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INTRODUCTION

In 1994 the Parks and Recreation Department contracted with Landplan Engineering of
Missouri, Inc., to develop a parks, recreation, and open space master plan for the City of
Columbia. This master plan included a community survey and an inventory of existing park
and recreation facilities, recreation programs, maintenance operations, staffing, and funding
sources. Based on analysis of this data, recommendations were formulated for improvements
to existing parks, acquisition and development of new park lands and recreation facilities,
staffing, and funding sources. The goal was to develop aten-year implementation plan for
the various recommendations to serve the parks and recreation needs of Columbia's citizens
and create alogical framework for awell-balanced parks and recreation system for the city.
In September 1994, the document Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan was
completed and published.

In Fiscal Year 2000 the City of Columbia acquired a 90-acre farm donated by the Garland
Russell family on the west side of the city. In Fiscal Year 2001 the City purchased a 111-
acre property with alake from Stephens College in the
central part of the city. The need to develop master
plans for these two sizable parks was the impetus for
updating the ‘facility needs portion of the Parks,
Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan. By 2002 it
had been eight years
: since the needs of
B ek the community were
S| The Russell Property ffl  assessed with
e - overal parks and
recreation master
planning in view. The population of Columbia had
increased 19% since 1994, from an estimated 74,072 in . '
1994 to an estimated 88,291 in 2002. Since recreation
interests change and new types are introduced, an (
analysisof nationwide and local recreation trends was
needed in planning for the future. Also, an important process of master planning is obtaining
citizens' and parks and recreation related focus groups’ input as to their specific recreation
needs and wants.

Hence, the Parks and Recreation Department has prepared this 2002 Facility Needs Update
of the Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan. Included in the 2002 Facility Needs
Update are an analysis of recreation facilities in the Columbia area; results of a city-wide
random survey and a park user survey; current recreation trends; recommendations for
proposed improvements to and development of existing parks; and future land acquisitions
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and subsequent developments. The 2002 Facility Needs Update is to be considered part of
the City’s comprehensive Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan, updating the
Facilities Inventory and revising the Facilities Recommendations and the Agency Action
Plan.

Aswith any inventory, it isonly accurate at the time of completion. For this document, the
facility inventory was completed in the spring of 2002. The Department recognizes that by
the time this document undergoes public review and adoption by the Columbia City Council,
certain aspects of the inventory may be out of date. On an annual basis, the Department will
update and maintain a current facility inventory for planning purposes.

Using this master plan as along-term strategy for the future will enable the Parks and
Recreation Department to plan individual parks with the overall city-wide parks and
recreation goalsin view. The end result will be awell-balanced park system serving the
recreation needs of the community.

Mission Statement

"The Columbia Parks and Recreation Department is committed to delivering effective,
courteous, and responsible leisure services. In order to assist all citizensin the proper use
of leisure time, we strive to provide adequate type, quantity, and quality of leisure
opportunities. In delivery of these services, participants shall be treated with fairness,
dignity, and respect. It isour commitment to be accountable for the maintenance,
preservation and development of the natural resources which have been entrusted to us.”

2 Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update



PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

Overview

The Columbia Parks and Recreation Department oversees over 2,000 acres of park land with
52 park and recreation facilities.

The largest of the parksis the 533-acre Cosmopolitan
Recreation Area (CCRA). Along with traditional park
features, CCRA is home to the 6-field Antimi Sports
Complex, 6-field Rainbow Softball Center, Rhett’s Run
Mountain Bike Trail, the hard-surface Cosmo Fitness Trail,
Skate Park, L. A. Nickell Golf Course, and the only lighted
and/or irrigated soccer and football fields in the park
system.

One of the goals of the Columbia Parks and Recreation Department is to create atrail loop
that encirclesthe city and allows residents the opportunity
to experience natural beauty and wildlife in their
community while providing active recreation. Three major
trails have been constructed as part of thisloop. The 4.3-
mile Bear Creek Trail, connecting Columbia Cosmopolitan
Recreation Area with Oakland Park in the northern part of
Columbia, was completed in 2001. The Hinkson Trail
together with the University of Missouri’s Recreation Trall
connects Grindstone Park with the MKT Trail in the
southern part of Columbia. Thistrail was also completed in
2001. The 8.9-mile MKT Nature/Fitness Trail, built on an
abandoned railroad right-of way, connects downtown
Columbiawith the Katy Trail State Park.

Historical features of the City’s parks include the Walters-
Boone County Historical Museum and Maplewood Home
at Nifong Park, historical plaques at Flat Branch Park and
Old 63 Roadside Park, and the Pop Collins Cabin
currently located in the Stephens Lake Park. The
Maplewood Home and the "Gordon Tract Archaeological
Site" at Grindstone Nature Area are included in the
National Register of Historic Places.

The Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Garden provides a unique feature to the park system
with its public art sculpture displaying writings of Martin Luther King, Jr., asmall
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amphitheater, and beautiful surrounding landscape. Nature lovers enjoy the 199-acre
Grindstone Nature Area, 100-acre Forum Nature Area, and
scenic views from the cliffs at Capen Park. The Skate Park
in CCRA, completed in 1999, is extremely popular with the
local skateboarders and attracts users from across the nation.
Skateboarders from New Y ork, California, and even Canada
have visited Columbia’ s Skate Park.

The City’s park system
includes two 18-hole golf
courses, six fishing lakes,
three outdoor swimming pools, two outdoor water play
areas, two swimming lakes, and cooperative-use of one
indoor pool. Other features include an archery range,
outdoor roller hockey rink, and three 18-hole disc golf
courses (one of which is currently under construction).

The Armory Sports Center, renovated in 2000/2001, is

home to the only indoor gymnasium in the park system.

The demand for indoor facilities precipitated the
construction of the Columbia Recreation Center (to be
formally named in the future), which is scheduled to be
completed by fall of 2002. It will feature an indoor leisure
pool with lap swimming lanes, two gymnasiums, reservable
meeting rooms, a recreation classroom, an indoor
walking/jogging track, strength and conditioning areas, a
teen room, and a drop-in child care facility.

The citizens of Columbia not only benefit from the parks
and recreation facilities provided by the City of Columbia,
but also facilities provided by other local agencies. Columbiais home to the University of
Missouri, Stephens College, and Columbia College. Residents have access to state, federal,
and county facilities. The private sector also provides awide variety of recreational
opportunities.

In determining the recreational facility needsin acommunity, all facilities available to the
public are taken into consideration. For example, if there were privately-owned ice rinksin
Columbia, it would certainly affect whether or not the City of Columbiawould choose to
build one. Hence, along with the inventory of the City of Columbia’ s parks, facilities, and
amenities, this chapter includes an inventory of the facilities of other local agencies.

