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CITY OF OAKLAND <
COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT 7

TO: Office of the City Manager
ATTN:  Deborah Edgerly

FROM: Public Works Agency
DATE: November 18, 2003

RE: Supplemental report providing further analyses and transmitting alternative resolutions
for proposed grant applications for State Proposition 40 competitive grants under the
Murray-Hayden Urban Youth Services Program to increase the application amount for
Raimondi Field improvements from $500,000 to $2,500,000 and to increase the
application amount for Peralta Hacienda Historic Park from $500,000 to $850,000; and to
increase the application amount under the Urban Park Act of 2001 Program for the Cryer
Site at Union Point Park from $650,000 to $3,000,000

SUMMARY

This report provides additional information about projects and funding amounts proposed for
grant applications under the State Proposition 40 competitive Murray Hayden Urban Youth
Services Program (Murray-Hayden) and the Urban Park Act of 2001 Program (Frommer Urban
Park), and the projects’ perceived competitiveness for funding under the State’s guidelines. Two
resolutions have been prepared for City Council consideration and action which provide
alternatives to resolutions transmitted from Life Enrichment Committee and considered by
Council at its October 21, 2003 meeting.

BACKGROUND

At the September 23, 2003, Life Enrichment Committee meeting, staff presented a report and
recommendations for applying for project funding from two non-competitive block grant
programs (Per Capita and Roberti-Z’Berg Harris) and two competitive grant programs (Murray-
Hayden Urban Youth Services and Frommer Urban Park Act) under Proposition 40. The Life
Enrichment Commttee approved staff’s recommendations and directed staff to prepare the
authorizing resolutions for the City Council’s consideration. At the October 21, 2003, City
Council meeting, the Council approved the block grant recommendations but continued the
discussion of the competitive grant programs to another meeting due to new requests made by
community representatives.

Community representatives asked that Council consider increasing the proposed grant
application amounts for Murray-Hayden as follows:

i
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Raimondi Field - increase amount from $500,000 to $2,500,000.
Peralta Hacienda Historic Park - increase amount from $500,000 to $800,000.

Community representatives also asked that the City Council consider approval to apply for
Frommer Urban Park grant funds for Peralta Hacienda Historic Park in order to construct the
historic core. Then questions were raised regarding the work to be covered and cost levels for the
Cryer Site project at Union Point Park under Frommer Urban Parks.

The Council requested that staff provide more information on the projects, the competitive grant
program requirements, the basis of the original recommendations, and whether increasing the
number and/or size of the City’s grant funding requests would impact Oakland’s chances for
funding.

Staff has re-examined the projects listed above in terms of the amounts needed to accomplish
particular scopes of work, and has consulted the State Department of Parks and Recreation local
grants section for information. Following are the findings and recommendations.

ANALYSIS

The State encourages submittal of single or multiple applications based on what projects need,
and confirms that each grant application for the competitive grant programs is ranked based on
its own merits according to the established selection criteria. The emphasis is on how well each
project meets each particular criterion laid out in the program. Attached are the project selection
criteria used for each of the two programs.

State representatives also made the following points:

» Applying for one project under multiple funding programs -- Project applications should
not be interdependent or contingent upon one another for completion. They need to be for
discrete, stand-alone segments of the project. For example, a project should not apply for
one phase through Murray Hayden and another phase through Urban Parks if development of
one phase is not feasible without development of the other phase and both must be funded in
order for the project to be complete as a whole.

¢ Applying for multiple projects under one program—would that decrease the projects’
chances for funding? The State will consider each project for funding according to how well
they meet the program criteria. If more than one of our projects rank highly but the State’s
available funds are not sufficient to provide grants to all the deserving projects statewide,
then the State may contact cities with multiple applications to determine their project
priorities for funding.

» Applying for large grants — Applicants may request up to the maximum amount allowed as
specified by the funding program, but must clearly and convincingly justify the request.
Large funding requests will be subject to closer scrutiny by the State. Large grants will be
given, but in fewer numbers.

Ttem #: a \
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* Funding “all or nothing”, or funding less than the requested amount-- It is not the State
“norm™ to ask local jurisdictions to trim a grant request; the State assumes the amounts
requested are based on the requester’s solid assessment of what the projects need and can be
done with the funding amount. However, it would be helpful to the State if applications for
projects with large funding needs, would describe the projects in terms of phases that can be
fully completed and at what project cost, in the event the State finds that the project is
competitive, but cannot fund the entire project.

In addition to discussion with State representatives, staff also analyzed the results of the Murray
Hayden competitive grant program under State Proposition 12 (2000 Park Bond) to identify any
patterns regarding the impact of number and/or size of applications. (Frommer Urban Parks is a
new program under Prop 40 and lacks historical grant information.)

Murray Hayden Urban Youth Services Program
(Competitive Only)
Prop 12 vs. Prop 40

Proposition 12 (2000 Bond) Proposition 40 (2002 Bond)
Amount $42,232,000 (815,000,000 allocated $46,675,000 (no split
Available for awards of up to $500,000 per allocations)

project, and $27,232,000 for awards up

to $3,000,000)
Minimum Award $ 50,000 $ 100,000
Maximum Award $3,000,000 $ 2,500,000
Match Required 30% of grant None

Results of the Prop 12 competitive funding program applications are as follows:

The State reported that of the applications received, 44 were funded and 136 were not funded.
Grant awards ranged from $118,000 to $ 2,739,000. For the purposes of illustration only, the
awards included:

$ 2,000,001 and up: 6 projects
$1,000,001 — $ 2,000,000: 9 projects
$ 500,001 - $ 1,000,000: 13 projects
$ 300,001 -$% 500,000: 12 projects
$ 99,000-% 300,000: 4 projects

Only one jurisdiction, the City of Los Angeles, recetved more than one grant. Los Angeles had
5 grants that ranged from $500,000 to $814,000, for grand total of $3,232,000.

Based on discussion with the State and the results of the Murray Hayden program under Prop 12,
staff believes that submitting multiple, high quality funding applications that fit the selection
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criteria would not impair the City’s chances for funding. Each application would be reviewed
and considered on its own merits, and in effect increase the City’s chances for obtaining at least
one grant under each of the two funding programs. Large funding requests should be submitted
as long as they are tightly justified and with the understanding that the State will likely grant
fewer large awards overall. If a project ranks highly, but funds are not sufficient to cover the
entire funding request, the State could possibly consider funding discrete phases of a project,
after consulting with the applicant, or could request that the applicant identify which project is
the priority for funding

PROPOSED MURRAY-HAYDEN GRANT APPLICATIONS

The intent of the Murray-Hayden Program is to provide grant funding for capital projects,
including parks, park facilities, environmental enhancement projects, youth centers, and
environmental youth service centers that will provide training and employ neighborhood
residents and “at-risk” youth, and are within immediate proximity of a neighborhood that has
been identified as having

a critical lack of parks and open space land and/or deteriorated park facilities
a shortage of services for youth

significant poverty

significant unemployment

Eligible applicants are heavily urbanized counties with a population of 700,000 or more; cities
within a heavily urbanized county; eligible districts and non-profit organizations within heavily
urbanized cities and counties; and cities with population of 200,000 or more. Oakland could be
competing with a total of 286 other cities, 43 park or other districts, 13 counties, and an
undetermined number of nonprofit organizations.

Raimondi Field

Following the Life Enrichment Committee (LEC) meeting and after Friends of Oakland Parks
and Recreation (Friends) sought clarification from the State at its grant workshop, Friends
approached City staff about increasing the size of the grant application amount for the Raimondi
Field project. The initial project estimate totals between $4 million and $5 million, based on the
community feedback about park components needed at Raimondi Field. These components
include, in addition to renovating the existing baseball field using synthetic turf, construction of
two new synthetic turf fields for soccer or a combination of soccer and football, park lighting,
bleachers, renovation of the existing restrooms, locker rooms and creation of a homework study
room, and development of a landscaped passive recreational area.

The original $500,000 staff recommendation approved by LEC was based on the amount that
could be matched from the $200,000 of Measure K park bond funds appropriated by Council
earlier in the year. Based on the combination of Measure K funds, the proposed $500,000 from
the State Murray-Hayden competitive program and the possibility of private donations, it was
estimated that the existing baseball field could be renovated. Governor Davis waived the
Murray-Hayden match requirement in late August 2003. Both Friends and City staff obtained
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input from the State grant workshop confirming that the opportunity now exists to apply for a
much larger amount, which would be used to attract private donations in order to realize the
overall project plan. Most important is the fact that Friends recently received some
encouragement to apply for local matching funds from a private, anonymous donor. Their
approach is that if State grant funds are received, then the private donation will be the match. If
no State funds are received, the private donor is not obligated to participate.

Based on this new information, staff can now recommend that Council consider increasing the
application from $500,000 to the maximum allowable grant amount of $2,500,000. Friends
currently has commitments of $200,000 from Measure K and approximately $100,000 from
private donations of funds and labor. Friends believes that, with the combined total of $2.8
million, it can show the State that at least the first phase of the project can be completed. The
first phase is currently proposed by Friends to include construction of two new soccer fields with
synthetic turf, lighting, bleachers and pernimeter fencing. Friends is committed to raising
additional private donations to complete a second phase of the project, including renovation of
the existing baseball diamond, additional lighting, landscaped community open space, and
renovation of the existing buildings. The Raimondi Park project seems to fit well with the
criteria set forth by the Murray Hayden grant program as described above and in the attachment.

Peralta Hacienda Historic Park - Community Center Buildings

The cost to complete the entire master plan for the Park, estimated in 2002, is $8.3 million. The
master plan includes grassy open space, a tot lot, parking, community center buildings and
courtyard, an historic core of interpretive exhibits, an outdoor performance stage, an upper lawn
area and deck, family and ethno-botanical gardens, a fruit-tree-lined corridor, accessibility ramp,
and amphitheater. Funds are in place and the design is underway for one community building,
adobe wall, the grassy open space and the tot lot. Although the Peralta Hacienda Historic Park
project did not receive the grant last year, the project application submitted last year for a
Murray-Hayden grant was ranked very highly by the State staff and clearly meets the grant
program criteria of serving youth and others in an area of significant poverty and with a critical
lack of open space. The project did receive a State grant last year for $100,000 from the
competitive California Heritage Fund.

Originally a $500,000 grant application was proposed in order to fund the completion of the
multi-purpose community buildings and courtyard. With the additional requested $350,000, the
parking area, stage, kitchen, and family garden can be completed.

Staff’s analysis shows that completing the community center, tot lot and grassy area at the same
time would be desirable so that one entire quadrant of the park development could be finished for
the community’s use. Also, these additional amenities will strengthen the programming goals for
at-risk youth recreational and educational activities, which are the focus of the Murray-Hayden
program. Therefore, staff supports the community-requested increase in the grant application
amount from $500,000 to $850,000.
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Main Library Children’s Courtyard

There is no change to the recommended application amount approved by the Life Enrichment
Committee. If Council approves, the Oakland Public Library will request $146,000 for the
“Children’s Courtyard,” an open-space in the center of the Main Library that will serve both as
an extension of its Children’s Room and as a place where neighborhood children can play. The
library applied last year for the Murray-Hayden grant and ranked well, although it did not
ultimately receive the grant.

PROPOSED FROMMER URBAN PARK GRANT APPLICATIONS

The intent of the Urban Park Program is to finance the acquisition and development of new
parks, recreation areas, and facilities in neighborhoods currently least served by park and
recreation providers. These neighborhoods are often the same areas that suffer most from high
unemployment and destructive or unlawful conduct by youth. Urban Park encourages
community participation in and responsibility for new urban parks, new recreational facilities or
rew multipurpose facilities. These facilities will provide safe recreational opportunities for
children, positive outlets for youth, the special recreational and social needs of senior citizens,
and other urban population groups. The rehabilitation of an existing park or recreational facility
is not eligible under this Program; however, development of facilities in an existing park that
provide a “new use” is eligible.

Total available for statewide competition is $130,690,000. The minimum award would be
$100,000 and the maximum would not exceed $3,000,000. No specific match is required,
although a project would rank higher if it could provide a commitment for matching
contributions.

Eligible applicants are heavily urbanized counties with a population of 500,000 or more and with
a density of at least 1,100 persons per square mile, and cities, districts, nonprofit organizations,
and joint powers authorities in the heavily urbanized counties. Oakland could be competing
with a total of 193 other cities, 24 park districts, 8 counties and an undetermined number of
nonprofit organizations and joint powers authorities.

Frommer Urban Parks grant program is a new program under Prop 40, and therefore offers no
historical information on applications or grantees.

Cryer Site Project at Union Point Park

Staff is proposing to increase the Frommer Urban Park grant amount for the Cryer Site from
$650,000 to the maximum allowable grant request amount of $3 million.

The originally-proposed amount of $650,000 would be presented in the grant application as a
stand-alone phase to complete the $150,000 funding gap required to implement the proposed
access improvements associated with the Measure DD Oakland Waterfront Trail Project and to
provide a $500,000 allowance for the existing building in order to do the necessary testing and
feasibility analysis for establishing the final building program.
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Increasing the grant request to $3.0 million would allow an additional $2.35 million to develop a
distinct stand-alone project phase on the site, i.e., the renovation and/or new construction of a
recreation facility not to exceed the size of the current building footprint (8,690 square feet).

The estimated 2003 cost for design, project delivery and construction, including tenant
improvements, of a single-story recreation center of approximately 8,700 square feet is
approximately $5 million. Staff is currently investigating leads for additional grant funds that
could be used to offset the remaining $2.65 million shortfall. Pursuit of the additional funds
would need to be strongly demonstrated in the grant application to make the project highly
competitive.

East Oakland Sports Complex

There is no change to the recommended application amount of $3,000,000 for the East Oakland
Sports Complex approved by the Life Enrichment Committee. The schematic design of the East
Oakland Sports Complex is complete and $10 million has been budgeted for the project in
Measure DD. Nine million of this funding is currently scheduled to be appropriated in 2010,
through Measure DD, Series C. An additional $3.3 million is available from the 1997 QOakland
general obligation bond (Measure I) for recreational improvements. Because the East Oakland
Sports Complex is a new project in a low-income area with unmet recreational needs and it can
show a substantial match, the project could be a strong candidate for grant funding. However,
the project as designed currently has a $41 million funding gap even with the Mcasure DD funds.
To be competitive under the Urban Park grant, the application must demonstrate that the project
can feasibly be constructed by 2010. A fund raising plan and schedule is needed to help
strengthen the application and show how the project could be completed by the State deadline. In
addition, the schedule for releasing the $9 million of Measure DD funds in 2010 may need to be
moved up (o no later than 2007 in order for the project to demonstrate in the Urban Park
application that the Sports Complex can be fully usable on or before the end of the project
performance period of June 30, 2010.

Peralta Hacienda Historical Park - Historic Core

Friends of Peralta Hacienda Historical Park has received a $300,000 grant from the National
Endowment for the Humanities to develop the interpretive materials for the historic core. At the
October 21, 2003, Council meeting, Friends requested Council approval to apply for $1,300,000
from the Urban Park grant program in order to construct the bulk of the Historic Core.

The Historic Core is the heart of the park facing the community stage and flanked by the adobe
wall and niches commemorating the Native Americans’ workshops at the rancho. The project
would build a Ramada to hold community activities, long adobe benches, a community banquet
table, an adobe oven for feasts, two orchard groves for educational activities and
commemoration of early Fruitvale, plaza surfacing, the outdoor walkthrough Urban Book,
landscaping, and lighting.
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Friends recently discussed the project with the State and confirmed that the Historic Core would
be considered eligible for funding under the “new use” definition. Although the project is
cligible and could be competitive for an Urban Park grant, staff does not recommend
authornization of the application for the following reasons: The State has indicated that while’
cligible projects’ applications will be reviewed, fewer large grants will be awarded. The total
grant amount available statewide of $130,690,000 is the largest sum the State Department of
Parks and Recreation has ever offered. Nonetheless, since there is no match requirement, it
increases the probability that many applications will be for the $3 million maximum amount.
Fewer than 44 projects would be funded statewide at the $3 million funding level. Two other
Oakland projects (East Oakland Sports Complex and the Cryer Site at Union Point Park) are
especially suited to meet the Urban Park program selection criteria and are recommended for the
maximum grant proposal amounts.

Peralta Hacienda is eligible under Murray Hayden, and the recommended increased application
amount, 1f successful, would construct a significant section of the park. The Historic Core
project could be a highly suitable candidate for yet-to-be released funding opportunities of the
California Historical and Cultural Endowment under Proposition 40. AB716 created the
Endowment to carry out a variety of programs to “preserve and tell the stories of California as a
unified society and of the many groups of people that together comprise historic and modern
California.” Administered through the State Library, the Endowment will develop a competitive
grant program to distribute $128.4 million of Proposition 40 funds for expanding and improving
the preservation and interpretation of California’s cultural and historic resources. As the State
releases new Proposition 40 funding program guidelines in the future, staff will return to Council
with project analyses and recommendations.

RECOMMENDATIONS AND RATIONALE

Staff recommends the following proposed changes to the project application submittals and
amounts based on staff’s analysis of project need, the State’s encouragement to submit single or
multiple applications according to project need, and confirmation that each grant application
under the competitive grant programs would be ranked based on its own merits relative to the
established selection criteria:

Raimondi Field: Apply for Murray-Hayden grant for $2,500,000 (revised from $500,000)

Peralta Hacienda Historic Park: Apply for Murray-Hayden for $850,000 (revised from $500,000)
Main Library Children’s Courtyard: Apply for Murray-Hayden grant for $146,000 (no revision)
East Oakland Sports Complex: Apply for Urban Park grant for $3,000,000 (no revision)

Cryer Site at Union Point Park: Apply for Urban Park grant for $3,000,000 (revised from
$650,000)
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ACTION REQUESTED OF THE CITY COUNCIL

Staff requests that the Council approve the above-described resolutions.

b

Attachments

Respectfully submitted,

- h
|
CLAUDETTE R.FORD
Director, Public Works Agency

Reviewed by:

Raul Godinez I, P.E.
Assistant Director,
Public Works Agency

Prepared by:

Jeanne Zastera, Project Manager
Public Works Agency
Project Delivery Division

Melanie Fong
Administrative Services Manager
Office of the City Manager

APPROVED AND FORWARDED TO THE CITY COUNCIL:

(] Bty

OFFICE OF THE CITY MAGER
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RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE APPLICATION, ACCEPTANCE AND
APPROPRIATION OF GRANT FUNDS FOR THE MURRAY-HAYDEN PROGRAM
FROM THE CALIFORNIA CLEAN WATER, CLEAN AIR, SAFE NEIGHBORHOOD
PARKS AND COASTAL PROTECTION ACT OF 2002 FOR THE FOLLOWING
PROJECTS: THE MAIN LIBRARY CHILDREN’S COURTYARD IN THE AMOUNT
OF ONE HUNDRED FORTY-SIX THOUSAND DOLLARS ($146,000); RAIMONDI
FIELD IN THE AMOUNT OF TWO MILLION FIVE HUNDRED THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($2,500,000); AND, PERALTA HACIENDA HISTORIC PARK IN THE
AMOUNT OF EIGHT HUNDRED FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($850,000}

WHEREAS, the people of the State of California have enacted the California
Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and Coastal Protection Act of 2002,
which provides funds to the State of California for grants to eligible Applicants; and

WHEREAS, the California Department of Parks and Recreation has been
delegated the responsibility for the administration of the Murray-Hayden Urban Parks
and Youth Service Program and the grant Projects shown above within the State,
setting up necessary pracedures; and

WHEREAS, said procedures established by the California Department of Parks
and Recreation require the Applicant's Governing Body to certify by resolution the
approval of the Application before submission of said Application to the State; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant will enter into contracts with the State of California to
complete the Projects; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED: That the Oakland City Council approves the filing of three
applications for local assistance funds from the Murray-Hayden Program for the
following Projects consistent with the requirements of each specific Project and funding
levels:

Main Library Children's Courtyard - $146,000;

Raimondi Field -$2,500,000, and

Peralta Hacienda Historic Park - $850,000; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That if the applications are approved, the City Manager
is authorized to accept and appropriate funds consistent with the projects and funding
levels above and enter into a Grant Contract with the State of California for said funds:
and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Oakland City Council certifies that the City has
Al -\
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or will have sufficient funds to operate and maintain the Projects; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Oakland City Council certifies that the above
projects conform to the Open Space, Conservation and Recreation (OSCAR) element
of the City of Oakland General Plan; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City has reviewed, understands and agrees to
the General Provisions contained in the State Grant Contract shown in the State’s
Procedural Guide; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Oakland City Council appoints the City Manager,
or her appointee, as agent to conduct all negotiations, execute and submit all documents
including, but not limited to applications, agreements, amendments, extensions, payment
requests and so on, which may be necessary for the completion of the aforementioned
projects provided that such agreements shall be reviewed and approved by the Office of
the City Attorney and shall be filed with the Office of the City Clerk. Should additional grant
funds become available for the above-mentioned projects, the City Manager or her
designee, is authorized to apply for, accept and appropriate said funds and to execute an
agreement with the funding agency for expenditure of said funds in accordance with the
purposes described above.

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, , 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES- BRUNNER, CHANG, BROOKS, NADEL, REID, WAN, QUAN AND
PRESIDENT DE LA FUENTE

NOES-
ABSENT-

ABSTENTION-
ATTEST

CEDA FLOYD
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
of the City of Qakland, California
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ATTACHMENT - MURRAY-HAYDEN GRANT PROGRAM

Project Selection Criteria

The Department will use the following criteria to evaluate your Project:

1.

Provide information about the Critical Lack of Park and Open Space Land
and the population in the Neighborhood Service Area by answering the
following:

e What is the acreage of Park and Open Space Land found within the
Neighborhood Service Area? Reference the source of information.

» What is the total population within the Neighborhood Service Area?
Use 2000 US Census Tract statistics as the source of information.

The scale below will determine the maximum number of points given to
Projects in Neighborhood Service Areas. Those Neighborhood Service
Areas having the lowest ratio of Park and Open Space Land per 1,000

residents will be awarded higher points. (5 points)

Points: From O to less than 1 acres per 1,000 residents
From 1 to less than 2 acres per 1,000 residents
From 2 to less than 3 acres per 1,000 residents
From 3 to less than 4 acres per 1,000 residents
From 4 to less than 5 acres per 1,000 residents

More than 5 acres per 1,000 residents, or no information

O=IN|W|H

The scale below will determine the maximum number of points given to
Projects in Neighborhood Service Areas having the highest population of
residents.

