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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS

PARK NEEDS ASSESSMENT
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ABOUT THE TEAM | ' hUP UWURTU

The 2025 LA Park Needs Assessment is an
Initiative of The City of Los Angeles led by the
Department of Recreation and Parks.
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AGENDA | OL,UUWE LG
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PROJECT SCHEDULE: FOUR PHASES | /WAL JUUTUTLUWYWSNEF3S 200U oNrL
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GROUNDING

MEETING WITH INTERESTED
PARTIES AND GROUNDING
IN EXISTING DATA AND
REPORT REVIEW
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EVALUATION

CONDUCTING RESEARCH
AND ANALYSIS TO
UNDERSTAND NEEDS
AND OPPORTUNITIES
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DRAFT PNA

REFINING FINDINGS INTO
A DRAFT PNA
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FINAL PNA

SHARING THE
FINAL PNA
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PROJECT SCHEDULE: FOUR PHASES | /WAL JUUTUTLUWYWSNEF3S 200U oNrL
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GROUNDING

MEETING WITH INTERESTED
PARTIES AND GROUNDING
IN EXISTING DATA AND
REPORT REVIEW

2 3

EVALUATION DRAFT PNA

4

FINAL PNA

SHARING THE
FINAL PNA

CONDUCTING RESEARCH REFINING FINDINGS INTO
AND ANALYSIS TO A DRAFT PNA
UNDERSTAND NEEDS
AND OPPORTUNITIES
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DRAFT PNA | W4Q-P LWIUWA RO

The Draft PNA comment period is
from September 1 - October 15.

You can comment on the plan on our
website here!
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HE CITY OF LA OWNS R,
AND OPERATES OVER 500 [
PARK SITES T
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16,000 ACRES OF PARKS AND 92-MILES

OF TRAILS ARE MANAGED BY THE CITY €

LA RECREATION AND PARKS.
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LA Park Needs Assessment

RAP OVERVIEW | <4 WG LWNMNY

FACILITIES AND AMENITIES
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123 RECREATION CENTERS
2ULQUSh usLSrALLEN

59 POOLS
Lnudu2uLLer

29 SENIOR CENTERS
SUrLSLEMh ysLsrNuLLe

15 LICENSED CHILDCARE

CENTERS
ErEULECR LUURK Lh8EL2UYNCIUG
UELSPNLLEN

411 PLAYGROUNDS
unurunUruLuLER

39 UNIVERSALLY ACCESSIBLE

PLAYGROUNDS
UUS2GLR luunurunuruyLEr

130 OUTDOOR FITNESS ZONES
FUSOMR3U dhELEUR SUrUBLLLN

256 BALL FIELDS
QLMuk HTSEP

29 SKATE PARKS
URE3L U3anhLt

319 TENNIS COURTS
@ELRUR UNPSER

13 GOLF COURSES
QNLdP HTSEP

13 DOG PARKS
cLLrh UBahLt

NATURAL AREAS/EQUESTRIAN

ALUYUL suruosever/arurcuduruty

92 MILES OF HIKING TRAILS
UnNL UrcuduaL Uruessuer

13 LAKES
LGP

7 CAMPS
XKUURUrLEP

3 EQUESTRIAN CENTERS
2hUrSUUUruLLER

CULTURAL/EDUCATION ASSETS
UucuunrerU3bL/urruyuL WyskJitler

GRIFFITH OBSERVATORY
GRIFFITH-h 2hSUrUL

GREEK THEATRE
2NFLULUL RUSMNL

CABRILLO MARINE AQUARIUM
CABRILLO Uydurrnry

VENICE BEACH
VENICE BEACH

12 MUSEUMS
ULAUrUL

FISCAL YEAR 23 - 24
23 — 24 PPLULUWUUTL SULh

Operating Budget
Anpowniwjwut pniok

$348 MILLION

Workforce
Whiwwmnid

1,711 FT rhioeouend
51000+ PT %E%L]pnq

Number of Parks
Wyghttinh pwtwlyp

490
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PROJECT PURPOSE

orva.rp vOUsSwHr

|ldentify current and future
needs, challenges, and
opportunities for improvement
across the City’s parks and
recreational facilities.

The PNA will guide future
iInvestment in park infrastructure
and amenities that is reflective
of the diverse cultures and
communities of the City of
Los Angeles.
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PROJECT PURPOSE
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beyond 25 years into the future.
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WORKING AT MULTIPLE SCALES AT ONCE | UThuuSULe UrUdUUULYY Uk RLULF UWUUMrIUYLErNFU

High-Level
Innovative Tools
and Criteria

Local Geographies
and Lived Reality
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LA Park Needs Assessment

IGH-LEVEL INNOVATIVE
TOOLS AND CRITERIA
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SOCIAL EQUITY, CLIMATE, AND
ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATORS ALONG PARK
ACGESS AND PRESSURE INDIGATORS WILL
FACTOR INTO AN EVALUATION OF PARK NEED.
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ENGAGEMENT
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ENGAGEMENT

UUWULWGUSNEE@3NEL

Public engagement is foundational
to a comprehensive
Park Needs Assessment!
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CO-CREATING THE PNA | UuQ-k QUUUUSELONFU

GCOMMUNITY
ENGAGEMENT
AND OUTREACH
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TECHNICAL
ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
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BROAD
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COMMUNITY MULTI-
VIRTUAL PARTNER ENGAGEMENT LINGUAL
MEETINGS PROGRAM VIDEOS TEAM
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POP- EQUITY FOCUSED TRADITIONAL STEERING

UPS WORKSHOPS MEETINGS COMMITTEE REELS
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STATISTICALLY TECHNICAL
INTEREST GROUP VALID ORKSHODS L
WORKSHOPS SURVEYS e COMMITTEE
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ENGAGEMENT

PRESS
RELEASES

MELESSNESS IS A MAJOR BARRIER TO VISITING N
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COMMUNITY
ENGAGEMENT
PARTNER VIDEDS

PROGRAM

EQUITY FOCUSED TRADITIONAL STEERING

WORKSHOPS MEETINGS COMMITTEE
A YOUTH
'WORKSHOPS
3 SOCIAL s
MEDIA

PREVENT YOU OR MEMBERS OF YOUR

4,146 1,008 267 290 60,000+ 7
Online Survey Statistically Valid Phase 1 Community Meeting Pop-Up Social Media Tribal Briefings
Responses Survey Responses Attendees Attendees Interactions/Impressions Snhdwjhu
WUngwlg hwpgdwlu Ungwlug hwpgdwlu  1-hUu thnh hwdwjupuwihu dwdwluwynp YGuinbph Unghwjwywu gwugtph  édtwwagpnygubn
wwuwnwuhuwuubn wwuwnwupiwuutn hwunhwydwu Jwubwyhgutp Jwulbwyhgutn thnpuwgnbtignLpjncuutp/
nuwjwynpnipjnlulbn

HELP SHAPE THE

FUTURE OF LOS
ANGELES CITY
PARKS!

iAYUDE A DARLE FORMA AL
“UTURO DE LOS PARQUES DE LA
JDAD DE LOS ANGELES!

10 100,000 55,000+
Council District Interest Group Community Partner Youth Mailed Postcards Reel Views
Briefings Meetings Organizations Workshops ®nuwnny nLnupyywéd NhiGph nhunnwdubp
ftunphpnh 2ppwliwighu Cwhwaqgpghn wdwjupwyihbu gnpépuybnp Gphunwuwnpnwywu pwghyubp
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PROJECT WEBSITE | 5rUQ.LE GUSL

ok NE
W o SUMMER 2025 SURVEY
| HEC & A )
Pl S Find a Park Planming Frocess Community Engagament Resources FAG
‘-l g, E;-E-HE";- Vielcome! Reactions Equity 2:::
The City of Los Angeles Recreation and Parks Department would like your input to help determine park and recreation priorities for our
community.

-

Your responses will be confidential. Only aggregated survey results will be shared
This survey will take about 10 minutes to complete. We greatly appreciate your time!

lpi—— 4 s
p . d When the survey closes, we will hold a raffle for Park Needs Assessment gear. If you would like to be part of the raffle, please provide
& 2 your contact information at the end of the survey.

|4

1 What is your ZIP Code? UPCOMING ENGAGEMENT EVENTS PHASE 2 COMMUNITY MEETING
( Jp— MATERIALS
Did you know? \ - e —— POP-UPS
Community Meeting
August Recording
h e re a re o t 5 o o TUES Sun Valley Neighborhood Council National Night Out
I u 5 6:00-8:30p Watch the Phase 2 Community

Mesting

Sun Valley Recreation Center
8133 Vineland Ave, Sun Valley, CA 91352

More information here!
Community Meeting
Presentation
PREVIOUS COMMUNITY MEETINGS B English & Spanish
B Korean
B Armenian
=" B Mandarin

The City of Los Angeles is excited to begin work on updating its Park Needs Assessment
for the first time since 2009. The Park Needs Assessment will be a roadmap to just and

Community Meeting
Boards

fair capital investment in parks and recreation and equitable connections to quality : .
parks and recreation, to meet current and future needs of residents! 1 eoo73c '

Watch the Recording Here!

NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
June REPORTS
SAT Granada Hills Recreation Center (ak.a. Petit Park)
City of LA Neighborhood Councils are an
28 10:00a-12:00p important part of this project because

. LA Park Meeds Assessment 2025 i‘|:|
Copy link

WEBSITE RESOURCES
Yu3Lh AGUNFLAULEN

Phase 3 Community Meetings/
Events Information & Materials

3-pn thneh hwdwjupwyhu
hwunhwnrdutph/dhgngwnnirdubphp
JwuhU tnGnGwundnipyntu W Uynipbp
. Draft PNA

Watch on 8 Yodlube uqu"h UthJUJq.hb

Translate This Site
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- EQUITY GROUP
- SESSIONS
!
GRITICAL SOGIAL SERVIGES PARKS IN PLACE
UUNPSULP UFU3PL LhUSER U39hLEGre SGNry
ACCESS FOR ALL THE PUBLIC STAGE
<UWUULGLPNF@3NFL FNLAMPr KUUUR <ULLUSRkL FEGU
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LA Park Needs Assessment

DRAFT PNA | tuq.-h LWWWEAhO
SECTIONS AND CHAPTERS | AUSRTLULER L A LNFIUTLER

SECTION II:

SECTION I1I: SECTION IV:
SECTION I: RECREATION SECTION V:

CONTEXT AND PARKS D 3 N T D 4 GUIDELINES D 5 IMPLEMENTATION

1. CONTEXT 2. RECREATION AND 3. COMMUNITY 4. GUIDELINES 5. IMPLEMENTATION
<WUUWSGLUS PARKS TODAY NEEDS . NF16SNF33 LGN IR EAELRREIREST0N o)
LWULAUSHh LJWUUW3LLE
JU3Nrere cd qurpeLer
U3apLGNMG W3U0r
Chapter1| Qniju 1: Chapter4 | Qniju 4: Chapter7| Qniju 7: Chapter 10| @ n1ju 10: Chapter 14| Qni1jui4:
Executive Summary History of the Park System Benchmarking Site Planning Costs and Funding
Qnpdwnhp wdthnhnud Wghutiph hwdwlwpgh Zwydwuwnwagpned Stnh wwuwynpnd Swhuutip L $huwuwynpned
wwuwndnrpnLu
Chapter 2| Qniju2: Chapter 8| Qni1juv 8: Chapter 11| Qniju 11: Chapter15|9n1juls:
Planning Context Chapter5|Qniju 5: Site Prioritization Park Classifications Action Plan
Mwlwynpdwl RAP by the Numbers Stntnh Wjghutph nwuwywpaned QnpénnnLpjwl Spwaghp
hwdwuwnbpuwn ZJyU pytpny wnwlbwhGppnLpnLu
Chapter12| Q. ni1hu12:
Chapter 3| Q|nLju3: Chapter 6 | Q- niju 6: Chapter 9| Qniju 9: Ongoing Engagement
Engagement Current Budget and Regional Snapshots cwpniuwlwywl
UwulwygntpnLu Finance . Swpwownewlw)hu JwulwygnrpjnLu
Participacion . LGpywjhu pjnptl Gy wwwnybp
dhuwluwynnpnidp Chapter 13| 9|nchu 13:
Level of Service Standards
Uwwuwpydwlu dwywnnwyh

swhwupoubn
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SECTION 1: CONTEXT | 2UdBU 1. QUUUSHLUS

‘HOWTO

USE THE PNA' | RLQAMGU OQ-SIGL UUQ-h8

for where the site sits within the City.

PNA SHORTCUTS FOR THOSE
INTERESTED IN A SPECIFIC PARK

The PNA is organized and designed to be a tool for understanding and advancing park equity and
investment. Users can first locate their park or prospective park site of interest in the Universe of Sites
table found in Chapter 15: Action Plan. From there, readers can refer back to earlier chapters to explore
how that site scores in terms of prioritization, what classification it falls under, and which guidelines apply
for its future planning, design, and development. Chapter 9: Regional Snapshots offers additional context

Start here to find your park or park site in
the Universe of Sites table!

Source: OLIN, 2025.

38 SECTION I: CONTEXT | CHAPTER 1: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

:\\I’_ :\\I/_ :\”’4
FIRST PRIORITY nS N nS
Rank Title Size (Acres)  PNA Classification Region Composite Score
22 105th Street Pocket Park 0.1 Mini Park South |
. 1 11th Avenue Park 0.21  MiniPark South ]
5 97th Street Pocket Park 043 Mini Park South |
11 Arts District Park 0.51  Mini Park Cen/East (NG
25 Caballero Creek Confluence Park 153 Neighborhood Park Valley |
12 LAR Greenway - Mason to Vanalden 6.22 Greenway Valley |
20  Leo Politi Elementary School (CSP) 2.02 Community School Park Cen/East |
13  Little Green Acres Park 0.23 Mini Park South |
7  PerSquare Mile - Downtown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
14 PerSquare Mile - East Vermont Square 3.00 Prospective Site South |
17  PerSquare Mile - Exposition Park 3.00 Prospective Site South ]
15 PerSquare Mile - N Hist South Central 3.00 Prospective Site South ]
23  PerSquare Mile - North Hollywood 3.00 Prospective Site Valley ]
24 PerSquare Mile - Pico-Union 3.00  Prospective Site Cen/East NN
6 PerSquare Mile - University Park North 3.00  Prospective Site Cen/East (NG
18 PerSquare Mile - Van Nuys - Valley Glen 3.00 Prospective Site Valley ]
PerSquare Mile - Westlake 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
9  PerSquare Mile - Westlake-Koreatown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
21 Rolland Curtis Park 0.09  MiniPark South |
2 Saint James Park 0.90  Mini Park Cen/East (NG
3 SanJulian Park 0.29  Mini Park Cen/East NG
16  Sixth Street Viaduct Park 1252  Community Park Cen/East (NG
4 South Victoria Avenue Park 0.26  Mini Park South ]
10  Valencia Triangle 0.06 Mini Park Cen/East |
19 Vermont Miracle Park 0.22  Mini Park South ]
SECOND PRIORITY
39  111th Place Pocket Park 0.09  MiniPark South ]
80 1st And Broadway Civic Center Park 1.96 Neighborhood Park Cen/East (NG
123 4206 S Main St Maintenance Yard 0.48  Single Purpose Site South I
119 49th Street Pocket Park 019  MiniPark South |
93 61st Street Pocket Park 042  MiniPark South ]
67 6th & Gladys Street Park 0.34  Mini Park Cen/East (NG

Figure 21. Each park or park site is listed in the Table of Sites, which lets readers know how it is prioritized, its classification, and its region.

