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FILE NO. 190761 RESOLUTION NO . 

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

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

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

Francisco Public Works' Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project, for 

a term to commence following Board approval through June 30, 2023. 

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

9 Accountability Act of 2017, also known as SenateBill 1 (herein referred to as SB1), a 

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

11 funding for local streets and roads, multi-modal improvements, and transit operations; and 

12 WHEREAS, SB1 created the Local Partnership Program (herein referred to as lPP) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

19 tolls, or fees; and 

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

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

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

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

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

25 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1 
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1 Francisco voters in November 2010, both with revenues dedicated to fund transportation 

2 investments; and 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

10 Renovation (also known as Parkmercedff win Peaks/Mt Davidson Residential 

11 Pavement Renovation) 

12 2. FY2018-2019: Alemany Boulevard Pavement Renovation 

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

14 Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation); and 

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

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

17 Renovation; and 

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

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

20 Renovation; and 

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

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

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

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

25 indirect costs totaling $614, 108.78; now, therefore be it 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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1 RESOLVED, That this Board of Supervisors authorizes SFPW to accept and expend 

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

3 · above; and, be it 

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

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

6 FURTHER RESOLVED; That SFPW, by adopting this Resolution, will commit 

7 $2,632,000 in local matching funds. 
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Recommended: 

Mohammed Nuru 

Director of Public Works 

Mayor Breed; Supervisor Mar 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Approved: ~ Lt . r~ler 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING JULY 24, 2019 

ltem3 Department: 
File 19-0761 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 up to $2,340,000 in Senate Bill 1 (SBl} Local Partnership Program 
(LPP} funds in FY 2019-20 for the Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 
project, coupled with a match of $2,632,000 from the General Fund. 

l<ey Points 

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

• SBl established the LPP, which ~!locates $200 million in SB1 funding per year to local or 
regional agencies that have sought and recei\ied voter approval for taxes or imposed fees 
dedicated solely to transportation: 50 percent of annual LPP funds ($100 million} are 
allocated through a Formulaic Program to local and regionf:ll transportation agencies that 
have specifically sought and received voter approval for transportation sales taxes, tolls or 
fees. T~e San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA} is eligible to receive LPP 
Formulaic Funds. 

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

Fiscal Impact 

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

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

Recommendation 

• Approve the proposed resolution. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
8 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING JULY 24, 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 Governor of California signed Senate Bill 1 (SB1) 1 into law in April 2017. SB1 is a 
transportation funding package that provides over $50 billion in increased funding for local 
streets and roads, multi-modal improvements and transit operations over the next 10 years. 

SB1 established the Local Partnership Program (LPP), which appropriates $200 million in SB1 
funding per year. The California Transportation Commission (CTC) allocates LPP funds to local or 
regional agencies that have sought and received voter approval of taxes or imposed fees 
dedicated solely to transportation. 50 percent ofLPP funds {$100 million) are allocated annually 
through a Forrnulaic Program to local or regional transportation agencies that have specifically 
sought and received voter approval for transportation sales taxes, tolls or fees. 

The San Francisco County Transportation Authority (S.FCTA) is eligible to receive funding 
through the LPP Formulaic Program due to the fact that the agency administers Proposition K 
(Prop K), a half-cent local transportation sales tax program approved by San Francisco voters in 
November 2003, and Proposition AA (Prop M), an additional $10 vehicle registration fee 
approved by San Francisco voters in November 2010. 

In August 2018, the SFCTA and the San Francisco Public Works Department (Public Works) 
submitted a joint request to the CTC for FY 2019-20 LPP Formulaic Funds for the Sunset and 
Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project. In October 2018, the CTC approved the request 
and ·adopted and programmed $2,340,000 in FY 2019-20 for the project, with the requirement 
that Public Works provide a 100% local match. 

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

Project Description 

The Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation project would repave 2.5 miles of 
residential streets in the Sunset and Parkside neighborhoods. Key elements of the project scope 
include demolition and pavement renovation, new sidewalk construction, curb ramp 
construction and retrofit, and traffic control. The project is part of Public Works' larger Street 

1 SBl is also known as the Road Repair andAccountability Ad of 2017. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
9 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING JULY 241 2019 

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

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

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

March 202~. 

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

Table 1: Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation Budget 

Sources 

SBl LPP Grant 
General Fund 

Total 

Uses 

·Design 

Construction (Hard Cost) 

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

Total 

Amount 

$ 2;340,000.00 

$ 2,632,000.00 

$ 4,972,000.00 

Amount 

$ 472,000.00 

$ 3,214,285.65 

$ 321,428.57 
. $ 964,285 .. 70 

$ 4,972,000.00 

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

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

Approve the proposed resolution. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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File Numbet: 
(Provided by C1erkOt sOMcfOTSUPAAi!S~ffi)·- -· .. ~~ 

Grant Resolution Information Form 
(Effective July 201 i) 

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

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

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

2. Department: San Francisco Public Works 

3. Contact Person: Elizabeth Ramos 

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

r elephone: 415. 554 .4069 

[] Not yet approved 

5fr..~::1n~~~n~~~~~~t Fundinl ~~r~~ed _orA.Q~~&r~~M_QQ _______ . ____ ····-·-·· --·-· _ ··-··-·--·--····---- ---· --·-·-· -·---··-·--: 

l_i~Q·~---~~~:-~~-~:===---JJ?~Q;;~_anc1.£~r.~~is!~_§ir~~ts.__i:av~m~D_!_!3~!1ov_aj1QD__:-.=::~===~=~.~~==-=-~==~~~=~~:l 

6. a. 

b. 

7. a. 

b. 

Matching Funds· Required: 
Minimum: $2,340,000 
Actual: $2,632,000 

Source(s) of matching funds (if applicable): 
General Fund 

Grant Source Agency: 
California Transportation Commission 

Grant Pass-Through Ag'ency (if applicable): 
.Not Applicable 

6. Proposed Grant Project Summary: 

Repaving of 2.5 miles of residential streets in the Sunset and Parkside neighborhoods in San 
Francisco. The project consists of demolition and pavement renovation, new sidewalk 
construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control, and all related and incidental 
work within project limits. 

9. Grant Project Schedule, as allowed in approva,I documents, or as proposed: 
Start-Date: 07/2019 End-Date: 03/2023 

10. a. Amount budgeted for contractual services: . 
$3,535,714 

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

4135 



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

d. Is this likely to be a one~time or ongoing request for contracting out? · 
One~time req Li.est. 

11. a. Does the budget include indirect costs? 
[X] Yes · []No 

b. 1. If yes, how much? 
$614, 108.78 

b. 2. How was the amount calculated? 
FY18/19 lndireot Cost Plan 

c. 1. If no, why are Indirect costs not included? 

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

. []To maximize use of grant f1.,1nd$ on direct services 

c. :f no indirect costs ara fncluds.d, v.that \V0Ldd have been the !ndirec! costs? 
Not Applicable 

12. Any other significant grant requirements or comments: 
Not Applicable 

2 
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**Qisability Access Checklist***(Department must forward a copy 01 ·a11 completed Grant Information 
Forms to the Mayor's Office of Disability) 

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

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

· []New Site(s) 

[ ] Existing Structure( s) · 
[]Rehabilitated Strlicture(s) 
[]New Structure(~) 

[]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 
coni::luded that the project as proposed will be in compliance with the American~ with Disabilities Act.and all . 
other Federal, State and local disability rights laws and r~gulatlons and will allow the full inclusion of persons 
with disabilities. These requlrements·include, but are not limit~d to: 

1. Having staff trained h) 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 ~reas and related fi;1cilities open to the public are architecturally accessible and 
have been inspected and approved by the DPW Access Compliance Officer or the Mayo(s Office on 

. Disability Complianc~ Officers. 

If such access would be technically infeasible, this Is described in the comments section bel9w: 

Comments: 

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

Kevin Jensen 
(Name) 

Disability Access Coordinator 
(Title) · 

Date Reviewed: ,C;;;t /~/'i~-7 rl 
(Slgnature'Requlred) 

Dep'artment Head. or Deslgnee Approval of Grant Information Form: 

Mohammed Nuru 
(Name) 

Director, San Francisco Public Works 

(Tiiie) 

Date Reviewed: 

3 
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SBl LPP 

General Fund 

Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

SBl Local Partnership Program Formulaic Funds Budget 

Sources Amount 

$ 2,340,000 
$ 2,632,000 

TOTAL REVENUE: $ 4,972,000 

Design 

Construction 

TOTAL COST: 

SBl lPP 

$ 236,000 
~ . 2!104,000 

$ 2,340,000 

4138 

General Fund 

$ 236,000 $ 
~ 21396,000 $ 
$ 2,632,000 $ 

Amount 

472,000 
4,500,000 

4,972,000 



PAVE 1\11 E NT R t f\J 0 \J AT I () l\J 
SBl Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 

Fiscal Year 2019-20 Programming 

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

Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

Basic Project Information · 
Project Name: Sunset and Parkside Street Pavement Renovation 

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

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

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

all related and incidental work within project limits. 

Project Location: The project will resurface the following re.~idential street segments in San 

Francisco: Ortega Street (19th Avenue to 29th Avenue), Pa~hecp Street (36th Avenue to 37th 

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

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

Street to Santiago Street). 

Project Phase: Construction 

Fiscal Year of Programming: 2019/20 

-Total Project Cost: $4,972,000 

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

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

Local Match: $2,632,000 

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

Street Res.urfacing Program Background 
San Francisco Public Works (Public Works) is responsible for more than 900 miles of streets and 

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

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

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

Roadway surfaces must be routinely maintained, r'enewed, and resurfaced to extend the 

service life of the pavement. 

Street Resurfacing inspects each of the City's blocks and 

assigns a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) score every two 

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

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

implementing the pavement management strategy of 

preserving streets by applying the right treatment to the right 

roadway at the right time. Streets are prioritized and seiected 

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

clearance, and geographic equity. 

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

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

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

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

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

lifetime avera$e PCI score, while reducing reconstruction costs. 

Since 2011, Street Resurfacing has performed o.ver 110 joint and coordinated projects with 

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

and private agencies and tracks 

the City's projects to determine 

whether paving should join or 

coordinate on a project with 

other agencies. Coordinating 

street resurfacing work with 

other major San Francisco 

projects maximizes the efficiency 

and effectiveness of public· 

dollars, while minimizing 

disruption to San Francisco 

residents, visitors, and 

businesses. 

·4142 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds 
Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

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

Francisco. The American Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) requires that the City bu.ild 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 Transit.ion Plan for Curb Ramps and 

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

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

between 2013 and 2016. 