(5 Points)

The Department will develop a list in rank order, from highest to lowest, of
the Neighborhood Service Area populations from all Applications, and will
assign points based on the scale below:

Points: Top 20% on the ranked list

From 21% to less than 41% on the ranked list
From 41% to less than 61% on the ranked list
From 61% to less than 81% on the ranked list

From 81% to 100% on the ranked list

O = (N|W( [

No information is provided

Provide information about Significant Poverty in the Neighborhood Service
Area by answering one of the following: (10 points)
A+
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+» What is the percentage of youth enrolled in the federal free and
reduced price lunch program in the nearest public elementary school
and the nearest public middle school to the Project site? Use the most
recent available data, and reference the source(s) used.

or

» What is the percentage of poverty in the Neighborhood Service Area?
Use 2000 US Census Tract statistics, and reference the Census
Tracts' numbers used.

The scale on the next page will determine the maximum number of points
given to Projects in Neighborhood Service Areas having the highest
percentage of youth enrolled in the free and reduced price lunch program,
or the highest percentage of poverty using 2000 US Census Tract

statistics.

Points:

10

From 90% to 100% of youth enrolied in the lunch program, or
50% or more of the population at or below poverty level

From 80% to less than 90% of youth enrolled in the lunch
program, or 40% to less than 50% of the population at or
below poverty level

From 70% to less than 80% of youth enrolled in the lunch
program, or 30% to less than 40% of the population at or
below poverty level

From 50% to less than 70% of youth enrolled in the lunch
program, or 20% to less than 30% of the population at or
below poverty level

Less than 50% of youth enrolled in the lunch program, or less
than 20% of the population at or below poverty level, or no
information source cited

Provide information about significant unemployment in the Neighborhood
Service Area by answering the following: (5 points)

e What is the percentage of unemployment in the Neighborhood Service
Area? Use 2000 US Census Tract statistics, and reference the Census
Tracts' numbers used.

The scale below will determine the maximum number of points given to
Projects in Neighborhood Service Areas with the highest unemployment
rates according to 2000 US Census Tract statistics.

Points:

5

20% unemployment rate or higher

3

10% to less than 20% unemployment rate

1

5% to less than 10% unemployment rate




0 Less than 5% unemployment rate, or no information
provided

Describe the At-Risk Youth conditions and Shortage of Services in the
Neighborhood Service Area, and explain how the Project will provide
facilities to address the Shortage of Services by answering the foliowing:
(10 points)

e What conditions place youth at high risk in the Neighborhood Service
Area?

* What activities and youth services will the Project accommodate that
are not currently available in the Neighborhood Service Area?

» What activities and youth services will the Project accommodate that
are currently available in the Neighborhood Service Area? (if
applicable) Why is there a need to duplicate those activities at this
Project site?

The scale below will determine the maximum number of points given to
Projects that will provide facilities which best address a Shortage of
Services for At-Risk Youth.

10-7 points:
« The Project will provide facilities that will clearly and completely
address the Shortage of Services affecting At-Risk Youth in the
Neighborhood Service Area.

6-3 points:
» The Project will provide facilities that will partially address the
Shortage of Services affecting At-Risk Youth in the
Neighborhood Service Area.

2-1 points:
¢ The Project will provide facilities that will minimally address the
Shortage of Services affecting At-Risk Youth in the
Neighborhood Service Area.

0 points:
s The Applicant did not respond to the criterion.

Describe the efforts to include the Neighborhood Service Area residents
(youth, families, and seniors) in the Project planning process by answering
the following: (10 points)




* What methods were used to obtain the Neighborhood Service Area
residents’ ideas in the Project planning process?

» How were the Neighborhood Service Area residents notified of the
opportunity to participate, and approximately how many were notified?

The maximum number of points will be given to Applicants that made
concerted efforts to involve the broadest representation of the
Neighborhood Service Area residents in the Project planning process.
(See scale on the next page).

10-7 points:
e The Applicant made a concerted effort to involve the broadest
representation of the Neighborhood Service Area residents in the
Project planning process.

6-3 points:
» The Applicant made a moderate effort to involve the broadest
representation of the Neighborhood Service Area residents in the
Project planning process.

2-1 points:
* The Applicant made a limited effort to involve the broadest
representation of the Neighborhood Service Area residents in the
Project planning process.

0 points:
¢ The Applicant did not respond to the criterion or made no efforts to
include the participation of the Neighborhood Service Area
residents in the Project planning process.

Explain how the Project concept incorporates the ideas and input
identified and supported by the residents in the Neighborhood Service
Area. (10 points)

The maximum number of points will be given to Projects that will
implement a variety of ideas expressed by the Neighborhood Service Area
residents, considering the size and scope of the Project (See scale on the
next page).




10-7 points:
e The Project will include an extensive use of ideas from the
Neighborhood Service Area residents, considering the size and
scope of the Project.

6-3 points:
e The Project will include a moderate use of ideas from the
Neighborhood Service Area residents, considering the size and
scope of the Project.

2-1 points:
e The Project will include a fimited use of ideas from the
Neighborhood Service Area residents, considering the size and
scope of the Project.

0 points:
¢ The Applicant did not respond to the criterion, or the Project does
not result from ideas by the Neighborhood Service Area residents.

Describe the accessibility of the Project by answering the foliowing: (10
points)

» Wil the Project’s intended users be charged entrance, membership, or
activity fees? If so, describe each fee and explain why the fee is
reasonable.

o  What will be the daily hours of operation?

o What obstacles or barriers (social, physical) within the Neighborhood
Service Area may limit access to and from the Project site, and what
are the solutions to those challenges?

« Wili the Project also serve users from outside the Neighborhood
Service Area? If so, explain how the users will access the Project
using public transportation or other transportation services.

The maximum number of points will be given to Projects with reasonable
user fees, if any, long daily operating hours which include 3-7 PM for At-
Risk Youth during weekdays, and open on weekends, and solutions to
obstacles found within the Neighborhood Service Area.

If the Project will also serve users who do not live in the Neighborhood
Service Area, adequate transportation services must be available to
receive the maximum number of points. NOTE: there will be no loss of




points if the Project will exclusively serve users who live in the
Neighborhood Service Area (See scale on the next page).

10-7 points:

» The Project will have ideal accessibility, with reasonable or no user
fees that will not deter use, long daily operating hours which include
3-7 PM for At-Risk Youth on weekdays, and open on weekends,
solutions to obstacles found within the Neighborhood Service Area,
and adequate transportation services for users who do not live in
the Neighborhood Service Area. (If the Applicant states that the
Project will also serve users who do not live in the Neighborhood
Service Area.)

6-3 points:

e The Project will have adequate accessibility, with user fees that
may deter use by those affected by poverty. The daily operating
hours include 3-7 PM for At-Risk Youth on weekdays, and open on
weekends. Solutions to obstacles found within the Neighborhood
Service Area and adequate transportation services for users who
do not live in the Neighborhood Service Area will be available (if the
Applicant states that the Project will also serve users who do not
live in the Neighborhood Service Area).

2-1 points:

s The Project will have limited accessibility, with user fees that will
deter use by those affected by poverty, minimal general daily
operating hours, and may not have adequate solutions to obstacles
found within the Neighborhood Service Area, or transportation
services for users who do not live in the Neighborhood Service
Area. (If the Applicant states that the Project will also serve users
who do not live in the Neighborhood Service Area).

0 points:
¢ The Applicant did not respond to the criterion.

8. Describe the plan for employment or employment training for the
Neighborhood Service Area residents, including At-Risk Youth, during the
planning, construction, or long-term operation of the Project, by answering the
following: (10 points)



¢ What types and amounts of employment or employment training
opportunities will be available?

¢ How long will the employment or employment training be available?
¢ Who will provide the employment or employment training?

e How will the Neighborhood Service Area residents and At-Risk Youth
be recruited for the employment or employment training?

The maximum number of points will be given to Projects with a clearly
developed plan to employ or provide employment training to the
Neighborhood Service Area residents and At-Risk Youth. The type and
size of the Project will be considered when evaluating the amount of
employment or employment training opportunities.

10-7 points:

e The Applicant provided a clearly developed plan, which details the
types, amounts, duration, entities, and recruitment strategy to
employ or provide employment training to the Neighborhood
Service Area residents and At-Risk Youth.

6-3 points:

» The Applicant provided a plan which lacks some clarity of the types,
amounts, duration, entities, or recruitment strategy to employ or
provide employment training to the Neighborhood Service Area
residents and At-Risk Youth.

2-1 points:

» The Applicant provided a plan which lacks clarity of the types,
amounts, duration, entities, or recruitment strategy to employ or
provide employment training to the Neighborhood Service Area
residents and At-Risk Youth.

0 points:
» The Applicant did not respond to the criterion, or will not employ or
train the Neighborhood Service Area residents.

Describe the Project partners’ roles in providing services, funding, or other
forms of support related to the Project or its long-term operation. Use the
following format or a narrative to structure your description of the
partnership roles: (10 points)




Partner Description of assistance Expected
(name of individual duration of
or arganization) assistance

The maximum number of points will be given to Projects with partnerships
that will extensively assist the Applicant in serving Neighborhood Service
Area residents.

10-7 points:
» The described partnership roles will provide extensive assistance in
serving Neighborhood Service Area residents.

6-3 points:
¢ The described partnership roles will provide moderate assistance in
serving Neighborhood Service Area residents.

2-1 points:
* The described partnership roles will provide fimited assistance in
serving Neighborhood Service Area residents.

0 points:
» The Applicant did not respond to this criterion, or will not have any
partnerships.

Provide information about the Project manager or management team's
ability to successfully complete the Project by answering the following: (5
points)

e What individual or team will manage the Project from the time the grant
is awarded until Project completion?

» What experiences has this individual or team had that qualifies them to
manage this Project?

» |f a Project manager or management team is not yet identified, what
plan will be used to hire a qualified Project manager or management
team to successfully complete the Project?

The maximum number of points will be given to Projects with a Project
manager or management team with demonstrated ability or potential to
successfully complete the Project. If a Project manager or management
team is not yet identified, a clear plan will be used to hire a qualified




11.

Project manager or management team to successfully complete the
Project (See scale on the next page).

5-4 points:
* A Project manager or management team is identified, and has
adequate experience that qualifies them to manage this Project.
If a Project manager or management team is not yet identified,
the Applicant provided a clear plan to hire a qualified Project
manager or management team to successfully complete the
Project.

3-1 points:
» A Project manager or management team is identified, and has
limited experience that qualifies them to manage this Project. If
a Project manager or management team is not yet identified, the
Applicant provided a plan that lacks some clarity to hire a
qualified Project manager or management team to successfully
complete the Project.

0 points:
¢ The Applicant did not respond to the criterion, or the Project will
not have a Project manager or management team.

Describe the strategy for the long-term maintenance of the Project by
answering the following: (5 points)

« What funding sources or other resources (partners or volunteers) will
be used to maintain the Project site?

» What position or positions will be responsible for maintaining the
Project site, and how much of their time will be dedicated to that
responsibility?

The maximum number of points will be given to Applicants that provide a
clearly developed strategy for the long-term maintenance of the Project.




5-4 points

e The Applicant provided a clearly developed strategy of the sources
or other resources (partners or volunteers) that will be used to
maintain the Project site, and the position or positions that will be
responsible for maintaining the Project, including their time
dedicated to that responsibility.

3-2 Points:

» The Applicant provided a strategy that lacks some clarity of the
sources or other resources (partners or volunteers) that will be
used to maintain the Project site, and the position or positions that
will be responsible for maintaining the Project, including their time
dedicated to that responsibility.

1 point:

» The Applicant provided a strategy that lacks much clarity detailing
the sources or other resources (partners or volunteers) that will be
used to maintain the Project site, and the position or positions that
will be responsible for maintaining the Project, including their time
dedicated to that responsibility.

0 points:
« The Applicant did not provide a response or a maintenance
strategy.

12.

Describe how the requested grant amount and additional committed
contribution(s), if any, will meet all costs needed to complete the Project
by answering the following:

(5 points)

o What are the sources and types of any additional committed
contributions (if any)?

e When were these committed?

s Will the requested grant amount and additional committed
contributions (if any) meet all costs needed to complete the Project?

Or

¢ |f no contributions are committed, will the requested grant amount
meet all costs needed to complete the Project?

10




5 Points:

+ Five points will be given to Applicants that have additional
committed contributions, combined with a requested grant amount
that will meet all costs needed to complete the Project. Or, if no
contributions are committed, five points will be given if the
requested grant amount will meet all costs needed to complete the
Project.

0 Points:

e Zero points will be given if the additional committed contributions (if
any) and the requested grant amount will not meet all costs needed
to complete the Project. Or, zero points will be given if the
additional contributions are not committed, and the requested grant
amount will not meet all costs needed to complete the Project.

Note: Authority cited: Section 5003, Public Resources Code. Reference: Sactions 5006.348 and
5096.6035, Public Resources Code.

1.1
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OAKLAND CITY COUNCIL Gy, Ty

RESOLUTION NO. C.M. S. M ;1/

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE APPLICATION, ACCEPTANCE AND
APPROPRIATION OF GRANT FUNDS FOR THE URBAN PARK ACT OF 2001
PROGRAM UNDER THE CALIFORNIA CLEAN WATER, CLEAN AIR, SAFE
NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS AND COASTAL PROTECTION ACT OF 2002 FOR THE
FOLLOWING PROJECTS: EAST OAKLAND SPORTS COMPLEX IN THE AMOUNT OF
THREE MILLION DOLLARS ($3,000,0000); AND THE CRYER SITE AT UNION POINT
PARK IN THE AMOUNT OF THREE MILLION DOLLARS ($3,000,000)

WHEREAS, the people of the State of California have enacted the California Clean
Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and Coastal Protection Act of 2002, which
provides funds to the State of California for grants to eligible Applicants; and

WHEREAS, the California Department of Parks and Recreation has been delegated
the responsibility for the administration of the Urban Park Act of 2001 Program and the
grant Projects shown above within the State, setting up necessary procedures; and

WHEREAS, said procedures established by the California Department of Parks and
Recreation require the Applicant’s Governing Body to certify by resolution the approval of
the Application before submission of said Application to the State; and

WHEREAS, the City has or will have available, prior to commencement of any work
on the Project, the proportional Match from Measure DD Generai Obligation Bond funds;
and

WHEREAS, the Applicant will enter into Contracts with the State of California for the
Projects; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED: That the Oakland City Council a{pproves the filing of two applications
for local assistance funds from the Urban Park Act of 2001 Program for the following
Projects consistent with the requirements of each of the Projects and funding levels:

East Oakland Sports Complex - $3,000,000; and
The Cryer Site at Union Point Park - $3,000,000; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That if the applications are approved, the City Manager
is authorized to accept and appropriate funds consistent with the Projects and funding
levels above and enter into a Grant Contract with the State of California for said funds;
and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Oakiand City Council certifies that the City has or

a\-a
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will have sufficient funds to operate and maintain the Projects; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: Thatthe City has reviewed, understands and agrees to the
General Provisions contained in the State Grant Contract shown in the State’s Procedural
Guide; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Oakland City Council certifies that the City has or
will have available, prior to commencement of any work on the Project, the proportional
Match; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Oakland City Council certifies that the above
projects conform to the Open Space, Conservation and Recreation (OSCAR) element of
the City of Oakland General Plan; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Oakland City Council appoints the City Manager,
or her appointee, as agent to conduct all negotiations, execute and submit alf documents
including, but not limited to applications, agreements, amendments, extensions, payment
requests and so on, which may be necessary for the completion of the aforementioned
projects provided that such agreements shall be reviewed and approved by the Office of
the City Attorney and shall be filed with the Office of the City Clerk. Should additional grant
funds become available for the above-mentioned projects, the City Manager or her
designee, is authorized to apply for, accept and appropriate said funds and to execute an
agreement with the funding agency for expenditure of said funds in accordance with the
purposes described above.

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, . 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYES- BRUNNER, CHANG, BROCKS, NADEL, REID, WAN, QUAN AND
PRESIDENT DE LA FUENTE

NOES-
ABSENT-

ABSTENTION-
ATTEST,

CEDA FLOYD
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
of the City of Qakland, California
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ATTACHMENT - FROMMER URBAN PARK PROGRAM GRANT

Project Selection Criteria

The Department will use the following criteria to evaluate your Project:

1.

Explain why the existing parks, park land, or park and recreation

Facilities in the Applicant’s Project service area do not adequately meet the
needs of the Project’s service area residents. The Applicant shall define
the Project’s service area consistent with the type of Project. The Project’s
service area, once defined by the Applicant, must be the same for Project
Selection Criteria numbers 1, 5, 6, 7 & 8. (20 Points)

20-14 Points:
The Applicant provides a well-supported explanation as to why residents’
needs are not adequately met.

13-7 Points:
The Applicant provides a reasonably well-supported explanation.

6-0 Points:
The Applicant provides a minimally supported explanation or does not
respond to the criterion.

2. Provide information about significant deficiencies of parks, park land, or park
and recreation Facilities within a circle with a one-mile radius (the Project site
may be anywhere within the circle) by answering the following: (10 Points)

How many acres of usable park land are currently found within the circle
with a one-mile radius? If appropriate, Applicants must substantiate why
existing park land is not usable.

What is the population within the circle with a one-mile radius? (based on
the 2000 U.S. Census).

If the Applicant has high park acreage relative to the population within the
circle with a one-mile radius, 2 additional points may be awarded, up to
the maximum score of 10 points, if it is demonstrated that the Facility will
draw high visitation from a larger service area. Please include in the
narrative a short, concise statement explaining why the Project should
receive the 2 additional points.

The scale below will determine the maximum number of points given to
the area that has the lowest ratio of parkland per 1000 residents.

| Points: | 10|  From 0 to less than 1 acres per 1,000 residents
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From 1 to less than 2 acres per 1,000 residents

From 2 to less than 3 acres per 1,000 residents

From 3 to less than 4 acres per 1,000 residents

From 4 to less than 5 acres per 1,000 residents

QIO

More than 5 acres per 1,000 residents, or no
information

3. What methods were used to include the affected community residents in the
Project planning process? (10 Points)

The maximum number of points will be given to a Project that includes
participation by the broadest representation of the affected community
residents.

108 Points:

The Applicant has made a concerted effort to involve the broadest
representation of the affected community residents in the Project planning
process.

7-5 Points:

The Applicant has made a moderate effort to involve the broadest
representation of the affected community residents in the Project planning
process.

4-0 Points:

The Applicant has made limited effort to involve the broadest representation of
the affected community residents in the Project ptanning process or does not
respond to the criterion.

4. How will the Project meet the needs of the affected community residents?
(15 Points)

What are the affected community residents’ opinions about parks, park land,
or park and recreation Facility needs?

How did the affected community residents’ involvement in the Project
planning process affect the Project Scope?

The maximum number of points will be given to a Project that implements a
variety of ideas expressed by the affected community residents, considering
the size and Project Scope.




15-12 Points:
The Project will include an extensive use of ideas from the affected
community area residents, considering the size and type of the Project.

11-8 Points:
The Project will include a moderate use of ideas from the affected
community area residents, considering the size and type of the Project.

7-4 Points:
The Project will include fimited use of ideas from the affected community
area residents, considering the size and type of the Project.

3-0 Points:
The Project will not include ideas from the affected community area
residents or the Applicant does not respond to the criterion.

3. Describe how the Project will accommodate Outdoor Learning Opportunities
for school pupils or At-Risk Youth from the Project’s service area, or members
of the California Conservation Corps, certified conservation corps or other
youth employment programs. (5 Points)

» If the Project is for Development, describe by using a chart or narrative
showing the proposed Project’s features and type of activities.

 Ifthe Project is for Acquisition, describe the Outdoor Learning
Opportunities that are expected to occur at the site.

The maximum number of points will be given to a Project that will
accommodate a variety of activities.

5-4 Points:
The Applicant has designed the Project to include a broad range of Outdoor
Learning Opportunities.

3-2 Points:
The Applicant has designed the Project to include a limited range of
Outdoor Learning Opportunities.

1-0 Points:
The Applicant has designed the Project to include a minimal range of
Qutdoor Learning Opportunities or does not respond to the criterion.

6. How will the Project be usable by pupils from one or more public schools in
the Project’s service area? (5 Points)



The maximum number of points will be given to Projects that will be usable by
pupils from one or more public schools in the Project’s service area.

5 Points:
The Project will be usable by pupils from one or more public schools in the
Project’s service area.

0 Points:
There are no public schools in the Project’s service area or the Project will
not be usable by pupils, or the Applicant does not respond to the criterion.

7. Describe how the Project will wholly or partly replace an Area of Blight or how
the Project will significantly contribute to the Economic Revitalization in the
Project's service area. (10 Points)

» Describe how the area is blighted and/or needs Economic Revitalization.
Provide a maximum of 4 photographs.

e How will the Project wholly or partly replace blight and/or contribute to the
Economic Revitalization of the Project’s service area?

The maximum number of points will be given to a Project that will wholly or
partly replace blight and/or significantly contribute to the Economic
Revitalization of the Project’s service area.

10-7 Points:

The Applicant provides a clear description of how the Project’s service
area has an Area of Blight and/or how the Project will significantly
contribute to the Economic Revitalization of the Project’s service area.

6-4 Points:

The Applicant provides a reasonably clear description of how the Project’s
service area has an Area of Blight and/or how the Project will contribute to
the Economic Revitalization of the Project’s service area.

3-0 Points:

The Applicant provides a poor description of how the Project's service
area has an Area of Blight and/or how the Project might contribute to the
Economic Revitalization of the Project’s service area or does not respond
to the criterion.




8. Describe the plan for employment or employment training for the residents,
including At-Risk Youth, from the Project’s service area, or members of the
California Conservation Corps, certified conservation corps, or other youth
employment programs, during the planning, construction, or long-term
operation of the Project, by answering the following: (5 Points)

What types of employment or employment training will be available?
How long will the employment or employment training be available?
Who will provide the employment or employment training?

How will the Project’s service area residents, At-Risk Youth, members of
the California Conservation Corps, certified conservation corps, or other
youth employment programs be recruited for the employment or
employment training?

The maximum number of points will be given to a Project that provides a
clearly developed plan for Employment Opportunities or training.