(Detailed information on individual City-owned parks and facilities can be found in
Appendix A.)
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Parks Location
1. Again Street Park-School 1200 Again St. G-6
2. American Legion Park 602 S Legion Ln. H-11
3. Ash & Clinkscales Property 1701 W Ash St. G-5
4. Bear Creek Park 1402 Elleta Blvd. F-9
5. Bear Creek Trall Cosmo to Oakland Park E-6/E-9
6. Boxer Park 2100 Newton Dr. F-8
7. Brown Station Park 3425 Jamesdale Dr. D-11
8. Capen Park 1600 Capen Park Dr. J-9
9. CiIiff Drive Park 1819 CIliff Dr. H-9
10. Columbia Cosmopolitan Rec. Area 1615 Business Loop 70 W E-6
11. Cosmo-Bethel Park-School 4500 Bethel St. M-7
12. Douglass Park & Pool 400 N Providence Rd. G-8
13. Downtown Optimist Park 100 E Forest Ave. G-8
14. Dublin Park 4101 Dublin Ave. J-4
15. Fairview Park-School 1001 Fairview Rd. H-4
16. Field Park-School 900 Rangeline St. G-8
17. Flat Branch Park 101 S 4th St. H-8
18. Forum Nature Area 2701 Forum Bivd. K-5
19. Grindstone Nature Area 2011 0Ild 63 S K-9
20. Hickman High School 1104 N Providence Rd. G-8
21. Highpointe Park 801 Huntridge Dr. K-8
22. Hinkson Creek Trail Grindstone to Capen Park  K-6/K-9
23. Indian Hills Park 5009 Aztec Blvd. E-13
24. Kiwanis Park-School 926 College Park Dr. H-6
25. Kyd Park 2210 Garnet Dr. F-9
26. Lake of the Woods Rec. Area 6700 St. Charles Rd. F-14
27. Lions-Stephens Park 104 N Williams St. G-9
28. MKT Trail 4th & Cherry-Trailhead H-8/L-3
28a. MKT Scott Blvd Playfields 3662 Scott Blvd. L-3
28b MKT Martin Luther King Jr. Gardens 800 S. Stadium Blvd. J-7
29. McKee Street Park 1900 McKee St. F-12
30. Nifong Park 2900 E Nifong L-10
31. Oakland Park 1900 Blue Ridge Rd. E-9
32. Oakwood Hills Park 2421 Lynnwood Dr K-6
33. Old 63 Roadside Park 1001 Old Hwy 63 S. J-9
34. Paquin Park 212 Waugh St. H-8
35. Parkade Park-School 2200 Bear Creek Dr. F-7
36. Proctor Park 411 Proctor Dr. F-8
37. Rock Bridge High School 4303 S Providence Rd. M-8
38. Rock Bridge Park 201 Miramar Ln. L-7
39. Rock Quarry Park 2002 Grindstone Ave. L-9
40. Rockhill Park 601 Rockhill Dr. H-9
41. Rothwell Park 3300 Rollins Rd H-4
43. Shepard Park-School 2717 Shepard Blvd. J-10
44. Smith Property-Brown Station Brown Station Rd. C-11
45. Smith Property-Manhasset Manhasset H-3
46. Smithton Park 3501 W Worley St. G-4
47. Stephens Lake Park 2001 E Broadway H-9
48. Twin Lakes Recreation Area 2500 Chapel Hill Rd. K-5
49. Valleyview Park 2210 Garden Dr E-5
50. Village Square 114 N 9th St. G-8
51. Westwinds Park 1132 Westwinds Dr. J-6
52. Woodridge Park 3532 Berrywood Dr. G-11
53. Worley Street Park 701 E Ash St. G-5
Eacilities Location

54. Armory Sports Center 701 E Ash St. G-8
55. Columbia Recreation Center 1701 W Ash St. G-5
34. Paquin Towers Paquin Street H-8
57. Parkade Community Center 601 Bus Loop 70W F-7
39. Rock Quarry Park House 2002 Grindstone Ave. L-9



PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

Park Categories

Park departments are better able to determine issues that are important to the development of
apark with an understanding of how each park functions within the community. These
issues include:

Why people come to a particular park.

What activities they engagein.

When it is used and for how long.

What types of design elements support these activities.
Development of management and maintenance procedures.

Park agencies have developed park category guidelinesto aid in identifying the role a park
playsin the community. To establish appropriate categoriesfor city parks, the Columbia
Parks and Recreation Department uses a combination of guidelines established by the
National Recreation and Park Association, Missouri Department of Natural Resources, and
various other publications of park planning guidelines.

The Department has established the following five categories of parks:

Neighborhood Parks
Community Parks

Regional Parks

Special Purpose Parks
Greenbelts/Greenways/Trails

s wdpE

Listed below are definitions for each of the park categories. Following the definitionsisa
list classifying Columbia’'s parks by their respective category. Recognizing that many parks
meet needs consistent with multiple categories, the Department has selected the category that
represents the primary function of each park.

1. Neighborhood Parks. Neighborhood parks provide easily accessible, low-intensity
recreational areas for unscheduled use, visual relief from urban congestion and scenic value,
and buffering between adjacent land uses. Primary users are within walking distance (Y2
plus/minus mileradius). Ease of non-motorized accessis a primary consideration.
Typically, aneighborhood park is about 10 acres (plus/minus 5 acres) in size and consists of
aplayground, picnic shelter or picnic area, basketball court, open space play/practice fields,
and a perimeter exercise trail. Neighborhood parks may be smaller than 5 acres, but
recreational facility development usually requires 2.5 acres. Whenever possible,
neighborhood parks should be located adjacent to elementary or intermediate schools to
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maximize cooperative use of recreation facilities. Sinceit is designed to service those
within walking distance, features such as parking areas, scheduled athletic fields, or restroom
facilities may not exist or be limited. Trail connections to contiguous park lands or
greenways may exist where feasible.

2. Community Parks: Community parks provide a variety of individual and organized
recreation activities conveniently located for short-term visits. Community parks may be
located in residential neighborhoods and suburban areas. Community parks may also be
located adjacent to elementary or intermediate schools to maximize cooperative use of
recreation facilities. 1n mixed-use developments, proximity to retail/office areasis desirable
for cooperative use of parking and minimal impact on residences. Access should be via
secondary roads where possible. Parking is provided on site or on a shared location with an
appropriate adjoining development. The service areafor community parks generally extends
up to 3 miles. The park size typically will be 15-100 acres, serving severa neighborhoods.
Facility development may include picnic units, court facilities (tennis, basketball and/or
volleyball), playground, tot lot, garden plots, fitness stations, athletic fields, amphitheater
(average 50-150 capacity), trails, and parking. Courts and athletic fields may be lighted or
unlighted. On-site parking isrequired for athletic field development. Restroom facilities
may exist on sites with scheduled athletic fields.

3. Regional Parks. Regiona parks provide adiversity of recreational opportunitiesin both
natural settings and intensely devel oped indoor or outdoor facilities that can accommodate
large numbers of people without significant deterioration of the recreation experience.
Proximity to major highways or arterial roads is highly desirable in order to accommodate
relatively large volumes of traffic at peak times; access via public transit and trails/greenbelts
also should be planned wherever feasible. The sizeis normally 200 acres or more.

Sensitive environmental areas and cultural resource sites will be managed as natural or
cultural resource sub-units of these parks. Depending on the density of surrounding
communities and normal traffic constraints, the service area generally extends up to 5 miles.
Depending on site characteristics, regional parks may combine large complexes of
intensively developed facilities with extensive natural areas. The extent of development will
depend on topography, the extent of environmentally sensitive land, and the amount of
developable acreage. Lighted facilities and extended hours of operation are the norm.
Development may include, but is not limited to, informal picnic areas, reservable picnic
pavilions for scheduled use, playgrounds, tot lots, court facilities, lighted athletic fields,
running track, restroom/concession buildings, garden plots, indoor or outdoor equestrian
facilities, indoor recreation center, indoor or outdoor entertainment features, amphitheater
(average 150-500 capacity), 9-18 hole golf course, miniature golf, golf driving range
(lighted), visitor center and interpretive exhibits, walking trails and bridle paths, and parking.
In some cases, overnight camping may be allowed.
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4. Special Purpose Parks: Specia purpose parks include parks that provide the community
with aunique purpose. Examplesinclude parks or sub-units of parks that are designated as a
natural, historical, or cultural resource or parks with a singular purpose - such as a park that
only hosts a community recreation center. Some specia purpose parks may be managed
under joint public/private partnerships or public/quasi-public partnerships. These parks may
be located as independent sites or as a sub-units within other types of park lands. Depending
on the specific location, a variety of access modes may be available - from walk-in to public
transit. Parking should be provided for the majority of users. The service areais city-wide
and the size will vary.

