

-
14 

8 

13 

13 

Total 

20 

10 
14 
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Prioritization Criteria and Scoring Table 
Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance/Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

Prioritization Criteria Defiri.itions: 

Project Readiness: Project likely to need funding in fiscal year proposed. Factors to be considered include adequacy of scope, schedule, budget and funding plan relative to =rent project status 
(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 beginning the next phase; 
and whether litigation, community opposition or other factors may significantly delay project. 

Community Support: Project has clear and diverse community support and/ or was it identified through a community-based planning process. An example of a community-based plan is a 
neighborhood transportation plan, but not a countywide plan or agency capital improvement program. 
Three points 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 stakeholders and groups and citywide groups. 
One 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 timeframe to enable construction coordination with another project (e.g., minimize costs and construction impacts); to support 
another funded or proposed project (e.g. new signal controllers need to be installed to support TEP implementation); or to meet timely use of funds deadlines associated with matching funds. 

Street Resurfacillg Category< 
Safety: Project receives one point if it is on a WalkFirst Safety Street, one point iflocatcd on a Primary Corridor as identified in the 2013 SFMTA Bicycle Strategy or subsequent updates, and 
one point if it is on a Muni mute. 

Pavement Condition Index (PCI) Score: ·rbe Pavement Condition Index (l'Cl) scores arc used to identify and 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 (PCI 0-49). Project receives 4 points if it has a PCI 
score of 63 or below. DPW determines the amount of pavement preservation work based on the percentage recommended by the Pavement Management and Mapping System (l>MMS). 

Functional Classification: Streets classified as arterials or collectors get higher priority over local streets with similar PCls 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 Cleaning Equipment Category: 

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 one point if it improves or mitigates a 
documented unsafe condition for employees. 

Need: Equipment has reached the end of useful life per industry-accepted levels (i.e. replacing sweepers every 5 to 7 years, packer trucks every 10 years, and front end loaders and Street Flusher 
trucks every 8 years). 

Mand.ates: Equipment is needed per department projects and programs (e.g., Sheriffs Work Alternative Program, which required DPW to replace its 10-passengcr vans in order to carry 
participants to and from their cleaning worksites) or equipment is needed to comply with external regulations (e.g., alternative fuel vehicles arc required by federal, state, or local regulations but 
they cost up to 70 percent more than a non-clean air version of the vehicle). 

Cost Effectiveness: New item will minimize maintenance msts compared to item being replaced. 

"11:\Soard\Eioard Mec:!ms:;\2017\Memos\"12 OH 5\581 LP?\A!lathment 2- Scoring Table Page 2 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 

. ·· Fiscal Year 
Agency Project Name Phase(s) Status 

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

Street Resn<facin,,. IEP 34) ... 
•· ...... . . .. 

SFPW 
Guerrero St, San Jose Ave and Corbett Ave 

CON Programmed so 
Pavement Renovation 

) 

SFPW 
West Portal Ave and Quintara St P~vement 

CON Allocated 
Renovation ' -

SFPW 
West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement 

CON Deobligated 
Renovation 3 

SFPW 
Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement 

CON Allocated . ... 
Renovation 1 , 

Sl'PW 
Clayton St, Clipper St and Portola Dr 

CON Allocated <" 
Pavement Renovation 2 

SFPW 
Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels Ave 

CON Allocated 
Pavement Renovation J 

SFPW 
Gilman Ave and Jerrold Ave Pavement 

CON Programmed so 
Renovation 6 

Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement 
SFPW 

" 
CON Allocated A ., 

Renovation •. '· 
SPPW 

Madrid St, Morse St and Paris St Pavement 
CON Programmed so 

Rcnovation8 

SFPW Fillmore St Pavement Renovation 8 CON Programmed 

SFPW 
[ laight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian 

CON Allocated 
Lighting

7 
N•'t' 

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

Sf'PW 
Parkmcrced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 

CON Planned S2,794,000 
Residential Pavement Renovation ' 

SFPW Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation s CON Planned 

8S HH ft 289 Mar,,1ged blftes LPP !'oBd 
&¥8'.A 
~· 

~ ~ 

Programmed in S:YPP so $13,918,246 $3,479,324 54,042,251 

Total Allocated and Pending in 5YPP 53,002,785 S13,918,246 53,479,324 $1,248,251 
Total Deobligated in 5YPP (53,002,785) so $0 so 
Total Unallocated in 5YPP so so $0 $2,794,000 

Programmed in 2014 Strategic Plan, as amended 58,602,785 $5,365,230 S3,907,668 $4,519,668 

Deobligated from Prior SYPP Cycles ** Sl,759,741 
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity 510,362,526 Sl,809,510 $2,237,854 $2,715,271 

?.'\Prop }(:\S:?-5'\'f'J'\2014\EP.H-~5 l"nlTil'"""'I &j11lrm~n1.>:Ju 'LI>: Prndingf£=rnbrr20 17 

2018/19 
To1lll 

so 

53,002,785 

(S3,(J02,785) 

$3,677,233 

SS,455,263 

$4,785,750 

so 

$3,479,324 

so 

so $0 

51,248,251 

so 

52,794,000 

S3,157,000 $3,157,000 

~ ~ 

57,240,939 S28,680,760 

so $21,648,606 

so ($3,002,785) 

$7,240,939 $10,034,9391 

$4,634,668 527,030,019 

51,759,741 

$109,000 5109,000 
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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) 
Programming and Allocations to Date 

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

Agency Project Name Pha.se(s) Status 
2014/1~_ F:o~~fie; 1 __ 2017/18. I 20iB/f9- I Total I 

S@c_t ~pair and Cleanirur E<1uipment (EP 35) 

~ 
SflPW Street Repair and Cleaning Eguipment PROC l\llocatcd $701,034 

SFPW Street Repair and Cleaning J lguipmcnt PROC Allocated S738,072 

SJWW Street Repair and Cleaning Eguipmcnt 4 PROC Allocated 

. 

Sl,499,408 

SFPW Street Repair and Cleaning Eguipmcnt 4 PROC Programmed $94,793 S94,793 

SFPW Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment PROC Programmed I $859,800 $859,800 
.. ... 

.. .. - ... -- . . 
Programmed in 5YPP 5701,034 S738,072 Sl,499,4081 594,793 S859,800 S3,893,107 

Total Allocated and Pending in 5YPP S701,034 S738,072 S1,499,408f so so $2,938,514 
Total Deobligated in 5YPP so so SOI so so so 
Total Unallocated in 5YPP so so SOf 594,793 S859,800 S954,593 

Programmed in 2(}14 Strategic Plan, as amended S701,(l34 S738,072 $1,499,4081 $94,793 S859,800 S3,893,107 

Deobli!!ated from Prior 5YPP Cycles ** $0 so 
! Cumulative RemainiruY Programming Capacitv $0 so sol $0 so so 
)ROLL-UP olEPs.34-35 -· 

J Total Programmed in SYPPs 5701,034 514,656,318 S4,978,732f S4,137,044 SS,100,739 S32,573,867 

TotalAllocatcd. and Pending in.SY.PP S3,703,819 £14,656.318 S4,978,732f $1,248,251 so 524,587, 120[ 

Total Dcobligatcd in 5YPP ($3,002,785) so SOI so so (53,002, 785) 
Total Unallocated in 5YPP so so sol S2,888,793 $8,100,739 510,989,532 

Total Programrncd in 2014 Strategic Plan, as 1"mendcd 59,303,819 S6,103,302 SS,407,0761 S4,614.461 55,494,468 S30,923,126 

Total Deobligated from Prior 5YPP Cycles 51-759,741 51-759.741 

Cumulative Remaining Proirramming Caoad1:1-- S10,362,526 Sl,809,510 $2,237,8541 S2,715,271 S109,000 $109,000 
PmgrarnmcJ 
Pending i\!lhor.innf,\pp~f"iiarii:m . 