5-4 Points:

The Applicant provides a well-developed plan, which has specific details
about the types, duration, entities, and recruitment strategy to employ or
provide employment training.

3-2 Points:

The Applicant provides a reasonably developed plan, which lacks specific
details about the types, duration, entities, or recruitment strategy to
employ or provide employment fraining.

1-0 Points:

The Applicant provides a poorly developed plan, which has few details
about the types, duration, entities, or recruitment strategy to employ or
provide employment training or does not respond to the criterion.

9. Provide a plan for a Joint-Use Project that describes the agencies or
organizations shared responsibilities for ownership, (Acquisition, if applicable),
Development, operation, or maintenance of the Project. {10 Points)

The maximum number of points will be given to a Joint-Use Project having a
clearly defined plan showing how each Project partner will contribute to the
long-term sustainability of the Project.

10-8 Points:
The Joint-Use plan is clearly defined, and there is strong evidence of long-
term sustainability.




7-5 Points:
The Joint-Use plan is less clearly defined, and there is some evidence of
long-term sustainability.

4-0 Points:
The Joint-Use plan is poorly defined, and there is little or no evidence of long-
term sustainability, or the Applicant did not submit a Joint-Use plan.

10.To demonstrate that the Project will be Fully Usable on or before the end of

11

the Project Performance Period (June 30, 2010), describe how the requested
grant amount and Match will result in a completed Project. (5 Points)

» Wil the requested grant amount and Match meet all Project costs?

» Provide a timeline that describes the key milestones of the proposed
Project.

e Describe how the Project will be Fully Usable when construction is
completed.

The maximum number of points will be given if the Match is committed and,
combined with the requested grant amount, will result in a Fully Usable
Project.

5-4 Points:

The Applicant provides clear evidence that grant and Match will meet all
Project costs. Grant, Match, and timeline, when evaluated, indicate a
satisfactory conclusion to the Project.

3-2 Points:

The Applicant provides less clear evidence that grant and Match will meet all
Project costs. Grant, Match, and timeline, when evaluated, indicate a less than
satisfactory conclusion to the Project.

1-0 Points:
The Applicant provides little or no evidence that grant and Match will meet all
Project costs. Project completion is less than certain.

.Explain why the Match contribution is proportional to the Applicant's economic

resources by answering the following: (5 Points)

+ What economic resources does the Applicant have available to address
deficiencies in parks and recreation Facilities? How does the Match
compare to the Applicant’s economic resources?

e What is or are the source(s), amount(s), and type(s) of Match?




* What has the Applicant done to secure other funds?

The maximum number of points will be given to an Applicant with a Match
contribution that is proportional to the Applicant’s economic resources.

5-4 Points:
The Applicant clearly demonstrates that the Match contribution is in
reasonable proportion to available economic resources.

3-2 Points:
The Applicant reasonably demonstrates that the Match contribution is in
reasonable proportion to available economic resources.

1-0 Points:

The Applicant does not demonstrate that the Match contribution is in
reasonable proportion to available economic resources or does not respond
to the criterion.

Note: Authority Cited: Sections 5003 and 5647, Public Resources Code.
Reference: Sections 5641, 5643, 5645, 5646 and 5647, Public Resources Code.
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CITY OF OAKLAND

AGENDA REPORT MOISEP | | py o [
TO: Office of the City Manager
ATTN: Deborah Edgerly
FROM: Public Works Agency
DATE: September 23, 2003
RE: REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS ON ALLOCATING PROPOSITION 40

(CALIFORNIA CLEAN WATER, CLEAN AIR, SAFE PARKS AND COASTAL
PROTECTION ACT OF 2002) PER CAPITA PROGRAM (8$1,798,000) AND
ROBERTI-Z’BERG-HARRIS PROGRAM (§$1,804,043) BLOCK GRANTS,
APPLYING FOR PROPOSITION 40 MURRAY-HAYDEN AND FROMMER
URBAN PARKS ACT COMPETITIVE GRANT PROGRAM FUNDS, AND
REALLOCATING $350,000 IN PROPOSITION 12 (2000 STATE PARK BOND)
PER CAPITA PROGRAM FUNDS -

SUMMARY

This report provides recommendations for the allocation of Per Capita ($1,798,000) and Roberti-
Z’Berg-Harris ($1,804,043) biock grant funds totaling $3,602,043 that Qakland will receive from
passage of the California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and Coastal
Protection Act of 2002 (Proposition 40). This report also recommends appiying for project
funding from two competitive grant programs under Proposition 40. Other potential funding
sources for park, open space, and recreation projects are also reviewed in this report, including a
recommended reallocation of $350,000 in Proposition 12 (2000 State Park Bond) Per Capita
Program funds.

Descriptions of project scope are detailed in the Key Issues and Impacts section of this report.
Staff makes the following recommendations, by funding program:

Per Capita Block Grant Program

The City has a long list of capital improvement needs requiring funding. Given the unrestricted
nature of Per Capita program funds, staff recommends using Per Capita funds to correct
immediate safety, health risk or regulatory compliance issues so as to enable program service

continuity or resumption. 4 l
Lawn Bowling Roof Repair $150,000 ORA/COUNCIL
Estuary Park (BCDC Requirements) $200,000 ' - -
Live Qak Pool Deck Repair $550,000 | ‘K 03
Dimond Recreation Center Deck Repair $500,000
Dunsmuir House Electrical Repair $ 70,000
Recreation Center Fire Alarm Repair $ 30,000
Lincoin Square Park Tot Lot Repair $298.000 ORAPSQUNGIL.

SUM $1,798,000 ocT1 2712

N :
Item-#: - 3
Life Enrichment Committes
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Proposition 40 Report and Recommendations

Roberti-Z"Berg-Harris Block Grant Program

The Roberti-Z'Berg Harris (RZH) program typically required a 3/7" grantee funding match
requirement thereby restricting project selection to those with eligible matching funds. On
August 13, 2003, Governor Davis signed AB 1747 and removed the match requirement for RZH
(and Murray Hayden competitive) program funds for Prop 40 only for funds appropriated by
June 30, 2004. State staff is now revisiting the previousty published RZH program guidelines.
Pending issuance of the final guidelines, staff recommends projects for RZH funding based on
the need to correct safety and health issues, followed by ability to leverage funding to maximize
resources, readiness for construction, and Operations and Maintenance (O&M) impact.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Plaza Park §$ 100,000

Castle Canyon Trust Riparian Habitat Preservation Acquisition $ 300,000

Greenman Field $ 300,000

Clinton Park Tot Lot Improvements § 250,000

" Lake Merritt Improvements $ 254,043
Arroyo Viejo Creek @ Oakland Zoo $ 400,000

SUM 51,804,043

Murray-Hayden Urban Youth Services and AB 1481 Frommer - Urban Park Act of 2001

The Murray-Hayden Urban Youth Services and Urban Park Act grant programs have very
specific requirements. Projects must score highly in every required area to be competitive for the
statewide funding. Therefore, staff grant-writing should be focused on 2 limited number projects
that possess characteristics certain to score highly in the competitive areas. Staff requests
approvai to apply for competitive grant funds for the projects listed below.

Murray-Hayden Urban Youth Services

Main Library Children’s Courtyard $146,000
Raimondi Field Improvements $ 500,000
Peralta Hacienda Historic Park $ 500,000

AB 1481 Frommer - Urban Park Act of 2001
East Oakland Sports Complex 5 3,000,600
Cryer Site Conversion to Community Center § 650,000

These recommendations help achieve the Mayor/City Council goal # 6: to maintain and enhance
Oakland’s physical assets. Staff requests that Council accept these recommendations. Upon
Council approval of the list of projects for block grant and pursuit of competitive Prop 40 funds,
- staff will submit for the Council’s Consent Agenda resolutions authorizing application for,
acceptance and appropriation of funds from Proposition 40.

As other Proposition 40 or other potential funding programs are announced, staff will return with
specific project recommendations for Council consideration.

Ttem #:
Life Enn'chment‘,
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Proposition 40 Report and Recommendations

Proposition 12 (2006¢ State Park Bond) Per Capita Program Funds

In 2001, Council authorized the appropriation of $350,000 in Proposition 12 Per Capita program
funds to the Lafayette Square Park project. The $350,000 allocation was originally intended for
construction of a small kiosk. However, funds are not available for staff or operations and
maintenance to support the small building. The project renovation work is complete and ready
for closeout, and staff recommends reprogramming the $350,000 to two projects:

Lincoln Square Tot Lot $202,000
Tot Lot Surfacing Repair $148,000

FISCAL IMPACT

The State does not require a local match for Per Capita, Roberti-Z’Berg Harris or Murray-
Hayden programs. In the Frommer Urban Park Act competitive grant program, a match is not
required but projects that have matching funds will score better in the grant-rating process. Both
of the projects recommended for Frommer Urban Park Act funding have a match from the
Council approved plan for Measure DD (Oakland Trust Fund for Clean Water, Safe Waterfront,
Parks and Recreation). l

Block grant funds are available for spending as soon as the City and State execute an agreement
to encumber the funds and the project applications are approved by the State. Upon execution
of contracts with the State, the City is entitled to request a 10% cash advance on the grant fimds.
If the project applications have been approved and the projects have been issued a “Notice to
Proceed” for construction, the State will provide up to 80% of the project grant amount. To the
extent the City selects projects that are the closest to actual construction (i.e., isseance of Notice
to Proceed), the impact on the General Fund will be minimized because the work can proceed
using cash in hand (up to 80%) from the State rather than negatively impacting the General Fund
In a grant reimbursement process.

Estimated operations and maintenance costs, and the source of the Q&M funds (if known) for
these projects are also shown in Aftachment A. Projects recommended for Proposition 40 Per
Capita funding to alleviate health and safety concerns will not result in additional costs for the
City. They will reduce costs or have no impact on the General Fund. For projects recommended
for Roberti-Z’Berg Harris funding, the Castle Canyon and Arroyo Viejo Creek projects will not
add O&M costs. Greenman Field will add approximately $ 37,500 in new costs for water and
additional staffing. MLK Plaza Park will add § 22,500 in new costs for water and staffing. The
scope of work for the Lake Mermtt Improvement project is in refinement stages; staff will
determine O&M costs at a later stage of project development. The tot lot renovation projects at
Lincoln Square and Clinton Park will not impact maintenance costs in the short term, but in the
long term (5+ years), additional funds will be needed to ensure that the equipment stays in good
repair.
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Increased O&M costs will affect the Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District (LLAD),
fund 2310. As per the recommendations in the Moving Oakland Forward report (Outdoor
Maintenance Team), these additional costs will need to be addressed in the FY 05-07 budget
development process.

All development projects are subject to 1% % charge for public art and 3% charge for contract
compliance.

BACKGROUND
Grant Funding Source Overview
Proposition 40 Funds

Funds from the California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and Coastal -
Protection Act of 2002, known as “Prop 40,” are designated for local and regional entities, for
projects that invest in parks, recreational facilities, and the preservation and protection of natural
and historical resources. Prop 40 provides a total of $2.6 billion in funds for projects statewide.
The California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) administers the largest amount, $870
million, of which $80 million are for designated projects through specified grants, and $799
million are available in “local assistance” through population based block gramts to individual
local jurisdictions and for statewide competitive grants. Smaller allocations are administered
through other state agencies and boards, such as the State Coastal Conservancy, Wildlife
Conservation Board, California Integrated Waste Management Board, and others for specific
land and/or water conservancies, specialized programs and priorities.

This report wiil focus on the funding available through the State DPR, the most direct local
assistance source, and refer to other known sources as applicable.

Block Grant Funds: The City will receive two block grants, Per Capita ($1,798,000) and
Roberti-Z’Berg-Harris ($1,804,043), for a grand total of $3,602,043. These block grant amounts
are based upon Oakland’s population and designation as a heavily-urbanized area. Both Per
Capita and Roberti-Z’Berg Harris (RZH) funds must be used for acquisition, development,
improvement, restoration, or enhancement of park and recreational facilities. RZH also allows
for funding of “special major maintenance projects” and/or “innovative recreation programs” but
only in an amount not exceeding 30% of the total block grant.

In a block grant situation, the local govemment applicant submits a resolution from the
-~ -governing body to-the State for review; the State then sends a master contract for signature,
Once executed, the funds are encumbered for the full granted amount for funding of approved
local projects. The local jurisdiction then submits individual project applications for State
eligibility review and approval prior to expenditure of funds. Per Capita and RZH funds must be
encumbered by June 30, 2006 and fuily expended/closed out by June 30, 2011.
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Competitive Grant Funds:

Additional funds from Proposition 40 are available in the form of competitive grants. The two
competitive grant programs with upcoming due dates are Murray-Hayden Urban Parks and
Youth Service Program (due December 15, 2003), and Frommer Urban Park Act of 2001
Program (due January 15, 2004). Two other Proposition 40 grant programs—California Youth
Soccer and Recreation Development, and State Urban Parks and Healthy Communities—are not
funded in this year’s State budget, but are projected to be funded in 2004,

Cultural and Historical Resources Funds

In September 2002, the Governor signed AB 176, which created the Califormia Cultural and
Historical Endowment. In October, the Governor announced grants for specific museum,
cultural and historic preservation projects reflecting the State’s rich cultural diversity. Those
grants were directed from Prop 40 to protect and restore historic and cultural sites. Two such -
grants funded Oakland projects ~$ 1.0 million for the African American Museum and Library at
Oskland (AAMLO), which was accepted by Council Resolution 77949 C.M.S. on July 15, 2002,
and $1.5 million for the Chabot Space and Science Center.

The State Resources Agency conducted public hearings throughout California in early 2003 to
receive input from major stakeholders representing museum, historic preservation and cultural
interests on how to make available the future funding from the Prop 40 Cultural and Historical
Resources funds.

The adopted FY 2003-04 State budget appropriated $128.4 million in Prop 40 Cultural and
Historical Resources funds to the Californja State Library for the California Cultural and
Historical Endowment. The funds are for the issuance of grants, conducting a comprehensive
survey of existing resources and identifying underrepresented aspects of the State cultural and
historical heritage.  Staff will monitor State Library developments for amy local grant
opportunities.

Proposition 50 Funds

Proposition 50, the Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach Protection Act of
2002 1s an additional funding source for waterfront- and watershed-related projects. The City is
part of a recently formed Northern and Coastal California Water Bond Coalition, comprised of
counties, cities, regional districts and special districts, to advocate for equity in State funding of
water-related programs and projects. The Coalition has compiled a prioritized listing of water
and parks related programs from input of the coalition member agencies. How the legisiature
will nse the coalition’s prioritized goals in dividing Prop 50 funds is yet unconfirmed. Staff wiil
continue to monitor availability of funds from this scurce, and return to Council for direction and
approval to apply for upcoming competitive gramnts.

09/23/03
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California State Coastal Conservancy Funds

The City will seek funds for waterfront, stream, creek and water quality-related projects through
the State Coastal Conservancy. At this time, a large portion of the State Coastal Conservancy
funds are from Propesition 50 and are therefore limited to water quality-retated projects. City
staff have met with the Coastal Conservancy staff to discuss current City projects that are
appropriate for the Coastal Conservancy’s funding priorities. The Coastal Conservancy staff will
meet later this year with its own Board to discuss the City’s projects and recommend funding for
these projects.

Proposition 12 Funds

In September 2001, the Council approved projects for funding under Proposition 12 (2000 State
Park Bond) Per Capita and Roberti-Z’Berg Harris programs. Most of the projects have been
approved by the State and are well underway. Roberti-Z’Berg-Harris program projects include
Bella Vista Park, Peralta Hacienda Historical Park Landscape Improvements and Technology
Literacy Program. Per Capita program projects include Greenman Field Renovation, Lake
Mermitt Seawall, Shoreline Access, Rockridge Greenbelt Phase II, and Spiash Pad Park.

Several are in the project application development process with the State, including Montclair
Recreation Center Renovation, City Stables Improvements, and Laurel District Park Site
Acquisition. '

One project, Lafayette Square Park, has $350,000 in Per Capita funding available for re-
programming, if Council approves. The Lafayette Square Park has been renovated according to
the award-winning master plan. The intent of the $350,000 was to add a small recreation kiosk
that could support on-site programming. Such a structure would require staffing for opening,
closing and other site activity, and be subject to vandalism and defacing unless monitored.
However, funds are not available for staff or operations and maintenance to support the smail
building. The project renovation work is complete and ready for closeout, following the actions
recommended to the Public Works Committee in a separate report.

As explained below in the Key Issues and Impacts section, staff recommends reprogramming the
$350,000 Proposition 12 funds from Lafayette Square Park to two projects: 1) Tot Lot Repair at
the Chinese Junk Boat structure and play area in Lincoln Square Park, and; 2) Tot Lot surfacing
repairs at tot lots throughout the City. .

Overview of Attachments
The foilowing attachments are provided to assist Council in its allocation process:

~-Attachmrent A- Recommendations-for Proposition 40 Funding

Attachment A summarizes staff recommendations for Proposition 40 funding under the Per
Capita, Roberti-Z’Berg Harris, Mwray Hayden and Frommer Urban Parks Act programs. It
includes information on project cost, estimated operation and maintenance costs, and available
matching funds.

09/23/03
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Attachment B — Updated Master Open Space. Parks and Recreation Capital Improvement
Projects List

On July 9, 2002, staff presented to the Life Enrichment Committee an informational report and
comprehensive list of projects in various stages of “readiness,” in order to begin the process of
selecting projects to receive the Prop 40 funds. Since that time, the working list has changed.
Some projects are now fully funded and can be removed from the list. They are shown with a
strikeover and notes regarding project completion. The state of readiness of other projects may
have changed dunng the year. A few new projects have been added through Council actions
related to Measure K, FY 2003-05 capital improvement budget or other Council deliberations.
This revised comprehensive project list is Attachment B.

Attachment C- “Readv-to-Go” Projects Sorted by Council District

Attachment C provides a list of projects in “ready-to-go” order, sorted by Council District. The
“ready-t0-go™ designation typically means that a project is construction-ready, in design, or that
a master plan and/or programming has been conducted for the project, such that design and
construction could begin almost immediately. Some of the projects are included due to strong
community and Council support for the project, although the projects will require further
development to complete programming and planning before design and construction can
cormmence.

Attachment D - Previously funded Parks and Recreation CIP projects Sorted by Council District
This spreadsheet provides an overview of all park and recreation CIP projects that have been
funded since 1990, and is also sorted by Council District to illustrate funding distribution.

KEY ISSUES AND IMPACTS

Per Capita Program

The City will receive §1,798,000 in Prop 40 Per Capita program block grant funds. Staff
recommends allocating the dollars to unfunded projects with immediate needs for cormrection or
mitigation of potential health and safety concerns, or compliance with regulatory requirements.
By allocating funds to health-safety projects, the City will reduce maintenance needs as well as
reduce health and safety risks. Undertaking these projects will not require the City to budget
additional funds for park operation and maintenance.

The following projects are recommended for Per Capita funding:

Lawn Bowling Roof Repair ($150,000)

The roof at the Lawn Bowling clubhouse along Bellevue Avenue next to Lake Merritt is
badly in need of repair. The oniginal damage to the roof resulted from a falling tree
branch. However, in the course of repainng the damage from the tree branch, staff
discovered that the wooden joists undemneath the roof tiles were rotting. Because the
Clubhouse is an historic building, the roof repair must be done sensitively, maintaining
the historic integrity of the building. This increases the cost of the project.
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Estuary Park (BCDC Reguirements) ($200,000)

The Bay Conservation and Deveiopment Commission (BCDC) granted a permit, jointly
held by the City, Jack London Aquatic Center, Inc., and the Port of Oakland, for the
construction of the Jack London Aquatic Center. The permit requires the completion of
specific public access improvements at Estuary Park, which if not compieted will result
in significant fines to the permit holders and closure of the Aquatic Center. A portion of
the required work has been completed but lack of funding prevented completion of the
balance of work. Specifically, by June 30, 2004, the City must repave and restripe two
parking lots; install a gate to the City’s dock to secure City boats; and mend 2 damaged
post. Already due for compietion (December 31, 2002) is the unfunded balance of
lighting improvements between the Aquatic Center and the picnic area in Estuary Park.

The BCDC permit also requires the installation of a new, free standing restroom structure
by December 31, 2007. A broad estimate of the cost for a new restroom ranges from
$300,000 to $400,000. The permit was issued with the restroom requirement prior to
City approval of waterfront improvement plans and passage of Measure DD. The
waterfront plans envision significant site reconfiguration that would obviate a need for
the new restroom structure. CEDA staff will meet with BCDC to review plans and public
access improvements and request removal of the restroom-condition from the permit.

Live Oak Pool Deck Repair (§550,000) The Live Qak Pool is located adjacent to Oakland
High, but is maintained and operated by the City of Oakland. For the past five years, the
pool has had a serious unfunded health and safety problem resulting from ground
movement underneath the pool. The tiles on the deck have cracked and broken, exposing
swimmers to sharp tile edges, and uneven surfaces. At this time, staff from Municipal
Building patch and repair the deck tiles on a monthiy basis. The County Health
Department has threatened to close the pool on several occasions. If the deck surface is
repaired properly, this will enable the pool to remain open, and will greatly reduce the
amount of mamtenance required from Municipal Building staff.

Dimond Recreation Center Deck Repair ($500.000)

Funds are needed to replace the deck at the Dimond Recreation Center. Both the
supports and the clevated deck structure have “dry rot,” particularly near the base of the
deck near the Dimond pool. The deck has been closed for the past year due to this health
and safety issue. By replacing the deck, the heaith and safety hazard will be eliminated,
and the deck can be re-opened to the public.

Dunsmuir House Electricai Repair and Replacement ($70.000)

The historical mansion and other facilities at Dunsmuir House and Gardens need
considerable electrical work. The main pansi and two sub-panels were replaced recently
on-an emergency basis, following a small electrical fire. A general assessment confirmed
the need for substantial work to replace irregular and patched electrical wiring and
systems.

Recreation Center Fire Alarm Repair {$30.000)
"The fire zlarms at four recreation centers are not functioning properly. These centers are:
Tassafaronga Recreation Center, Ira Jinking Recreation Center, Bushrod Recreation

Life Ennichment o
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Center and Poplar Recreation Center. Staffs from the Office of Information Technology,
and Parks and Recreation have estimated the cost to repair the fire alarms at $7,000 to
58,000 per facility. Repainng the alarm systems will alleviate a health and safety issue.