Asaunit of the special purpose parks, natural resource parks preserve, protect and perpetuate
areas of sensitive or unique environmental ecological and scenic values. Development that
does not adversely affect ecological functions and enhances awareness of the resource values
isappropriate. Interpretive (educational) facilities and structures include visitor centers,
orientation kiosks, hiking, biking, and equestrian trails (as designated), signs, and benches.
Visitor centers are appropriate only near the periphery of these parks and are generally
reserved for parks that are approximately 100 acresin size and/or act as a trailhead.
Depending on the size of the park, the service area may be city-wide or county-wide; or for
natural resource parks 20-75 acres, the service area may extend up to 3 miles. Natural
resource parks may also exist as a sub-unit of another park classification.

Another unit of special purpose parks are parks that protect, preserve, and recognize
significant historical or cultural features. These properties may meet the eligibility
requirements for the National Register of Historic Places Criteriaor a specific “public
significance criteria’ as designated by alocal heritage/cultural resource organization. To the
extent that they do not adversely impact the cultural resources themselves, portions of the
sites may be devel oped with demonstration areas, interpretive structures and/visitor centers,
trails, informal picnicking areas, restrooms and parking.

Other facilities which could be developed as specia purpose areas include golf courses;
driving ranges; aguatic parks; equestrian facilities; horticulture centers and gardens; ice
rinks; recreation centers; archery and shooting ranges; field houses or stadiums for major
sporting events; and multiple, simultaneous tournament-level athletic complexes.

5. GreenbeltsGreenways/Trails: Greenbelts preserve large contiguous natural areas for
riparian habitat, water quality protection, and aesthetic values. Greenbelts also protect
multiple-use greenways and natural open space in more urbanized areas of the city for
recreation, aesthetic values, water quality protection, and non-motorized transportation
routes between major destination points. Management plans should give total consideration
to the resources and allow public use only as compatible with resource protection.
Greenways are located in suburban and urban centers and built-out areas of the city. Access
isprimarily by "trailheads" with parking lots strategically located along greenbelt routes.
There may also be lateral connecting trails that tie neighborhoods, parks, and other
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public/private areas to the greenbelt. The service areais city-wide. Development within
the greenbelt may include interpretive facilities and structures (exhibits, signage, hiking,
biking and equestrian trails) that do not adversely impact riparian habitat, water quality, or
aesthetic values. Wherever possible, trails should be located near the periphery of the
corridor. Multiple-use trails can support more intense trail development to facilitate higher
levels of transportation and recreational use. In addition to trails - seating areas, small picnic
and open play areas, landscaping and interpretive structures also may be developed -
provided they also do not adversely impact ecological functions.
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PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

City of Columbia’s Parks by Category

Neighborhood Parks
Again Street Park
Bear Creek Park
Boxer Park

Brown Station Park
Cliff Drive Park
Douglass Park
Downtown Optimist Park
Dublin Park
Fairview Park

10. Field Park

11. Highpointe Park

12. Indian Hills Park
13. Kiwanis Park

14. Kyd Park

15. Lions-Stephens Park
16. McKee Street Park
17. Oakwood Hills Park
18. Paquin Park

19. Parkade Park

20. Proctor Park

21. Rock Bridge Park
22. Rock Quarry Park
23. Rockhill Park

24. Rothwell Park

25. Shepard Park

26. Smith Property - Manhasset
27. Smithton Park

28. Valleyview Park
29. Westwinds Park

30. Woodridge Park
31. Worley Street Park

CoNooa~wWNE

Community Parks

American Legion Park
Cosmo-Bethel Park

Lake of the Woods Rec Area
Oakland Park

Russell Property

Smith Property - Brown Station
Stephens Lake Park

Twin Lakes Rec Area

N A~ WDNE

Regional Parks

1. Columbia Cosmopolitan Recreation
Area

GreenbetsGreenways/Trails

1. Bear Creek Trail
2. Hinkson Creek Trail
3. MKT Trail

Special Purpose Parks

Armory Sports Center

Ash & Clinkscales Property
Capen Park

Columbia Recreation Center
Flat Branch Park

Forum Nature Area
Grindstone Nature Area
Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial
Garden

9. MKT - Scott Blvd.

10. Nifong Park

11. Old 63 Roadside Park

12. Village Square

N A WDNE
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PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY
City's Outdoor Park Facility Inventory
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Acreage 10| 20| 20| 10/ 30.69 *[ 3.06| 6.5| 32.41| 0.65| 533| 40 8[0.5]| 564 27| 1| 1]100| 199|N/A 9(13.92(40| 20| 2 145( 15| 252 * f,ﬁfr 45| 58 75| 10| 0.5 1] 3| 7[NnA 3] 19]9.17 5/ 89.5] 5 50.29| 9.39| 6.09] 111 60 8] 0.25 4[6.5| 3| 2093.56
Archery Ranges 1 1
Basketball Courts 1 1 1 1 1 14
# Lighted 0 0 0 0 0 0] 1 3
Disc Golf 2 3
Total # Holes 18 36 54
Fishing Lakes 1] 1 1 1 1 6
# Acres 1.25] 7 2 1.5 10 20 41.75
Fitness Courses or Clusters 1 1 1 1 1 1 6
Football/Lacrosse 6 6
Gazebos 1 1
Golf Courses 1 1 2
# Holes 18 18 36
Horseshoe Courts 3 12| 2 2 2 21
Museums al 1
Outdoor Theaters 1 1
Picnic Shelters 1 1 1 8| 4 3 1 1 2 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 38
Picnic Tables 7 7 2 1| 132] 24 15| 2 2 5 5| 25 10| 7 1 1| 23 34 1| 2[5 4| 7 1 10 10 26 3 3 400
Playfields 1 2 1 1] 1 2 1] 1 1 2 1 15
Playgrounds 1 1 1 1 3 1 1] 2 1 2 1 2 1 111 1] 1 1 1 1] 1)1 27
Roller Hockey Rinks 1 1
Shuffleboard Courts 1 1
Skateboard Parks 1 1
Soccer 19 19
# Lighted 2 2
Softball/Baseball - Game 1 12 1 1 ** 2 i 19
# Unlighted 0
# Lighted 1 10 1 1 ** 2 2 ** 17
T-Ball 2 2
Softball/Baseball - Practice 1 1 1 3
Swimming Lakes 1 1 2
# Acres 11 5 16
Swimming Pools 1 1 1 3
Square feet 4,725 2,262 10,000 16,987
Tennis Courts 8| 4 4 8 2 ** 21
# Lighted 8| 4 0 3 0 15
Trails (Total Miles) 0.44 4.3 0.5 5.05 0.5 1.8 3.3 1.74 0.33 04| 4.7 1.3 1/0.33 0.6] 0.66] 0.25 0.2 0.4]0.43 0.25 28.48
Hard Surface (Miles) 1.2 1.2
Exercise (Miles) 0.44 0.4 1 1.84
Mountain Bike (Miles) 2.1 2.1
Nature (Miles) 0.5 1.75 0.5 1.8 3.3 0.33 1.3 0.33 0.66] 0.25 0.4 11.12
Multi-Use (Miles) 4.3 ol 1.74 4.7 0.6 0.2 0.43 0.25 12.22
Volleyball Courts 8| 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 18
# Lighted 2 2
Water Play Areas 1 1 2
Square feet 2,700 8,000 10,700

* Acreage amount not included in another park.