DRAFT

LEARN HOW THE PARK WAS PRIORITIZED

RESULTS AND TAKEAWAYS PRIORITIZATION 8Y REGION

5%
255iTES

26%
133 SITES %

3%
71SiTES

%
425ITES

28%
148 SITES

AR 0 PosPEETE PARLSTES

7 WL PRORTIED Bt oA TSTM
O COMMATT MO 4 BN
G

COMMUNITY SCHOOL PARK

LEARN WHAT GUIDELINES APPLY

INFRASTRUCTURE ®

®

LEARN ABOUT REGIONAL NEEDS AND
INITIATIVES

SOUTH

'SOUTH LA NEIGHBORHOODS AND
COUNCIL DISTRICTS

DRAFT

PRIORITIZATION

See how parks and park sites are scored based
on need, equity, access, and other criteria to
understand which sites rise to the top.

The Prioritization chapter starts on page 153.

CLASSIFICATIONS

Learn how each park and park site is classified
by size, type, and function to help provide
guidelines to meet current and future needs.

The Classification chapter starts on page
239.

GUIDELINES

Find best practices for site planning,
amenities, and level of service standards for
different park classifications.

The Guidelines chapter starts on page 217.

REGIONAL SNAPSHOTS

Explore and understand community needs and
challenges unique to each region in the City.

The Regional Snapshots chapter starts on
page 189.
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LA’S PARKS HELP US THRIVE EVERYDAY BY PROVIDING
SPACES TO PLAY, LEARN, AND CONNECT IN NATURE.

Parks are for all Angelenos.

he mountains

ense of communty

ops for endle

orovide the perfe: 9 that they continue to enrich our lives and help s
thrive.

THROUGH THESE SHARED SPACES,
PARKS ENRICH OUR LIVES AND HELP US
THRIVE.

EQUITY, INFRASTRUCTURE,
AND PARK SPECIFIC
MASTER PLANS

In addition to the Key Reports summarized above,
several regional and national, planning documents

play
of Equity and Infrastructure with the future of

our Parks System. Local Park-Specific planning
efforts are instrumental in bringing forward park
needs and community objectives for some of RAPs
largest parks.

HANDBOOK FOR GENDER-INCLUSIVE
URBAN PLANNING AND DESIGN, 2020
Prepared By: International Bank for Reconstruction
and Development/The World Bank and KDI
Summary: Presents the economic and social case
for gender inclusion in urban planning and design;
providing guidelines on how to implement gender
inclusive design of public spaces, parks, etc.

Pl Space

COEXISTENCE IN PUBLIC SPACE, 2021

par PUR (San Francisco Bay Area
Planning and Urban Research Association)
Summary: Provides useful tactics and approaches
for engaging issues of the unhoused community
in public spaces, and the best ways to organize

towards the betterment of public space for users.

SEPULVEDA DAM BASIN MASTER PLAN
AND ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT, 2011

Prepared By: U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers
‘Summary: Identifies land use classifications and
multiple resource management topics for the
Sepulveda Basin. The USACE is updating the Master
Plan during 2025,

SEPULVEDA BASIN VISION PLAN, 2024

Prepared By: City of Los Angeles BOE and RAP
Summary: The plan proposes 48 distinct projects
across a 25-year horizon for land within the
Sepulveda Basin. Projects emphasize climate
resiliency and access for both neighboring
communities and the region-at-large. Objectives
aim to balance the recreational, ecological, cultural,
and resiliency functions.

AVISION FOR GRIFFITH PARK, 2013

Prepared By: City of Los Angeles RAP.
Summary: Building off the 1978 Master Plan, this
Vision Plan aims to preserve the urban wilderness
identity of Griffith Park and its biodiversity while

nhancing the existing programmatic uses of the
park

DRAFT
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RECYCLED WATER MASTER PLAN, 2012

Prepared By: LADWP and LA County Public Works,
LASAN and LABOE

Summary: Strategies to maximize implementation
potential of expanded recycled water use to help
secure a more sustainable water supply for the
City. Important to LA's parks is the inclusion of new
recycled supplies to meet non-potable demands.

STORMWATER CAPTURE MP, 2015

Prepared By: LADWP
Summary: Investigates the use of stormwater

s a supply for the City of LA including both
groundwater recharge and direct use. Creates
funding mechanism for projects that either capture
and augment the City's groundwater aquifers or
directly use water through site-specific storage and
distribution.

ENHANCED WATERSHED MANAGEMENT
PLAN(S)

Prepared By: Various”

Summary: The City of LA exists within several
watersheds, including the Upper LA River, Santa
Monica Bay, Ballona Creek, Dominguez Channel,
and Marina del Rey watersheds. Several Watershed
Management plans are relevant for park compliance
across RAPs system

DRAFT

LASAN BIODIVERSITY INDEX BASELINE
REPORT, 2022

Prepared By: City of Los Angeles, Department of
Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation and Environment
Summary: Uses 25 metrics to assess the City's
progress towards a no-net loss biodiversity target.
This creates scores for the existing biodiversity of
parks to track goals moving forward.

CITY OF LOS ANGELES LA RIVER
REVITALIZATION MASTER PLAN, 2007

Prepared By: City of Los Angeles Department of
Public Works Bureau of Engineering

Summary: Identifies a number of improvements
that relate to LA River adjacent park spaces and an
interconnected system of green streets and walking
loops.

LARIVER
HASTER

PLAN

LA RIVER MASTER PLAN, 2022

Prepared By: LA County Public Works

Summary: Community-based goals, design
guidelines, and equity-focused strategies for multi-
benefit projects for the 51 miles of the LA River.
Includes areas within and around several City of LA
Parks as Planned Project sites

Faureds. Souce:0
IN-PERSON OPEN HOUSES VIRTUAL OPEN-HOUSE MEETINGS
P followed an d r th
interactive format designed to encourage active unable to attend the in-person open houses to hear
involvement. After an introductory presentation, the same presentation from any location. Following
stations with session gave
and interactive boards. Informational boards participants the opportunity to ask questions and

provided participants with greater detailabout the  engage with the project content.
project. Interactive boards provided participants

with opportunities to express their opinions and

preferences. RAP staff and consultants were

available to answer participants’ questions.

IN-PERSON OPEN HOUSES PROVIDE A
FORUM FOR RESIDENTS TO GIVE DIRECT
FEEDBACK AND BE IN DIALOG WITH THE
PROJECT TEAM.

58 SECTION | CONTEXT | CHASTER 3 ENGACEMENT DRAFT
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Fiure 46 Phase 2 community meing st Laayett Recreaion Center. Source OLI 2025

ENGAGEMENT MATERIALS

Materials provided at the meetings: project boards,
project fact sheets, sticky note comments cards
and contact information. A large city map allowed
participants to indicate where they ive and parks
they frequently use. Materials were available in
Engiish, Spanish, Mandrin, Korean, and Armenian.

ol

Fiue 7. Source: OLN,2025.
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HISTORY OF THE PARK SYSTEM

CHAPTER 5:
RAP BY THE NUMBERS

CHAPTER 6:
CURRENT BUDGET AND FINANCE
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Eerly California Cultural Atias project suggest that
re were around 100 Tongva villages spread
across Los Angeles at the time of the missions.”
Griffth Park was the former home of the Tongva
and there are at least three known settlement sites
within the park: near Fern Dell, west of Travel Town
near Universal City, and close to the Feliz adobe

‘The Early Years (1781-1885)

The City of Los Angeles was established by a group
of settlers under Spanish colonial rule as a farming
community in 1781 Under Anglo-American

rule, which began in 1848, the City inherited two
Spanish-style open plazas that structured public
life: Plaza Park and Central Park (present-day

and ranger station " In additior
tobe one of the largest Tongva Settlements, was

These plazas
with formal lawns and fruit trees with eventual

PARK AMENITIES

Across the park system, there are
thousands of park amenities, mclumng
active and passive areas, recreatior
e e
and iconic structures like the Griffith
Observatory or the Greek Theatre. The.
systemis so vast it can be difficult to

STAFFING SNAPSHOT

RAP OPERATING BUDGET AND STAFFING OVER TIME

encapsulate the extent of features. %
located west of the Los Angeles River n the path additions such as fountains and walkways as the g wwn
of what is today Route 101, in close proximity to surrounding neighborhoods developed more During 2024, RAP completed an 3 o
Elysian Park The park is part of a belt of hllyland  residential and commercial uses.” As the City's assessment of about 34 types of RAP has nat rec Betwoen FY tull 2
that with /it gradually began to acquire recreational amenities at 355 sites. RAP time statfing poaked and FY 2015 when it hit an aii-time low, 750 full-time pasSions were skminated from £ coom B
live caks and California black walnut trees and parcels of land to meet the needs of the residents completes this assessment annually. the cepartment. Since FY 2015, anly 153 restored as of FY 20; the majority £
provided sustenance and arelabe food sourcefor for park purposes such a Eastake Prk present- o O D o . -
the Tongva. day Lincoln Park) which was acquired in 1874: or poor and help provide a detated . o s i I I I I I
Inthe San Fernando Valley, many park sites have ederstacifg ofafackty’s cursel RAFS part-
Figue e - ties to historic locations of Fenandeio Tataviam ST T2 SR e Fg 55 Socce leyrs tpan acif Pk in Wast L. Surce 0L time staff budget has remained nearly constant aver tha pazt |5yﬂn.0urﬂ|| e it pact> I I I I I
sites, such as Sepulveda Basin, which is near the ] i o= R L ) For context,
site of the historic village Siutcanga. The name ” e was $8 per hour.™ In 2015, n-malmmmnmhd-mp-rmmmwmw"hdfzm
cITY OF Los ANGELES Siutcanga means “the Place of the Oaks,” and was - = R = e il b Gty o Lo v 47 A,P_m_" e
established near a freshwater spring along the mouzied relstrvely = 2017 00 0

basin ® Present-day Sepulveda Basin recreation cormtat. A res, RAP s e hmen ar-time work anrwsaly.

areas were part of the fishing, hunting, and i

RECREATION AND PARKS STORY

Land Stewardship ~ (Pre-1781)

ity of Los Angeles and its surrounding areas,

gathering grounds of the inhabitants of S\u(cangz =
The living descendants of the many Indigenous
communities of Los Angeles continue to engage
with the land through contemporary spiritual

RAP BY THE NUMBERS

Skate Parks Golf Courses
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o
9
N
Em:
-
Al
Ed
S
=

IMPACT OF STAFFING
AND BUDGET CUTS

practices. Agencies ike the Department of Water
‘and Fowes and the Fort of Los Angeles affer
higher salaries snd mare overtime cpRorLNiTes,

Los Angeles, known as “Tovangar”in the Tongva extending from the Santa Monica Mountains to practices and climate activism* o, ey e, 16,000+ ON OPERATIONS & iy ; Mt s ol £ MAF e

language, has been the home of Indigenous people  the Channel lslands." Present-day downtown Los Conrein Goagaphy i i Owin S 4 MAINTENANCE FULL AND PART-TIME STAFF POSITIONS AUTHORIZED OVER TIME
such as the Tongva, or Gabrielino, Fernandefio \ngeles was primarily inhabited by the Tongva ACRES OF Recreation & Senior Outdoor Fitness Areas Deferred maintenance is increasing, resuiting

Tataviam, and the Chumash for over 10,000 years.”  and their settlements were both independent PARKLAND enter: Interviews with RAP staff revesled the foll g st With s fcum o

65, Photogreptic print of a pining f the Missen San il
mnv.«w he San Gabrial mountain it background Pantng

i S

and interconnected. In the 18th century, Spanish
settlers established missions throughout California
to spread Catholicism and strengthen allegiance
£o Spain,and many Indigenous communities were
enslaved at these missions.

MANY PRESENT-DAY PARK SITES ARE
RELATED TO HISTORIC VILLAGE SITES OR
SACRED SITES OF INDIGENOUS PEOPLES.

Indigenous knowledge and present day research
reveals that many present-day park sites are related
to historic village sites or sacred sites of Indigenous
Peoples. Spanish baptismal records collected by the

DRAFT

Figue70.

DRAFT

Angels T Photographic

PARKS

92

MILES OF
TRAILS

1,71m & 5,000

FULL-TIME PART-TIME
EMPLOYEES EMPLOYEES

Playgrounds Tennis Courts

Splash Pads

Museums

Dog Parks

DRAFT
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challenges resting from budiget constrainta.

‘essantial tasks ke lister rmoval, restroom
elearing, snd landscaping: cther necossary

responsibilities growing. RAP staff are being
ashed to do more with less loading ta staff
Bumcut, defomed maintenance. and growing
waitlists for prograrms. For example. recreation
‘centers sed to have staff on Sundays. but

o dlo not 25 a resut of  straned budget.
Anecdotally. RAP statf discuussed a deciine in
maintenance quaity due to lowes statfing and less
trequent visits ta service parks. Staff aiso shared
that RAR switched from a system of dedicated
‘gandener caretakers for each park toa aystem
where staff vsit parks on rotation within a district

yed laading to more
expantive repairs and incraszed City iaiiy cver
time:

RAP s responsible for prowviding sheltars
during smergencies, creating saditionsl and
ictasle for statt. A extreme
s benen inkemmrend frequancy, tnis
will be a grawing role for RAP within the city.

Over the long term, during aconemic downtums,
RAP staft positions are eliminated more quickly
and in larger numbers than

Vacare £ e possions contia to bs

dise o limited resources and lower wages

Fr

pathways nto City senvices with part-time
peaitions and establisher cnboarding and taning

e urmsc s

your. Betwean
2024-and FY 2025, 207 vacant ful-time positions
wers glimiraty g
APz cporating necds.
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1,388,312

LOS ANGELES WAS BENCHMARKED

DENSITY, LAND USE, AND URBAN
PARKLAND CHALLENGES; AND CITIES

guidelines and recommendations 1o focus on t
ach site. For example, the e species composition
crterion, which messures the percentage of o site’s
trée canopy that & made ug of native species, may.
leaxt RAP to Focus on the guideline pertaining to
native planting variety. See Section IV: Guideines.

Jl LA County PHA
_!ulw ) o S e Pt

P ———
[ ey |

Spanish, English, Korean

What we heard..