F:\Pmp K\Sl'.S'W'l'\2fl14\EPJ4-35 'P:>vin1t""'l l>q1.,ipmcnr.>.ln l~b: Pcndin;e-Dcccml-.cr20!7 Page 2 of5 



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 

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

Fiscat Year 
2016/17 2017 /18 2018f19 

Total 

1 5YPP Amendment to add the Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement Renovation project (Resolution 2016-018, Project 134.908024) 

Guerrero St, San Jose Ave and Corbett Ave Pavement Renovation: Reduced from S5.6 million to SO in fo'iscal Year 2014/15, with ~3,677,233 added to Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement Renovation in 
Fiscal Year 2015/16 and 51,922, 767 added to cumulative remaining programming capacity. The project was funded with other sources. 
Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement Renovation: Added project with $3,677,233 in Fiscal Year 2015/16 funds for construction. 

0 SYPP Amendment to fully fund the Clayton St, Clipper St, and Portola Dr Pavement Renovation project. (Resolution 2016-047, 3/22/16) 
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced by $90,033. 
Clayton St, Clipper St, and Portola Dr Pavement Renovation: Increased by S90,033 in FY 2015/16 construction funds. 

3 SYPP Amendment to add the Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels Ave Pavement Renovation project. (Resolution 2016-047, 3/22/16) 
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced by $4,785,750. 
Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels J\vc Pavement Renovation: Added project with $4,785,750 in FY 2015/16 construction fonds. 

' Strategic Plan and 5YPP Amendment to fully fund Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (Resolution 2016-060, 6/28/16): 

l'inancc cost neutral Strategic Plan Amendment: advanced programming (5722,582 from FY 2017 /18) and cash Oow (5797,101 frcm [IY 2017 /18, 5313,895 from FY 2018/19) to FY 2016/17 in the Street 
Repair and Cleaning Equipment category. 

Street Rcsurfucing SYPP Amendment: J\ddcd Pavement Renovation Placeholder with S1, 110,995 in FY16/17 funds and the following cash Oow: 5797, 101 in rY17 /18 and S313,894 in FY18/19. 

5 West Portal Ave and Quinrara St Pavement Renovation: Candled project. This project will continue on the originally presented schedule bu·: will be funded with 2CJ11 Streets Bond funds, due to upcoming timely-use· 
of-funds requirements on that source.. 
6 5YPP amendment to add the Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement Renovation project (Resolution 2017-027, 02/28/2017): 

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

Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement Renovation: Add project with S3,479,324 in FY2016/17 funds. 
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Increased by 5428,344. 

7 SYPP amendment to add the l Iaight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian l .igbting project (Resolution 2017-054, 06/27 /2017): 
Pavement Renovation Placeholder: Reduced from Sl,110,995 to SO in rY2016/17. 
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced by S137,256. 
Haight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian Lighting: J\dd project with 51,248,251 in FY2017 /18 construction funds. 

8 SYPP amendment to add the Parkmerccd/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Street Resurfacing and Alemany Street Resurfacing projects Md the US 181 / l 280 MeRoged Lones LPP I"uad I Lel<aRge prejee' 
(Hcsolution 2018-XXX, 12/12/2017): 

Madrid St., Morse Si:c and Paris St. Pavement Renovation: Deleted project; reduced from $4,519,668 to SO in FY2017 /18_ Project -;viU be funded with non-Prop K sources. 

Fillmore St Pavement Renovation: Deleted project; reduced from $4,634,668 to $0 in rY 2018/19. Project will be funded with General Fund monies, 

Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced from 5989,603 to $0. 

Parkmerccd/'J\vin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation: Added project with S2, 794,000 in FY 2017 /18 construction funds. 

P:\Prop IC\SP-5YPF\20!4\EP.H-J5 l'o<'ffl~ "'"d S:i~!pmcnl i..I•:. "bb, l\::ndfoi:;D::~~mbcr2U 17 Page 3 of5 



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 

Strect'Ii: 
Guc=o St, San Jose Ave and Corbett Ave 
1):J\'.(..'1lltmr Renovation 1 

West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement 
Renovation 

West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement 
Renovation 5 

Ingalls Stand JndusL1al St Pavement 
Renovation 1 

Clayton St, Clipper St and Portola Dr 
Pavement Renovation 2 

Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels 
Ave Pavement Rcnovacion 3 

Gilman Ave and Jerrold Ave Pavement 
Rcnovatiofl 6 

Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement 
Renovation 6 

Madrid St, Morse St and Paris St Pavement 
Renovations 

Fillmore St Pavement Renovations 

Haight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian 
Lighting7 

Pavement Renovation Placeholder 4,7 

Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 
Residential Pavement Rcnovation8 

Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation8 

Phase 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

l2A&fill-

Total Cash Flow in 5YPP 

Total Cash Flow Allocated 
Total Cash Flow Deobligated 
Total Cash Flow Unallocated 

Total Cash Flow in 2014 Strategic Plan 
Deobligated from Prior 5YPP Cycles ** 

Cumulative Remaining Cash Flow Capacity 

1"'\l'mp "-"\~P-5'l'PP\:rn14\fPJ4..35 P,.~ingand Jit«irmrn• :><I•~ 'l!ib< J>.-nd;"A' fk<:cmh~T20l7 

($2, 4\)2,228) 

so 
53,402,228 

Sl.759,741 

SS.161.969 

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

JT;,;,quy~ 

2016/11 I 2on,r1s 2018/19 

so 

so so 

so I Sl,117,600 

S947,100 

I 
~ 

S11,22.9,657I $5,714.166 

l 
511,229,6~~1 $5,714,166 

$0 

sn so 

$8,492,741 SS,199,180 S4,397,268 

$7,624,233 56,307,335 

2019/20 
Total 

so 

$3,002,785 

(S3,002,785) 

$3,677,233 

SS,455,263 

54,785,750 

so 

53,479,324 

so 

so 

Sl,248,251 

so 

Sl,676,400 $2,794,000 

52,209,900 S3,157,000 

~ S4,083,939 

S28,GHl),760 

521,648,606 

($3,002,785) 

Sl 0,034~939 

$27 ,030,019 

$1,759,741 

5109,000 
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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 Board 

I. Fiscal Year 
Project Name Phase 

2014/15 
.. 