Tot Lot Repair at Lincoln Squarg Park ($298.000)

The Chinese Junk Boat at Lincoln Square is particularly in need of new tot lot equipment
and resurfacing. By replacing and repairing the play equipment in this park, the City will
alleviate a health and safety issue and also reduce liability exposure. The Lincoln Square
Park project needs a total amount of $500,000. Additional funds are recommended in the
section below regarding Proposition 12.

Roberti-Z’Berg Harris Urban Open Space and Recreational Grant Program

The City will receive $1,804,043 in Roberti-Z’'Berg-Harris (RZH) program block grant finds.
The 3/7" non-state match requirement has been removed but the program guidelines are not yet
finalized. Staff applied the following criteria in identifying projects to recommend for funding
by RZH: safety/risk; leveraging funds; readiness for construction; and O&M impact.

The following projects are recommended for RZH funding:

Castle Canyon ($30@.000)

Castle Canyon contains valuable wildlife habitat and unique natural resources, and
acquisition of this property would create new open space, public access, improve water
quality and provide trail connections to Joaquin Miller Park, Roberts Recreation Area,
and Redwood Reglonal Park. The City has been negotiating the purchase of this 10-acre
creekside property for the past year, and has successfully reduced the price from $3
mullion, to $1 milliecn. Council allocated $700,000 to the project fromn Measure K, Series
D. An additional $300,000 is needed in order to purchase the property.

Note that this project is eligible for Coastal Conservancy funding, and an application can
be made for up to $175,000 to assist this project. Coastal Conservancy staff expressed
interest in this project and they plan to make recommendations to their Board in the next
few months. If Coastal Conservancy awards $175,000, then staff would recommend
redirecting $175,000 of RZH funds for use in Tot Lot Repair and Resurfacing.

Martin Luther King Plaza Park ($100.000)

Martin Luther King, Jr. Plaza Park is one of the last projects to be completed as part of
the Martin Luther King Plaza Project (MLK), located at the old University High School
/Merrtt College Campus in North Oakland, on Martin Luther King, Jr. Way. The Park,
which will face Dover Street, was put out to bid earlier this year, but the bids came in far
above the estimated cost of the project. The City is working with the design consultant
to reduce the project scope and negotiate with the lowest responsible bidder. An
additional $100,000 1s required to complete the project.

Lake Memitt Svstem Improvements ($254.043)
This 1s a Measure DD fund-leveraged project to address such needs as street furntture,
signage, kiosks, restroom renovations, and adaptive reuse of various buildings.
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Clinton Park ($25Q,000)

Located between International Boulevard & East 12, and between 6™ & 7 Avenues,
this park is in a densely populated area, and requires additional funding to renovate and
improve the existing facilities. Funds would be focused on repair and improvements to
the tot lot with landscaping and other facility improvement/maintenance if funding
allows.

Greenman Field ($500,000)

Over the past year, through community meetings, the Greenman Field master pian has
grown from a $500,000 project to a $1.6 million master plan that will not only improve
the existing field, but also create a tot lot and other new amenities for neighborhood
youth at Havenscourt and Lockwood Elementary Schools. The project is currently
funded by Prop 12 Per Capita and City Measure K, Series D funds. An additional
$500,000 1s needed in order to fully fund construction of the project as defined by the
master plan and community.

Arrovo Viejo Creek at the Oakiand Zoo ($400,000)

Thus project will improve creek side habitat and water quality and offer educational
opportunities by re-grading the banks, establishing new riparian vegetation and installing
new creek side instructional outdoor areas. Community outreach is complete and
construction documents are currently 85% complete. The Oakland Zoo will supply
maintenance and programming, The total project cost is $964,500. The proposed
$400,000 1s needed to complete the project by leveraging the State Coastal Conservancy
commitment to fund $400,000, and the in-kind contributions (design, zoo, volunteers,
maintenarnce, and staff time) of $164,500.

Murray-Hayden Urbar Parks and Youth Services Program (Competitive Grants)

The State has budgeted 346 miilion for its Murray-Hayden competitive grant program. The 3/7®
non-state match requirement has been removed. The Murray-Hayden competitive grant program
provides funding for acquisition, development, or rehabilitation of parks and facilities that are in
neighborhoods with few park and recreation opportunities for youth, and that have high rates of
unemployment. Successful grant applications must demonstrate not only that the project area
meets the socioeconomic requirements of the grant, but also that the community to be served by
the project has been engaged in the planning process, and that at-risk youth will be involved in
project construction or programming. Grants will range from $100,000 to $2,500,000 per
project.

Staff recommends approval to apply for Murray-Hayden competitive grant funds for the
following projects:

Peralta Hacienda Historic Park ($500.000)

The nonprofit organization, Friends of Peraita Haciende, has asked to work with the City
on this grant application to construct portions of the Peralta House gardens and
community program buildings. Friends of Peraita Hacienda has worked closely with the
community throughout its planning process and the proposed project corresponds with
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the Murray-Hayden grant guidelines in terms of providing educational and recreational
opportunities for youth and children in an area that is socio-economically challenged. The
proposed funding will provide for a performance stage and related amenities.

Main Library Children’s Courtvard ($146.000)

The library plans to request $146,000 for the “Children’s Courtyard,” an open space in
the center of the Main Library that will serve both as an extension of its Children’s Room
and as a piace where neighborhood children can play.

Raimondi Field ($ 500,000)

In anticipation of applying for Murray-Hayden funding, the City Council appropriated
matching funds from Measure K for the Raimondi Field project. The Friends of Qakland
Parks and Recreation will work closely with the City on this project. Funds will be used
to renovate the soccer and baseball fields, including installing lighting, and converting the
fields to rubberized surfacing.

AB 1481 Frommer Urban Parks Competitive Grant Progsram

The State has also budgeted $130,690,000 for the Frommer Urban Park Act competitive grant
program. Projects that have matching funds will score better in the grant-rating process. This
program provides funding for acquisition and development of only new parks and recreation
facilities that, for example, will: be developed closely with community members, be usable by
pupils from public schools, replace blight, provide for employment and training, be operated and
maintained through joint-use agreements, and be fully usable by June 2010. Successful
applicants must demonstrate that the area lacks park space, that residents have been included in
the planning process, and confirm that at-risk youth will be involved in project construction or
programmring. Grants will range from $100,000 to § 3,000,000 per project.

Staff recommends approval to apply for Frommer Urban Parks Program competitive grant funds
Jor the following projects: '

East Oakland Sports Complex (§ 3.000.000)
The schematic design of the East Oakland Sports Complex is complete, and $10 million

has been budgeted for the project in Measure DD. Nine million of this funding will be

received in 2010, through Measure DD, Series C. Because the East Qakland Sports

Complex 1s a new project in a low-income area with unmet recreational needs, the project

could be a strong candidate for grant funding. However, the project as designed currently

has a $41 million funding gap even with the Measure DD funds. To be competitive for

grant consideration, the application must demonstrate that the project can feasibly be

constructed by 2010. Staff recommends submitting an application for this project only if

a fund raising plan can be identified before the application deadline of January 15, 2004. cg.,

Cryer Site - Convert to Community Use Facility ($650.000} ORA,COUNC".
This Measure DD project is adjacent to Umon Point Park, near the road that connects ' ( - '8 "DS
(Oakland to Coast Guard Island. The project is proposed as Phase IT of Union Point Park,

and will convert the existing building at that location to a new community center. The

ORA/CONNCIL
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existing paved slope would be landscaped, and a parking lot wiil be added. The total
project cost is estimated at approximately $1.58 million, and the gap between grant funds
recerved and total cost will be closed with Measure DD funds. If any excess Measure
DD funding is available as a resuit of receiving sufficient Frommer Urban Park Program
grant funds, the excess will be reallocated to other Measure DD projects.

Youth Soccer and Urban Parks and Healthy Communities Competitive Grant Program

An additional $50 million in competitive grant funds will be available from Proposition 40 in
2004 through two grant programs: The Youth Soccer and Recreation Development grant
program, and the Urban Parks/Healthy Communities program. The State has issued draft
program guidelines that emphasize funding active recreation facilities. Final program funding
guidelines will not be available until later this year, but based on the draft puidelines, staff
expects to recommend submitting applications to fund Raimondi Field and sports fieids at
Oakport. The grant application deadline is tentatively set for July 30, 2004. Staff will retumn to
Council when final gnidelines are available. -

Proposition 12 - Reprogramming of Per Capita Funds

The repairs needed at Lincoln Square Park for the Junk Boat exceed the $298,000 available from |
Proposition 40 Per Capita funds. For this reason, staff recommends also reallocating the
Council approved $350,000 in Proposition 12 funds from the Lafayette Square Park project, to
the Chinese Junk at Lincoln Square, as well as to tot lot surfacing repairs, City-wide.

Lincoln Square Park ($202.000)
The Chinese Junk Boat play structure at Lincoln Square Park needs substantial work

estimated to cost up to $500,000. The Chinese Junk Boat is a large wooden play
structure located in Lincoln Square Park, and was originally built with a combination of
City and Wa Sung Community Service Club privately raised fimds. Over time, new
safety requirernents, ADA access requirements, normal wear and tear, and natural
elements (rain and sunlight) have resulted in the need for major renovation to preserve
the structure. Portions of the Chinese Junk Boat must be reconstructed and other play
elements must be modified or eliminated to meet current standards. The remainder of the
$500,000 1s recommended to come from Proposition 40 Per Capita funds.

Tot Lot Surfacing Repairs ($148,000)

The rubberized surfacing underneath play structures must be adequately maintained.
Although maintenance costs for this resilient surfacing are less than maintaining a sand or
wood chip playground surface (and is considerably safer), the surface tends to wear away
undemeath popular piay areas; and-particularly in areas where it is most needed, known
as “fall zones.” Staff recommends utilizing the remaining $148,000 of the reprogrammed
Proposition 12 funds for surfacing and/or resurfacing at high-usage tot lots throughout the
City.

Life E
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SUSTAINABLE OPPORTUNITIES

Economic
The projects proposed will aid in generating jobs for the local economy through utilizing locaj
businesses whenever possible for contract work.

Environmental

These projects provide environmental benefits and opportunities by increasing and improving
Oakland’s park amenities. The projects will also aid in energy and natural resources
conservation through the selection of appropriate materials and equipment in the design and
construction process.

Social Equity

The projects represent critical community resources, located in areas that are underserved with
recreational facilities. By investing in the maintenance and repair of these resources, the City is
providing immediate benefit to areas in need of recreational services.

DISABILITY AND SENIOR CITIZEN ACCESS

All projects are designed and comstructed to be in compliance with the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) and Older Americans Act, and other applicable laws to enhance
accessibility for people with disabilities and senior citizens.

RECOMMENDATIONS AND RATIONALE

Staff recommends that Council approve the proposed recommendations for the Proposition 40
Per Capita and Roberti-Z’Berg-Harris programs based on the block-grant program guidelines,
the City’s needs and priorities, and the projects’ current status.

Staff also recommends that Council approve the proposed recommendations to apply for funding
through the Proposition 40 competitive grant programs: Murray-Hayden, and Frommer Urban
Parks. These recomrmendations are based on the competitive grant gndelines, availability of
matching funds (in the case of Frommer Urban Parks), project status, and the City’s needs.

Given further direction, staff will prepare resoiutions for approvai on the Council’s Consent
agenda: (1) to apply for, accept and appropriate Per Capita block grant funds to specific projects;
(2) to apply for, accept and appropriate Roberti-Z’Berg-Harris block grant funds to specific
projects; (3) to apply for, accept and appropriate funds for specific projects from the Murray-
Hayden competitive grant program; (4) to apply for, accept and appropriate funds for specific
projects from the Frommer Urban Parks competitive grant program; and (5) to reprogram the
$350,00C in Prop 12 Per Capita funds from Lafayette Square Park to Lincoln Square Park & to
tot lot surfacing repair.

T4
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ACTION REQUESTED OF THE CITY COUNCIL

Staff requests that the Council accept this report, and provide direction for the preparation of
resolutions allocating Prop 40 Per Capita and Roberti-Z'Berg Harris block grants, authornizing
applications for the Murray-Hayden and Frommer Urban Parks competitive grant program
funding, and reprogramming Prop 12 Per Capita funding in the amount of the $350,000.

Director, Public Works Agency

Prepared by:

Lily Soo Hoo
Acting Manager
Facilittes Planning & Development

Melanie Fong
Administrative Services Manager
Office of the City Manager

APPROVED AND FORWARDED TO THE
LIFE ENRICHMENT COMMITTEE:

Sy

OI}FTCE OF I‘HE CITY MANAGER

Attachment (A): Summary of Proposition 40 Funding Recommendations

Attachment (B): Updated Master Open Space, Parks and Recreation CIP Project List
Attachment (C): “Ready-to-go” projects sorted by Council District

Attachment (D). Previously funded Parks and Recreation CIP projects sorted by Council District
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MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

Project Name
¢

Martin Luther King Jr. Plaza Park
Construct a new park adjacent to a new housing development in N. Oakland.

Current Status

Year to
Construct

Eligibility for State,

Estimated Total
Project Cost

Funds Currentfy

Add'l O & M per yr:
Low = Less than $5,000
Med - $5,000 to $15,000

High = more than $15,000

$7500 for water; .25 FTE

Scope includes new play equipment, pathway, landscaping, seating, etc. 1. Construction 2003 $ £00,000 i$ 100,000 |gardener

Rockridge Greenbelt Phase 1l ) -

Imprave Greenbelt at Temescal Creek te provide play equipment, pathway, $7500 for water; .25 FTE
seating, etc. , ) 2. Design 2003 $ 840,000 $ 7,000 |gardener

(New) Recreation Center Fire Alarms

Repair and replace fire alarms in Tassafaronga, Bushrod, Ira Jinking and

\Poplar Recreation Centers. Heaith & safety i issue. . 2. Design 2003 $ 30,000 $ 30,000 |none

Greenman Field _Eu-oc_m:_m:nm $7.500 for water; .25 FTE
Project includes new play area for children, ballfield improvements, and gardener; .25 FTE muni
soundproof wall. N ] ] 2. Design 2003 $ 1,600,000 | § 500,000 |buildings

City Stables Master Plan ’ - .

Renovation of main building, stables, paddeck, arena 2. Deslgn 2004 $ 1,600,000 3 972,190 |.5 FTE muni buitdings
Splash Pad Park - Phase I

Streetscape and pedestrian improvemnents for ares opposite Splashpad Park. |2. Design 2004 3 1,000,000 $ 1,000,000 | 5FTE gardener, $7,500 water
Dimond Recreation Center Deck Repair

Replace elevated, dry-rot damaged deck and supports at the recreation center.

Health & Safety issue. 2. Design 2004 $ 500,000 $ 500,000 k:o:m

(Mew) _u,nv_unm Tat-Lot mncmuaai

Replace deteriorated play equipment at City tof lots. High pricrity = Lincoln 3. Planning /

Square, Morgan Plaza Park o programming 2004 TBD TBD long-term low increase
{New) Playgrounds - Rubberized Surfacing

Replace existing play surfaces with rubberized surfacing material for safety and

accessibility. Total cost is for "Priority 1" sites based on determination by ADA | 3. Planning /

ncau“_m:\nm program. Highest priority = Morgan Park and Mosswood Park programming 2004 $2,600,000 m 2,600,000 {TBD

l{New) Carmen Flores Park and Recreation Center 3. Planning / N

Upgrade playing fields to rubberized surfacing. programming 2004 TBD TBD TBD

Clinton Park

Rehabiiitate park facilities, amenities, and improve 1ot 1ot in densely populated |3. Planning /

area Unfmm:@mnq:m*_o:m_ & E. 12th, m:a &th m:n_ Tth Avenue. Programming 2004 (tot lot) $ o 500,000 1% 500,000

(New) Wade Johnson Park

Renovate existing play equipment; and improve park accessibility to adjacent | 3. Planning / TBD based on

Cole Elementary School. o programming 8D scope | TBD o jlow

{New) McClymonds Mini-Park

Design & construction of a mini-park in collabaration wJC Berkeley School of | 3. Planning /

Dasign. programming TBD TBD based on scope T8BD .10 FTE gardener

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders,

5. Inactive - Remove from fist
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MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

A

TTACHMENT B

Add’t O & M per yr:

Eligibility for State, Low = Less than $5,000
Yearto Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name Current Status  |Construct Funding Project Cost Available Gap High = more than $15,000
{New) Live Oak Pool Deck Repair
2 |Repair extensive broken tiles over entire pool deck area. Safety & health issue |3. Planning / Progr: 2004 PC, RZH $550,000 | § - $ 550,000 \none
Rainbow Community Center Computer Lab 3. Planning/ $7.000 (DSL costs plus
g |Create new computer lab at Rainbow Community Center. Programming 2004 PC, RZH $ 10,000 $ - $ 10,000 |supplies)
Ralmondi Field
Renovate the fields for soccer and baseball activities using synthetic turf and  |3. Planning/ PC, RZH, MH, Soccer $7,500 for water; .25 FTE
3 |install lights for night use. Programming 2004 & Recreation $ 5,000,000/ $ 200,000 | § 4,800,000 |gardener
" Glen Danlels / King Estates Tralls 3. Planning/
7 [Restore & construct new trails in open space area Programming 2004 PC, RZH $ ] ._mo.ocm-.m B - [ 150,000 {low
._om_n_.___.. Miller Tralls 3, Planning/
4 [Trall improvements on high-usage trails near Sunset Trail Programming 2004 PC, RZH $ 100,000} $ i - 5 100,000 ﬁgo:m
1
Coliseum Garden Park Soccer and Baseball Fields 3. Planning/ PC, RZH, Urban Parks, [$7500 for water; 25 FTE
_ 6 [Reconfigure park to include soccer field and basebalt diamond Programming 2005 Soceer & Recreation ; TBD il $ - | TBD o gardener
East Oakland Sports Complex
Construct a new, major sports complex to be located at Ira Jinkins Park,
Including swimming and diving pools, spas, locker rooms, concessions, PC, RZH, Urban Parks,
community meeting rooms, playground, teen facilities, daycare, fitness center, [3. Planning/ Soccer & Recreation,
7 laerobics and dance studio, n__z..c_:m._ wall, etc. Programming TBD [B]n] 3 56,000,000 | § 15,000,000 | 41,000,000 | TED
"7 |{New] 25th Street Mini-Park - ) a. Planning/ — |7 -
3 |Repair and renovaie clased tot 1ot in West Oakland Programming TBD PC, RZH $ - 3 280,000 |TBD
"7 " ISkyline Boulevard Median Trees ) T |4 Communitys | - - o i
6.4 _|Replace 450 over-mature Monterey Pine on Skyline Blvd _ Council Interest 2004 PC, RZH $ ‘moo.cco*m - l% 500000 med
Laurel District Park Acquisition and Development 4. Community / $1,000 for water 25 FTE
4 |Acquisition and site improvement for a new neighborhood park/playground. Council Interest 2005 PC, RZH $ B37,00008 250,000 % -mmw.oaoLm...u.-n_mam_.
~ " ]{New) Resurface Gymnasium Floors 4, Community / - N N ‘
ALL |Resurface worn out gymnasium floors. | Council __..88@._,’_||Hm0 .ﬁuo RZH,CDBG | ~~  $50000|§ - § 50,000 {none
{New) Mold abatement at Manzanita Recreation Center |4, Community 1
5 {Conduct mold assessment. Council Interest TBD PC, RZH, CDBG $25,000 | § - |§ 25000 |none
{New) West Qakland Teen Center 4. Community / )
3 |Construct a new teen center Council Interest TBD PC, RZH TBD $ - |[TBD ___jTBD
.z.ws; Solar Panels for _snn_<=5:nm & DeFremery Pools 4, Community /
3 |jInstall salar panels. Council Interest TRD PC, RZH 118D 1% - $ - (1D
[Elmhurst Community Center Design
Prepare design for a center to include classrooms, meeting rooms, Head Start
Dﬁmo__;_mm No site <m_ identified. 5. Inactive 2005 PC, RZH, Urban Parks | § 500,000 ,m - |8 500,000 Em:
Allendale Recreation Center Expansion ’ ’ $800,000 - $800,000 -
4 |Add 2,000 sq ft expansion for programming 5. Inactive TBD PC, RZH $1,000,000 § - $1,000,000/med

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4, Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from list
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MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03 ATTACHMENT B
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

Add't O & M per yr:

Eligibllity for State, Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name Current Status  |Construct Funding Project Cost Available Gap High = more than $15,000
Brookdale Recreation Center Storage $100,000 -
4 |Add storage room to cornmunity center for neaeded storage space. 5. Inactive TBD PC, RZH $100,000 - $200,000; § - $200,000/none
International Boulevard Beautification
__7 _|Planting of 400 street trees along Irternational Blvd in the Elmhurst District 5. Inactive TBD PC, RZH, CDBG ] 40,000) § - $ 40,000 |med
" |Recreation Center Gymnasium Additions - ) ) B T I
ALL |Add gymnasiums at 7 recreation centers 5. Inactive PC, RZH $ 14,000,000, § - $ 14,000,000 |high
Sheffield Village Community Center i - A
7 |Add 1000 sq ft to community center. 5. Inactive TBD PC, RZH $ 500,000 § - $ 500,000 |med
Sobrante Park Restroom

HA BHART & USEN H
Peralta Hacienda Historic Park
Phase 11l improvemnent to provide multi-purposae lawn and native plants arez, a $8,300,000 (Phase
new community/program facility, new exhibitive play ground, adobe wall, site PC, RZH, Murray- 11y
lighting, pathways, and fruit orchards reflective of the historical significance of Hayden, Historical / $2,000,000 Phase’
_ 8 |thepark. ) ) 2. Desfgn 2003 Cultural [LILAR 1500,000 | § 500,000 thigh
California Collections & Research Center
Redevelopment of Army Base is forcing move to new location. Accreditation covered by existing Operation
2 |requires improved conditions. 2. Design 2003 Historical / Cultural $ 5,500,000 § - $ 5,500,000 |& Maintenance budget

Camron Stanford House
Renovate house, including siding repairs, internal wiring and ADA

3 |improvements 2. Design 2003 Historical / Cultural 5 280,000 $ 130,000 { § 150,000 |none

Main Library Children's Room & Courtyard

Create outdoor courtyard/play area for children as an extension of the Main PC, RZH, Murray-
2  |Library Children's Room and for use by neighborhood children. 2. Design 2003 Hayden $ 146,000 § - $ 146,000 |low

