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fransportation Expenditure Plan for the City and County of San |

razncisco. ’ !
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GENERAL PROVISIONS ,
A ,
Sales Tax
i N : r

A 1/2% sales tzx dedicated to transportztion improvements

specified in this plan shzll be impcsed. The duration of the tax

shall be 20 ye=ars.

Hestriction of Funds

In accordance with enabling legislation =znd adopted principles,

sales tax revenues generated pursuzant to this Dlan shall be used

to supplement and not replace ex lstlnq local revenues used for
tax rgvenues shall be

transportation purposes. Moreover, szles t
spent on capital projects czther than to fund ooe:atﬁons and

e &

maintenance of e-_sb_nc u*anebor;atﬂon services, unless otherwise

speciiied in the _-o ject List. Funds for cperations and

n“11tsn nce ‘'shall 'wm_:ed te incremental costs associated with
the impi= xen-_t~on of new t:=nspor-at;op services as specified in
this plzn. Incremental costs shali be defined zs sclely those
costs that would clezrlv not have othe—wise been incurred absent
the new service.
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Suppori of Adjacent Countles -

It is deemed unnscessary to sesk the svopor:t of adjacsnit counties
by requesting them to develop their owa Transportatioen,
Expenditurs Plzns bsczuse:
. San Mzitezo znd Alameda Countiss have already zadoptad
Transportztion Expenditure Plzns and
- Marin Ccunty is curccently evaluating & Transoortztion
Zxpenditure Plan. )
Where there zre intercounty implications associzted with projects
listed in this plan, the City znd County of Szn Francisco shall
work coopezatively with the affected county or counties. Should
any projects reqguire expenditure of funds outside the limits of
the City and County of San Francisce, zmendments to the state
legislation mayv be reguired. |

Transporiation Eficiency/Productivity Standards and Objectlves

ertation Autherity shall direcht 211 city tzaznspertation
o:

. Develco 5-year program plans describing service and
capital improvemen;s annuang. These plans should be
cocrdinated between modes and agencies.

{

. Prepare long range (10-20 yna-s) comorehensive s
transportztion plans periodically.

. Develcp DrouuCti-ity and cost effsctiveness measurement
methodciogies and stzandards based upon accepted indusizy
standards. roductivitvy and cost effsctiveness goals
should be established evervy 35 vezrs duriing the term of
the pizn, and coordinztsd between city transpceriztion
agencies so that they zrs not working st ccoss
purposes. A report shall be made to the Transportztion
Ruthoxity on progress itowzrds meeting those goazls on an

The Transporizticn Authority shceuld zlso develcop & plan Zor
enCour2cing trznsporiaticn agenciss to mest their geals, 211 in
acgoroances with the orovisisons ¢f this plan.

Envircnimeriial Haview

Zavironmentsl reporiting, 7 TI c=durss &s
provided Icor undexr the Nzticns iron =3 iicv Act, znd/or
the Califg-nia Envi-onmental Quality Act, and cther appliczble
laws will te carrzied cut z2s & prszescuisits to the implementation
cf zny projisct.
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2. PLAN SUMMARY

The following tzble summarizes +he 1/2% sl
by project category and subcatesgory in cons
SUMMARY OF SALES
i
Category
I
TRANSIT . ‘
Subcategory . ,
Service Enhancement & Extensions
Mzjor Corzidor Studies ¢ Construction
R-nc.nll:'_tatlon & Replacement Procjects
STREZTS & TRAFFIC SAFETY
"St. Resuriacing & Reconstracticn
Traffic Signels & Signs
Mz jor Caritsl Projects
Stzeet Tr2e Program
PARATHANSIT
Contzact Van & Tawxi Services
THANSPCRTATICN SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT 73
Ridesharing & Transi:t Prefarance
Bicwvcle & Pedestrizn Ci::::La'-‘::'.c-n
TOTAL SALES TAX REVE? ib"'

[1}]

TURE PLAN

TAX ALLOCATIONS

Allccztion

241, OOO 000 (6G%)

141,000, 000
200,000, 000

200,000, 000
%)

342,000, 000
67,000,000
50,000, 000
12,000,000

$271,000,000 (S

$ 72,000,600

72,000, 000

$ 18,06C,000 (29%)
22,000,000
§,00G, 000



Ci "Y AND COUNTY OF S
TRANSPORTATION EXF

Prioh%ty Program

AN FRANCISCO
END TURE PLAN :

The principle focus of this plan is to ‘ne @ program oI prioritized
proﬁgcts znd to insure that funding is liocated zcxross major
transportztion cztegories, i.e. Transit, Stzeets and Traffic Saiety,
Paratransit, and Trznsporitation Systems Manzgement (TSM), and within
subcategories. Subcategories consist of lists of projects exhibiting
similar characteristics, e.g. transit service enhancements and
exténsions. A two-tier priority program has been developed in
response to thess objectives. Allocations of sales tax revenues are.
mzde to each ¢f the major transportation catsgories and

subcategories. Within each subcategory, individual projects have been
given a priority =rating of 1, 2, ©or 3 (1 being fizst pricrity)

The allocations between major categories =zre: Transit - 60%, Stzreets
and Traffic Safety - 30%, Paratransit 8%, and TSM - 2%. This
reflects the city’s transit first policy as well as providing funding
for identified transportation needs within a1l major cztegories.

Within each program subcategory, the 1
using sales tax z=venue up to the tota
and according to the priority assigned
projections not =11 projects listed co
that sales tzx —svenue for the subcats
projects within the subcategory will n
a surplus results after funding =zll pr
+he remszining revenue will be availabl
subcategories. If£ the major transport
then the monev c=n e shifted to an &l
“n this menner, Zmplementation ci top

1
=

The County T orzztion Autherity sh
zctual szles rewvenue collecticn
the amount ¢ zlly projected 3

{see Technic vendix for the C
Transportat: oenditure Pla
origijal gelatel i cns, e sucp
Streets and TraZZiz S ty, Pa:

same proporiions asz originally

ist of projects shall be funded
1 amount for that subcategory

. Under currzent revenue

uld be funded. In the evant
gorv zuns out, lower pricrity

ct bs funded., In the eveant that
ojects listed in a subcatesgory,
e for re-allocaticn to ctherx
aticn category is fully funded,
t=rnztive cat=zgcecry.

11 meriodicazlly czic
constzant colilzzs)
rznsportation Tisen
cuntv of San Frzncl
4 zctual ccllection
ne zlloczted to tThe
snd TSM c=tegories
in the plan.




Project List

Each cf the projsct descriptions incliudes the following information:
descripticn of the project, priorit sstrictions on use of sales tax
funds, cost of mroject, other Funds va o shortfzil to be funded
by the sales tzx, znd the sponsoring agency. The cost of project
identifies the cost to complete the project, excluding previously
aliocated funds. '
!
are




CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
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THANSIT PRCJ Eu”

Servics Enhancement and Extencions

Priority Project

X - MUNI Metro Turnback - Construction of a turnback for Metro
trains beyond the Embarcadero Station to zllow more freguent
and reliable Market Street subway service without recurrent
delays. Includes capitzal zand incrementzl operations and
maintenance costs. Cost: $130.0 million. Shortfzll to be
funded by Sales Tax: $20.5 million. Other Funds: $10¢.5
million.  Sponsor - MUNI.

I MURNI Metro Exiension - Extsnsion of MUNI Metro freom the
Embarcadero “u:nbccx to the Caltrain Terminsl at 4th and
Townsend Streets, ncludes czpitzl and incremesntal
operztions and maintenance costs. Cost: $68.0 millicn.
Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $48.0 million. Oth
Funds: $20.0 million. Sponsor - MUNI.

(]

Mission Bay Metro Extension - Extension of Metro service from 4th
& Townsend to 16th & Ow ens to the new Metro Zast facility.
Inciudes czpital and nc*emental operations and mzintenance

cests. Cost: $31.0 millio Shortfall to be funded by
Sales Tax: $13.0 million. Othe: Funds: $18.0 miliion.

Sponsor -~ MUNI.

1 F-Line Streetcar - Z:xpansion of historic streetcar service zlong
The Embazrczdero Roazdway to the hezzi of Fisherman’s Whaz:Z
and along Upper Market Street to Castro. Includes capital
and incremental operztions and mzintenzance costs Cost:
$63.0 million. Qhor-::ll to be funded by Sales Tax: S$40.0
million. Other Funds: Sponso

s d.DWc‘.V S E"“f

funded by 2
millicn, s

z Metro Acozssin
saizty Ffor Cost:
S0.85 mitliie e
millicn. ct

z Pres:dlo .—ac"lt

n

to be *unced
million. So
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s.' Cost: §$83.0 :
s Tax: $18.0 milzis
sox - MUNI,
I

eneva Modmcaﬁons ~ Rest
c*Tﬂ*les incliuding
facilities to
Cost: $4.0 mil
'$0.1 mil
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sion Bay Troiley * Reroutlng/Exiensions - Rerouting and extensions ,
"MUNI routes 22, 30 and 47 to improve service to Missicn ‘
otrero Hill, Includes capitzl and incremental
ratiqns and maintenance costs. Cost: $18.0 million.

i
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to be funded by Sc1°s Tax: $5.5 m_Wl;on Othex
illion. Sponsor - MUNI.
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irohey Coach Electrification - Conversion of MUNT

i 1l to L-olley cozch -operzt

11l to be funded by Szales

million. Other Funds: $21.0 million. Spon
*

tension of MUNI Route 14 to Daly City BART Statlen -

Ex Extension of
existing trolley coach service from ex+st;ng terminal at
Mission St:eet/Scn Jose Avenue to Dalyv City BART station.
Includes cspital and incremental operations and maintenance
costs. Cost: $4.0 million. ShortZfall to be funded by Szl=ss
Tax: $2.0 million. Other Tunds: $2.0 millieon. Sponscr -

[}

¢
4
éq
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Ferry rminai Exganelon - EZxpansion of existing ferry terminal
in order to accommodate additicenal ferzy service. Cost:
$1.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $0.:1
millicon. Cther Funds: $0.9 milliion. Sponscr - For:

fisicr Teansit Corridors

TR iy is
=nenny

.2

Project

Major Transit Caridor Flanning/Environm = Planning and
environmental studiss to dete: : Zuturz locz) and rsgion=l
tra ‘cz improvem = cowntcwn San Francisco
zlong T2 Street/E e Txicdor (Priecxriiy 1),
TIans c2 IlmTrovem 2 Gzary Corridcesz
between downtown znd the ilstmict (Prierity 1),
trznsit services improvements along & Ncrth Bezach Corzidc:s
bDetween Markst Street znd the North Zzzch neighborhood
(Pricoxmity 2), and toansit servics 3 cvenants on Van Nessz
Avenue (Priority 2). Cost: $10.0 m n. Shortfzlil o te
funded by Sales Tax: $10.0 milllon. nsor - MUNI.
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Priority
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Major Transit Corridor Capitai Constructlon Fund - Constrzuction Zund for
fived guideway czpitzl improvements in the Bayshore, Gezry,
(Pricritv 2) and Norih Bszch (Priority 3) cozzidors. The

' tvpe of transit improvement 211 cost cf these
srojects will be determined Planning and
Environmental Studies. The ‘h 4 represent
the city’s contzibution to anticipated
that additional feder=l, stzte, or loc#l funds would be
avzilable. Cost: To exceed $190.0 million. Total Cost to
be determined. Amount to 'be funded by Salss Tax: $120.0
million. Sponscr - MUNI

tation and Replacement ‘
Project
i

Vehicles — Replacement of MUNI diesel buses, itzolley coaches
and licht razil vehicles and reconstruction of historic
streetcar and cable car fleets. Includes czpital and
incremental operations and maintenance costs. Cost: $§622.0
million. Shortfzll to be funded by Sales Tax: $146.0
million. Other Funds: $477.0 million. Sponscr - MUNT.
Cuidewayse - Upgrading and reshabilitation and zreplacement of
rzil and overhezd trolley wire throughout the MUNI system.
Cost: $118 .0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales
Tzx: $3.0 million. Other Funds: $115.0 million. Spemnscr -
MUNZI . )
Facilities - Rencvate and/or replace MUNI maintenance facilities
including 1401 and 24th & Utzh. New
maintenance eguipm tor restrocms. New farsboxes.
Elevator and esc: . Revenue ceniter and eguipment
—spalzr. MUNI tenanc=z ecuipment.
Miscellaneous maintenancs and repair. Iacludes capital and
incremental operations and mszintenance COSTS Cost: $236.0
million. Shortfzil to be Funded by Sales Tax: 35862.0
million. Other Tunds: $§174.0 million. Soonsor - MUNI.