2015/16 I 2016/17 I 2017 /18 2018/19 

Street ~fand ck:!ning.~uijllrieiit(EPSS) 

~ 
Street Repair and Cleaning Eguipment PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment 4 PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Eguipmcnt 4 PROC so S94,793 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment PROC I I S429,900 
. .. 

To!al Cash Flow in 5YPP S350.517 S719,553I 5Ul68,4441 so 5524,693 

Total Cash Flow Allocated $350-517 S719,551I 51,868,444/ so so 
Total Cash Flow Deobligated so SOI SOI so so 
Total Cash Flow Unallocated so SOI sol Sn $524.@.:. 

Total Cash Flow in 2014 Strategic Plan S350,517 $719,5531 $757,4491 S797J01 5838,588 
Deobligated from Prior SYPP Cycles** $0 .I I 

Cumulative Remaining Cash Flow Capacity so SOI (Sl,l to.9'J5ll rS313.i-:95) so 
ROLL-UP -0fEPs 34-35 

....... 

- .. 

Casb Flow Programmed in 5YPP S.350,517 $719,5531 S1.'>,ll9ll, 101 I S5,714,166 $6,514,002 

Total Cash Flow Allocated SZ,752,745 $1,320, 1 lOJ $13,098, 1011 55,714,166 $1,424,609 
Total Cash Flow Dcobligatcd (S2, 402,228) (SG00,557) I sol so so 
Total Cash Flow Unallocated so SOI SOI so $5,089,393 

Tota.I Cash Flo"' in 2014 Strategic Plan 53.752.745 59.212.2941 SS,956.6291 55.194,369 SS,450,256 
Toml Dcobligated from Prior 5i'PP Cycles $1.759,741 .. 

Cumulative Remainfilg Cash Flow Capacity $5,161,969 $13,654,7101 56,513,2381 $5,993,440 54,929,694 
Progmmmcd 
Pending Allocation/ ApJ.>ropriation 

~.'.·. ··-- -· 

P:\l'ropK\SP-5YJT\2D14\D'.34-35P~vlng,.nd£qulpn>cnJ::d•>. L.b:Prndinit0:.:cmhtor2017 

2019/20 
Total 

S701,034 

5738,072 

Sl,499,408 

594,793 

5429,900 $859,800 

$429,91)() 53,893,107 

so $2,938,514 
so so 

S429;9011 S954,593 

S429.900 S3,893,107 

so 
so so 

S6,177,52R 532.573,867 

$277,389 S24,587, 120 
so (53,002,785) 

SS,900,139 Sl0,989,532 

Sl.356,834 530.923.126 
51,759,741 

5109,000 5109,000 
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,~TATE OF CALIFORNIA-CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Division of Local Assistance, MS 1 
1120 N STREET 
P. 0. BOX 942873 
SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001 
PHONE (916) 654-5266 
FAX (916) 654-6608 
TTY (916) 653-4086 

December 24, 2018 

Mr. Mohammed Nuru 
Director of Public Works 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room 348 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Attn: Paul Barradas 

Dear Mr. Nuru, 

EDMUND G. BROWN Jr Governor 

Flex your power! 
Be energy efficient! 

04-SF-O-CR 
LPPSB 1 L-5934(183) 
Advantage ID: 041900013 9 
PPNO: 04-2319D 
Request No.: 1 

Your letter dated October 12, 2018, requested a fund allocation from the SB 1 - Local Partnership Program (LPP) 
for your Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation between Congdon Street and Seneca Avenue Project. This 
project is included in the California Transportation Commission (CIC) adopted LPP, as amended. 

At their December 5-6, 2018, meeting, the CIC allocated funding in the amount shown below. 

The State hereby makes the following allocation, effective December 06, 2018. 

Allocation No. LPPl&-01 PROGRAMMED FUNDS FUND ALLOCATION 

Senate District No.: 11 
Assembly District No.: 17, 19 

CONST 

FEDERAL FUNDS 
STATE FUNDS 
TOTAL FUNDS 

Amount 
Programmed 

$ 1,750,000 

State 
Budget Year 

2018-19 

Amount 
Previously Allocated 

$0 

This 
Request 

$ 1,750,000 

$0 
$1,750,000 
$1,750,000 

This allocation makes available $1,750,000 of State funds (or State-only) and $0 of Feder~l funds for a total of 
$1,750,000. 

Applicable federal requirements must be complied with if this project is partially or wholly-funded with federal 
funds. 



For This Allocation: 

Funds allocated for project PA&ED are available for expenditure until: 
Funds allocated for project PS&E are available for expenditure until: 
Funds allocated for project R/W are available for expenditure until: 

Not Applicable 
Not Applicable 
Not Applicable 

Funds allocated for construction - Agency has 6 months after the date of allocation to award a contract. 

The Commission may grant a one-time extension of up to 12 months to each of the deadlines specified above 
if it finds that an unforeseen and extraordinary circumstance beyond the control of the responsible agency has 
occurred that justifies the extension. Please refer to the Local Assistance website at www.ca.gov/hq/Local 
Programs/ for additional guidance. 

The project award information shall be submitted to the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) 
immediately after award of the construction contract. A copy of the project's award package shall also be 
included with the submittal of the Administering Agency's first invoice for reimbursement. 

This allocation of LPP funds is not a commitment on the part of the State to make reimbursements until a 
project specific program supplement agreement is executed between the Administering Agency and the State. 

Your attention is directed to the CTC, Division of Transportation Programming, and Division of Local 
Assistance websites, Local Assistance Procedures Manual, and CTC-adopted LPP Guidelines for additional 
information. 

If you have any questions, please contact your DLAE. 

Sincerely, 

~~.d:~ 
for Winton Emmett, Chief 
Office of Project Implementation North 
Division of Local Assistance 

c: Jimmy Panmai - Local Assistance, D-04 
Brandon Fung - LP A 
Sharon Bertozzi - HQ LPP Program Manager 

Attachment: CTC Vote Box 



CTCMEETING REVISED ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA December 5-6, 2018 

Item DescriQtion Ref.# Presenter Status 
!:I 

Tab# ~ Eolinw.JJI> -- -- RMUirnd 

Active Transoortation Proaram (ATP) Protect Allocations 
89 Request of $12,271,000 for 17 locally-administered ATP 2.5w.(1) Laurie Waters Approved. A D 

projects. Rihui Zhang 
2.5w.{1a)- $3,468,000 for 6 ATP projects. 
2.5w.{1b)--$8,803,000for11 ATP SB1 Augmentation 

projects. 
Resolution FATP-1819-06 
IDecmnber 6, 2018 -01 :53:35) 
Advance - Solutions for Conaested Corridor Proaram Proiect Allocation 

90 Request of $78,810,000 $74,810,000 for the State- 2.5s.(4) Matthew Yosgott Bruce Approved. A D 
Administered US 101 Managed Lanes Project - Southern De Terra 
Segment SCCP project, in San Mateo County, on the State 
Highway System, programmed FY 19-20. (PPNO 0658H) 
Resolution SCCP·A-1819·05 
(Related Items under Ref. 2.1b.{2), 2.2c.(5), & 4.11) 
(Revision to agenda only; Book Item & Attachment are correct.) 
(December& 2018-01:54:31} 
Local Partnershio Proaram lLPP\ Proiect Allocations 

91 Request of $5,061,000 for four locally-administered LPP 2.5s.(3) Christine Gordon Approved. A D 
projects, off the state Highway System. Rihui Zhang 

2.5s.(3a) -$4,896,000 for three LPP - Formulaic projects. 
2.5s.(3b) - $ 165, 000 for one LPP - Competitive projects. 