San Francisco's Street Resurfacing Needs 
Well maintained streets provide multi-modal benefits. Motorists, cyclists, and transit benefit 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The Street Resurfacing program's use of Streets Bond funds proved that the n1,1mber of blocks 

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

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

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

block (see Figure 2). 

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

Figure 2: Annual Number of Blocks Treated Since Fisc9/ Year 2009-2010 
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The target PCI score of 7S aims to make San Francisco streets "Good," by Fiscal Vea·r 202S. As of 

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

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

. 2016, largely bec.ause of the dedicated funding stream from the Streets Bond during this five 

year period? 

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

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

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

PCI score to drop to 67 by 2027.3 A sco,re of 67 not only erases all improvements to the citywide 

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

lfthis funding level continues, San Francisco streets can expect to fall to an average Pei.score of 

SS by 204S (see Figure 3).4 Fully funding the Street Resurfacing Program is necessary to s1,1stain 

the improvements made since 2011 and reach the target PCI score of 7S. 

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

Figure 3: PC! Outcomes from Different Budget Scenarios 
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As of Decemoer 2016, approximately 40% of San Francisco streets. are still considered "At-Risk," 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

. SF Goal: PCI 

of75 

As of · 

PCI Score 

Cost of Repair 

Rating (Per Block) Treatment Method 

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 a_nd repair of local roads drastically decreases. According to"the costs outlined in 

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

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

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

becomes more expensive, and San Francisco's paving n~eds 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. 

Table 2: Backlog Growth Based .an Funding Levels 

PClof75 Current Funding Levels PCI in Mid 80s 

Backlog Growth 

Backlog in 2045 

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

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

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

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

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

backlog, funding to reach and maintain a PCI score in the low 8Qs is needed (see Table 2). 

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

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

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

repair fees. 5 

Sunset and Parkside Project Information 
Public Works requests Cycle 2 Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Local Partnership Program (LPP) formula 

funds for the construction phase of the pavement portion of the Sunset and Parkside Streets 

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

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

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

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

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

(Attachment B). 

5 American Society of Civil Engineers, 2017 Infrastructure Report Card. 
https://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/infrastructur~-super-mapf 
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Figure 5: Sunset and Parkside Project Limits · 
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. The project is located on 2.5 miles or 30 blocks of street. The project will include the following 

street segments: 

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

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

(0.47 miles) 

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

miles) 

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

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

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

neighborhood and community centers, such as: 

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

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

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

considered minorities and 53% are considered socioeconomically disadvantaged. 6 

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

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

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

socioeconomically disadvantaged. 7 · 

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

mldd!e school, which has aims to build a strong connection to the community, as weii as the 

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

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

considered socioeconomically disadvantaged 8• 

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

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

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

English Language Learner program and Special Education curriculum.9 

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

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

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

basketball court and new children's playground. 10 

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

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

family-friendly, open greenspace11 

6Robert Louis Stevenson Elementary School, San Francisco Public Schools. 
http:/fwww.sfusd.edu/en/schools/school-information/robert-l-stevenson.html 
7 Sunset Elementary School, San Francisco Public Schools. http://www.sfusd.edu/en/schools/school
information/sunset.html 
8 A.P. Giannini Middl School, San Francisco Public Schools. http://www.sfusd.edu/en/schools/school
information/giannini-a-p.html 
9Abraham Lincoln High School, San .Francisco Public Schools. http://www.sfusd.edu/en/schools/school
information/abraham-lincoln.html 
10 Sunset Rec Center, San Francisco Recreation and Parks. http://sfrecpark.org/destination/sunset-rec-center-parkL 
11McCoppin Square, San Francisco Recreation arid Parks. http:ijsfrecpark.org/destination/mccoppin-square/ 
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West Sunset Playground: This playground is located bordered by three schools and the Ortega 

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

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

facilities and park amenities.12 

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

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

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

language collection. 13 

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

(Attachment C). 

Figure 6: Project Location 

Mw1•~·::,oJ3,J'"'-C.l";'" . 
. ., .... ,,,..,: 

@J 
f$' 11r1e fi;;;::n~i:: • · 

12 West Sunset Playground, San Francsico Recreation and Parks. http://sfrecpark.org/project/west-sunset
playground/ 
13 Ortega Branch Library, San Francisco Public Library. https:/lsfol.org/?pg=Ol00001601 
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Figure 7: Current Conditions on Ortega Street 

Figure 8: Current Conditions on Ulloa Street 

Currently, the average PCI score within the project limits is in the mid 40's, making the roads 
"At-Risk." This project will boost the PCI score to 100, and, subsequently, help boost the City's 
network PCI. This construction work will, in conjunction with Street Resurfacing's asset 

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

transit. riders, and bicyclists. 

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

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

related and incidental work within project limits .. 

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

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

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

(Attachment D}. 

AnUcipated Benefits from the Sunset and Parkside Project 
The Sunset aQd Parkside Streets Renovation project will provide a multitude of benefits both to 

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

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

Analysis Model because the model proved to have limitations whe·n calculating local streets and 

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

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

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

application are based on research and literature review. 

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

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

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

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

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

them substantially more expensive to fix at a later time. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

must be continuously used. 

Table 3: Cost Savings 

Best Practices Traditional 

Blocks 30 30 

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

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

,,,~~t~r;,~1fuv::~t'il\il~It ti~~1i~~tQit 

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~ 

14 I P age 

4153 

I 



San Francisco Public Works 

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

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

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

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

equivalent of the emissions from 55 cars in a year . 

. According to the Concrete Sustainability Hub at Massachusetts Institute ofTechnology, 

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

aggregated.11 15 The National Cooperative Highway Research Program found that vehicles 

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

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

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

bumpy roads.17 

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

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

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

stabilize their vehicles. 

Land Use, Housing Planning, Transportation Goals 

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

City's land use and transportation goals. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

and from the Sunset District. 

The project also falls in line with infrastructure investment goals outlined in Plan Bay Area 
2040. The plan prioritizes maintaining San Francisco Bay Area's local streets and roads and 

14 New Civil Engineers, Final Report: California Statewide Local Street and Roads Needs Assessment, 2016 October, pp, 23-24, 
accessed. 2017 November 30. http ://www.savecaliforniastreets.org/wp-content/u ploads/2016/10/2016-CA-Statewi de-Local-
Streets-a nd-Roads-Needs-Assessment-Finaf-Report. pdf · 
15 Greene, Suzanne, et al. Pavement Roughness and Fuel Consumption, Massachusetts Institute of Technology Concrete 
Sustainability Hub, 2013 August, pp; 11-15, accessed 2017 November 30. 
https://csh u b. mit. edu/ sites/default/files/ documents/PVIRoughness vlS. pdf 
16Chatti, Karim and lmeri Zaabar, National Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 720: Estimating the Effects of 
Pavement Condition on Vehicle Operating Costs, Transportation Research B-oard, 2012, pp. 19-23, accessed 2017 November 30. 
https://www.nap.edu/read/22808/chapter/4#21 · 
17 U.S. Department ofTransportatlon Federal Highway Administration, Pavements, 2017 June 27, accessed 2017 Nov.ember 30. 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/pavement/sustainability/artides/vehide fuel.cfm 
18 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco General Plan: Urban Design Element, amended 2010, December 7, 
accessed 2017 November 30. http://generalp!an.sfplannlng.org/15 Urban Design.htm · 
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stresses the importance of improving pavement condition in the region. 19 The completion of 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

the City's growing backlog. 

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

management strategy, the Sunset and Parkside project has the potential to generate almost $9 

million (realized over in the 40 years after const_ruction} in maintenance and repair cost savings 

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

neighborhood conneetions, the benefits of this project greatly outweigh the requested . 

investment. 

19 Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Plan Bay Area 2040, adopted 2017 July 26, accessed 2017 November 30. 
http://2040.planbayarea.org/strategies-and-performance 
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San Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds 

·Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

Attachment A: Funding Plan 

Design SF General Fund 

Construction LPP Cycle-1 Funds 

Construction LPP Cycle 2.Funds 

Construction SF General Fund 

Programmed 

Planned 

Planned 

Planned 

19/20 $472,000 9.5% 

18/19 $333,000 6.7% 

19/20 $2,007,000 40.4% 

19/20 $2,160,000 43.4% 
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San ·Francisco Public Works 
Local Partnership Program Cycle 2 - Formula Funds 

· Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

Attachment B: Cost Estimate 

Item I Item Description Cost 

1 I Traffic Routing Work $300,000 

2 I Grinding and Asphalt $1,510,000 

3 I Concrete Base 8-lnch $930,000 

4 I Concrete Sidewalk I $80,000 

5 Concrete Curb And Concrete Gutter $100,000 

6 Concrete Curb Ramp With Detectable Tiles $600,000 

7 Adjust City-Owned Facilities $70,000 

8 I Temporary 4-lnch White/Yellow Striping $10,000 

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

updated as design comes closer to completion. 
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Attachme_nt C: Project Map 

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

Attachment D: Anticipated Project Schedule 

Plaru:Ungl Conceptual Engineering 
30%) 

Environmental Studies (P A&ED) 

Design Engineering (PS&E) 10% 

RIW Activities I Acquisition 

I Advertise Construction 0% NIA 
J Start Construction (e.g. Award 

0% Contracted 
Contract2 

Start Procurement (e.g. rolling stock) 

Project Completion (i.e. Open for Use) I NIA I NIA 

October 2017 September I 

December 2018 NIA I 

April 2019 NIA I 

I NIA I NIA I August I 

2018 

NIA 

NIA 

2020 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 

DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

Amendment (Existing Project) 

~8~'.i>~j)'i)15-1t1'.§!~1lt'l.~ 
04 

No 

Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

l,\'§AitiJm:;~ffPJlq!l'!!LIDll~)';l'!ii§_tr!itff.Q'.ijf(~~;[l;ii'.~qf~\M§~K1~1Iloli~~iif&~M\,;,,,~1tfi<Tu~~1ti~~\t;f~~~'tl~;;'\l!JiJ',£1~.llf~1'.ffit1'1~~f~~~t14!1\!~~~11-1\~l 
The LPP funds requested will fund the paving scope of work which includes demolition, pavement renovation of 30 blocks, new sidewalk 
construction, curb ramp construction and retrofit, traffic control, and all related and Incidental work within project limits. The average PCI 
score within the proejct limits is in the mid 40s. 

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

Local streets and roads Local road lane-miles rehab.ilitated Miles 5 

ADA Improvements Yes Bike/Ped Improvements Yes 

Includes Sustainable Commuriities Strategy Goals Yes Reduces Greenhouse Gas Emissions Yes 

~9j!~~lgfil.. 
Project Study Report Approved 

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

Begin Closeout Phase 

End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report) 

ADA Notice 
For individuals with sensory i:Jisabllitles, this document is available in alternate formats. or n ormation call (916) 
654~641 O 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) 

Project Benefits: 

Date: 8/29/18 

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

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

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

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

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

04 SF 

Component 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP(CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP(CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

Da~: 8/29/18 

Implementing Agency 
San Francisco Public Works. 