People of Californla Gallery

Re-instaltation of Museum History Gallery to make it more relevant to the Reduced utilities; .5 FTE
2 |eurrent population 2. Dasign 2004 Historical / Cultural $ 6,500,000 $ - $ 6,500,000 |curator

1. Construction - Construction in progress

2. Design - Construction specs in progress

3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.
5. Inactive - Remove from list pg 3



MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver, 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

Eligibility for State,

M

Add’l O & M per yr:

70,000 |none

3,000,000 jnone

Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently
Dist |Project Name Current Status  |Construct Funding
(New) Museum Health, Safety Accessibility
Undertake health, accessibility and safety repairs that could be done less 3. Planning /
2 |expensively as part of a package. programming 2004 Historical / Cultural
{New} Museum Roof Repalrs / Waterproofing
Repair leaks in building, replace damaged carpets, axhibits and furniture. 3. Planning /
2 |Grouting, sealing of cracks and re-routing of drains. programming 2004 Historical / Cultural
Moss House Renovation ’ 3. Planning/ B
3 |Repair roof and basic infrastructure, internal witing, etc. Programming 2003 Historical / Cultural
{New} Dunsmuir House Electrical Repair . 3. Planning/ PC, RZH, Hisforical /
7 |Repair and update wiring in Dunsmuir House. Health & safety issue. Programming 2003 Cultural
Dunsmuir House
implement master plan, including renovation of Carriage house, estate 3. Planning/ PC, RZH, Historical /
7 |entrance, and landscaping Programming TBD Cultural
) Main Library Teen Zone 3. Planning/ B
2 |Create a "teen zong" on the 2nd floor of the main library. Programming TBD not eligible for prop 40
MLK Freedom Center (phase I} PC, RZH, Historical /
Design museum, ¢lassroom and auditorium at MLK Regional Shoreline Park |5 Inactive TBD Cultural
African-AmericanMuseum and-Library at Cakland Planningl
3 |Ferexhibits Programming 2003 fully-funded-

PROIETS il
Lion Creek - Col

iseum Gardens
Undertake creek restaration work at OHA site as part of Coliseum Gardens

PC, RZH, Coastal

Conservancy, Prop 50,

329,000 |none

... 284240 |none

218,000 |none

450,000 |med

1,000,000 |high

6 |park project, which is tied to HOPE V1. 2. Design 2004 (]3] 1,000,000 1$3,000 water; .5 FTE
Arroyo Viejo Creek, Oakland Zoo PC, RZH, Coastal
Undertake creek restoration for bank stabilization, habitat improvement and Conservancy, Prop 50,
1 |instructional resource enhancement 2. Omm.ﬁ: 2004 ale] 400,000 awm.m_.‘fNoo {o maintain)
Cinderella Creek Crossing, Joaquin Miller Park PC, RZH, Coastal
Replace undersized culvert with a bridge / erosion control near Sunset Trail- 3. Planning! Canservancy, Prop 50,
4 T.i_ma te Joaquin Miller Trail project Programming 2004 DD 490,000 :none
PC, RZH, Coastal
Glen Echo Creek - Richmond {new park) 3. Planning/ Conservancy, Prop 50,
Develop access to creek, signage, habitat restoration Programming 2004 oD 310,000 |starting public process
Dimond Park, Sausal Creek PC, RZH, Coastal
Repair ercded areas & daylight culverted sections, expand fish habitat and 3. Planning/ Conservancy, Prop 50,
4 |migration corridor Programming 2005 DD .25 FTE gardener

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from list
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Low = Less than $5,000
Med - $5,000 to $15,000
High = more than $15,000




MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver, 3-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

,
AddY O & M per yr:
Eligibility for State, Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name Current Status | Construct Funding Project Cost Avallable ! Gap High = more than $15,000
Coliseum Slough Restoration-Lion & Arroyo Creek PC, RZH, Coastal
Create trail, enhance recreation between San Leandro Blvd and the Bay at the (3. Planning/ Conservancy, Prop 50,
6 |Coliseum ) ] B Programming TEBD DD ] $ 1,500,000 § 500,000 | § 1,000,000 med
PC, RZH, Coastal
Creek Habitat Preservation & Restoration 3. Planning/ Conservancy, Prop 50,
Creek projects from Measure DD. Specific project scopes to be determined Programming TBD DD TBD 3 /5,500,000 | TBD TEBD
PC, RZH, Coastal
Glen Echo Creek Restoration at Oak Glen Park 4. Community Conservancy, Prop 50,
Undertake habitat restoration Council Interest TBD pD «. 400,000 § 300,000 | § 100,000 |none
PC, RZH, Coastal
Glen Echa Creek restoration at Mosswood Park 4. Community / Conservancy, Prop 50,
Daylight & restore 600 ft of creek Council Interest TBD DD $ 1,250,000! § - $ 1,250,000 [low
Sausal Creek / Beaconsfield Open Space PC, RZH, Coastal
Remave broken, failing culvest, recreate channel, restore native vegetation and {4. Community / Conservancy, Prop 50,
4 |habitat Coungil Interest TBD DD § 320,000 § - % 320,000 incne
PC, RZH, Coastal
Horseshoe Creek/teona Helghts Park Redwood Road and Merritt College) !4, Community / Conservancy, Prop 50,
4 |Daylight and restore creek at park (project is linked to York Trail project). Council Interest TBD DD § 980,000] § - |% 980,000 |low
San Leandro Creek Restoration PC, RZH, Coastal
Restore creek and implement public access plan in area between 93th & 4. Community / Conservancy, Prop 50,
7 |Hegenberger Council Interest TBD DD $ 200,000/ § D 200,000 |low
PC, RZH, Coastal
Shepherd Greek in Shepherd Canyon Park 4. Community / Canservancy, Prop 50,
4 |Restore creek channel & riparian habitat Council Interest TBD DD $ ) mmc.cﬁ..o .a _ - MI 680,000 _om.
PC, RZH, Coastal
Palo Seco Creek Daylighting in Joaquin Miller Park Conservancy, Prop 50,
4 [Daytight 1,000 ft of streambed & restore creek 5. Inactive TBD DD $ 880,000 $ - |§ 890,000 [med
3 o complete 2004 Hullyfunded- $—-———-480:000; § tow
constrastion Sullyfunded- med
£ e
Lake Merritt Docks PC, RZH, Coastal
Renovate Lake Merritt docks at 17th & Lakeside, East 18th Street, and the Conservancy, Prop 50,
2 |Lake Merritt Hotel Pier 1. Construction 2004 0D TBD . |%$ 575000 |TBD TBD
: {New) Lawn Bowling Roof - -
2 |Repair roof damaged by falling tree limb. Safety / Health issue. 2. Design 2003 |[PCRZH $150,000 | $ - | ___$150,000 |none
El Embarcadero Reconfiguration PC, RZH, Coastal
Renavations 1o trail along the sidewalk on Embarcadero, including signage and Conservancy, Prop 50,
2 |lighting. 2. Design TBD DD $ 2,120,000 | § 2,000,000 | $ 120,000 ITBD

1. Censtruction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council tnterest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from list
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MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

Dist

Project Name

Current Status

Year to
Construct

Eliglhllity for State,
Local or Other
Funding

Estimated Total
Project Cost

Funds Currently
Avallable

Gap

Add’l O & M per yr:

Grand Avenue Improvements
Grand Avenue is a common link to a diverse collection of urban conditions.
Stretching from the Grand Lake business district to downtown, it passes several
park areas. The design concept is to create a unified sidewalk to connect the
twe ends as well as the many pieces in between. As a “promenade”, it would
be designed with spacial paving, artistic features and tommon slements such a
sireet furniture and lighting.

2. Design

TBD |

5 14,354,000

Lake Merritt Wetlands/Ecology Zone

Create a naturalized water edge zone along Bellevue NE from the Rotary
Cenler. The main path would be set back irom the edge appropriately, Lawn
would be used sparingly near the street for sitting and walking. The proposal
could require the relocation of the playground out of the intensively used refuge
area. Use native planting to expand an ecological zone into the park.
Implement a demonstration wetland with & pubtic art element and interprative
signage. Revitalize the fresh water pond at the refuge incorparating
sustainable principles for wildlife and educational displays for visitors,

2. Design

23

23

Lake Merritt Water Quality Stormwater Filters

Install storm water runoff filters around Lake Merritt to filter the 12 largest, most
pofluting outfalts; Improve Lake Merritt's water quality by installing trash barriers
and aeration fountains, implementing a goose management plan, retrofitting
starm drain inlets, and implementing other actions to reduce water pollution;
and Improve Lake Merritt's water quality by installing trash barriers and aeration
fountains, implementing a goose management plan, retrofitling stomn drain
linlets, and implementing other actions ta reduce water pollution

2. Design

TBD

PC, RZH, Coastal
Conservancy, Prop 50,
DD, Habitat
Conservation

7,085,000

$

$

TBD

Coastal Conservancy,
Prop 50, DD

12th Street Boulevard and Estuary Access

12th Street will be redesigned into a tree-lined boulevard with signalized
intersections and crosswalks and a landscaped median, The redesign would
create significant new parkiland at the south end of L.ake Merritt Park, remove
unsafe and unsightly pedestrian tunnels, provide safer and continuous access
for pedestrians and bicyclists along the perimeter of Lake Merritt, and improved
access between the Kaiser Convention Center and Laney College. Removal of
the Lake Memitt Channel culvert at 12th Street will provide an open-water
bridged connection, and improve water flow, between the Lake and the Estuary.

Environmental benefits include improved water quality and wildlife habitat.

2. Design

5,600,000

$ 4,500,000

TBD

DD

47,260,000

45,000,000

$

3

14,354,000

7.085,000

1,100,000

2,250,000

16D

|
{

TBD

TBD

TED

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from list
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Med - $5,000 to $15,000
High = more than $15,000




MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

T
_, Add10 & M per yr:
Eligibility for State, Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist  |Project Name Gurrent Status |Gonstruct Funding Project Cost Available Gap High = more than $15,000
Central Irrigation
Replace Irrigation water supply lines, improve drainage system and implement
new monitoring and control system to save water and decrease the need for
2 |monitoring by Park staff. N 2. Design TBD DD $ 50,000 ! § - $ 50,000 |TBD
"2 |Lakeshore Pergola - ’ ’ ) 3 Design TBD _ |PC,RZH,DD $ 750,000 | 3 ~~|s$ “7s0000|TBD
Lake Merritt Retaining Walls
Repair or replace over 2 miles of retaining walls surrounding Lake Merritt.
1Currently, many of the retaining walls are cracking, spalling, iiing, ercding,
settling and, thus, in genesally poor condition, and funds are needed to
reconstruct or strengthen foundations, provide shering to brace walls, install PC, RZH, Coastal
proper drainage measures around the walls to prevent erosion, and/or to patch Conservancy, Prop 50,
2 land restore wall surfaces B B 2. Design TBD fDD ) 1% _ 3715000 % 3,900,000 _ﬁm‘; _ 715,000 |TBD
Lakeside Park Systemwide Improvements
Lake Merritt system-wide renovation of restrooms to be adequately clean,
lighted, ventilated and maintained, adaptive reuse of miscellanecus buildings;
and instailation of street fumishings such as drinking fountains and trash and PC, RZH, Coastal
recycling receptacles, directional signs, public art, interpretive signs, historic Conservancy, Prop 50,
2 |markers and informational kiosks. 2. Design TBD bo $ 16,000,000 | § 6,050,000 | § 9,950,000 |TBD
Municipal Boathouse Renovation
Restore the Municipal Boathouse {1520 Lakeside Avenue} to its original
conditipn, with a new program to accemmodate public uses (such as boat
storage, a restaurant and a meeting hall) rather than City offices. The building’s|
veranda would be reopened as a public walkway, the arches would be PC, RZH, Coastal i
recpened to allow for boat storage, landscape and irrigation would be improved, Consarvancy, Prop 50,
2 |and the parking lot would be redesigned 1o improve shoreline circutation 2. Design _TBD DD ~ $ 82350001 % 6,500,000t § 1735000 |TBD )
Sailboat House Renovation
The Lake Merritt Sailboat House would be renovated to reveal its historic
character, and improvements would be made to the parking lot and PC, RZH, Coastal
landscaping. The building would accommodate recreational programs, boat Conservancy, Prop 50,
2 |storage, meeting rooms and other public uses | 2. Design TBD DD 3 7,425,000 T 5000,000 | % 2425000 TBD -
Widen Lake Merritt Park Borders
‘Widen the borders of Lake Merritt Park to increase parkland by redesigning
Lakeside Drive and Lakeshore Avenues. The street redesigns would allow the
creation of a wide multi-use path and bike lanes along Lake Merritt, and would
improve connections, both physical and visual, to perimeter parks such as Pine
2 [Knoll Park, Snow Park and Athol Park. 2. Design TBD DD 3 9,300,000 | § 8,500,000 | $ 1,300,000 |TBD
3 |Relocate Alameda County Flood control structure from 7th to 12th 2. Design _TBD Do ) . $26,000,000 | § - $ 26,000,000 |TBD
"2 |Lake Merritt Gateways B |5 Design TBD |DD ) E 1,400,000 | § - 1% 1,400,000 |TBD

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4, Community / Coungil Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from list
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MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

1
Add’l O & M per yr:
Eligibility for State, Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist  |Project Name __| Current Status | Construct Funding Project Cost Avatlabie Gap High = more than $15,000
Daylight Pleasant Valley Creek PC, RZH, Coastal
Uncaver or partialty divert creek to surface, from MacArthur Blvd to the Pergola.|3. Programming / Caonservancy, Prop 50,
2 |Construct pedestrian bridges to connect Grand Avenue io the park interior. planning TBD [#]n] 3 780,000 | § - 3 780,000 | TBD
B Plaza at 14th Street ) " 1'3. Programming / - - T T I
2 |Create civic plaza for gatherings or public events. planning TBD 0D L $ 1,205,000 | § - [ 1,205,000 |TBD
) - - ) 3. _u_.cm_,m:.__.:_:@‘.\ N T - o o N
2 Cleveland Cascade Renovation planning TBD [aln] 3 1,050,000 | § . $ 1,050,000 | TBD
"7 |Necklace of Lights 3, Programming / o ‘ I
2 m&m_wa :mWr_mn.w of lights m__o:ma_umé mja_.am__wsm _um_._a.. i planning TBD DD T«l 150,000 1§ - 3 150,000 |TBD
Lake Merritt Garden Center Landscape 3. Programming /
2 Increase vegetation, including trellises, arbors and demonstration gardens. planning TBD PC, RZH, BD $ 2,035,000 | § - $ 2035000 (TBD
Lake Merritt McElroy Fountalns 3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal
2 |Renovate fountain, pump house, lighting, paihways, planting and imrigation planning TBD Conservancy, Prop50 | § 2,000,000 | § - 1% 2,000,000 |TBD
4
Lake Merritt Rotary Nature Center/Bowling Clubhouse
New signage and upgrading of restrcoms. Bowling clubhouse restoration work | 3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal
2 |includes roof overhangs, slorage areas, fencing, fighting, planting & iigation.  |planning TBD Conservancy, Prop50 | $ 1,765,000 $ - % 1,755,000 | TBD
Lakeside Park Entrance / Bellevue Ave
Redesign of sailboat parking lot, basic planting, sidewalks, crosswalks, planting | 3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal
2 |andirrigation. ) B N N Jm_mzsm:u | TBD Conservancy, Prop 50 | § _ 5600000}$ 4000000 | $ 1,600,000 |TBD
Junior Center of Arts & Sciences 3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal
R ity to accommodate the JCAS program. ) planning | _TBD Conservancy, Prop50 | § 287000018 - me 2,870,000 |TBD
Botanical Garden Center
Improve the visibility of botanical displays at the Garden Center and collections
by extending theme groupings outside of the fenced perimeter. The fence itseif
woulkl be improved to make it more park friendly while providing needed
security. Other theme plantings will augment existing planting. Botanical
displays will be organized by geography or bioregion. The theme of California
appropriate, California native, and Bay Area natives will be integrated into 3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal
2 |certain areas. planning TBD Conservancy, Prop 80 | § 4050000 /8 - |$ 4050000 TBD
Snow Park Expansion
Demolition of roadway, construction of new intersection and street segments, | 3. Programming / FC, RZH, Coastal
2 |lumishings, hardscape, lighting, planting and irrigation. planning TBD Conservancy, Prop50 |$  6,390,000(% 5500000 /% 890,000 |TBD
Eastlake Park Renovation
Renagvation of eastern park area including shoreline path, open lawns, irigation| 3. Programming / PG, RZH, Coastal
2 |and planting. planning TBD Conservancy, Prop 50 | $ 2,785.000 | $ - $ 2,785,000 |TBD

1. Construction - Construction in progress

2. Design - Construction specs in progress

3. Pianning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with
5. Inactive - Remove from list

stakeholders.




MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS
. 6-03-03
Update Ao_mm_.‘ow shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

Ellgibility for State,

Add’l O & M per yr:
Low = Less than $5,000

3

2

3. Programming /

PC, RZH, Coastal

Alter Union Pacific Bridge to Provide Pedestrian Bicycle Access
{ i%

stuary Park
Twa altematives are being explared far this site. Alternative A addresses the
site as it currently exists. Alternative B assumes acquisition of the Cash and
Carry Warehouse from the Port of Qakland to enlarge the open space from the
existing § acres to 14 acres. Both alternatives reshape the shoreline, provide
access along the water's edge and redesign parking fo provide for additional
andscape areas and a green edge.

4, Cornmunity /
Council Interest

$10,000,000

Brooklyn Basin / Marine Max

] ~ 2. Design TBD PC, RZH, DD .lm._h.hmm.mowm.
Complete required work for Bay Conservation and Development (BCDC)
Commission parmit for Jack London Aquatic Center (JLAC). ) 2. Design 2004 | PG, RZH, DD i $200,000)
One of the few vacant sites along the waterfront, Brooklyn Basin provides an
opportunity for a visual connectien to the water from the freeway and adjacent
neighborhoods and opportunity for limited commercial development combined PC, RZH, DD, Habitat
with wetland restoration and shoreline access. 2. Design TBD Conservation $3,5631,991

_ $14/480.000 | 3

- s

$3,300,000 | $

TBD

TBD
TBD

TBD

_|Pevelop 4.4 acre park aleng the Channel i planning TBD m”m.:mmém:ne.. Prop 50 $3,700,000 a - |% 3700000
PC, RZH, Coastal
i 3. Programming / Conservancy, Prop 50,
Develop Channel Park planning TBD DD $11,000,000 | $ - {$ 11.000,000
7 T - T 3. ﬂabﬂmﬂ:ﬂ:mzﬂ ! N i B
Noise Abatement at Interstate 880 N planning TBD \oD . $600,000 | § - |% 600,000
Remove Culverts @ 10th Street and Replace w/ Arched Bridge 3. Programming /
_|improve water flow from Estuary to Lake; provide boat/pedestrian access. planning TBD bD $8,000,000 | $ - 1'% 8,000,000
B - 3. Programming / - TT
Underground sewer and gas lines planning TBD DD $6,000,000 | § - |$ 6000000
T 3. _UqOD—‘ma:.__:m_ 5.. - T ’
Replace Abandoned Raflroad Bridge planning 8D bo 3,000,000| $ - |'$  3.000000
Union Pacific - Right of Way ’ ) 3 Programming /| ) -
planning TBD DD $888,000 § - |8 888,000

3,972

200,000

TBD

TBD

8D

TBD

231,991

1 Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist L_@o_mﬂ Name Currenmt Status  ;Construct  |Funding Project Cost Available Gap High = more than $15,000
W 4. Community /
Council Interest TBD DD $ 1,960,000 H TEBD

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from list

Pg 9




MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

Dist

Project Name

Current Status

Year to
Construct

Eliglbility for State,
Local or Other
Funding

Estimated Total
Project Cost

Funds Currently
Available

Gap

Add't O & M per yr:

British Marine

This section of trail runs through a functioning marina-the British Marine.
Development will inciude a concrete path and addition of unifying elerments
such as standardized signage and lighting.

2. Design

TBD

DD

$138,864

$130,000 | §

Livingston Pier
The pier is currently leased by the Port of Qakland to Vortex Diving. As a long
term option, the building could potentially be used for recreational/retail uses

that relate to the proposed skateboard park on the adjacent site. Development
would incorporate standardized signage and lighting,

2. Design

Cryer Site
Proposed as Phase Il of Union Point Park, the existing building is seen as
being converted for community uses. Other improvements would include

restoration of a sandy beach along with some of the piers. The site will be
|landscaped and include parking adjacent to the building.

2. Design

TRD

PC, RZH, DD

$370,514

TBD

PC, RZH, Recreational
Trails, DD

$1,582,335

I

$340.000 | §

$1,450,000 | §

8,864

30,514

Unlon Point to ConAgra
The new 9 acre waterfront park will begin construction in Fall 2003 with $4
million in funding from ?._mmmcﬂm DD.

2. Design

TBD

PC, RZH, DD

$4,000,000

$4,000,000 | $

Park Street Bridge

Two alternatives are proposed for the trail connector at the Park Street Bridge.
The first option considers a floating connectien over the water. The option
would introduce ramps leading to a floating pier under the bridge connecting
back via a ramp 1o the other side. The second option is an at-grade standard
concrete trail connection at the bridge. This cE_o_._ would require modification
of existing traffic signals.

Park Street Trlangle

The Park Street triangle currently includes 7-11 and Niko's Family Restaurant.
The site is a virtual gateway to the waterfront for travelers along 23rd Avenue
and Park Street Bridge and is a terminus for bicyclists along the Embarcadero.
The site is located midpoint between the trail connecting Jack London Square
and the MLK Regional Shoreline and can serve as a starting point for a joumey
along the waterfroni. A comprehensive traffic study of the area would be

5

required to provide final alternatives for this site.

