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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] · 

. 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

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, S81 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 Formule:dc 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 W·HEREAS, 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 SF CT A 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 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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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 ame,-idment; 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 

10 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, ThatSFPW, 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:~ ,,.-

-;zzffe~ 
Mohammed Nuru 

Director of Public Works 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Safai 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Approved: ~-----=+-1---1--.,L::::...,::___:~---J. 

~ Mayor 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITIEE MEETING MARCH 13, 2019 

Item 5 
File 19-0220 

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 (SB1) 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 

111 The California Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, also known as SB1, 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 Forrnulalc Program funds because voters approved Proposition K 

(half cent sales tax) in 2003 and Proposition AA (vehicle registration fee) in 2010. 

111 In December 2017, the SFCTA Board identified three projects to receive SB1 formulaic 

funding, including the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation project. In January 2018, 

the California Transportation Commission (CTC} allocated $2,083,000 of SB1 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. 

111 The Alemany project consists of resurfacing approximately 1.3 miles of Alemany 

Boulevard, between Congdon Street and Geneva Avenue, including repairs to the road 

ba~e, 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 SB1 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. 

• Approve the proposed resolution. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Recommendation 

8 

1003 

BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 



BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING MARCH 13, 2019 

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. 

The California Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, also known as Senate Bill 1 {SBl), 
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 feej_ in. 2010, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority {SFCTA) is eiigibie 
to receive SBl 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. 

The proposed resolution would authorize the Department of Public Works (Public Works) to 
accept and expend a State SBl 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 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE Sus-COMMITIEE MEETING MARCH 13, 2019 

As of December 2016, the Pavement Condition Index {PC1) 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. 

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 

__ !..r.a.ff!.~ __ R._()Y!l.r.i~ __ Y.\l_.()_r:I< __ ... ________ ........................ _ ............ ___ .. ., ______________ ......... ___ ,, ___ .. ___________ .. __ .............. ___ ., _____ .... __ ........ -......... ______ ............... --.. --.. ---.... --$ ~-~5./!_29_ 
--.. ~-!.a._r,i_r.ii_r,i_~ ..................... ___ .. ,_ .... ,_ .......... -.... -.......................... ,_ .. ., _____ ........ _ ................ , _______ ,, _____ ~_8_?!..Q_Q_Q____,,_ .. _______ ?.~ .... --------------------$._Q:_?.!? ____ ,, __ 4~§-~:5..9..9 _ 
__ _l::l_<?.! .. IY.1.!~ .. 0.~P.-~-~-1_! ... ______ , ....... _ ............ ______ ,, _____ .. _______ ,, _________ _. .... , ______ ............ ______ .. ____________ __?.!._g_g_g __ ., _________ i::c:i.~~--------.. -----~~5 .g9 _____________ _?._7-:5.!.2_0._g __ 
. C.?..r.i~r..e.!~--~~se ... _ _ ... 30,000 Square Feet ........ ~?.:9..9 ............ §~9.!.9..9..0. ... .. 

___ cor,i_~i::.e.!.e. . ..?..\9.~~_a._l~-----------------........................................ __________ ............................. __________ ..?.!..O..Q9. ... _ .. ,~9-~.~r..e. .. ~e.e..! _________ !O.OO. ________ ,, _____ _?_o.Lg_g.o._ __ 
___ c=.?..~~-~n. .. e..9_.~.()-~~!.~!.e._C._~_r:~_a __ n._9. __ C.<:>.n..~r..e..t.~-~_l:l_~~_r: _________ ..................... -........ ____ ,!!.~.Q9. .... - ... ~~r.i.e..a._r!~e..!. _______ _?._g.o_g ____ .............. ...?.~J..0..Q.O.. ... . 
---~-()£1~.e..!~ .. 5.'.~_r.£.~a..ti:E .. ':":'i_!_~-~-e._!_e._~_t.a.~.!.e.. .. !i_l~_S. _________ ............................................ _______ §_D. _________________ ~_a._~b ......... ______ 3,0~:5..-00. ___ ............ ~~L~0..0.. .. .. 
----~cl_j_~~-! .. C::i_!Y:::<?.~!1~-~--~-a..r.i-'2.°..~ ... F..r.a.0.e.. .. a. .. n..9. .. C..~~-!!_~g t_?._§i::_a_<;l_e.. .... ___________________ }_~_g ________________ ~.a.~b _________________ ~9.9..:.Q.0.._ ........... ____ ~~-°--9.9.. __ 

Adjust City-Owned Hydrant and Water Main Valve Box 60 Each 500.00 30,000 
..... c=.a.~!J.r.i.~_!_<?._~r..'.!_~_e. ______________________ ,, __________________________________________ ...... ---------............... _ ........................... -. _____________ ...... - .................. _______________________________ ._ ................ .. 
___ fi!.Y.:<2~.r:i~.9--~~!.1 .. §_?.xe~Jf.'J.i:~ . .?!.~e.E!.a..~e._-~_e._!}_!_L __________ .. _____________________ ,, ____ ... _?..O. ___________ ..§.a..~b .......................... :5..:5..0..:.0..9.. _______________ ~!!.9._Q_g ___ 
.... Te..~E()!.ary __ Y.'(.b_i!_e.f.~~J!.?w _?_!r..i.P..i_l:'.L ...................................... -----------.. --------·------..J:.?.:~!..0..9.9. ......... .!J.nea_r __ ~_e..! .......................... ?.:.9.9.._ ............. .?.:~§!..0..9..0.. ... . 

Mobilization, Demobilization, Allowances, and Other 140,000 
Construction Subtotal $2,893,000 
Construction Contingency (10%) $289,000 ... ccm'Str:~-~ij;·iliVi·~-~~g~;:;:;-~~t--('ii%)---.. -------------............................ ______________________ .. _______ .... ____________________ ............ _ .. __ " _______________ 3'1s·:·aO'o .. .. 

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 ;;is well. 

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 . 
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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 acc~pt 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 Telepho'ne: 415.554.4069 

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

5. Amount of Grant Fundin 

[ ] Not yet approved 

lied for: $.1, 750,000 
. Grant Contract ID 
TBD 

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 Projed 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? 

1006 
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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? 
[X]Yes []No 

b. 1. 

b. 2. 

c. 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): 

[ J 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 

1007 

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) 
[ J Rehabilitated Site( s) 
[] New Slte(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: ~y > t ;2» ('J' 

Department Head or Designee Approval of Grant Information Form: 

Mohammed Nuru 
(Name) 

Director, San Francisco Public Works 

(Title) ~ 8 aol a 
Date Rmriewed: ~\!'\J,LOS)i I . I 

3 
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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 

1009 



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 
Frandsco Public Works (SFPW), we would like to express our appreciation to the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) for considering out 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 SFCT.A'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 
F~ancisco's share of the LPP Formulaic Program for FYs 2017/18 and 2018/19 to the 
following two SFPW street resurfacing projects: 

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

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

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

As the implementing agency, SFPW assumes responsibility and accountability for the use 
and expenditure of program funds as established by the CTC in the LPP Guidelines 
adopted on October 18, 2017. In this capacity, SFPW will ~ubmit allocation requests to 
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Bransen, 12.15.17 
Pag~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 proj~ct nominations. If you have a~y questions about tbis 
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 racheLalonso@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 S.an Francisco residents and visitors. · 

Sincerely, 

Mohammed Nuru 
Director 

. San Francisco Public Works 

Attachments: 

~14·/J //' --
c::,b' L/VL-{/~ 

Tilly Chang 
Executive Director 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority 

1. Parkmerced/Twin Pea.ks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovatlon Project Application 
2. Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project Application 

cc: MEL, ALF, OQ, AS - SFCTA 
RA,PH-SFPW 
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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 

For'mula 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 
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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. 

·;::·. '• 

: ·;.~:·,:'.'.'\';.Op~'E' : . ·.: ·. ·· ... 

. \";~ft\t.li::~r.·. 

;;..1;~;;.r;~ ~.;; : ,~,~~~~tJ.:~1',· .. :~ .. · ... 
1 ·• ,,~.\~:; •• ,~,U;\";:~i:~);.[· .. ·. .. . . ··~~·'.r~,,1~,,~~~,,;,, .• 

:.: l'lUN~n ~tE<TBJ~lL,'r~i~i?.~\fl~l . 

Project Phase: Construction 

Fiscal Year of Programming: 2018/19 

Total Project Cost: $5,500,000 

LPP Amount Requested: $2,083,000 

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

1014 
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San Francisco Public Works 

Local Partnership Program Cycle 1 - Formula Funds 
Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Street Resurfacing Program Background 
San Francisco Public Works (Public Works) is responsible for more than 900 miles of streets and 
roadways, comprising more than 12,800 street segments and blocks. The Public Works Street 
Resurfacing Program (Street Resurfacing) maintains deteriorated City streets through various 
treatment types, such as grinding and paving from curb to curb and pavement preservation. 
Roadway surfaces must be routinely maintained, renewed, and resurfaced to extend the· 
service life of the pavement. 

Street Resurfacing inspects each of the City's blocks and 
assigns a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) score every two 
years. The PC! score ranges from O ("Very Poor") to 100 
("Excellent"). These scores assist Public Works with 
implementing the pavement management strategy of 
preserving streets by applying the right treatment to the right 
roadway at the right time. Streets are prioritized and selected 

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

In San Francisco, the goal of the Street Resurfacing Program is to maximize every dollar 
received. Street Resurfacing has adopted asset management best practices to minimize life 
cycle costs. A street's typical life cycle is approximately 30 years, but can vary depending on 
usage and other factors. Best practices in street management recommend preserving streets 
before they become more costly to fix later. This cycle keeps San Francisco streets at a higher 
lifetime average PCI score, while reducing reconstruction costs. 

Since 2011, Street Resurfacing has performed over 110 joint and coordinated projects with 
public and private agencies. Public Works maintains Tegular communication with other public 
and private agencies and tracks 
the City's projects to determine 
whether paving should join or 
coordinate on a project with 
other agencies. Coordinating 
street resurfacing work with 
other major San Francisco 
projects maximizes the efficiency 
and effectiveness of public 
dollars, while minimizing 
disruption to San Francisco 
residents, visitors, and 
businesses. 
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In the spirit of coordinating projects1 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. Motorists1 cyclists1 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 v9ters overwhelmingly approved the 20i1 Road Repaving and Street 

Safety Bond {Streets Bond) and set a citywide target PCI score of 70. Over 68% of San Francisco 
voters approved the proposition. Since 2011, the PCI goal has been reiterated in the City's 10 

Year Capital Plan. 

The Street Resurfacing pro'gram'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 20111 Street Resurfacing has treated a total of 4,299 

block (see Figure 2). 
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Figure 2: Annual Number of Blocks Treated Since Fiscal Year 2009-2010 
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The voter approved target PCI score of 70 aims to make San Francisco streets "Good,1' 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 PC! 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 alsq 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 11At-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) 

of70 

As of 
December 
2016:PClof 
69 

PCI Seo.re Rating 

Cost of Repair · 

(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 Tab.le 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 

Current Funding Levels PCI in High 7c:is. 

Backlog Growth 

Backlog in 2045 

Currently, the San Francisco streets and roads network has a backlog of $307 million. B.ased 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 Franeisco secures funding to reach the 

target PCI score of 70 by 2025, the City's backlog will still grow, but only by 37%. In this 

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

backlog, funding to reach and maintain a PCI score in the high 70s is needed (see Table 2). 

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

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

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

repair fees. 1 

Alemany Boulevard Project Information 
Public Works requests Cycle 1 Fiscal 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.infrastructurereportcard.org/infrastructure-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 P-arks 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://sfrecpark.org/destination/balboa-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 3th 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 

materia Is. 8 

3 San Francisco Unified School District, Monroe Elementary School, 2017, accessed 2017 December 4. 
http:Uwww.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 
s Education Data Partnership, Denman (James) Middle, 2017, accessed 2017 December 5. http:Uwww.ed-data.org/school/San­
Fra ncisco/San-Francisco-Unified/Denman-(Ja m es)-M idd le 
6 Education Data Partnership, Balboa High, 2017, accessed 2017 December 5. http://www.ed-data.org/school/San­
Francisco/San-Francisco-Unified/Balboa-High 
7 California Community Colleges Chancellor's Office, Management Information Systems Data Mart, accessed 2017 December 5. 
http://datamart.cccco.edu/Students/Student Term Annual Count.aspx 
8 San Francisco Public Library, Excelsior, 2017, accessed 2017 December 4. https:Usfol.org/7pg=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 

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 mi.les 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:/164.111.127.166/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 
bicydists. 

The project consists of repairs to the road bas·e, 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. Jhe sewer replacement will be funded by San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) and the traffic signals work will be funded by San 
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA). 10 

The project is currently in the design phase. As of November 2017, design is 10% complete. The 
project is scheduled to start construction Spring 2019 and complete construction in Fall 2020. 