“Staff are almost
always amazing

New parks like the one
near Chinatown are well-

DRAFT

Outdoor Facilities

1. Unprogrammed green spaces
2. Natural areas & wildlife habitats
3. Non-paved, multi-use trails

d are the "
AGAINST PEER CITIES IN CALIFORNIA; m ;::;;:‘:i;: iy o h:‘:\ki:srzm :.m;. Facilities ‘
CITIES OF SIMILAR SIZE, POPULATION, ey have funt . Swimming pool

2. Walking/jogging track

- .
e B N
PEER CITY BENCHMARKING s e AR O ATSOURCSAGROSS S
Ta prioritize whars RAP shauld invest first, sach Highest Weight ARE FROM DATASOURCES ACROSS i b -
ising pak and prospactive puk st n Lhe ) DIFFERENT SCALES OF MEASUREMENT \ s | EAST/CENTRAL .
e o e e ikl = Park Prassure SLUEE \ / Current and Future Needs: Survey Results
citaria y
park et sioss e Gy snd coviroics [ 1] arks Conattion Assessment T T AT D e A A s S e
of park facilities a5 wel as factors in social and PRSI M Y ¥ of City of LA pat i half] s ity of L i
pobbriey ke ’ Low Shade Cover taes.
:‘L’“;::‘;Lﬁ;"':m’::ﬂ“ St oigrmank e B Clatow City Parks Acres of Parkland Residents centers perks S 3
=, 27095 1465 56 dn 12 Bu 339
B 33% —
I Visited
EVALUATION CRITERIA AND WEIGHTING s XN SRR
San Francisco The 24 citeria in the PNA prioritization framework Sports Fields  Playgrounds  Recreation & ~ Pools & Average Canopy sy ey Moy Yeary
e ackowhedge the rol of parks & crtical 0 | criminsization Burdsn and Courts Community  Splashpads ~ Coverage in 65% 50%
not just ion but for [ | History Centers Parks Brellent Eroellent Rec Centers.
e ey O gy - o 2%
ricrities. Mary critéia touch on several of these H: ited Have Not Visited
Themes (oo ) LSO G YTty Onfom Spsion DEMOGRAPHICS o S
The equally .I e b 2 kit 8% 5% 1% 1% $70 094 $81 173 Clyarg 3% 15%  26% 9% 1%
M:diﬂﬂmww—mﬂ;f:::;“ W!-T'r' Cltywide Bocky U ST v 'H » :’ Galy Weeky  Monthy  Year Les thnoneayear
cition vk Given & weig on ingut from Lowest Weight ] ledian HH itywide
he PNA Stesring Comattae tigh, medhum, ot . g _ 12% 17% ‘ T e income Y Walking Distance Bond Measure
In the overal proritization, the highweight criteria ] Parks Physical Condition (&) citywide Asian Latine Fewer than half of About two-thirds of
counte 3 times a5 Much as the ow weight crleria. Rec Centers Physical Condition () Central/East region Central/East region
2 e mdum e cust s Ny 151,357 624,523 s respondents feel that e respondents support
raic s thr o welght cfere Leshostasd - iecs rw scoogh) 3 e
I. oty ity it Income below Citywide p e Yes A
Park on poverty level centers within walking tion faciliti
RELATING CRITERIA TO PNA GUIDELIKES AT 26% 20% : ° recreation faciities
RAP wil use both the overal priority score as wel :,m,, Connectivity Cltyvide vinte East/Centrat ot ::’s:::u of their -
5 g o stk s et e Giyoria 371 37.5 . o
on specific tari b plan for the uture.Beciuss /e .
i e o i erters Top 3 languages spoken: Medianage Citywide Top 3 Most Important... Top barriers to visiting parks and
scores can help RAP identify the most critical Water Guality Priority recreation centers more often:

49%  40%

People experiencing ow where to
homelessness there go/what is offered

38%

are we 3. Exercise & fitness equipment Facilities are not well- N visible patrolling
maintained. Hiking trails
WITH ASPIRATIONAL RECREATION AND Ko mm e ’ ] ; - maintained; Toofar  presence
PARK SYSTEMS. / T R L Putting more s oo Fow live near v from ek Tesidonce;
b L ¢ ez g in downtown where people live. the largest park. 1. Special events/festivals Lack of public
_— We need to build CoIemD
places more 2. Arts & crafts classes
) thoughtfully”
122 SECTION I COMMUNTY NEEGS | CHAPTER 7.BENCHMARKING. DRAFT DRAFT LA PARK NEEDS ASSESSMENT 125 1 SEETICN . COMMLNTY NESDS § CHASTER & STE FRICEITZATION, DRAFT DRAFT 3. Fitness/wellness programs
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Parks and recreation faciities shoukd be thoughtfully O larger sites, where space allows. separating trails

Wakireg traits in parks allow users to explore the
integrated into the fabric of sumeunding for horses, cyclists, and pedestriana can enhance. @

— >
STREET GRID CONNECTIVITY TRAIL MODE SEPARATION INTERNAL WALKING TRAIL SAFE ROUTES/PASSAGES
Mairtain phrysical and visual connections to the Soparate trais into paths for horses, cyclists, and foatures in parks 1o sach othar using

strast grid. podastrians. circuation.

Ceitica to equitable acceas and connectivity is

agacent

ways o get o pasks and

a2 visual cannections, such a3 gateways, sght
s, e walking paths theough the site n brs weth
those stroets.

walkireg path might ba surtacod with stone fines,
bl an adjacant biks trail could be paved weh
‘asphalt and an equestrian tral might use packed dirt €=3

or atane auited to horss hooves. TRAIL COKNECTION

14
SEAMLESS PUBLIC SPACE

recraation facilities and other adjacent putlic:

spaces.

Residents do mat typicaly perceive differances
cwnersh

LOOP TRAIL
Provids.

Loap trii provide apporturities for pecple o
it

n iz, 0y
in experiences and missng connections. Barmiers
and

par e
that they may not cthanwiss be aware of with

viabiity. fegional ecosystems aise do not otserve
junsicrional boundanies and must e thought of as
integrated, functional systems.

T8 ST CLSDELNS | CHBFTER 1 375 AN

they wil end up whers
they started. When they are a specifically measured
length, oz trails alow Lsers to exsily walk,Jog,
bise, or skate to a number of steps ar miles they
may be targeting for exencise and waliness.

Maintain connections ta the paved trail natwork.

rail users are park and recreation faciicy users
Parks and recreation facikties can serve a5
trailheas, trail destinations, or kcaticns to stop
and rest along a trai. Farks and recreation facilibes
may alsa host critical tral links, leading to & more
comnected system.

oRAFT

neighborhaods. They shoukd be sited to minimiza safoty and reduca conflicts amang usars moving at Lsea. They siao help keeg users off of any sensitive  recraation faciities from home, schoos ibranes,

disruptions 1o the sreet g, which is imegralto s differen: speeds. This separation aisc reinforces the rative vegetazion or planted areas. Walking trais trarit szops, and cther destinaticns within their
network. are within 2 par can y Well-it,

onct enmvironment. i age groups, evercze gaals, 3 trai crganzations

site, efforts shouid be made to maintain physical further support this approsch: for axamgle. a park expenences. and public agencies, and cpportunities ta cvercome

prysical ana parcened barmiers should b proftized.

MINI PARK

\/.‘L{.://

Figure 181, Paton StPocket Park. Source: Lauren Elach, 2025

Mini parks are very typically less

designed to provide walkabl

tog 9

P ith features

like benches and trees. Due to their limited size, mini parks tend to be more passive and simpler in their

designs, offering quick places of respite.
TYPICAL SIZE (ACRES)

<

TYPICAL LENGTH OF VISIT
(HOURS)

0251

TYPICAL ACCESS

Mini parks should be accessible by foot via local
streets and sidewalks. They should be located away
from busy roadways and noisy areas to support
quiet neighborhood use.

TYPICAL AMENITIES
UNIVERSAL ELEMENTS IN ALL ZONES

® &)

Sesting  Shade identity Lowmpact
Features  Development
BMPs.

@) INTENSIVE USE

@3 PROGRAMMABLE GATHERING
park
Shater

@D recreation

Seating

Basketball Water Play.
Court

CASUAL USE

Shade
Picnic Area Structure

@ naturaL

20

. Natural
Management  Space

Individual  Casual Use.
Space

INFRASTRUCTURE

Bike Rack Street

Parking

Support
Facility
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Saf
Pedestrian
‘Access

TYPICAL ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS
SMALL ELEMENTS

(<100057)

Sculpture  Interprotive
(Vories) Display
(vanes)

Mural
Stucture 50051

MEDIUM ELEMENTS
(10005000 5F)

LARGE ELEMENTS

(6:0005F)
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ENGAGEMENT GUIDELINES

Los

+ Incl d i i Engaging
2 broad range of community members—
particularly those not traditionally included in
park planning processes—allows for a diversity
of expertise about park uses, safety, desired
amenities, and many other elements. This on-the-
ground knowledge from residents, alongside input
from less-served community groups, can lead to

. Park

planning and esign processes offer a platform
to cultivate community leaders. The result is an
active group of residents with stronger ties to the
site, facility, and staff which aid in fostering an
overall sense of trust.

p d all
Angelenos alike, resutting in better system-wide

+ Equity in access and outcomes: Historically,
L les has not

always been equitable. Engagement, particularly
i dstobe a

alignment

+ Asense of communal ownership: People who
participate in planning and designing their park

core element of planning processes from the
beginning, with the aim to reduce disparities
in access to quality green space and provide

heal
ownership and pride, cultivating long-lasting
stewardship relationships with their local public
spaces. This connection can help improve park.
d

resources.

From design to operations, meaningful community
‘engagement for park projects should aim to create.

leads to greater trust and transparency.

Angeleno feels welcomed and heard Engagement
at every scale should prioritize communities that
have historically been underserved by public

DRAFT

investment and underrepresented in park planning,
budgeting, and decision-making processes. To
implement inclusive engagement processes,

they should be developed and implemented

in partnership with community members and
community based organizations (CBOs), and
adapted to reflect and be relevant to specific
communities needs.

Metrics can be used not only to define the
milestones necessary for a successfully completed

WHEN AND HOW TO
USE THE ENGAGEMENT
GUIDELINES

The following engagement guidelines are

significant capital improvement project (at a
system wide scale) and in the long-term

stewardship, operations, and programming

project but also the h f
the engagement process itself. Creating a plan to
routinely collect and report out engagement data
during the fife cycle of a

is followed by a more detailed description

transparency and trust, but also creates a standard

of how the engagement guidelines can be
pecific projects and in day-to-day.

operations. These guidelines are a starting
. hould

that parks
tointeral and community goals.

WHAT TYPES OF FITHESS AN WELNESS
PROGRAMS WOULD YOU BF HOST INTERESTED

DRAFT

be considered and adapted to its community
history and context accordingly.

ACQUISITION

Community engagement during the
acquisition phase of a park project should
keep residents adequately informed about the
acquisition process, and guided by community
input. This includes information on th

location of the new faciity. its cassification
(e, neighborhood park or neighborhood
nature park), potential amenties, accessibilty
measures, and plans to thoughtfully integrate:
itinto the existing community.

VISION PLANNING

Community-diven vision planning encourages.
e residents to take an active role.
in shaping their environment and city. Whether
planning for a new park or reimagining an
existing one, engagement at this phase should
involve multiple sessions for community.
members and key stakeholders to develop a
robust and inclusive vision for a new project
with RAP. The community’s vision will set
the course for a park that meets the needs
and cultural contexts of its community. At
this stage, RAP can begin building a base of
community members to champion the new
parksite.

COMMUNITY GARDEN PLOTS

Population-Based Standard

Level of Service (LOS)

00 + 00

per 1,000 per 1.0¢
Current Recommended

Peer Median Pri

Washington 5C ———— 02

San Francisco, CA e 01 NA
Washington 06— 12
s 15 18
peor Hidion, s 10
san it O — 83 =
Co8 Angeles. CA o8
Son Diego, CA 90 San Diego, CA ——fmmt— 05
"Chieago e % 0o
NowYork Y 88
e, 80
L08 ANGEIES, CA s 00
pesr Median o0
Supports Maintaining Supports Raising Supports Raising Supports Maintaining
LOS Standard LOS Standard LOS Standard LOS Standard
344 SECTION V. CLIDELINGS | CHAPTER 5 LVEL OF SSRVICE STANDARDS DRAFT DRAFT

DIAMOND FIELDS

Population-Based Standard

Level of Service (LOS)

0.8 « 1.0

per 10,000
Current Recommended

Number of Community Garden Plots

8 ~ 9

in 2025 by 2050

5-Year Change
in Participation

iority Investment
Rating

Chicago, Il i 26

127

Priority Investment
Rating

Number of Diamond Fields

300 ~ 432

per 10,000 in2025 by 2050

5-Year Change
in Participation

B
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LOS Standard




LA Park Needs Assessment

SECTION 5: IMPLEMENTATION | PAUUWLUSNFT

CHAPTER 14:
COSTS AND FUNDING
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CHAPTER 15:
ACTION PLAN
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TYPES OF COST, ASSUMPTIONS,
AND APPROACH

CAPITAL ESTIMATES

Inthe overall cost matsi, standardized costs are
apphed to the actual conditions of park amenities
at each park site a5 assessed by RAF, to arrive
ax project costs citywide to the year 2050, For
ameniies or elements that do not have a pecific
assessment, such s indwicual banches, the cost

In adciticn 5o amenities, slemencs such a3 watar
and power support infrastructure, rative habetat.
remaration ar crestion, and weter boe: are
Cansdersc n the £ost matrs Based o screage o
ag0 of park.

T matrix inclucies s0ft costs, such as design foes,
for each of these projects as well. Saft coats for

estimates for
needis ower the e 25 years. For new facilives, the
proposed counts are based on the proposed level-
c#-service (LOS) standards for RAP. (See Chater
14 Level of Service Standords ) For exampie, if S8
wants toincrease fis LOS for basketsal courts

o mateh peer cities, the number of new courts
needed tn meet the new LSS standand is odded
tathe new courts column. This s aiss true for the
tatal acees of new parks desired. In the cage of new
Farks, new amenity casts were spplied to asch

o the 36 praspective park sites identified usng
e "Per Square Mie” tool (Soe Chagter B: Site
Frioritization..

0 SEITON N MALCMERSTICN | CHAFEES W T AN FLDNG

are g i
than large projects. This = s 1o the fact tmat
regarciess of the scale of the project, a certain level
o project management and sdrministrative wark

i recirecl. For the puspases of this estimats, soft
cars were averaged 1o 12

AMENITIES, HABITAT, AND SOFT COSTS

ARE INCLUDED IN OVERALL COST
CALCULATIONS.

PERSONNEL ESTIMATES

Future seatfing nesds and associsted et
o5t are based on an average of throe estimation
meshozs.

1. Increasing capacity are level o service by 15
ana

EXPENSE ESTIMATES

Expanses are based on an appled aary-to-expense
ratio f 20%, based on the historical avesage from
RAFS Fr2015-Fr2025 budgets.

Based on this initial appeoach, RAP would need to

times (150%) 10
elevate overal senvice debrery.

2. Retuming staffing to RAF' pecr, know pesk
inFY2008 (133% for FTEs 2685% for FTES).

by 5% taincreaze
staft capacity to: level more consistent with prior
sarvice levels Gesired zervice quaity, and poers.

P saffing
levelz Resaring ful-sime ampioyee countsto
the FY2008 pesk wouid requine 2 1% increase.
Restoning part-time smpioyes counts woukl
requre 2 258% increase

3. Increasing staff per acre to align with poer
aystems (A00%) Based on the average staff per
acre againat peer park systems, RAP would need
toincrease staff capacity by 200% to meet the
service level of peers.

RAP COULD RESTORE STAFFING LEVELS,
A HIGHER LEVEL OF SERVICE AND ALIGN
CAPACITY TO PEERS BY INCREASING ITS
OPERATING BUDGET BY 75%.