. Grafiitl Prevention
Dravent dar

This cost rells
prevention ©ISg
funded by Sales

(SN
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=75 AND TRAFFIC SAFETY PROJECTS

zsuniacing and Reconsirucijon

Project ’
"

Street Resurfzcing - Repaving and reconstructing cit to
prevent the deterioration of the roadway system.
streets to be repaved are selectsd in accordancs wit
City’s Pavement Management System which considers pavement
‘condition, bus and trolley use, znd automobile and truch
traffic, In conJu1;tlon with stzeet reconstruction
projects, bus bulbs and/or transit sazfety islands shall be
installed on transit preferentizl strests as deemed
aporopriate by the Department of City Planning, Department
of Public Works, the Public Utilities Commission, the Board
of Supervisors znd any other department or commission which
is reguired to approve the'w*denﬁna of streets and
sidewalks. The top 44% of the streets identified are
Priority 1 projects znd the remaining 56% are Priority 2
projects. Cost: $340.0 million. Shortfall to be funded bv
Sales Tax: $254.5 million. Other Funds: 385.5 million.
Sponsor - DEW.

L
Seismic Reinforcement - Ezrthquzke reinforcement for bridges,
ducts and walls thr-oughout the city. Cest: $2.0 million.
Shortfz11 to be funded by Sales Tax: $2.0 million. Sponscr

HmhoadTTackHemavaHFepmr - Removal of cbsclete
tracks on city stzests and repair of the savement adjacent
0 active raiircad trzcks. Cost: $6.0 miiiien. Shortfazll
£z be funded bv Szles Tax: $5.0 millicen. Cther FTunds: $1.0
million. Sponsor - DPW. ‘
lﬁdewaﬂ(ﬁepak - Reconstruction of sidewzlks in front of city
nta'ned property and nesr city maintzi: street trees.
Cc t: $7.5 million. Shortz 21l +to be funded bv Saless Tax:
$7.5 mi_llon. Spensox - DPW.
Siree tnepakandilec1 by ment - Purchase ¢ streset
maintenance and clis eguipment, such as =z=schalt pavers,
cump trucks, sweepe nd front-end lzzade=z for city
czews. Cost: $17.0 cn. ShertZfzil tz be funded by
Szles Tax: $17.0 millilion. Soonscr - DBW

-
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availzablie. substzniially upgraded traffic
located on Preferentizl Stzests shall hav '
pre-empticn ities. The fop 42% of the =ig
i e Priority 1 prdjects and the
rojects Cost: $119.0 millic
d by Szles $119.0 million.

Install Raised Reflectlve Lane Markings ~ Instzllation of raised
reflective pavement markers'on city streets for better
delineation of txaffic lznes at night and during wet
weather. Cost: $2.0 miliZeon. Shortfzlil to be funded by
Seles Tax: $2.0 million. Sponsor - DPW.
}
Instzallaticon of tzaffic sign
The loczticns © e ct
ic Engineering Bu s iordi
nd 'incrzmental maintenance costs
tfall to be funded by Sales Tax:

Trafflc Control Systems - Minor additfions and modifications to the

city’s trzffic contxol systems including: special warning
pedestrian guidance systems, pavement bars and
test instzllations to improve trzfiic safety and
acv. Cost: $1.0 million. Shertfall ts be funded by
ax: $1.0 million. Sponsor - DPW.

ratfilc Engineering Equi
i € such as
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Major Capital Prejects !

+ Priority Project
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1 Candlestick Park Shart-Range Traffic improvements - Traffic signal

. improvements near Candlestick Park to imor i i

reduce impacts of Candlestick Park trafi
ghborhoods. Cest: $1.0 million. Shoxz*

Saies Tax: $1.0 million. Sponsor — DPW.
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- .2 Bernal Heights Street System Upgrading - Construction of stzeets in
Bernal Beights where existing streets are unimproved or
below city standazzds to ensure adegquate emergency venicle
r2sponse times for the community. Cost: $6.0 million.
ShortZzll to be funded by Sales Tax: $6.0 milliecn. Sponsor
- DPW.

2 Hunters Foint Industrial Connector - Industrial by-pass rou

t between Innes and Czrroll Avenues b

int Naval Shipvard to divert truck
s ; 3% expenditure

es Cost: $3.
- 2

<
¥,
n

1]

Undergrounding Crossover Drive throuch Goiden Gate Park - Zuo
underg-o : i

in Golden Geits Tark Sales tazx =x
Planning & Envizcnm
Shert£211 to be funded
Other Funds: $98.0 22
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Street
. .
Priority Froject
i,2 Flanting end Maintenance of E Street Trees - Imorovad maintenance
of existi: rights-of-way. Fizst $6.0
milli is Priority 2.
Cost: ded by Sales Tax:
$8.5 .
i
i,2 Pianting and Malnt:’xance of Addltional Trees -~ Planting additionzl
Stxzee = thoroughfares throughout the city.
Inclu 2 al ;nc:emnqtal operztions and mdintenanc
costs. First $5.5 million is Priority I and the remaining
is Priority 2. Cost: $7.5 million. Shortfzll to be fund
by Sales Tax: $7.3% million. Sponsor - DPW.

FARA

Expans

Priority Project

1,2

Trees

TRANSIT SERVICES

ion of Parairansit Deor-io-Door Yan and Ta,J Service Lavels

Provide Services o Persons with AIDS and Frall Eiders - Inczzased

Additional Service to Address Current and Projected Waiting List Growth and

funding for wvan and taxzi services to expand services to meest
current and projected wQ;ting list growth for taxi, gzroup

van, and 1ift
including £zzil seniors. Also additional services for

persons with AIDS and for ¢ *ents of the expanding Adult
Hezlth Car= system. ¢/g.0 million is Priorityv

van services for persons with dissbilities,

and the re=mzininc $3. - is Priority 2. Sales tax
funding for service cperztien. Cost: 3147.0 million.
Shortf&ll to be funded by Sales Tzx: $7.0 million. COtler
Funds: $72.0 miiiion. Sponscr - MONI.

~lceshearing and Transit Fremoiicn
Frierity Preiect
2,2 Transit Preferential Streets - Includes ‘dzsignation of stzeets =
lanes for exclusive iraznsit use; sidewslk widenings at 2
stops; trazffic signal modifications ¢S improve transLt I
reduction and z=locztion of bus stops; possible remova.
unnecessary =Lop signs along transit znd bicyclise routes;
12

)

4
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Priority
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modifications to the on-streset truck loading and parking

zones downtown. The first $3.0 millien is Priority 1 and ,

the remaining $0.35 million is Prioritv 2. 1In ludes capitzl

z2nd incrementzl cperztions and maintsnance ceosts. Cest:

$4.0 million. Shortfzil to be funded by Sales Tax: $3.5

million. Other Funds: $0.5 million. Sponsor - DCP/DPW/MUNI.
' .

Sterling Stre-x HOV Lanes on Eastbound Approach o Bay Bridge -
the' existing lane for High Oc"apan y Vehicles on Second or
Bryant Streets to provide travel ‘time savings for carpools
and vanpocls on the eastbound appzoach to the Bay Brl dge.

Cost: $0.5 million. Includes capitzl znd incrementa
operations cﬁﬂ mcﬂn:enanc= costs Sheozt£z1l1l to be fundedvby
Sales Tax: $0.4 dgll‘on Other :unds: $0.1 million.
Sponsoxr -~ DPW. . '
Transportation Brokerage Program - Increase staff monitoring of the
Brokerage Program which requirss developers and institutions
to distribute ridesharing materizls and transit information
to emnWOyens at new offi uildings cxr established
institutions. Cost: $4.0 million. Includes operations and
maintenznce costs. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax:
ther Funds: '$.5 million. Sponsor — DCP

$3.5 million.

Transportation Management Associstlon Program - This program would
assist in coordinating transit and ridesharing marketing
activities for the entire downtown. program would
include an educational element, transit pass sales and
carpool mztching, possibly using a downtown "store” simila
to Berkeley Trip. The program might ultimately be expande
t0 sexve institutions as well., The fi=st $4.5 million is

The

(VA

Priority 1 and the zsmaining $0.% million is Pziority 2.
Inciudes operations and maintenance costs. Cost: $5.0
millilion. Shortfzll tc be funded by Szies Tzxm: $5.0

million. Sponsor - DCZ.

Fedestrian

Froiject

Zicycle, Fadesman and Ziderly & Handlcapped Accezsibiilly Projects - San
?:3nc*sc~ periicn of sscional hiking and zicvcle trails
zround the bay and keiween ridge top parcks; varzious kicycle
srojects such as addiiional bicycle lanes, improved signace,
zdditional bicvclile rzckz znd other faciliziss znd
sducational and szizty progzams; and provision of dzcp curls
2t Intersections to permit ezse .of meovemsnt for the mobilitv
impaixed. The fizst 4.0 i Pricritv I and the
T2mzining is Prioricy 2. pitzl znc ilacrementszl
cperztions znd maiatananc s 52.0 miiiion.
Shcrtfall to be funded by $4.3 million. Cthers
Funds: $1.5 million. 3Zpc
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Downtown Pedestrian Projects - Improvement of existing alleyways

&s pedestrian/cren space as %o strizn ¢ niencs
and aesthetic enjovment arch 2l treztments for the
impro : e n en nt on designatsd
sidew =%, mery Streset znd Union
Scquar st llicn is Priczity 1
zand th 2. des c=pital and
increm aten costs Cost: $3.0 ‘
millio ded b es Tzx: $3.0

millio

redestrian Connectlons and Transit Access - Provision cof
grade-separated pedestzizn crossings at high volume
pedestrizn locations znd to provide access to major transit
facilities. For example, Kezar Stadium to Golden Gate Park
or from the proposed new main library to the Civic Center
Metro/BART station. Cost: $5.0 million. Shortfzll £o be
funded by Sales Tax: $53.0 million. Sponsor - DCP/DPW.

|-+
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PROPOSITIONB .