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

Anticipated Benefits from the Alemany Boulevard Project 
The Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project will provide a multitude of benefits both 
to the citywide population and to the project's neighboring communities. This application does 
not use the recommended California Department of Transportation Life-Cycle benefit-Cost 
Analysis Model because the model proved to have limitations when calculating local streets and 
roads related benefits. The model uses the International Roughness Index (IRI) to measure 
pavement condition, while Street Resurfacing uses Pavement Condition Index (PCI). Public 
Works does not currently have the ability to convert PCI into IRI. Instead, benefits in this 
application are based on research and literature review. 

Monetary Benefits 
Street Resurtacing's strategy is to perform preservation treatments approximateiy every iO 

years, with a paving treatment approximately every 30 years. Alemany Boulevard is currently in 
need of paving treatment to stay on track with asset management best practices. In 
comparison, if Alemany were to follow a traditional reconstruction cycle, with no maintenance, 
the boulevard will continue to deteriorate, making it substantially more expensive to fix at a 
later time. 

As shown in Figure 8, a preserve-and-pave cycle is more cost effective than reconstructing 
streets every 30 years. Additionally, the average PCI over the life of streets, using this best 
practices strategy, can be as high as 84 (dotted blue line in Figure 8); comparatively, using the 
traditional reconstruction life cycle, the average PCI of a streets is estimated to be only in the 
mid-SOs (orange dotted line in Figure 8). Using the Street Resurfacing's adopted strategy, 
maintenance and repair costs, the backlog, and personal motor vehicle damages are expected 
to decrease. 
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Figure 8: "Traditional" vs. "Best Practices" Asset Management Cycle 
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Years Beyond Initial Construction 

If a preserve-and-pave cycle is followed ("Preventative Maintenance" line in Figure 8}, between 

Year O and Year 40, the Alemany Boulevard Project could potentially save the City 

approximately $6.9 million in maintenance and repair costs (see Table 3 for calculations). In 

order for these savings to be realized, asset management best practices must be continuously 

used. 

Table 3: Cost Savings 

Best Practices Traditional 

Blocks 30 30 

Cost of Repair (Per Block) $248,000 $477,000 

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 Re?earch 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.savecaliforniastreets.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/2016-CA-Statewide-Local­
Streets-and-Roads-Needs-Assessment-Final-Report.pdf 
12 Greene, Suzanne, et al. Pavement Roughness and Fuel Consumption, Massachusetts Institute of Technology Concrete 
Sustainability Hub, 2013 August, pp. 11-15, accessed 2017 November 30. 
https://cshub.mit.edu/sites/default/files/documents/PVIRoughness v15.pdf 
ischatti, Karim and lmen Zaabar, National Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 720: Estimating the Effects of 
Pavement Condition on Vehicle Operating Costs, Transportation Research Board, 2012, pp. 19-23, accessed 2017 November 30. 
https://www. na p.ed u/read/2280S/ chapter I 4#21 
14 U.S. Department ofTransportation Federal Highway Administration, Pavements, 2017 June 27, accessed 2017 November 30. 
https ://www.fhwa.dat.gov/pavement/ sustainability/articles/vehicle fuel .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 final web version.pdf 
16 San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, ACS Bicycle Commute Mode Share 2011-2015, accessed 2017 December 6. 
https://www.sfmta.com/sites/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 l'ines 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. Th·e plan prioritizes maintaining San Francisco Bay Area's local streets and roads and 
stresses the importance of improving pavement condition in the region. 18 The completion of 
the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project will improve San Francisco's network PCI 
score, to hit the PCI 70 goal, as well as the Bay Area regional network PCI score. 

Conclusion 
The funding for the Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation Project will help deliver a project 
with wide ranging benefits. The project will help boost San Francisco's network PCI score 
continuing the will San Francisco voters established in the 2011 Streets Bond and 10 Year 

Capital Plan, while providing more safe and reliable roadways for multi-modal transportation. 
Repaving Alemany Boulevard will significantly reduce life cycle costs, freeing up funds and 
capacity for th.e Street Resurfacing Program to wo.rk 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, December7, 
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.planbayarea.org/strategies-and-performance 
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Attachment A: Funding Plan 

Construction Prop K J Programmed 

Construction SF General Fund I Planned 

18/19 

18/19 

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 

.i;;1~~~:\m\~:n.~:~.§·~:B.r~~ 
Item 

1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

Item Description 

Traffic Routing Work 

Grinding 

Hot Mix Asphalt 

Concrete Base 8-lnch 

Concrete Sidewalk 

Concrete Curb And Concrete Gutter 

Concrete Curb Ramp With Detectable Tiles 

Adjust City-Owned Castings 

Adjust City-Owned Hydrant And Water Main 
Valve Castings 

City-Owned Pull Box 

Temporary 4-lnch White/Yellow Striping 

Estimated Quantity j Unit* I 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 

, constructio·~ ::; 
1 

Construction Contingency: 

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 

'Planning/ Conceptual Engineering 
(30%} 
Envtronroental Studies (P A&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&E) I 10% I 
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) I N/A I N/A 

I October I 2017. I September I 2018 

December 2018 N/A I N/A 

April 2019 N/A I N/A 

I N/A I N/A I August I 2020 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA o DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 

DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) General Instructions 

Amendment (Existing Project) No 

Alemany Boulevard 

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

PS&E 

Right of Way 

Construction 

g~gl~l@y&j_ 

Assembly: 

~~~ 
11 

This construction work will, in conjunction with San Francisco Public Works' asset management strategy, decrease the lifetim,e 
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. · 

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

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

ADA Improvements Yes Bike/Ped Improvements Yes 

Includes Sustainable Communities Strategy Goals Yes Reduces Greenhouse Gas Emissions Yes 

Project Study Report Approved 

Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase 

Circulate Draft Environmental Document 

Draft Project Report 

End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone) 

Begin Design (PS&E) Phase 

End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone) 

Begin Right of Way Phase 

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

Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone) 

End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone) 

Begin Closeout Phase 

End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report) 

ADA Notice 
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. or 1 mation call (916) 
654-6410 or TDD (916) 654-3880 or write Records and Forms Management, 1120 N Street, MS-89, Sacramento, 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA• DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECt PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

('\~@$t$!G:~~tf, k.'¥~~]ip·qyf,[''Z~JS~~f~ 
04 SF Aleman 

tJ'j{flJjftqWJJ~f~; Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Component 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/W SUP (CT) . 

CON SUP (CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

Fund No.1: 

Component 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

RlW 
CON 

TOTAL 

E&p (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

Fund No. 2: 

Component 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

RlW 

CON 

TOTAL 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

RIWSUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

LPP Cycle 1 Formula Fund (FY 18119 Funds) 

2,083 

1034 

Date: 12114/17 

Implementing Agency 
San Francisco Public Works 

San Francisco Public Works 

Not Applicable 

San Francisco Public Works 

Not Applicable 

San Francisco Public Works 

Notes 

Program Code 

Funding Agency 

Notes 

Program Code 

Funding Agency 

Notes 

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



STATE OF CALIFORNIA• DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

'1!!1,{;E}j_$]~\Qf'.f"ll 
04 SF I Alemany I 

~~1:{>1~6t~J.'.JtJgi;! Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

Fund No. 3: General Fund 

Component 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

E&P (PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP (CT) 

CON SUP (CT) 

R/W 

CON 260 

TOTAL 

I I 

1035 

Date: 12/14/17 

''t'~~'~' "'" M~f:Alt:lEfoiKl~i'.f~' 
I 

Program Code 

Funding Agency 

City and County of SF 

Notes 



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 WORKS (SFPW) STREET 

RESURFACING PROJECTS, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO 

DESIGNATE SFPW AS THE IMPLEMENTING AGENCY FOR THE AFOREMENTIONED 

FUNDS 

WHEREAS, On April 28, 2017, the Governor of Califomia 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 Co.tn.tnission (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 ('fransportation 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 

Page 1of4 
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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 gciod 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 tequirement; and 

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

requires amending the Prop K Street Resurfacing 5-Y ear 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 

Page 2 of 4 
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BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 

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

Page 3 of 4 
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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 12th 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~ £1,~ I~( l f (( ~ 
Executive Director 

Page 4 of 4 
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Attachment 1 
San Francisco Coun1y Transportation Authority 

Proposed SB 1- Local Partnership Program_ (I.PP), Formulaic Program Priorities 
uiii:a1.11.cz:.:.t&J.1.££.t.a.1iit!i:Lt1.1. · -· ~- ""'"······ · 

Fiscal Year i·sponsor1 Project Description Phase Distncts -1 . , • 2 
. . Total : I Proposed LPP 

· Proiect Cost :Formulaic Funds 

2017/18 

2018/19 

2019/20 

Notes: 

SFPW 

SFPW 

SFPW 

Parkmerced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park Residential Pavement Renovation - This project; 
includes repairs to the road base, pa,>tng work, curb ramp construction, sidewalk, :and curb 
repairs at various locati·ons. 

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 Avenue. The project is being coordinated with the San 
"Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 
projects for sewer replacement and new traffic signals at v,.rious locations. 

Various Locations JPavement Renovation No 42 - This project includes repairs to the road 
base, pa;,mgwork, curb ramp construction, sidewalk, and curb rcpahs at various locations... 
Proposed streets include 31st Avenue, Ortega Street, Pacheco Street,, Quintara Street,, and Ulloa 
Street. 

Construction 

Construction· 

Construction 

7 $4,900,000 

8, 9, 11 ~5,500,000 I: 

4, 7 $4,000,000 

Totals: $14,400,000 

Total Estimated LPP Formulaic Funds Available: 

1 SFPW stands for San Francisco Publilc Works. 

z Amounts.were adopted by the CTC at it.< December 6, 2017 meeting. 

$2,106,000' 

$2,083,000 

$2,000,00Q 

$6,189,000 

$6,189,000 

Local Match 
Amount 

$2, 794,0oO'' 

$3,411,0001 

$2,000,00d 

$8,211,000 

Page 1 ofl 



Attachment 2 
Proposed New Programming 

Street Resurfacing 5VPP 
Project Information Forms 

and 'Prioritization Mechanism 
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Em·ironmentnl Studies (P:A'&HD) 

.Design Engineeri~g (1;.~,&.f.\) 

R/\l\'- 1'1.ctivhies/Ac;.q~i,tl,Eio.n 
!\dvertise Cii~siruction 

Start c~~stroctio~ '(~,g. Award Contract) 

::ft;~t.Pr~curemc~t·(e,g, rollings.tock) 

·Project Completion (i.<=;.Ope;; for Use) 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition IC Sales Tax Ptogram Project Information Form 

1· 

Clain<iew Ct : Panorama Dr to End 
Darien Way: Aptos Ave to Kenwood Way\ Upland Dr 
Dorado Tcr: Jules Ave\ Ocean Ave 'to End 
Font Blvd : Juan Bautista Cir to Lake, lvlcrced Blvd 
Midcrest Way : Panorama Dr to End 
Oak Park Dr: Clarendon Ave to End 
Olympia Way : Panorama Dr to Clarendon i\ ve 
San 1\leso ,\\·c: Monterey Bh·d to Upland Dr 
Upland Dr: Darien Way\ Kenwood Way to San Benito Way 

'~'his project will consist of repairs to the road base, pa\•ing work~ curb ramp construction, sidewalk and curb 
i;cpab in three neighborhoods of District 7, 

~\11 segment candidates shown arc subject to substitution and schedule changes pending visual confirmotion, 
ytility clearanc~'fi, and coordination with other agencies. Unforeseen challenges such as increased work scope, 

?hanging priorities, cost in~i:eases, or declining revenue may arise, _causing rl1e candidates to be postponed.: 

' 
\'ublic Works inspects each of the City's blocks and assigns a Pavement Condition Index (PCl) score every two 
years. The PCT score rnngcs from a low of 0 to a high of 100. These scores assist Public Works with 
f.mplementing the pavement management strategy of aiming to presen•e streets h)' applying the right treatment to 
,the right roadway at the right cime, Streets are selected based on PC! scores as well as the presence of transit and 
~icycle routes" street clearance, and geographic equity. The a\•eroge l'Cl score within the project limits is in the 
fnid 50's ("At-Risk"). 

Public Works provides information to the public on its website for Street Resurfocing Projects. This project is 
art of the Public Works Street Resurfacing Program 5 year plan as a candidate for pa'Ving, 

. . . . 

85% B~th August 2016 April 2018 

! ... , 

·!···· " 
qo/o N./1\ " July 201§ N/A 
0% Coritracfcd · ·Na\·effil:ii,: '' 20t8' N/A .... 

N/A N/A N/A N/~\ _May 2020 

P•gc 1 of2 
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San Franci.sco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 

.~eject :Name: •·.tts/r~;::(SD:sirn:t'.f~22'~N;}.Ei2~1~aiJi¥."f~§J;;;;~:J?~%~~,Y~'~0,~~¥1f~.B\'@?¥¥"1:\;tr{;";•.•• ·"·';·. 

Project Cost Estixnate 

·1'1anning/C~l'l:s.e:Pt1i2.Ij~:~~~cCit}g __ ~~~: .. Jo 
Envfronmenml Studies (P A&ED) so 
Design Engineering (PS&!;) so 
;R/W so 
C.::mstru.ctiqn , .. H,900,000 $2,79.4,0011. .. S'.2,106,C~JO 

)'..roc.uremcnt (e.g. rolling stock) ·sCY 
Total Project Cost S4,900,00ll s2,s+9,ooo s2,os1,ono· 
Percent of.Total. 58% 72% 

Comments/ Concer:ns .. _.:_ .. : 

For J ~PP funds, 'Public Work$ must submit allocation -request: paperwork to Calttans no later thm 5/1/18 foe CTC approval in J unc 2018. 

··• ·-. _ s:t, 1.i.7,Gnn.1 ..... _ s1,916,400 .. $2,794,QOO_ 

so· 
2'.!i$2;~_o;QQQ.tT~it'.'~~ .· 

T'agc 2. af2 



~·· 

0 

0 
.\,) 

"' 

• 
<J -, 
.2. 
(j) 
0 -s-ro 
<ri 
(I> 
0 
:=l; 
0 
::J 

1044 

'"U a 
(j)' 
0 ...... 
°" 0 
0 
7';" 

r-
(!) 

<O 
fl> ::s 
0.. 

a 40TH' 

•:i,\ 39TH . 

):; 3BTH 

27TH. 

: 20TH 

2stif 

~RO 

22ND 

rn 

:;it1 
ro 
:s 
0 
< 
0 -5· 
:s 



Pesign J:lnginecring (PS&J:::) 

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

The project will consist of repairs to the road base, pa,•ing work, curb rump construction, sidewalk and curb 
repairs, sewer replacement and traffic signals atYnrious locations. The sewer replacement and traffic signals will 
be fonded by PUC and Sl'MTJ\. 

'l'l1e proposed limits of work are at the following locations: Alemany 13lYd :.l lwy 101 S Off Ramp\Congdon St 
to 8cncca 1\ \'C 

All candidates shown ate subject to substitution and schedule changes pending visual confitmation, utility 
l:learunccs, and coordination with other agencies. llnCorescen challenges such as increased work scope, changing 
priorities, cost increases, or declining re\'cnue may arise, causing the can<liJutes to he. postponcc..L 

Public Works inspects each of the City's blocks and assigns a Pavement Condition Index (l'Cl) score C\'C<y two 
yearn. The PC! score ranges from n low of 0 to a high of 100. These scores assist Public Works with 
implementing the pavement management strategy of aiming to preseCT'e streets by npplying the right treatment to 
the right roadway at the right time. Streets are selected bnse<l on 1'Cl scores as well as the presence of transit and 
bicycle routes, street clearance, and geographic cguit:y. 'l'he average PC! score within the project limits is in the 
mid so's (" At-lllsk"). 

Public Works pwvidcs 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 pm•ing. . 

Dcpa;tmcnt of Public Works 

N/1\ 

10% S~p tc:g1)oer ...• 

. ! 
0% N/A December 2018. N/A N/J\ 

Start Constro~tion (~:g:.x;;,ard C~otraci5 · Contracted April 2019 N/), 

$tart l'rc;curcment (e.g.J~\ling stock) 

l'rojcct Completion (i.e, Open for Use) N/A N/J\ N/A August 2020 

Page J of2 
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P:C<:>j~.c:t Name: 

.Project Cost Estimate 

PJ=iog/Conceptual Engineering so, 
Envimnmeo.bi.l s,,;cii~~ (P A&ED) ~o· 

Design Eo@neetitig-(PS&E) .$6:' 

iJw ~Cl 

~qnsrrucrion SS,500,000 

Procui:emont (e.g .. rolling-stock) so 
.Total Project Cost SS,500,000 . 

Percent ofTotal 

Constroccion Pro.pK 

ConS:truCtion .. ,.; J G.<?.!!'.=.J..Fund. · 

Comments/Concerns 

San Francisco County Transportati9n Authority 
Proposition KSales Tax Program Project Information Fcinn 

$3,157 ,000 : .. $2,343,000. 

$3,157,000i $2,343,000 . 

57% .. 43%' 

Planned 18/19 

Planned' 18/19 

For J..PP funds, Public Works must submit allocation request paperwork to Caltt=s no later than 5/1/19 for CTC approval in June 2019. Based on the current design schedule, 
we c"-pect to submit the allocation tO<jUC:St by 111/1/18 foupprov.r .. t crC's November 2018 meeting. 

$2,209,900 

__ )j~.ql[a: . $182,000 . $260,000 

~Q 

E:i\:ilil'~o.;oll!>}J t"&iil~~;s~Q:i.9.!!931 !d&~~fsQ.o.;riOJfrl : 
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San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposi.tion K Sales Tax-Program Project Information Form 

San Francisco's US 101/1-280 Marrngcd Lanes is a performance-based strategy for improYing trayel time and 
rcliabilily for travelers on US 101 and I-280 in San flrancisco, The concep tunl planning phase, called the 
Freeway Corridor Management Study (FCMS), underway since 2015, produced near nod mid-term 
recommendations for improving travel time and reliability in the next five to ten years. 'I'he study explored 
options for dedicating a lnoc on portions of US 101 and I-280 for High Occupancy Vehicles (cmvools and 
transit) only. The study also explored.the feasibility of Express Lanes, which arc carpool lanes that non-carpools 
can pa)' to use .. 'l'he study found tbat Express Lm1es could provide the right tool to echicvc n balance of traffic 
that.giYcs buses, carpoolcrs, and other vehi.cles in the lane faster traYel time and reliability without adding 
significant delay to the remaining general purpose lanes, and could be implemented without extensive 
~onstruction or changes in the sixc of the freeways in San Francisco. 

The FCl\'IS stud)' team collected information on operational and physical constraints on San Francisco's 
freeways and found the following design to be most feasible: 
•Southbound, chc existingconfigurn1ion ofrhc 1-280 and US 101 freeways allows for the creation ofa 
continuous lane by rcstdping the existing frce\Yn)'• An Express Lane could operate along I-280 between 
5th/King and US 101, continuing through the interchange to US 101 into San Mateo County, covering il 
distance of about 5 miles, 
•Headed northbound, because 1-280 exits from the right side of Northbound US 101, any lanes cmcring San 
Francisco from San Mateo county \\~II likely end at or near the county line, However, the stud)' identified an 
opportunit)• to proYidepriorit)• for Northbound carpools and buses for approximatcli• 1 mile along the l-280 
headed into South ofllfarkct; from about 18th St to 5th St, 
!'his preliminary concept would advance into the Cultrons scoping phase and could be refined 01•cr time. 

'fo address freeway congestion and anticipated growth in tra1·cl on the US 101/1-2.80 corridor, the 
Transportation 1\uthortt)' conductied tbc 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 trm·cl between San f'rancisco and Silicon Valley has experienced 
significantly increased congestion and dcla)'S ns the economy along the Peninsula corridor has boomed, "Yet, 

hile parts ofSnn Francisco's freeway network are critically congested, there are many empt)• scats in cars, \'ans 
~nd buses. The projects seeks tn ilnproYc person throughput and to proYidc a more reliable traYel time for high 
bccupanC)' yehiclcs from San Mateo County into downtown San Francisco, in coordination with witb similar 
pmjccts in San l\[ateo Count)", Santa Clnra Count)', and across the rcgio1.1, · 

·)oriog the feasibiiit);~tudy the p1'ojcct team prepared anci"bcgan impicmenting an· Outreach Plan to gain nn 
nderstanding of key stakeholder interest, concerns, and questions on the project, The audience for this effort 

includes commissioners, communit)• groups, merchants, residents, and likely users, especially those who work or 
live dose to the highwuys. Feedback from these group• at this earl)• phase will help shape the more detailed 
analyses that are proposed to follow and help us refine our understanding of what is of most importance to the 
\'arious stntgl1c_ilder5. 

San f'rancisco Count)' 'l'mnsp.o(tatip.n .. Au.tbority 

Atinai-Iiii:vcy 

Page1of4 
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Environ1ncntal Stug/e~_(PA&ED) 0% Both January 2019 D.cccJ:nbcr 

pcsigo. Engineering (PS&E) 

it/W A~tiviiie;/ Acquisition 

Start Construction (e.g •. 1\ward Contract) 

Start P.tocurcmcnt (c.g .. rolling stock). 

Project Completion Q.c. Open for Use) 

Comments/Concerns 

Page 2 oF4 

1049 



_. 
0 
U'I 
0 

Project Name:. 

P.rojectrCost Estimate 

Plru:10lng/Conceptu.! Engineering 

I~nviron~eni;u Srudies (P A&ED) 

DcsiWi Engineering (PS&E) 

RightofWa? 

Construclion 

Procurement (e.g, rolling stock) 

.. Total Project Cost 

Percent ofTotal 

. Planning/Conceprusl Engineering 

Planoi.ng/Conccptwtl Engincctkig. 

Plaf1ning/Conccptu.! Engineering 

Planning/Conceptu.I Enginecciog 

., Environmental Studies (P A&ED) 

Right of Way 

.Design Engineering (PS&E) 

~?1:15!~C~_O.Q. . ·-~-·-- .. 

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

S2,288,000 · 

s5,ooo;-a·oo ' 

$6, 150,000. S6,150,000 

SJ,200,000 Sl,200,000. 

$41,000,000. $41,000,000 _ 

~/A 

$55,638,000 $4,600,000 : $51,038,000. 

8% 92% 

I Cslt:rans ·Planning Grant Allocated 15/16 

STP3% /lllocatcd • 16/17 

STP3% /\llocated. 17/18 

SMCTA (lacs! funds) Planned 17/18 

):'r':'P.:1< ·- Planned . 1.~/19 

TBD Planned .. 18/19 

TBD Planned . 19/20 

TBD Planned '19/20 

J>la1ll1e>i --····· ....... _._ .. .21/22 - __ ,_.,._·--·--. 

$300,000 

$338,000 

ssoo,ooo, 

$650,000; 

,_gsog,ogo_ 

fi;?fN!i$3-0o;ooogb<!\TJil($6:38;'@~~JiT.;i'$:i:;35o;oooJlt·J/;~~oo;tiOo1 

_ Com=ents/Concems 

Costs estimates for the environments! phase through construction are prcliminaty planning-le\·cl estimates b:iscd on the fousibility study and will be refined ducing the Project loitio.lion 
Document and em·ironmentsl studies ph.se. Costs assume project occun< within existing freeway footprint (i.e., with no freeway widening) .. Prop K funds will adYance the project from 
conceptual engineering thrnugh the selection of altcrnal:fvcs and the environments! rc'~"'v phase. Design and Con.muction phases o[ thls project >.re anticipated to bc>ery eompclitiYe for 

•receiving funds from progra.-ns like the SB 1 Soluiions for Congested Corridor Program, which names the US 101/C.Itrain corridor connecting Silicon Valley with Sao Francisco as one of five. 
named "targeted" con:idors in the enabling legislation, as well as Regional Measure 3 (proposed bridge toll inca:ase) since the project is part of a rcgion11! network ofEi--prcss Lanes prioritized 
by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission. Other potential sources include recommendations stemming fro~ the San Francisco Transportation Task Force 2045 and private funds. 
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San F:i:ancisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax P:i:ogram Project Information Fonn. 
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Prioritization Criteria and Scoring Table 
Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance/ Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

- ·--···-•ff• 

I I 1;1ilf~~~=~~1 
4 0 2 2 4 3 15 

4 0 1 1 4 2 12 

Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement 
4 0 :l 2 I 1 'I 4 I 3 I itXf.:'.\ii:::::if:;;,;ay(p1<J 14 

Ren0ya:tio.t\J · 

Eureka St, Grandview Av.c, and Mangels Ave I 
4 I 0 I 2 I 

Pavement Renovation 3 
1 I -4 I 3 I iEii ;o;;:;:~;; ;ij'ii:fa)i:lf"l 14 

Clayton St, Clipp;,;; St and l'ortoh Dr 
2 0 0 1 4 I 3 1·1ifli\~iitii'i~'\t\VH~1g]i0;\fc,;;:J·' 10 

Pavement Renovation "-· 
~:,..i_ _ t'x.;-;;_;.:\ .:.t:'._~-. <,::,:_'._n,..2:,'.i..,; ... _..:,.:..:..-1> 

0 0 1 4 .2 I .~:=;i;;;it~:}~lti~.~-~-~·~~::;:~;'.':~:~;:~~J~{f,~ t. 8 

1 0 0 0 4 1 G 

···- ·-Pil:hert l!::fl:a f.eao ea,.efl'fr S1:feet<i- P~; emertt 
1 'f 3 14 _. 4 0 2 

0 Reno\·acioa 

.Fillmore. St Pavcmf'!lt Rcnoy!J.tion 1 0 0 c.n ... ' 1 .. " 4 2 8 
N ,-1'arkmcrced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 

4 0 2 1 4 2 13 
j"'Residcntial Pavement Renovation 
•J.\lcqiany,Blvd .. Pavcmcnt Renovation·: .. 

:- - Ht . m:~~~---- j:~- . ~-~~ ---1 ~'H r-- ·~· ---t. :i ·. 1-- -~······L . ~~ 

M:\Bo.:orrl\.Rn;ird M~l'!!1nss\,017\M~mo.~\1} Of't S\SBl LP?\Alf;:11:hml'nt 1 •. scnnni;-Tah!.!! Page 1 of2 
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Prioritization Crheria and Scoring Table 
S):reet Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance/Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

Factors to be considered include adequacy of scope, schedule, budget and funding plan relative to current project status 
(e.g. expect more detail and certainty for a project about to enter construction than design); whether prior project phases are completed o{ expected to be completed before beginning the next phase; 
and whether litigation, community opposition or other factors may significantly delay project. 

Community Support: Project ha.-; clear and diverse community support and/ or was it identified through a community-based plancing process. J\n example of a community-based plan is a 
neighborhood transportation plan, but not a countywidc plan or agency capital improvement program. 
1bree 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 timeframc to enable construction coordination with another project (e.g., minimize costs and construction impacts); to support 
another funded or proposed project (c.g,. new signal controllers need to be installed to support' l'EP implementation); or to meet timely use of funds deadlines associated with matching funds. 

one point if it is on a Muni route. 

Pavement Condition Index (PCI) Score: '[be Pavement Condition Tndex (PCJ) scores are used to identify aod categorize the streets based on the maintenance requirements of the streets. The 
streets arc categorixcd as requiring pavement preservation (PCI 64 - 84), resurfacing (PCI 50-63), or paving with base repair/ reconstruction (PCI 0-49). Project receives 4 points ifit has a PC! 
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 (1>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 uoints if the street is an arterial, 2 points if collector, aud 1 noint if r()l;idential. 

Need: Equipment has reachc.d 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). 

Mandates: Equipment is needed per dcpartmenr projects and programs (e.g., Sheriffs Work /\ltemativc Program, which r"quired DPW to replace i.ts 10-passcnger 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 minimb.e maintenance costs compared to item being replaced. 

M:\Soard\6oan:! Mec!lns:;\20l7\Mcm1n\12. Der; 5\SB1L?P\A/l:ithment2-ScorlnsTable Page 2 o.f2 
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Artachment 3 
Prop KS-Year.Project List (FY 2014/15 - 2018/19) 

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

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

Gllerrcro St, SanJoseAveand Corbett Ave 

Pavement Renovation 1 

SFPW 
1
WcstPo_rtaI Ave and QuintaraSt Pavement 
Rcnoval:lon 

I CON I Allocated 

1
west Portal Ave and Quintarn St Pavement 

SFPW • 
Renovation ::i 

I CON I Deobligatcd 

W I Ingalls Stand Industruil St.Pavement 
SFP 1 

Renovation . 
I CON I Allocated 

S1'PW I Clayton St, Clipper St~ Portola Dr 
Pavement Renovation -

I CON I Allocated 

SFPW 
I Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels Ave

1 
! Pavement Renovation 3 

. 
CON I Allocated 

SFPW 1·GiJman Ave and Jerrold Ave l'avemeot 

Renovation 6 I CON I l'rogrammcd 

SFPW I Filbert arui Leavenworth Streets Pavement 
Renovation Ci 

I CON I Allocated 

SFPW 1
Madrid St, Morse St and Paris St Pavement 

Rc11ovation8 I CON I Programmed so 

SFPW I Fillmore St Pavement Renovm:ion• CON Programmed 

SFPW I Hrught S
7
treet Resurfacing and Pedestrian 

Lighting 
CON Allocated 

SflPW I Pavement Renovation Placeholder 4'
7 CON Programmed so 

SFPW I Parkmcrccd/Twin Peaks/ Glen Park 
Residential Pa:vcmcnt Renovation B 

CON Planned S2,794,000 

----
SFPW I Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovation' CON Planned 

!:+::J:~Q1J.j:~FHl~P<=ll ~~ <:i~ ppr·,~ 
~ ~ 

Prcgrammcii.fu·SYPPI_: S13,918,24Q. 54,042.,251 •. 

Total Allocated and Pending}n 5YPP 513,918,246 $1,241l,251 
.Total Deobligated in SYPP .. . so so 
-Total Unallocated in SYPP'· so SZ,794,000 

Programmed in 2014 Strategic Plan, as amended $5,365,230 $4,519;668 
Deobligated from Prior SYPP Cycles** ;~;.~;:;~} .. -;:.:.:.· . .:::.:;:::::: :: .:}; .: .. ' .. .. ... :.:·:::::::~ :.!:: .. 

Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity I,- Sl,809,510 $2,231;854''· . SZ, 715,271 

,;~F K\$.l'·J~\'?OH\El'.H-jSl':.~l"l='""d &Julrrt1t"1~n "!11>1 hn./"1.r;Oi:.""'~"r2017 

53,002,785 

($3,002, 785) 

$3,677,233 

SS,455,263 

$4,785,750 

so 

S3,479,324 

so 

so' so 

SJ,248,251 

so 

52,794,000 

S3,157,000 $3,157,000 

~· ~ 

..: .. : .. -·,.·· 
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Attachment 3 

Prop K5-Yea:r Project List (FY 2014/15 -2018/19) 

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

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

$ffe.~f@;'~iiil!!I~tt,a~~["il:iiJ'me!#i@".fi?~)1F;trf''2iE?'E@::',~<J0i,};iih'\i';!f~0ii1~!:1/~t;li 
SJ7PW 1.S treet Repair and Cleaning Eqi.llpment I PROC 

SFPW /Street Repair and Cleaning I equipment PROC Allocated 

Sl1PW IStreetRcpairand C!carilngEguipmcnr' PROC Allocated '1[11~""'-'t.\'~'"l~'i'i\lii:' . 
IIB~~ftV1$[lli~~tt~~&l 

SFPW I.Street R.<!pair and Cleaning Eguipmcnt 4 PROC Programmed_ S94,793 

SFPW /Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment PROC Programmed 

Progx-ammed in 5YPP 

Tota1Anocated and Pendmghi5YPP' · 
Total Deobligated in5YPP 
Total Unallocated in 5YPP 

Programmed in·2014:.Si:ratcmc'Plan;as amended 

$859,800 

Deobli•wted from Prior 5YPP Cycles** .'.' . .':.="'''' ""·'',',,"""'""····, .... ,.,= .... , ..... , .... ,, .. ! 
so 

S701,034 

$738,072 

Sl,499,408 

594,793 

$859,800 

53,893, 107'. 

$2,93 8,514 .. 

so 
S954,593 

$3,893,107 

so 
so 

C"k'"''i''i:)~:i'. /'.;"\o"J\'.1'£ii"l.'4! .. ', 
I SS,100,739j 532573,867 

T0:1)ll.Allocitted_ and P.endin:g.'itt .. 5Y.EP Sl.248,251 S24,587, 120 
Toml'Dcob'lig<ttcd in·5YPP. ·so (S3,002, 785) 
Total Unallocated.in 5YPPI .. · S2,888,793 Sl0,989 .• 532 

··Total.l'rogramn:icd:in2014.StmtcgicJ>Jan;as:amcnd.cd . 55,407,076 54,614,461 530,923;126 
TotalDeoblieated from Prior 5YPP Cycles ~-:· .. ~ .:::..:.-~~.::::;_~~.;~:.!,.~~·;;:: ~ :~ :.:-·~-~~ .. , ... , :;::.._::;;;_:·:.:.:· . 51.759,741 

·dtv'· $2,237,854/ S2;715,271 $109,000 

~\J'm11~'P-S"IPI'\In1<f\EPl•·JS1':.Tinir:indli;_i.iFmc.n.r,>.lox 1~b: P<:ndiRrrPi::ccmkcr2Dl7 Page'.l.ofS 
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Attachment 3 

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

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

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

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 J\ve Pavement Renovation: Reduced from S5.6 million to SO in f'iscal Year 2014-/15, with '!,3,677,233 added to Jngalls St and Industrial St Pavement Renovation in 
Fiscal Year 2015/16 and Sl,922,767 added to cumulative remaining programming capacity. The project was funded with other sources. 
TngaUs St.211d Industrial St Pavement Renovation: Added project with $3,677,233 in Fiscal Year 2015/16 funds for construction. 

2 SYPP Amendment to fully fund the Clayton St, Clipper St, and Portola Dr l'avement Renovation project. (Resolution 2016-047, 3/22/16) 
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced by $90,033. 
Clayton St, Clipper St, and 1'ortola Dr Pavement Renovation: Increased by S90,033 in f•Y 2015/16 construction funds. 

3 5YPP Amendment to add the Eureka St, Grandview J\vc, and Mangels i\vc Pavement Renovation project. (Resolution 2016-047, 3/22/1G) 
Cumulative Remaining 1'rogramming Capacity~ Reduced by S4,785,750,. 
Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels Ave Pavement Renovation: Added project with 54,785,750 in l•Y 2015/16 construction funds.. 

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

f'inance cost neutral Strategic Plan Amendment: advanced programming (5722,582 from l•Y 2017 /18) and cash flow ($797,101 from FY 2017 /18, 5313,895 from f•Y 2018/19) to FY 2016/17 in the Street 
Repair and Cleaning I equipment category, 

Street Rcsurfucing 5YPP funendmen~ Added Pavement Renovation Placeholder with Sl, 110,995 in FY16/17 funds and tbe following cash flow: 5797, 101 jn FY17 /18 and S313,894 in FY18/19. 

5 West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement Renovation: Cane.lied project. This project will continue on the originally presented schedule bll: will be funded with 2011 Streets Bond funds, due to upcoming timcly-use­
o f. funds requirements on thar so urcc, ... 
6 SYPP amendment to add the Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement Renovation project (Resolution 2017-027, 02/28/2017): 

Gilman Ave and Jerrold Ave Pavement Renovation: Reduced from 53,907,668 to SO. The project will be delivered through multiple projcc~< and funded from other sources, 

.Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement Renovation: Add project with 53,479,324 in f•Y2016/17 funds. 

Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity: Increased by S428,344. 
7 5YPP amendment to add the Haight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian Lighting 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 5137,256'" 
Haight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian Lighting: Add project with St,248,251 in FY2017 /18 construction funds. 

P;\J'Mp K'<,S"'f'..S'Y1'1'\l0 I ~'WP.J.'1 •l5 l'o '111.C: Md S:j1dpmen1.):l~:r 'J~bt l'c11<.ll",::D:"i:mbuZll J 7 Page3 of.5 
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Attachment 3 

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

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

Gu,1o:cr(; St, San Jose Ave and Corbett Ave 
1\1\!(..'1J1r.mr Renovation 1 
West Portal /I. vc and Quinmra St Pavement 
Rcnovabon 

West Portal Ave and Quiti.tara St Pavement 
Renovation 5 

Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement 
Renovation 1. 

Clayton St, Clipper.St and Portola Dr 
Pavement Renovation 2 

Eureka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels 
Ave Pavement Renovation .3 

Gilman Ave and Jerrold Ave Pavement 
Rcnovation6 

Filbert and Leavenworth S trcets Pavement 
Renovation 6 

Mad.rid St, Morse St and Paris St Pavement 
Renovations 

Fillmore St Pavement Renovations 

Haight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian 
Lighting? 

Pavement Renovation Placeholder 4, 7 

Parkmcrced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 
Residential Pavement Rcnovation8 

Alemany Blvd Pavement Rcnovation8 

Perrding December 12, 2017 Board 

CON' 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON so so 

CON so Sl,117,600 

--
CON S947,100 I 

PA&fffi- ~1 

51,67G,400 

52,209,900 

~ 

w~~r:;.~~~2·;~~,;': ;:~22s:5illi~·::· :')) 
T ni:al Cash Ffow in 5YPP so S5;9l!9,ilU9 

Total Casb"Flow Allocated' · $2,402,228 SfA24,G09 
Total Cash Flow Deobligated ($2, 41)2,228) so 
Total Cash'FlowUnalloeated $0 S4;5M;700 

Total Cash Flow in 2014 Strategic Plan 53,402,228 54,611,668 
Dcobligated from Priot5YPP·Cydes ** S1.7S9;74ri,;,. 

Cumulative Remaining. Cash Flow Capacity SS.161.969 54,929,694 

1':.\l'rop i..'\\1'·S':il'J'\2HJ4\£PJ4.!51' .... •l"ll'~"~ Fit•<lrm~ni.:al•~ 'lllb< 1'<-nd;np:0c<'<'.mhul0lT 

$3,002,785 

(S3,001,785) 

'$3,677,233 

SS,455,263 

S4,785,7SO 

so 

S3,479,324 

so 

so 

Sl,248,251 

so 

$2,794,000 

S3,157,000 

51,083,939 

.·SIP.034;Q39 

$27 ,030,019 

$1,759,741 

5109,000 .. 

!'age 4 of5 
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Attachment 3 

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

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

Pending December 12, 2017 Hoard 