PERSONNEL AND EXPENSE ESTIMATE SUMMARY

Estimated Budgets

Existing FY2026  §EEM S54M fam

Fulb-Time Part-Time  Mise.
F 2 Ssary  Expenses Oparating  from

Total Totsl % Changs

Comts  FY2s

siBaM  f3M f2aM 0%

1. Statfing
ConsimenttaPrior  §190M  §EzM 5m
‘Statfing Levels

§276M §58M §HEM SO

2 Increase
Capacityto . "

A
Leval of Sarvice

£33 g8 faeM 75%

3. increase

CapacitytoAlign  §253M  §0SM $TM
ta Peers

Average ROEM FTIOM  $EM

$322M  gEBM gmOM 7EK

e e
kP B o’ e ey o e L4y Dobgars b 300

oRAFT

"y AP T b sk

AP NS AT

SEEK TO ADDRESS
RESIDENTS’ TOP CITYWIDE
PRIORITIES FOR AMENITIES
AND PROGRAMS

SEE CHAPTER 3: ENGAGEMENT

ACCOUNT FOR
DIFFERENT PRIORITIES IN
DIFFERENT PARTS OF THE
CITY

SEE CHAPTER 9: REGIONAL SNAPSHOTS

«)» USE THE SITE PLANNING
GUIDELINES TO EVALUATE

v A
] — ] e—

AND IMPROVE FORM |AND
FUNCTION ] —
SEE CHAPTER 10: SITE PLANNING 0

'CONSIDER SITE-SPECIFIC NEEDS
IDENTIFIED BY THE PRIORITIZATION
CREITERIA

ﬁ&ﬁmrgﬂahﬂmrﬁc Needs at the end

@ CONSIDER CITYWIDE
NEEDS BASED ON LEVEL
OF SERVICE

SEE CHAPTER 13: LEVEL OF SERVICE
STANDARDS

300 a 432

in 2025 by 2050
89 v 70
in 2025 by 2050
DRAFT

CONSULT THE

CLASSIFICATIONS TO
IDENTIFY TYPICAL
AMENITIES AND
APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

SEE CHAPTER 11: PARK CLASSIFICATIONS

) CONTINUE TO

MEANINGFULLY ENGAGE
WITH RESIDENTS

SEE CHAPTER 12: ONGOING ENGAGEMENT

SECURE SUSTAINABLE

FUNDING FOR
RECREATION AND PARKS

SEE CHAPTER 14: COST AND FUNDING

RAP-LED

FUNDING STRATEGIES

@ Increase eamed-revenue generation.
Expand partnerships with non-profits

© ot

@ Leverage State and Federal funding
Sources.

oRAFT

@ee®
®0@®
®e®e

FUNDING STRATEGIES
REGUIRING PARTNERSHIP

& ncreme th Charter mandated
EIM!uPutnn of praperty tax revenue to

@ Evaluate property tax assessments.
@ Evaluate sales taxes.

Evaluate City bond ﬁﬂlhk:ll:;g!ﬂ‘

obligation and revenue




LA Park Needs Assessment

SECTION 5: IMPLEMETATION | pAUWGUELESNFT

ACTION P

AN | aNroNANEFG3UL 6LAUQ R

Park

What is the park

classified as?

Classification

Does the park have the typical
amenities for its classification?

Does the park have the typical
site planning guidelines for its
classification?

What priority grouping is

the park in?

Priority group #

438 SECTION V: IMPLEMENTATION | CHAPTER 15: ACTION PLAN

HOW TO USE | SITE LEVEL FRAMEWORK

Maintain the

amenities.

Yes

Of the amenities
missing, do any

Engage the
community and

consider adding
these amenities.

Yes

need an increase
in citywide level of
service?

1

What are the
priorities for the

The top three most important facilities

park’s region?

Maintain the form
Yes and function of the

Engage the
community and
improve form and
function of the park.

Begin to identify
potential funding
sources.

DRAFT

are...

The three key issues in this region are...

Maintain these
facilities.

DRAFT

Does the park provide these priority
facilities or address these key issues?

Yes No

Engage the
community and
consider adding
these facilities.

LA PARK NEEDS ASSESSMENT 439




LA Park Needs Assessment

HOW TO USE THE PNA - FIND YOUR PARK!

h(2MG5U OQSJYGL WuaQ-h3. 4SHF'L Q6 W3AhT|

LEARN HOW YOUR PARK WAS PRIORITIZED: CHAPTER 8

hUWESEL, (6 hL2MEU FE Q6 U3AhT
UAUOLUIGL O NFEO3NFL USUSHL.

QINrTu 8

Rank Title Size (Acres)  PNA Classification Region Composite Score
22 105th Street Pocket Park 0.1 Mini Park South |
1 11th Avenue Park 0.21 Mini Park South ]
5 97th Street Pocket Park 0.13  MiniPark South I
11 Arts District Park 0.51  Mini Park Cer/east NN
25 Caballero Creek Confluence Park 1.53 Neighborhood Park Valley |
12 LAR Greenway - Mason to Vanalden 6.22 Greenway Valley |
. 20  Leo Politi Elementary School (CSP) 2.02 Community School Park Cen/East ]
13 Little Green Acres Park 0.23  Mini Park South I
7  PerSquare Mile - Downtown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
14 PerSquare Mile - East Vermont Square 3.00 Prospective Site South |
17 PerSquare Mile - Exposition Park 3.00 Prospective Site South ]
Sta rt here to 15  PerSquare Mile - N Hist South Central 3.00 Prospective Site South |
23 PerSquare Mile - North Hollywood 3.00 Prospective Site Valley [ ]
find your pa rk or 24 PerSquare Mile - Pico-Union 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East [ ]
° o 6  PerSquare Mile - University Park North 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
pa rk s‘te in the 18  PerSquare Mile - Van Nuys - Valley Glen 3.00 Prospective Site Valley [ ]
° ° 8  PerSquare Mile - Westlake 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East |
U n Iverse Of s Ites 9  PerSquare Mile - Westlake-Koreatown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East _
X bl I 21 Rolland Curtis Park 0.09  MiniPark South I
apie. 2 Saint James Park 090  MiniPark Cen/East NN
3 SanJulian Park 0.29  Mini Park Cen/East NN
V4 16  Sixth Street Viaduct Park 12.52 Community Park Cen/East |
[UAS QU v e . 4 South Victoria Avenue Park 026 MiniPark soutn
u BUSb‘lbs 10 Valencia Triangle 0.06  MiniPark Cen/East NN
19  Vermont Miracle Park 0.22 Mini Park South ]
«SGLGNMD
ShGIGLL SECOND PRIORITY
Qb P u 3qu -[lu 39 111th Place Pocket Park 0.09  MiniPark South I
80 1st And Broadway Civic Center Park 1.96 Neighborhood Park Cen/East I
u 3q_~ﬂ I Sb l I 123 4206 S Main St Maintenance Yard 0.48 Single Purpose Site South I
qs‘t I_J'L nre <uu’u 119 49th Street Pocket Park 019  Mini Park South  ——
93  61st Street Pocket Park 0.12  MiniPark South I
67 6th & Gladys Street Park 0.34 Mini Park Cen/East I
68 76th Street Pocket Park 043 MiniPark South I
154 Algin Sutton Recreation Center 16.46 Community Park South [ ]
29  Aliso Triangle 0.04 Mini Park Cen/East ]
155 Alpine Recreation Center 1.94 Neighborhood Park Cen/East [ ]
69 Alvarado Terrace Park 0.91  Mini Park Cen/East NN
81 Amistad Park 0.4  Mini Park Valley ]
170 Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Cntr 1.62 Neighborhood Park South ]
61  Angeles Mesa Park 0.15 Mini Park South ]
101 Arroyo Rosa De Castilla 0.73  Mini Park Cen/East (NG
120 Augustus F Hawkins Natural Park 8.12 Large Neighborhood Park ~ South I
171 Bandini Canyon Park 4.97  Linear Park South [ ]
102 Boyle Heights Sports Center 8.51 Large Neighborhood Park ~ Cen/East ]
62  Brooklyn Heights Park 0.20  Mini Park cen/East NG
70 Camellia Avenue Elem School (CSP) 2.37 Community School Park Valley I
148 Canoga Park Senior Citizen Center 0.77 Single Purpose Site Valley ]
149 Carlton Way Park 0.19  Mini Park Cen/East  [INNEGN
40 Central Avenue Jazz Park 0.19 Mini Park South ]
156 Central Recreation Center 145 Neighborhood Park South [ ]
Single Purpose Site ]
N

13

Challengers Boys And Girls Club

0.84

South

RESULTS AND TAKEAWAYS
5%
8%
25 SITES
42 SITES FIRST PRIORITY
FIFTH PRIORITY BUCKET

BUCKET

28%
148 SITES

26% SECOND PRIORITY
BUCKET
133 SITES 33%
FOURTH PRIORITY
BUCKET OF ALL SITES ARE
FIRST OR SECOND
PRIORITY
LEGEND (174 sites)
W st iy 33%
1 Second Priority
B ity 171 SITES
1 Fouth iy THIRD PRIORITY
[ Fifth Prioity BUCKET
Fgure 76, orn
e G028
OVERALL RESULTS

universe of sites was sorted into one of five levels

of priority. OF COMMUNITY AND DATA DRIVEN
OF the 519 sites, 174 (33%) are first or second CRITERIA

PARKS AND PROSPECTIVE PARK SITES
Using the above critria,each of the 519 sites nthe  wr o pRINBITIZED BASED ON A SYSTEM

priority-including 38 (22%) of the Valley sites, 64
(48%) of the East/Central sites, 71 (49%) of the
South sites, and 1(2%) site in West LA. A full list of
sites with their priority ranking can be found in the
table starting on page 176.

DRAFT

PRIORITIZATION BY REGION
VALLEY CENTRAL/EAST SOUTH WEST
i
2%

OF WEST SITES

ARE FIRST OR 'ARE FIRST OR

. 48% or 64 of . 49% or 71 of 4 2% of 1 sitein

PRIORITIZATION BY CLASSIFICATION

MINI-PARK PROSPECTIVE SITE PARK PARK

"~
48% 97% 17% 31%

PRIORITY PRIORITY
(9sites) (20sites)

TOP 5 SITES:
W Caballero Creek Confluence

RESULTS BY REGION AND CLASSIFICATION

Looking across the City of LA, sites of highest
priority sites are clustered in East, Central, and
South LA as well as portions of the southern and
eastern San Fernando Valley (see Figure 147 below).

Looking at the sites by classification, mini parks and
prospective sites made up the majority of first and
second priority sites. Many second priority sites
were neighborhood parks.

DRAFT

Park

See how parks and park sites are scored based
on need, equity, access, and other criteria to
understand which sites rise to the top.

Stiutip, pt htyytu G ghwhwmynid wyghubpt

ni wjghtiph mwpwoépttinn” hhdtytny Yunhph,
JQuuwhwnwih, hwuwtbihnipjut L wy sjuthwbthpubinh
Unw, npytiugh hwuljuwbwp, L np mtnutuputnt o
wnwetwhtnpnipinLlh unwtnid:




LA Park Needs Assessment

HOW TO USE THE PNA - FIND YOUR PARK!

h(2MG5U OQSJYGL WuaQ-h3. 4SHF'L Q6 W3AhT|

FIRST PRIORITY

O

LEARN HOW YOUR PARK WAS CLASSIFIED: CHAPTER 10

hUWS3GL, 6 hLINGU E U UWHWNMrAdGL
Q6 W34bhL. ALNFU 10

Rank Title Size (Acres)  PNA Classification Region Composite Score
22 105th Street Pocket Park 0.1 Mini Park South |
1 11th Avenue Park 0.21 Mini Park South ]
5 97th Street Pocket Park 0.13  MiniPark South I
11 Arts District Park 0.51  Mini Park Cer/east NN
25 Caballero Creek Confluence Park 1.53 Neighborhood Park Valley |
12 LAR Greenway - Mason to Vanalden 6.22 Greenway Valley |
‘ 20  Leo Politi Elementary School (CSP) 2.02 Community School Park Cen/East ]
13 Little Green Acres Park 0.23  Mini Park South I
7  PerSquare Mile - Downtown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
14 PerSquare Mile - East Vermont Square 3.00 Prospective Site South |
17 PerSquare Mile - Exposition Park 3.00 Prospective Site South ]
Sta rt here to 15  PerSquare Mile - N Hist South Central 3.00 Prospective Site South |
23 PerSquare Mile - North Hollywood 3.00 Prospective Site Valley [ ]
find your pa rk or 24 PerSquare Mile - Pico-Union 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East [ ]
° o 6  PerSquare Mile - University Park North 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
pa rk s‘te in the 18  PerSquare Mile - Van Nuys - Valley Glen 3.00 Prospective Site Valley [ ]
° ° 8  PerSquare Mile - Westlake 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East |
U n Iverse Of s Ites 9  PerSquare Mile - Westlake-Koreatown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East _
X bl I 21 Rolland Curtis Park 0.09  MiniPark South I
apie. 2 Saint James Park 090  MiniPark Cen/East NN
3 SanJulian Park 0.29  Mini Park Cen/East NN
V4 16  Sixth Street Viaduct Park 12.52 Community Park Cen/East |
[UAS QU v e . 4 South Victoria Avenue Park 026 MiniPark soutn
u 3USB‘1118 10 Valencia Triangle 0.06  MiniPark Cen/East NN
19 Vermont Miracle Park 0.22 Mini Park South [ ]
«SGLGrh
ShGOG £ SECOND PRIORITY
Qb P u 3qu -[lu 39 111th Place Pocket Park 0.09  MiniPark South I
80 1st And Broadway Civic Center Park 1.96 Neighborhood Park Cen/East I
u 3q_~ﬂ I Sb l I 123 4206 S Main St Maintenance Yard 0.48 Single Purpose Site South I
Q-ST I_J'L nre <uu’u 119 49th Street Pocket Park 019  Mini Park South  ——
93  61st Street Pocket Park 0.12  MiniPark South I
67 6th & Gladys Street Park 0.34 Mini Park Cen/East I
68 76th Street Pocket Park 043 MiniPark South I
154 Algin Sutton Recreation Center 16.46 Community Park South [ ]
29  Aliso Triangle 0.04 Mini Park Cen/East ]
155 Alpine Recreation Center 1.94 Neighborhood Park Cen/East [ ]
69 Alvarado Terrace Park 0.91  Mini Park Cen/East NN
81 Amistad Park 0.4  Mini Park Valley ]
170 Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Cntr 1.62 Neighborhood Park South ]
61  Angeles Mesa Park 0.15 Mini Park South ]
101 Arroyo Rosa De Castilla 0.73  Mini Park Cen/East (NG
120 Augustus F Hawkins Natural Park 8.12 Large Neighborhood Park ~ South I
171 Bandini Canyon Park 4.97  Linear Park South [ ]
102 Boyle Heights Sports Center 8.51 Large Neighborhood Park ~ Cen/East ]
62  Brooklyn Heights Park 0.20  Mini Park cen/East NG
70 Camellia Avenue Elem School (CSP) 2.37 Community School Park Valley I
148 Canoga Park Senior Citizen Center 0.77 Single Purpose Site Valley ]
149 Carlton Way Park 0.19  Mini Park Cen/East  [INNEGN
40 Central Avenue Jazz Park 0.19 Mini Park South ]
156 Central Recreation Center 145 Neighborhood Park South [ ]
Single Purpose Site ]
N
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Challengers Boys And Girls Club

0.84

South

TYPICAL AMENITIES
UNIVERSAL ELEMENTS

®®0o @ ® e

TYPICAL ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS
SMALL ELEMENTS

COMMUNITY SCHOOL PARK

Seating Shade  Identity  Low Impact
Features Development

BMPs Sculpture  Interpretive  Storage
aries) i

@) NTENSIVE USE (varies) Display  Container
(varies) 160 sf
Restroom Shade Mural Folly/

Stuctore 5005 Monument
480 sf 600 st

@3 PROGRAMMABLE GATHERING

© @

i Seating
Shelter
MEDIUM ELEMENTS

. ’ RECREATION (1,000 - 6,000 SF)
Creative  Playground Rectangular .
Play Field eonhous noess

Attraction

CASUAL USE
LARGE ELEMENTS

(>6,000 SF)

Figure 230, Camellia Avenue Elementary School (CSP). Sor

Casual Use Shade.
Space. Structure

@D n~aturaL

Community school parks are shared public spaces located on school campuses, designed to serve both
the students during school hours and the broader community outside of those times. These parks typically
feature amenities like playgrounds, sports courts, and green spaces that are accessible to the public,
fostering recreation and social interaction for all ages. By maximizing the use of school grounds, they

efficiently provide valuable open space and ities within nei
TYPICAL SIZE (ACRES) TYPICAL ACCESS
Varies Community school parks should be accessible via

low-stress bicycle routes, sidewalks, and major

streets. They should also be directly accessible from BikeRack  Transit  Street  On-S
TYPICAL LENGTH OF VISIT the adjacent school, allowing seamless movement Stop  Parking  Parking  Pedestra
(HOURS) between facilities. @
05-1 =