Resolution LPP·A-1819-11 
(Related Item under Ref. 2.2c.(8).) 
!December 6, 2018-01:55:28} 
LPP Transit Proiect Allocation 

92 Request of $1,880,000 for the locally-administered BART 2.6s.(1) Christine Gordon Approved. A D 
·Escalator Replacement (Downtown SF Stations) LPP - Dara Wheeler 
Formulaic Transit project, in San Francisco County. 
(PPNO 04-23198) 
Resolution LPP·A-1819·12 
(Related Item under Ref. 2.2c.(3).) 
(!i!ifnQr G!dit to rramo'u'0 ~r1~ t:A fff fhe Boak {fem AltBcfmwnt.) 
(ikc:ember & 2018-01:56:30) 
Advance - LPP Transit Proiect 

93 Request of $5,000,000 for locally-administered Transit Access 2.6s.(2} Christine Gordon Approved. A D 
Pass (TAP) Bus Farebox Upgrade - Municipal Transit Dara Wheeler 
Operators LPP - Formulaic project, in Los Angeles County, 
programmed FY 19-20. (PPNO 07-5543) 
Resolution LPP-A-1819-14 
fDecember 6, 2018--01:57:21) .f Office of CTC Liaison Page 21 of 23 

-- http://www.dot.ca.~ov/hQ/transp~/ctcliaison.htrn 
As of: December 10, 2018 

Note: This document was prepared following the California Transportation Commission meeting and is a reflection of the Department's inbirpretation of actions taken by the Commission 
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CTC Financial Vote List 

2.5 Highway Financial Matters 

Project# 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPNCTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm'd Amount 

Project ID 
Adv. Phase 

2.5s.(3a} Locally·Admlnlstered Senate Btu 1 - LPP Projects Off the St<$ Highway System 
(Formulaic) 

1 Complete Streets Rehabilitation • Hiiisdaie Boulevard, 03-1786 
$2, 106,000 Oak Avenue, and West Elkhorn. Hillsdale Boulevard LPP-F /18-19 

between Frizelle Avenue and Walerga Road/Oak Avenue CONST 
Sacramento County between Hazel Avenue and Main Avenue/West Elkhorn $2,106,000 
~ Boulevard between Sacramento City limits and 2nd Street: 0318000244 

03-Sacramento rehabilitate by overlaying the roadway with rubberized asphalt s 
concrete, improving Class II bike lanes, installing bicycle 
detection at signalized intersections, repairing damaged 
sidewalks, and installing ADA improvements. 

Q!JIP!ll~Qu!QQlll!:l~ JJ.oi1 IQtW 
Bicycle lane mile(s) Miles 7 
Local road lane-mile(s) rehabilitated Miles 4 

(CEQA - CE, 12/04/2017.) 

(Contribution from other sources: $3,747,000.) 

Right of Way Certification: 10/0112018 

2 Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation. Street 04-23190 
$1,750,000 resurfacing of 1.3 miles of a key arterial in San Francisco. The LPP-F /18-19 

project consists of repairs to the road base, paving work, curb CONST 
City and County of ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. The $1,750,000 

San Francisco project will resurface Alemany Boulevard, between Congdon 0419000139 
ME St and Seneca Ave. s 

04-San Francisco 
Q!JIR!.!l~lQY!r;<QtJJ~~ !.I.rill IQtW 
Local road lane-mile(s) rehabilitated Miles 5.2 

(CEQA- CE, 10/05/2015.) 

(Contribution from other sources: $1,750,000.) 

(Right of Way Certification: 10/31/1997.) 

Page 1 

December 5-6, 2018 

Budget Year 
Item# 

Fund Type 
program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

Resolution LPP-A-1819-11 

2017-18 
601-3290 $2,1,06,000 

RMRA 
20.30.210.200 

2017-18 
601-3290 $1,750,000 

RMRA 
20.30.210.200 

~ 



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

January 31-February 1, 2018 

RESOLUTION G-18-04 

JAN · 3· J 2018 
CALIFORNIA 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

1.1 WHEREAS, on April 28, 2017, the Governor signed Senate Bill (SB) 1 (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. 



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

Implementing 
A 

Year Proposed 
A llcantA enc Pro ect lltle 2017-18 2018-19 
Bay Area Toll Authority 
Bay Area Toll Authority 

Dumbarton Bridge Operational Improvements 
SFOBB/West Oakland Regional Bicycle/Pedesbian Link Connection 

BATA 
MTC/BATNCT 

Miiiiecta.:ConlriiCOsiaTianSffistiiCi __________ -cusiOiiiBrservice-cerii0r-R0haii---------------·-------- ------ Aci'ranslt ---$50 
Alameda.Contra Costa Transit District Purchase 59 Hybrid Buses AC Transit 
say Area Rapid 'rransTtDiStiTct------------- s..:RfE:sc31ator R0piacem8nt{5CfflritoW"nsF·stations)-------------- ---··s"A'Rr ------­
oiincia-------------------------·----·- "Mii'ierRoad Refiail------------------------------- ---·oiinda -·--$2oo 
Alameda Courrty-TransportatiOri eomiiiiSsiOii_______ 7ih8trnetGrada-SaparaiiiinEast se9-nini(iSGSE) ------------ ------AcTC -·-$001 
coiitffic<isTa-fiiinsiiOrtaiiCiii"Aliiii<iili:t-·--------- .. ROOie600N1flfxiiies5Tliii6-----------·-------------- ------··CCT:;;. -------
contra Costa Transportation Authority El Cerrito Pavement Project El Cenito 
Contra Costa Transportation Authority Martinez Pavement Project Martinez 
FresnocouiitY·rr.nsiioiia·tl;;iiA"Uihoiit"Y_____________ -wuiOWA'viiiiuestraeiTmpiUv0iii0riiS"--·------------- --·--ciDvis -·---
cieiiiia"ke-·-------------------·----------- ·aumsvaiieyScfiOavciVfc-c9ritar-:SiCyci0i"PiidesiifariE"iiliaiiC6maiifs"" ----Cleartake 

Macie..-a·c;;;,iitY"fransi>o"rtatioli Authority -------------
Madera County Transportation Authority 
Madera County Transportation Authority 
Madera County Transportation Authority 
TransportatiOiiliuthorttyMarin-County _______ _ 

Transportation Authority Marin County 
i'ortsra!i!i"-·-------------------------· 

-0rangeAV"enueand6tti"SireeTPii'VefiieritR6'hii6iiffu1ion ______ _ 

2017-18 3R and ADA Improvements 
2018-19 3R and ADA Improvements 
Road ~O Curo & Gutter, Sidewalk, Shoulder Paving & Rehabilltation 