~~~t;~p~1'1Pfil~~'a~t~iJ5-
Street Repair and Cleaning Eguipment PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment PROC 

Street Rcpai:i and Cleaning Equipment 4 PROC 

Street Repair a~d Cleaning Equipment 4 PROC so S94,793 

.S429,900 

SS2.4;6Q3 

.Total Cash Flow Allocated so· 
Total Cash Flow Deobligated.' · . so 
Total Cash Flow l?J.ruillocated Sli24;-ti93 

Total Cash Flow in 2014 Strategic Plan · S791,101 J. 5838,588 

'S429,900 

Deon ligated from PD.or SYPP Cycles - .::,~.: .. :·:c·: _ .. ,·:::. .. .. :.'c'.l .~.:e.:;:::~:'~::;"~,'.;~·- ... ~:11 Le:: .. :.-'"·'·""··'''··· 
Cumulative ;Rem'ainllig' Cash Flow Cap;tci:tr (S.'lB.l:\~SJI SO 

''l,(<;!.~tJ,:gl\5~3!1;;?5~tii\"; 

.. " .. '""' ,'• 

·~ 

1':\l't<>p K\ST"·!~Jll.(\l'J',l.(")S PllYfll};".:..od s;lllpt11t:nl,!d•>. "Ubi hndiTIJt"Dc:ccmht:r.t0'17 

5701,034 

5738,072 

Sl,499,408 

594,793 

$859,800 

$3;893;107 

52,938,514 
so 

S954,S<J3 .. 