350 SECTION V. CUIDELINES. DRAFT DRAFT LAPARK NEEDS ASSESSMENT 351

Learn how each park and park site is classified by size,
type, and function to help provide guidelines to meet
current and future needs.

hbdwgtip, pt htypytiu £ jnipupwtiynip wygh b wygnu
mbtnuipn nwuwwnpgynid pum swthh, mbuwyh W
gnpownnyph oqlibtint hwdwp mpwdwnnty Gtphyu W
wywgu Junhpupp pwywnwntne nintgnygubn:




LA Park Needs Assessment

HOW TO USE THE PNA - FIND YOUR PARK!

h(2MG5U OQSJYGL WuaQ-h3. 4SHF'L Q6 W3AhT|

FIRST PRIORITY

LEARN WHAT GUIDELINES APPLY: CHAPTER 11
hUUSEL, (06 hL2 NF1G3NF33 L6 GL

YhMUWNAAdNFU. QLNFu 11

Rank Title Size (Acres)  PNA Classification Region Composite Score
22 105th Street Pocket Park 0.1 Mini Park South |
1 11th Avenue Park 0.21 Mini Park South ]
5 97th Street Pocket Park 0.13  MiniPark South I
11 Arts District Park 0.51  Mini Park Cer/east NN
25 Caballero Creek Confluence Park 1.53 Neighborhood Park Valley |
12 LAR Greenway - Mason to Vanalden 6.22 Greenway Valley |
. 20  Leo Politi Elementary School (CSP) 2.02 Community School Park Cen/East ]
13 Little Green Acres Park 0.23  Mini Park South I
7  PerSquare Mile - Downtown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
14 PerSquare Mile - East Vermont Square 3.00 Prospective Site South |
17 PerSquare Mile - Exposition Park 3.00 Prospective Site South ]
Sta rt here to 15  PerSquare Mile - N Hist South Central 3.00 Prospective Site South |
23 PerSquare Mile - North Hollywood 3.00 Prospective Site Valley [ ]
find your pa rk or 24 PerSquare Mile - Pico-Union 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East [ ]
° o 6  PerSquare Mile - University Park North 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
pa rk s‘te in the 18  PerSquare Mile - Van Nuys - Valley Glen 3.00 Prospective Site Valley [ ]
° ° 8  PerSquare Mile - Westlake 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East |
U n Iverse Of s Ites 9  PerSquare Mile - Westlake-Koreatown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East _
X bl I 21 Rolland Curtis Park 0.09  MiniPark South I
apie. 2 Saint James Park 090  MiniPark Cen/East NN
3 SanJulian Park 0.29  Mini Park Cen/East NN
V4 16  Sixth Street Viaduct Park 12.52 Community Park Cen/East |
[UAS Vv e . 4 South Victoria Avenue Park 026 MiniPark soutn
u BUSb‘lbs 10 Valencia Triangle 0.06  MiniPark Cen/East NN
19 Vermont Miracle Park 0.22 Mini Park South [ ]
«SGLGrh
ShGIGL L SECOND PRIORITY
Qb P u 3qu -[lu 39 111th Place Pocket Park 0.09  MiniPark South I
80 1st And Broadway Civic Center Park 1.96 Neighborhood Park Cen/East I
u 3q_~ﬂ I Sb l I 123 4206 S Main St Maintenance Yard 0.48 Single Purpose Site South I
QST I_J'L nre <uu’u 119 49th Street Pocket Park 019  Mini Park South  ——
93  61st Street Pocket Park 0.12  MiniPark South I
67 6th & Gladys Street Park 0.34 Mini Park Cen/East I
68 76th Street Pocket Park 043 MiniPark South I
154 Algin Sutton Recreation Center 16.46 Community Park South [ ]
29  Aliso Triangle 0.04 Mini Park Cen/East ]
155 Alpine Recreation Center 1.94 Neighborhood Park Cen/East [ ]
69 Alvarado Terrace Park 0.91  Mini Park Cen/East NN
81 Amistad Park 0.4  Mini Park Valley ]
170 Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Cntr 1.62 Neighborhood Park South ]
61  Angeles Mesa Park 0.15 Mini Park South ]
101 Arroyo Rosa De Castilla 0.73  Mini Park Cen/East (NG
120 Augustus F Hawkins Natural Park 8.12 Large Neighborhood Park ~ South I
171 Bandini Canyon Park 4.97  Linear Park South [ ]
102 Boyle Heights Sports Center 8.51 Large Neighborhood Park ~ Cen/East ]
62  Brooklyn Heights Park 0.20  Mini Park cen/East NG
70 Camellia Avenue Elem School (CSP) 2.37 Community School Park Valley I
148 Canoga Park Senior Citizen Center 0.77 Single Purpose Site Valley ]
149 Carlton Way Park 0.19  Mini Park Cen/East  [INNEGN
40 Central Avenue Jazz Park 0.19 Mini Park South ]
156 Central Recreation Center 145 Neighborhood Park South [ ]
Single Purpose Site ]
N

13
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0.84

South

INFRASTRUCTURE

®

WATER CONSERVATION

Promote water conservation through appropriate
low water use features in the design of landscaping
and park amenities.

Follow the local water efficiency ordinance and
consider additional ways to conserve water at park
facilities. Considerations such as implementing
drought tolerant and native plantings and water-
efficient irrigation designs will help reduce local
water use. Track requirements of Assembly Bill 1572
to remove non-functional turf at park facilities.

REGIONAL WATER PARTNERSHIPS

i Ot

Stormwater system at the park.
Gity of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks.

LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT BEST
MANAGEMENT PRACTICES

Plan for effective stormwater drainage, Low Impact
Development (LID) Best Management Practices
(BMPs), and flood risk early in park site design.

Follow local stormwater and flood control

Identify regional opportunities at park facilities
through partnerships to contribute to local
sustainable water supplies, mitigate flood risk, and
improve water quality.

Capturing stormwater and dry weather runoff

at park facilities may support multiple benefits
including increasing local water supply, improving
water quality in waterways, and mitigating flood risk

As large open space areas in an urban landscape,
parks offer opportunities to divert and capture
stormwater and urban runoff through the
implementation of infiltration facilities to recharge
groundwater, capture and use facilities for a

local source of water supply, and diversion to
downstream regional water recycling systems. Local
flooding may also be mitigated through diverting
stormwater flows to park facilities. Additional
funding may be available to implement stormwater
capture systems at a regional scale through
partnerships with other City agencies and the
County.

292 CHAPTER 3 ENGAGEMENT

for effective on-site stormwater
controls. Incorporating LID BMPs is required when
500 square feet or more of impervious surfaces
within parks such as sidewalks, parking lots, and
buildings are added or replaced. Additional flood
mitigation controls may be required in certain
locations.

Drainage, water quality, and flood management
should be discussed early in the design process

to improve local drainage and downstream water
quality, as well as ease of access and maintenance.
Considerations could include the footprint of
required LID BMPs with overall park design, cost
effective drainage design, and peak flood flow
management features.

PARKING

Provide adequate places for users to secure their
bikes.

Bike parking should be in visible and convenient
places in parks and near recreation facilities. In
order to make bike racks accessible, they should

be installed within at least 50 feet of a facility's
entrance. This ensures accessibility, safety, and
security while reducing the potential for bikes
getting locked to trees, signposts, handrails, fences,
and other non-rack structures.

DRAFT

TRANSIT STOP

®

SAFE PEDESTRIAN ACCESS

Connect parks and recreation facilities to transit.

As with trails, transit users are park and recreation
facility users and vice versa. Particular types of
parks, such as plazas, may relate directly to a bus
stop or to a rideshare drop-off, providing a sense of
place and spaces to welcome and send off visitors

SHARED PARKING

Pursue shared parking strategies to eliminate or
reduce on-site surface parking.

Particularly in higher density areas, where space is at
a premium and where parks and recreation facilties
abut each other or other public facilities, on-site
surface parking s difficult to justify. In addition to
on-street parking, shared parking may be a better
option than losing valuable on-site area to parking.

®

ON-SITE PARKING

When needed, integrate on-site parking with park
and recreation facility site design.

On larger sites, like regional and community
parks, on-site parking should be thoughtfully
integrated with the site and natural elements. Green
infrastructure elements and canopy trees should be
included to help reduce the impact of parking on
stormwater and urban heat island effects.

ACCESSIBLE VAN PARKING AND DROP-OFF

Provide adequate spaces for accessible parking
and drop-off.

Parks should have designated areas for van parking
and drop-off in accordance with ADA guidelines as
well as accessible paths to park facilities from these
areas. This ensures all users have safe and equitable
access to all park amenities.

DRAFT

Provide adequate sidewalks and safe pedestrian
crossings.

While street frontage can encourage usage and
increase safety, too much vehicular traffic can deter
pedestrians. Sidewalks and marked, safe crossings,
whether at intersections o mid-block, encourage
access and allow pedestrians to feel comfortable
that they are protected.

©

SUPPORT FACILITIES

Provide facilities that support the use of parks and
recreation facilities.

In order for parks and recreation facilities to
function optimally, it is critical to include facilities,
such as restrooms, water fountains, electricity,
and Wi-Fi to support their use. These facilities
should be open and maintained more consistently.
Appropriate support facilities may vary by park or
facility type.

MAINTENANCE FACILITIES

Consider areas for facilities that support
maintenance needs.

On larger sites, like regional parks, it may be
beneficial to store necessary equipment to make
maintaining and caring for a park easier. These
maintenance facilities may also serve as satellite
storage areas to optimize maintenance of other
nearby parks.

LAPARK NEEDS ASSESSMENT 295

Find best practices for site planning, amenities,
and level of service standards for different park
classifications.
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HOW TO USE THE PNA - FIND YOUR PARK!

h(2MG5U OQSJYGL WuaQ-h3. 4SHF'L Q6 W3AhT|

FIRST PRIORITY

Rank Title Size (Acres)  PNA Classification Region Composite Score
22 105th Street Pocket Park 0.1 Mini Park South |
1 11th Avenue Park 0.21 Mini Park South ]
5 97th Street Pocket Park 0.13  MiniPark South I
11 Arts District Park 0.51  Mini Park Cer/east NN
25 Caballero Creek Confluence Park 1.53 Neighborhood Park Valley |
12 LAR Greenway - Mason to Vanalden 6.22 Greenway Valley |
. 20  Leo Politi Elementary School (CSP) 2.02 Community School Park Cen/East ]
13 Little Green Acres Park 0.23  Mini Park South I
7  PerSquare Mile - Downtown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
14 PerSquare Mile - East Vermont Square 3.00 Prospective Site South |
17 PerSquare Mile - Exposition Park 3.00 Prospective Site South ]
Sta rt here to 15  PerSquare Mile - N Hist South Central 3.00 Prospective Site South |
23 PerSquare Mile - North Hollywood 3.00 Prospective Site Valley [ ]
find your pa rk or 24 PerSquare Mile - Pico-Union 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East [ ]
° o 6  PerSquare Mile - University Park North 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East ]
pa rk s‘te in the 18  PerSquare Mile - Van Nuys - Valley Glen 3.00 Prospective Site Valley [ ]
° ° 8  PerSquare Mile - Westlake 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East |
U n Iverse Of s Ites 9  PerSquare Mile - Westlake-Koreatown 3.00 Prospective Site Cen/East _
X bl I 21 Rolland Curtis Park 0.09  MiniPark South I
apie. 2 Saint James Park 090  MiniPark Cen/East NN
3 SanJulian Park 0.29  Mini Park Cen/East NN
V4 16  Sixth Street Viaduct Park 12.52 Community Park Cen/East |
[UAS Vv e . 4 South Victoria Avenue Park 026 MiniPark soutn
u BUSb‘lbs 10 Valencia Triangle 0.06  MiniPark Cen/East NN
19 Vermont Miracle Park 0.22 Mini Park South [ ]
«SGLGrh
ShGIGL L SECOND PRIORITY
Qb P u 3qu -[lu 39 111th Place Pocket Park 0.09  MiniPark South I
80 1st And Broadway Civic Center Park 1.96 Neighborhood Park Cen/East I
u 3q_~ﬂ I Sb l I 123 4206 S Main St Maintenance Yard 0.48 Single Purpose Site South I
QST I_J'L nre <uu’u 119 49th Street Pocket Park 019  Mini Park South  ——
93  61st Street Pocket Park 0.12  MiniPark South I
67 6th & Gladys Street Park 0.34 Mini Park Cen/East I
68 76th Street Pocket Park 043 MiniPark South I
154 Algin Sutton Recreation Center 16.46 Community Park South [ ]
29  Aliso Triangle 0.04 Mini Park Cen/East ]
155 Alpine Recreation Center 1.94 Neighborhood Park Cen/East [ ]
69 Alvarado Terrace Park 0.91  Mini Park Cen/East NN
81 Amistad Park 0.4  Mini Park Valley ]
170 Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Cntr 1.62 Neighborhood Park South ]
61  Angeles Mesa Park 0.15 Mini Park South ]
101 Arroyo Rosa De Castilla 0.73  Mini Park Cen/East (NG
120 Augustus F Hawkins Natural Park 8.12 Large Neighborhood Park ~ South I
171 Bandini Canyon Park 4.97  Linear Park South [ ]
102 Boyle Heights Sports Center 8.51 Large Neighborhood Park ~ Cen/East ]
62  Brooklyn Heights Park 0.20  Mini Park cen/East NG
70 Camellia Avenue Elem School (CSP) 2.37 Community School Park Valley I
148 Canoga Park Senior Citizen Center 0.77 Single Purpose Site Valley ]
149 Carlton Way Park 0.19  Mini Park Cen/East  [INNEGN
40 Central Avenue Jazz Park 0.19 Mini Park South ]
156 Central Recreation Center 145 Neighborhood Park South [ ]
Single Purpose Site ]
N

13

Challengers Boys And Girls Club

0.84

South

EXPLORE COMMUNITY NEEDS AND CHALLENGES: CHAPTER 9

NFUNFULUURMPGL <UUW3 LLh
YULhLLELL GBI UU LS AU GLE L.

QI Nrlu 9

INFRASTRUCTURE

®

WATER CONSERVATION

Promote water conservation through appropriate
low water use features in the design of landscaping
and park amenities.

Follow the local water efficiency ordinance and
consider additional ways to conserve water at park
facilities. Considerations such as implementing
drought tolerant and native plantings and water-
efficient irrigation designs will help reduce local
water use. Track requirements of Assembly Bill 1572
to remove non-functional turf at park facilities.

REGIONAL WATER PARTNERSHIPS

i Ot

Stormwater system at the park.
Gity of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks.

LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT BEST
MANAGEMENT PRACTICES

Plan for effective stormwater drainage, Low Impact
Development (LID) Best Management Practices
(BMPs), and flood risk early in park site design.

Follow local stormwater and flood control

Identify regional opportunities at park facilities
through partnerships to contribute to local
sustainable water supplies, mitigate flood risk, and
improve water quality.

Capturing stormwater and dry weather runoff

at park facilities may support multiple benefits
including increasing local water supply, improving
water quality in waterways, and mitigating flood risk

As large open space areas in an urban landscape,
parks offer opportunities to divert and capture
stormwater and urban runoff through the
implementation of infiltration facilities to recharge
groundwater, capture and use facilities for a

local source of water supply, and diversion to
downstream regional water recycling systems. Local
flooding may also be mitigated through diverting
stormwater flows to park facilities. Additional
funding may be available to implement stormwater
capture systems at a regional scale through
partnerships with other City agencies and the
County.