""'Miiiiii:sonomaNamms (60SlgiiCOOtraciS B1-Ph2 arid"A4J-·---------­
Francisco Blvd West Multi-Use Pathway (2nd St to Anderaen Dr) 
2019St"iOOtR0habifilafiOrlP"roieCi'-----------·---

-·-chowciima --$142 
Madera 217 
Madera 

Madera County 
--cattraiis 

San Rafael 
$250 
$502 

POirit"iifelia-····----·-----·-·-----·-·-·-- -150r1 ROO<i"RehilliiTif8fiOri&overlayi'fiiiect ----------·----· 
·---Torter.iiiii ---­
·-·rOiriCA'..Sria --$200 
-·-·--Wiiriis -$160 Willits-·-··-------------------------- -ASPiia1tM.inteiiaiioo"Pi09ram··----·-··----------

fransP<lriaiiO'ni\90nC"Yfor"Moni6reicouiiiY ________ _ 
Transportation Agency for Monterey County 
Transportation Agency for Monterey County 
Manteray:Siiifnas'Transi\Diiiirt"ci ______________ _ 
rn:.Ci<OO-------------------·----
sacrameni<ii'raiisiiOrtatioiiAuihOritY' ________ _ 
S~c.remento TrBn.gpnrt:atloo A1;ttivrity 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 
Sacramento Transportation Authority 

saiii'raricisco eouniYT"ransP<irtat1oiiAuiii0.ttY·--­
san Francisco County Transportation Authority 

siiniiic'iiira"CCiUiifv"vaiiay Transport"11on 'ALithoritY" 

son0ma-M"aiin·;..n;;;Riii1-i'ransiTi5istrrcr··-------­

c;;·,;Aii9eies 6ountYMatiiiPoiitan TraiisportatlonAU'thOitty -
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transpor(ation Authority 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
ciran9a-c"Ountv TransportatiOnliuthority _______ _ 

RiveiiiTcie"'Couiit;;Transportation eomrillSSiOii ____ _ 
Riverside County Transportation Commission 
Riverside County Transportation Crnnmisslon 

saili5iegoCoUiity RegiO'riaiTransp{iitat1oli-COnilnis5Tcir1 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
siiniiiBartiara couiit-YCacaTTrii"riSiiOrt'aii'On"AUihaiitY" __ _ 
Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority 
Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority 
S~nta Barbara county LOC<ll Transportation Authority ..4.--·-----.. .._ _____________________ _ 
Tulare Gou Trans ation Aut · 

FDitoiii"R0g10ri81Tuiiia"iid8reeiiWai··---------------

Route 156 Safety lmprovements-Blacl<ie Road Extension 
Regional Wayfinding Program 

""Moii19r0y"fius Rapid Tuiii"sitP"llaSBfi------------------·----

21su5esiorCTreUiaiOi"SerV"ice Expa,;src;n---··-----------
Rooctv.rRy RPJlabilitAtitm, 8tmAt 1 lght & 8trRAt Sign Repl!ilr::ement 
Upgraded Curb Ramps Pavement Sealing 
Pavement Sealing 
Road Widening w/ Bike Lanes 
Sunrise Blvd Roadway Rehabifitation 
Roadway Rehabilitation 
Complete Streets Rehabilltation 

'PaikriiereedffiVin PeakSiGTan Park Resideiitiai Pavement Renovation-­
Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 
CBpitol ~way LRrEXtensfOn (Eastndg0'."Allim-ROCk)"----·----

sMARt'RiiiiMii'inr.fi"anceEquipmant-Ei{iianskiii------------· 
w0st"siii1TaAmis7a-nciirffinsTtCOiilcior<WsA6f _________ _ 

Green Line Extension (Redondo Baach-Tonrance) 
V\/iliowbrool</Rosa Parks Station Mezzanine Improvements 
1=-s1mµrOV0meiifs, Rt1:i-Oso P8ii<W8YiSeQriienl1) ______ _ 
ReiiiiiCii"R'oute 7i79Tlnterchange (NB Rt 71 to-EBRt9i') _____ _ 

Pachappa Underpass (Rt 91 HOV Remnant Work, Raise UPRR) 
Temescal Canyon Road Gap Closure (widen to 4 lanes) 
IOSSAN-SDSubilMsi'"ciiiDou'bleiiaCk(C"P"EiiS'tbro<ik"--cPsheii) __ _ 
LOSSAN Batiquitos Lagoon Doubletrack/Bridge (MP234.5-MP235.5) 
LOSSAN San Dieguito Lagoon Doubletrack/Bridge/Platform (242.2-243.9) 
LOSSAN SO Subdivision Sorrento to Miramar Ph2 (MP251.2-MP253) 
LOSSAN SD Subdivision Signal RespaC!ng/Optimizatlon 

---·--r,;;i;;c ··-·s&:io 
TAMC 
TAMC -·---·-M'sr -------

---'i'iiiCkee -$200 
----RT 

Citrus Heights 
Elk Grove $323 
Elk Grove $30 

Folsom 
Rancho Cordova 

Sacramento $1,748 
Sacramento Co. $268 
----SFPw-Woo 

SFPW 
--··sccvrA -W."442 
·saiiiiicruzco. --­
·--sSii'iaRosa ·--$100 

·-···-s'MliRf $1;553 
---LACMfA ----·­

LACMTA 
LACMTA $14,808 

-----Celtrans 

---R'crc 
RCTC 

Riveraide Co. 
----sP:N5'AG 

SANDAG 
SANDAG 
SAN DAG 
SANDAG 

.$2,000 
$1,250 
$3,500 
$1,720 
$1,000 

Rt 1ofsania"M0rifeii"RciMaR'0aiTnia'fsec1ionTn1P'i0veiiierit5---·----· --e:attran. --$754 

Santa Claus Lana Class I Bikaway, Callfomia Coastal Trail Gap Ciosure Carpinteria 
North Padaro Lane Coastal Access Improvements SB County $30 
Summerland Area Coastal Access Improvements SB County $150 

'Rff98i'At<eiSsfiiC"'iiii'iUVii'Ak0ffili10bie+Ak'SrSiMTneraiKinirileiii9Ci- ····-·Visana ~-$269 

Page 1 of1 

$8,200 
$2,000 

$765 
$253 

$1,880 

---$7,073 

""$4,799 
$200 
$200 

-·14']'44 
-·-··1200 

$180 
$175 

--$250 

--$200 

---$600 
$250 
$163 

-·1505 

_$1~287 
$299 

$261 
$300 
$289 

$2.106 

$2,083 
-·-·ro 

-$476 
$473 

• $23,941 
$19,745 

$4,272 
$7,300 

$9,470 

-·-$450 
$410 
$180 
$600 

Total 
Pro osed 

$10,200 

$1,068 
T1;wo··· 
"""$"2li'i) 

"17,980 

$5,199 

$4,644 

$200 

$714 

$1,002 
-S2or· 
-fioo· 
-1100· 

$1,613 
""T!&--
$200" 