Notes 

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

Component Funding Agency 
E&P (PA&ED) _cT,.;..c ________ -t 

PS&E 

R/WSUP(CD 

CON SUP(CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP(CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

Notes 

333 

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

Component Funding Agency 
E&P (PA&ED) _cT_c ________ -t 

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 

TOTAL 

Notes 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 
DTP-0001 (Revised July 2017) 

rk•iOlsfri.cJ':?~i: ~· 
04 SF I Residential I 

:;i[R1'9l~~~~'Ffi@:;~:j Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement Renovation 

Fund No. 3: 

Component 

E&P(PA&ED} 

PS&E 

R/WSUP(CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R/W' 
CON 

TOTAL 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP(CT) 

CON SUP(CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

Fund No. 4: 

Component 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP(CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

E&P(PA&ED) 

R/WSUP (CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R/W 

CON 

TOTAL 

Fund No. 5: 

Component 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/W SUP(CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R/W 
CON 

TOTAL 

E&P(PA&ED) 

PS&E 

R/WSUP(CT) 

CONSUP(CT) 

R/W 

. CON 

TOTAL 

General Fund 

472 

Date: 8/29/18 

~~f!F'fl\ftoigQ~!IQ1~f,'if;~''";h';l$'fPD"1tiikt'.''''""'~"'j:j;".'J,\lf\1?,loi!~Db'iii'Ji; 

I I I 

Program Code 

Funding Agency 

· City and County of SF. 

Notes 

Program Code 

Funding Agency 

Notes 

Program Code 

Funding Agency 

Notes 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Adoption of the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 

October 17-18, 2018 

RESOLUTION G-18~44 

" 

OCT ·1 7' 20ta · 
OAL!~ORNIA 

'tRANSPOATATION 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 Repajr 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 iniproveinent projects; and 

1.2 WHEREAS, on June 27, 2017, the Governor signed Assembly Bill (AB) 1.15 (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 Prog1·am Guidelines for the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program; and 

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

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

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

1. 7 WHEREAS, Commission staff reviewed the project proposals for compliruice with the 
Local Partnership Progi·am Guidelines; and 

1.8 WHEREAS, On September 26, 2018, Commission staff posted recommendations on the 
program of projects to the Commission website, as reflected iri. Attachm~nt B. 

2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, . BE· IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 
Commission adopts the attached 2019·Local Partnership Formulaic Program of Prnjects; 
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 Cominission's website. 
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..p. 

.;._., 

O'> 
01 

Adopted 10/1712018 

Applicant Agency 

Bay Area Toll Authority 

Contra Costa Transportation Auth?rity 

Orinda 

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

Project Title 
Implementing 

Agency 
Total Project II Total 

Cost Proposed 
Cvcle 1 and2 

Ri.chmond San Rafael Structural Steel Paint- lower deck and towers Cal trans $85,00011 $19,885 
:::=;:;::::J ·.·; .:, ... 
$478,600 lnnoVate 680: 1-680 Northbound HOT)HOV CCTA 

Central Avenue and Carlson Boulevard Pavement Rehabilitation · BCerrito $909 
Arnold Drive Sidewalk Gap Closure Martinez $200 
2019 Annual Pavement Rehabilitation Orinda $700 

,-:'.::··· 

Cycle 2 j Cycle 1 j Unprogrammed 
Shares Unprogrammed balance 

Shares 

$9,6491 $10,2361 $0 1' 
. ... "• .. •'.: .. . .. . :.-:.• ". 

$0 $0 

$0 $0 

$0 $0 

$0 $0 

Fresno Coun Trans o.~~~n Au.~~~-~i .. ~~~~.~ans Bou!eva.~~.~~.~i:~~~~~ .. ~.~.~~::.'~:~sfon :..~~-~-~4~ Fresno ..... ·:.~.. .-~.\: .... . -~~.:!.~;.IJ-.--~ ..... -·:":· -.~4~ . .' '.~:I··:" :;:i. 

Madera Countv Transoortation Authoritv Avenue 7 Road Rehabilitation Madera County $750 -- · -
_..:•;.-·.·· .. ,-·:·.---"-'- .. -··· ... --·:/ 

Transportation Authortty of Marin County 1Downfo0n SMART Statfcin Pliase 2 --- - ISMART/Nova\o - --i $5.214 $0 $0 

Fort Bragg 2020-Maple Street Sfoiin Drain and Street Rehabttitation- I Fort Bragg - I $650 $0 $0 
Point Arena Windy Hollow Road &RlVersfd6 Driv9Rf:pavf0g and Drainage lmprovirTlents I Poii1t Arena I $256 $0 $0 
Willits 2019 Asphalt Maintenance IWilltts I $202 $0 $0 

···- .... , .~ ...... . 
Transportation Agency for Monterey County Regional Wayfindif19 Program TAMC $1,931 $0 $0 
Monterev-Salinas Transit District Bus Replacements MST $1.500 $0 $0 

Truckee 2019_Slurrv Seal ITnuckee I $1.05E $0 $0 

CircuTaiorBusServiceExpanslon IRT- --1 $1,982 

$0 $0 

.:',;;.•• .. 

ADAAccessibilitvand Drainaae lmorovements Citrus Heiahts $641g 
2020 Pavement Resurfacina Elk Grove $3 754 
East Bidwell Street Widenino and Sidewalk Folsom $548 
Sunrise Boulevard Roadwav Rehabilitation Rancho Cordova $4 368 ... , 
Folsom Boulevard Roadway Rehabilitation Sacramento $2 222 ... _ 
Comolete Streets Rehabilitation Sacramento Countv $2 500 ~-

... •" ............ _ . ···-·.- ... ,.,. ".•··-·-·::.':-..-::·"·~-' , ....... -::·:.;;.·.~:: .. ,. ,,,.,., ...... -:.::; ::::: ..... .-~1;::""' .......... ·::::-.-·- ·•····· ... -·:::.·.''.:.-.-::·.:·· · .......... -·~.: .... ;.-:.·: ,·:· .. ·•· :::·.::::.-:;: .. ;·" .... , .. , .... , .. :.:.·:::: ..... ,-.~:·::;.·::-·:. •, 

Sacramento Transportatio!} ALithority 

/$331l 1$0: 
.·-:·: :'::.; •• v• 

$0 $0 

rsanb1'tilm~1~co1tr1~1:tll' ·caw: 'S:9iii~et:~~a::J?ar11.;;1ffe:•st1;0efs-'Pil~~ffi~tttlR~~ovatr<l~;· """'w. :S4'S:m ;;;z~y;;.~: .. .. .............. _,. .... -........ -.. .......................... .............................. . ....................................................... _ ............... · ... -.... .·...... ......... ......................................... .. .......................... j ..... _ ..... " ................... l···· .. .. 
!San Joaouln County Transoortation Authority JTumer Raad lnterchanoe Operational Jmorovements Caltrans $4,171 -· ---

Sonoma County Transportation Authority 2019 Pedestrian andSurfacino Improvements Sonoma County --1 $1,352 $0 $0 

$0 $0 
..... -· 

$200 $0 

[Sonoma-Mann Area Rail Transtt Distr'.~t.. . ..... · . s~~il~~i~t~~;~ .. E~~~~~s:;;~~~: ~>~ =;; ~':s~~~T ·: ......... .. ~. . .. ,,,, .. ~1,'!as:1·.·······. ~·~vi 
LYuba County Erte Road Rehabili\;ltion lYuba County j $6 -..... _ ... ::..; .. 

$2,686 $2,473 
West Sar ---.-. ··-1nta Ana Branch Transit Corridor !WSABl LACMTA $1 250,2 
1 rans1t ACCe-ss Pass (TAPl Bus Farebax Uoorade ~ Municioa! Transit Ooerators LACMTA $10,0( Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Autl1ority -

$0 $01 

Green Line Extension fRedondo Beach-Tonrancel LACMTA $1,167,2, v ~ .v, 

IOranae CountvTransportation Auth~ri~-,.. 1-5 lmorovement, Ali~i~,~~~v-B'T~·~~"Raad ·(·5~~~ent 3) cali~~~~ __ ..... ... ... $15~;~~-:Jj · .. -,., ..... -,'··:.::.:·~·~·J 
.. -.. . :.- ,. . .... ,.......... .. -·· ........ ' ... :.~··.,·:;: ................. , ... .. ·~:::... . ... :... .. .... ., .... . ..; ~ ... 

Rlverslde County Transportation Comr'nisslon 1-215/Placentia Avenue Interchange RCTC $76.975 $48 $0 
,• ··:--~ ~ :: .' .. ..-~ ·.·· -... · 

Santa Claus Lane Streetscape, Coastal Access Parkinq and Railroad Crossing !Santa Barbara County I $8.0408 $500 
$0 $0 Cabrillo Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements !Sarita Barbara I -$4.2206 $822 Santa Barbara-County Local Transpqrtation Authority . $1,322 

Total Recommended for2019 Fonnulalc Program/i'iiii,N$li)'2i!3;1':(jjicf;i'.:; :~)'1''$%3i!if'SJ i.'!~'."i')P'$72{6MW !ii'"'i'f?'.:":ii13[5ii3Ji/'! !~l"i7'ii $ii473J 

Califomfa Transportation Commission 

~·:.: ·:~~:.: ~:<. :,;,::;0;«; •":'(:/·:;'.,::.::;:: ........ """·'"' ''"''·''"·,:·;;:,: "''No'.P.roJe.cts:?.r.opdiieil\ :,; ·''·'' .... .,, :.~, .. -··~-.. _.::<-:J..:~;:.::·::.~:;;;.-;: ::~s-/. ~.:~"//::\: .. ~·:;!:', ·:::,:?~ 

Applicant Agency 

Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District 
Alamt!da Countv Tra0$p0rtati0n ComTnission 
Bay Area Rapid Trar1sit District 
CitvtCOunty A.SsocialiOri. of GOV9fnmeOtS-Of sar!Mat80C-CiUhty-
City of Clearlake 
Imperial County Local TransportaUon-AuthoritV 
Merced County Transportation Authoritv 
Naoa Valley Transportation Authority 
Nevada City 
Stanislaus Countv TranSportation AuthOrity 
Santa Clara Countv Val!ev Transportation Authoritv 
San Mateo County Transportation Authority 
San Mateo County Tl-ansit Dfstn"ct 
Santa Cruz County Reoional Transportation Commission 
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authoritv 
San DfeoO COuntv R9ol0ri31 fr30soortatior1- COmmisslon 
Tulare County TransPol-tatiarl Authoritv 

Cycle 1 
Unprogrammed 

Shares 

Cycle2 
Unprograrnmed 

Shares 

Unprogrammed 
Total Shares 

$01 $4801 $480 
$0 I $3,602 I $3.802 
so I $845 I $845 
$01 $1221 $122 
$01 $1001 $100 

$1.0761 $556} $1,632 
$1,2531 $599} $1.852 

$323 I $311 I $634 
$2001 $1001 $300 

$01 $1.1961 $1,196 
$01 $4.4971 $4.497 
$01 $8401 $840 

$1,7571 $840( $2,597 
$01 $3021 $302 
$01 $3021 $302 
so I $6,339 I $6,339 

$5,3401 . $9;7"211 $15,067 
$01 $1,3871 $1,3&7 

Total (>GT~::f:c ;"\fr\:;:s9f9@FET·I. cHc'i$32;54s(:: ul'i ... ;;'S''·'.:s42(294( 

.., Cycle 2 Shares include a $5 million incentive grant 

10/5/2018 



To: 

Memorandum 

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTCMeeting: October 17-18, 2018 

Reference No.: 4.6 
Action 

Published Date: CC>ctober 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), 
sigued by the Governor on June 27, 2017, clarified Senate Bill 1 language regarding local and 
regional transpo1iation 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 agendes in which voters have approved fees or taxes solely 
dedicated·to transportation improvements. 