292 CHAPTER 3 ENGAGEMENT

for effective on-site stormwater
controls. Incorporating LID BMPs is required when
500 square feet or more of impervious surfaces
within parks such as sidewalks, parking lots, and
buildings are added or replaced. Additional flood
mitigation controls may be required in certain
locations.

Drainage, water quality, and flood management
should be discussed early in the design process

to improve local drainage and downstream water
quality, as well as ease of access and maintenance.
Considerations could include the footprint of
required LID BMPs with overall park design, cost
effective drainage design, and peak flood flow
management features.

PARKING

Provide adequate places for users to secure their
bikes.

Bike parking should be in visible and convenient
places in parks and near recreation facilities. In
order to make bike racks accessible, they should

be installed within at least 50 feet of a facility's
entrance. This ensures accessibility, safety, and
security while reducing the potential for bikes
getting locked to trees, signposts, handrails, fences,
and other non-rack structures.

DRAFT

TRANSIT STOP

®

SAFE PEDESTRIAN ACCESS

Connect parks and recreation facilities to transit.

As with trails, transit users are park and recreation
facility users and vice versa. Particular types of
parks, such as plazas, may relate directly to a bus
stop or to a rideshare drop-off, providing a sense of
place and spaces to welcome and send off visitors

SHARED PARKING

Pursue shared parking strategies to eliminate or
reduce on-site surface parking.

Particularly in higher density areas, where space is at
a premium and where parks and recreation facilties
abut each other or other public facilities, on-site
surface parking s difficult to justify. In addition to
on-street parking, shared parking may be a better
option than losing valuable on-site area to parking.

®

ON-SITE PARKING

When needed, integrate on-site parking with park
and recreation facility site design.

On larger sites, like regional and community
parks, on-site parking should be thoughtfully
integrated with the site and natural elements. Green
infrastructure elements and canopy trees should be
included to help reduce the impact of parking on
stormwater and urban heat island effects.

ACCESSIBLE VAN PARKING AND DROP-OFF

Provide adequate spaces for accessible parking
and drop-off.

Parks should have designated areas for van parking
and drop-off in accordance with ADA guidelines as
well as accessible paths to park facilities from these
areas. This ensures all users have safe and equitable
access to all park amenities.

DRAFT

Provide adequate sidewalks and safe pedestrian
crossings.

While street frontage can encourage usage and
increase safety, too much vehicular traffic can deter
pedestrians. Sidewalks and marked, safe crossings,
whether at intersections o mid-block, encourage
access and allow pedestrians to feel comfortable
that they are protected.

©

SUPPORT FACILITIES

Provide facilities that support the use of parks and
recreation facilities.

In order for parks and recreation facilities to
function optimally, it is critical to include facilities,
such as restrooms, water fountains, electricity,
and Wi-Fi to support their use. These facilities
should be open and maintained more consistently.
Appropriate support facilities may vary by park or
facility type.

MAINTENANCE FACILITIES

Consider areas for facilities that support
maintenance needs.

On larger sites, like regional parks, it may be
beneficial to store necessary equipment to make
maintaining and caring for a park easier. These
maintenance facilities may also serve as satellite
storage areas to optimize maintenance of other
nearby parks.

LAPARK NEEDS ASSESSMENT 295

Explore and understand community needs and
challenges unique to each region in the City.
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CLASSIFICATIONS | 2.vvwuurenruohse

CLASSIFICATIONS VS. LEVEL OF SERVICE | 2WUUWUUNLANFUTLER LTLAAEU UNUAUUUL UUTUULIUTY

LEVEL OF SERVICE
UNUryuuL Uudyurtuy

Population-based
standards | fawlgnipjua
Yypw hhdaguwo
umnwiinupwmatn

How many amenities per
1,000 people?

Lwih” hupdwnpnipnid ju
1,000 Ywupnni hwdwnp:

CLASSIFICATIONS
rvuvuuranruLer

Size | Quuth
What is the range in acreage/sq

ft?
huspw”h £ dhowuypp dwtiptiu/pwn.

$nimny

Visit length | DWjgtnipjmia
mlinnnipinia

How long should someone
stay?

hUspw”h dwdwbwl whwmp E whah
wbgluglh wygnid:

Parking | yumjmGwwntintip
|s there parking? If so, on site...on

street?
Unmyn"p Yw juywbwwmtinh:

Type of amenities |
Qwupdupnipniaitph mtuwyp

What should it/should it not have?
P"li; uyh whwmp E nibbbw/smittiw:

Design | 2hquyt
What design principles apply?
P"ly nhquyth uygpniipbtip & Yhpwnynid:

Developed/Natural | Uowuljywuo/
paujuta

How much land for each?

Nppw”t hnnuumwpwop jnipupwiyniph
hwdwn:
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EXISTING CLASSIFICATIONS | unud 20UUYWLaNFULEL

NEIGHBORHOOD

PARKS
GWIAIWUUWUR
W3q4.rLGNM

TYPICAL SIZE 1-5acres
ShNhYy QU

Westside

EXAMPLES Neighborhood

orrvuyLGN

Park

COMMUNITY
PARKS
JUUUSLLh U3ADLEN

15 - 20 acres

Sycamore
Grove Park

REGIONAL
PARKS
SULUOUG I LUESPL
W3ahLbGr

50+ acres

Griffith Park
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EXISTING CLASSIFICATIONS | unui 20UUYWELaNFULE
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PROPOSED CLASSIFICATIONS | unW9UrudWs 2UUWTYELANFULE
CHARACTERISTICS | AUNFGUA LG

NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS COMMUNITY PARKS REGIONAL PARKS
FUAWUUUUSRLL U3QrLEGN CUUUSLLU3RLL U34h SUAUTOUGNA2ULU3PRL U34G
SMALL LARGE COMMUNITY REGIONAL NATURE
MINI PARK NEIGHBORHOOD PARK COMMUNITY PARK PARK REGIONAL PARK PARK
oner Usah PUAUUUUR oNepe 2UUUSLLUShL 2UUUSLLUSKL SULUBUGNLULUSKEL SULUSUGRIULUSRL
usah usah UGG U3ah usap PLNFRBUTL U3ah
TYP. SIZE: < 1 ACRE TYP. SIZE: 1-3 ACRES TYP. SIZE: 10 - 20 TYP. SIZE: 20 - 40 TYP. SIZE: 40+ ACRES TYP. SIZE: 40+ ACRES
TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: ACRES ACRES TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: TYP.LENGTH OF VISIT:
0.25 - 1HR 0.5 - 1.5 HRS TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: 1-4 HRS 1-4 HRS
1-2HRS 2-3HRS
NEIGHBORHOOD LARGE COMMUNITY
NATURE PARK NEIGHBORHOOD PARK  NATURE PARK
FUAUUUUR FUAUUUUR UGG 2UUUSLLUSKL
ALNFHRBUL U8Qk UW3aQh ALNFHE8UL U8ah

TYP.SIZE: <10 ACRES TYP.SIZE: 3 -10 ACRE TYP.SIZE:10-40

TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: TYP.LENGTH OF VISIT: ACRES

0.25 -2 HRS 1-2HRS TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT:
1-3HRS
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PROPOSED CLASSIFICATIONS | unW9UrudWs 2UUWTYELANFULE

CHARACTERISTICS | ALNF@UALEGR

OTHER PARKS

USL UBGhLEN

HISTORIC
LANDMARK SITE
NUSUWUUL SGUUATUL JUSH

TYP. SIZE: VARIES
TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT:
1-3HRS

LINEAR PARKS/GREENWAYS

QOoU3hL USARLG/ALRLUG3LER

GREENWAY LINEAR PARK CANYON PARK
QNrhLJIE3 QABU3hL U34Anr UpNrXh U34p

TYP. SIZE: VARIES TYP. SIZE: < 20 ACRES TYP. SIZE: 20+ ACRES
TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: TYP.LENGTH OF VISIT: TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT:
0.5-1HRS 1-2HRS 1-4 HRS

SCHOOL-RELATED SITES OTHER FACILITIES
FNON3LELRL WNALAUN) U3L UWUSUSNEFOGO3NFLULEGNA
JU3SNGN
COMMUNITY SINGLE-PURPOSE
SCHOOL PARK SCHOOL POOL BEACH MOUNTAIN CAMP SITE GOLF
2UUUSLLUShL LNAUIUOUL [NAUD [6NLUSEL UbU LAUSUUR anld
nmpeNSk Y3Qh XUuuULupr SEAULL ANl
TYP. SIZE: VARIES TYP. SIZE: VARIES TYP. SIZE: VARIES TYP. SIZE: VARIES , ,
TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: TYP.LENGTHOF VISIT:  TYP. LENGTH OF VISIT: TYP.LENGTH OF VISIT: VP E'EZ,\IEG‘T’Q'})'ES{,ISH. e E'EZ,\,E(';‘T”H“SES\‘,,S,T.
0.5-1HRS 1-2 HRS 1-5HRS VARIES L LR EE :
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GUIDELINES | nF1630F33L61

ACQUISITION

QENLLGHNEFU

CONSTRUCTION
GhLULULNFESNFL

VISION
PLANNING

SGULUGWULh
NLYLWJINCNET

OPERATION

SsuIQUANroNru

EVALUATION

ALULWUSNET
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GUIDELINES | nF1630F33L61
LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS | UNUWUUNLUUUTL UUUULYIUUE QUOULRGLEN

The data that was used to
build the recommended
LOS. These data points
are the peer median

level of service, priority
iInvestment rating,

and 5-year national
participation change.

WUnwownlynn LOS-n junnighnt.

hwdwp ogqmwugnpédywd mjjujtbpn:

Wu myjuttiph Yhmtnph o
tdwlwmhwy punwpbtnh thoht
uywuwndwd dwjwunnulyn,
wnwetwhtine ttpnpnidwyht
Junlwthpn b 5-wdju wggquyht

dwubwlgnipjul thnthnhunipnion:

BASKETBALL HOOPS

Population-Based Standard

per 10,000
Current

Level of Service (LOS)

1.2 ~ 3.9

per 10,000
Recommended

in 2025

Number of Basketball Hoops

446 ~ 1,640

by 2050

Peer Median

Washington, DC

San Francisco, CA

Dallas, TX
Peer Median s
Chicago, IL

San Diego, CA
New York, NY

Los Angeles, CA

6.7

Priority Investment
Rating

5-Year Change
in Participation

——— 2 8%

A

Supports Raising
LOS Standard

) 4

Supports Maintaining
LOS Standard

A

Supports Raising
LOS Standard

DRAFT

LA PARK NEEDS ASSESSMENT 375

The current number of
amenities and the number
to be added or reduced/
removed by 2050.

Cwndwnnipinitttph GGpluwyhu
pwtwlpn b dhtyl 2050 p. wybugytihp
Juwd ypéwwmythp/htinugytihp
pwlwln:

Whether the recommended
level of service (LOS) is higher
or lower than the current level
of service.

Unnynp wnwewnlynn uywuwnydwb
dwluwupnwlyh (level of service, LOS)

wybtih pwpan L, pt gwodn, pwb tbpujhu
uywuwpydwd dwjunnuin:

How the above data points
iInform the recommended
LOS. For example, if the peer
median LOS is greater than
Los Angeles, it suggests
raising the LOS.

bhUywybu b ytpntpyu myjujbbnt
wgnnid wnwownplynn LOS-h ypw:

Onhbtwl, Gt tdwiwnhywy punupttnh
uhohtt LOS-0 wybtjh pwinan E, put Lnu
Woeotituhtpn, wwyw vw Ghpwnpnid E
LOS-h pwupanwgniuy:



BUDGET DATA AND
COST ESTIMATES
F3NFAGk SY3SULLEN G4
ouhutErer LUuhvuuchdLEr




LA Park Needs Assessment

ECONOMICS PROCESS | SLSEUWARSUUWTL GNLOLTLEWES

THE PNA IS CONSIDERING HOW VARIOUS COSTS TIE TO THE OVERALL ECONOMICS OF LA PARKS.
U4a-U 2UGIP E UNLAFY, 86 hLYMEU 6L SULLEL SURUGAL GWUMINFU LNAU ULYGLEUR UBAhLELh

LLRRULNEM SLSGUNFG3UL EGS

1 2

EVALUATE BENCH-

DATA MARKING

A LULWSHL JGLULhGURIN/TNEU,
SI3ULLEr 2

EVALUATE BUDGET BENCHMARK LA RAP
AND STAFFING DATA SYSTEMBUDGET AND
STAFFING AGAINST

PEER CITIES
QLUUSEL A3NFIGH QELULPGUINLBL
51 ULQLUUUQUh LNU ULYGLEUD 24U
SIBULLLLL QUUUUULAR A3NFIGT B
uLatLuuuouUL

JUUGUUSUDO USL
LUNULLELR LGS

3

FUNDING

GAPS

ShLULUUINLUUT,
£U3GN

IDENTIFY EXISTING
FUNDING GAPS

XULUQGL
QN3NFE3NFL NFLESNA
ShLULUUINALAUUTL
AU3GLL

4 S

FUNDING FUNDING

NEEDS SOURCES

SRLULUUINLUUWTL SRLULUWINLUUWD
YurbLLEM W1Le3sNnrue,

USE COST ESTIMATES IDENTIFY POTENTIAL

TO SIZE CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES
AND OPERATIONS
& MAINTENANCE SUPPORT RAP ON
FUNDING NEEDS POTENTIAL FUNDING
MECHANISM
STRATEGIES
0QSUAN,OEL ULTFELLELD XULUQGL
LUURUShILELL SPLULUUINLUUL
NPAGELAF GWUNRSULL NNSELSPUL U1LL3NFATELL
54 ANLBUNLAFISAFLL
NF AYRNULUUL U9UUSHL QJU-b
SPLULUWINLUUL NNSELShUL
QULPLLELL SPLULUUINLUUL
UbluULROUR

NUOUUJULNEFGEBNFLLGELARL
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OVERALL APPROACH | cLARWLAR UNSESNFT

THE PNA WILL CREATE A BUDGET ESTIMATE FOR SYSTEM-WIDE IMPROVEMENTS

U4aQ-UL yuUuoUk A3NFIGE LUIUURUGPHY QRUUULUUAAUSEL AULAGLUJNFULEAR QUUUNA

COSTS FOR RENOVATION OF EXISTING AMENITIES
AN3NFEBNFL NFLESNA QULTULNFFSAFLLELE IJELULALNAUUL
SUlUGLL

RENOVATION
COSTS

LN
\.—/

NEW FACILITY FORCHASE
OF NEW

COSTS PARKLAND

COSTS FOR TYPICAL PARK COSTS FOR PURCHASE OF NEW
AMENITIES FACILITIES/PARK ACRES
usank ShNUUUL LAL QULTULNFFBAFLLELR/USARLEL R
QULUULNFIBAFLLELE SULUGLL 2NAUSULUSLE ALUUL 5ULUGLL

CAPITAL INVESTMENTS

UUNhSUL LEAYANFULER

OPERATING

COSTS

COSTS FOR OPERATIONS,

EXPENSES, AND PERSONNEL
cUUAN,BUUL, SULUGLP B
ULALUWU2UR SUUGLL

O&M

GUUGNAOBNFU B4 MULNULNFU
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CAPITAL INVESTMENTS | uunbhSUL LELALLOFULEL

APPROACH |unstsaru

MINOR

REFRESH
PHEHL

FU/rUUESNrU

$

An amenity is in fair
condition and is functional
but needs minor or
moderate repairs.