Shall an ordinance of the City and County of San Francisco be

approved so as to: 1) create a San Francisco County Transporta-

tion Authority; 2) authorize the Authority to impose atransactions

and use tax of one-half of one percent to aid mass transit and

realize the other traffic and transportation projects/purposes set , YES 33

forth in the San Francisco County Transportation Expenditure :
Plan for a period of no more than twenty (20) years; 3) authorize . NO 34 )
the Authority to issue from time to time limited tax bonds in a total

outstanding aggregate amount notto exceed $742,000,000.00 and

which is payable from the revenues generated hereunder; and 4)

approve the California Constitution Article XllI B Appropriations

Limit ot $160,000,000.007? - ' :

Analysis

by Ballot Simpyliﬁcat_ion Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is a 6.5 percent sales tax

““in San Francisco. State law allows a county to charge
-an additional one-half percent sales tax to fund new
transportation and traffic projects when other funds
are not available. »

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition B is an ordinance that

would increase the sales tax in San Francisco by

one-half percent for twenty years. The money would
be used to pay for transportation projects, including
mass transit, streets and traffic safety and repair,
transportation programs for the elderly and disabled,
and other programs. Proposition B also would create
a San Francisco County Transportation Authority,
made up of the eleven members of the Board of

Supervisors, to oversee the collection of the tax and
its use. The Authority-could spend up to $160,000,000
peryear for these purposes and could issue not more
than $742,000,000 in tax bonds, to be paid by the
one-half percent sales tax. ' ,

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to
increase the sales tax by one-half percent for twenty
years to fund certain transportation projects when
other funds are not available. You also want to form -
a San Francisco County Transportation Authority with
a spending limit of $160,000,000 per year and with
the power to issue up to $742,000,000 in bonds.

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do notwant
to increase the sales tax in San Francisco.

Controller’'s Statement on “B”

City Controller Samuel D. Yockey has issued the following
tatement on the fiscal impact of Proposition B:

“Should the proposed ordinance be adopted and imple-
nented, in my opinion, revenues and expenditures are
:stimated to increase by approximately $41 miilionin 1990-
'* increasing thereafter with the rate of inflation for a period
_ Jyears” :

How Supervisors Voted on “B”

On July 24, the Board of Supervisors voted 8-2 on the
question of placing Proposition B on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Angela Alioto, Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez,
Willie Kennedy, Bill Maher, Wendy Nelder, Nancy
Walker, and Doris Ward. A

NO: Supervisors Terence Hallinan and Thomas Hsieh

TRANSPORTATION PLAN FOR PROPOSITION B IS ON PAGE 33

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE AND ITS FULL TEXT IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE.
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OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B

‘rancisco transportation system is our lifeline. Our economy -
- quality of life depend on it. Proposition B is acomprehen- .

lution to San Francisco’s transportation crisis.

taining, improving and expanding it — that’s what Propo-
| is about. The Plan meets the needs of today and the promise
MTOW . .
:anded nexghborbood MUNI Semce.

7 MUNI buses and light rail cars to replace worn-out
icles. ) -
iaved city streets. : : .
tbling van and taxi service for senior citizens, the
ibled and AIDS patients.

toric streetcar service extension along Fisherman’s
arf. '

NI Metro extension along the Embarcadero.

dern traffic signals throughout the city to improve
Tic flow.

raterfront boulevard on the Embarcadero.

eet tree planting.

e improvements — and many others — are only possible
roposition B.

Itisan ambmous plan but Proposmon B makes good financial
sense.

Our investment in transportation improvement under Proposi-
tion B will generate matching state funding, which goes to Coun-
ties that have voted to improve their transportation systems.
Without Proposition B, San Francisco will lose tens of millions of |
dollars in state funding to other Bay Area counties which have |
already passed transportation improvement plans.

Proposition B will also generate revenue from commuters and
tourists to help pay for the streets and transit they use.

People who often disagree: business, environmentalists, labor,
neighborhood advecates, the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor,

came together to develop this progxam to unprove our streets and

public transit network.

We can’t afford to let our streets and public transit system
decline. San Franciscans deserve and need a quality mansponanon
system — . for today and for tomorrow.

Join us in voting YES on Proposition B.

Submitted by the Mayor and Board of Supervisors -

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B

“AVENUE OF THE PRAT’ES”
et silly promises about “tre¢ planting™ and the ALREADY
NED “historic streetcar. . . extension .. . ’
gmﬁm-covered buses — left unguarded by MUNI s incom-
management — and LRV’s wom-out before their time by
s maintenance scandals trumpet the real truth.

1al interest campaign fund sources are pushing Proposition B:-

TOURIST-TRAP DEVELOPERS — That “waterfront bou-
on the Embarcadero” should be renamed “AVENUE OF
>IRATES” for the greedy millionaire tourist-trap corpora-
hat are demanding deluxe “repaved city streets” — and trees
front of their own business establishments . . . at taxpayers’
se. The proposed “AVENUE OF THE PIRATES" will kill
ival chances for the historic Port of San Francisco.
AMSSION BAY DEVELOPMENT — Santa Fe Pacific Cor-
an — “On CreditWatch with negative implications™ (Stan-
¢ Poor’s 8/14/89 Credit Review) — ran its debt rating down
A+ in 1987 to BB- in 1989 . . . Largely because of the

corporate “PIRATE” raiders’ 1988 $30—pcr-share “dividend.”
Santa Fe Pacific ... with credit as solid as its earthquake, liquifica-
tion-prone Mission Bay Development Project bay landfill site —
has long term debts of $3,249,700,000 and last March was “found
guilty of conspiring with five other railroads™ to illegally halt

construction of ETSI’s slurry pipeline . . . Federal court damages:-

$750,100,000 (S&P’s 6/6/89 Stock Reports). Now the Reichmanns
want San Francisco taxpayers to pay Santa Fe’s MUNI bill!!!
Vote AGAINST the “AVENUE OF THE PIRATES™.
Vote NO on Proposition B.

No on Proposition B Committes
Dr. Terence Faulkner,J.D. *

Past County Chairman

San Francisco Republican Party
Patrick Fitzgerald

"Past Secretary

San Francisco Demccratic Party

~

ments printed on this page are the opinion ot the authors and have not been checkad for accuracy by any officlal agency.
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OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION B

“B” IS “BAD NEWS FOR SAN FRANCISCO”
: proposal to raise San Francisco’s already'highly regressive
tax another half of one percentis an outrage.
s sales tax increase will serve well the interests of the devel-
of the Mission Bay Project — the foreign development firm
ympia and York and their foreign owners the billionaire
man brothers. It is also a good deal for Santa Fe and Southern
¢ Railroad stockholders.
e of these business entities will get the special assessment
tslapped on their developments to rightfully charge them for
g additional burdens on Muni and other City services. Not
ur special interest-run Board of S upervisors!
:ad, YOU and the PEOPLE OF SAN FRANCISCO wil be
1ding the sack!!! YOU should be honored to pay for special
t developers making hundreds of millions of dollars!.
ing the sales tax will also allow the extension of the
cadero Freeway, cutting into storage and trucking areas vital

1o any attempt to revive the once-great Port of San Francisco.
Instead,theamofthehistoﬁcponwillbemmcdintoaSpecial :
Interest-run tourist trap. |

Thank the San Francisco Board of Supervisors for. this' |
“ROSEMARY’S BABY” SALES TAX INCREASE PRO-
POSAL!! . '

Vote NO on Proposition B — Kill the Sales Tax increase. Also
vote NO on Proposition D — Halt the Board of Supervisors’
outrageous pay increase. Vote YES on Proposition T — Establish '
atwo term limit for the Board of Supervisors,

The San Francisco Board of Supervisors has for too long acted
like a local “HOUSE OF LORDS"

NO ON PROPOSITION B CO
Terence Faulkner . '
Chairman and Treasurer of

No On Proposition B Committee

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION B

't surprising that some opponents of Proposition B must rely
e-calling and outlandish fabrications, Proposition B makes
ibly good sense. ,

sition B will benefit all San Franciscans:

ranciscans who ride MUNI will get new buses and street-
panded neighborhood service, and graffiti prevention.
ranciscans who drive will get repaved streets, better-timed
ignals, and better traffic management.

ranciscans who are disabled will get doubled paratransit

anciscans who make a living will get a quality Lransporta-

tion system, which is the lifeline of our economy.
San Franciscans who pay taxes will benefit by the City raising

revenue from tourists and commuters who use our street and transit
system.

Proposition B is for all of us.

Don’t listen to the naysayers who would have our city’s infra-
structure deteriorate and decline.

Join us in voting YES on Proposition B.

Submitted by the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor

nts printed on this page ars the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any officlal agency.
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- PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B .

RAIL TRANSIT
Residents of San’ Francisco, the Bay Area and commumnes
roughout California and the nation are voicing their strong desire

it clean, efficient RATL transit. The Transportation Expenditure ’

fan includes fundmg to:
+ Purchase new cars to increase J, K, L, M and N-line service,
« Build the F-line streetcar along Market and The Embarcadero,

t

« Extend Muni Metro to Mission Bay,

- Prepare studies of Geary and Bayshore carridor rail service and
provide construction funds.
YOTE YES ON PROPOSITIONB -

Geary Streetcar Citizens Commirtee

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION “B” FOR A BETTER
[UNI -

San Francisco is being overwhelmed by traffic because our
ansit-first policy is starved of the money needed to keep it going.
he federal and state governments have cut support for local transit.
’e need the local sales tax money now for a temperary period to
ake up for federal and state funding cuts.

The money will go to make San Francisco a more liveable place
¢ fixing up and expanding our transit system. All the things that
ake San Francisco great — schools and colleges, hospitals, mu-
:ums, our workplaces, sports events, shows, points of interest —
ill be made more accessible wherever you live in the City. Our
dercitizens who don’t drive, the handicapped, AIDS victims, will

_

be able to get to hospitals and to enrich their lives by getting out
and about in the special transit facilities that will be supplied.

It sasma]]pncempay-—foranemporarypenod - for all the
good that will come out of it.

YOTE YES ON PROPOSITION “B” FOR A BETTER
MUNI.
Transport Workers Union of Amenm, AFL-CIO
Lawrence B. Martin,

International Represeatative
Bobbie L. Brown,

President, Local 250-A :
RayJ. Antonio, ‘ v

Secretary-Treasurer, Local 250-A k

—

The Sierra Club urges you to vote YES on Proposition B.
:oposition B will provide money to implement San Francisco’s
insit first policy. The Sierra Club helped develop this measure
\d strongly supparts its programs which include:

+» Improved Muni service; :

« Repair of City streets;

+ Increased bicycle safety;

* Improvements to pedestrian facilities;

* Increased elderly and handicapped services.