** City does not own, but provides maintenance for these facilities.

*** City does not own, but building is on park property.

Note: Inventory does not include school facilities (adjacent to parks) that are not maintained by the Parks & Recreation Department.
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PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

State, Federal, and County Parks

Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update

? =
g —NHE g g
AGENCY 5|8 o =% |3|918 4 |=|dEl8 |2
Sl 223 |58 28| <|o| 2| 55| 2 el gl>
EEECEE EHEEEEEEEEEEE
HHEEREEEEHEHEREHEEEEEE
State Parks
Finger Lakes State Park 1,131 acres X X [X X X X XX X X
Katy Trail State Park 225 miles| X X
Rock Bridge State Park 2,273 acres | X X [X[X X X X |X
County Parks
Fairgrounds 134 acres
El Chaparral 4 acres X X X
MKT Trail - County Extension 4.2 miles X X
Dept. of Conservation Areas
Eagle Bluff Wildlife Area 4,269 acres X [X X X X X
Hartsburg Access 30 acres X X X
Hartsburg Conservation Area 655 acres X X
Hinkson Woods 70 acres X [X X
Providence Access 5.3 acres X X
Rocky Fork Lakes Wildlife Area 2,189 acres X |X X [X X XX X X
Three Creeks State Forest 1,479 acres X X X [ XX [X X
Tri-City Community Lake 102 acres X |X X X X
Waters & C.B. Moss Wildlife Area 104 acres X X
National Forests
Cedar Creek District, Mark Twain
National Forest 16,300 acres | X [X [X [X XXX [X X X X X
25



PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

Universities/Colleges

College

Bowling Lanes (Number of Lanes)

Climbing Wall
Golf Holes (number of holes)

Gymnasium
Racquetball/ Handball Courts

Horseshoe Pitching Areas
Volleyball Courts - Qutdoor

Aerobics Room
Badminton Courts
Basketball Courts
Driving Range
Jogging Track
Picnic Shelters
Picnic Tables
Playfields
Restroom Facilities
Soccer

Softball Fields
Squash Courts
Swimming Pool
Tennis Courts
Trails

Weight Room

University of Missouri

Indoor Facilities

Brady Commons 12

Epple - Green Tennis Ctr. 4

Natatorium 1

Student Recreation Ctr. 1] 1] 10 1 3 1 10| 2 1 1

Outdoor Facilities

A.L. Gustin 1|18

College Avenue 2t 16"

East Park 2-3

Epple 1 1] 6 1 1

Hinkson 1 6 1

Loeb Group 6 4

MU Recreation Trail 1

Natatorium 1

Reactor Field 1] 10 2 1

Stankowski 2L 1t 3t 1

Virginia Field 1

Stephens College

Indoor Facilities 2 1 1

Outdoor Facilities 4

Columbia College

Indoor Facilities 1 1 1

Outdoor Facilities 11t |1 1t 1

Totals | 1] 1] 16| 12] 1] 1] 18] 4] 1] 2| 2] 17| 1516 | 16] 6] 1| 1| 1] 4] 25| 1] 6] 3]

L Lighted areas

26 Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update



PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

Schools

SCHOOL

Playground

Basketball Court
Tennis Court

Baseball Field

Softball Field

Football Field

Soccer Field - Practice

Playfield

Gymnasium

Multi-Purpose Room (w/basketball)

Track

Other

Elementary Schools - Public

Benton

Blue Ridge

Cedar Ridge

Derby Ridge

Fairview

-

N[ |= [~

Eugene Field

U.S. Grant

Lee

Midway Heights

Mill Creek

N N R

New Haven

Parkade

Ridgeway

Rock Bridge

Russell Blvd.

Shepard Blvd.

2*

Two Mile Prairie

West Blvd.

I N N N I N N R N e I R

I NS N R N N N R R N R NI R LS

NNk k|||

I Y

Middle Schools - Public

Gentry

Lange

g1|W (-

Smithon

Junior High Schools - Public

Jefferson

Oakland

West

High Schools - Public

Douglass

Hickman

4L

-

1L

[Eny

indoor swimming pool

Rock Bridge

4L

1

1

1L

Private Schools

Children's House Montessori

Christian Chapel Academy

Christian Fellowship School

[N

racquetball court

Columbia Catholic

Rle|N(e

Columbia Independent School

Stephens Elementary

Trinity Lutheran

Totals

25

38| 10

22

19

12

17

1-racquetball; 1-pool

L Lighted

* Maintained by P&R Dept.; included in P&R Facility Inventory
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PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

Private Sector

FACILITIES

Basketball Courts - Outdoor
Batting Cages
Swimming Pools/ Outdoor

Fitness/ Personal Training
Tennis Courts/ Indoor

Golf Course
Swimming Pools/ Indoor

Baseball/Softball Complex
Basketball Courts - Indoor
Rock Climbing Walls
Tennis Courts/ Outdoor
Volleyball Courts/ Sand

Golf Driving Ranges
Roller Skating

Gymnasium
Racquetball courts
Shooting Ranges

Soccer

Aerobics Center
Spa

Archery Range
Billiard Parlors
Bowling Alleys
Handball Courts
Laser Tag
Martial Arts
Miniature Golf
Playground

> | Gymnastics/ Dance

Academy of Fine Arts

x

Amer. Taekwondo Blackbelt Academy

Battle Creek Paintball Course

Billiards of Columbia X

Blind Boone Center

Bob's Tumble Bee Gymnastics X

Body Basics Gym X

Booches Billiard Hall X

Brady Commons Bowling Lanes X
Cedar Creek Rod and Gun Club X
Clark's Gym X

Club Woodrail X X X X X X [ X [X[X
Columbia Country Club X X X

Columbia Dance Academy X
Columbia Rock Climbing Gym X
Columbia Soccer Club X

Connors Taekwondo X
Country Club of Missouri X [ X X X X
Curves for Women X
Dancearts X
Daniel Boone X
Dexter's International Taekwondo X
Elm Tree X
Empire Roller Rink X
Gold's Gym X X
Gymnastics Express X
Macher Swim School X [X
Oakland Plaza Bowling and Laser Tag X X
Perche Creek Golf Club X X [X X
Perlman School of Ballet X
Show-me Gymnastics Inc. X
Southwest Swim Club X X X [X
Target Masters X
Tiger Tee Driving Range X
Town and Country Lanes X
Twin Oaks X X
Vandiver Putt Putt X
Wellaware-Boone Hospital Center X
West Broadway Swim Club X
Wilson's Total Fitness Center - Leslie X X X
Wilson's Total Fitness Center - Forum X X X X
Wilson's Total Fitness Center - Outdoor X X X X X
Zvanut's Ata Blackbelt X
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PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

Indoor Facilities - Used for Parks and Recreation Programs

The following facilities are |eased/utilized by the Columbia Parks and Recreation
Department.

Facility Building Ownership Programs/
Components Activities
CARE. 1,217 sf. A&B C.A.R.E. Program
800 N. Providence M anagement
Community 3,150 sf. Mid- Programs for
Recreation Section | Offices America at-risk youth,
Center (4" & Large Recreation Room (1) Land cooking, computer
Wilkes) Kiln Room Services labs
802 N. Providence Kitchen
Douglass High Gym Columbia Open gym
School Stage Public Specia events
310 N. Providence | Cafeteria Schools
Paquin Towers Arts & Crafts Room Columbia Resident
1201 Paquin St. Pool Room Housing population
Kiln Room Authority programs (seniors
Office Space and individuals
Large Rec. Room w/Kitchen with disabilities)
Parkade Center 6,320 sf. American Senior Adult
601 BusinessLoop | Large Recreation Rooms (2) | Spectrum Life Enrichment
70W Arts & Crafts Room Realty, Inc. | Special Olympics
Offices OAK TOURS
Kitchen Facilities
Game Room
Elementary Schools | Gymnasium (1) Columbia Y outh basketball
(18) Multi-Purpose Rooms Public Active Kids Club
w/Basketball (17) Schools
Middle Schools (3) | Gymnasiums (3) Columbia Y outh basketball
Classrooms Public Y outh volleyball
Schools Specia events
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2002 Grindstone Rd.
3,600 sf.