~911 

$4,189 
··wµr 
"$476-
·-mr 
"$1,553"-

Attachments 

LPP 
Shares 

$10,236 

$1,068 
-$1,a00·-

-Foo-
_$7;980 

$5,199 
$4,544 •• 

$200 --

$714 

$1,002 
-$200-
-$200--
-$200-

$1,513 
$505-" 

$200 --

$6,911 

$4,189 
$9,442""" 

--~· $631 

$1,152"°" 
-m53·· 

Unprgrmd 
Balance 

$36 

$0 
-w··-
·-w··· 
-$0·· 

$0 
·-w· 
$0 

$0 

$0 
-ro·· 
-$0'" 
$i0o 

$0 
-·10 

$0 

$0 

$0 
$0-

$155 

$579"" 
$0 

$58,494 $58,494 $0 
$Th-;242'-t-·,,-,,;:-=,,,--i---· 

$13,672 $13,620 $48 

$18,940 $18,940 $0 

Revised 01131/2018 



To: 

From: 

Memorandum TAB20 

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

~~~~~il~~~( l-.-· 
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 

Subject: ADOPTION OF 2018 LOCAL p ARTNERSHIP 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 1 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 1 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. 1brough 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 remaining $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 - I-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 A very 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 

A venue. 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 
FY 2018-19. 

Town of Truckee 
• Town of Truckee-Annual Slurry Seal Project. Over a distance of 32 miles of local 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 A venue from Shepherd to Copper A venues. 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 licantA enc Pro ectTitle 
Implementing 

Agency 
Year Proposed 

2017-18 2016-19 
Bay Nea Toll Authority 
Bay Area Toll Authority 
AtarnOcla-COniraCoSiarraii5ttoistrtct ______ _ 

Alameda-Contra Costa Trans if District 
Bay Area RapictTransitDfstrtct-----------· 
Oriiiciii--------··------------·-·--
iiiaiiie'd-.--c;;ii,;ty TriitiSPortatia"ii coiiiiiiTsSiOn _____ _ 

coritrac'OslB"i'ransp0rtaiion'AUUiOrii:Y-···-------­
Contra Costa Transportation Authority 
Contra Costa Transportation Authority 
F'reSiio"couniY'Transportiiii'OnAiiihonty __________ _ Ciiiariai<e ____________________ _ 

M"aileracouniY TransportatiOiililithOniY-··----­
Madera County Transportation Authority 
Madera County Transportation Authority 
Madera County Transportation Authority 
friiiSPortatiOn Auihority-Marin'CoUiiiY-·--·-­
Transportation Authority Malin County 
'For!Eiia!iii·---·--··-------------

Dumbarton Bridge Operational Improvements 
SFOBBJWest Oakland Regional Bicycle/Pedestrian Link Connection 
Customer Service Center Rehab---····-·--·-·---------·--· 

Purchase 59 Hybrid Buses 

BATA 
MTCIBATAICT 

·--ACTransit --Tse 
AC Transit 

SARTESCalator Replacement (D0Vinto1m SF Stations)__________ --BART 
·M;n;;r·R08;rnei;;.'b--------------------·--­
·7thstffiei'Grades.pa;a;JoiiEaSfs.grn.;;t (7SGsE)-----·----
Route660Ns Express Lane __________ _.,._....., 

El Cenrito Pavement Projed. 
Martinez Pavement Project 

·wmOvi"iiVeiiuasife.tiiilprovaiiieiiis ..... ------·-··-------

Bums valley ·SChaa\ICiVic ceriter- Bicycle1Pedesiriai1EiiiiMC.menis--
oiange Averiueaiid6tiistree\PiivemenTRe"haiiiiitaii"Oi1 ______ _ 

2017-18 3R and ADA Improvements 
2018-19 3R and ADA Improvements 
Road 30 Curo & Gutter, Sidewalk, Shoulder Paving & Rehabilitation 

Miirirl:sonom."Narrowii (Design coiitracts-B1-Pti2aridA4)-----·-­
Franclsco Blvd West Multi-Use Pathway (2nd St to Andersen Dr) 
2019 s1reerRehabiittiiiiOili3roiect------------------···---

-----Ciifnd'a ---$200 
--·-AC'Tc $907 

--·--ccti\ 
El Cerrito 
Martinez 

----Cto'Vis 

-cTeartake 
-·cliOWCtiTa 

Madera 
Madera 

Madera County 

--$142 
217 

·--·ca1tran. -$2so 
San Rafael $502 

-·---F-;;rt"Br.99 ---
i50ini'Afena·--·------------·--- Port"Road'Reiiatiiiitail0n&OvOriayProjOit__________ -"POfnTAreiia -- $200 

Wfiiits··--·----------------·---- Asphai!Maiiitenance Program··-----·----------- -----Wiiiifs $100 

i"f'an"S'i)o"itationAgency!Or MOiiiiireY-cciiiii;y-··--···--- "Fof'toidRegialiairraii'and GreeITNiii···--··-------------
Transportauon Agency far Monterey County Route 156 Safety Improvements-Blackie Road Extension 
Transportation Agency far Monterey County Regional Waytinding Program 
Maiiiiire,::Sa1iii'as'Tramii\ rnstrfct-··--------- Monterey Bus Rapid Transit Piiasa li·----------------
TruCkee---------·----··-----+·-An-,.-n-u-a"t s"'1u-rry$8aiProject---·------------­

SaU8i'1~~f;fian~~lliiO'_A_u-u·-,u-i'il-y--··---- 218Uie5f0r~Or Ser:iCe ~ariSiOri--.. ---------·-

---i'AMc --·$500 

TAMC 
TAMC 

---MST 

--"frlici<ee - $200-

RT 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Roadway Rehabilitation, Street Light & Street Sign Replacement Citrus Heights 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Upgraded Curo Ramps Pavement Sealing Elk Grove $323 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Pavement Sealing Elk Grove $30 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Road Widening wl Bike Lanes Folsom 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Sunrise Blvd Roadway Rehabilttation Rancho Cordova 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Roadway Rehabilitation Sacramento $1,748 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Complete Streets Rehabilitation Sacramento Co. $266 
saiii=raiiciSro County Transportation.AuthorftY________ Parkmercedii'YAn PeakSIGTeii-Park R.SideintiaiPaV"~vatlon SFPW f2:100-
San Francisco County Transportation Authority Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation SFPW 

Santa CiaracaUri!Y"vaneyTran$Portatlon Alrthoii-·ty---t-CapitOffiil'reSS'Wayl:RTExteii~slridge-AiUrii Rock) seem "$9,442 
saiii.acniZcoiiiiiY'RegioriO! Transportation"cOrriiiiission •• ·201af?Ui1 Depth Recycle & olert'aY'-------------+-SaiiiacniZ co. 

s0ii0iiiac0un\Yrrai1sli0rtilti'Oi1Aliifiority -··---- saiifa-RO"sa ciBAG2iiikeaiid"PeaeStrianPrOf.ct 8aiiiii'ROs8 -$160" 
scinoriia MarinAreaRaUTraiisii"i'iisifiCt________ SMARTRailM:iiiiteiiance Eq"UipmentEXpansion SMART "$1~553 
CCiS'f..iiiieiescounty'Melii]p'OiiiBOfr'anS?oiiatiOiiALlth"tiii\Y weTsiiiit.aAiiiisi3nct1Tr3iisltcoilidor(w8As)------:-· -"""CACMTA ---
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Green Line Extension (Redondo Beach-Tonrance) LACMTA 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Wll\owbrook/Rosa Parks Station Meuanine Improvements LACMTA $14,808 
oraiiiiii"ciilirit'Y'fransportati0nAUthority_______ "j:."5 lmprovements,Rt73-0.0 ParkWay (Segmenin--·----------- ---Gaiiiiln's 

'RiV€"i5ici8"ctiiiiity TranS?'Ditatkiii commission ____ _ -R'eplace'Route 71191Triieii:i1ange (NB Rt71tOEEiRt9l) _______ ---·--RCTC $2,000 

$8,200 
$2,000 

--$765 
$253 

"'$"1.860 

"$7,073 
$4,799 

$200 
$200 

"$4,544 
--$200 

$160 
$175 

"$2so 

-·$200 

-··-$600 
$250 
$163 

-$505 

- $1.287 
$299 

$261 
$300 
$289 

$2,106 

Riverside County Transportation Commission 
Riverside County Transportation Commission 

Pachappa Underpass (Rt 91 HOV Remnant Work, Raisa UPRR) RCTC $4,272 

SanD]ego County Region:ifTr'ansportiitioiiC:omii\isSion­
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 