These programs will improve the City’s environment and air
quality.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B. -

Sierra Club

The San Francisco Republican Party recommends a YES vote on
'oposition. B to alleviate the current unpossxblc traffic gridlock
id the overburdened Muni system.

San Francisco is the center of the Bay Area’s regional economy.
s we move into the 21st century, there will be increased demands
1 the City’s transportaticn infrastructure to provide mere efficient
eans to move gocds, services, and people.

Though we are normally skeptical of increased taxes, and partic-
arly dislike regressive sales taxes, the proposed 1/2% sales tax
crease is economically efficient and represents a fair distribution
"the cost of the transpcriation improvements between both ben-
itting parties — the residents of the City and non-residents. Vote
ES on “B”™!

-

James E. Gilleran, Chairman
San Francisco Republican County Central Commme..
Tom McConnell, Chairman Issues Committes
San Francisco County Central Committee
Kenneth Blumenthal
Carol Marshall
Curt Augustine
Christopher L. Bowman
Pablo Wong
Jun Hatoyama
J. Bingham Dean :
Brian Mavrogeorge (
K. Martin Keller :

" RobertR. Bacci

rguments printad on this pags are the opinlon oi the authors and have not besn checkad for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B |

~ Proposition B will: .
- make our neighborhoods more liveable.,

Everyone complains about traffic, about Muni. Now San Fran-
:isco is finally doing something about it

After ten months of meetings and public hearings, the Citizen’s '

Advisory Committee on Transportation, composed of 55 diverse
San Franciscans, is proud to recommend Proposition B to the
voters.

Citizen’s Advisory Committee on Transportation

Tames Haas, Chair Robert Glover
Charna Staten, Co-Chair John Holtzclaw

Ray Antonio - Richard Hood
Gale Armstrong . Harold Hoogasian
George Baringer Joseph Houghteling
Tack Bookter Agar Jaicks

Tames Bourgart Walter Johnson
Erma Brim Steven Krefting
Bobbie Brown - Brian Larkin

dnni Chung Thea Lengtat

- improve transit access for the disabled.
- promote San Francisco’s “transit first” policy. \

- maintain and improve the city’s transportation mﬁ'astmcnn'c.
A tmnsponauon plan that will work for San Francisco. Vote YES

on B.

Michael Louie
Richard Marshall
Meredith Michaels

Annaliese Munetic

Andrew Nash
Margie O’ Driscoll
Edward Phipps

Jacqualine Sachs

Sharyn Saslafsky

E. Robert Scrofani
Carol Ruth Silver
George Swanson
Stephen Taber

James J. Walsh, Jr.

David Pilpel
Norman Rolfe
Paul Rosenberg

Harold Wanaselja
Duncan Watry .
Cheryl Towns

~"[he San Francisco Democratic Party supports Proposition B,
Proposition B will:
IMPROVE Muni service.
IMPROVE street and traffic safety.
IMPROVE transit access for the disabled.
Vote YES on Proposition B.

San Francisco Democratic Party County Central Committee
Zlected Members '
Carole Migden, Chair

Ellen Chaitlin

Catherine Dodd

* Michael Hardeman |

Agar Jaicks

Leslie Katz

Tony Kilroy

Steve Krefting

Ruth Picon

Alexa Smith

Arlo Hale Smith
Alicia Wang

Ex Officio Appointees
Ed McGovern
Maithew Rothschild

San Francisco Tomorrow urges you to vote YES on Proposition
3. San Francisco’s transportation facilities are deteriorating before
yur eyes. Additional funding is wrgently needed to rebuild and
mprove these facilities. Proposition B provides for:

» new Muni vehicles and facilities to benefit the City’s environ-

ment and neighborhood livability;

« expanding Muni Metro service;

- maintenance and improvement of the City’s streets;

« increased elderly and handicapped services — an important
social program.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B.

San Francisco Tomorrow

Arguments printed on this pagse are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.

27



' Sales Tax for Transportation' I |

. PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B

1¢,community organizations which provide vital transportation Proposition B would give a helping hand to the thousands of

ices for the disabled strongly support Proposiion B. people now on waiting lists for paratransit services. Special ser- '
oposition B would double the paratransit door-to-door vanand - vices will also be provided for people with AIDS.

services on which disabled, elderly and mobility-impaired San "The whole city benefits by these transit lmpmvements

iciscans rely. To | gex to the hospital, to the doctor, to health care Join with us in voting YES on B.

ices.
1King ) Stan Hutton . Dr.Rose Resnick
nited Cerebral Palsy Association of Easter Seal Society of San Francxsco Rose Resnick Center for the Blind
in Francisco Masato Inaba ‘ and Handicapped
rge Davis, Ph.D. U.S. Human Resources Corp. Ira Okun
ayview Hunters Pomt Multipurpose Gladys Hu =~ _ - - Family Service Agency of
:nior Services ' Self Help for the Elderly San Francisco
1erine Koechlin Janet Pomeroy San Francisco AIDS Foundanon '
F. Paratransit Coordinating Council Recreation Center for the Handicapped Tom Weathered
ira Beddow ’ Alexis Lodde ' Lucille Lockhart
ee Wheelers Association MYV Transportation Joanne Handy -
hael Comini Rev. Patrick Lewis C.C. Sp., S.F. Institute on Aging
1e Lighthouse for the Blind and Archdiocese of San Francisco JoAnn Mancuso .
e Visually Impaired Richard Eijima . Delancy Street Foundation

1erine (Betty) McQuiston Kimochi
in Francisco Senior Citizen ~ :

s members of the Transportation Commiltee that developed this state matching funds for San Francisco’s transportation system.
'ponation improvement program, we strongly urge you to vote Proposition B will upgrade the City’s ailing Muni flest; pave
»on B. pothole streets; improve street design and traffic safety; improve
oposition B will bnng San ancxsco in line with other Bay . transit for the disabled and contribute to the Muni graffiti prevea-
1 counties that have already passed transportation plans. A vote tion program.

’roposition B would generate millions of additional dollars of . Vote YES on B — We All Benefit.

el Rodis, President H. Welton Flynn : Richard Evans, Director
iblic Utilities Commission Public Utdlities Commission Public Works

ri Chiesa, Vice President Arthur Toupin :

iblic Utilities Commlsswn Public Udlities Commission

don Chin Dean Macris, Director

iblic Utilities Commission City Planning

uments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checkad fcr accuracy by hny officlal agancy,




. 'PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITiON B

- A good’ transportanon system is the economic lifeline of San
Francisco.
» Working people need dependable public tmnsportanon —are-

liable Muni. They need less congested streets where people live,

work and shop. |
The San Francisco Labor Councxl is proud to join the long list of

L

supponc:smmdmmngYESoanposmonB Jomwnhusand
vote Yes for our transportation future.

San anciwo Labar Council
Walter L. Johnson
Secnmry—Tm_su:er

Many seniors and disabled people are dependent on paratransit
to keep health care appointments. The California Nurses Associa-
tion, Region 12 supports Proposition B.

Mariann Monteleone RN

Catherine Dodd, RN

Transponation is consistently listed as this community’s number
one priority. That’s a concern shared by the business commumty

and residents alike. Proposition B will benefit us all. It’s an invest-

ment in San Francisco’s future.
Proposmon B will provide much-needed funds for:
- An improved and expanded Muni .
. » Street repairs and new road construction
» Better and more paratransit services for the disabled.

M:sanoppornnutyforallSmFm:smnstosay“yes o
solving our transporiation problems. A vote for Proposition Bisa
vote for our city’s future.

Gerald Nexy’armer
President
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

- PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PRO_POSIT]ON B

It is regressive and unfair to finance mass transit and other
transportation projects by increasing the city’s sales tax. The proper
revenue should come from an increase in the state gasoline tax as
recently acted upon by the Governor and the State Legislature. 1

‘u‘rée you io vote “NO” on Prop. B.

Supervisor Fom Hsieh

A regressive sales tax takes a larger percentage of the total
income of lower-income groups than it takes from the total income
of higher-income groups.

City Hall should increase support for transit but not by unfalrly |

taxing low, moderate, and middle income res:dems

Vote NOonE.

Joel Ventresca
Past President
Haight Ashbury Neighbarhood Council

Sales taxes are a regressive form of taxation. They impact the
rnor the hardest.
Je are opposed to all violence, mcludmg economic violence. If
you believe in social justice, we urge you 1o reject this measure,

Jim Schmin

Green Party
Rick Wall

Humanist Party

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked jfor accuracy by any ciilclal agency.
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ERING SUBMISSION OF AN ORDI-
‘CE BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVI-
$ CALLING AND PROVIDING FOR A
JAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON NO-
[BER 7, 1989 TO BE CONSCLIDATED
H THE GENERAL ELECTION FOR THE
POSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE VOT-
AN ORDINANCE ADDING ARTICLE
D PART Il OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF 'SAN
NCISCO PROVIDING FOR THE CRE-
JN OF THE SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY
NSPORTATION AUTHORITY, FOR
IMPOSITION OF A ONE-HALF OF ONE
CENT TRANSACTIONS AND USETAX
) FOR OTHER PURPOSES.
: it ordsined by the People of the City and
nty of San Francisco:
cdon 1.
) A special electon is hereby called and
red to be held in the City and County of San
«cisco on Tuesday, the 7th day of Novem-
1989 and is hereby consolidated with the
eral Election of the City and County of San
icisco to be held Tuesday, November 7,
) for the purpose of submitting the follow-
proposition:
Shall an ordinance of the City and
County of San Francisco be approved
so as to: 1) create a San Francisco
County Transportation Authority; 2)
authorize the Authority to impose a
transactions and use tax of one-half of
one percent to aid mass transit and re-
alize the other traffic and &msponaﬁon ‘
projects/purposes set forth in the San
Francisco County Transporation Ex-
penditure Plan for a period of no more
than twenty (20) years; 3) authorize the
Authority to issue from time to time
limited tax bonds in a total outstanding
aggregate amount not to exceed
$742,000,000.00 and which is payable .
from the revenues generated hereun-
der; and 4) approve the California Con-
stitution Article XTI B appropriations
limit of $160,000,000.00.
b) The special election hereby called and
ered 1o be held shall be held and conducted
| the votes thereat received and canvassed,
i the returns thereof made and the results
reof ascertained, determined and declared as
ein provided and in all particulars not herein
ited said election shall be held according to
;laws of the State of California and the Char-
of the City and County of San Francisco
widing for and governing elections in the
7y and County of San Francisco, and the polls
- such election shall be and remain open dur-
1 the time required by said laws.
c) The said specxal election hereby called
all be and hereby is consolidated with the
meral Election of the City and County of San
ancisco to be held Tuesday, November 7,
89, and the voting precincts, polling places
d officers of election for said General Elec-

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE

"PROPOSITION B

tion be and the same are hereby adopted, estab-
lished, designated and named, respectively, as
the voting precincts, polling places and officers
of election for such special election hercby
called, and as specifically set forth, in the offi-
cial pubhcanon. by the Registrar of Voters of

polling places and election officers
for the said General Election.