Facility Building Ownership Programs/
Components Activities
Junior High Schools | Gymnasiums (3) Columbia Y outh basketball
3 Public Y outh volleyball
Schools
MU Student Gymnasiums (3 - 6) MU Y outh basketball
Recreation Center
MU Natatorium Swimming Pool MU Specia Olympics
swimming
Hickman High Swimming Pool Columbia Recreation swim
School Diving Board Public Learnto Swim
1104 N. Providence Schools/City | Swim team
Special events
Armory Sports Gymnasium City Y outh sports
Center Aerobics Room Adult sports
701 E. Ash Arts & Crafts Aerobics
21,714 sf. Meeting Room Life Enrichment
Recreation Room (2) Classes
Offices

Rock Quarry House | Play Areas (3) City Life Enrichment

Classes
Day Camp
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PARK AND FACILITY INVENTORY

I ndoor Facilities - Non-Profit Providers

Facility Building Ownership Programs/
Components Activities
Bear Creek Recreation Room ColumbiaHousing | CHA residents
Q) Authority
Blind Boone Center | Recreation Room ColumbiaHousing | CHA residents
(2 Authority
MU Student Gymnasiums (13) MU MU Students
Recreation Center Strength/Cardio
Running Track
Racquetball
Climbing Wall
Aerobics
Christian Chapel Gymnasium Church Church-related
Christian Fellowship | Gymnasium Church Church-related
Memorial Baptist Gymnasium Church Church-related
Church
Our Lady of Gymnasium Church Church-related
Lourdes
Trinity Lutheran Gymnasium Church Church-related
Calvary Baptist Gymnasium Church Church-related
Forum Blvd. Gymnasium Church Church-related
Christian
LDS Church Gymnasium Church Church-related
LDS Stake Gymnasium Church Church-related
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Flat Branch Creek Condition Before Construction
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Flat Branch Park Completed
i
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STANDARDS

Overview

The 1994 Master Plan Standards Section was based on the per population standards set by
the National Recreation Park Association’s (NRPA) "Open Space Standards and Guidelines’
from 1987 and the Missouri Department of Natural Resources' (DNR) "Goals for
Development Projects.” During the 1990’ s the trend to quantify community park needs
based on national standards changed. The NRPA no longer recommends that communities
try to formulate their own needs assessments based on a set of per population rules. For
example, acommunity in Florida may need more tennis courts than a community in North
Dakota; likewise, the North Dakota community may have a greater need for outdoor ice rinks
than the Florida community. For this reason, NRPA now recommends that individual
communities develop their own standards based on input at open public meetings and
through discussions with recreation programmers.

Thisis precisely the approach that the Parks and Recreation Department has utilized to assess
parks and recreation facility needs and to prepare aten-year action plan. (See Chapter 5 -
Public Input.)

This chapter will only address comparisons of Columbia’s outdoor facilities to the current
DNR’s standards for outdoor park facilities. This comparison isincluded because many state
and federal agenciesrequire it on grant applications and City staff can use this comparison to
note possible deficiencies. The statistics contain facilities owned by schools, universities,
private agencies, and government agencies in or around Columbia and those owned and/or
operated by the City of Columbia. (See Chapter 2 - Park and Facility Inventory for details.)
Included in this chapter are the "DNR Goals for Development Projects” (also referred to as
"Missouri Standards'), a chart comparing Columbia s facilities with those standards based on
2002’ s estimated population, a chart comparing both based on 2011’ s estimated popul ation,
and conclusions drawn from these comparisons.

The 2000 census population of Columbiawas 84,531. Based on the population increase
from the 1990 census to the 2000 census, the Fiscal Year 2002 City of Columbia Annual
Budget projects a 2.2% annual population increase for 2001. The following charts use this
same 2.2% annual increase to estimate the city’ s population in 2002 and 2011.
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STANDARDS

Goalsfor Development Projects

Source: Missouri Department of Natural Resources

Facility

Football field
Soccer field
Picnic shelter
Picnic table

Ball diamond
Tennis court
Handball court
Playground
Swimming pool
Wading pool

| ce skating rink
Multi-usetrails
Hiking trail
Nature or interpretive trail
Equestrian trall
Bicycle trail
Jogging trail
Exercise trail
Multi-use court
Tent camping
Shuffleboard court
Horseshoe court
Volleyball court
Boat ramp

Golf Course (9 or 18 holes)
Amphitheater
Horse arena

Goalsfor Urban Areas

1 field per 4,000 population

1 field per 4,000 population

1 shelter per 2,000 population

1 table per 125 population

1 diamond per 1,500 population

1 court per 1,500 population

1 court per 5,000 population

1 playground per 1,000 popul ation
800 sq. ft. per 1,000 population

1 pool per 5,000 population

1 rink per 50,000 population

1 mile per 3,000 population

1 mile per 4,000 population

1 mile per 2,500 population

1 mile per 6,250 population

1 mile per 2,600 population

1 mile per 2,000 population

1 mile per 7,500 population

1 court per 3,000 population

1 site per 300 population

1 court per 2,000 population

1 site per 2,000 population

1 court per 3,000 population

1 ramp per 5 fiver milesin SMSA
1 ramp in 10 river milesin non-SMSA
1 course per 25,000 population

1 amphitheater per 10,000 population
1 arena per 7,500 population
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STANDARDS

Comparison to Standards Chart - 2002

MISSOURI STANDARDS

CITY- OWNED
TOTAL TOTAL FACILITIES:
OUTDOOR RECOMMENDED # OF UN,ITS CITY-OWNED OR | FACILITIES: SURPLUS PRIVATELY- OWNED FACILITIES | SURPLUS OR (DEFICIT)
FACILITIES/ACTIVITIES # OF UNITS PER POPULATION (BASLEPD ON COLUMBIA'S [CITY-MAINTAINED OR (DEFICIT) FACILITIES CITY + BASED ON MO
OPULATION) FACILITIES ACCORDING TO MO PRIVATE STANDARDS
STANDARDS
1| Football field 1 field per 4,000 22 fields 6 (16) 2 school 8 (14) fields
2|Soccer field 1 field per 4,000 22 fields 19 ©)) 1 university (lighted) 43 21 fields
22 school
1 private
3|Picnic shelter 1 shelter per 2,000 44 shelters 38 (6) 2 university 40 (4) shelters
4 |Picnic table 1 table per 125 706 tables 400 (306) 17 university 417 (289) tables
5|Ball diamond 1 diamond per 1,500 59 diamonds 19 (40) 4 private 23 (36) diamonds
0 **school
6 [ Tennis court 1 court per 1,500 59 courts 21 (38) 21 university (17 lighted) 68 9 courts
10 school
16 private
7 |Handball court 1 court per 5,000 18 courts 0 (18) 16 university 20 2 courts
4 private
8 |Playground 1 playground per 1,000 88 playgrounds 28 (60) 25 school 55 (33) playgrounds
2 private
9 [Swimming pool 800 sq. ft. per 1,000 70,632.8 sq. ft. 16,987 (53,646) 41,670 sq. ft. 58,657 (11,975.8) sq. ft.
1 university
7 private
10|Wading pool 1 pool per 5,000 18 wading pools 2 (16) 1 private 3 (15) wading pools
11|lce skating rink 1 rink per 50,000 2 rinks 0 (1.8) 0 0 (2) rinks
12| Multi-use trails 1 mile per 3,000 29.4 miles 13.42 (16.01) 3.63 university 17.05 (12.38) miles
13| Hiking trails 1 mile per 4,000 22.1 miles See # 14 (22.07) 0 0 (22.07) miles
14 |Nature or Interpretive trail 1 mile per 2,500 35.3 miles 11.12 (24.20) 0 11.12 (24.20) miles
15| Equestrian trail 1 mile per 6,250 14.1 miles 0 (14.13) 0 0 (14.13) miles
16|Bicycle trail 1 mile per 2,600 34.0 miles 2.1 (31.86) 0 2.1 (31.86) miles
17]Jogging trail 1 mile per 2,000 44.1 miles See #12 (42.30) 0 0 (44.15) miles
18| Exercise trall 1 mile per 7,500 11.8 miles 1.84 (9.93) 0 1.84 (9.93) miles
19 |Multi-use court 1 court per 3,000 29 courts 14 (15.43) 38 school 59 30 courts
4 university (lighted)
3 private
20| Tent camping 1 site per 300 294 sites 0 (294) 0 0 (294) sites
21 |Shuffleboard court 1 court per 2,000 44 courts 1 (43) 0 1 (43) courts
22 |Horseshoe court 1 site per 2,000 44 sites 5 (39) 0 5 (39) sites
23|Volleyball court 1 court per 3,000 29 courts 18 (12) 6 university 27 (2) court
3 private
24 |Boat ramp 1 ramp per 5 river miles in SMSA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
L ramp in 10 river miles in non-SMSA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
25|Golf Course (9 or 18 holes) 1 course per 25,000 4 courses 2 (2) 1 university 6 2 courses
3 private
26 | Amphitheater 1 amphitheater per 10,000 9 amphitheaters 0 (9) 1 university 1 (8) amphitheaters
27 |Horse arena 1 arena per 7,500 12 arenas 0 (12) 2 university 2 (10) arenas