Local Partnership Fonnulaic Program 
The 2019 Local Paiinership 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 tho'se 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 Paiinership 
Program Guidelines, identified potential jurisdictions eligibie for funding shares in subsequent 
.cycles, and discussed the proposed funding share distribution for Fiscal Year 2019-20. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 4.6 
October 17-18, 2018 
Page 2of3 

On June 27, 2018 the Commission adopted the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program Share 
Distribution for Fiscal Year 2019-20. Eligible jmisdictions, 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 draft:ed and posted. 
recommendations on the program of projects to the Commission's website on 

·September 26, 2018. Through this process, Con:imission staff ensured applicant agencies had an · 
opportunity to verify, review, and request modifications priorto adoption. 

Of the 40 agencies eligible for the program, 22 agencies submitted 33 projects for programming 
and all 33 projects are recommended for programming. The current program of projects will 
program a total of $83 .9 million that includes cycle 1 formulaic unprog1~ammed shares of 
$11 million, over Fiscal Year2019-20. 

Eighteen agencies eleCted not to apply for programming at this time. The Local Partnership 
Program Guidelines allow all agencies with adopted 2019 formula1c 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 
transpmiation projects throughout the state. Examples include: 

Contra Costa Transportation Aµthority . 
• 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 -Avemte 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. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
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CHAIR AND. COMMISSIONERS 

Riverside. County Transportation Commission 

Reference No.: 4.6 
October 17-18, 2018 
Page 3 of3 

• Riverside County Transportation Commission - I-215/Placentia Ave1iue Interchange. This 
project will provide a new interchange. to improve mobility, traffic flow, traffic congestion, 
and enhance air quality. $7,090,000 in Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding is· 
recommended for construCtion in Fiscal Year 2019-20. 

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

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
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BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 

RESOLUTJON PROGRAMMJNC TI!E TRANSPORTATION AUTilORITY'S SHARE OF 

LOCAL PARTNERSil!P PROGRAM (LPP) FORMULA.IC PROGRAM FUNDS IN FISCAL 

YEARS 2017/18 - 2019/20 TO .SAl'-l FRANCISCO PUBLIC \XIORKS (SFP\XI) STREET 

RESURFJ\CJNG PROJECTS, ALJTHORJZJNG Tl IE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO 

DESJGN;\TE SFP\XI AS Tl lE Jlv!PLEMENTING AGENCY FOR TllE AFOREMENTIONED 

FUNDS 

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

Accountabi.lity Acr of 2017, also known as Senate Bill (:::iB) 1, a tr.ansportation funding package of 

more lhan $50 billion over tbe next 10 years t:hat increases funding for local streets and roads, multi-

modal improvements, and transit operations;·and 

. \Xll IEREAS, SB 1 created the LPP and appropriates $200 million annually to be allocated by 

lhe California Transporlation Commission (CTC) lo local or regional agencies lhal have sought and 

received votet approval of or irnpos(:d fees ~;olely dedicated to transportation; and 

\1(/JIEREAS, On October 18, 2017, the CTC adopted program guidelines that allocate 50''/u 

of the progrnm ($H10 million annually) .rhrough a Formulaic Program lo local or regional 

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

fees; and 

\XII JERE.AS, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (Transportation Authority) 

. administers Proposit)on K, a' half-cent local transportation sales taX: program approved. by San 

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

approved by San Francisco voters in l'-lovember 2010, both with revenues dedicn.ted to fund 

transportadon invest1ments as outlined in the corresponding voter approved Expenditure Plan; and 

\1(1] lEREAS, On December 6, 2017 the CTC adopted LPP Formulaic Program formula 

Page1of4 
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BD120517 RESOLUTION NO. 18-28 

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.l 06 in FY 2017/18 and $2.083 in FY 2018/ 19); and 

WHEREAS, Project nominations for the initial LPP call for projects covering l<'Y 2017 tJ 8 

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

thereafter; and 

·WHEREAS, Transportation Authority staff identified SFP\Xl's street resurfacing projects 

shown in· Attachment 1 as good candidates for l ,PP. funding given Lhe steady pipeline of 

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

the 'l'ransportatioo Authority's LPP formuia shares, and sufficient.Prop K to provide the doilar for 

dollar local match requirement; and 

WHEREAS, 'To provide the local match funds for the proposed street res·urfacing projects 

requites amending the Prop I( Street Resurfacing 5-Year Prioritization Program (SYPP) to add the 

proposed projects as detailed in Attachments 2 a.nd 3; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, 'l'hat the Transportation Authority hereby programs its share of LPP 

Potmulaic Program funds in FY 2017/18 - 2019/20 to SFP\XI street resurfacing projects as shown 

in ,Attachment 1; and be it fottl.1er 

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

Executive Director shall impose such terms and conditio:is as are necessai-y for SFPW to comply 

with LPP guidelines including timely use of fonds and reporting requirements; and be it further 

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

Resurfacing SYPP, as deta.ikd in Attachments 2 and 3. 

Attacb.rnents (3): 

1. Projects Recommend~d for Fiscal Years 2017 /1 S - 2019 /20 of LPP rormulaic Funds 
2. Prop K Project lnfotmation Forms 

Page 2 of 4 
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3. Prop K Street Resurfacing 5-Ycar 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 12'h day of December, 2017, by the following 
votes: 

ATTEST: 

Ayes: 

Absent: 

Aaron Peskin 
Chair 

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

l"'"' ;~d:;~~; ~) 
Date 

TillyCh,~~~ 1~'.tf((~ 
Executive Director 

Page 4 of 4 
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Anacbmentl 

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

Fiscal Ye= I Sponso.1 Project Description Phase Districts p . C . 2 Am f I J I Total I ProposcdLPP I LocalMatch 
ro1ect ost Formulaic Funds ount 

Parkm.erced/Tv;in Pecrks/ Glen Park Res;denrial Pa-vernent Renovatiori- Thi• project 

1 f I SFP\X !:includes rqiairs to the mad base, paving work, curb ramp consrruction, sid='"1k. :md curb I . l I I 00 I $ 
20 7118 ' / repairs at various iocations. · Ccmstrurn.on 7 S4,900,000 $2,lOG, 0 2, 794,000 

2018/19 

2019/20 

1\ores: 

Alem.s;ny Boulevard Pavement :Renovation - Thi? project :includes ce?airs ro rhe road base, 
paving work, curb ramp consuuction, sidewalk, and curb repairs oo 1\lcmany Boulevard, 
between Cogd-on Street and Senf,!ca/\.•rei.'luc. The project is being coordinated \.v'"ith the. San 

SFPW )Frnncisco Public Utilities Commi.s,ion :ind tbe $;m Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency ./ Construction J 8, 9, 11 
projects for se'\Ve:r ttplaccment and new traffic signaJs at various locations. 

Various Locations Pave.men.rt RenoYari.onNo 42- This project includes repaits to the road 
base, paving work, curb nmp construction,. sidcv:alk~ and. curb n...-pm at various l<Jcacions. 

SFPW !Proposed streets include 31st Avenue, Ortega Street, Pacheco Street, Quinw"2. Street, and Ulloa ) Construction I 4, 7 
Strcel 

55,500, 000' 

S4,000,000 

Totals: $14,400,QGO 

Total Estimated LPP Formulaic FUDds Available: 

; SFP"X' srands for- San Frzn.cisco Publilc \'i;/o;:ks. 
1 

Amounts were :adopted by the CTC at its Dccc:mber 6, 2017 meeting. 

$2,083,000 

$2,000,000 

$6,189,000 

$6,189,000 

$3,417,000 

S2,000,000 

$8,211,000 
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Attachment 2 
Proposed New Programming 

Street Resurfacing 5VPP 
Project Information Forms 

and Prioritization Mechanism 
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San Francisco County Trai>sportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program P(oject Information Form 

:; C Street&: 'l'rafftc Sufcty 

-'. h.1 Slrcet llcsL1rfodng an~ l~ccons1ruclion 

'·'i 2017 /18 

··.·.• ... t Pnrkmcrcc<l/Twin i'cuks/Gkn Park Residential PnYcmcot Renol'alion 

i ~ . Ch1ir'l'icw Cl: Panorama Dr ·to End 
Duden Way: Apt<>" 1\vc to l<cnwuod W11y\Upl:H\d Dr 
Dorndo 'l'cr: Jnb Ave:\ Ocemt 1\vc to End 
l'ont Blvd : J nan lluuti>ta Cir to I .ukc Merced lllvd 
Jv[idcn:1>t \.\1.-iy: P:10on:urn1 Dr 10 EnJ 
Oak l'nrk Dr: Clarendon 1\,·c to 1,:nd 
Olympia Way : l'anornmn Dr IO Clarendon Al'c 

.. S11111\lcsu tlvc: Montr:rcy l\\vd to Upland Dr . 
:; Upl:tnd Dr: D:11·ic:n Way\ Kenwood Wny 10 San Benito Way 

:· _:.:.:_This project will consist of rcpniri-; lo llH~ rn11d hi!r.C1 paving work, curb r:imp constrnction 1 sidcwnlk nnd curh 
.. ; rcpilir~ in thcee 11cighborhood~ or ~)is1rict 7. 