The ballots to be used at said special election
shall be the ballots to be used at said General
Election and reference is hereby made to the
notice of election setting forth the voting pre-

cincts, polling places and officers of elecion by -

the Registrar of Voters for the General Election
10 be published in the San Francisco Examiner
on or 1o later than October 31, 1989.

(d) On the ballots to be used at such special
clection and on the pmdx'card ballots used at
said special election, in addition to any other
matter required by law to be printed thereon;
shall appear thereon the following, to be sepa-
rmelysmed,mdappexupont}mballotasa
separate proposition:

“Shall an ordinance.of the City and -
County of San Francisco be approved
so as to: 1) create a San ‘Francisco
County Transportation Authority; 2)
authorize the Authority to impose a
transactions and use tax of one-half of
one percent to aid mass transit and re-
alize the other traffic and transportation
projects/purposes set forth in the San
Francisco County Transportation Ex-
penditure Plan for a period of no more
than twenty (20) years; 3) authorize the
Authority 1o issue from time 0 time
limited tax bonds in a total outstanding
aggregate amount not to exceed
$742,000,000.00 and which is payable
from the reveues generated hereun-
der; and 4) approve the California Con-
stitution Article XIII B Appropriations
Limit of $160,000,000.00" |

If and to the extent that punch card ballot
cards are used at said special election, each voter
10 vote for any said proposition shall punch the
ballot card in the hole after the word “YES” to
the right of said proposition, and to vote against
said proposition shall punch the ballot card i
the hole after the word *NO” to the right of said

position.

(e) This ordinance shall be pubhshed once a
day for at least seven (7) days in the San Fran-
cisco Examiner, a newspaper published daily in
the City and County of San Francisco, being the
official newspaper of said cuy and county and
such publication shall constitute notice of said
election and no other notice of the election
hereby calledneed be given. The Transportation
Expendinre Plan referenced in Section 2 of this
Ordinance shall be published once in the San
Francisco Examiner within 30 days of suhmmal
of this Ordinance to the electorate.

(f) The appropriate officers, employees, rep-
resentatives and agents of the City and County
of San Francisco are hereby authorized and

directed to do everything necessary or desirable
to the calling and bolding of said special elec-
tion, and to otherwise carry out the provisions .
of this ordinance.

Section 2. At the special election called by
Section I of this- Ordinance, an ordinance
amending Part I of tie Municipal Code of the
City and County of San Francisco by adding
Article 14 (commencing with Section 1401) is

“hereby submitted to the electorate as follows:

SEC. 1401. TITLE. This ordinance shall be
known as the “San Francisco County Transpor-
tation Authority Ordinance™ which establishes
and implements a transactions and use tax, X

SEC. 1402. DEFINITIONS. For purposes of |
this ordinance the following words shall have !
the meanings ascribed to 'them by this section.

“Authority” shall mean the San Francisco
County Transportation Authority.

“District” shall mean the Cuy and County of
San Francisco.

*Plan” shall mean the Transportation Expen-'
diture Plan approved by the Board of Supervi-
sors of the City and County of San Francisco
which is considered part of this Ordinance énd
hmbymorpomxedbyrefercnce as if fully set
forth herein. .

“Operative date” shall mean the first day of
the first calendar quarter commencing more
than 120 days after adoption of the ordinance,
pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section_
131105(a).

“Effective date” shall mean the date of adop-
tion of this ordinance which shall take effect at
the close of the polls on the day of election &t
which the proposition is adopted by majority
vote of the electors voting on the measure,
pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section
131102(c).

SEC. 1403. PURPOSE. Pursuant to Division
12.5 of the Public Udlities Code, the San Fran-
cisco Transportation Committee has recom-
mended that the Board of Supervisors submitto
the voters of the City and County of San Fran-
cisco for their zpproval an ordinance which’
would, if so approved, create the San Francisco:
County Transportation Authority, suthorize the
Authority to impose a one-half of one percent
ransactions and use tax for a penodoftwcmy
years to finance -the transporiation improve-
ments set forth in the Transportation Expendi-
ture Plan approved by the Board of Supervisors
and to issue limited tax bonds in a total outstand-
ing aggregate amount not to exceed
$742,000,000.00. Hence, this ordinance should
be interpreted so as to achieve the purposes set

forth herein:

(a) to establish a San Francisco County Trans-
portation Autherity. -

(b)mnmoscatxmacnonsmdmemm
accordance with the provisions of Part 1.6
(commencing with Section 7251) of DivisionZ
of the California Revenue and Taxation Code {
and Sections 131100 et seq. of the Californix
_Public Utilities Code, which directs the County
Board of Supervisors to adopt the tax ordinance

(Continued next page)
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TREXT OF PROPOSITION B (Continued)

. for voter approval, exercising the taxing power
granted to the San Francisco County Transpor-
J~Son Authority in Public Utlities Code Section
' 102 on behalf of said Authority;

- c) to incorporate provisions identical to those
of the Sales and Use Tax Law of the State of
California insofar as those provisions are not
inconsistent with the requirements and limita-
tons contained in Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the
Revenue and Taxation Code. , ‘

(d) to impose a transactions and use tax and
provide a measure therefor that can be adminis-
tered and collected by the State Board of Equal-
ization in a manmer that adapts jtself as fully as
practicable to, and requires the least possible
deviation from, the existing statutory and ad-
ministrative procedures followed by the State
Board of Equalization in administering and col-
lecting the California State Sales and Use Tax;

(e) to authorize administration of a transac-
tions and use tax in a manner that will, to the
highest degree possible consistent with the pro-

visions of Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the Revenue .

and Taxation Code, minimize the cost of col-
lecting the transactions and use taxes and at the
same time minimize the burden of recordkeep-
ing upon persons subject to taxation under the
provisions of this ordinance;

(D) to improve, construct, maintain, and opet-
ale certain transportation projects and facilities
contained in the Transportation Expendirure
Plan adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the
City and County of San Francisco, which plan
~ *corporated here by this reference as though

set forth herein, and as that Plan may be
unended from time to time pursuant to applica-
sle law,

(g) to set a maximum term of twenty (20)
rears during which time this tax shall be im-
»osed pursuant to the authority granted by Sec-
ion 131102(c) of the Public Utilities Code. -

(h)tnauthorizetheissumfromlimctotimc
f limited tax bonds not to exceed 2 total out-

tanding aggregate amount of $742,000,000.00
o finance the projects specified in the Plan_

(i) to establish an expendinmre limit for the
\uthority pursuant to California Constirution
\rricle X1IT B. :

SEC. 1404. CREATION OF AUTHORITY.
Jpon voter approval of this Ordinance, the Au-.
1ority shall be created and shall be composed
f the eleven members of the San Francisco
loard of Supervisors as specified in the Trans-
ortation Expenditure Plan. The Authority shall
ave all of the powers set forth in Division 12.5
:ommencing with Section 131100) of the Pub-
¢ Utilities Code, all of the powers set forth in
1e Transportation Expenditure Plan, and all
owers incidental or necessary to imposing and
ollecting the tax and administering the tax
roceeds and the Plan. The Authority may allo-
ate the tax proceeds to meet project cash flow
eeds consistent with all the provisions of the
" In the event a project is infeasible, the

Jtity shall reallocate the tax proceeds for
1at proje<t to other projects in accordance with
ie provisions of the Plan. :

SEC. 1405. CONTRACT WITH STATE.

Prior 1o the operative date, the Authority shall
contract with the State Board of Equalization to
perform all fimctions incident to the admimistra-

tion and operation of this transactions and use

tax; provided ‘that, if the Aunthority shall not
have contracted with the State Board of Equal-
ization prior to the operative date, it shall nev-
ertheless so contract and i such a case the
operative date shall be the first day of the first
calendar quarter following the execution of
such a contract. : ,
SEC. 1406. TRANSACTIONS TAX AND
RATE OF ONE-HALF OF ONE PERCENT.
For the privilege of selling tangible personal
property at retail, a tax is hereby imposed upon
all retailers in this District at the rate of one-half
of one percent of the gross receipts of any
retailer from the sale of all tangible personal
property sold atretail in this District on and after
the operative date. This tax shall be imposed for

" amaximum period of twenty (20) years.

SEC. 1407. PLACE OF SALE. For the pur-
poses of this ordinance, all retail sales are con-
summated at the place of business of the retailer
unless the tangible personal propexty sold is
delivered by the retailer or his agent to an out-
of-state destination or to a common carrier for
delivery to an out-of-state destinaion. The
gross-receipts from such sales shall include
delivery charges, when such charges are subject
to the state sales and use tax, regardless of the
place to which delivery is made. In the event a
retailer has no permanent place of business in

the state or has more than one place of business,

the place or places at which the retail sales are
consumnmated shall be determined under rules
and regulations to be prescribed and adopted by
the State Board of Equalization. .

SEC. 1408. USETAX AND RATE OF ONE-
HALF OF ONE PERCENT. An excise tax is
hereby imposed on the storage, use or other
consumption in this District of tangible personal
propaty purchases from any retailer on and
after the operative date for storage, use or other
censumption in this District at the rate of one-
half of one percent of the sales price of the
property. The sales price shall include delivery
when such charges are subject 1o state sales or
use tax regardless of the place to which delivery
is made. This tax shall be imposed for a maxi-
mum peried of twenty (20) years.

SEC. 1409. ADOPTION OF PROVISIONS
OF STATE LAW. Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this ordinance and except insofar as
they are inconsistent with the provisions of Part
1.6 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation
Code, all of the provisions of Part 1 of Division
2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code (com-
mezcing with Section 6001 ) are hereby adopted
and made apart of this ordinance as though fully
set forth herein.

SEC. 1410. LIMITATIONS ON ADOP-
TiON OF PROVISIONS OF STATE LAW
AND COLLECTION OF USE TAXES. In
acopting the provisions of Part 1 of Division 2
of the Revenue and Taxation Code, wherever
the State of California is named or referred to as
the taxing agency, the name of the Authority

shall be substimited therefor. The

" however, shall not be made when the word: .

“State” is used as part of the title of the Stats
Controller, the State Treasurer, the State Board
of Control, the State Board of Equalization, the'
State Treasury, or the Constitution of the Staze
of California; the substitution would Trequire-
acdonuobeukmbyoraga:’nnmeAnmmityor
any agency, officer or employee thereof rather
ﬂumbyoragnirmthechBoardoquualin-
tion, in performing the functions incident to the
administration or operation’ of this ordinance;
the substitution shall not be made in those sec.
tions, including, but not necessarily limited to,
sections referring to the exterior boundaries|of
the State of California, where the result of the
substimation would be to provide an eXemptica
from this tax with respect to certain sales, stor-
age, use or other consumption of . tangible per-
sonal property which would not otherwise be
exempt from this tax while such sales, storage, '
use or other consumption remains subject 1o tax.