.S3,893.107 r: 
$0 
.${) 

S32;~73;867 

S24,587, 12Q 
(S3,002, 7 85) 
SHJ;\)89;532 

S30.923,126 
S1,759,741 

5109,000 

Page5 of5 



,')TATE OF CAUFORNIA-Z:ALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Division of Local Assistance, MSl 
1 120 N STREET 

O. BOX 942873 
;:>ACRAMENTO, 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: 0419000139 
PPNO: 04-2319D 
Request No.: 1 

Your letter dated October 12, 2018, requested a fund allocation from the SBl -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 (CTC) adopted LPP, as amended. 

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

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

Allocation No. LPP18-0l 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 Federfjl 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. 

1059 



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 RfW are available for expenditure until: 

Not Applicable 
Not Applicable 
Not Applicable 

Funds allocated for construction - Agency has 6 months after tlie 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 b.e 
included with the submittal of the Administering Agency's first invoice for reimbursement. 

This allocation of LPP funds is not a coillmitment 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, 

~~.~~ 
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 
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89 
.. :J':'Actiii'i;f,TfansP'oftation\Pfoi:1ramiJil\'TPY:Plfil~<:ti'AllocJiti0ns1/ ;< · . ·····., .... · .. · ·: . , •. 

Request of $12,271,000for17 loca!ly-administered ATP I Z.5w.(1) I Laurie Waters 
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 
(December 6, :i?018 -01 :53:351 

x\I ;•A:fu/an:c:e:F.:!iSoltiU()ns'ifofiCom1ested ;CorridorJ>.rogram\l='.roieC.t'All_ocatlon ::; .•...• · 
90 I Request of $73,310,000 $74,810,000 for the State- / 2.5s.(4) / Matthew Yosgott Bruce 

Administered US 101 Managed Lanes Project- Southern De Terra 

91 

92 

93 

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 rire correct) 
fDecamber6. 2018-IJ1:54:31J 

. m ,,:LocaltPattnershiptProgramF{l!iRRJlProiectiAUocatf.ons· ••... . : , ..• ,,; ... 

Request of $5,061,000 for four locally-administered LPP I 2:55'.(3) .,, Christine Gordon 
projects, off the state Highway System. Rihui Zhang 

2.5s.(3a) ,::.$4;896;0QO JorJhree LPP ::'-''Formulaic projects; 
2:5;;:·(3b) ~$ · 166,bbdfororie LPP- Competitive projects. 

Resolution LPP·A-1819·11 
(Related Item under Ret 2.2c.(8).) 
{December 6, 2018-01:55:28} 
LPP Trans ft Proiect Allocation 
Request of $1,880,000 for the locally-administered BART 

·Escalator Replacement (Downtown SF Stations) LPP -
Formulaic Transit project, in San Francisco County. 
(PPNO 04-23198) 
Resolution LPP·A·1819·12 
(Related item under Ref. 2.2c. (3).) 
[Mir.9( .,di( t0o rrcmo.1r1;1 jl71'.1'!.it. ir;. ilff• f!iook ltGm 41,Uicl;nwnt.] 

· (flec.r;mf.i'~tr.6, 2018-01:56:30) 
Advance· LPP Transit Project 

2.6s.(1) Christine Gordon 
Dara Wheeler 

Request of $5,000,000 for locally-administered Transit Access \ 2.6s.(Z) \ Christine Gordon 
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 
(December 6, 2018 -01:57:21) 

.q1 OfficeafCTC Liaison Page21 of23 
_,,, http://wwW.dot.~_,gov/hQ/tran_sp~lctcliaison.htm 

·.::>·· 

.·:::·· 

·> . ~, i.Status;:· • •· 

Approved. 

: ........ .:.: ..... ·,._,.: ... . 

Approved. 

,./:Ai:rproved;/;•;····.:·: 

Approved, 

Approved, 

Note: This document was prepared following the California Transportation Commission meeting and Is a reftection of the Department's lnb!rpretation of actions taken by the Commission 

December.5-i;,, ... 018 . 
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:,~we / I :::r: ; 
A I D 

A I D 

A I D 
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CTC Financial Vote List 

2.5 Highway Financial Matters 

1 Complete Streets Rehabilitation - Hiiisdaie Boulevard, 
$2,106,000 Oak Avenue, and West Elkhorn. Hillsdale Boulevard 

between Frizelle Avenue and Walerga RoadlOak Avenue 
Sacramento County between Hazel Avenue and Main Avenuetwest Elkhorn 
~ Boulevard between Sacramento City limits and 2nd Street: 

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

QutQ!dliilQuli;QllJ!:lii J.lni1 Io.till 
Bicycle lane mile(s) Miles 7 
Local road lat)e-mile(s) rehabilitated Miles 4 

(CEQA- CE, 1210412017.) 

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

Right ofWay Certification: 10/0112018 

2 Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation. Street 
$1,750,000 resurfacing of 1.3 miles of a key arterial in San Francisco. The 

project consists of repairs to \he road base, paving work. curb 
City and County of ramp construction, and sidewalk and curb repairs. The 

San Francisco project will resurface Alemany Boulevard. between Congdon 
MIQ. St and Seneca Ave. 

04-San Francisco 
Q!d!R!.MLQYl!<Q[])fil§ J.1ni1 Tulfil 
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.) 
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PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 

03-1786 
LPP.-F 118-19 

CONST 
$2, 106,000 

0318000244 
s 

o4-'2319D' 
LPP-F /18-19 

CONST 
$1,750,000 
0419000139 

s 

December 5-6, 2018.i 

2017-18 
601-3290 $2,1pa,ooo 

RMRA 
20.30.210.200 

2017-18 
601-3290 $1,750,000 4, 
.RMRA 

20.30.210.200 



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Adoption of the 2018 Local Partnership Program Formulaic Program of)? 

January 31-February 1, 2018 · 

RESOLUTION G-18-04 

.. --··--~ .... 

JAN· 3· J 20t8 
CAllFORN!A 

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 of 2017) 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 Fisca1 Years 2017~18 and 2018-19 formula 
apportionments of Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funding, as reflected in 
Attachment B. · 

2.1 NOW,. THEREFORE, BK 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 Cornmission's website. 
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Adopted 2018 LPP Formulaic Program of Projects 
($1,000s) 

AttachmanlB 

implementing Year Proposed Total lPP Unprymld 
AoollcantAaencv ProlectTitla AMncv 2017-18 2018-19 Prooo~ Shares Balance 
Bay Area Toll Aulhority Dumbarton BJidge OperatlonallmproV\lments BATA $8,200 
Bay Area Toll Autliority SFOBB/West Oakland Regional Bicycla/Pedesllian Link Connection MTCIBATNCT $2,000 $10,200 $10,236 $36 

PJaiiie<la-Contra Costa Transtt District customer S0r\iiC0Cei1iar Rehab -------- --· AC ffiii1siit-- $50 $765 ·- ---------
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District Purchase 59 Hybrid Buses AC Transit $253 $1,068 $1,068 $0 
Bay Aiea Rapid Transit cibtrlct--------- BART Escala~ (DaNnfc1iiiiSFstaVons)-----·---~BART $1,880 · $1;8Jlo -$1,e80 ___ $0 __ 
annaa--------~--------- MifierRoad Rahib---------------.----· ---i5ifrida --$:100 ---- -1~ -$2o'O- ·-w-
Alameda couillyrransporiiiiiOri ecmmiSsiOn _____ -7ih streerGrada Separatiilli East Seiitnl;'nt(?sGSE) -------- ---ACTc -$907 -·ft-;rm "Tr;SiiO $7;980 ~-$0·-
contiBc(istai'ran.;;o;t;ft0nAulhority -------- R00t66eo NBEiijii.;Ssr:Bri6 _____________ ------CCTA --·- -$4,799 ·--

Contra Costa Transportation Authority El Carrlto Pave111ent Project 8 Genito $200 
Contra Costa Transportation Aulhority Martl111rt Pavement Project Martinez $200 $5, 199 $5, 199 $0 
~-------,----------~ .. -~--- -------- ~------ _____ ......_~ Mj-..-·-
Fresno County Transportation A\Jlhority Willow Avenue Str-aet Improvements Clovis ~.544 $4,~ $4-,544 $0 !------------------------....... - .. ___ M ...... ,__ .. ~---.. --.. -------~ ~-- ......... '-·--·~·--·-
Clearlake Bums Valley SchooVCivic Centar-BlcyclelPedestrtan Enhancements Cleartake $200 $.ZOO $200 $0 
M8d9faCotmfY .. Trai1Sportati0nAuihonLy _______ ~~dStti street PavementRefif;bllifu~-~ .. -:--- ---chOWChllia~$142 ---- r-·---- r-----__... 

Madera County Transportation Authority 2017-16 3R and ADA Improvements Madera 217 
Madera County Transportation Aulhonly 2018-19 3R and ADA Improvements Madera $180 
Madera County Transportation A\Jlhortly Road ~O Cwb & Gutter, Sidewalk, ShC>Ulder Paving & Rehabllltation Madara County $175 $714 $714 $0 
'friiilS?ortation Authcrity Mann County --~oma N"ii'iiWis (Design Contracts B1-Ph2 and A41-·-·---- Caltrans $250 ·rno ·--
Transportation Authority Mann County Francisco Blvd West Multi.Use Pathway (2nd SttoAndar:;en Dr) San Rafael $5o2 $1,002 $1,002 $0 
Fort Bragg ________ . - 2019 SllooiRehabllitation Project~- ~- ·-- Fort Bragg--·- - $200 $21)0 $200 ·--- $0 --

Po\rifAraiia""-~------------- -POrtRoadRehabirrtaifuil&-overtay Project ·--·-·- --POint Arena - $200 ----·- -rfoil" -$200~--
Willrts -------- AsphaltMaintenanceProgfIDil"""- -~ -----WtTriis ... $Tc50 -~ -1-iOt) $200-~ 
'Trarisi>Ortiiffii!i" AgeOCyToi-'MOrit.;;eycouliiy____ Fort Ord RegToiiii!Traii and GreeliwaY- ---y;MC ---$500 $600 ------ ----
Transportation Agency for Monterey County Route 156 Safety lmprovamants-Blacl<ie Road Extension TAMC $250 
Transportation Agency for Monterey County Regional Waytinding Program TAMC $163 $1,513 $1,513 $0 
Monteray::SliiltiasrranS'it Disltict --------- . Monterey Bus Rapid TransltPhaSBfl------------ --·----MSrc-----f--$505 """"f50&--- $505"~ 
fiiiCkee-----------------·- -·Annual s1uey seal Project --------- --·riUckee -$200f--·-- [Tzlio-· $200· $0 

sBcniiiiefiioTransportatiiiiiAulhority--" 21 Buses fur·Clrcuiator Smvlce Expansion ------r-------ITTi---·- - $1,2B7 --·--e----
Sacramenlo Transport<i.lion Al.!thoiity R<l8.<1way Re.habilllRtil)n, Stm•t l.lght & SfmAt Sign Repi~cemant Cttrus Heights $299 
Sacramento Transportation AulhoJily Upgraded CUrb Ramps Pavement Sealing Elk Grove $323 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Pavement Sealing Elk Grove $30 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Road Widening wl Elike Lanes Folsom 
Sae1amento Transportation Authority Sunrise Blvd Roadway Rehabmtation Rancho Cordova 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Roadway RehabllitaUon Sacramento $1,748 

$261 
$300 
$289 

Sacramento TransJl<?r!ation A\Jlhority Complete Streets Rehabllttation Sacramento Co. $268 $2.100 $6,911 $6,911 $0 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority ParkmercecUTwin Peaks/Glen Park Resklential Paveffiant Renovation SFPW $2, 106 ~ r--
San Ftanc!seo County Transportation Authority Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovalion SFPW $2,083 $4,189 S'.J,189 $0 