J\ll Kcgmcnl c~mdi<l~tes shown nre subject 1·0 subst.irnlinn ond schedule drnngui; pending virnnl continn;ition, 
. . · .. : utili~1 dNtrnnct•I", nn<l cc,lordinfltinn with othc:r agencies. lJnforcl\<:Cn ch:lllcnge!' snch ns inctl.!nscd work ~cope,. 
. ··.: :·:~ chnnging priorities, cost increaia:s, or declining rcycnuc mny nrist.\ causing the candid~ lcs to be postpom:tL 

.... Poblic \Xlork!\ insprcts ench of 1hc Ci!/:; blockl-i and a!lsigns a Pt1vcmt.:11t Con<liiiuo I ndc:.: Q)Cl) ~core l'.:\'r1y two 
ycnr$, The PCl !:\coft' rnngc:i from n low of01'o a high nr100. 'l'hc:sc :-;cores n::;sist Public \Y'orb with 

···i irnplcmc.·nting lhc paycmcnl mnnagCmcnt s1ratcg}' of aiming l«> pn.:sc1Yc s\rrcis b)' :1pplying 1he righ1· Ln:alrnen1 lo 

the l'igh1 wnthv~y al the; righ1 time. !ittccts ntc-sclcctcd b~i:;ed on PCT !>Core~ ns well ris the presence of transi11rntl 
hkrcl~ rou!e$, street ckarnncc,·~rnJ gtog1':.lphic equity, The H\'c:rng~: PC:l f;core within the projccl limits i~ in the 
mid 50's ("1\1-l'\i>k"). 

Public \Xlorl:.s provkles infonm1Lion to 1!11~ public on it5 website ror Srrel't Rcsurfodng Prn)(!cl~. This project h; 
part of 1hc Public \Vorks Street Resurfacing Progrnm 5 ye:u· r.h1n \\l> ::i c:tndidaie forpn\'ing. 

Deparlmcnl of Public Works 

Plonning/Conccptual [1.nginet·.ring (30%) 

l~nvironmr:n1ul Studies (Ptl&HD) 

Design Enginccrin~ (l'S&H) 8S~1u llntlt August 2016 1\pril 2018 

l\/W ,~ctivilics/i\cyuisilion 

i\dvcrci!\e Con$truc1iun {)0tii N/A Jul)' 2018 N/J\ N/1\ 

Stnrl Con>ln1ction (e.g. Award Conlroct) ()II/ti Contrnc1ed 1'lcn•embcr 2011l N/1\ N/J\ 

St~rt Procurement (e.g. rolling s\Dck) 

l'rojcct Completion (i.e. Open for Use) N/1\ 1\J//\ N/A ::i/A Ma)• 2020 

Page 1 or2 
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l?roject Name:: 

Project Cost .Esthn:tte 

.. _;,. .{:·''.·:~ _,,r: .. /::: .1:.~~::~ ?:J?~~·~f .-:· 
Pl:mning/Conccprual EnginC!ccin_g 

En,.;rnnrncnc.l :=::tudies {P 1\&ED) 

Dc..i;:ign t>ngTnee:t:i:ng (PS&E) 

Rf\i::' 

Constructioo 

Proc:ur~mcnt (e.g. rollingsi:nr_k) 

Tot:al Project Cost 

Percent ofT otal 

Project Expenditures By FisC3l Year (C.sb. Flow) 

Com:trucCon 

,-,-,_ ··t~'.'.T<>#t8Y?'l;;;::atyea, 

Comme:ots(Conc~s 

.:~:::...:::;· 

San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Proposition KSales Ta.'< Program Project Infoi:mation Form 

P:u:kmerced/Ii.v-00 Pe:iks/Gl~ Ps.riC·R~:idet1:ti!2.1 "!?3.~en.t~cii0\~ti0n.: 

Funding~ce ... 

• ·c=f.ii?H .1,- ·,··mp K .. ~:i. ·'· .. Omer··.j• 

so 
so 
so 
so 

S-l-,9QO,Q{>(l $2., 794,0(iO 52,.1l16,r1f'IO 

so 
54,900,00tl 52,8.+9,(JQO $2,051,000 

58% 72% 

Progra:c:amiog FL~ :Cear:3 in tfie: 5-Year .Prioritization Pro.gr.mi Update 

Fund'So~i; ~~:~wee· ~~tf.~~:~tW: 
::· .. ;:. 

15/16' ... ;. " /.16/17 17/18 I , ~ii/19 ;I 
. .:M:::::::} ---

ll'P Fund~ Pl:nnnc:d 17/18 SSd-2.-tnn 

Prop K Planned 17/18. S1,117/J!10 

ti~:} '"· ·:.<:· u. ··.·.-so·t··· •''Sil\!;·~ .. : :.- $0' sO / ·;• . .>'i,96o,OOO.' 

r:or 1 ~Pl' fun.ds, Pub He \Vnrh mll5L :;ubmir alloc:a.tion rcqucst papcrv.-·ork. to C"'..altran..' no l:arcc than 5/1/18 foc CTC approv;i.J in J uac. 201 S, 

19/20 :·:::,;r;· :total 

51,263~cVit1 :0-Z,tl16,rlCH1 

S1,G7():4l.10 S:2
1
794-,(l00 

sn 

l· $2,940,000 ·. : :' :·$4,%0,000 

P;q . .,'\: 2 of2 
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San Francisco County Trnnsportation Authority 
Proposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 

C~mpletionD,;.'ili'i(·;;: 

l'lunninR/Conccptunl Hnginccr.i11g (3(1%) 

J::n\'ironmcntol Studies (l' J\&ED) 

Design Engineering (P~&r!) 

R/W Aclivitics/ Acyuisition 

l\dvrrtil\c Consl.n1c:tion 

Start CunstnJcUun (c.g, Award Contract) 

Stnn l'rocurcmcnr (e.g. rolling stock) 

Projcc\ Comple1ion (i.e. Open for Use) 

Pro.P.K E"peilditur~ Plan I,nfonnatloll, · 

C. Street & Traffic Sofety 

. iii: System Mnirncnnnce and Renovations (s\J'ccts) : i 

·':· J;'roje~t fofonnaJion 

:\lcrn:tn)' Blvd: Congdon St lo Seneca 1\vc 

. The project will consist· of repairs lo llw mad hnse1 r~\'ing work, curb rnmp constfuclion1 shfow\llk omd corb 
· rcpairi>) l'CW<.'I' replacement nnd tr:-irr:ic signnls nt Yarioui; locnrions, The sewer rcplncc:incnt and traffic :dgnals will 

be funded by PUC nnd Sl'M'J'J\. 

'l'hc ptopoicd limits of worb11e· at t·l1c fol101ying locntion~: 1\lcmnny Blvd : I lwy 101 8 Off Rump \Congdon St 

1\ll cnn<lldatcs shown :ir~ subjc:cl to N\lb:-:titution ~nd. schedule chnngCs pending \'h:ual confirmation, utility 
clt::mtncts, nnd coordination with olhcr ngcmcic1', Unfore:;ccn cludlcnges such :u; incw;1scd work scope, diann,ing 

prioridcs1 cost·incrc:1St'S 1 Or d<.:dir:ting fC\'C!lUJ flln}1 mi~c, rn\Jsiog lht.! Glll)tfablell lo bt )>1>:-iljmncd, 

Public Work; inspects cnr.h or 1hc Ciry's blocks and ""igns n Pnvcmcnl Conditinn lndr;x (l~Clj SCOl't: C\'Cl')' two. 
· >'"""·The PC! score ranges from n low or() ton liigli or 100. These scort•s ussist Public Works wi1h . . 

implementing the pnvcrncn1 nULnagt'mt:nl slrnlt:gy' of ~1imir1g Ill prescr\'L.! l>.!il!t.!fl\ h)' :1ppJying /}W righl lri'ntnwnl to 
rhe dghl rondwny Ill the righl ijmc. Sltt't'ls ~lrC:' !\elected b:1seJ on PCI scores -as well m; tl1c pn!!itncc or trnnsil and 
bicyclu routes) i.;trcct clermmcei nnc..I gt:ogmphic r.gnity, 'J'hr. avernge l)CI score within th~ projtct limfti:; is in the 
mid 50's-("At-Risk"). 

~\: i)ul>Lic \Xlorks provitlcs infonnnlion to 1 he public on illi wehsiw for Sln.!er .Rcimrfocing Prnjecls, This projccl is 
:·. pnrl nf the Pub lit: Work. Street ltcsurfadng Program 5 )'tnr plnn as n ran<.lidnll' f<!r p>wing. 

Drpanmcrn of Public Works 

:,\ 
·.1.,;'::. 

·.,; N/J\ 

·staifPa~ 
:··· 

·.:\"•:. .. ·;~::: · .. '.'. :, : ~ ~···· :· ., r::· 
, .. ,, };¥.ong~ ' ,' :)Y~~r 
. .: ... 

10% Oc111bcr 2017 2018 

N/A Dr:cr.mbcr 2018 N/;\ N/1\ 

Contracted April 2019 N/;\ 

N/il NIA N/J\ N/;\ 1\ugusl 2020 
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San Francisco County Transportation-Authority 
Propositfon KSales Tax Program Project Information Form 

!Project Name; I ----- ~1~j(Bfydl'a';i'&iiiiiifll'Ciibv.tii5;D·;"''!2,,;y ,.,., '""' c''e:1.1-,<C'' /:, :•,, : ' 

P.rofect Cost Estimate 

Cost -:--·, -: .;,/ •-:::--. _,Prop,:;;:-: -~;;'j'-'.!J;:;;;·,o;":::·:ooci'"(<:~;::(• 

Pi.mni1'ig;'Co~ccp~l Enginc['.!ring so 
E.nv.i1:onmr:nci1 Srudics (P J\&ED) so 
De'\,,on Engineering (PSI!£) so 
R/W $(1 

Con~i:ruct:ion $5,500,000 S3J57,000 SZ,343,QOO 

Procmcrr.c-nr (e.g. toiling; stock) so 
Tou1 Project Cost ss,.sno~ooo $3~157/JOO S2.34J,0\)0 

Ferc¢0.t ofTot:tl 57% 43-% 

Project Expenditures By Fisc:al Year (Cash Flaw) Programming Fiscal Y eai!S in the. 5-Y ear Pri oriti zacion Program Update 

:·FWid sauree :~~;n r:~~~~~~~~~l;~~;:~~:~i 
LPP Fund• Planned !3/19 

PmpK Plan-ncd J8i19 S947JOO 

Ge'Cle.-cal Fund Planned 13/19 S7S,0Df1 

; - ·,19/20 Total 

S1,458,11lt1 S2,tiB3,0Dn 

S2:209~90Cl f S.3,157,0!111 

s1 s2,ono I s26n.oon 
S!l 

T?~~:~Y-!iscaj;~e:#, .. ··-·· : .. ;;·,,.~:·.:-.I''· :.•::.:::---- ",'.;_$0: =_ - . __ $().I · ._,,,, ", _, $0 l: · . • $0 I $1,650,0(){) I s:;,sso,ooo I ss,soo,000.1 

Comments/Concerns 

~:od..Pl' fund..i;, Public \.Y'o-rks mu~ ~ubrnft zlloca.t:ion request po.pcrwotk to Caltrzn.s no b.tcc rMn 5/1/19 for CTC a-ppmv-al in June 2019_ B6..Sed on the curcent design scheOuJc,. 
•.vc expect to ;o:;ubrnit the allocation ttCjUCSt by 10/1/18 fot appro'\"'C.l 'dt CTC's Nqvcrobct 2018 meeting. 