"by the state under the said provisions of that

code; the substimition shall not be made in sec-
tions 6701, 6702, (except in the last sentence
thereof), 6711, 6715, 6737, 6797 or 6828 of the
Revenue and Taxation Code. The name of the
District shall be substituted for the word “staze™
in the phrase “retailer engaged in business in
this state” in Section 6203 and in the definition
of that phrase in Section 6203. o

SEC. 1411. PERMIT NOT REQUIRED. If a
seller’s permithas beenissued to aretailer under
Section 6067 of the Revenue and Taxation
Code, an addidonal ransactor’s permit shall not
be required by this ordinancs.

SEC. 1412. EXEMPTIONS, EXCLUSIONS
AND CREDITS. .

(a) There shall be excluded from the measure
of the transactions tax and the use tax the
amount of amy sales tax or use tax imposed by
the State of California or by any city, city and
county, or county pursuant to the Bradley-
Burns Uniform Local Sales and Use Tax Law
or the amount of any state-admimistered trans-
actions or use tax.

(b) There are exemnpted from the computation
of the amount of transactions tax gross receipts
when they are from:

1) Sales of tangible personal property to op-
erators ofaircrafttobeusedorconsmned}xin-
cipally outside of the City and County of San
Francisco and directly and exclusivelyinthe use
of such aircraft as common carriers of persons
or property under the authority of the laws of
this state, the United States, or any foreign
government

2) Sales of property to be used outside the
District which is shipped 1o a point outside the
District, pursuant to the conmact of sale, by
delivery to such point by the retailer or his agent,
or by delivery by the retaiier to a carrier for
shipment to a consignes at such point. For the
purposes of this paragraph, delivery to a point
outside the District shall be satisfied:

i) with respect to vehicles (other than commer-
cial vehicles) subject to registration pursuant o
Chapter 1 (commencing with Section 4000) of

(Continued next page)
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ivision 3 of the Vehicle Code, aircraft hicensed

. compliance with Section 21411 of the Public -

tlides Code, and undocumented vessels regis-
red under Chaptex 2 of Division 3.5 (commenc-
ig with Section 9850) of the Vehicle Code by
.gistration to an out-of-District address and by
declaranonwxdapamlty of perjury, signed by
ie buyex, stating that such address is, in fact, his
fincipal place of residence.

ii) with respect.to commercial vehicles by
:gistration to a place of business out-of-Dis-
ict, and a declaration under penalty of perjury,
gned by the buyer,, that the vehicle will be
perawd from that address.

3) the sale of tangible personal property if the
dler is obliga!.ed to furnish the property for a
xed price pursuant o a contract entered into
dor to the operauvc date of this ordinance.

4)alease oftangible personal property which

a continuing sale of such property for any
zriod of time for which the lessor is obligated
1 lease the property for an amount fixed by the
ase prior to the operative date of this ordi-
mce. :

5) for the purposes of subsections (4) and (5),
i sale or lease of tangible personal property
121l be deemed not to be obligated pursuant to
contract or lease for amy period of time for
bich any party to the contract or lease has the
rconditional right to terminate the contract
pon notice, whether or not such right is exer-
sed. .

(c) There is exempted from the use tax im-
ssed by this ordinance the storage, use or other
msumption in this District of tangible personal
roperty:

1) the gross receipts from the sale of which
ave been subjectto a transactions tax under any
ate-administered transactions and use tax or-
nance. .

2) purchased by operators of aircraft and used
: consumed by such operators directly and
tclusively in the use of such aircraft as com-
ion carriers of persons or property for hire of
>mpensation under a certificate of public con-
snience and necessity issued pursuant to the
ws of this state, the United States, or any
reign government. This exemption is in addi-
on to the exemptions provided in Sections
366 and 6366.1 of the Revenue and Taxation
ode of the State of California.
3)if the purchaser is obligated to purchase the
roperty for a fixed price pursuant to a contract
itered into prior to the operative date of this
difance.

4) or the possession of, or the exercise of any
ght or power over, tangible personal property

under a lease which is a continuing purchase of
such property for any period of time for which
the lessee is obligated to lease the property for
an amount fixed by a lease prior to the operative
date of this ordinance. -

5) for the purposes of subsections (3) and ),
storage, use or other consumption, ar posses-
sion, or exercise of any right o power over,
tangible personal property shall be deemed not
o be obligated pursuant to 2 contract or lease
for any period of time during which amy party
to the contract or lease has the unconditional
right to terminate the contract or lease vpon
notice, whether or net such right is exexrcised

6) Except as provided in subparagraph (7), a
retailer engaged in business in the District shall
not be required to collect use tax from the pur-
chaser of tangible personal property, unless the
retailer ships or delivers the property into the
District or participates within the District in

making the sale of the property, including, but -

not limited to, soliciting or receiving the order,

either directly or indirectly, at a place of busi-:

ness of the canvasser, solicitar, subsidiary, or
person in the District under the authority of the
retailer.

7)“A retailer engaged in business in the Dl.s,
trict” shall also include any retailer of any of the
following: vehicles subject to registration par-
suant to Chapter 1 (commencing with Section
4000) of Division 3 of the Vehicle Code, aircraft
licensed in compliance with Section 21411 of
the Public Utilities Code, or indocumented ves-
sels registered under Chapter 2 of Division 3.5
(commencing with Section 9850) of the Vehicle
Code. That retailer shall be required 1o collect
use tax from any purchaser who registers or
licenses the vehicle, vessel, or aircraft at an
address in the District. .

d) Any person subject to use tax under this
ordinance may credit against that tax any trans-
actions tax or reimbursement for transactions
tax paid to a district or retailer imposing a
transactions tax girsuant to Part 1.6 of Division
2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code with re-

spect to the sale to the person of the property, .

the storage, use or other consumption of which
is subject to the use tax.

SEC. 1413. AUTHORIZATION AND LIM-
ITATION ON ISSUANCE OF BONDS. The
Authority is hereby authorized 1o issve from
time to ime limited tax bonds pursuant 1o the
provisions of California Public Utilities Code
Sections 131109 et seq. in a total outstanding
aggregate amount not to exceed
$742,000,000.00.

SEC. 1414. USE OF PROCEEDS. The pro-

. City Anorney

ceeds of the taxes imposed by this ordinance
shall be used solely for the projects and pur-
poses set forth in the County Transportation
Expenditure Plan and for the administration
thereof. In accordancethhlh:leglslanvenmm
expressed in California Publkic Utilities Code
Section 13110 such proceeds shall not replace
funds previously provided by property tax rev-
emues for public transpartation purposes. Each
year the tax is in effect and prior to the allocation
of funds by the authority, the Controller of the
City and County of San Francisco shall certify
to the authority that the funds will not be substi-
'lmed for property tax funds which are currently
unh.zed to fund e:usnng local transportation
SEC. 1415. APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT. For
PoTposes of Article XTIIB of the State Constim-
tion, the appropriations limit for the Authority
for fiscal year 1989-90 and each year thereafter
shall be $160,000,000.00 unless that amount
should be amended pursuant to applicable law.
SEC. 1416. AMENDMENTS. All amend-
ments to Part 1 of Division 2 of the Revenue and

‘Tmnon Code made subsequent to the effective

date of this ordinance which relate to sales and
use taxes and which are not inconsistent with
Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the Reverme and Tax-
ation Code and all amendmenits to Part 1.6 of
Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, |
and all amendments to Part 1.6 of Division2 of
the Revenue and Taxation Code, shall automat-
ically become a part of this ordinance; provided, .
however, that no such amendment shall operate

.50 as to affect the rate of tax imposed by this

SEC. 1417. PENALTIES. Any person violat-
ing any of the provisions of this ordinance shall
be deemed guilty of & misdemeanor, and upon
conviction thereof shall be punishable by a fine
of not more than five hundred dollars ($500.00)
or by imprisonment for a period of not more
than six months, or by both such fine and im-

SEC. 1418. SEVERABILITY. If any provi-
sion of this ordinance or the application thereof
1o any person or circumstance is held invalid,
the remainder of the ordinance and the applica-
tion of such provision to other persons or cir-
cumnstances shall not be affected thereby. 0O

APPROVED AS TO FORM

LOUISE H. RENNE Angela Karikas
Deputy City Anomey
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Adopred July 24, 1989
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
‘ ELEMENTS OF THE PLAN )
"The Board of Supervisors recommends the following elements be
1cluded in a Transportation Expenditure Plan for the City and County of
.. GENERAL PROVISIONS .
Sales Tax !
A 1/2% sales tax dedicated to transportation improvements specified
1 this plan shall be inposed. The duration of the tax shall be 20 years.
Restriction of Funds |
In accordance with enabling legislation and adopted principles, sales
X revenues generated pursuant to this plan shall be used to supplement
ad not replace existing local revenues used for transportation purposes.
foreover, sales tax reyenues shall be spent on capital projects rather thar
» fund operations maintenance of existing transportation services,
aless otherwise specified in the Project List. Funds for operations and
iaintenance shall be limited to incremental costs associated with the
nplementation of new transportation services as specified in this ‘plan.
icremental costs shall be defined as solely those costs that would clearly
>t have otherwise been incurred absent the new service.
Bonding Authority ’
The Board of Supervisors shall request the voters to authorize the issue
" limited tax bonds, up to $742 million, payable from the sales tax
venues generated pursuant to this plan,
Creation of a County Transportation Authority
The Board of Supervisors shall request the voters iq authorize the
cation of a County Transportation Authority for the purpose of admin-
ering the sales tax proceeds in accordance with the plan. The members
‘the Authority shall be members of the Board of Supervisors.
Support of Adjacent Counties -
It is deemed unnecessary to seek the support of adjacent counities by
‘sting them to develop their own Transportation Expenditure Plans
se:
* San Mateo and Alameda Counties have already adopted Transpor-
tation Expendinre Plans and o .
* Marin County is currently evaluating a Transportation Expendinure:
Plan.
Where there are intercounty implications associated with projects listed
this plan, the City and County of San Francisco shall work coopera-
ely with the affected county or counties. Should any projects require
penditure of funds outside the limits of the City and County of San
ancisco, amendments to the state legislation may be required.
T'ransportation Efficiency/Productivity Standards and Objectives
The Transportation Authority shall direct all city transportation agen-
sto: L
+ Develop 5-year program plans describing service and capital im-
provements anmually. These plans should be coordinated between
modes and agencies. .
Prepare long range (10-20 years) comprehensive transportation
plans periodically. ’
Develop productivity and cost effectiveness measurement method-
ologies and standards based upon accepted industry standards.
Productivity and cost effectiveness goals should be established
every 5 years during the term of the plan, and coordinated between
city transportation agencies so that they are not working at cross
purposes. A report shall be made to the Transportation Authority on
progress towards meeting those goals on an armual basis.
"he Transportation Authority should also develop a plan for encourag-
transportation agencies to meet their goals, all in accordance with the
visions of this plan.
.nvironmental Review
onmeral reporting, review and approval procedures as provided
«..+e7 the National Environmental Policy Act, and/or the California
rironmental Quality Act, and other applicable laws will be carried out
i prerequisite to the implementation of any project.