JULAUUNANEGSNFLL AUJUAUNR
JhXUUNFU E L 9NABNFU E, AUS3S8
UUAhL NFULP 36600 WUU URSRL
JeAULNANGUUL:

MAJOR

REFRESH
LUSLUOWI WL

PUroesnru

$$

An amenity is in poor
condition and is largely
unusable and requires major
repairs to be functional.

QLULUULNEG3NFLL JUS JhXUWUNFU
E L UGO UUUUUA ULOGSUQNNotGLR
E, L WUrPL NFULR LUSLUOUWJIUL
JEAULNLNAUUL GNABNFLUY
ATUNLULNE QUUUN

NEW BUILD

NN YUNNr338

$$9

A facility is identified
as a need in the overall
system and is considered
a new build.

QUUSUSNHG3NFLL XULUQJGL
E NANGU GWUAPL LHLARRULAER
JUUULUUNAGNFU L QUUUNAINEFU E
LM YUNNESS:



LA Park Needs Assessment

CAPITAL INVESTMENTS | uumpSUL LHLALNFULER

APPROACH | uynstssnru

PARK FACILITIES

W3aNF WUSUSNFO3NFLLEL
ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS
XULSULUNGESUUUL SULLer

INFRASTRUCTURE ELEMENTS
GLEUUUNNFSIUOLUWSHL SULrLGr

NEW PARK FACILITIES & ACQUISITION
AL WSANF WUSUSNFESNFLLEL B

QAGNLLGHNEU

MINOR
REFRESH

(66U
POUrouesnru

$
$

MAJOR

REFRESH
LUSLWOWI WL

FU/UWUSNEU

$$

$$
$$

NEW BUILD
AL GUNNF38

$$9

$$9
$$9
$$9



LA Park Needs Assessment

OPERATING COSTS | cuuaN,oU WL SWhUGLE
THREE-PRONG APPROACH | 6nuuts unsssnru

PERSONNEL | uvavuuuou

To estimate future staffing needs and associated personnel costs, the Consultant Team used three

methods and averaged among them.
Wwwgqw wbhatwuquih yjuphptbnn L npwtg htn juwyywo dSwhuubpn gbwhwwnmbint hwdwn flunphpnuwmnittnh phut oqumwugnnot E tptp dbpenn W
nunhwbpwugnt) £ nputg wpnynibpubtnpn:

1. Increase capacity and level of service by 1.5 times (150%) to meet anticipated demand and elevate overall

service delivery.
1. WJkyugtb) yupnnnipiniin L uywuwnpliwd dwjupnuyn 1.5 waqud (150%)° wytwynn wwhwbownyn pujwupwnbne L pinhwtnip uywuwnpldwh
dwwmnnignidp pupapwgibtint hwdwn:

2. Return staffing to RAP’s prior, known peak in FY2008 (139% for FTEs, 258% for PTEs). RAP has not returned
to pre-recession staffing levels. Restoring full-time employee counts to the FY2008 peak would require a 139%

Increase. Restoring part-time employee counts would require a 258% increase.

2. Whiwmmwlwqguh pyh yhipunwund <4U-h" Gwhunnpn, hwjmth qugupiwujtnhd 2008 Phttwbuwljud mwupnid (139% jnhy npnypny wphuwwmnndbnh hwdwn, 258%
ytu nnnypny wphuwwmnnitnh hwdwn): <4U-t sh ytpununpat twhpwéqgtwdwuduwhtt wphuwmwjuguh dwjunnuyhb:

Lnhy nnnypny wphuwwmnnttinh phynp 2008 $httwtuwuju mupju ququpiujtmhit hwugtutbine hwdwn juywhwbeh 139% wa:

Utu npnypny wphiwmnnbbtinh phynp juywhwbeh 258% wa:

3. Increase staff per acre to align with peer systems (200%). Based on the average staff per acre against of peer

park systems, RAP would need to increase staff capacity by 200% to meet the service level of peers.

3. WYtbpught] wtatwugun vty wynh hwpyny hwudwwywmwuhiwmbtgiting wyt tdwbwmhy punupitnh hwdwwupgtnht (200%): <putdbting wtabwljuguh
Uty wynh hwpyh ypu hwitdwmwd wy; tdwiwmhy punupttnh wyghttiph hwdwlwngtph htinm, <4U-0 ywhwmp E 200%-ny wybjugth whatwmjwuguih
Junpnnnipinitbbpn” tdwbwmhy punupbbtnh vwywuwpdwd dwjunnuihtt hwdwwywmwuhiwbine hwdwn:

EXPENSES | surute

To estimate associated expenses, the Consultant Team applied a salary-to-expense ratio of 20%,
based on the historical average from RAP’s FY2015-FY2025 budgets.

Untiyynn Swhiutipn glwhwwmbine hwdiwn fIunphpnuwmnittph phuip Yhpwnt; £ 20% wphuowmwywindh W swhaubinh hwpwpbpuwlgnipiniiin” hhitgbtmny
<dU-h 2015-2025 dhtwttuwjutt mwuphitnh pjnigtutinh wuwwmdwlwt dhohtth ypw:



LA Park Needs Assessment

COST TOTALS (WITHOUT ESCALATION) | £LARUW LA SWUGL (UNUWLS FUUWELWESUWD)

ONE TIME CAPITAL NEED (IN 2025 DOLLARS)
INCLUDES DEFERRED MAINTENANCE ~$15B

UhULJIUQ UWUNRSULE UURRL (2025 (0.-Ph
ANLULLERNY)
ULGAUNNFU EQBSUQAJUD NUNULNFU

ANNUAL OPERATING NEEDS*

STAFFING, OPERATIONS, GENERAL FUND ~$525-
REIMBURSEMENT

SULBGUUTL GNABUNTLUUUTL ABNFIG* $625M

ULQALUWUUOU, cULUANAONEU, LHARRULAER
LhULUMHAUUR ONFULUSNESNFU

*THIS REPRESENTS THE TOTAL ANNUAL NEED. THE 2025 RAP BUDGET WAS ~$350M.
*UU LEAUUSUSULNEU E SULABGUUL LHARRULGAFR GWULRLL:2025 (0. RIU-P ABNFIGL UWUOUGL E UNS ~$350 URLRNT:

NOTE: TOTALS ARE BASED ON COST ESTIMATES THAT DO NOT INCLUDE ESCALATION AND ARE IN 2025 DOLLARS.
UGNFU. LURRUUNFA QNFUURLERL RRULHUDO 5L OUIVUG PR QUULUSNFULERAP YU, NPANGR Q60 GERUMIFU
FUYULUSRUU 64 LELYUBUSHUD 5L 2025 [6.-P “HNLURUEY :



LA Park Needs Assessment

COST TOTALS (WITHOUT ESCALATION) | £LARUW LA SWUGL (UNUWLS FUUWELWESUWD)
BREAKING IT DOWN: WHAT'S IN S15B | cusus,nre38nFL BULQ E USLNFU $15 UBLRULYR UBQ

ONE TIME CAPITAL NEED (IN 2025 DOLLARS)
INCLUDES DEFERRED MAINTENANCE ~$15B

UhULJIUQ UWUNRSULE UURRL (2025 (0.-Ph
ANLULLERNY)
ULGAUNNFU EQBSUQAJUD NUNULNFU

Deferred Maintenance ~$2.6B
<GSUQQJUO MUY LNEFU
Level of Service Goals ~$12.1B

New facilities and acres to meet peer city levels

UNUUUAUUUL UUUUAYTY R LAUSUULER

UNe QUUSUSNEGBSNFLLER b KNAUSULUDL
LUULUSPhD LUNULLELAR UWUUAYIURL QUUGLEGLAE
LJuunr

NOTE: TOTALS ARE BASED ON COST ESTIMATES THAT DO NOT INCLUDE ESCALATION AND ARE IN 2025 DOLLARS.
UGNFU. LURRUUNFA QNFUURLERL RRULHUDO 5L OUIVUG PR QUULUSNFULERAP YU, NPANGR Q60 GERUMIFU
FUYULUSRUU 64 LELYUBUSHUD 5L 2025 [6.-P “HNLURUEY :



LA Park Needs Assessment

COST TOTALS (WITHOUT ESCALATION) | £LARUW LA SWUGL (UNUWLS FUUWELWESUWD)
BREAKING IT DOWN: WHAT'S IN $525-S625M | pusus,nF@80EFL" hLQ E USULNFU $525-$625 UBLBAUE UGS

ANNUAL OPERATING NEEDS*

STAFFING, OPERATIONS, GENERAL FUND ~$525'
REIMBURSEMENT

SULBUUL ANACUNLUUUL ABNFYG* $625M

ULQALUWUUOU, cUUANAONEU, LLARRULNER
LhULUMHAUUR ONTULUSNESNFU

Total for Staff Increases to Meet Staffing Gap ~$322M

Year 1

USHUSUYUQUPR NMULUUUL LAUSLELAF QUU UL USTUUSUUUQU R UIGELUSUUL
LLRULNELAL

Total for Expenses ~$68M

Year 1
LLIAIULNER OUUUGLAR

General Fund Reimbursements UPTO $220M
LULARULNFR QU LUALUU R ONFGUSNFSNFY

*THIS REPRESENTS THE TOTAL ANNUAL NEED. THE 2025 RAP BUDGET WAS ~$350M.
*UU LEAUUSUSULNEU E SULABGUUL LHARRULGAFR GWULRLL:2025 (0. RIU-P ABNFIGL UWUOUGL E UNS ~$350 URLRNT:

NOTE: TOTALS ARE BASED ON COST ESTIMATES THAT DO NOT INCLUDE ESCALATION AND ARE IN 2025 DOLLARS.
UGNFU. LURRUUNFA QNFUURLERL RRULHUDO 5L OUIVUG PR QUULUSNFULERAP YU, NPANGR Q60 GERUMIFU
FUYULUSRUU 64 LELYUBUSHUD 5L 2025 [6.-P “HNLURUEY :



LA Park Needs Assessment

FUNDING STRATEGY RECOMMENDATIONS | $hLULUTRILALUTEL ATUEIELNFESUL UATEIULUNFE3AFLLEL

RAP-LED FUNDING STRATEGIES + STRATEGIES REQUIRING PARTNERSHIPS
2JdU-h UNAURS SLOLKLINA ShLULUULNAUUL NUQUUIULNHFBNFLLER + ANAOLLUELNFEENEFL

NUULANI AUOUUIUNLNFGEBNFLLER

RAP-LED FUNDING STRATEGIES
24U-b UNAURS SLOLKLINA SRLULUUINLUUT

NAUOUUJIULNEFGE3NFLLER

LEVERAGE COUNTY, STATE
AND FEDERAL FUNDING
0QSUQANLOHL GLULUSKY,

LUQULAUSEhL L HUGLUSRL
ShLULUUINAUUL U1LSNFLALERL

INCREASE EARNED-

REVENUE GENERATION

UJGLUSULEL JUUSUUUS
GUUUShk &N3U3NruL

- PARKING
- CONCESSIONS - MEASURE W
- SPONSORSHIP - MEASURE A
- PROP 4
- PROP O

EXPAND PARTNERSHIPS WITH NON-PROFITS
AND BUILD A CONSERVANCY MODEL

LULALUSULEL AN LLUGANFGSNFLLERL NQ UNGISAUSEL
GUOUUWUELNNEE3NFLLEAR <GS BJ WUNNEFSGL
ALUNULNULNEG3UL UNYGL

STRATEGIES REQUIRING PARTNERSHIPS
ANLOLLUBLNFFENFL MUULINA

NAUOUUJIULNEGE3NFLLER

INCREASE THE CHARTER EVALUATE A NEW PROPERTY

MANDATED ALLOCATION OF TAX ASSESSMENT

PROPERTY TAX REVENUE TO QLULUSEL LN ANF3LULULUD
RAP aLuusnrue

UJGLUSLEL
GULNLUARLNFGESUU AL
QUULYJ NI ANF3LUUNAY L
GUUUNESULELE QUSUUSNEUL
JU-hL

- PROP K SUCCESSOR
- COMMUNITY
FACILITIES DISTRICT

EVALUATE SALES TAXES EVALUATE CITY BOND
QLURUSHL JUXUNLE OPTIONS

Upuee QLULUSEL LUIULHh
NQULASUSNUUGLh
SULLGLAUULERDL




LA Park Needs Assessment

PRIORITIZATION
UPDATES
UNUALULEM(eNFE@3NFL

euruusnruLer




LA Park Needs Assessment

SITE-BASED EVALUATION FRAMEWORK | S69b 4/U QU LUWO G LURWSUWL GLrOWLUY

L 3
DETERMINE IDENTIFY @
POTENTIAL

TOOLS

2

PRIORITIZE
UNIVERSE

OF SITES

SITES

NrNGeEL SGA6rP UNUQLULUSNFA3NFL AULUIGL
ShG261LL SUI SEAErPL <LUrUINr
ANLOPLLELL @

CITY AND COUNTY METRICS
LUIULE L JULQUGAAUTLE QUOUUL QUUUHUNG

RESILIENCY METRICS
XUNFULNFG3UL QUOUUL QUUUYUNG

EQUITY METRICS
GUANhSULP QUOUUL QUUUYURG @

PNA METRICS
U4UQ-b QUOUUL QUUULUNG
|

EXISTING AND
POTENTIAL PARKS

JLUrwdne
W3ahiLEGN



LA Park Needs Assessment

PARK PRIORITIZATION STRATEGY | u3anr UunU9LUIGLEBNFHE3WUL WU EIWELNFHE3NFL

UPDATES TO THE THE GRITERIA FOR SITE-BASED EVALUATION ARE SHOWN BELOW. THESE WERE BASED ON

DISCUSSIONS WITH THE STEERING COMMITTEE, RAP, AND WITHIN THE CONSULTANT TEAM.
SEAP LU 2RULIUS QLULUSUUL QUOULRSLELE GULATUSNFULELL SNFSUALIUS 5L LELLEINEU:
ULULL 2QhUTLIUS 5L YUNUIULUUL YNUBSER, 4U-b bd lUNLLAUSNFLELE @hUR LELLEL LLLULUNFULELE

J U

ec and Parks

byl jigrtn v

uiy hmug XniLanipnia

LUYwynn puyitijhnipnid

Lnu Whetjtu Junpswppowh WuQ

Highest @ Park Pressure PNA Equity Score ceso atiosesisoc Climate Vulnerability @ Perceived Park Safety
We|ght Want &pnid Et{l%nglluglglg%lmﬂl dhwynp CES Yud LAEI Uhduwyh fungtijhnipinit Wgni nhuynn wijmwignipinil
Measured Walkability **'=° .ow Shade Cover RENAMED
Lutihnipinih (swthynn) y Uwmybnh hwuwbbihnipinih
Parks Condition Assessment "//SEP
Wyghtiiph yhawih gtwhwwmnid
gliiimin&alilziagi%n Burden Biodiversity + Habitat Metro Corridors
plwitmgdut phn ] Conservation Utnpnjh dhewbigplitin
Su?u?hlliﬂlll L'u?pg{u?ﬁﬁgnuleu?utﬂﬁggglry Yhhuwpwgqdwqubinipnid + Atwuljud dhowyujn
Extreme Heat Risk""
Riesgo de calor extremo (Nuevo)
Lack of Private Open Space RENAMED
Uwulwynn pug mwpwoph wnljuynipinia
Lowest @ Parks Physical Condition -©"/ERED Habitat Connectivit Infiltration and Recharge Opp.
Weight Wahtitinh $RThyulub yhawy Plwluwl thgwyuyph dhwgn Uippwitigiuts b depuligpa fipat
@ Rec Centers Phe(sical Condition “©WERED Tree Species Composition ater Quality Priority
Cwbquunh YEanpntbtnh $hghuwuh yhawly OSwnwwmbuwltbnh Yuqd Qnh npwuh wnwetiwhbtinpenipinia
@ Perceived Walkability -©"VEREP LA County PNA