2. Design

2. Design

T8D

TBD

DD

$1,503,069

DD

$2,002,993

$46,000 | $

$1,450,000 | §

143,069

192335

TBD

TBD

TED

1,956,903 | TBD

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussfons with stakeholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from list

pg 10

Low = Less than $5,000
Med - $5,000 to $15,000
High = more than $15,000




MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 3-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

Dist

Project Name

Current Status

Year to
Construct

Eligibility for State,
Local or Other
Funding

Estimated Total
Project Cost

Funds Currently
Available

Gap

Add'l O & M per yr:

Low = Less than $5,000
Med - $5,000 to $15,000
High = more than $15,000

Pier 28 Restaurant

The Pier 29 Restaurant is built right to the edge of the waterfront and does not
provide room to incorporate a trail connection on land. There are several
options on this site. One option is to acyuire the site and incorporate the trail
atong the water's edge. Another alternative is to rebuild the restaurant closer fo
the street allowing for trail access along the water's edge.

2. Design

TBD

DD

$1,536,332

$1,410,000

$

126,332 |TBO

{fencing and equipment

Oakland Women's Museum
The trail would run behind the Women's Museum and will include a
cantilevered walkway to provide a 12 foot wide trail that is adequately separated
from the myuseum building. The trail would include standardized signage,
lighting and furniture elements.

2. Design

TBD

PC, RZH, DD

$627,334

Lancaster Street Park

There are three streets between Park Street Bridge and Fruitvale Bridge that
terminate at the waterfront - Peterson, Derby, and Lancaster Streets. These
streets are ideal locations for pocket parks, providing observation areas along
the waterfront.

2. Design

TBD

PC, RZH, DD

$808,141

$580,000

$743,000

Frultvale Bridge

Two allernatives are proposed for the trail connector at the Fruitvale Bridge.
The first option considers a floating connection over the water. This option
would introduce ramps leading to a floating pier under the bridge connecting
back via a ramp to the other side. Alternative B assumes an at-grade
connection across the bridge. Ramps would be Included to bridge the 4 foot
difference in grade between the trail elevation and the elevation at the bridge.
This altemative includes alterations to existing traffic signals. Alternative A is
recommended by the design team as it avoids conflicts with the railroad bridge

2, Design

TBD

DD

$1,522,532

$1.400,000

Fruitvale to Alameda Avenue

This segment of trail extends between the Fruitvale Bridge and Alameda
Avenue. It will inctude the installation of 800 feet of standard concrete traif
along with landscaping and standardized signage and ligiting.

2. Design

TBD

PC,RZH, DD

§214.797

 $200,000

High Street Bridge

Two alternatives are proposed for the trail connector at the High Street Bridge.
The first option considers a floating connection over the water. The oplion
would introduce ramps leading to a floating pier under the bridge connecting
back via a ramp to the other side. The second option is an at-grade standard
concrete trail connection at the bridge. This option would require modification
of existing traffic signals. Standardized lighting and signage would be

incorporated into the project design.

2. Design

TBD

DD

$

$

§$1,463,515

$1.300,000

$

TeD

65,141 (TBD

122532 [TBD

14,797 {TBD

163,515 |TED

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakebholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from kst

pg 1




MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT B

Dist

Project Name

Current Status

Year to
Consfruct

Eligtbility for State,
Local or Other
Funding

Estimated Total
Project Cost

Funds Currently
Avallable

Gap

Add'l O & M per yr:

Low = Less than $5,000
Med - $5,000 to $15,000
High = more than $15,000

7

- ||—1 —
D356

|
|Gallagher & Burke and Hansen Aggregate

The segment of trail adjacent {o the Gallagher & Burke aggregate plant is
MuqouOmma to be concrete pier supported walkway. Because the facility uses
water access for delivery of materiats, there is a cost associated with providing
a secure overhead conveyor system that would atlow for materials to be
transferred from the barges to the site while altowing for shoreline trail access.
The trail will incorporate associated amenities such as standardized lighting

2. Design

TBD

PC,RZH, DO

$1.876.873 |

W_..a signage.

66th Avenue Gateway
66th Avenue would serve as a major gateway to the waterfront and provides a
visible connection between neighborhoods and the waterfront. A linear
amrangement of trees along the street frontage will reinforce the gateway
connection and vertical markers will further delineate the site. Lighting would
be minimal at this location in order to reduce impacts to the marshlands

2, Design

2004

PC, RZH, DD Habitat
Oosmgmzoﬁ

$5.828,134

$1,650,000

Environmental Remediation

2. Design

T8D

DD

$1,200,000

7

P.3,5,8.

Increase Trall Width to 20"

2. Design

TBD

DD

U.8. Audio
The existing U.S. Audio building extends to the top of the bank. Any segment

of trail in front of the building will need to be pier supporied and cantilevered. It
will include standardized lighting and signage.

3. Planning /
Programming

TBD

PC, RZH, DD

$1,862,040

East Bay Regional Park District - Oakland w:ormw
The East Bay Regional Parks District is working with Oakland Strokes o
develop a facility at this Jocation. Improvements will include installation of a

3. Planning /
Programming

TEBD

N/A

NA

$450,000
s 4 ]

$1,710,000

NA

$ 226,873

3,829,134

1,200,000

. 450,000

5

N/A

Tidewater Aveniue Connection

3. Planning /
Programming

TBD

DD

Eu. Bay Reglonal Park District - Overlook Park

The East Bay Regional Parks District owns this parcel and has proposed a park
development at this focation, taking advantage of the great views and
conngctions to the water. Lighting would be minimal in this area in order to
aacom impacts to the s.m:m:n species.

3. Planning /
Programming

East Bay Municipal Utllity District/ East Bay Regional Park District

The regional park district currently ieases this site from EBMUD for parkland.
The park land funclions as an extension of the Martin Luther King Regional
Shoreline and provides for a shoreline trail to connect with the Cily's sport fields
at Oakport Park. The district would like to permanently secure the property
through acqguisition. The City would like to see expansion of active recreational
opportunities in this area to complement the three soccer fields currently in use

at Qakport Park.

3. Planning /
Programming

$3,916,345

N/A

$8.000,144

PC, RZH, DD, Soccer

TED

and Recreation

$

3,916,345

$

8.000,144

See Qakport

See Oakport Park

Park

TED

T8D

TBD

TBD

152,040, THD

TBD

TED .

TBD

!
ITBD

1. Construction - Construction in progress
2. Design - Construction specs in progress
3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.

5. Inactive - Remove from list
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MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03 ATTACHMENT B
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

, Add'l O & M per yr:
Eligibility for State, Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name Current Status  |Construct Funding Project Cost Available Gap Highk = more than $15,000
Qakport Park
This parcel has three existing soccer fields that are extensively used. The
project proposes modifying access to the site from an easement through
EBMUD property to 66th Avenue. A new roadway would then be provided to
the site along the existing railroad right of way between the park and EBMUD.
The existing parking lot would be expanded to include additional parking
required for expanded active recreation. Improvements will include installation | 3. Planning / PC, RZH, DD, Succer ;
7 |of a shoreline trail as a part of the project. Programming TBD and Recreation $9,190,272 | § - $ 9,190,272 |TBD
Gateway Markers
An Archimedes column is proposed as a mechanism for way finding and to i
provide visual markers along the length of the trail. These markers would be
located both along the freeway and slang the water's edge to provide visual
connections to the waterfront. Fourteen locations which mark existing stream
and creeks connections as they join the estuary and key street gateway/staging | 3. Planning /
7 |areas have bgen identified as appropriate locations for the markers. Pregramming TBD Db $2.761,500 1 § - 1'% 2761500 [TBD
Jack London Square - Clay Street to Alice Street
incorporation of waterfront signage, lighting standard, and site furnituce 3. Planning/
|3 |including benches and lrash receptacles with existing trail segments _|Programming _ TBD _|PCGRZH. DD ™ |$ - O 1B
Alice to Estuary Park
Incarporation of waterfront signage, lighting standard, and site furniture
including benches and trash receptacles with existing trail segments. Shoreling (3. Planning/
2 ization as necessary Programming TBD \A PC, RZH, DD $545,357] $510,000 | $ 35,357 {TBD
’ Munr._m_d Park/ Lake Marritt Channel m.._n_fmm 3. Planning/ R — ’ I |
2 Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD §30000000  §0|§  3,000000 TBD
Qak to Ninth
Two public open spaces and a public trail system along the shorefine is
proposed for this section of waterfront. The site is currently being considered
as a part of a larger development project proposed by the Pod of Qakland and
development partner. Final configuration of open spaces and project scope will |3. Planning/
2 |be determined as conditions of approval. Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD . ) $10000000;  TBD
Oyster Reef Restaurant
Alternative A includes a boardwalk that will be constriscted in front of the
restaurant to provide the trail connection. Alternative B assumes the demolition | 3. Planning/
2 lof the restaurant and a trail connection at grade. {Programming |  TBD f_u_n, RZH.DD . $1108562| 2 $1.000000 | $ 105,562 |TBD
10th Avenue Marina ﬁ
Minor upgrades to the paving and incorporation of standardized trail elements  |3. Planning/
2 |such as signage and lighting. Programming TBD PC, RZH. DD $216,975 $200,000 | § 16,975 |TBD

1. Construction - Construction in progress

2. Design - Construction specs in progress

3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.
5. Inactive - Remove from list pg 13



MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03 ATTACHMENT B
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

AddT O & M per yr:
Eligibllity for State, Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist Project Name Current Status  |Construct Funding Project Cost Available Gap High = more than $15,000
Brooklyn Basin to Embarcadero Cove
Minimal upgrades o the existing trail and incomporation of standardized signage (3. Planning/
2 |and lighting ] R ) Programming TBD | PC.RZH,DD $254,847 $235000 | § 19,847 |TBD
Harbor Master's Office
Removal of an existing fence, instafiation of a standard 12 foot wide concrete  |3. Planning/
| 2 pathand incorporation of standardized signage and fighting Programming TED PC, RZH, DD $46,348 $43,000 | $ 3,348 {TBD
[Embarcadera {along the Street)
Minimal upgrades to the existing trail and incorporation of standardized signage |3. Planning/
2 |and lighting. o ) Programming TBD PC,RZH DD ) $138,864 _$125000 |8 13,864 |TBD o )
Village at Embarcadero Cove
Minimal upgrades to the existing trail and incorporation of standardized signage |3. Planning/
2 lendlightng. Programming TBD __ | PC,RzH, DD $57.755| §54000|$ 3755 |TBD
Skate Park
Known as the "superfund” site or the Crowley parcef, the site is capped with
restrictions on its use based on contamination. Located between Union Point
Park and the Coast Guard Island Bridge, this site is well located for recreational
use such as a skate park. Proposed improvements include a skate park, PC, RZH, DD, Urban
shoreline trail access, and incorporation of standardized waterfront signage, 3. Planning/ Parks, Healthy
2  |lighting, and site furniture including benches and trash receptacles. Programming TBD Communities $1,278,180 | § ) - $ 1,278,180 [TBD
ConAgra (to Kennedy}
The trail is proposed to connect to the existing pier in front of the ConAgra site,
which will have trestles added to it. The pier would then link to an existing on-
land pubtic access easement adjacent to Con Agra connecting to Kennedy
Street and onto the Park Street Bridge. Handrails and guardrails would be 3. Planning/
5 .maama to the pier and standardized trait elements incorporated. Programming TBD PC, RZH, D $2304,660 | mm_k_oo.ooox @!.-. 204,869 TBD
Kennedy St to Park St. {sidewalk)
The trall would run along the sidewalk of Kennedy Street and incorporate 3. Planning/
5§ |standardized lighting and signage io identify it a s a par of the trait Programming Tab PC, RZH, DD __{BD__ ol %5000, TBD _iBb
Kennedy 51 to Park St. {embankment)
In addition to the short term addition of a trail along the sidewatk on Kennedy
Street, this stretch would include shoreline access. A pile supported metal
boardwalk would be consiructed, extending the pier along the ConAgra site and (3. Planning/
5 |link to the Park Street Bridge __|Programming TBD uu..meI. DD ) _|TBD m - TBD ~_|TBD
.:u_m.. 29 to Derby Street v|A
This segment of trail will be constructed as a part of the Waterfrant Lofts and
The Estuary housing development projects. There are no public dollars 3. Planning/ PC, RZH, DD,
& |associated with this project. Programming TBD Recreational Trails N/A $ - |NIA TBD

1. Construction - Construction in progress

2. Design - Construction specs in progress

3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.
5. Inactive - Remove from list pg 14



MASTER LIST OF OPEN-SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION CAPITAL PROJECTS

ver. 9-03-03 ATTACHMENT B
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

Add't O & M per yr:

Eligibility for State, Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Local or Other Estimated Total Funds Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name ! Current Status  |Construct Funding Project Cost Available Gap High = more than $15,000
o
Derby Street Park
There are three streets between park Street Bridge and Fruitvale Bridge that
terminate at the waterfront - Peterson, Derby, and Lancaster Streets. These
streets are ideal lacations for pocket parks, providing observation areas along
the waterfront. Derby Street park is designed to accommodate the need for
truck ipading and untoading, Cal Crew access to the waterfront and open 3. Pianming/
5 {space Programming TBD PC. RZH, DD $808,141 $268,000 | § 540,141 |TBD

Lancaster Street to Fruitvale
This segment of trail includes shoreline protection, introduction of a concrete 4. Community /
5 |wrail, associated trail landscaping, standardized signage and lighting. Council interest TBD PC, RZH, DD $120064 |  §788,000 | $  (658,036)/TBD
U.S. Audio to Mini-storage

This trail segment between U.S. Audio and the proposed High Street Storage
facility will be completed by the property awner per a condition of approval by | 4, Community /
6 jBCDC, which requires a trail connection Council interest TBD PC, RZH, DD N/A N/A NIA TBD

Mini Storage

A preposed mini storage project has been approved by BCDC and the City of

Oakland. The project, as proposed, includes a thirty foot landscaped setback.

The setback will incorporate the trail and associated amenities such as 4. Community /

5 |standardized lghting and signage Council Interest
CPRLUEDF

PC, RZH, DD

PC, RZH, Coastal

Castle Canyon Conservancy, Prop 50,
4 |Purchase 10 acres of creekside properly 2. Design TBD DD o BN 1000,00008 700000 | % 300,000 |med
PC. RZH, Coastal |
Peralta Creek Acquisition & Restoration - Butters Land Trust Conservancy, Prop 50, volunteer maintained. 3 lots
4 lAcquire land, remove ivy and replant 2. Design . 2004 DD $ 1,400,000f § 310000 1§ 1,090,000 |donated.
Temescal Creek Restoration PC, RZH, Coastal
Restore riparian area at N Oak sporis fields, SE of 13/24 interchange. See 3. Planning/ Conservancy, Prop 50,
1 |Caldecott Park project Programming TBD  |bD 3 430000:% - 18 430,000 jlow
York Trail e 4. Community / ' T T
4  |Purchase parcel connecting EBRPD lands to the Leona Lodge Council Interest TBD PC, RZH TBD| $ - low
.Olﬁﬂ:wmﬂmnm hm.n:-m:_01 ) - 4. Community / - N - o T ’
ALL |Actively seek out and acquire cpen space Council Interest TBD PC,RZH 1 . TBD N/A | NA low
W.Grand/Telegraph/27th/Northgate 4. Community /
3 |Purchase land to create park on lot owned by BART. Council Interest T8D  [PC,RZH ] TBD| § D - tow
i Caldecott Park Project o R T - N B
Purchase parcel behind Caldecott Tunnel S, Inaclive TBD PC, RZH ™oTRD | TBD low
‘Oakland Land Trust Properties
Purchase properties at 5720 Ayala; 600 Martin St; 2809 E. Sth St; 2130-2134
:35th Ave, 10733-10745 Pippin; 1462 12th St. 5. Inactive TBD PC, RZH TBD, TBD TBD TBD

1. Construction - Construction in progress

2. Design - Construction specs in progress

3. Planning / Programming - Master plan complete

4. Community / Council Interest - Preliminary discussions with stakeholders.
5. Inactive - Remove from list pg 15



READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT C

Dist |Project Name *

1 [Martin Luther King Jr. Plaza Park

Current Status

1 _|Rockridge Greenbelt Phase I

Year to
Construct | Other Funding

Eligibility for State, Local or| Estimated Total
Project Cost

Add1 0 & M peryr:
Funds Low = Less than $5,000
Currently Med - $5,000 1o $415,000

Available Gap High = $15,000 +

37500 for water; .25 FTE

Temescal Creek zowﬁo_.m__oz_.nm_nonon Tunnel

Caldecott Park Project

Programmin

1. Construzfon 2003 | PC.RZH 600,000/ § 500,000 | $ 100,000 |gardener
.. | i T 7 |37500for water; .25 FTE

2. Design 2003 PC, RZH 640,000) § 633,000 | $ 7.000 |pardener

3. Planning/ PC, RZH, Coastat - e —— e T S

Conservancy, Prop 50, DD

430000 5 430000

|.w.‘ ;‘,‘
_ miﬂi%%%?fmmrobﬂ_&.
1 |TerescatPool

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B
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READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT
ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT C

Add') G & M per yr:
Funds Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Eligibility for State, Local or| Estimated Total |Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name * Currant Status Construct  |Other Funding High = $15,000 +
(D s
2 _.mWnl_Suin Docks o 1. Construction 2004 Conservancy, Prop 50, DD 575000 | TBD TBD
covered by existing
Operation & Maintenance
2 |California Collections & Research Center 2. Design 2003 Historical / Cultural $ 5,900,000, $ - 5 5,500,000 c:aum_
2 _|Main Library Children’s Room & Courtyard 2. Design 2003 | PC, RZH, Murray-Hayden ~ |'$ L 8T 146,000 flow
2 |(New) Lawn Bowling Roof _ ] 2. Design 2003 | PC.RZH ] " $150,600 |'s - | $150,000 [none
T T ’ T "|PC, Prop 12 - RZH, Meas |, T 5FTE gardener; $7 500
2 |Splash Pad Park - Phase Il 2. Design 2004 Fund 5500, Paygo 93508 3 560 water
‘ i - ’ ) T Reduced utitities; .5 FTE
2 |Peapls of California Gallery 2. Design 2004 Historical / Cultural $ 6,500, coa m - $ 6,500,000 |curator
T i ) ) B juo. RZH, Coastal - I R
2 |El Embarcadero Reconfiguration 2. Design TBD Caonservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 2,120,000 | $ 2,000,000 | $ 120,000 |TBD
2 |Grand Avenue improvements 2. Design TBD _ [DD $ 14354000 |3 - |$ 14,354,000 {TBD
PC, RZH, Coastal
Conservancy, Prop 50, DD,
2 |Lake Merritt Wetlands/Ecology No.._m 2. Design TBD Habitat Conservation $ 7,085,000 % - $ /7,085,000 |TBD
2 |[Centrallmigation - 2. Design * TBD  |DD ] |3 _50006]s - |§ 50,000 TBD )
_2 |Lakeshora Pergola Z. Design T8D PG, RZH, B0 $ 750,000 _|m|-.. - %mmﬂ. ~ {Teo
o ’ ST PC, RZH, Coastat | o
2 |Lake Merritt Retaining Walls 2. Design TBD Caonservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 3,715,000 | §  3,000000 | $ 715,000 |TBD
7 ) o - ) ] PC, RZH, Coastal ’ - R ’
2 _ |Lakeside Park Systemwide §u~o<a3o:~u 2. Design T8D OQ:mmEm:Q. Prop 50, DD $ 16,000,000 1 § 6,050, 000 5 9,950,000 (TBD
B T T - PC, RZH, Coastal o T T
2 z_c:_n:um_ Boathouse Renovation 2. Design TEBD Cansetvancy, Prop 50, DD $ 8,235,000 $ 6,500,000 % 1,735,000 (TBD
T T | ] PC, RZH, Coastal ] o h T O )
2 [Sallboat House Renovation 2. Design 8D Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 7,425,000 [ $ 5,000,000 | § 2,425,000 :TBD
2 _|Widen Lake Merritt Park Borders - 2. Design TBD |DD — /$ " 9800000|§ 8500000 $ 1,300,000 |TBD
"% " |Lake Merritt Gateways 2. Design’ TBD  |DD $ 1,400,000 | § - |8 1,400,000 |TBD
- B - - T ‘ T r\||ﬂm_ RZH, DD, Habitat - T ) T
2 mnoor_s._ Basin / Marine Max 2. Design 8D Conservation $3,531,8, $3,300,000 | § 231,991 |T8D
2 |British Marine ) 2. Design TBD | DD  $138864 |  $130,000 [$ 8,864 |TBD
"2 |Livingston Pler ’ — 2.Design TBD PC, RZH, bD $370,514 $340000 | $ 30514 |TBD
2 _|(New) Live Dak Pool Deck Repair ’ T ""|3.Planning / Progran 2004 | PC, RZH ] " $550,000 | § - |$ 550,000 none
R S T 3, Planning / B o - ‘
2 |(New) Museum Health, Safety Accessibllity programming 2004 Historical f Cuftural $ 329000 | § - 3 329,000 |none
1 T ‘3. Planning / T ’ R
2 |{New) Museum Roof Repairs / Waterproofing programiring 2004 Historical / Cultura) $ 284,240 | § - $ 284,240 |none
o T ’ 3. Planning / ) , o ) S
2 |Clinton Park Programming 2004 (tot lot) | PC, RZH, MH $ 500,000 $ - $ 500,000 {med