* Based on a population of |

88,291

** Facilities that are school-owned, but maintained by the City are included in "City-Owned or City-Maintained Facilities" column.
Note: Calculations for items that cannot be counted by fractions are rounded up or down.

| (Source: FY 2002 City of Columbia Annual Budget - 2001 estimated population plus 2.2%)
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ST

ANDARDS

Comparison to Standards Chart - 2011

MISSOURI STANDARDS

CITY- OWNED
TOTAL TOTAL FACILITIES:
OUTDOOR RECOMMENDED # OF UN,ITS CITY-OWNED OR | FACILITIES: SURPLUS PRIVATELY- OWNED FACILITIES SURPLUS OR (DEFICIT)
# OF UNITS PER POPULATION (BASED ON COLUMBIA'S |CITY-MAINTAINED OR (DEFICIT)
FACILITIES/ACTIVITIES *POPULATION) EACILITIES ACCORDING TO MO FACILITIES CITY + BASED ON MO
PRIVATE STANDARDS
STANDARDS
1|Football field 1 field per 4,000 27 fields 6 (21) 2 school (lighted) 8 (19) fields
2 |Soccer field 1 field per 4,000 27 fields 19 (8) 1 university (lighted) 43 16 fields
22 school
1 private
3|[Picnic shelter 1 shelter per 2,000 54 shelters 38 (16) 2 university 40 (14) shelters
4 |Picnic table 1 table per 125 859 tables 400 (459) 17 university 417 (442) tables
5|Ball diamond 1 diamond per 1,500 72 diamonds 19 (53) 4 private 23 (49) diamonds
0 **school
6 | Tennis court 1 court per 1,500 72 courts 21 (51) 21 university (17 lighted) 68 (4) courts
10 **school
16 private
7 |Handball court 1 court per 5,000 21 courts 0 (21) 16 university 20 (1) courts
4 private
8 |Playground 1 playground per 1,000 107 playgrounds 28 (79) 25 school 55 (52) playgrounds
2 private
9 [Swimming pool 800 sq. ft. per 1,000 85,914.4 sq. ft. 16,987 (68,927) 41,670 sq. ft. 58,657 (27,257.4) sq. ft.
1 university
7 private
10|Wading pool 1 pool per 5,000 21 wading pools 2 (19) 1 private 3 (18) wading pools
11 |Ice skating rink 1 rink per 50,000 2 rinks 0 (2.1) 0 0 (2) rinks
12 [Multi-use trails 1 mile per 3,000 35.8 miles 13.42 (22.38) 3.63 university 17.05 (18.75) miles
13| Hiking trails 1 mile per 4,000 26.8 miles See # 14 (26.85) 0 0 (26.85) miles
14 |Nature or Interpretive trail 1 mile per 2,500 43.0 miles 11.12 (31.84) 0 11.12 (31.84) miles
15 |Equestrian trall 1 mile per 6,250 17.2 miles 0 (17.18) 0 0 (17.18) miles
16|Bicycle trail 1 mile per 2,600 41.3 miles 2.1 (39.21) 0 2.1 (39.21) miles
17]Jogging trail 1 mile per 2,000 53.7 miles See # 12 (42.30) 0 0 (53.70) miles
18| Exercise trall 1 mile per 7,500 14.3 miles 1.84 (12.48) 0 1.84 (12.48) miles
19 |Multi-use court 1 court per 3,000 36 courts 14 (21.80) 38 school 59 23 courts
4 university (lighted)
3 private
20| Tent camping 1 site per 300 358 sites 0 (358) 0 0 (358) sites
21| Shuffleboard court 1 court per 2,000 54 courts 1 (53) 0 1 (53) courts
22 |Horseshoe court 1 site per 2,000 54 sites 5 (49) 0 5 (49) sites
23|Volleyball court 1 court per 3,000 36 courts 18 (18) 6 university 27 (9) court
3 private
24 |Boat ramp 1 ramp per 5 river miles in SMSA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
L ramp in 10 river miles in non-SMSA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
25| Golf Course (9 or 18 holes) 1 course per 25,000 4 courses 2 (2) 1 university 6 2 courses
3 private
26 | Amphitheater 1 amphitheater per 10,000 11 amphitheaters 0 (11) 1 university 1 (10) amphitheaters
27 |Horse arena 1 arena per 7,500 14 arenas 0 (14) 2 university 2 (12) arenas

* Based on a population of |

107,393

** Facilities that are school-owned, but maintained by the City are included in "City-Owned or City-Maintained Facilities" column.
Note: Calculations for items that cannot be counted by fractions are rounded up or down.

| (Source: FY 2002 City of Columbia Annual Budget - 2001 estimated population with a 2.2% annual increase)
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STANDARDS

Conclusions Based on DNR Guidelines

The following conclusions are based solely on comparison of Columbia’s outdoor facilities
with the "Goals for Development Projects’ by the Missouri Department of Natural
Resources. For grant purposes, these are listed in priority order based on deficiency.

Trails

In total trail mileage, the comparison charts show a deficiency of 158.72 miles of trail based
on the current population and a projected need for an additional 41.29 miles of trail over the
next ten years. The Parks and Recreation Department does not have a separate classification
for its"hiking trails" - these areincluded in "nature trails." Similarly, "jogging trails" do not
have a separate classification - these are included in "multi-use trails." Regardless how the
trails are classified, Columbia has a need for additional trails in each category.

Playgrounds
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 33 playgrounds based on the current population
and a projected need for an additional 19 playgrounds over the next ten years.

Football Fields
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 14 fields based on the current population and a
projected need for an additional 5 fields over the next ten years.

Picnic Shelters
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 4 picnic shelters based on the current population
and a projected need for an additional 10 shelters over the next ten years.

Picnic Tables
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 289 picnic tables based on the current
population and a projected need for an additional 153 picnic tables over the next ten years.

Ball Diamonds
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 35 ball diamonds based on the current
population and a projected need for an additional 13 ball diamonds over the next ten years.

| ce Skating Rinks
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 2 ice rinks based on the current population, with
no need for additional ice rinks over the next ten years.
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Tent Camping

Currently, Columbia has no facilities for tent camping. Thus, the comparison charts show a
deficiency of 294 sites based on the current population and a projected need for an additional
64 sites over the next ten years.