S~i;jCiBra Coun\Y"Vaiiayfrarisportatlon Autl1oritY Capitol Expressway LRT Extension (Eastriciiia:AiUffiRciCl<f" SCCVT A --W.442--$0 $9,441"- $9,44r· ~-
SafiiaCiliiCOiinty Raiiional Transportation comtrission 201e Futl Depth RecyC!e & overtay ·- Santa Cruz: eo. $476 ~ $63f---~ 
sonomac0untii'iinsportation Authority Santa Rosa OBAG2 Bike and Pactastrian Project ·------ '----· Santa Rosa --~100 $473 - ~73 ·- $1, 1sz--r-~ 
Sonoma Mariniiilia"'Riiiif;;m;;rffs·trict ·-~----r-SMART Rall Maintenance Equi~t Expans,;n---------· f----SMART ""'$1,553 r---- ·11,m"- $1,553 __ ,..._$ll""" 
----·------~-----------f-·---~ --Los Angele• County Metropolitan Transportation Authority West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor(WSAB) LACMTA $23,941 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan lransporjalion Authority Green Line Extension (Redondo Baac:h-Torrance) LACMlA $19,745 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan TransP?rtation AuthoJity Willowbrool</Rosa Parks station Mezzanln• lmprovernents LACMTA $14,608 $58,4&4 $08,494 $0 
Orang• County Transportation Aulhortty 1-5 lniprovaments, Rt 73-oso Parkway (Segment 1) Caltrans ---·-t-T$1~B~,2~4~2-1-$~1'-a,~24.2-+"$~1~B,2T4~2,.-i-~-$0-
Rrms~ld_e_Co_ufitYTr;m.portation Commission ReplaCtJ Route 71/!l1 lnterohange (NB Rt 71 tDEB_R_t_9_1) ______ -·-·--,R"'C~T"'C'i---$:"'2",ooo=-t---~---·11------+--·--
Rlverslde County Transportation Commission Pachappa Underpass (Rt 91 HOV Remnant WOik, Raise UPRR) RCTC $4,272 

$7,300 $13,672 $13,620 $48 Riverside County Transportation Commisslon Ternescal Canyon Road Gap Closure (widen to 4 lanes) R!Yerside Co. 
sTnDiegCicauniy RegloniilT<anspOrtatlon Ccmmi.;.To',:i--" -LOSSAN S5SubdiViSfonooublettack (GP Eastbrook-GP Shell) SANDAG -··-$~2-,ooo'=+--·-------0-------+-----1 
San Oi0\jo County Regional Transportation Commission LOSSAN Batiquitos Lagoon Doubletrack/Brldge (MP234.5-MP235.5) SANDAG $1,250 $9,470 
San Dl0$0 County Regional Transportation Commission LOSSAN San 010\julto Lagoon Doub\etrack/Bridge/Plalfotm (242.2·243.9) SANDAG $3,500 
San Diego County Regional Ttansporialion Commission LOSSAN SD SubdlvlsionSorranto to MlramarPh2 (MP251.2-MP253) SAN DAG $1, 720 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission LDSSAN SD Subdivision Signal Respacing/Optirnlzatlon SANDAG $1,000 $18,940 $18,940 ~o 

'Santa Barbarq County Local Transportati;,nAliihcinty - Rt 101, Santa Monica Rd!Vla Real Intersection Improvements___ Callrans $7·~54;-+--T$45=0+----- ---- ----
Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authortty Senta Claus Lane Class I Bikaway, Cel~otnia Coastal Trail Gap Closure Carpint•ria $410 
Santa Barbara County Loeal Transportation Authority North Padaro Lane Coastal Accass improvements SB County $30 $180 
s~nta Baibara County LOC<li Transportation Authority Surnmel1and Area CoaslBI Access lrnprovements SB County $150 $800 

rtrarec':ountv Transrumat1on Autnnrnv . Rt 1!l81Akers st 1/C flmorova Ak~f;JNoble+Akers/Mineral Kine interaectl Visaila ~-$259~,._435,,_~-1-=~-1-_,.,~=~+-· 
$2,574 $2,574 $0 

$2694 
............ ----

$2694 $0 

Total Adopted for Formu/l/lc Program $173,365 $174,283 $918 
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To: 

From: 