F:q~-c 2 ofZ 
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San Francisco County Transportation Authority 
Ptoposition K Sales Tax Program Project Information Form 

Prop K Expenditine Plan Information ·-., 

:j (;.Street &TrafftcSafet}' 

.; .. 
San Frnnci~co U~ I 0 I / 1-2811 ~fanagc<l Lane, LPP Fund E'clrnngc project 

US-lo-I and 1-280 

S~n Fl':incisco's LJS 101 /l-280 l\•hmnged Lanes is ~1 pc1{orma11cr.-tm~c~d ~lrnll'g)' for Jirnpn)\·ing lrnvd Lime nnd 
rc.:liability for lrn\·el~rs on US 101 :'Ind I-2HO in Siln Francisco, The conceptual plnnning ph;isl', callL-d dic 
FrcCWll)' CorriJor M11nngcmcn1 Study (!'CMS), unJcrway since 2015, produceJ ncM and mid-term 
mcomrncnda1ions for improving t·r:wd rlmc and rdiability in tlw next fjy(' 10 ten )'Car::;, 

1J'hc study L':-:plorcd 
option' [or dedicating a lane on J1'>rlion• of lJS I 01 nn<l l-28[1 [or [ ligh Occupancr Vehicles (rnivoo\s and 
ltun~i1) 0!1ly, 'J'bc study :dso explored the (ea~iliiliLy or P.>-:p(Cfifi Lanes\ which nre rnrpool hrnc~ rh:1l non-carpool:::. 
cn.n pay to m;c. 'rhe sludy found th~t Expn~!Hl i.All)t'S couid prnvicic liH~ l'igi11 1001 ~o achic\'C ii i..rn!ancr of trnlfit...: 
thm gi\'cs bust's, c:n1voc)}1.:rs1 and olhcr' vc·hicl~s in dw lnne G1swr tnn•d iinll~ rtn<l rdinbi\il)' withour ndcHng 
significant dday to rhe rema_ining general purpnRc lnncs1 nnd could he implt!menlcJ wilhou( L'xtcnsi\'C 
conslfuctio11 or clrnnges in the si:.:c: of the frc.:ew11ys in San FJ:1rncir.c.o, 

The J•'CfvfS study tl'flm cullccted inforn1n!iu11 on opCl'illional and phy:\icnl constraints on Snn Frnndsco•s 
(reew:1ys ~ind founcJ 1 he following d~sign to be rnos1 Ccnsiblc: 
• Southbmuu)\ the existingcunfigur'l\lion of rhe l-28DancJ 1JS 101 rn:L'wap allows (tklhc Llcadon o(a 
conlinuous. lnne by restriping 1he c~i$ting ln.:cw:1y. An Express l A\OC t:IJu\d upt:nllc ~long l-2RO between 
5th/King :'lnd US 101, conlinuing 1hrough 1he intt:rch;1nge lo US 101 inro S;in Mn1t:o County, O>\'Cring ;1 

Llistnncc of nbout S rniles. 
• Hcnrlcd northbnund, becmu;r: I-280 exits from Lhc rip,hl side or Northbound US 101 1 ~my hrnes entering S:111 

Jirnncir.cn from S:m lvi:Hco county will ~kc:ly end at or near the cnun~y line, I lowc\'l!T, 1hc..: fiW<l)' idcntifiecJ Hn 

opportunity lo prori<lc priofity for Nonhhmtml c.:irpools ;rn<l bu~cs Cor flpprn:dmatdy 1 rnile along chc 1-280 
headed into Somh o( Mnrkct, from about 18th Si 10 51\i St. 
This pn::limill:uy r:onr.cpt would !lCh':rncc into the Cnl!rarrn scoping phase ;ind coulc.1 he.: refined m·cr time. 

To 11ddrc~5 freeway conw?Stion mid anliciprilc~d growth in l"r'avd on tb(' us 101 /l 2HO c:OJ'ridorjthc 
Trnnsportf'ltion 1\tJthoti1y conducticd !he Frccw~y Co1·ridor J'vfanngcrnCnl Sludy to L'i-:plore the fcasibilit)' o( a 
c~rpool or e.xprrss lrinc between the US 101/l·380 in!crch:-1ngc. ncj\r San- J;rnncisco lntc(rnJtionnl 1\irprn·t nnd 
Do\vntown Snn fo'n,ncisco. Cnmmutc trn\'cl betwc:en Si'ln Fr.nncisco and Silicon Valley hns c:-.pcrk.nccd 
signific:intl)' incre:i!':'c<l conp,<:slion and delays as the t'conom)' 1tlong the Pcnin:=;uh1 corridor has hooincd. Yct 1 

while parts or San l•'rnnr.i:'ic0 1
!i frecw;iy nclworlt ure critically congcstcJ, !here an: milll)' empty ~eiltS in cous 1 \';\nii 

nn<l lmB~:\. Tht.: prl)j(::C[~ i;.ccks to improYc pcrwn thn.)l)g\iput and 10 pm"it.lc 11 more reliable Lnffcl Limt' for high 
occ~pm1C)' \'Chicles rramSnn iviale() County inm down1own.Sa11 Frnncisco, in C{)(~rdlnnlion with wi1h dmihir 
prnjr.ctR in Srin ?vla.tco Cuunry, Sanh"l CJ;-ir:i County, :111<l ;n:ros~ rhc rcglr>n." 

During the feasibility stll<l}' !he piojl'.cL tc;\m prcr:Hcd :m<l began implcmc111jng ftn Outreach Plan lo gain an 
undcrstan<ling uf key sl111ichnldcr inlcn.:sl, concern:-., find quc~aiom on tht.' pmjccL The audience for this cffor1 
iucludes corn1ni:tsionciR1 communiL); groups, mcrchants1 rcsidc:ots, and likely u~cr;:;, c::;pccinlly thot>c.: who work or 

. \i,-c clo'c to the: highW<1)'S. l'cedback from these: groups al 1],j, earlr phase will help shape the more dctailc:d 
.. m~aJyscs thnt ilJC proposed to follow amJ hdp Wi rcrin~ our u0Jerstnndi11g o( whnl· ii; of most impc:n-lancc to tl1c 
· \'arluus sfol.:cho\dCr};, 

J\nna Han•ty 

. .-115.522.4813 

a1111a.ha1Yev@sfcla.org 

Page J of 4 
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'rype: 

Coil;pie.i'ionDater · 

Project DcHvcry Milestones 

Phase 

Planning/Conceptual Engineering (30%) 

Design Enb~nccring (PS&E) 

R/W Activities/ 1\cguisitio11 

Advcrlisc. Cons\mction 

Start Construclion _(e.g. Award Contract) 

Start Pror.urcmcnt. (e.g. rolling stock) 

Project Completion (i.e. Open for Use) 

Commenti;/Conceme 

·S1111 Ilrnodsco Count ··Trans lortmion Authorit' 
Environmental ~learance 

Em/ms 

: .. : 12/01/20 

StatuR Work Sta~tDa~ 

In-hoWle -
%Complete Cont:r;i.cted ~ Month Ye<i~ . 

Both 

65%1 llolh · 2016 

011111 lltllh Januury 2019 

4182 
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Project Name; 

Project Cost Estimate 

, , .. :_Ph<lse · 

1'hnning/Concepru'l.1 Engiacc::i.ng 

r~n,,·ir-onme:nta.l Sr:udie3 (1' A&ED) 

Dc;ign Engineering (PS&E) 

Right of Way 

Construction 

Procurc:mcm (e.g. rolling stockj 

Total Project Cost 

Pen:entofTotaJ: 

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

• __ --~~-!".i:anc:isc£.lf~.1e1J_I:zsl}y~'W'~ Laf>c; :r;FPF-hn.d_:E:cclunge pr6ject 

P..ini:liii.g'SoUice 
Cost :·PropK, oilier . 

S1,2SS,OOO SS00,000 51;788,000 

SS,000,000 54,100,000 $900,000 

SG,150.000 . 56 .. 150.000 

Sl,200,000 51.2.00.000 

$41,000,000 S41,000,00D 

N/A N/l\ 

S55,G3 S,OOQ S4,600,000 SSl,03 8,000 

3% 92% 

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

. l . 
Fiscal Year Funds . '! .'J>~<:r=d Souxce 

Fond Source Status .Programmed f: 14/15 

·.·· ~: 

15/16 16/17 17/18 

PJ.r1rung/Conccptual Engincccing PropK Programmed 14/15 S300,mJO S200,000 

Planning/Co11ccptual Engineering Cal trans Planning Gram Allocztcd 15/16 S300.000 

Pianni?g/Conccptual Engincccing STP 3°ti:- Allocated 16/.17 5338,000 

Planning(Conccptwtl Engineer.lug STP 3°,:D /\llocated 17/18 S500,000 

Planning/Coocc.-proal Enginccciug SMCT1\ 0ocal funds) Pl\ll:lncd 11/18 5650,000 

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

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

RighrofWar TBD Pbnncd 19/20 

Design Engineering (PS&E) TBD Phll'lncd 19/20 

Con~truccioD TBD Planned . .21/22 

Total.By Fiscal Year !!D S3'1JQ,Q<l.~. .$63~,QO-O.L ~1,350,_!!QO 

Comm.ents/Concems 

Coi;c~ csumates for the envii::onmcnrnJ phase th:ro~u-h coostructio11 ar:e pt"climina-cyplanning-lcYcl estimates bas-cd on rhe feasibility st".;dy ::ind will !:c refined during rhc. Project foitiaoon 

Docurnc.nt and Cn"\ironmcntal Sti.Jd1es ph1!'c.. Costs as$ume project occur.; \.'\~th1n cxi~cing free.way footprint (i.:!.~ 'Vi th no Frccw;:.y ;:videningJ. Prop K fund~ will adY2nce the project from 

conceproaJ englm:cring through rhc sckccion of aJtcmatiYc;s and rhc cnvironmcncal rc\icw ph<isc. Dc:...i;ign 1.1.nd Construction µhrtliCS of this prnii::ct arc amicipatcd to be "1?lf compc.:ci.tfl·e for 
receiving fuad;5 from 1nogra..-ns like the SB 1 Solution:: fo'C Cor.gcstcd Cor-ridor Pro.gram, "O-;hich names the US 101 /C..altrain corridor connecting Silic::m Valley wi.th Sa.n Francisco as one of five· 

n;i.me::d "targeted." co;rri<l6ri; in rhc co:l.blirig lcg1$htion.,. <15·,,:cll as Rcgior.'Jl i'vJco.sure 3 (proposed bcidgc coll tncrc:isc) since the project is parr of z. ::cgi.onjll Ocr;work of Express Lanes priociti:;:cd 

by.the MctrO?olit';U'J Tran;;:portacion Commission, Other potential sour.cc.<> include :n:;carnmcndatit,n~ $.tcmrnu;g from the Sar{ Fu:.ncisco TG1.ns;po:rtar.ion T:.i.~k Force 2045 and private funds. 