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO -
- TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE PLAN

7

The following table summarizes the 1/2% sales tax reveme allocations-
by project category and subcategory in constant 1990 dollars. Co
SUMMARY OF SALES TAX ALLOCATIONS

Category Allocation
TRANSIT _ $541,000,000 (60%)
Subcategory Lo '
Service Enhancement & Extensions 141,000,000
Major Comridor Studies & Construction 200,000,000
Rehabiitation & Replacement Projects 200,000,000
STREETS & TRAFFIC SAFETY $271,000,000 (30%)
St. Resurfacing & Reconstruction 142,000,000
+ Traffic Signals & Signs 67,000,000
. Major Capital Projects 50,000,000
Street Tree Program 12,000,000
PARATRANSIT . $ 72,000,000 (3%)
Contract Van & Taxi Services ) ' 72,000,000
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS Lo .
MANAGENIENIT (TSM) $ 18,000,000 2% )
Ridesharing & Transit Preference 12,000,000
Bicycle & Pedestrian Circulation -~ 6,000,000
TOTAL SALES TAX REVENUE $902,000,000 (100%)
C.PLAN DESCRIPTION '
Priority Program

Theprimiplcfocmofmisplmislodéﬁneaprognmofpﬂoﬁﬁzed
projects and to insure dlnﬁmtﬁngisgﬂocaxedaaossmajor ransportation
categories, Le. Transit, Streets and Traffic Safety, Paratransit, and Trans-
portation Systems Management (TSM), and within subcategories. Sub--
categories coasist of lists of projects exhibiting similar characteristics,
¢.g. transit service enhancements and extensions. A two-tier priority
program has been developed in response to these objectives. Allocations
ofsalestzxmmammadp!aeadxofthemajerumspomﬁon
categories and subcategories. Within each subcategory, individual pro-
Jects have been given a priority rating of 1,2, or 3 (1 being first priority).

The allocations between major categories are: Transit - 60%, Streets
and Traffic Safety - 30%, Paratransit - 8%, and TSM - 2%. This reflects
the city’s transit first policy as well as providing funding for identified
ransportation needs within all major categories. ‘

. Within each program subcategory, the list of projects shall be funded
using sales tax revemue up to the total amount for that subcategory and
according to the priority assigned. Under current revenue Projections not
all projects listed could be funded. In the event that sales tax revenue for
the subcategory rums out, lower pricrity projects within the subcategory
willmtbcﬁmdedlntheevaut}masm’phsresuhsaﬁexﬁmdingaﬂ
projects listed in a subcategory, the remaining revenue will be available
for re-allocation to other subcategories. If the major transportation cate-
goryisﬁd]yﬁnded,t}znthemoncycmbeshiﬁedtomaltcmaﬁve
category. . -

In this manmez, implementation of top priority projects is assured.

The County Transportation Autharity shall periodically calculate actual
sales tax revenue collections (in constant dollars) relative to the amount
originally projected in the Transportation Expenditure Plan (see Techni-
cal Appendix for the City & County of San Francisco Transportation
Expendinrre Plan). Should actual collections exceed original projections,
the surplus shall be allocated to the Transit, Streets and Traffic Safery,
Paratransit, and TSM categories in the same proportions as originally
outlined in the pian.

Project List

Each of the project descriptions includes the following information:
description of the project, pricrity, restrictions on uss of sales tax funds,
cost of project, other funds available, shortfall to be funded by the sales
tax, and the sponscring agency. The cost of project identifies the cost 1o
complete the project, excluding previously allocated funds,

Sales tax funds shall be used for capital improvements unless otherwise
noted. The project descriptions specify which projects are eligible for
incremental operations and maintenance funds.

(Continued cn next page)
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RANSIT PROJECTS :
ervice Enhancement and Extensions
rlority Project

1 MUNI Metro Turnback - Construction of a tumback for Major Transit Corridors
Priority Project
12

Metro trains beyond the Embarcadero Station to allow more
frequent and reliable Market Street subway service without
recurrent delays. Includes capital and incremental ions
and maintenance costs. Cost $130.0 million. Shortfall to be’

funded by Sales Tax: $20.5 million. Other Funds: $109.5

million. Sponsor - MUNI.

1 MUNIMetro Extension - ExtmsmnofMUNIMmﬁmmﬂz
Embarcadero Turnback to the Caltrain Terminal at 4th and
Townsend Streets. Includes capital and incremental operations

and maintenance costs. Cost: $68.0 ‘million. Shortfall o be

funded by Sales Tax: S489m11h<m.01ha}’m\ds:3200m11-
lion. Sponsor - MUNL

1 Mission Bay Metro Extension - Extension of Metro service
from 4th & Townsend to 16th & Owens to the new Metro East
facility. Includes capital and incremental operations and main-
tenance costs. Cost: $31.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by
Sales Tax: $13.0 million. Other Funds: $18.0 million. Sponsor
- MUNL

1 F-Line Streetcar - Expanswn of historic streetcar service
along The Embarcadero Roadway to the heart of Fisherman's
Wharf and along Upper Market Street to Castro. Includes
capital and incremental operations and mamtenance costs.
Cost: $65.0 million. Shortfall to be finded by Sales Tax: $40.0
million. Other Funds: $25.0 million. Sponsar --MUNIL.

1 Metro Subway Slgnal System - Provide faster more frequent
Metro subway service. Costt $23.0 million. Shortfall to be
funded by Sales Tax: $5.0 million. OlherFunds 518 0 million.
Sponsor - MUNL

1 Metro Accessibllity Improvements Impmvcmmls to the
system safety for the disabled within the MUNI Metro subway.
Cost: $0.5 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $0.1
million. Other Funds: $0.4 million. Sponsor - MUNL

1 Presidio Facllities Redevelopment - To accommodate
MUNI’s expanded articulated trolley fleet. Cost: $32.0 million.
Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $1.5 million. Other Funds:
$30.5 million. Sponsor - MUNL -

1 Metro East LRY Facility - Development of anew storage and
maintenance facility to accommodate an expanded LRV fleet.
Includes capital and incremental operations and maintenance
costs. Cost: $83.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax:
$18.0 million. Other Funds: $65.0 million. Sponsor - MUNI.

1 Geneva Modifications - Restoration and rehabilitation of Ge-
neva facilities including conversion of overhead and fixed
facilities to accommodate and better maintain PCC cars. Cost:

"$4.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $0. 1 million.
Other Funds: §3.9 million. Sponsor - MUNI.

2 Mission Bay Trolley Rerouting/Extensions - Rerouting and
extensions of MUNI routes 22,.30 and 47 to improve service
to Mission Bay/Potrero Hill. Includes capital and incremental
operations and maintenance costs. Cost: $18.0 million. Short-
fall to be funded by Sales Tax: $5.5 million. Other Funds: $12.5
million. Sponsor - MUNI.

2 Trolley Coach Electrification - Conversion of MUNI 9,42,
and 71 routes from diesel to trolley coach operation. Cost: $22.0
million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $1.0million. Other
Funds: $21.0 million. Sponsor - MUNI.

2 Extension of MUNI Route 14 to Daly City BART Statior -
Extension of existing trolley coach service from existing termi-
nal at Mission Street/San Jose Avenue to Daly City BART
station. Includes capital and inczemental operations and main-
tenance costs. Cost $4.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by
Sales Tax: $2,0 million. Other Funds: $2.0 million. Sponsor -

: MUNL.

3 Ferry Terminal Expansion - Expansion of existing ferry

ITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE PLAN (Continued)

terminal in order to accommodate additional fary service.
Cost: $1.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $0.1
million. Other Funds: $O9mﬂlmn.5ponsor Port.

Plarming and environmental studies o determine future local

and regional transit service improvements from downtown San
Francisco along the Third Street/Bayshore Corridor (Priority

1), wansit sexvice improvements along the Geary Corridor
between downtown and the Richmond District (Priority 1),
transit service improvements along a North Beach Comidor ' -
between Market Street and the North Beach neighborhood
(Priority 2), and transit service improvements on Van Ness
Avenue (Priority 2). Cost: $10.0 million. Shortfall to bé funded

by Sales Tax: $10.0 million. Sponsor - MUNI. !

Major Transit Corridor Phnnln.g/Environmenta] Fund - . i'
i

'Major Transit Corridor Capital Construction Fund - Con-

struction fund for fixed guideway capital improvements in the
Bayshore, Geary, (Pricrity 2) and North Beach (Priority 3)

. cormidors. The type of transit improvements and the full costof "

these projects will be determined during the Plamming and
Environmental Swdies. The cost noted here would represent
the city’s contribution to construction. It is anticipated that
additional federal, state, or local funds would be available.
Cost: To exceed $190.0 million. Total Cost to be determined.
Amount to be funded by Sales Tax: $190.0 million. Sponsor -

Rehabilitation and Replacement
Priority . Project -
1

Vehicles - Replacermnent of MUNI diesel buses, tmlley coaches
and light rail vehicles and reconstruction of historic streetcar
and cable car fleets. Includes capital and incremental operations
and maintenance costs. Cost: $623.0 million. Shortfall to be

funded by Sales Tax: $146.0 million. Other Funds: $477.0 ce

million. Sponsor - MUNL

Guldeways- Upgradmg and rehabilitation and replacement of
rail and overhead trolley wire throughout the MUNI system.
Cost: $118 .0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $3.0
million. Other Funds: $115.0 million. Sponsor - MUNL. -
Facllitles - Renovate and/or replace MUNI maintenance facil-
ities including 1401 Bryant, Woods, and 24th & Utah. New
maintenance equipment. Cperator restrooms., New fareboxes.
Elevator and escalator repair. Revemue center and equipment
repair. MUNI Metro rail maintenance equipment. Miscella-
neous maintenance and repair. Includes capital and incremental
operations and maintenance costs. Cost: $236.0 million. Short-
fall to be funded by Sales Tax: $62.0 million. Other Funds:
$174.0 million. Sponsor - MUNL

Graffiti Prevention - Security i xmprovemems at MUNI facili-
ties to prevent graffiti and expand vehicle cleaning facilities.
This cost reflects only capital improvements for a graffiti
prevention program. Cost: $5.0 million. Shortfall to be funded
by Sales Tax: $5.0 million. Sponsor - MUNI.

STREETS AND TRAFFIC SAFETY PROJECTS
Street Resurfacing and Reconstruction
Priority Project

12

Street Resurfacing - Rmavmg and reconstructing city streets
to prevexnt the deterioration of. the roadway system. The strests
1o be repaved are sciected in accordance with the City's Pave-
ment Management System which considers pavement condi-
tion, bus and trolley use, and automobile and truck traffic. In
conjunction with strest reconswruction projects, bus bulbs
and/or transit safety islands shall be installed on transit prefer-
ential streets as deemed appropriate by the Department of City -
Planning. Department of Public: Works, the Public Utiliies (
Commission, the Board of Supervisors and any other depart-
ment or commission which is required to approve the widening -
of streets and sidewalks. The top 44% of the streets identified

{Continued on next page)
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2.