Memorandum TAB20 

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

~~~~~J~J(' 1--~· 
Executive Director 

CTCMeefing: January 31-February l, 2018 

RefcrenceNo.: 4.22 
Action 

Published Date: January 19, 2018 · 

Prepared Ry: 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 of 2017) 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 FYs 2017-18 and 2018-19. 
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The objective of the Local Partnership Program - Formulaic Program is to reward counties, 
citi_es, 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 reconn:iiendations on the program of 
projects to the Commission's website on January 10, 2018. Through this process, Commission 
staff ensured applicant agencies had an opportunity to verify, review, and request modifications 
prior to adoption. 

Of the 40 agencies eligible for the program, 32 agencies submitted 64 projects for programming, 
of which 57 projects are recommended for programming. Seven projects were voluntarily 
withdrawn by the applicant agency, two of which were withdrawn subsequent to the published 
staff recommendations. Eight agencies elected not to apply for programming at this time. The 
Local Partnership Program Guidelines allow all agencies with adopted formulaic shares to 
nominate projects for programming through the end of the current formulaic cycle. 

The current program of projects will program $173.4 million over FYs 2017-18 and 2018-19. 
The 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~S 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 directi6n,-auxiliary lanes where needed, as well as the reconstruction 
of interchanges at Avery Parkway. This project will directly enhance mobility and 
maximize the productivity of the local transportation system. Local Partnership. Program 
- Formulaic Funding of $18.24 million is recommended for construction in FY 2018-19. 

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

Avenue. The project will close a gap in a Class II bicycle lane and Will rehabilitate 
pavement where the lanes will be installed. Additionally, the project will close a gap in a 
sidewalk and install additional sidewalk and ADA curb ramps. $100,000 in Local 
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Partnership Program- Formulaic Funding is recommended for plans, specifications, and 
estimates in FY 2017-18, and $473,000 in funding is recommended for construction in 
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 cU.rb, 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 Loca1 
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 Fonnulaic Program 
($1,00QS) 

Implementing Year Proposed 
Applicant AQ~ncv Pro feet TI tie Agency 2017-18 2016-19 
Bay Area Toll Au!holity Dumbarton Bridge Operational lmprovomenls BATA $6,290 
Bay Area Toll Aulhorlty SFOBB!West Oakland Regional Bicycle/Pedaslrian Link Connection MTC/BATA/CT $2,000 
Aiamecta'.cOnir.iCOSiaTraiiSiioislrict-----· CustaroerServiceCenterR:e~~------------·-~----~~ AC Transit -$50-i--$765 
Al~mada-Contra Costa Trans if Dlslrlot Purchase 59 Hyblid Buses AC Transit $253 -- llART Escalator Replacement (Dov.n\Qwn SF Stations) $1,680 Bay, Area Rapid Transit Dl•lrict BART _...:. .. ~ .. _______________ .....__,... ____ 

,_MinerROadReha-b--·--------------· ---- ----Orinda -·$200 Orinda -------------------- ~. __ __. ____ 
--· ACTC -$957 -·$7.073 Alameda Coun\yTransportatlon Commission 7th Street Grade Separation East Segment (7SGSE) _ ..... ____________________ 

>----~- - $4,799 Contra Costa Transportation Authority Route 660 NB E><pre$$ Lane CCTA 
Contra Costa Transportation Authority El Cerrlto Pavement Project El Cerrito $200 
Contra Cosla Transportation Authority Martinez Pavement Project Martinez $200 

F~oc~nsportation AUthorlw -- ......... - --· --- . ....,.. --- -$4,544 Willow Avenue Street Improvements. Clovis 

Cleartake Burns Valley School/Civic Center- Bicycle/Pedeslrian Enhaneements Cleanake $200 __ .... ,. .. _________ .......,.__,._.,.__ .. ______ 
Madera County Transportation Authority C5fange"AVe"n'iie and 6th Street Pavement RehabintaHon---------~· Chowchllla $142 

~ 

Madera County Transportaaan Auttiority 2017-18 3R and ADA lmprovemenls Madera 217 
Madera County Transportation Aulhority 2016-19 3R and ADA Improvements Madera $180 
Madera County lransportalion Authority Road 30 Curb & Gutter, Sidewalk, Shoulder Paving & Rehabilitafion M•dera County $175 

Tra;iSportation Aulhority Marin County Matin-Sonoma Narrowi; (Design Contracts BH'h2 and A4) --- __, _____ 
$250 ·wso Caltrans 

Transportation Authority Matin County Francisco Blvd West Mulli-Use Pathway (2nd St to Andersen 01) San Rafael $502 j:-Orffugg _____ ,__,..___,--------~--------------2019 Street Rehabllitalion Project ---Fart Brag·g $200 b--------Point Arena Port Road RehabllnaUon & Overtay Project "$200 -· Point Arena 
~:---------------'--~------>--·---- $100 -Wflli\s . Asphalt Maintenance Program WiUl\s 

TransP<irtation Agency for Mani.Orey county 

--~_.........__.,. .. _______ ...____ ____________ 
Fort Ord Regional Trall and Greenway ------=J'Ai.ic -- $500 $800 

Transportatlon Agency for Monterey County Roule 156 Safety lmprovements-Blackle Road Extension TAMC $250 
Transportation Agency for Monterey County Regional Wayfinding Program TAMC $163 

· Monterey-Salinas Transit Dlslrlcl Monterey Bus Rapid Transit Phase I! --- MST $505 -Truckee Ann4al SlulTY Seal Project Truckee $200 

"'SaQ-armmio Tr&1:ipurt.alIOfl AuUlurily - 21 8usesforCi1wlatorSe~ica Expanslon --r-· RT $1.287 
$ao-amento Transportation Alllhority Roadway Rehabililntlon, Street Light & Street Sign Replacement CllrtJsHeighls $299 
Sacramenlo Transportation Authority Upgraded Curb Ramps Pavement Sealing Elk Grove $323 
Sao-amenlo Transportation Authority Pavement Sealing Elk Grove $30 $261 
Sacramento Transportation Authority Road Widening wl Bike Lanes Folsom $300 
Sacromento Transportation Authority Sunrise Blvd Roadway Rehabilitation Rancho Cordova $289 
Sactamento Transportation Authority Roadway Rehabllltation Sacramento $1,748 
sac1amenlo Transportation Authority Complele Streets Rehabililall~n Sacramento Co. $268 $2,106 

San 'Fi'iiiiciSco County Transportation Authority ·--- Palkmen::adlfv.in Peaks/Glen Park Residenliat Pavement Renovation SFPW $2, 106 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority Alemany Boulevattl Pavement Renovation SFPW $2,083 

Santaei;fij County Valley Transportation Au!hority Capitol El<presswayLRT Extension (Easlridge-Alum Rock) SCCVTA $9,442 $0 

siiiliacruz County Regional Transportation Commission -2018 Full Deplh Recycle & Overtay - ~----· $476 Santa Cruz Co. 

Sonom-i60unty TransportatianAii'ihority -- Santa Rosa OBAG2 Blke2iiilPedes!rlan Project Santa Rosa $100 $473 
------~ Sonoma Marin Area Rall Transit District SMART Rail Maintenance Equipment El<pansion SMART $1,553 

COsii.iiii'Oie~ County Metrop.;man'rransportation Auth01ity West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor rNSAB) lACMTA $23,941 
lo!' Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Au1hority Green Una Extension (Redondo Beach:rorrance) lACMTA $19,745 
Los Angeles County Melropolib>n Transportation Aulhorily Willov.t>rook/Rosa Paiks Station Meuanlne Improvements LACMTA $14,808 

OrangeCoun1;,Transportation Authority 1-5 Improvements, Rl 73--0so Parkway (Segment 1) - Cal trans $18,242 

AttachmentB 

Total LPP unpf\lrmd 
Propoll<ld Shares Balance 

$10,200 $10,236 $36 --- r----

$1,0811" $1,068 $0 
$1,880 $1,660 $0 

$200 $2o0 $0 

$T19!D $7,980 $0 ------
$&,199 $5,199 $0 

$4,544 $4,544 "'$"0-
$200 $200 $0 

~·- ---

$714 $714 $0 
r-----.....---- ---1----

$1,QOZ $1,002 $0 

$iOO $200 -$0--
·-

$200 $200 $0 

$100 $200 $100 -----
$1,613 $1,513 $0 

$$06 $595 $0 

$~ $200 $0 

$6,911 $6,911 $0 

$4,189 $4,169 $0 

$9,«2 $9,442 $0 

$476 $476 $0 --- ,_____ 
$0 $$73 $573 ' 

$1,663 $1,553 $0 

$61,~94 $58,494 $0 

$13,242 $16,242 $0 

Fii'Vei-Side'Coiinty Transportation Commission 
.-.:~. - -- - --~-- -·----

Riverside County Transportation Commission 
Riverside County Transportation Commission 

San Diego County Regional Transportation commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 
San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 

santaBafbaraCoUnty Local Transportation Authority--
Santa Barbara County local Transportalion Authority 
Santa Barbara County local Transportation Autho~ly 
Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority 

Tuiare county Transportation Authon!Y 

Ann II cant Aaencv 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
San Bemattlino County Transportation Authority 
San Joaquin County Transportation Authority 
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportatlon Commission 
Santa Cruz Melropofitan Transit Dislrlct 
Sonoma County lransportation Aulhority 
Stanislaus County Transportation Authortlv 

Replace Roule 71191 Interchange (NB Rt71 lo EB Rt91) RCTC $2,000 
Pachappa Underpass (Rt91 HOV Remnant Work, Raise UPRR) RCTC $4,272 
Temeseal Canyon Raad Gap Closure (v.!den lo 4 lanes) Riverside Co, $7,300 $13,li72 

----"-----· ·--lOSSAN SD Subdivision Doublelr'ack (CP Eastbrook· CP ShelO SANDAG $2.000 -
LOSSAN Batiquitos Lagoon DoubletracklBridge (MP234.5-MP235.5) SANOAG '$1,250 $9,470 
LOSSAN San Dieguno Lagoon Doubletrack/Bridge/Plalform (2422-243.9) SAND AG $3,500 
lOSSAN SD Subdivision Sorrento lo Miramar Ph2 (MP251.2-MP253) SAND!,\G $1,720 
lOSSAN SD Subdivision Signal RespaclnglOptimization SAN DAG $1,000 $18,WJ _, __ ___, _____ ..... 

----W54 ---mo i--" 
Rl 101, Santa Monica Rd!Vla Real lnter.lectiOn Improvements Caltrans 
Santa Claus lane Class I Bikeway, Carlfornia Coastal Trail Gap Closure Carpinteria $410 
North Padaro lane Coastal AedJss lmprovemenls SB County $30 $180 
Surnmenand Area Coastal Access Improvements SB County $150 $600 $2,!i74 

Rt 19B1Akers St l/C (Improve Akers/NobletAkerslMineral King intersect) Visalia $259 $2,435 $2,61l4 

Total Recommended for Formulaic Program $173365 

Pulled Protects 
1-10CortidorConlract1 (Express lanes- Dlll2b) 
Redl~nds Passenger Rail (SBdo Transit Center- Redlando University) 
Route 99/120 Connector 
Vehicle Repl~cemenl 
Vehicio Replacement 
Route 101 MarinlSonoma Narrows C-2 project 
Route 99/Fulkerth Road lnterchanoe lmorovements 

No Pro ect Pro osed 

Page 1 of1 
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Implementing 
Agency 
SBCTA 
SBC TA 

Caltrans 
SCMelro 
SC Metro 
Caltrans 
Turtock 

Year Proposed Total 
2017-18 2016-19 Pro-00 

$6,1$9 
$6,169 $12,~8 
$3,408 $3,408 

$155 $156 
$631 $631 
$579 $679 ' 

$1,256 $1,243 $2,601 

2018 LPI> Fonnulalc Sbatl>s. 

Tola! 

$13,620 }18 ------
$18,940 $0 --

$2,574 $0 
·-$2,694 $0 

$173,549 $184 

Revised 01131/2018 



" . 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Adoption of the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 

October 17-18,2018 

.OCT · 1 7. 201a · 
CAL!t:ORNfA. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSlON , 

1.1 WHEREAS, on April 28, 2017, the Governor-signed Senate Bill (SB) 1 (Beall, Chapter 5, 
Statutes of2017), enacted as the Road Repair and Accountability Act of2017, creating the 
Local Partne1·ship 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, 
Chapter 20, Statutes of 2017) which clarifi~d 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 Fo1mulaic Program; and 

1.4 WHEREAS, the Commission adopted the 2019 Local Paitnership 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 Paitnership 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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....... 
0 
-.I 
0 

Adopted 10/17/2018 

Applicant Agency 

Bay Area Toll Authority 

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

Projec:t Title 

Richmond San Rafael Structµral Steel Paint- lower deck and towers 

Implementing 
Agency 

Callrans 

Total Project 
Cost 

$85,000 

Total 
Proposed 

Cycle 1 and 2 
$19,885 

Cycle 2 
Shares 

$9,649 

Cycle 1 
Unprogrammed 

Shares 
$10,236 

Unprogrammed 
balance 

, .. ,,_;·;.:.>. ;;;;r•: .. .-~~ i '.'.:-:::-~.·· . ..:.-,_,·:,. i..~· r, ·~" ,' •11 ~n;:·~ . ···~','._::-:--~·:;u1·'"!·'"' .. :.J.•"-'-' 1".u·.<.'/:i/(:-: .. ,·_~-!:-:!:':::!'-'•':•;, ._-·:r·· ,. Y·~"' ;~ ·.~--~'.\.;:-,_~,,,;; 

$~;~,;~~ 
.~·:t•: ~·"""~J~1.;lJ;llJ71 l'•;~.1 

$0'* 
:::7, 

CCTA 
El Cerrito $909 

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

Innovate 680: 1-680 Northbound HOT/HOV 
Contra Costa Transportation Authority Central Avenue and Carlson Boulevard Pavement Rehabilitation 

Amold Drive Sidewalk Gap Closure Martinez $200 $100 
----~-- 2019 Annual Pavement Rehabllltation Orinda $700 $100 $100 $0 $0 