18/19 

SZ,500,00ll 

~2.,§jl0,1}()0;_ 

Page 3 of4 
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Prioritization Criteria and Scoring Table 
Street: Resw:facing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance/Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

Cucrrcro St, San Jose 1\vc and Corbett Ave 
4- 0 2 2 

f 

4 

f 

3 

f f 

15 
Pavement Renovation 

-~-,.L-\..,,.~~ 5f P .... e.metH. 
.i 2 12 4 0 1 1 

Ingalls St and lndusrrial St Pavcmcm 
4- 0 

Renovation 1 
I 2 I 1 I 4 I 3 l ! 14 

Eureka St, Grandview 1\vc, and Mangels Ave I 
Pavement Renovation 3 

4 I 0 I 2 I l I 4 I 3 l I 14 

Chyton St, Clippcr Sr and 1'orto1a Dr 

! 2 I 0 I 0 I J I 4 I 3 I ,·.,.:J 10 
Pavement Renovation 

~~~.~-~·.-_ 

I I 
1 

f 

4 

I 
2 I . :: ·1: 

8 1 I 0 0 

0 I 0 0 4 1 I_ 6 
..j:::. 
........ r ~~-··~·- .. -~--.. "~·~· ~------. ~·-.. .--. 4 0 2 1 4 3 1:·· ·: .. 01 14 00 l<eae . .e.;;ea 
CJ1 1 l1illmorc St Pavement Renovation 1 0 0 1 4 2 I I 8 

!Parkmcrced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 
4 0 2 1 4 2 

4 0 0 3 0 2 10 
4 0 2 3 2 2 14 

.';1:'.'0"-'"l\11:.=1~ :..1~~1,,,~\}i:1",7\Mr.o.i11-. .. 11 ""' S'.5f:1 IPl"" •. 11.1:11:1'\f:'rnr )~ 5c:ir-.-r.;; r;ib1~ .Page 1of2 
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Prioritization CriTeria and Scoring Table 
Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance/Street Repair and Cleandng Equipment (EPs 34-35) 

Readiness: Projecr likely to need fonding in fiscal year proposed. 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 prnjecr about to enter comti:uction than dc:;ign); whether prior project phases are completed or e>--pectcd to be completed before beginning the next pha,,;e; 
and whether lici,,oation, community opposition or other factors may significantly delay project. 

Community Suppor~ Project ha$ clear and dive>:Sc commuoity support and/ or was it identified throilgh a commuoity-ba,,;ed planning process. An example of a communiD•-based plan is a 
ncigb borhood transportation pl2.n., but not a countywide plan or agency capital improvement program. 
Three point.' for a project in an adopted crn:nmuni't)' based plao with evidence of diverse community supporr . 

. Two poinn; for a project with evidence of support from both neighborhood stakeholders and groups and citywide group!<. 
One point for a project with evidence of support from either neighborhood stakeholders and groups or citywide groups. 

Time Sensitive Uigency: l'rnjccr needs to proceed in proposed timeframe to enable construcrioo coordination "'~th another project (c..g., minimize costs and construction impacts); ro support 
another funded or proposed project (c..g. new signal controlkrs need to be insrnlled tu support TEP implcmeotaticm); or to mt et timely use of funds dcatllincs associated "<ith matching funds. 

Safety. Project receives one point ifit is on a WalkFirst Safety Street, one point iflocatcd on a Primary Corridor as identified in the 2013 Sf7lvITA Bicydc Strategy or subsequent updates, and 
one point if it ls on a Muni route.. . 

Pavement Condition.Index (PCI) Score: ·1bc Pavement Condition Tndex (PCI) scores arc used to idcntitj• and categorize the streets based on the maintenance requirements of the srreers. The 
streets arc categorb:cd as requiring pavement preservation (PC! 64 - 84), resurfacing (PC! 50-63), or paving with base rcpafr/rcconstruction (PC! 0-49). Project receives 4.poinrs ifit has a PC! 
score of 63 or below. DPW determines the amount of pavc.·ment prcserv~tion work based on the pcrcemagc rccomm~-ndd by the Pavement Managc'fficnt md Mapping System (PMMS). 

Functional. Classification: Streets classified as arterials or collectors get higher priority over local streets with slmilar PCT; because the former classifications arc most heavil)' used. Project 
receives 3 points if the street is an arterial, 2 poiots it' collector, and 1 point if rc.<idcntial 

Safety: Project receives one point if it reduces hatmful air pollution, one point if it improYcs or mitigates a documented umafc condition for rei;idcnts, and one 
documented unsafe· condition for employees. . 

Need= Equipment ha:; reached the end of useful life per indu.<rry-acccptcd levels (1..c. replacing sweepers every 5 to 7 years, packer trucks every 10 years, and front end loaders and Street Flu.<hcr 
trucks every 8 years). 

Mandates: Equipment is needed per department project:; and programs (e.g_, Sheriffs \Vork J\ltem~tivc P·rogram; wbich i:cquircd DPW to replace irs 10-pa.<scngcr vans in order to carry 
participants to and from their deaning worksites) or equipment is needed to comply with external rc,,O'Ulati'ons (e.g., alterna:civc fuel vehicles arc rC<Juircd by federal, state, or local :regulations but 
they cost up to 70 percent more than a non-cl= air.\•crsion of the vehicle). 

Cost Effectiveness: New item will minirni:r.e maintenance rnsts rnmparcd to item being replaced. 

J.l:~S::.~;cl\;'!:iJJ::: f/,Nt·.t.~':W-.7\t'!:=mcni.tPe~ 3-'.S&"l L:'i'",.All~th/Tl'111l 2. Scorm;T.;~I~ Page 2 of2 
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Attachment 3 

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

Street Resurfacing, Rehabilitation, and Maintenance /Street Repair and Cleiining Equipment (EPs 34-35) 
Programming and Allocations t:o Date 

Pending December 12, 2017 Hoard 

Guerrero St, San Jose .Ave and Corbett !we 

Paycrncnt Renovation ' 
Sl'PW I West Po'.'™ Ave and Quintara St Pavement 

RCtlovaa.on 
I CON · 1 1\lloc,,,ed 

SFl'W 1
We<;t Portal ~\vc and Quintam St Pavcmont 

Renovation :i 
I CON I · Dcobligatcd 

1 
Ingalls St and Industrial St Pavement 

SFPW 1 
Renovation 

I CON I Allocated 

SI'PW I Oayton St, Clipper St ~nd Portola Dr 
Pavement Renovation - · 

I CON I Allocated 

SFPW 1
Eurck2 St, Grandvie;v Aw,, and M:angcls Ave I 

Pavement Rcooi;ration 3 CON I Allocated 

SFPW 
I Gilman Ave and Jerrold A..,c Pavement 

Rcnovation 6 I CON I l'rogrammcd 

SFPW !Filbert and Leavcnworrh Srreec:> Pavcmenc 

Renovation 6 I CON I Allocated 

SFPW 
I M:adrid St, Morse St '!fld Paris St Pavement 

Rcoovation8 
· 

I CON I Pro@"'mmed so 

SFPW I Fillmore St Pavement ~c:noYarionu I CON I Programmed 

SFPW 
1
1 hight S

7
treet Resurfacing and Pedestrian 

bghting 
I CON I ,\llocated · 

Sf'PW I Pavement Ronovation Placeholder 4•
7 CON Programmed so 

Sl'PW 
1
Parkrncrccd/Twin Peak.>/ Glen Park 

Residential Pavc~cnt Rcno"trarion
8 CON Pl~nned 52, 794,000. 

SFPW I Ncmany Blyd Pavement Renovation 8 CON Planned 

&!'Gl'A I - - ·- - /: 280 Managed Lanes LPP runcl 
~ ~ 

so 

53,157,000 

~ 

~,;l;·l~.'!}1.:)~.'-!: .';·;:)~':;}::~;~t~iN:~s~::·i\-::lt~'.{,~i~.Ft~~::~.~·r:.~~~'.!·~l;)~:· 

Programmed in-SYPP. $13,918.246 54,042251 

Total Allocat.ed and Pend.ini;: in 5YPP 53.002.,785 513,918,246 ~1.248251 

TotalDeoblig:ated in 5YPP (S3.002. 785) so so 
Total Unallocared in 5YPP so so 

Programmed in 2014 Strategic Plan, as amended 58,602.785 $5,365,230 
Deobligated from Prior 5YPP Cycles "* 51.759.741 '' . 

· Cumulative Remaining Programming Capacity 510.362526 51.809.510 52.,715271 

r:\l"wt;t K\ll'-3'Yn'\l:Dl~\tl".H·;\.5 h•"'"'""" Fzt•lr_..•ldu. :r..b:7't: .. Jm..:0::_..,o~,2oi1 

53,002,785 

(S.3~0(!2r785) 

$3,677,2.33 

55,455,263 

54,785,750 

so 

$3,479,324 

so 

so 

S1,248,251 

so 

52,794,000 

53,157,000 

~ 

·~r;:{~=:t:[~~~ .. ;it:. .YXJg;;r;,r' 
528,680,760 

$21.64<1,606 

(S3.0IJ'.., 785) 
$10.034,939 

527 ,030,019 

S1.759,741 

$109,000 

Pagel of5 
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Attachment 3 

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

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

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

1 5'tl'P ;\rncndmcnt ro add the lnga!L< Sr and Industrial St Pavement Rcnovarion project (Resolution 2016-018, l'mject 134.908024) 