2

are Priority 1 projects and the remaining 56% are Priority 2
projects. Cost: $340.0 millicn. Shortfall to be funded by Sales
Tax: $254.5 million. Other Funds: $85.5 milkon. Sponser -
DPW. .

' Selsmic Reinforcement - Earthquake reinforcement for brid:
ges, ducts and walls throughout the city. Cost: $2.0 million.
Shartfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $2.0 millicn. Sponsor -
DPW.

Railroad Track Removal/Repair - Removal of obsolete rail-
road tracks on city swreets-and repair of the pavement adjacent
to active railroad tracks. Cost: $6.0 million. Shortfall to be

- funded by Sales Tax: $5.0 million. Other Funds: $1.0 million.

Sponsor - DPW.

Sidewalk Repair - Reconstruction of sidewalks in front of city
maintained property and near city maintained street trees. Cost:
$7.5 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $7.5 million.
Sponsar - DPW. .

Street Repair and Cleaning Equipment - Purchase of street
maintenance and cleaning equipment, such as asphalt pavers,
dump trucks, sweepers, and front-end loaders for city crews.
Cost: $17.0 million. Shortfall 1o be funded by Sales Tax; $17.0
million. Sponsor - DPW.

[rafTlc Signals and Street Signs
’riority Project

12

Signal Upgrading - Replacement of worn out traffic signal
equipment for which replacement parts are no longer available.
New or substantially upgraded traffic signals located on Transit
Preferential Streets shall have transit pre-emption capabilities.
The top 42% of the signal upgrades proposed are Priority 1
projects and the remaining 58% are Priority 2 projects. Cost:
$119.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $119.0

' million. Sponsor - DPW. :
~ StreetName Signs - Placement of street name signs throu ghout

the city. Many streets are inadequately identified which causes
confusion for motorists and transit users. Cost: $1.0 million.
Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $1.0 million. Sponsor -
DPW.

Install Raised Reflective Lane Markings - Installation of
raised reflective pavement markers on city streets for better
delineation of traffic lanes at night and during wet weather.
Cost: $2.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $2.0
million. Sponsor - DPW.

New Trafflc Slgnals - Installation of traffic signals at selected
unsignalized intersections. The locations of intersections are
determined by the Traffic Engineering Bureau's priority list.
Includes capital and incremental maintenance costs. Cost: $8.5
million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $8.5 million.
Sponsor - DPW.

Trafflc Control Systems - Minor additions and modifications
o the city’s traffic control systems including: special warmning
signs, pedestrizn guidance systems, pavement bars and special
test installations to improve traffic safety and efficiency. Cost:
$1.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $1.0 million.
Sponser - DPW.

Traflic Engineering Equipment - Replacement of traffic
engineering equipment such as line painting machines and
traffic count devices. Cost: $4.0 million. Shortfall 1o be funded
by Sales Tax: $4.0 million. Sponsor - DPW.

Army Street Circle - Modification of southbound ramp con-
nection from Highway 101 to eastbound Army Street te in-
crease radius for large trucks. Cost: $0.1 million. Shertfall w
be finded by Sales Tax: $0.1 million. Sponsor - DPW.
Potrero Avenue - Rechanmelization and modification of traffic
signals on Potrezo Avenue between Division Street and Army
Street to improve traffic and pedestrian safety and traffic effi-
ciency. Cost: $0.4 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax:
$0.4 million. Sponsor - DPW. .

Major Capital Projects

Priority
1

7

Embarcadero Roadway - Creation of 2 waterfront boulevard
along The Embarcadero and King Street from Notth Point
Street in Fisherman’s Wharf to 6th Street in Mission Bay.
Includes capital and incremental operations and maintenance
costs. Cost: $101.0 million. Shertfall o be finded by Sales Tax:
335.0 million. Other Funds: $66.0 million. Sponsor - DPW,
15th and Holloway Safety Improvements - Safety improve-
ments along '19th Avenue extending from Eucalyptus o
Junipero Sern.'l"}xisisi:itmdedtoredllcecmﬂicxsberwem
auto traffic and pedestrians boarding streetcars on the 19t
Avenue median, particularly at San Francisco State (Holloway
Stect). Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax expenditure limited
to Plarming & Engineering. Cost: $30.0 million. Shortfall tobe
funded by Sales Tax: $4.5 million. Other Funds: $25.5 million.
Sponsor - DPW/MUNI. . :
Candlestick Park Short-Range Traffic Improvements -
Traffic signal improvements near Candlestick Park to improve
traffic flow and reduce impacts of Candlestick Park traffic on -
nearby neighborhoods. Cost: $1.0 million. Shortfall to be
funded by Sales Tax: $1.0 million. Sponsor - DPW.

Bernal Helghts Street System Upgrading - Construction of
streets in Bernal Heights where existing streets are unimproved
or below city standards to ensure adequate emergency vehicle
response times for the commmity. Cost $6.0 million. Shortfall
10 be funded by Sales Tax: 36.0 million. Sponsor - DPW.
Hunters Point Industrial Connector - Industrial by-pass
route east of Third Street between Innes and Carroll Avenues
by way of the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard to divert truck
traffic off residential streets. Sales tax expenditire limited 1o
Planning & Envirenmental studies. Cost: $3.0 million. Short-
fall to be funded by Sales Tax: $ 0.3 million. Other Funds: $27
million. Sponsor - DPW. :

Undergrounding Crossover Drive through Golden Gate
Park - Explore the undergrounding of Crossover Drive be-
tween Lincoln Way and Fulton Street in Golden Gate Park.
Sales tax expenditure limited to Plaming & Environmental
studies. Cost: $100.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales
Tax: $2.0 million. Cther Funds: $98.0 million. Sponsor - DPW.
Third Street Median Islands - Construction of landscaped
median islands with left turn lanes along Third Street between
China Basin and Jamestown Ave. 1o improve traffic safety and
reduce congestion in this main transportation corridor. Cost:
$7.0 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $7.0 million.
Sponsor - DPW. .

Street Trees

Priority
1.2

12

Project ’

Planting and Maintenance of Existing Street Trees - Im-
proved maintenance of existing trees in public rights-of-way.
First $6.0 million is Priority 1 and the Temaining is Prierity 2.
Cost: $8.5 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $3.5
million. Sponsor - DPW.

Planting and Maintenance of Additional Trees - Planting
additional street tress on major thoroughfares throughout the
city. Includes capital and incremental operations and mainte-
nance costs. First $5.5 million is Priority 1 and the remaining
is Priority 2. Cost: 57.5 million. Shortfall to be funded by Sales
Tax: $7.5 million. Sponsor - DPW.

PARATRANSIT SERVICES
Expansion of Paratransit Deer-to-Door Van and Tax] Service izvels

Priority
1,2

Project

Additional Servicz to Address Current and Projected Walt-
Ing List Growth and Provide Services to Persons with ATDS
and Frall Elders - Increased funding for van and taxi services
to expand serviczs 10 meet current and Projected waiting list
growth for taxi, group van, andlift van services for persons with

(Continued on next page)
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disabilities, including frail seniors. Also additional services far
persons with AIDS and for cliénts of the expanding Aduit Day
Health Care system. The first $72.0 million is Priority 1 and the
remaining $3.0 million is Priority 2. Sales tax funding for
service operation. Cost: $147.0 million. Shortfall to be funded
by Sales Tax: $75.0 million. Other Funds: $72.0 millien. Spon-
sor - MUNL

RANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT PROJECTS
idesharing and Transit Promotion
jority Project

1,2

12

Transit Preferential Streets - Includes designation of streets
and lanes for exclusive transit use; sidewalk widenings at bus

stops; traffic signal modifications to improve transit flow; -

reduction and relocation of bus stops; possible removal of
urmecessary stop signs along transit and bicycle routes; and
modifications to the on-street truck loading and parking zones
downtown. The first $3.0 million is Priority 1 and the remaining
$0.5 million is Priority 2. Includes capital and incremental
operations and maintenance costs. Cost: $4.0 million. Shortfall
to be fnded by Sales Tax: $3.5 million. Other Funds: $0.5
million. Sponsor - DCP/DPW/MUNL.

Sterling Street HOV Lanes on Eastbound Approach to Bay
Bridge - Extend the existing lane for High Occupancy Vehicles
on Second or Bryant Streets to provide travel time savings for
carpools and vanpools on the eastbound approach o the Bay
Bridge. Cost: $0.5 million. Includes capital and incremental
operations and maintenance costs. Shortfail to be fonded by
Sales Tax: $0.4 million. Other Funds: $0.1 million. Sponsor -
DPW. : ' :
Transportation Brokerage Program - Increase staff monitor-
ing of the Brokerage Program which requires developers and
instimtions to distribute ridesharing materials and transit infor-
mation lo employees at new office buildings or established
insttutions. Cost: $4.0 million. Includes operations and main-
tenance costs. Shortfall to be funded by Sales Tax: $3.5 million.
Other Funds: $.5 million. Sponsor - DCP.

“Transportation Management Association Program - This

program would assist in coordinating transit and ridesharing
marketing activities for the entire downtown. The program

Bicycle

would include an educational element, transit pass sales'and
carpool matching, possibly using a downtown “store” similar
to Berkeley Trip. The program might ultimately be expanded
1o serve institutions as well. The first $4.5 million is Priority 1
and the remaining $0.5 million is Priority 2. Includes operations
and maintenance costs. Cost $5.0 million. Shortfall to be
funded by Sales Tax: $5.0 million. Sponsor - DCP. '

and Pedestrian

Priority Project

12

. 1’2‘

Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Elderly & Handicapped Accessl-
bility Projects - San Francisco portion of regional hiking and
bicycle trails around the bay and between ridge top parks;
various bicycle projects such as additional bicycle lanes, im-
proved signage, additional bicycle racks and other facilities and
educational and safety programs; and provision of drop curbs’
at intersections to permit ease of movement for the mnbilityJ
impaired. The first $4.0 million is Priority 1 and the remaining
is Priority 2- Includes capital and incremental operations and
maintenance costs. Cost: $6.0 million. Shortfall to be funded
by Sales Tax: $4.5 million. Other Funds: $1.5 million. Sponsor
-DPW.

Downtown Pedestrian Projects - Improvement of existing
alleyways as pedestrian/open space areas for pedestrian conve-
nience and aesthetic enjoyment and architectural treatments for
the improvement of the pedestrian environment on designated
sidewalks such as Second Street, Montgomery Street 'and
Union Square area streets. The first $2.0 million is Pricrity 1

and the remaining is Priority 2. Includes capital and incremental
 operations and maintenance costs. Cost: $3.0 million. Shortfall

1o be funded by Sales Tax: $3.0 million. Sponsor - DCP/DPW.
Pedestrian Connections and Transit Access - Provision of
grade-separated pédestrian crossings athigh volume pedestrian

‘locations and to provide access to major transit facilities. For

example, Kezar Stadium o Golden Gate Park or from the

new main li to the Civic Center Mero/BART
station. Cost: $5.0 million. Shortfall 1o be funded by Sales Tax:
$5.0 million. Sponsor - DCP/DPW.
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