santii"fiafiiaracouii!YTocai"friiiiSiicirtation Authority ---
Santa Bart>ara County Local Transportation Authority 
Santa Samara County Local Transportation Authmity 
Santa Bart>ara County Local Transportation Authority 
TuiarecountyTransp0rtation Au~------

Aonllcant Aaencv 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
San Joaquin County Transportation Authority 
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission 
Santa Cruz Metropofltan Transit District 
Sonoma County Transportation Authority 
Stanislaus county Transportation Authoritv 

Temesca\ Canyon ROad Gap Closure (widen to 4 lanes) Riveraide Co. $7,300 
Loss'A'Nsi5Subdivisioii00uiiiiotrac1< ccPE.Sibrook-"CP"sli'eii)·---- ·-·-sANo..,.AG~....,,$2"",o""'oo'=-+-
LossAN Batiquitos lagoon Doubletrack/Bridge (MP234.5-MP235.5) SANDAG $1,250 $9,470 
LOSSAN San Dieguito Lagoon Doubletrack/Bridge/Platfarm (242.2-243.9) SANDAG $3,500 
LOSSAN SD Subdivision Sorrento to Miramar Ph2 (MP251.2-MP253) SANDAG $1,720 
LOSSAN SD Subdivision Signal RespacinglOptimization SANDAG $1,000 
Ri'i01,saiiia"Man1caR'dNia"Re"aTintersection lmpro;nis--- -·--caw:aits -$754 
Santa Claus Lane Class I Bikeway, Cal~omia Coastal Trail Gap Closure Carpinteria 
North Pactaro Lane Coastal Access Improvements SB County 
Summertand Area Coastal Access Improvements SB County 

Rt 196/AkersStftC(lmproveMerSJNobie+A~ineral King intersect) Visalia 

$30 
$150 

--$450 
$410 
$180 
$600 

Implementing Year Proposed 

Pulled Prolectll 
~10 Corridor Contrad.1 (Express Lanes - DIB 2b) 
Redlands Passenger Rail (SBdo Transit Center- Redlands University) 
Route 991120 Connector 
Vehicle Replacement 
Vehicie Replacement 
Route 101 Marin/Sonoma Narrows C-2 project 
Route 99/Fulkerth Road lnterchanQe Improvements 

No Pro ect Pro osed 

Page 1 of1 

Aaenci 
SBCTA 
SBCTA 

Ca\trans 
SC Metro 
SC Metro 
Caltrans 
Turtoci< 

Implementing 

2017-18 2018-19 
$6,1$9 

$6,169 
$3,408 

$155 
$631 
$579 

$1,258 $1,243 

Total 
Pro 

$10,200 

$1,006" 
- $1

1
8aO-

--woo ... 
$7,980 

$5,199 
-$4,544 

~ 

$714 

$1,002 
·--$iao-
"$200 

• $100·-

$1,513 

$50S-
-$260" 

$6,911 

$4,189 

$9,442 
$476 

-$573-
$1,563 -

$13,672 

$18,940 

$2,674 

Total 
Pronosad 

$12,338 
$3,408 
$155 
$631 
$679 

$2,601 

LPP 
Shares 

$10,236 

$1,068 

T1:6sO 
$2o<r 
$f.9aa· 

$5,199 

$4,sM'" 
-$200· 

$714 

$1,002 

$200 

$200 

$200 

$1,513 

$6,911 

$4,189 

$9,442 
-$476-

$573-

$58,494 

"$16,242 

$13,620 

$16,940 

$2,574 

$2,694 
$173,549 

AttachmentB 

Unpf1lrmd 
Balance 

$36 

$0 
$er· 

··i-o-
"$0 

$0 
$0 ___ 

··w· 

$0 

$0 
··10-· 
·-$6-

$160 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 
-·so 
"$iJ-

$46 

$0 

$184 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Adoption of the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 

October 17-18, 2018 

. RESOLUTION G-18~44 

OCT 1 7. 2019 · 
CAL!f:ORNtA 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION · 

1.1 WHEREAS, on April 28, 2017, the Governor signed Senate Bill (SB) 1 (Beall, Chapter 5, 
Statutes of 2017), enacted as the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, creating the 
Local Partnetship 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 iniprovement projects; and 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Bay Area Toll Authority 

Contra Costa Transportation Authority 

Orinda 

Fresno County Transportation Authority 

Madera Countv Transoortation Authoritv 

Transportation Authority of Marin County 

Fort Bragg 
Point Arena 
Willits 

Transportation Agency for Monterey County 
Monterev-Salinas Transit District 

Truckee 

Sacramento Transportation Authority 

San Francisco Transportation Authoritv 

San Joaquin County Transportation Authority 

Sonoma County Transoortation Authority 

Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District 

Yuba County 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Oranqe County Transportation Authority 

Riverside Countv Transoortation Commission 

Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority 

California Transportation Commission 

Adopted 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 
($1,000s) 

Implementing Total Project 
Projec:t Title Agency Cost 

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

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

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

Avenue 7 Road Rehabilitation Madera Countv $750 

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

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

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

2019 Slurrv Seal Truckee $1,058 

Circulator Bus Service Exoansion RT $1,982 
ADA Accessibility and Drainaqe Improvements Citrus Heiqhts $641 
2020 Pavement Resurfacino Elk Grove $3,754 
East Bidwell Street Widenina and Sidewalk Folsom $548 
Sunrise Boulevard Roadway Rehabilitation Rancho Cordova $4,368 
Folsom Boulevard Roadwav Rehabilitation Sacramento $2,222 
Complete Streets Rehabilitation Sacramento County $2,500 

Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement F<enovation SFPW $4,972 

Turner Road lnterchanoe Operational Improvements Caltrans $4,171 

2019 Pedestrian and Surfacino Improvements Sonoma County $1,352 

SMART Rail Maintenance Eauioment ExJansion Phase 2 SMART $1,486 

Erle Road Rehabilitation Yuba County $678 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor rWSABl LACMTA $1,250,200 
Transit Access Pass (TAP) Bus Farebox Upqrade- Municipal Transit Operators LACMTA $10,000 
Green Line Extension (Redondo Beach- orrance) LACMTA $1,167,273 

1-5 Improvement, Alicia Parkway - El Toro Road (Seamen\ 3) Caltrans $154,052 

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

Cabrillo Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements Santa Barbara $4,220 
Santa Claus Lane Streetscaoe, Coastal Access Parkina and Railroad Crossino Santa Barbara County $8,040 

Total Recommended for 2019 Forrnulaic Program $3,283,141 

No Projects Proposed 

Cycle 1 Cycle 2 
Applicant Agency Unprogrammed Unprogrammed 

Shares Shares 
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District $0 $480 
Alameda Countv Transoortation Commission $0 $3,802 
Bay Area Rapid Transit District $0 $845 
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo Countv $0 $122 
City of Clearlake $0 $100 
Imperial County Local Transportation Authority $1,076 $556 
Merced County Transoortation Authority $1,253 $599 
Napa Valley Transportation Authority $323 $311 
Nevada Citv $200 $100 
Stanislaus County Transportation Authority $0 $1,196 
Santa Clara Countv Valley Transportation Authority $0 $4,497 
San Mateo County Transoortation Authoritv $0 $840 
San Mateo County Transit District $1,757 $840 
Santa Cruz Countv Reaional Transoortation Commission $0 $302 
Santa Cruz Metrooolitan Transit District $0 $302 
San Bernardino County Transportation J,uthority $0 $6,339 
San Dieao Countv Reaional Transoortat on Commission $5,340 $9,727 
Tulare County Transportation Authority $0 $1,387 