. . 

Guerrero St:_ San Jo5c Ave. and Corbett Ave Pav'cmcnt Rcnoi.-acion: Reduced from SS.6 rnilllon to SO in Piscal Year 2014/15. with S3;G77~2J3 ?..ddcd ro Ingalls St and Industrial $t Pavement Renovation in 
Fis;cal Year 2015/16 and 51,924767 added to curnvlati:vc remaining programming capacity~ 'fhe project \Vas funded wjth other !"o Jrtcs. 

IngaUs St and Industrial ~t P'.":lvcmcnt Rcn6"-dcion: 1\ddcd projt:cr"\vith S3~677:233·in Fl~carYcar 2015/16 fonds for con$rr"iJccion. 
0 

SYPP 1\mcndment to fully fund the Clayton St, Clipper St. arid l'ortcila Dr Panment Renovation project. (Rcwlution 2016-047, 3/22/16) 
Cumuh.ti;:c Remaining P.cogrn-mm.ing C:a:piicity: Reduced by 590,033. 
Clayton St,. Clipper St, and Pc:>rroh Dr Pavcmcm Rcnovmion: I ncrcascd by 590,033 in FY 2015 /I G construction funds. 

::. S":r'PP J\mcodment to. add the Eureka St~ GrandviC"\v Ave~ and ?vfangcls Ave Pavt:mcnt Rcno,·ation prujccr_ (Rc5olutinn 2016-047, 3/22/1 G) 

CumulatiYc Remaining Programming Capacity: Reduced by 54~785.750. · 

Eureka S~ Grandview i\vc, and ~.fangcls 1\vc P"'•erru:nt Renovation: ,\ddcd project with 54, 7iJS. 750 in FY 2015/1 G construction fund5. 

' Strategic Plan and SYP!' ,\mendment to fully fund Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment (Resolution 2016-060, 6/28/16): 

finance cost neutral Srrarcgic Plan Amendment advanced programming (S7'.?.'.!.,582 from I·'Y 2017 /18) and cash Oo\~ (S797,10l from l'Y 2017 /18, 5313,895 .from FY 2018/19) to FY 2016/17 in the Street 
Repair and Cleaning Equipment C2tcgory~ . . 

Street Rcsudacing 5YPP Amendment: ;\ddcd Pavement Rcnovauon Placeholder ,vith 51~ ~10,995 in FY16/17 funds and thc·folkiwing cash flo ... v: 5797,.101 in J'Y17 i18 ar:d 5313~894 in F'l18/19 . 

5 
\Vest Portal Ave and Quinrn . .ra St Pa .. :cmem Re:nm:arion: Candled projc.cr.. 'fhi~ Projc...'Cl \;.:ill continue on the o.riginaily presented schedule b1Jt wi11 be fonded with 2011 Street:.:- Bond f~nds, J~c to upcoming bmc.Jy-u;:;c~ 

o f-funcis requirement~ on rbat mur.cc.. 

" SYPP amcndmcnc to ~dd the Fi1bc.rt and J..c.avcnworth Streets Pavement Rcno'-<J.cion project (Resolution 2017-027, 02/28/2017): 
Gilman t\vc and Jerrold ,\ve PaY-cmcn.t R.c.novat:ton:·Rcduccd from SS,907:668 m SO. The project \1-"ill be dcJi,·cred through multiple projecti and funded from other s.nucccs... 

.Filbert and Leavenworth Streets Pavement Renovation: Add proicctwjth 53,479~?-4 i.n FY2.016/17 funds. 

CumuJatrvc Remaining Programm.1n.g Capa.ci~ Increased by 5428~344. 

' SYPP omcndmenr ro add the J fa.ight Street Resurfacing and Ptdtmi:m lighting project (Resolution 2017-054, OG/27 /2017): 
l'avcmenr Rcnovacion l'hceholdcr. Reduced from Sl,110,995 to SO in Pi2016/17. 
Cumulative Remaining Programming Capaciry; Reduced by 5137,256. 

Haight Street Re$urfaci~ and Pcdcsr.rian Lighting: 1\dd project "\vjrh .51 1248251 in F'{2017 /18 construction funds~ 

.R S-Yl'P amendment ro add rhc. Parkrnct'ced(.rwin Pcaks/Glcf'. Park Rc5idcntial Street Resurfacing and Alemany Strcc:c: Resur.fucmg prOjccts ~S 101 / 1 2S(i ?-,bn~eJ J_..ues Ll1P I · ..... d I :.:cl ~r~, 
(Resolution 2018-XX.,"{, 12/1212017): 1 • 

Madrid St., Mur5c SL and Paris St. Pavement RenO\'aDon: Deleted proiecr, reduced from 54,519-,668 to SO in FY2017 /18. l'roicct Wlll be funded with non-Pmp K 5ouc:ccs. 

FillmOr:c St P~vcmcnt Rcno .... ~.:i..cicyn: Deleted project; reduced from S4:-G34,668 to $0 in FY 2018/19. 1'roject will be funded with Gcncr.il f."und m.onic~ 

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

Parkmerccd/"l'win. Pc:ik~/Glcn Park Residential Pavement Renovation: ~·\ddcd proiect "virh ·sz, 794!000 in l"{ 2017 /18 con~truerion fund$.. 

"""""'" n.<r.!-Y!'T>l.:!111'\::Y'.H-.t.~ N-,r.rn..,~~"""Jt""'n<,.,..~ ·1~1·" r.-.,<1.;.,irl::c:~t"'1>~r.l~tl P:.,,,,.cre:3of5 



..g::. ...... 
(0 

0 

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 

GW!rrcro St;. Sanjose /\ve and Corbett Ave 
·pm~cmcnr Renovation 1 

. , West Portal Ave and Quintara St Pavement 
Renovation 

West Portfil /\vc and Quinta.ta St Pavement 
Rcno>'ation 5 

Ingalls Sr and 1ndustrial St Pavement 
Renovation 1 

Chyi:on St, Clipper St anq Portola Dr 
Pavement Rcno'V--a.tion 2 · 

"'fatrcka St, Grandview Ave, and Mangels 
Ave Pavement Rcnova.tion3 

Gilman /\ve and Jerrold /\ve Pavement 
Renovation G 

J •i!bcrt and L<;avcnworth Strcel!< Pavement 
Renovation 6 

Madrid St, Morse St and l'acis St Pavement 
Renovations 

Fillmore Sr Pavement Renovations 

·•Haight Street Resurfacing and Pedestrian 
Lighting7 

Pavement Renovation Phccholdcr 4,7 

Parkmcrced/Twin Peaks/Glen Park 
Rcsidcnti"1 Pavement Rcnovatioo8 

Alemany Blvd Pavement Renovations 

CON 

CON. 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

CON 

PA&fill-

Total Cash Flow in 5YPPj 

Total Cash Flow Allocated 
Total CashFlowDeobli,,.aated 
Total Cash Flow Unallocated 

Total Cash Flow in 2014 Strategic Plan 

Deobligated from Prior 5YFP Cycles -
Cumulative Remallring Cash Flov.• Capacity 

l';IJ'tupK\57..J:~llUlEl"j'.JS.P,.•ln-,;""'"'Gi"ipn,...n..i.: ... "tlb:htt.lfuj!:"rka:mh,,,.lllli 

Pending December 12, 2017 Board 

so so 

so $1,117,600 

5947,100 

~ 

55,714.166 

Sl.759.741 
55.161.9691 SB.654.71 (}j 57.624233 SG,307,335 

53,002,785 

(53,002,785)•. 

$3,677,233 

S5,455,2G3 

$4.785,750 

so 

$3,479,324 

so 

so 

51,248,251 

so 

Sl,676,4-00 S2,794,000 

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

~ ~ 

S1S,6lll.l,760 

521.648,606 
($3.002,785) 

SS.'170239 Slll.034,95V 

527,030,019 

$1.759.741 
S109.000 

P~ge4 of5 
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Attachnient 3 
Prop K 5-Year Prpject List (FY 2014/15 - 2018/19) 

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

~@1ff\@P~W£1~§!¥@~§Ul'P.~(;!i'l%~l~?J 
Street Repair and Ocaning Equipment I PROC 

S trcet Repair and Cleaning Equipmem PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipmcm 4- l'ROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment 4 PROC 

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipmcm PROC 

Pending December 12, 2017 BoWi 

.'!;;TP'ii?''.\'1]'\%ffi!,[J5thllf(~i'i\P:f! 
\Qi;iil!''iq'('~~1;7,1;~'ii!:01,t;;(:5'0';2~~ 

so 594,793 

S429,900 

. 5701,034 

5738,072 

51,499,408 

594,793 

S429,900 $859,800 

;,:~~~~~r:~~.1,~~ .':t~~;~:.~~·~i.!M\i~r!~~?~;:~r~~:f~~m.~fii»i!!·f:~~;~rt~\~!::~~lf!'.:}\;~~;~~0;::,1!t.\;?if~i:~~~!~~};t?:~~¥.g:>:t~J::·~.n~;{<~~: ':.~ :, ,. I .. 1: ~ ::.:~.~,~~10~.:1·~,r~:~-~'.\.: *?:~~~1.:{~/~;0~f.~Ei:t~ .. t:' 1.~~.~i~~;-:~ii;~ ;\:s1r~w~~'!.~~iiii7.,t~Tf-~:~T~;;-~~JiiJ?.)}~~f .;":·: 
5524}693 53,893,107 

SZ,938,514 
Total Cash FlowDeobligated so 
Total Cash Flow Un:t1locatcd 5524.,693 5429,900 S9$4.5~3 

53.893.107 

so 
so 

.~1.g,; ~;~s1r~:1;,;:t;:;~s1iliff!!~)~tr~~Ti~~~;; :;_;;~~-~~~:,:'i!·~}~\~;:~i/> ;·~ 

~.2;573,867 

524,587,120 

(53.002. 785) 

ss;os9.393 S5,900,139 SHJ,!JB9,532 

SS.450.256 Sl..356.834 530.923.126 
51.759.741 

$4,929,694 5109,000 

r;v-,..p X\Sl'·HTT\:ZOJ<f'ln'.;i~.,, l">ITl•1;"11nOr<j"lp<1>Cn< ~..,.. "t.1,.1"r114""'1tl:k..,,..,..rttn7 Page5of5 
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. OFFIC~ OF THE MAYOR 

SAN FRANCISCO 

LONDON N. BREED 

MAYOR 

TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

DATE: 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors·. .. ,,, ... 
Sophia Kittler 
Accept and Expend Grant - California State Senate Bill 1 Local 
Partnership Program - Sunset and Parkside Streets Pavement 
Renovation - $2,340,000 

. 7/9/2019. 

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

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

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

1 ·OR. CARL TON B. GOODLETI PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 

TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 

4192 