.:: :.:·, '! .'.';"' --,.,.,. ·. .;i,:i·~,:,1:1 ... • !! • .t;\:!_. ,:.; :\i· "~ ,,. _,·"·;~ '.·.'i"·~.:-1; ::• ~,, '"'i' :,:",,1,, ;r 2_;;--~··:~ii..":>';',1;1! .i'1:·~·1:·~ ·:-i;-1;.;•61 -:.•1"~:·:,·:te;,1~"-l--S.:-:.~!:."-'' .' .. •:1._.:;_·,:~, :::•!1·•:f';.1~.<,;1'·;t·, .. '.,,,.··.l~~.".lltt.~,1~.'t':'1~1 : 1 ,..~·:·~·:,·:J:•r;,,: <.;z. :-:~-:t;i!•,,,, .. 1;;,- • .. , : . • 1•:J.,,.,.·._:; _.;;.:>.~""~'~ri".:l•: .:. •\~,, ... ·'·· ~.~r.11~'·': !:!-, .~·.-·~.!.!. "A·i"''~"1: .'·:--~·,-.. ,.;;:re 

Trans ortation Authori Veterans Boulevard lnterchan e and Extension Phase 4a Fresno $2,173 $0 $0 
:i; • . !~' :;; .\;;:1;;-1\ 'I:;.;~,°"··~··:·.\\'.-,,:;-,.:•;~-; .. ;'._ '.f/:1-!.~·- "'.:Sf.•:'': •.7.' I, . .;-1.-::;.> :::.,~•1,;-,::1-::1.> :..r;•: •. .::.r ;·.-;'!""" J'"':~_:-,-.z.:·1;;;""~ 'rti!;;•;;u, '.."f.!•e 1~:::t-N.;,~;·.,,,..,!'·;:!1'0\<1 1'.'::<r.".:;:,~•:111.-;:,o;~ >.'-c•;::;-;.'<;:~:i;;",;'' !;:;"i~;:,~~~~( .. r_,_-~' 'i':r .;<.=:! ~~,;§'~! :rt::~!"-· .CT;~~·.-:..1µ,;· ~'K- ';.:•, C>'.i!.t\l: ~:.t:·.::\(!'~::::~~::i~' 

Madera County Transportation Authority Avenue 7 Road Rehabilitation Madera County $341 $0 $0 
·~-,;::-;;:;i;{\f§'i P'ii'a:~;·; ;;'!•r11~-1·.'~ ''"·~( ::s~-:~;;·20 ~ ",:•!"' ;l ;,!!'-0"t<f~.~!.•''-.' .·;;:-1!:";VJ!f:-., ;;;"'-!,c"/!<:\.'1'tt7,;!'"'·h': • ·: :>ll·.·"•\· ·r..,,1,;J:;;.; """'' ·.;::'-7:!'~1!'."',J\,n·,~-' :~~· !_-:_~·+·! ;-;;;:>_Lr,1~'.'I', \' ·~-. ·;.=-'·"''·' '" ""'' '·''I ·,;1il},\;j;:;;i.!~·i.~\0.~.:;·.;.ii-:·!•:::'.f.i:-;;=:ri u 1:.••!1,4'r ( ,,.·;,.:,·,1~)-1'1:c·,r.w.01r..-·1:1~ )•''"'·'·;''··'· ,;,,,;:!;;·;;:,; ·:·r~ 1.'J" (/•'• 

Transportation Authority of Marin Countv Downtown SMART Station Phase 2 SMART/Novato $5,214 
:•.,;.~: . .:.;.i.:>,:·~~:·"'-2-: : "'.•·'.!: , ... !:.'>!!-;,v; (.1!;~~.:'i"' -: · •: . .'•·.r_- .1·:~:· . .,1,•"!• • ·r.i ::.·.-:; ·_!:-~;,<-,r.:c ~:'.,."'.tt<\'..,L~:·.' ··~ •'J';".'(,,1 

Fort Bragg 12020 Maple Street Storm Drain and Sfreet Rehabilitation I Fort Bragg $650 
Point Arena ----!Windy HollowRaad-<fRiverside DriveRE!pavingand Drainagefinprovements IPointArena $256 
Willits 2019 As halt Maintenance Willits $202 

'"':•;,;·· .... ; .. ,, .,,,,~:·· :,,""·1'f.·.t0''i-' .. ;i,;:1"·.i-."t·-- • . :~ .~!;1;.· <\""· ·•· .. :'.%• .:....,-. '!·.-'-:>'::c!111.,;;<-.- r;."·1 ~!!'"·~:.,'.\ .-.:. :· ..!':H~·~~-'···*''''!,,:~:·:·n.1,·: ::I' c.::1·,, · ·'"·'"'""-~~.:.:.!.-:0\-,:i''· 

Transportation Agency for Monterey Regional Wavfindino Prooram TAMC $1,8~1 

Monterey-Salinas Transit District !Bus Replacements IMST $1,5 
~ ;'._!. ',7 ' :· ··,; '' ·::1·<:'• ·,0.-;-I 'J ~ ·' ;i, "¥·~:''• ... > ''· ·~~·,,,,, :-:~ ,., J:,1rl~:ot! 1~'•·'''i:T.;ii 

Truckee Truckee $1,0 

$483 $483 
.;·».1'.1.:,,.- c.<r....1r!:-1?!A~r;;;;i·i=T;";;,:;;<; ,,:::-.. '.:.::,u: . • <:)·:J ,,;"" 

$100 
$100 
$100 

:tif:L.tl 
$241 

$100 

$100 
$100 
$100 
~ 
$724 
$241 

$100 

$0 

$0 
$0 

~ 
$0 
$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 
$0 

,§.g 
$o 
$0 

$0 
't·'. ::;-:-;;.;1::'"~~·.::;-:-~-:,;~,.1:).'1)• ·1.'l'!.':..:'iij'~i;: .• .• 17( ";i~:.~~:;;:.~~ '. :-;-,: ,!:;:;,";".'.l.;;-1~-, j.·.1\;(i,-/i'l':!i.•£::'.".'::1 J:\1'.;---;_::'.;',~;(1-] ~i-;:•;::'. '.:: 11.?1:1!-''!)...l\';: .. ;'~!1" ···.':.:-,,,:,1: l-::2i "1,,,,. .,,,;.t;:;e;', ·:;r.:-1 :!~.Tt. 

RT $, $991 
ADA Accessibility and Drainaoe Improvements I Citrus Heiohts $123 
2020 Pavement Resurfacing !Elk Grove $254 

Sacramento Transportation Authority Easf Bidwell Street Widenin --arid Sidewalk- Folsom ---+$1.c;2'=!3' $3,3041 $01 $0 
Sunrise Boulevard Roadway Rehabilitation Rancho Cordova $4, $407 
Folsom Boulevard Roadway Rehabilitation !Sacramento I $2, $722 
Complete Streets Rehabilitation !Sacramento County I $~ $973 

·:-.,..·, c;.J.;:·~-"l!•'i':O'f:'~,.-,,, •' ! ::. '.:•~e, ,f,".'.t::.-'·,,;'"i-"".'i lH"~Ol·"':1-:-::::;::~;-,y~~·-'.:~\;';P;:;,.,,.,, ''-~-. '.' \ ·;:.;·· . ."l:O''' ",ii\",.-\\','.' .~~~-"" ~>V~.:-.~1::0: 

San Francisco Transportation Authoritv Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovatinr SFPW " $2,340 I $2, 007 J $333 $0 
• •r:· . .,·.1:1\c ... !..' .·;..,-.I:·! .... ~.'.\'~ " · :,:,;"; ... -;_~ .. ·tr.~:\';.:,.:J.e.:::':;;:;:::;<;--;.::;;;I.~!'~;;;-~; ·-'i-d·? ;__ · I .,,:~1::1~~:.·.:: ;J.f':'\ ... ,·~~:~:, :-;.~::i·:',::, :• ,1_c_.~.1.::."-..:1.J'.•'.':; .;.1u.:,"~" .;c..r::;·_,ri ;;t.;;~~1i.if;.J!';\"/"1\~:.;1. i\:r.:•:!\c'::.!!"~'.,..7 ;'.:!f''"~·'! i\1~iti;,1:•.1 '!.';T ;r.,-f;i.'\'..<4•,:;1,.,:~ci,:· ot:': ,;:~·1~r.'.'\~·· :;.~w.; :·~·" ·, ::·;~~.r.'i ".:':; ~~2.•0"-'"'<l:J.'i.':i:.ii'.1.~.;r,;;,t1:111l· ;::i'G, ,. "ilr..:,~.; ;::'.1(,·!-r.::!"l '\'i.)!,;:;·:.;::'0:\·.;.. 

San Joaquin Countv Transportation Authority Turner Road lnterchanqe Operational Improvements Cal trans $4.17 $1 R?9 $1 R?Q $0 $0 
• J~ .; •. '. ··:,:;; ~ Ni:·;:_p· •::--,-:, ;.r·:;.r ;10·.:·':"~ .. ·" ' ,, •• , <;1;,:J •\f;.. :,,~·:-:· ·'' •. , ;;,:;~.~it~i.','ii,'.!i:';!lil I ·1:~ ~!\·• .•·,~~ •:,·;, ·::'"'' •:'.•;i~:.{- ''''":·;: ~~~ :1::1-1:.!.,-. .• ,:::• '.: ·1: ,•/l·!·'.-""!.-'l:,11'·'1rYJ1· ': , ·.o\,,_;;·:,;1!1 ·:;?;•: 'f1 ~:·~Y·:~;';::i·i!:.:.::<~:';J!·,;.,c;,·;;~~ l''.1','f".', ~·~~ :;{·~· 1 ·:.-:~J;.,,1:._1:i;'f ·f.·:t::.4 ;o' ',~;-;•':1, :.'~"''~~.'Jt:; ,,~,.,~~:-._.- .. 

"onoma c;ountv 1 ransoor<auon Authority 2019 Pedestrian and Surfacino Improvements Sonoma County $1-35~ $551 $551 $0 $0 
• , .. · "·' ·:· "'' ii:):.:_;' (".!·~ ';,·.; ·-:·;'.·_,;_.·=;,!:: . .,C.ir···· .. ,;.:. ·,~·· :,~~,,,::•,.,:::,1,,,,.,;,:1-_1:,~:,: ,,;-r:;,.;>:.~.1;:-:1.,:~·-~·~,'.J ·~ ~.·:":: :::p,:;· :-,r,.;-;-,\ ,·.'!,1:·"·:.:·, y;·;,1.'i;;'.'~ .. -:"i.':'.·~",('\•,' ".-~;:; ,,, . .,1,0:;.~~1':\i:,.~;·;::;.1;,Jt-*7\=~ ·,v,•, .. ;·~·ii•: ... ·;,. .:. '.·'t":-¥:.::;'~1'.\' 

Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District SMART Rail Maintenance Eouloment Exoansion Phase 2 SMART $1.486 $743 $743 $0 $01 
· - • ~- •· d.:-.: , : -1C.:;..i.f'l -.---1:: ; ··..\--"':,_; ,,,·. I· ! .\• ·", ·_;;;~· :·· -. .• I' ,,,'•!0:«.i ..... '' ·- -.(,>,'.';·•:· ·- •: '""''"'"'· ·;'"·· • . «r, "" • ''"'~:~·· :·.1 .. .-ia ,, • .,,. '>!..~>~,;. ::.-1, •:·'~. ,-!:!;:•li~" !••·<· '"'~i'r !U~, o••:,.;:~,eo- J.-. .;1;,) ·,' >C.: t•:i1t·:•P.::. :,,,,.,,.-.~~· •i:!~'.'h'·.th:: .\"'<f <'\.~t.:i•"'-"'"-'~L'•"'Jr~,.;.: -·· ~ "..:I'' o.·.- :~·h",:~·· ;;·.1•~·1~.r .. :.>F:,;1; l~:h• ,1'. ::\'.'.!.~: ""m'."\'~-''"'' ~'l'.<!71-!!t~ ·::o· ;:.;;·::c ;ii~; •r_<;:, • ,,,.,r., ·,,,._,, •;,:,i, •• ,..'',·.·; '.:!'t': !"- : ... :.:-1 •c; ··. "1.·.:. · 

!Yuba Countv Erte Road Rehabilitation Yuba County $678 $300 $100 $200 $0' 
.,-:-.; · :.; -··11•T·!!.": "' i•:", ,', .',;;·,;1. ,_,;,;,; .. >:;.- ,:• ':.•~ .•::,·11 ·,;~ ... ,,,, ·-,,<;.' .i•.1-::c~•.::.:,;µ.';~.'l'.'.·M.1·-=r'.-.','J.Jl ••l:~!;1.:1ccO;;<'.,:c_.,;1;••;.·,;;r.\,r,";"l',;.'..'"iW:•,:::;'.'.'Ic!:t-..':'.~'.'I ·,--;~·::A.t:_r~/.'.,1;·,";''..9'.c~::i;i'1l'.';;l!'.:i:~;.f:o.rt ';:!:.:.1E'~,'•':::""::ii''"';·;-,J... ,>/<,;; <- "''"'.r:~~·~T. '-'~~ v:;-rii' '.'\l;...lJ'.i''..<.~71;;:;:-·•~1·:·<1h'1".': :.\A.:::;;?.~~if ;:,1:,1:0'·.:~·;i ~~l':!r1-.~.1~;1.'•l!l"J'.'.7~; '.'.-'•i!~·;;l!;it'.•:~;::;: ,,r~,~'.'~·<;;M-.''<Jj. ;v,r;r:;,>1"'""~" .':.o'!iS::,;':.'.:1-'it '"''.:/!'.;'l-f.l"(·ht~:~,:;.~e;.;.;:-.c~ .• : "~!.,~.;;~:fi:' ·· -··-~·!."- ··~' 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor (WSABl LACMTA $1 250,200 $5.441 
Los Angeles County MetropolltanTransportationAuthority Transit Access Pass <TAP) Bus FareboxUoorade-MuniciPalTransitOPerators LACMTA $10,000 $5,000 $29,973 $2,686 $2,473 

Green Line Extension [Redondo Beach-; orrance) LACMTA $1,167,273 ~18.t4o 
:1L. i "m11 '.\"" r.::.r-•-.-c":?.:· l''-.o,'!.'.::f ,,:,~.-.· .. ~~r.·:·~-:~,rl' .- :<:_,;t'•t:,:. '''"~-.:'"'-~-"."'',~,! I<_'~:'~· :'.~1.~.<;1i,,.,i:,;,:r:.'.~i·:~:,__::,,~,·•·;,;~::1!\'.\'J•l)3"_~;: . .'.!.:-""!:,.,-, ,...,,,,,,,,!!.~il<~t·:;rf;~.!:". - :• i·~·. ~~\',;1:r("11• r""''·•' ·Y:•i·~.:..\\,,ji},i'.'~f,1' -\'!qr!\•, ~ ""•1fl1'--i.•ll/l ,',o, ·~·'.IC'f•t! :··1 "; .. -.;fi·.1tf.¥.'J:r!:r.:m-~u.r.o~ •: f:.~r...,.,,..,,~,.;•ei~;, .. ;; · .• 

Oranoe County Transportation Authoritv · 1-5 lmProvemenL A11c1a Parkwav- El Toro Road (Seamen! 3) Caltrans $154,052 $9,388 $9,388 $0 $0 
'' ~- • :. ; ' ·11'. ,._. · ,;,r ;:. q " ';:,;,~, .'.;;;r:: 1'•';,\'),•\·h1•:c1.! • '·!,':~'"'." !""• \ •lll•':.:'.I :··-: ~- ~~·:n:-::<· ' ·~ '''.,·! ~" ~,-, ... ., . ~.... i!.'l'f..:c~ ,~:1 _,,;·-~~·"'.'-"'1:;· .. ..i:.~ ·'. ·~t:::-~.;l!~·c!.•:i:t;n::.a.:t11.:EF..i.,--;·,~; :~ (•l':ii?:,.;;,J:"-:." :...r;,"l!!.>'' 1; , ,..--:-;c~-;,-;,:•;·~~.'. :c:1::.1· ... u~'i.'' ., __ 'J; JH;:t1 :':;; :il'.'• ;,__:· ;;.,•:.::.,·.?•: ,.·.o-;:· 

Riverside Countv Transoortation Commission 1-215/Placentia Avenue lnterchanae r<c; 1 c; >10,810 $7 ""' $7 042 $48 $0 
1-.. ,; ... ·• · , ... -< ,,,.,_,, · ·:•11 ~'"":iii<·\· 'i"' ~'"'.''i",:I ;f:.:1~-<1,.r.;."1/:.'·.,1.,:.,,;,.•·:·:·t.:;;:,. !'"""' ~·J', ···;:.'L''."<: ''· ',;·.-;-r.,•:~:•r".:,.··,'.!::>.:: ·-" •!.''<•~'!, ·,;:, ;, •:,~ .. • '"~ -.~•\ :'-i.,'!:''J '"'··" '1 .1 ·;;~·i!ll!·"::·,u\·";':·1. "-{''',. ·•tr·:.;. :u.1 · .1·1.;;.,1 .'·,1!=•.1":;:'.;~i.,-:.:,1. :\:;·1·':··~ .1"""1 ·~.r :.,·.::11;.,.,, lcr .;:~ ;~;-:·>: 

ISanta Barbara County Local Transportation Authority Cabrillo Boulevard Pedestrtan Improvements . Santa Barbara $4,220 $822 $1 322 $O $O 
Santa Claus Lane Streetscape, Coastal Access Parkino and Railroad_ Crossirio Santa Barbara Countv $8,040 $500 ' 

Califom;a Transportation Commission 

Total Recommended for 2019 Fonnulaic Program !2~tJ.~f;~;r;~1$:3Y~f8~'fft4~ '.{1~{!'.1!~~;~ .;;ti;~{$$~1Sl5 {{~fi\1~P:!i~~~,;$7:2f$.5'6 ~i~;:;±·~:.,.T~P~:fi$'1~;-50.3' ::·~'.~!~~~~~;,~;:~;;i~l2'~4i.3 

.;:.\\;i!~f.:~1/)j~i,Hf~:~1t~::~]~f~~:!::'~f·:'.,,~.'J,;t;~~:.(i.~:.f;f~%I::. N1~:\\";~f;~1~~l;;;_~~,1,:::\!l:;~\:1~~{.l;r1::1'. 1ft:i~:~;1~:N9.~R.f§J~~t.{'.~r.qpq$.~~ 1\\:~:1 .. ~fl~.~j,\,:;\foff.1.~·-~ ~:t~!:.-~f{;X~~i;\i~~{ii·'~?.;:i:h\1W:~~·l~.i;~l 

Applicant Agency 

Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District 
Alameda County Transportation Commission 
Bay Area Rapid Transit District 
Citv/County Association of Governments of San Mateo Countv 
City of Clearlake 
Imperial County Local Transportation Authority 
Merced CountvTransportation Authority 
Napa Valley Transportation Authoritv 
Nevada City 
Stanislaus County Transportation Authoritv 
Santa Clara Countv Vallev Transportation Authority 
San Mateo County Transportation Authority 
San Mateo Countv Transit District 
Santa Cruz County Reqional Transportation Commission 
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit Distrtct 
San Bernardino County Transportation J,uthority 
San Diego County Regional Transportaoon Commission 
Tulare County Transportation Authorttv 

1,,ycle 1 
Unprogrammed 

Shares 
$0 
$0 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$1,076 
$1,253 

$323 
$200 

$0 
$0 
$0 

$1,757 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$5,340 
$0 

Total l1.;g:~::1;.,y;:;t;~;;./KJi<$9; 

Cycle 2 
Unprogrammed 

Shares 
$480 

$3,802 
$845 
$122 
$100 
$556 
$599 
$311 
$100 

$1,196 
$4,497 

$840 
$840 
$302 
$302 

$6,339 
$9,727 
$1,387 

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 
;~~TI;i,$32f345 l~Z:fl'.?ti~~i~J!£.V$42T29.4' 

*Cycle 2 Shares include a $5 million incentive grant 

<0/5/2018 



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 tax:es solely 
dedicated to transpo1iation 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 cmrent 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 Year 2019-20. 

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

provide for the expansion of service throughout the district with the purchase of electric and/or 
gasoline buses for safe, reliable, and affordable transportation. $991,000 in Local Partnership 
Formulaic Program Funding is recommended in Fiscal Year 2019-20. 
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,. ·Riverside County Transportation Commission - I-215/Placentia Avenue Interchange. This 
project will provide a new interchange to improve mobility, traffic flow, traffic congestion, 
arid 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 cir. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
Room348 
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). 
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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 Frahcisco 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. 
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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 Prog,ram - 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. 
CiJ 

Should you have any questions, please contact Kanishka Karunaratne Che~g aJ:?,415-?~ · 
. 554-6696. . . \· :::;; ::.:.~~) . ~ ~o~ 

t~.' rn :c u r~:~ 

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

TELEPHONE: ~4d tp~54-6141 
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