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Manito Velasco, Transportation Engineer at SFMTA, responded that flashing beacons that were 
embedded into the pavement at crosswalks had indeed been problematic because of  the wear 
inflicted by traffic. He said the SFMTA was replacing flashing crosswalks with post-mounted 
rapid-flashing beacons as part of  the scope of  New Signals Contract 62, and these were 
expected to be much more reliable. 

Commissioner Campos asked for a list of  candidate curb ramp locations not included in the 
scope of  the 2015 request for the San Francisco Public Works’ (SFPW’s) Curb Ramps program. 

Ms. LaForte said she would work with SFPW to provide the list. 

Commissioner Kim asked about the timeline for construction of  the new signal and pedestrian 
improvements at 8th and Natoma, and also asked about SFMTA’s progress in its effort to 
streamline Vision Zero projects, especially signal improvements. She commented favorably on 
the speed with which the new “scramble signal” at Stockton and Sacramento was implemented.  

Ms. LaForte responded that completion of  Contract 62 was scheduled for August 2016, and 
added that the SFMTA would work with the contractor to turn on individual signals prior to 
completion of  the contract as a whole. She said SFMTA staff  was attempting to expedite four or 
five other signal contracts, which required coordination of  several disciplines, including curb 
ramps, sidewalks, pedestrian signals and other traffic management infrastructure.  

Commissioner Campos asked whether Contract 62 identified the order in which improvements 
would be constructed. 

Mr. Velasco responded that previous contracts had specified an order, but technical issues such 
as material availability were the primary factors in determining order.  

There was no public comment.   

The item was approved without objection by the following vote: 

 Ayes: Commissioners Breed, Campos, Kim, Mar and Yee (5) 

5. Introduction of  New Items – INFORMATION 

  There was no public comment. 

6. Public Comment 

  There was no public comment. 

7. Adjournment 

 The meeting was adjourned at 10:37 a.m. 