Shuffleboard Courts

The comparison charts show a deficiency of 43 shuffleboard courts based on the current
population and a projected need for an additional 10 shuffleboard courts over the next ten
years.

Hor seshoe Sites
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 39 horseshoe sites based on the current
population and a projected need for an additional 10 horseshoe sites over the next ten years.

TennisCourts
The comparison charts show no deficiency in tennis courts based on the current population,
but shows a projected need for 4 additional courts over the next ten years.

Swimming Pools

The comparison charts show adeficiency of 11, 975.8 sg. ft. of swimming pool area based on
the current population and a projected need for an additional 15,281.6 sg. ft. of swimming
pool area over the next ten years.

Wading Pools
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 15 wading pools based on the current population
and a projected need for an additional 3 wading pools over the next ten years.

Volleyball Courts
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 2 volleyball courts based on the current
population and a projected need for an additional 7 courts over the next ten years.

Amphitheaters
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 8 amphitheaters based on the current population
and a projected need for an additional 2 amphitheaters over the next ten years.

Horse Arenas
The comparison charts show a deficiency of 10 horse arenas based on the current population
and a projected need for an additional 2 horse arenas over the next ten years.

Handball Courts
The comparison charts show no deficiency in handball courts based on the current
population, but shows a projected need for 1 additional court over the next ten years.
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Multi-Use Courts
The comparison charts show no deficiency in multi-use courts based on the current
population, nor any projected need for multi-use courts over the next ten years.

Soccer Fields
The comparison charts show no deficiency in soccer fields based on the current population,
nor any projected need for soccer fields over the next ten years.

Golf Courses
The comparison charts show no deficiency in golf courses based on the current population,
nor any projected need for golf courses over the next ten years.

Boat Ramps
Not applicable to Columbia, Missouri.

Note: These conclusions are based on the "Goals for Devel opment Projects” as established
by the Missouri Department of Natural Resources and are included in this document to
highlight projects that may or may not be eligible for grants.
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Skate Park Construction

il 1999 Skate Park Dedication
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TRENDS

Overview

It isimportant to identify parks and recreation trends when master planning for the future.
Many times trends are not identified in traditional park planning meetings or surveys. For
example, in the 1994 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan, skateboarding was
not recognized as a participation activity by Columbia residents, much less as a high priority
item. However, at the same time, skateboarding was extremely popular in California,
Washington, and New Y ork; and ultimately, became quite popular in Columbia. Hence, a
chapter devoted to the identification of parks and recreation trends has been added to this
2002 Facility Needs Update.

The purpose of this chapter isto identify recreational and leisure trends that may become an
important programming or facility need for the citizens of Columbia, Missouri. Economic,
technological, societal, and energy-related trends are not addressed in this chapter. While
they are important, they are important to the City as awhole and not just the Parks and
Recreation Department. For example, trends such as battery-powered maintenance trucks
will impact future City operations, not just the Parks and Recreation Department.

Differentiating between atrend and afad can be difficult. Asdiscussed in a presentation by
Leon Younger of PROS, Inc., atrend is an overall direction or course, is accepted by many
market segments, and islong term. Trends will support and complement important lifestyle
changes. The more diverse and immediate the benefits, the greater the likelihood it will
remain atrend. A fad usually appears rather quickly, is adopted with enthusiasm, peaks
early, and declines very fast. If it conflicts with basic lifestyle changes and is exaggerated,
extreme, or impractical, itislikely to beafad. Trends and fads may be interwoven and
dependent on each other. Trends are often supported by developmentsin other areas. For
example, while "exercise" may be trend, there are fads within that trend, such as the kinds of
exercise - éliptical runner, rock climbing walls, ab-rollers, racquetball, and wally-ball.
These fads can rise and fall in popularity, even though exercising for health reasons remains
atrend.

There are also financia benefits to agencies that identify trendsin atimely manner. Those
that arefirst to identify and act on atrend gain a competitive advantage. Those that miss a
trend often spend time and resources trying to catch-up. Finally, being able to identify afad
provides the opportunity to reap the short-term benefits and then abandon it when it begins to
lose popul arity.

Ascertaining trends can benefit the operation of a community recreation center. Identifying
current equipment needs, securing the equipment, recognizing pieces that become obsolete,
and replacing them with current "hot" pieces contribute to the overall success of the center.
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Often centers operated by government agencies find themselves playing catch-up due to the
advance financial planning requirements.

The methodology used to identify trends consisted of areview of leading journals and
publications; consumer purchasing patterns; state and national recreational participation
patterns; and presentations at conferences, seminars, and workshops. Internet listserve
discussions with recreational practitionersin other parts of the country provided information
on current issues. Many of these discussions were conducted viainternet listserves, such as,
the National Recreation and Parks Association’s ActiveParks site and The Herman Group’s
Trend Alert service.

Trend identifications are divided into two sections. Facility Trends and Participation.
Section | reviews facilities that may or may not have future impact on the Parks and
Recreation Department. Section |1 discusses recreational participation trends that are
occurring in both the department and throughout the country. Also included in this chapter
are five-year participation levels from the Parks and Recreation Department’ s existing
activities and facilities, reflecting local trends.
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TRENDS
Analysis

Section |: Facility Trends

Following are trends that have been identified as facilities that may eventually have some
impact on the Parks and Recreation Department. After a brief description, the probability of
their impact is based on the following:

High Probability: Trends that exist in or near Missouri and may exhibit some
amount of participation in the Columbia area.

Medium Probability: Trendsthat exist in the mid-Americaregion and may exhibit
some amount of participation in Missouri.

L ow Probability: Trends that exist in some areas of the country and may
exhibit some participation in the mid-Americaregion or
trends that due to financial reasons may not be viable for 5-
10 years.

1. Dog Parks. Dog parks are similar to leash free areas, except that they are fenced and
may have play equipment for the dogs. The ever-increasing growth of urban areas
has made open space for dogs increasingly scarce. Dog parks rangein size from
three to five acres and consist of benches, shade areas, drinking water, and if use
dictates, may beirrigated to maintain turf quality. Dog parks offer pet ownersthe
opportunity to exercise and socialize with their dogs in a secure environment. The
number of dog ownersis growing and currently represents 28% of the population.
High Probability

Photos from Park Sructures
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Spraygrounds. Similar to traditional park playgrounds, spraygrounds are water play
areas that are designed to operate on their own with minimal or no need for
lifeguards. Sprayground areas are true “zero-depth” with no standing water. Surface
areais concrete and may have arubber coating. Water flows only when users are
present to activate controls. Water source may either be direct from potable supply or
as part of achlorinated recirculating system. Volume of water may range from amist
spray to in-ground water jets designed to soak participants. High Probability

Photo from Water Play

Paint-Ball. Paint-ball isasport in which the player is tagged with a paint-ball that is
launched from an opponent’ s paint-ball marker. A tag occurs when the ball hitsits
target and the colored mineral oil breaks on contact. This sport uses safety gear and a
restricted-use area. The site needs to have either natural or man-made cover for
participants. High Probability

BM X (Bicycle Motocross) Courses. BMX isbicycle racing around a dirt track with
riders of the same age and skill level competing against each other. A race begins at
the starting gate where all riders leave at the same time and race around the track over
dirt jumps, around banked corners, and to the finish line. Tracks consist of contours
that allow for left and right turns and jumps. Track lengths vary from 1000 to 1500
feet. The starting gate consists of a hill that is approximately 25 feet high.