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B
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READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT
ver. 8-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT C

| Add’'l O & M per yr:
Funds Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Eliglbility for State, Local or| Estimated Total Currently Mad - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name * Current Status Construct Other Funding Project Cast Available Gap High = $15,000 +
3. Planning/ t
2 |Main Library Teen Zone Programming TBD not eligible for prop 40 $ 450,000 § - L 450,000 1med
Alice to Estuary Park 3. Planning/ ) R
2 B Programming TED PC, RZH, DD §545,357, $510,000 | § 35,357 |TBD
~ |Estuary Park/ Lake Merritt Channel Bridge 3. Planning/ ‘ rﬁl. A e A |
2 Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD $3,000,000 $ - $ 3,000,000 |TBD
N e 3. Planning! i T h I N
2 |Oak to Ninth Programming BD PC, RZH, DD $10,000,000 8D
T T ’ B 3. Planning/ - T N . ) B
2 0<m-2. Reaof mnmnn:_.n_: Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD $1.105,562 m._ 00a, ooo % 105,562 |TBD
T T T 3. Planning/ N - T SRR N
2 3:. Avenue z_m_._sw Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD $216, 975 [ wmoo 000 |§ 16,975 |TBD
T 13. Ptarnning’ T - T T o T
2 wqoow___.: Basin to Embarcadero Cove Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD $254 847 _ $235,000 | § 19,847 |TBD
- 3. Planning/ T ] T T -
2 |Harbor Master's Offico Pragramming TBD PC, RZH, DD $46,348 $43,000 | $ 3,348 |TBD
’ 3. Planningf I I - i o 0
2 |Embarcadero {along the Street) Programming 8D PC, RZH, DD $138,864 $125,000 | % 13,864 |TBD
3. Planning/ . T - o o 1
2 (Village at Embarcadero Cove Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD . $57.755 $54,000 | $ 3,755 ITBD
T T o 3. Planning/ PC, RZH, DD, Urban Parks, D
2 |Skate Park Prograrmming T8D Healthy Communities $1,278,180 | § - $ 1,278,180 ;TBD
-y T i 3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal - T T ’
2 Um<=u_._. v_ouwm-: Valley n_.oax planning TBD Conservancy, Prap 50, DD $ 780,000 | § - T 780,000 | TBD
\\\\\ T 3 _uauqm:,_aiu.,[. - T T T
2 |Plaza at 14th Street ) - planning TBD b ) 1% 1,205,000 | $ - 1§ 1,205,000 |TBD
3. Programming /
2 |Cleveland Cascade Renovation planning TBD DD 3 Ab.mo.ooc 3 - 1% 1,050,000 {TBD
) Necklace of Lights ’ - 3. Programming / . B
2 |Extend neckiace of lights aiong new shareline park. pianning TBD DD - Bk 150,000 | § - |%____ 150,000 \TBD
Lake Merritt Garden Center Landscape
Increase vegetation, including trellises, arbors and demonstration 3. Prograrnming /
2 |gardens. planning TBD PC, RZH, DD $ 203500018 - $ 2,035,000 {780
‘AI o ) 3. Programming / 3 PC, RZH, Coastal T T :.4 - T
2 |Lake _soi: McElroy Fountains planning TBD Conservancy, Prop 50 3 2,000,000 a. - |§ 2000000 TBD
o S T"3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal
2 _.u_s _so:._: moﬂu_@ Nature Center/Bowling Clubhouse planning TBD Conservancy, Prop 50 $ 1,755,000 $ - | ¥REF!  |TBD
T 3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal A
2 _.nrem_no Park Entrance / ma__o<:m Ave planning TBD Conservancy, Prop 50 $ 5600000 % 4,000,000 | § 1,600,000 {TBED
T T 3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal T o
2  |Junior Center of Arts & Sclences planning TBD Conservancy, Prop 50 3 2,870,000 | § - $ 2,870,000 |TBD

* Fult project descriptions can be found in Attachment B
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READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT

ver. 3-03-G3

Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT C

2 |Eastlake Park Renovation

Lakeview Library Wo=o<m=o=N ,

planning

4. Community /
Council Interest

capstraction

Add’l O & M per yr;
Fundg Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Eligibllity for State, Local or| Estimated Total [Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name * Current Status Construct Other Funding Project Cost Available Gap High = $15,000 +
3. Programming / PC, RZH, Coastal
2 |Botanical Garden Center planning 18D Conservancy, Prop 50 3 4,050,000 | $ $ 4,050,000 | TBD
’ ’ ) 3. Programming / PC. RZH, Coastal ‘ T ’
2 |Snow Park Expansion planning TBD Conservancy, Prop 50 3 6,390,000 | § 5,500,000 | & 890,000 (TBD
- 3. Programming / PC. RZH, Coastal o T T o
Conservancy, Prop 50 $ 2,785,000 | § $§ 2,785,000 [TBD

$  1.960,000 ' TBD
med

med

g

[Besign

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B
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READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT

ATTACHMENT C

ver, 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade
!
Add'l O & M per yr:
Funds Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Eligibility for State, Local or| Estimated Total Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name * Current Status Construct | Other Funding Project Cost Avallable Gap [High = $15,000 +
maomﬁi Alameda mo::Q Flood control structure ?..u? qmz to i
12th 2. Design TBD DD $26,000,000 | $ - |'$ 26,000,000 (TBD
“|Camron Stanford House - i 2. Design 2003 Historical / Guitura 5 280,000 $ 130,000 | $ 150,000 |none
 Estuary Park (BCDC Requirements) , |2 Design 2004 PC, RZH, DD ] $20000008 - |$ 200,000 |TRD
SstayFark 12 Desion TBD | PC,RZH, DD $14483972| 3ia480000 |8 T 3072 T8O
‘ - o 3. Planningl | ~ | PC, RZH, Coastal B T T T .
Glen Echo Creek - Richmond c._ai park) Programming 2004 Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 3800000 $ 70,000 | § 310,000 {starting public process
- ) E} Planning/ ’ - T T -IWT;..II!\ T i
_ 3 |Moss House mmmﬁ@m_os o -L Wﬁoﬁmaaiu | 2003 | Historical / Cultural ) L o w:ocoom 92,000 (% 318,000 none
3. Plapning / TBD based on
3 |(New)Wade .._oszmoa _uqu programmming TBD PC, RZH, MH scope 3 - TBD low
N ) | I 3. Planning / . TBD basedon S ‘
3 |{New) McClymonds Minl-Park u..omqma_.i:m TBD PC, RZH, MH scope % - 8D .10 FTE Gardener
. ’ N T |3 Planning/ | PC,RZH,MH, Soccer& | i - §7,500 for water; .25 FTE
3 |Raimondi Field Programming 2004 #xmn_.mmzo: $ 4,800,000 gardener
Y 3. Planning/ T T
% 3 |(New) 25th Street z::..vqu Programming TBD PC, RZH $ 280,000 |TED
o T T T Ig_ﬁ\lﬁjll?. T T T
3 T‘uo_. ro:;o..._ wncm_,o n_m<. .m.:d& to >=oo m=o2 Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD TBD % ) - | 7TBD B TBD
3. Prograrmming / PC, RZH, Coastal
3 Umé.o_u 4.4 acre park along the 0:»::@. _u_m::_:o TBD Conservancy, Prap 50 $3,700,000 g 3 - |8 3,700,000 |TBD
B o T T 3. U..O@«.m-.:_._._:.ﬁ ! . " R o ‘
3 |Remove culverts @ 10th Street and replace wi arched bridge planning TBD DD $8,000,000 | § -8 8,000,000 |TBD
1 T , 3. Programming / B Ty T
3 |Noise abatement @ Interstate 880 planning TBD oD $600,000 $ i - 13 600,000 | TBD
- B h 3. ﬁamﬂmaa._:mlh. ’ ) B N N
3 |Replace abandoned railroad bridge planning TBD DD u.c.ccb\om_lap - 1% 3000000;TBD
] o 3. _U_.OD_.N—.::.__JE ! B ) o ) N
Underground sewer and gas lines planning TBD DD $6,000,000 | § - |'$ 8,000,000 |TBD
T w.._u_.oo_lmﬂ::,.mzu_. wnw. RZH, Coastal - Ty T h )
Develop n_ﬁszc_ vmqw planning TBD Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $11,000,000 | § - 1% 1 000,000 | TBD
T T . 14 community 7 PC. RZH, Coastal T )
0_3. Echo Creek Restoration at Oak Glen Park Council Interest TBD Oo:mm2m3n<. Prop 50, _uU $ 400,000] $ 300,000 | $ 100,000 (none
T ‘ 4. Community / PC, RZH, Coastal [ T
Glen Echo Creek restoration at Mosswood Park Councif Interest TBD Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 1,250,000 § - $ 1,250,000 |low
[ T T 4. Community / 4_ [ R o
3 |(Mew) Wast o»x_msn Teen 02_8_. Coungil Interest TBD PC, RZH TBD $ - |T8D TBD
T T 4. Community / A . o
_ 3 }(New) Solar Panels for McClymonds & DeFremery Pools Coungil Interest | TED | PC,RZH ) L= S & S R I B 78D
Py Community /
3 |Alter UP bridge to provide pedestrian bicycle access Council Interest TBD |PC, RZH, DD~ $10,000,000 | § - $ 10,000,000 |TBD

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B
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ver. 9-03-03

Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT

ATTACHMENT C

Add'l O & M per yr:
Low = Less than $5,000

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B

Funds
Yoar to Eligibility for State, Local or| Estimated Total |Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000

Dist |Project Name * Current Status Construct  {Other Funding Project Cost Available Gap High = $15,000 +

4. Cormmunity /
3 E.qursn:. a_w:m_.wv!ﬁw_w_.zon__nm? |O..o::n= Interest TBD PC, RZH ;._.m\_ul. |5 N - | TBD i _ME

Planningl

3 |Afrisap American-Museum-and-Library-at Oakland Pregramiring 2003 fully-funded- BB
Page 6 of 11




READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT ATTACHMENT C

Add’1 O & M per yr:
Low = Less than $5,000
Med - $5,000 to $15,000

ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade
Funds
Year to Eligibility for State, Local or| Estimated Total |Currently
Project Name * Current Status Construct Other Funding Project Cost Availabie
PRI o i i S T e : Sk iy TR 2 s S Kb e SR U LB [ W,_f o
4 |Dimond Recreation Center Deck Repair , _m. Design 1 2004 PC, RZH , 3 500,000/ § - s 500,000
Ty T o ’ T T T T T UUPC RzH, Coastal I E o
Peralta Creek Acquisition & Restoration - Butters Land Trust 2. Design 2004 Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 750,000( $ 310,000 | § 440,000
B ST ’ o - N PC, RZH, Coastal " N R S
Castle Canyon 2. Design TBD Canservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 1,000,000! § 700,000 | § 300,000
- 3. Planmningl B B 0T I
Joaquin Miller Trails Programming 2004 PC, RZH $ 100,000) $ B $ 100,000
B o 3. Planning/ 4 PC, RZH, Coastal ’ - o 1T T
Cinderella Creek Crossing, Joaquin Miller Park Programming 2004 Conservarcy, Prop 50, DD $ 660,000| $ 170,000 | $ 490,000
’ ’ " 13 Planning/ - PC, RZH, Coastal i B ) I
Dimond Park, Sausal Cresk Programming 2005 Conservaricy, Prop 50, DD $ 1,200,000| $ __.moo.coi $ -
. T 4, Community / . ) I
Laurel District Park Acquisition and Development Council Interest 2005 PC, RZH $ 637,000 $ 250,000 | $ 387,000
B 4. Community / PC, RZH, Coastal’ ) | ’ ) T
Sausal Creek ! Beaconsfield Open Space Council Interest TBD Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 320,000 § - ) 320,000
Horseshoe Creek/Leona Helghts Park Redwood Road and Merritt|4. Cormmunity / | PC, RZH, Coastal A N o
College Council Interest TBD Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 980,000 § - 5 980,000
T T 4. Community / o “1'PC, RZH, Coastal T T o
Shepherd Creek in Shepherd Canyon Park Council Interest TBD Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 680,000 $ - - 680,000
R - - ) - 4, 003.__._.._:3=<__. ) - - o I S o
H.P}Hmu\__‘ o __|Council Interest TBD | PC, RZH B 4|mD\ 5 - o
$800,000 - $800,000 -
Allandale Recreation Center Expansion 5. Inactive TBD PC, RZH $1,000,000 3 - m._.ooo..mco
) B " - ’ £100,000 - 7 $100,000 -
Brookdale Recreation Center Storage 5. Inactive 18D PC, RZH 52000000 5 L $200.000
’ h | B PC, RZH, Coastal T I ‘
Palo Seco Creek Daylighting in Joaquin Miller Park 5. Inactive TBD Conservancy, Prop 50, DD 3 890,000 $ - § 890,000
: d i3 | L
Rlanningt

High = $15,000 +

none
volunteer mainiained, 3

:lots donated.

med
none
none

.25 FTE gardener

$1,000 for water .25 FTE
Gardener

tow

low

low

med

none

med

* Fuli project descriptions can be found in Attachment B
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READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT ATTACHMENT C
ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

Add't O & M per yr:
Funds Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Eligibility for State, Local or| Estimated Total |Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Dist |Project Name " Current Sfatus Construct Other Funding Project Cost Available m Gap High = $15,000 +
T -y ”.mn-... T s , o RS N
PC, RZH, Murray-Hayden,
5 |Peralta Haclenda Historic Park. 2. Design 2003 Historical f Cultural 3 2,000,0000 § 1,500,000 | $ 500,000 |high
T A T T 1 PC, RZH, Recreational Trails, I o
5 |Cryer Slte B ‘ ) 2. Design TBD  |DD $1,582,335 $1,450,000 | § 132,335 |1BD
5 |Union Point 1o ConAgra ] 2. Design | TBD _ |PC,RZH,DD j '84,000000 |  $4000000 (8 - [TBD
"5 _|Park Street Bridge . "2 Design T TBD oD - ) $1593,060 | §$1,450,000 |§ 143,069 |[TBD
| 5 |Park Street Triangie ) 2. Design 80 | DD ) 1 %2002993| 346,000 % 1,956,993 |TBD
"5 |Pier 29 Restaurant ’ | 2. Design TBD oo 77 $1536332 | §1.410,000 | § 126,332 |TBD
"5 |Oakland Women's Museum i 2. Design TBD PG, RzZH, DD "7 $627,334 $580,000 | § 47,334 [TBD
5 {Lancaster Street Park 2. Design , 78D |PC,RzZH, DD | " ss08q41|  $743000 | § 65141 |TBD
5 |Fruitvale Bridge B B . ) 2. Design TBD DD $1,522,532 $1,400,000 | $ 122,532 |TBD
5 |Fruitvale to Alameda Avenue ) 2. Design |~ "TBD | PC,RZH,DD 8214797 | $200,000 | § 14,797 |TBD
B ) ’ - o 3. _u_w:_..;:@.. ’ B I ’
5 |(New) Carmen Flores Park and Recreation Center programming 2004 PC, RZH TBD $ - T8D TBD
- R B ) 3. Planning / N ] 1 T
5 |U.S. Audio Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD m.ﬁmmm.nﬁo ) m,_.ﬂobco $ 152,040 |TBD
-1 ’ o 3. Planning/ ) , . N
5 |ConAgra (to Keanedy) Programming T80 PC,RZH, 0D $2304669 |  $2,100,000 | $ 204,669 (TBD
) T T ) o 13 Planning/ - T T ) I
5 |Kennedy St to Park St. (sidewalk) Programming TBD PC, RZH, DD $365,000 TBD
N o 3. Planning/ B C - & I ‘
5 jKennedy Stto Park St. {embankment) Programming TRD PC,RZH, DL % - 3 - |TBD
o ) ) 3, Planning/ IR PC, RZH, DD, Recreational | | | 7 1
5 |Pier 29 to Derby Street Programming TBD Trails N/A | $ - N/A T8D
o ‘ - B i ) 3. Planning/ | h T T A
5 |Derby Street Park ) Programming _| TBD | PC,RZH, BD ~ T- %8084t $268,000 | § 540,141 |TBD
Unlon Pacific - Right of Way 3. Programming /
5 planning TBD DD $888,000 $ - |5 888,000 |TBD ) i
T . . .. 4. Gommunity / T B N o o
5 |{New) Mold abatement at Manzanita Recreation Center Council Interest TBD PC, RZH, CDBG $25,000 | $ - $ 25,000 Inone
T ) 4, Community / | T B ’ S o
5 |Lancaster Street to Frultvale Council interest TBD PC, RZH, DD $129,964 $788,000 1 % (658,036)|TBD
T - T 4. QO.:-_:....__..:?.... - R N oo ST
5 |U.S. Audio to Mini-storage Caouncil Interest TBD PC, RZH, DD NIA N/A N/A TBD
B h o - 4. Oo_..:_j_._amq‘.r\ - o ’ ’ T
5 IMini Storage Coungcil Interest TBD PC, RZH, DD N/A N NIA N 18D
5 _|Paralta Greak Restoration at Cesar Chavoz Pack _____|eonstruglion 2002 [Hliyfunded _ | $———— 500000, $—600,000 {§— —— |med

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B Page 8 of 11



READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT
ver. 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT C

Add'l O & M per yr:
Funds Low = Less than $5,000
Year to Eligibliity for State, Local or| Estimated Total  [Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Current Status Construct  |Other Funding Project Cost Available High = $15,000 +
$7,500 for water; .25 FTE
gardener, .25 FTE muni
6 |Greenman Field Improvements 2. Design 2003 PC, RZH 5 1,600,000 $ 1,000,000 | § 600,000 [buildings
T - - ) T " | BFTE muni bulldings {ask
6 |City Stables Master Plan 2. Design 2004 PC, RZH $ 1,600,000 $ 627,810 8 972,190 |Ann}
_ ’ - ’ ) PC, RzZH, Coastal i ST
6 iLion Creek - Collssum Gardens 2. Design 2004 Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 1,500,000| 500000-31m | § 1,000,000 {$3,000 water; .5 FTE
T h T 3_ Planning/ o | - T T 187,000 (DSL costs plu
6 |Rainbow Community Center Computer Lab Prograrmming 2004 PC, RZH $ 10,000 $ - $ 10,000 [supplies)
i i - ) 3. Planning/ PC, RZH, Urban Parks, ) T T T 17500 for water; 25 FTE
6 |Coliseum Garden Park Soccer and Baseball Figlds Programming 2005 Soccer & Recreation TBD| § - TBD gardener
’ T ) . ’ 3. Planning/ "PC, RZH, Coastal B T - o h )
6 {Coliseum Slough Restoration-Lion & Arroyo Cresk Programming T8D Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 1,500,000 $ 500,000 | § 1,000,000 [med
R T ) ) 3. Pianning } - . - ,
§ iTidewater Avenue Connection Programming TBD DD $3,916,345 | § - $ 3,916,345 |TBD

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B
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READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT ATTACHMENT C
ver. 3-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

Add'i O & M per yr:
Funds Low = 1.ess than $5,000
Ellgibility for State, Local or| Estimated Total Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Project Name * Other Funding Project Cost Available High = $15,000 +
o s . L X T T ”
PC, RZH, DD Habitat
66th Avenue Gateway o ) 2. Design 2004 Conservation $5,829,134 $2,000,000 | $ 3,829,134 |TBD
High Street Bridge i 2. Design TBD bD $1.463,515 |  $1,300000 |3 163,515 |TBD
Gallagher & Burke and Hansen Aggregate T T T2 Design TBD | PC,RZH,DD ~ s1876,873| 8165000015 226,873 |1BD
) PC, RZH, Coastal T T T T
7 |Arroyo Vigjo Creek, Oakland Zoo 2. Design 2004 Conservancy, Prop 50, DD $ 964,500| $ 564,500 | § 400,000 inone {Zoo te maintain)
’ ’ ’ 3. Planning/ I o ’
7 |iNew) Dunsmulr House Electrical Repair Programming 2003 PC, RZH, Historicat / Cuiturat | $ 100,000 $ - $ 100,000 |none
I i ’ ’ 3. Planning / i o -Ill\\ D
| 7 _|East Bay Reglonal Park District - Oakland Strokes Programming TBD N/A N/A N/A N/A TBD
o | B - R E) Planning / B - I o o
7 |East Bay Reglonal Park District - Overlook Park Programming TBD NIA $3,000,144 | § - $ 8,000,144 1 7BD
" |East Bay Municipal Utillty District/ East Bay Regional Park 3. Planning / PC, RZH, DD, Soccer and ‘ o " ISee Cakport |
7 |District Programming TBD Recreation See Oakport Park $ - Park TBD
T T B ) Em::m:u.. ‘UO. WNIWDD. Soccer and T T T o
7 |Qakport Park Programming TBD Recreation $9,190,272 1 § - % 9,190,272 \TBD
R T o 3. Planning / B ’ B - I
7 |Gateway Markers Programming TBD (s]n] A _ $2761,500 | § - I'$ 2761500 TBD
i 3. Planning/ ‘ i
7 |Glen Daniels { King Estates Tralls Programming 2004 PC, RZH $ 150,000| § - % 150,000 |low
ﬁ T h ) 3. Planning/ i PC, RZH, Urban Parks, - o T
7 |East Qakland Sports Complox Programming TBD Soccer & Recreation, DD 3 50,000,000 | $ 10,000,000 | $ 40,000,000 |TBD
) ) 3. Planning/ e o - o ‘
7 {Dunsmuir Houge Electrical Programming 2003 PC, RZH, Historical / Cultural | § 70.000 $ 70,000
B ’ h 3. Planning/ ) . | - T o
7 [Dunsmuir House Programming TBD PC, RZH, Historical / Cultural | $ 3,000,000 $ - $ 3,000,000 |none
- ) |4, community / PC, RZH, Coastal ) o D o
San Leandro Creek Restoration Council Interest TBD Conservancy, Prop 50, DD 3 200,000! § - $ 200,000 |low
B Fi v {5 Inactive TBD | Hist/CuMtural, OC, RZH $ 100000008 - |$ 1,000,000 |high
7 _|international Boulevard Beautification 5. Inactive ~1BD | PC, RZH, CDBEG —|'$ 400008 - /s 40,000 |med
7 |Etmhurst Community Center Design o 5. Inactive 2005 PC, RZH, Urban Parks s 50000003 - |§ 500,000 |high
"7 |Sheffield Village Community Centor N T |5 Inactive ~ TBD _|PC,RZH B 5 50000008 - |$ 500,000 [med
Planningl-
7 |Qakland-Zoo-Wild-California Programming 2003 fully-funded- $———35;000000; $-- 35,000,000 | §—— - med

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B Page 10 of 11



READY-TO-GO PROJECTS SORTED BY COUNCIL DISTRICT
ver, 9-03-03
Update 10-9-03 shown in shade