Community Priority Amenities
Lwdwyiph wnwetiwhbtine hwpdwpnipinitdtn

Park Visitation
Wghttph wghinipnia

MyLA311 Requests

MyLA311 huwygtn

Legend
@ Uses 2050 Population Projections

@ Uses Statistically Valid Survey Results



LA Park Needs Assessment

PARK PRIORITIZATION STRATEGY | u3anr UunU9LUIGLEBNFHE3WUL WU EIWELNFHE3NFL

ADDITIONALLY, DUE TO THE MULTI-BENEFIT NATURE OF MANY OF THE CRITERIA, THE FOUR OVER-ARCHING

CATEGORIES HAVE BEEN USED INSTEAD TO FLAG APPLICABLE CRITERIA AS SHOWN BELOW.
LUSPh AAULRS, GUS QUOULRGLELR AUQUUOANES ALNFSEE GULNLPY, UhLPUNGLE QUOULRGLELL LGELNE

QUUUM OQGSUANLOIGL 6L 200°~U LUHARRULNER UWUSEANLRULELAL, hLONEU SNFSUAJUD E LGRLEGUINEU:

Highest Weight

II Park Ere sure @

Wygn1 dupny

II mﬁaﬁured \I(Vuﬂll&grlgility

nipjnih (¢

II Parks Condition Assessment
Wghttnh yhdwlh gouwhwmnid

II PNA Equity Scorec:s o Lacior 58535 0C

WUQ-h juwyhwmwih dhwuynp CES Jud LAEI wud SB535 DC

III Low Shade Cover

Uwmytinh hwuwbtjhnipnia

II Climate Vulnerability
Yhdwgh pungbijhnipinia

I Perceived Park Safety

Wgni ptuynn wymwbtgnipiniia

Rec and Parks
wiquunh Juptp
wyqhubtp

Equity

Guuhwmug

Resilienc
Xniinipjnia

< ﬁ tp L

Medium Weight

Criminalization Burden

Capital Improvement History
Yuwwhww] punpbjuddwl wuwmdnipinid

Extreme Heat Risk
Riesgo de calor extremo (Nuevo)

Lack of Private Open Space
Uwulwynn pug mwnpwoéph wnjuynipinii

Biodiversity + Habitat Conservation
Uhtuwpwgquwqubnipnid + Ldwjwut dhowjuyn

Metro Corridors
Utinnnjh dhowtgphtn

Lowest Weight

Parks Physical Condition
Waghltnh $hahuwlwul Jhawly

Rec Centers Physical Conditio@
Qwlquunh Yhtwmnpnbttnh $hghly Jhawly

Perceived Walkability
LOywynn pwytihnipinih

Communit Prioritx Amenities
<wdwyiph wnufotiwhtine htipdwnpnipiniutbn

Park Visitation
Wghttph wghinipnit

MyLA311 Requests

MyLA311 hwygtn

Habitat Connectivit
Lhwwut dhowdwynh dhwgni

Tres Spegies Gomposition
|nfiftration and Recharge OPPS it

Water Quality Priority

LA County PNA
Lnu Whokjtu Junpswppeowlih WuQ

Legend
@ Uses 2050 Population Projections

@ Uses Statistically Valid Survey Results



LA Park Needs Assessment

COMPOSITE
SCORE

£WILTHSUL UbhWdNnr

THE COMPOSITE SCORE SHOWS HIGH PRIORITY
SITES CLUSTERED IN EAST, GENTRAL, AND SOUTH
LA AS WELL AS THE SOUTHERN AND EASTERN SAN

-ERNANDOQ VALLEY.

EUIUDLYASUL URUWJNNL SNFS3 E SULRU
UL UNAUILUREGAONFG3UL SEAULLULELR,
NENGL wULAUINAJUS BUL LNU ULY2BLEUR
UAGJIGL3UL, UGLSANLULWUL GU
QUAUJUSHEL UUWUGRNEFU, hLONEU LUGY
SAN FERNANDO VALLEY-b QUAUJUSPRUL G4
UAGJIGL3UL UUUGRNEU:

X Prospective Site
. First Priority
. Second Priority
. Third Priority
. Fourth Priority
| Fifth Priority

OLIN Draft Site Based Evaluation, City of LA Department of Recreation and Parks, LA Park Needs Assessment, 30 June 2025.
Source: OLIN with data from the City of LA Department of Recreation and Parks (Park Conditions Assessment Data, Park Amenities, CIP Data, Tree Species and
Locations, Park Amenities, Park Sites), PNA Statistically Valid Survey, City of LA Data Portal (MyLA311 Requests), PlacerAl (Park Visitation), LA County County-
wide Address Management System (Walkshed Road Segments, 2024), SCAG (Population Projections 2050, SED TAZ-Tier2-Level Estimates), CA OEH (CalEn-
viroScreen-4.0, SB 535 Disadvantaged Communities), LA Controller (LA Equity Index), Catalyst California (JENI Index, Criminilization Risk), Tree People Center
for Urban Resilience (Tree Canopy Cover), City of LA Office of Forestry Management (Park Tree Canopy Cover), LA Couny CSO (LA County Climate Vulnerabil-
ity Assessment), LASAN (Biodiversity Index Baseline Report, Habitat Quality and Habitat Connectivity), LA County Metro (Metro and MetroLink Locations), LA
Department of Water and Power (Stormwater Capture Master Plan Geophysical Categories for Infiltration), LA County Public Works (Integrated regional Water
Management Plan, Water Quality Priority Areas), LA County Parks and Recreation (LAC Park Needs. 2016 Greenlinfo Network (Prospective Sites), 2025.

VERSION DATED: 30 JUN 2025



LA Park Needs Assessment

COMPOSITE PRIORITIZATION SCORE | U nUW9LWRGLENFEBWEL AWALWALSWL UhWINL
SITE BASED EVALUATION | ss1k drU 2RULJIUS QLUUSNEFU

First Priority Second Priority Third Priority Fourth Priority Fifth Priority
wnwotiwhtinpnipinil tpypnpn tppnpn JnRONNI hhtigtpnpn
wnwelwhbnpnipniu wnwelwhbtinpnipiniu wnwetwhbtinpnipiniu wnwetwhbtnpnipiniu

SRR
SRS

%5
%

0%
%8
‘0‘0‘0’00

LK

&

@

X Prospective Site
. Site in Priority Grouping
[ ] Sitenotin Priority Grouping

VERSION DATED: 30 JUN 2025

Source: OLIN Draft Site Based Evaluation, City of LA Department of Recreation and Parks, LA Park Needs Assessment, 30 June 2025.



LA Park Needs Assessment

OVERALL STATISTICS | cLAUW LN Y PXWUWALOFESNFL VERSION DATED: 30 JUN 2025
SITE BASED EVALUATION | stap 4/U QBUTLIUS QLURUSAFU
8% 3%
()
25 SITES | S,
42 SITES ‘ SG‘L FIRST PRIORITY BUCKET
FIFTH PRIORITY BUCKET UNUPRL UNULULG 018U L “HIFSL

ShLAE N
UNUULULE RNFHEEUL

ANF3L / 29%,
148 SITES | SBA.
26% 34% SECOND PRONIYBUCKET -
133 SITES | OF ALL SITES ARE
SHA. FIRST OR SECOND

FOURTH PRIORITY Pff;ﬁfﬁﬂf
 BUCKET enLNe SeNULLLEN
IS/ T o, 34%-U UNUSBL
[o5UL UUU 6AULNA
O U9LUSHLBNG 33%

Legend
First Priority

171 SITES | S,
THIRD PRIORITY BUCKET
G112 )
UNUQULULIGONFIO3BUL
MIF3L

Second Priority
Third Priority
Fourth Priority
Fifth Priority

Hpey § N

Source: OLIN Draft Site Based Evaluation, City of LA Department of Recreation and Parks, LA Park Needs Assess-
ment, 30 June 2025.



LA Park Needs Assessment

HIGHEST PRIORITY SITES | uUutLULUL2,L UNUILERGLEBNFEBWETL SHAGL VERSION DATED: 30 JUN 2025
PERSQUARE PERSQUARE PERSQUARE PERSQUARE MILE
105TH STREET 11TH AVENUE 97TH STREET ARTS DISTRICT MILE - N HIST MILE - NORTH MILE - PICO- - WESTLAKE-

POCKET PARK PARK POCKET PARK PARK SOUTH CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD UNION KOREATOWN

2 K" F

Region: South Region: South Region: South Region: Central/East Region: South Region: Valley Region: Gentral/East Region: Central/East

Fyﬁ(classiﬁcatiun: Mini Fm(classiﬁcation: Mini FglrI}(CIassiﬁcation: Mini Eyﬁ((}lassiﬁcation: Mini ﬁe.gl?b%?ﬁﬁ'u“ﬂ‘gﬂ ﬁelglgbgiﬁlg'oc(wgﬁ( ﬁelgl%%iﬁg'octwgpk ﬁelgl?bgiﬁlglocﬂaﬁ(
CABALLERO
CREEK LEO POLITI LAR GREENWAY
CONFLUENCE ELEMENTARY LITTLE GREEN -MASON TO ROLLAND SAINT JAMES SAN JULIAN SIXTH STREET
PARK SCHOOL (CSP) ACRES PARK VANALDEN CURTIS PARK PARK VIADUCT PARK
Region: Valley Region: Central/East Region: South Region: Valley Region: South Region: Central/East Reglon Central/East Region: Central/East
Eelgh assif tﬁlapk % l(l:lllfnslstlyﬁ |(t]1(|]1I Park FaAICIassmcatlon Specialty yeAe E\’ﬁ\sfiﬁca“om Fyﬁ(classiﬁcation: Mini Bglﬁ(ﬁlassiﬁcation: Mini Fa AICIasslflcatlon Specialty (l)l#lgll?ﬁlsgl atjon:
PERSQUARE
PERSQUARE PERSQUARE MILE - EAST PERSQUARE MILE PERSQUARE PERSQUAREMILE SOUTH
MILE - MILE - VERMONT - EXPOSITION MILE - VAN NUYS - UNIVERSITY VICTORIA VALENCIA VERMONT

WESTLAKE DOWNTOWN SQUARE PARK VALLEY GLEN PARK NORTH AVENUE PARK TRIANGLE MIRACLE PARK

Region: Central/East Region: Central/East Region: South Region: South Region: Valley Region: Central/East Region: South Region: Central/East Region: South

Eelgh orho (f Ba'r]k nelgh orho lf Bapk ﬁelgl?b tf Balr]k nelgl?h c? Bapk nelgl?b ﬁ'giocc? ngk nelgl%gﬁlgloctf ngk Bgqu([:lassiﬁcation: Mini Fglﬁ(ﬁlassiﬁcation: Mini Fglﬁ([:lassiﬁcation: Mini



NEXT STEPS AND
UPCOMING DATES
UANMT LUSLEN By
unuaryyd WUUUfedcr




LA Park Needs Assessment

ENGAGEMENT

UWoLUUSNEFO3NFL

Upcoming Phase 3
engagement events
across the City!

3-nn thnijh wnwehljw
utngpuyywonipjut

vhongwunnidtubipp
punupniu

COMMUNITY MEETINGS

JUUTUSLLUSPL QULYPNNFULEN

Community Meeting #1:
Traditional In-Person Open House
UJwinuw bt wtadwdp dwubwlgnipjut pug nnitnh on

4 September, 2025 | Bellevue Rec Center

Community Meeting #2:
Traditional In-Person Open House
UJwinuuw bt wtadwdp dwubwlgnipjut pug nnitnh on

6 September, 2025| Westwood Rec Center

Community Meeting #3:
Virtual Open House
Jhpwnniw] pug nnttph on

9 September, 2025 | Virtual

Community Meeting #4: Deep Dive: Budget, Cost

Estimates, and Decision Making
Uwipwdwud phtwnynid.
Pinighk, Swhiubinh twhpwhwphybtp L npnpnidttnh yuywugnid

10 September, 2025 | Virtual

Community Meeting #5: Deep Dive: Classifications,

Level of Service, and Guidelines
Uwipwdwud phtwnynid.
Qwuwlungnidtbn, uvywuwpydwt dfwjunpnwy b nintignyghtin

11 September, 2025 | Virtual

Communit% Meeting #6: Deep Dive: Site Prioritization
Uwipwdwud phtwnynid.
Stntinh wnweliwhtinenipnii

18 September, 2025 | Virtual



LA Park Needs Assessment

ENGAGEMENT

UWoLUUSNEFO3NFL

TRIBAL OUTREACH

SNAUW3LL PLrUAGUNEFT

Upcoming Phase 3
engagement events
across the City!

3-pn thnith wnwohljw

LA City County NAIC Listening Session
9 September, 2025 | Virtual

EQUITY GROUP SESSIONS

YUNMhSUI Pk ULW3SRL LGRUSGH

uttpngpuyywonipjut eq{lityﬂ-llll:pocigﬁsedﬁWobrk?uhop .

wiuyhwm w nnpniwgud wphuwmwdnnn
dhgngunniutpp 9 September, 2025 | 10am-12pm
punwpniu Highland Park Recreation Center Playground

Equity-Focused Workshop

Yuwuwhwnuwih ypw jtnpntugwud wphuwmwdnnny

10 September, 2025 [ 10am-12pm
Augustus F. Hawkins Nature Park
Equity-Focused Workshop

Yuwuwhwnuwih ypw janpntugwud wphuwmwdnnny

23 September, 2025 | 10am-12pm
Balboa Sports Complex

Equity-Focused Workshop |

Yuwuwhwnwih ypw janpntugwud wphuwmwdnnny

24 September, 2025 | 10am-12pm
Virtual



LA Park Needs Assessment

STEERING
COMMITTEE

GUAWJUWNrUUWL UNUBSE

Agency leaders, public
officials, and members of

STEERING COMMITTEE MEETINGS
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prOCQSS! Steering Committee Meeting #6

September 16, 2025
npowlwint pyul Exgo Center

ntiuwjwuputnp, hwtpwjht
wupwmnwatippn b hwinpnipjut
wlinuwdtbint ogunid Gu

ninnnpntj gnpopupwgn:

Steering Committee Meeting #7
November 18, 2025
Expo Center




LA Park Needs Assessment

WEBSITE
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The project website
will be updated with
the draft PNA for the

public to review!

Snwanh Ywjpp Ypwpduwgyh needs.parks.lacity.gov
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Each chapter of the PNA
will live on the website and
link to other chapters.
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The City of Los Angeles is excited to begin work on updating its Park Needs Assessment for the first time since 2009. The
Park Needs Assessment will be a roadmap to just and fair capital investment in parks and recreation and equitable
connections to quality parks and recreation, to meet current and future needs of residents!

GET INVOLVED!
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FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT | UMEBLP SENGUNF@3NFLLE N QUUUN UMEL
CITY OF LOS ANGELES | DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS

Email: LACityParksNeeds@theolinstudio.com
Website: needs.parks.lacity.gov

@LACityParksNeeds

OLIN

THE ROBERT GROUP | KOUNKUEY DESIGN INITIATIVE | AGENCY: ARTIFACT | ESTOLANO ADVISORS
BETTER WORLD GROUP | GEOSYNTEC CONSULTANTS | HR&A ADVISORS | WEST OF WEST | GREENINFO NETWORK
LANDAU DESIGN + TECHNOLOGY | DHARAM CONSULTING | CALVADA SURVEYING | ETC INSTITUTE