Total $9,949 $32,345 

Total Cycle 2 Cycle 1 Unprogrammed 
Proposed Shares Unprogrammed balance 

Cvcle 1and2 Shares 

$19,885 $9,649 $10,236 $0 * 
$2,286 

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

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

$341 $341 $0 $0 

$483 $483 $0 $0 

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

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

$100 $100 $0 $0 

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

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

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

$551 $551 $0 $0 

$743 $743 $0 $0 

$300 $100 $200 $0 

$5,441 
$5,000 $29,973 $2,686 $2,473 

$19,745 

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

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

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

$83,975 $72,656 $13,503 $2,473 

*Cycle 2 Shares include a $5 million incentive grant 

Unprogrammed 
Total Shares 

$480 
$3,802 

$845 
$122 
$100 

$1,632 
$1,852 

$634 
$300 

$1,196 
$4,497 

$840 
$2,597 

$302 
$302 

$6,339 
$15,067 

$1,387 
$42,294 10/5/2018 



To: 

Memorandum 

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: October 17-18, 2018 

Reference No.: 4.6 
Action 

Published Date: October 5, 2018 

From: SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Prepared By: Christine Gordon 
Assistant Deputy Director 

Subject: ADOPTION OF THE 2019 LOCAL p ARTNERSHIP FORMULAIC PROGRAM OF 
PROJECTS, RESOLUTION G-18-44 

ISSUE: 

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

RECOMMENDATION: 

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

BACKGROUND: 

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

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

Commission staff held a workshop on June 5, 2018, to give jurisdictions an opportunity to review, 
comment, or request modifications to the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program. At the 
workshop, Commission staff discussed the proposed amendments to the 2018 Local Partnership 
Program Guidelines, identified potential jurisdictions eligible for funding shares in subsequent 
cycles, and discussed the proposed funding share distribution for Fiscal Year 2019-20. 
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On June 27, 2018 the Commission adopted the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program Share 
Distribution for Fiscal Year 2019-20. Eligible jurisdictions, outlined in the Share Distribution, 
submitted project proposals by the August 29, 2018 deadline. On September 11, 2018, the 
Commission posted the log of proposals to its website. 

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

Of the 40 agencies eligible for the program, 22 agencies submitted 33 projects for programming 
and all 33 projects are recommended for programming. The cmTent program of projects will 
program a total of $83 .9 million that includes cycle 1 formulaic unprogrammed shares of 
$11 million, over Fiscal Year 2019-20. 

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

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

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

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

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

segment of severely deteriorated major roadway to provide a safer commute for travelers. 
$341,000 in Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding is recommended for construction 
in Fiscal Year2019-20. 

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

provide for the expansion of service throughout the district with the purchase of electric and/or 
gasoline buses for safe, reliable, and affordable transportation. $991,000 in Local Partnership 
Formulaic Program Funding is recommended in Fiscal Year 2019-20. 
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• Riverside County Transportation Commission - 1-215/Placentia Avenue Interchange. This 
project will provide a new interchange to improve mobility, traffic flow, traffic congestion, 
and enhance air quality. $7,090,000 in Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding is 
recommended for construction in Fiscal Year 2019-20. 

Attachments: 
- Attachment A: Resolution G-18-44 
- Attachment B: Projects Recommended for Programming 
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London N. Breed 
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: 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Mohammed Nuru, Director of Public Works 

DATE: February 5, 2019 

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: 

~ Proposed grant resolution; original signed by Department 

~Grant information form, including disability checklist 

~Grant budget 

~Grant application 

~ SFCTA Resolution programming the SFCTA's share of LPP formulaic funds to SFPW 

~ CTC Resolution programming LPP formulaic funds to SFPW for Alemany Boulevard 
Pavement Renovation 

~ CTC LPP Cycle 2 Approved Programming 

~ CTC LPP Cycle 1 Alemany Boulevard Allocation 

Departmental representative to receive a copy of the adopted resolution: 

Name: Elizabeth Ramos Phone: 415-554-4069 

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

Certified copy required Yes D 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 $1,750,000 Senate Bill {SB1) 
Local Partnership Program (LPP) formulaic funds. Public Works will use available formulaic funding for 
the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project. 

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 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 (CTC) adopted and programmed $2,083,000 in FY2018-2019 LPP 
Formulaic Program funds for Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation. On October 17, 2018, CTC 
reprogrammed $333,000 in FY2018-2019 LPP Formulaic Program funds from Alemany Boulevard to 
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation based on lower project costs. 

For questions, please contact Elizabeth Ramos, San Francisco Public Works Capital Budget Analyst at 

(415) 554-4069. 



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 

SAN FRANCISCO 

LONDON N. BREED 

MAYOR 

TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

DATE: 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Kanishka Karunaratne Cheng ~ 
Accept and Expend Grant - California State Senate Bill 1 Local 
Partnership Program - Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation -
$1,750,000 
February 26, 2019 

Resolution authorizing the acceptance and expenditure of California State Senate 
Bill 1 Local Partnership Program formulaic funding in the amount of $1,750,000 
for San Francisco Public Works' Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 
project. 

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

Should you have any questions, please contact Kanishka Karunaratne 
554-6696. 

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

TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