ATTACHMENT C

Add1 O & M per yr:
Funds Low = Less than $5.000
Eligibility for State, Local or| Estimataed Total |Currently Med - $5,000 to $15,000
Project Name * Other Funding Project Cost Avallable High = $15,000 +
T
nz,g_s; —mom,.,wuao: mg».o_. Fire Alarms 2. Design PC, RZH 30,000 none
- T |Coastal Conservancy, Prop B B B
2,3 |Lake Marritt Water Quality Stormwater Fliters 2. Design 50, DD 3 5,600,000 | § $ 1,100,000 |TBD
" 2,3 |12th Street Boulevard and Estitary Access 2. Design DD 5 47,250,000 | § 45,000,000 | $§ 2,250,000 | TBD
3,58, Environmental Remediation B 2. Design Db 1,200,000 =80 13 1200000 |T8D
p.3,5,6,1Increase Trail Width to 20° 2. Design DD $450,000 $ 450,000 |TBD
— 4. Community / i - I
ALL |(New) Resurface Gymnasium Floors GCouncil Interest PC, RZH, CDBG $50,000 | § $ 50,000 inone
- B o B 3. Planning T T T o T
ALL |{New) Replace Tot-Lot Equipment programming PC, RZH TBD $ TBD long-term small increase
T T - 3. Planning / B - | ST ‘ )
AL {New)} Playgrounds - Rubberized Surfacing programming PC, RZH $2,800,000 | % % 2,600,000 | 18D
N . U T3 Planning/ PC, RZH, Coastal o ‘ N ‘
ALL |Creek Habitat Preservation & Restoration Programming Conservancy, Prop 50, DD TBD $ 5,500,000 | TBD TBD
T T B 4. 0033:::%._. | o T Ty S
ALL |Open Space Acquisition Council Interest PC, RZH TBD| N/A N/A low
T ) 4. Community / e T T
6,4 |Skyline Boulevard Median Trees Council Interest PC, RZH $ 500,000 § % 500,000 med
"ALL |Recreation Center Gymnasium Additions 5. Inactive PC, RZH $ 14,000.000[ § $ 14,000,000 |high ~
4347 Oakland Land Trust Properties T IW Inactive PC. RZH T "~ TBD| TBD T8O  |[TBD

* Full project descriptions can be found in Attachment B
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1990 - 2003
Canpital Funding Allocations ATTACHMENT D
by Council District

i State of
Bushrod Ballfields 1 CA 180,000 | Renovation of fields, fencing. dugouts and signage
Bushrod Community Center L1 K 2,400,0001 Design and construction of a new recreation center
Chabot ™ | 100,000{ Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
‘ Instaltation of a demonstration firescape garden at the intersection
Gateway Gardens t - CIP 200,000|of Tunnel Road and Caldecott Lane
seismic strengthening of the building, renovation of exterior To
Golden Gate Branch Library 1 | 2,295,000 comply with the ADA, upgrades to the electrical system
Golden Gate Library 1 CIP | 100,000} ADA/Seismic improvements
Grizzly Peak 1 K 5,777,125 Open Space Acquisition
MLK Plaza Park 1 CiP 124,451 |construction of park in along MLK, Jr. Way
MLK Plaza Park 1 CDBG 385,000 | construction of park in ajong MLK, Jr. Way
North Oakland Multipurpose Senior Center 1 K 2,800,000 New senior center facility
' Master planned development of a linear neighborhood park system
Rockridge Greenbeit 1 | 400,000 following Temescal Creek
Rockridge Greenbelt and Hardy Park 1 | 950,000, Playground renovation ta meet federal safety standards
Studic One 1 CiP 225,003 | Development of funding ptan and design concept
Studio One 1 DD 10,000,000 Renovate and seismically upgrade Center
Prop 12
Studic One 1 M-H 473,000|Renovate and seismicaily upgrade Center
Seismic strengthening of the building, renovation of interior and
Temescal Branch Library 1 |, ClP 2,260,000 comply with the ADA, upgrades to the electrical system
Temescal Pool 1 K 1,153,326 New pool filtration system
Temescal Creek 1 K 128,000 Creek restoration near Claremont Ave
SUBTOTAL 1 28,550,905
10th Avenue Marina 2 LD 200,000 Upgrade paving and install trail signage
Astro Park 2 \ 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safely standards
Athol Plaza 2 ciP_| 30,000!Lighting and pathway improvements
Bella Vista Park 2 | i 100,000 | Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Prop 12
Beila Vista Park 2 RZH 219,046 | Playground and park renovation
Beila Vista Park 2 CIP 270,000| Playground and park renovation -
Bella Vista Park 2 UPARR 500,000| Playground and park renovation
Prop 12 .
Bella Vista Park 2 M-H 650,000|Playground and park rengvation
Brooklyn Basin & Marine Max 2 DD 2,700,000 Wetland restoration and shoreline access
Brooklyn Basin to Embarcadero Cove 2 DD 235,000]|Upgrade existing shoreiine trail, improve signage and lighting
State of
Channel Park Trail 2 CA 100,000 | Trail improvements and signage
. Community center improvements include HVAC system, speaker
Chinese Garden Park 2 | I 100,000 |system, soundproofing & permanent display cases
Chinese Garden Park 2 | K 500,000]|New cultural center and landscaping
El Embarcadero Reconfiguration 2 1 DD 2,000,000/reconfigure El Embarcadero
Estuary Channel 2 DD 4,000,000/ Davelop 4.4 acre park
F.M.. Smith 2 1 j 100,000 | Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Henry Kaiser Canvention Cir. I 2 cip 954,000 Facility improvements, deferred maintenance
Jack London Aquatic Center | 2 K 1,500,000 | New boat storage facility with offices and multi-purpose room
Jefferson Square 2 | 100,000|Playground renovation to meet federa! safety standards
State of
Lake Mermitt 2 1 CA 492,500 for engineering, seawall restoration and dock repair
‘ Design of new surface trail connecting Lake Merritt Channel Park
Lake Merritt / Estuary Park Trail Connection 2 K 160,0001and Estuary Park
Prop 12 :
Lake Merritt Seawall 2 Per Cap 300,000| Repair and stabilize seawall and path
Lake Merritt Trash Receptacles 2 ° CIP 12,000/ Instaltation of standardized containers
. | {Funds are available to match a 400,000 grant from the California
. Coastal . .Coastal Conservancy to design and construct demonstration
Lake Merritt Wetlands 2 Cngrvncyi 500,000 wetlands in four locations at Lake Merritt
Main Library 2 CIP_ 290,021 | Facility access
Main Library . 2 cip 100,000 Mezzanine Restroom Upgrade (ADA)
Mandana . 2 | 100,000 | Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Livingston Pier 2 DD - 340,000 Improve signage and lighting
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1890 - 2003
Capital Funding Allocations ATTACHMENT D
by Council District

Morcom Rose Garden $37.500 | Florentine garden lighting
Morcom Rose Garden 2 Kand AA 675,006 Pavement repair, renovation of water features and garden lighting
Municipal Boathouse 2 oD 6,500,000 | renovate boathouse to no longer serve as City offices
Ozakland Museum 2 | : 385,000 Landmark building roof restoration

1Garage floor resurfacing, electronic security improvements,
Oakland Museum 2 | 2,540,000 |waterproofing, Great Court
Oakiand/Laney Tennis Ctr. 2 K 500,000/ Repair existing courts, add new courts, lighting, fencing, bleachers
Peralta 2 | 100,000| Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Recreation Ctr: ({Lincoln Sg, F.M.. Srrith & Jeffsn) 2 | ! 700,000 | Seismic and ADA improvements to three recreation centers
Sailboat House 2 DD 1,250,000{renovate to reveal historic character
San Antonic 2 | 100,000 Playground rencvation to meet federal safety standards
Splash Pad Park 2 | 275,000 |Circulation and landscape improvements

SUBTOTAL 2 29,715,067

The project will repair pathways and parking, provide fencing for
Camron Stanford House 3 | 756,000 the bonsai garden and repair four docks at Lake Memitt
Children's Fairyland 3 CIP 70,000, Pathway access
Children's Fairyland 3 AA 75.000| Upgrades to electric service and park sound system

Renovation of the Jolly Trolley Train and Play Island; New snack
Children's Fairyland 3 | 1,575,000 barr, enhtrance and restrooT improvemen_ts , i
Children's Fairyland 3 DD 3,000,000/ ete
DeFremery Playground 3 K 200,000 New playground for children with disabilities
DeFremery Pool 3 K 400,000 Replacement of pod! fillration system
Durant Mini-Park 3 ! 100,0001 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Estuary Park 3 oD 2,080,000| Reshape shoreline and landscaped area
Flood Control at 7th Street | 3 + DD 4,000,000|Relocate flood control structure

| |, State of| Earthquake repairs and seismic strengthening of the building,
CA, replacement of the mechanicai and electrical systems, and interior

Greene Library Renovation i 3 FEMA 9,500,000 remodeling
Lafayette Square 3 i | . 100,000, Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards

Paric improvements include replacement of the existing restroom,

construction of a community building, playground, pathways tables,
Lafayette Square Park 3 | 1,550,000 | park lighting and landscaping.

Sailboat House renovatiuns, lighting of McKelroy Fountain,
Lakeside Park 3 AA 500,000 electrical upgrades
Lakeside Park- Bandstand 3 | 600,000 Seismic repairs, strengthening and ADA upgrades |
Lafayette Square Park- UPARR 3 CiP $198,000 |Master plan development, restroom construction
Marsten Campbell 3 | 100,000!Playground renovation to meet federal safe% standards

METUVAIIOITOr e POOT T auon Y
MeClymonds Poal 3 | 1,000,000 | new boiler, pool liner, and ventilation system
Moss House Renovations | 3 K 92,000(Roof repair
Mosswood Park Improvements 3 K 500,000 Renovation of field restrooms, upgrade tennis court lighting
Mosswood Playground 3 | 100,000 | Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Qak Park 3 ] 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Poplar 3 . | ; 100,000, Playground rencvation to meet federal safety standards
Raimondi Field 3 | 100,000! Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Raimondi Field 3 K 200,000 Renovation of fields. Matching funds for Prop 40 funding request
Raimondi Field 3 K 800,000|Renovation of sports field
Veterans Memorial Building 3 AA T 400,000 Facility renovations and Installation of HVAC system ]

LEA
Woest Oakland Multi-Purpose Center 3 surplus | 4,000 Window coverings
Woest Oakland Sr, Cir. -3 K 3,199,400/ New senior center facility
West Oakland Youth DevelopmentCntr 3, K | 2,500,0001Design_and construction of new recreation center
Willow Park ~ ' 3 | UPARR | 482,800|Park and playground rencvation
: i Prop 12!
Willow Park / West Oakland Playgrounds | 3 M-H 568,000/ Park and playground rengvation
SUBTOTAL| 3 [ 34,950,200

Allendate o 4 | 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Avenue Terrance Tot Lot 4 CIP 71,159!Installation of new play equipment
Beaconsfield Canyon 4 K 947,000!0pen Space Acquisition
Brookdale 4 | 100,000|Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Castle Canyon Acquisition 4 K 700,000/ Purchase of creekside property
Chabot Observatory 4 K 500,000/ Design of new observatory in Joaguin Miller Park
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Capital Funding Allocations

1990 - 2003

ATTACHMENT D

by Council District

Chabot Observatory an 4 t 6,500,000 | Creation of the Chabot Observatory cience er.
Courtland Creek 4 K 411,500/ Open Space Acguisition and development of a new linear park
LEA
Dimend Library i 4 surplus 5,000/ Installation of alarm system
Pimond Library 4 CiP 147,200 Air conditioning system upgrades
Dimond Park 4 I 100,000| Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Dirmond Park 4 K 150,000|Landscaping for hillside erosion
Joaquin Miller Cascade Landscape © 4 CIP 100,000 Landscape rencvalion at historical cascades
Joaquin Miller Cinderella Creek Bridge |4 K 170,000| Engineering design for bridge over creek in Joaquin Miller Park
Joaguin Miller Community Center | 4 AA 850,000 Construction of a new community center
Joaquin Miller HYAC | 4 CIP 35,000\ Community center air conditioning
Joaquin Mitler Native Plant Nursery <4 CIP ___75,000! Construction of nursery with greenhouses in Joaquin Miller Park
Joaquin Miller Park 4 | 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Joaquin Miller Park- LWCF 4 CIP 150,000 Rencvation of picnic sites
Joaquin Miller Parking 4 CiP 125,000 Parking improvements to serve community center and theatre
Joaquin Milter Tot lot 4 clp 24,500 {construet ADA accessible tot ot in Joaguin Miller Park
Joaquin Mifler Tot lot 4 ADA 73,000 |construct ADA accessible tot lot in Joaguin Miller Park
Joaquin Miller Tot lot 4 CIP 100,000 construct ADA accessible tot lot in Joaquin Miller Park
Prop 12
Laurel District Park Acquisition 4 RZH 250,000 Purchase land for park in high density neighborhood
Montclair Branch Library 4 1 600,000|Building expansion to allow for additional public reading space
| Montclair Pond 4 K 200,000 Pond fitration and rock wall repair
Montclair Recreation Center 4 CIP 150,000 Renovate, improve flooring and upgrade lighting at Rec Center
Prop 12
Montclair Recreation Center 4 | Rz2H 350,000iRenovate, improve fleoring and upgrade lighting at Rec Center
Redwood Meights 4 | 100,000| Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
AA
Redwood Heights Recreation Center State of
Renovation 4 CA 725,000] Recreation center design and construction
Rockridge Greenbeit 4  |CIP - ADA 100,000|Park improvements along Temescal Creek
Prop 12
Rockridge Greenbelt 4 Per Cap 493,500 Park improvements along Temescal Creek
 Sequola Lodge 4 AA 50.,000(Lighting upgrades, woaod floot resurfaci
Shepard Canyon 4 | | 100,000 | Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Woodminister Cascades 4 K 700,000 | Renovation of historical cascades in Joagquin Miller Park
SUBTOTAL 4 15,352,859
Central Reservoir 5 t 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Casar Chavez Library 5 | CIp 400,000 |Relocation of library
Cryer Site 5 oo 1,450,000 | Convert building to community usage
Derby Streat Park I DD 268,000) Construct trail along waterfront
Fruitvale Bridge 5 DD 900,000 Construct waterfront trail
Fruitvale Bridge to Alameda Ave. 5 DD 200,000} Construct waterfront trail
Fruitvale Field 5 | K 400,000 Renovation of sports field
Fruitvale/San Antonio Multipurpose Sr. Clr.. 5 | T K __:  2500,000New senior center facility
Garfield 15 ) 100,000 |Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Lancaster Street to Fruitvale Bridge i 5 DD 130,000|Construct waterfront trail ]
Manzanita 5 i 100,000!Playground rencvation to meet federal safety standards
Melrose Library 5 ciPp_ 100,000 | ADA/Seismic improvements
i Seismic strengthening of the building, renovation of interior and
| ‘ exterior and exterior to comply with the ADA, and upgrades to the
Melrose Branch Library i 5 ! \ 2,700,000 electrical systems
Cakland Women's Museum i 5 DD | 580,000 Construct trail along waterfront
Park Street Bridge i 5 oD 300,000 | Trail connection at bridge
Park Street Triangle [ 5 oD 46,000|Study to determine best option for trail connection
Peralta Hacienda 5 | I: 100,000i Playground renovation to meet federat safety standards
Peralta Hacienda Historical Park 5 ! | 800,000 Renovation of tha histaric Peralta House
i :Development of final phase of the histeric park including cultural
Peralta Hacienda Historical Park | 5 . CIP 50,000 \programming elements
: | Prop 12 Development of final phase of the historic park including culturai
Peralta Hacienda Historical Park 5 ! Heritage'! 100,000 programming elements ]
|Peraita Hacienda Historical Park 5 [ 100,000 construction of a tof fot
. Prop 12} ‘Deveiopment of final phase of the historic park including cuiturai
Peralta Hacienda Historical Park 5 | RIH 500,000 programming elements
Peralta Hacienda Historical Park 5 ! 1,200,000! Acquisition of four residential parcels
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1990 - 2003
Capital Funding Allocations

ATTACHMENT D

by Council District

Péraita Hacienda

|Development of final phase of the historic park including culturat

Phase Ili 5 K 1,195,920! programming elements
AA/
Peralta Hacienda Park Phase Il 5 SAFECC 1,000,000 | Implementation of master plan and historical interpretation of site
Pier 29 Restaurant 5 28] 1,200,000 Incorporate trail
San Antonio- UPARR 5 clP 190,000j Community center , field restroom and soccer field renovations
Sanbomn 5 i 400,000} Playground rengvation to meet federal safety standards
I, State, Consiruction of park improvements and development of community
Sanbormn Park 5 CDBG 954,000 | center design documents.
Union Point Park 5 K 1,040,000] Construct new park on port property
Prop 12
Union Point Park 5 M-H 1,419,000| Construct new park on port property
Union Point to Con Agra 5 DD 4,000,000 Construct new 9 acre waterfront park ]
U.3. Audio 5 oD 1,100,000 | Construct trail along waterfront
SUBTOTAL! 5 25,422,920
Arroyo Viejo i B | 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
New water play area incorporating play equipment with water
Arroyo Water Play Area 6 K 100.000|features
Burckhalter <] | 100,000 | Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
City Stables 5] CiP 65,000 Renovation of stables and facilities
City Stables 6 K 680,000 Renovation of stables and facilities
City Stables 6 Prop 12 400,000| Renovation of stables and facilities
City Stables 6 K 2,240,000{Cpen Space Acquisition
Caoliseum Gardens 6 1 100,000| Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Concordia 5] | 100,000|Playground renovation to mest federal safety standards
Dolphin 6 ! 100,000 Playground renavation to meet federal safety standards |
Greenman Field 6 1 75,000| Development of a master plan and Phase | improvements
i Greenman Figld 6 K 300,000{Renovation of sports field
Prop 12
Greenman Field 6 Per Cap 500,000| To rengvate fields, construct tot lots and other improvements
Greenman Field 6 K 600,000 To renovate fields, construct tot lots and other improvements
Leona Lodge 6 | AA 80,000|Kitchen remadel, wood floor resurfacing
[ 'Provides naw equipmant, replaces damaged windows, improves
@inbow Recreation Ctr.. 5] i 185,000 |restrooms, upgrades landscaping
Redwood Creek 6 K 4,000,000 Open Space Acquisition
Skylineg Ranch improvements 6 K 200,000{Facility code compliance upgrades
SUBTOTAL 6 9,925,000!
66th Avenue Gateway 7 DD 2,000,000 Major gateway to waterfront trail
Brookfield Branch Library 7 | 30,000| New air conditioning system
Brookfield Recreation Center 7 AA 2,300,000 | Design and construction of a new recreation center
Brookfield Senior Center 7 CIP 30,000 |Installation of air conditioning
Brookfield Senior Center 7 AA 1,900,000 Design and construction of a new senior center
Brookfield-lra Jenkins 7 1 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Burke & Hansen Aggregate 7 DD 350,000/ Construct trail along waterfront
Tyrone Camey 7 | 100,000; Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Castlemont Pool 7 | 2.400,000|Pool construction at Castlamont High School
Chabot Golf Course 7 0 AA 150,000|Clubhouse renovations
Colombian Gardens 7 1 100,000]Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Curt Flood Soccer Fieid 7 K 400,000!Rencvation of soccer field
Dunsmuir House & Garden 7 K 400,000] Master plan, new restroom facilities
Dunsmuir House & Gardens 7 CiP 92.000|Access upgrades to Dinkelspeil House
Development of an implementation plan for historic preservation
|Dunsmuir House and Gardens 7 i 2,200,0001and construction of a permanent garden pavilion
Dunsmuir Ridge 7 . K 4,890,875/0pen Space Acquisition
i Davelopment of a sports complex in east Oakland including swim
East Oakland Sports Complex 7 | DD 1,000,000| facilities.
‘ ! |Development of a sports complex in east Oakland including swim
East Oakland Sports Complex T 4,500,000 faciliies,
Elmhurst T I 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Hellman Rec. Area 7 i 100,000} Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
High Street Bridge 7 DD 300,000/ Construct trail along waterfront
Hoily Mini-Park 7 | 100,000 Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Knowland Park/Oakland Zoo 7 AA 1,000,000' Flamingo and Lion exhibit development
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1990 - 2003
Capital Funding Ailocations ATTACHMENT D
by Council District

Snew building restroom entry road improvements, African
Savanna, rides area improvements, elephant exhibit and public art
Qakland Zoo 7 I 2,000,000 installation
Oakland Zoo 7 | 5,470,000 New and renovated animal exhibits infrastructure, visitor facilities
i New Administration building, renovation of animal exhibits,
Oakland Zoo 7 K 10,000,000 |infrastructure improvements
Sheffield Village 7 | 100,000! Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Sobrante Park 7 | 100,000| Playground renovation to meet federal safety standards
Tassafaronga Gym 7 K 1,796,100| Gymnasium replacement
SUBTOTAL 7 44,008,975
12th Street 23 Db 9,500,000]Improve 12th Street and its link to Lake Merritt
i Curt Flood Field, Tassafaronga Field, Caldecott Field, Spunkmeyer
Balifield Construction 1,3447 I 350,000 Field and Raimondi Field improvements
Bancroft Median improvements 6and7 CiP 1,470,000 Median landscape impravements between 73rd to 103rd
Creeks and Waterways Restoration ALL DD 3,200,000{Restore watersheds through Measure DD funds
Citywide Balifield Renovations 4556 AA 2,000,000| Renovations of Greenman, Fruitvale, Allendale, fields
King Estates 6,7 K 860,000|Open Space Acquisition
Lake Memitt Retaining Wall 2and 3 CIP 482,000| Engineering analysis of lake retaining walls system, intermediate
Lake Menmitt Retaining Wall 2and 3 [8]0] 2,000,000|Repairs and renovation to retaining walls
Lake Merritt Facilities 2and 3 DD 3,350,000 | Repair and renovate restrooms, fumishing, signage, docks,
Lake Menmitt Bike and Pedestrian paths 2and3 DD 3,000,000| Widen and improve pedestrian and bike paths and lanes
Repair pathways and parking, provide fencing for the Bonsai
Lakeside Park Z2and 3 I 756,000 Garden, repair 4 permanent docks
Lakeside Park - Sailboat House Docks 2and 3 CIP 30,000| Engineering study of dock repair requirements
Oakland Feather River Camp citywide| AA 500,000 | Construction of new kitchen/dining area and showers
Update the Open Space, Conservation and Recreation element of
OSCAR citywide K 160,000!the General Plan
Replacement of manual watering systems with automatic irigation
Park Irrigation citywide Al 850,000 |systems
Poal Security Fencing 1,2,3.7 CIP 81,146 | Defremery, Temescal, Lions, Fremont site security
Recreation Ctr. Furniture citywide{ CIP 450,000 Purchase of Appliances and Fumiture
LEA
Senior Centers citywide ! surplus 25,000|Purchase of furnishings
Shoreline Acguisition TBD i K 2,079,915 Acquisition of shoreline property
Stormdrain filters, trash barriers at Lake Mer| 2,3 DD 1,000,000 | Improve water quality at Lake Merritt
Tennis Court Resurfacing citywide| AA 114,208 Repair and renovation of tennis courts
SUBTOTAL 22,758,269
GRAND TOTAL! 1,255,044,237!
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