High Probability

X-Sports. Extreme sports (or X-sports) consist of non-traditional athletic activities,
such as, skateboarding, in-line skating, scooters, snowboarding, trick-bike riding, and
so on. These sports are growing in popularity due to national media coverage, such
asESPN. The Columbia Skate Park certainly has demonstrated the popularity of
skateboarding, and it is only a matter of time before the need will arise for another
one or more of these X-sports. The question will be one of finances and participant
organization. A street course for trick bikes may be thefirst of these to become a
factor in the Department’ s Capital |mprovement Program.

Medium-High Probability
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6. Bouldering/Climbing Walls. For the past 5-10 years, traditional climbing walls
have been popular in community recreation centers and specialized outdoor retailers.
For municipal agencies, the high cost of constructing and operating climbing walls
has directed many toward bouldering. Typically located outside, bouldering walls
take avertical climbing wall and turn it onitsside. These structures are about 12 feet
high or shorter and are open to the public as weather allows. The lower height does
not require belaying devices or park staff. Surfacing around the wall consists of a
minimum of 12 inches of engineered wood fiber - the same material that is used on
playgrounds. Medium Probability

Photos from Bouldr Co.

7. Adaptive Recreational Trails/Courts/Fields. Asrequired by the Americans with
Disabilities Act, individuals at all levels of ability or disability shall have activities
and facilities suitable and accessible. A multiplicity of activities and facilities should
be offered so that each individual, of every ability or disability, will find his’/her own
level or range of play and participation. Some of the facilities include hard-surface
trails; basketball courts with the baskets designed at various heights and angles; and
synthetic surfacing for baseball, soccer, and other sport fields. Medium Probability
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10.

Finger Parks. Finger Parks are large play tables that contain a miniature playscape
designed for specific types of toys children bring from home. Using precast concrete
and other materials of proven durability, Finger Parks make “loose part” play style
available in apublic setting. Loose part play is classified in developmental research
as play with elements that the children can manipulate and combine. Finger Parks are
accessible from awheelchair at ground level and do not require the typical 6 ft. fall
zone. Finger Parks provide children the opportunity to interact with other children.

Medium-L ow Probability

r‘-’__;{;-y
-
o L ¥

Photos from Finger Parks.com

Mobile Technology Centers. Just as “book-mobiles” were popular and well used
in the 1960-80's, the mobile technology center mirrors the basic principle of
providing a service to those without access. The mission of these centers states that
in an increasingly technol ogically-dominated society, people who are socially and/or
economically disadvantaged will become further disadvantaged if they lack accessto
computers and computer-related technologies. Many of these centers are co-
sponsored by various agencies to provide technological opportunities for people of all
ages and socio-economic levels. Low Probability

Animal Farms/Petting Zoos. In 2001, the Center for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) released new warnings about farm animal exhibits. "Each year
many young children across the country come in contact with farm animals at petting
zoos, petting farms, and county fairs where they may be putting themselves at risk of
getting alife threatening infection like E. coli O157:H7," said CDC Director Dr.
Jeffrey Koplan. "Managers of these venues as well as parents of children who visit
them should be aware of these risks and should assure that the strategies to minimize
them arein place.” Suggested strategies include constructing double-fences around
animals to prevent direct contact with visitors; providing hand washing stations;
providing information about the risk of transmission of pathogens from farm animals
to humans and strategies for prevention of such transmission; staffing facilities to
prevent or monitor interaction; and prohibiting hand to mouth activities such as eating
and drinking, smoking, and carrying toys and pacifiersin interaction areas. Many
parks and recreation departments are either implementing these procedures or closing
down their exhibits. Asthe Columbia Parks and Recreation Department prepares a
master plan for Nifong Park, the animal farm exhibit should be reviewed.
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Section I1: Participation

Searching for national recreational participation trendsis difficult, as each individual
association proposes that their sport or hobby is the next trend. In researching trends, many
organizations investigate either purchasing habits or utilize surveys that are conducted by
national organizations. For the purpose of this report, a national survey conducted by the
National Sporting Goods Association (NSGA) in 2000 appeared to be the most current.
Additionally, results of this survey mirrored purchasing trends that were conducted by a
similar organization, the Sporting Goods Manufacturing Association.

Listed below is atable that highlights the NSGA survey results for the year 2000. It also
compares the participation patterns of similar surveys that were conducted in 1996 and in
1990. This comparative data can be used to determine if a particular sport or activity is either
increasing or decreasing.

| National Sporting Goods Association |

Sport 2000 Per cent 1996 1990

Total Change Total Total
(Ranked in order of highest participation rates) | (million) | from 1999 | (million) | (million)
Exercise Walking 86.3 0.6% 73.3 71.4
Swimming 60.7 2.3% 60.2 67.5
Camping (vacation/overnight) 49.9 -2.3% 44.7 46.2
Fishing 49.3 4.5% 45.6 46.9
Exercising with Equipment 44.8 -4.4% 47.8 35.3
Bicycle Riding 43.1 0.3% 53.3 55.3
Bowling 43.1 1.6% 42.9 40.1
Billiards/Pool 325 0.1% 345 28.1
Basketball 27.2 -8.1% 31.8 26.3
Aerobic Exercising 27.2 3.5% 24.1 23.3
Golf 26.4 -2.8% 231 23.0
Weight Lifting 24.6 na na na
Boating, Motor/Power 24.2 -0.9% 28.8 28.6
Hiking 23.7 -15.6% 26.5 22.0
Running/Jogging 22.5 0.5% 22.2 23.8
Roller Skating (in-line) 21.8 -9.4% 25.5 3.6
Hunting with Firearms 19.1 12.6% 18.3 185
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| National Sporting Goods Association |

Sport 2000 Per cent 1996 1990

. _ S Total Change Total Total
(Ranked in order of highest participation rates) | (million) [ from 1999 | (million) | (million)
Dart Throwing 174 -13.8% 21.3 16.4
Baseball 15.7 -3.8% 14.8 15.6
Backpack/Wilderness Camp 152 -0.5% 115 10.8
Target Shooting 14.8 -16.4% 21.2 na
Mountain Bike (on road) 14.3 -5.6% 133 na
Softball 13.9 -5.2% 19.9 20.1
Calisthenics 135 7.7% 10.1 13.2
Soccer 12.9 -1.8% 13.9 10
Volleyball 12.3 3.9% 185 23.2
Scooter Riding 11.6 na na na
Football (touch) 9.9 -11.4% 11.6 na
Tennis 9.9 -9.8% 115 184
Horseback Riding 9.5 na 8.7 na
Skateboarding 9.1 30.2% 4.7 75
Table Tennis 1.7 -7.1% 9.5 11.8
Football (tackle) 7.5 -10.3% 9.0 na
Skiing (alpine) 74 -0.3% 10.5 114
Roller Skating (2x2) 7.2 -12.5% 151 18.0
Mountain Biking (off road) 7.1 4.0% 7.3 na
|ce/Figure Skating 6.7 -12.4% 8.4 6.5
Canoeing 6.2 -15.1% 8.4 8.9
Step Aerobics 6.1 -26.2% 11.3 na
Water Skiing 59 -9.9% 7.4 105
Snorkeling 55 -13.9% 7.1 na
Martial Arts 54 5.9% 4.7 na
Paint-Ball Games 53 4.6% na na
Badminton 4.9 -2.0% 6.1 9.3
Hunting w/Bow & Arrow 4.7 -18.4% 55 na
Archery (target) 4.5 -7.6% 53 na
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| National Sporting Goods Association |

Sport 2000 Per cent 1996 1990

Total Change Total Total
(Ranked in order of highest participation rates) | (million) | from 1999 | (million) | (million)
Snowboarding 4.3 31.2% 31 15
Kick Boxing 39 3.7% na na
Climbing (mountain/rock) 34 na 34 4.7
Climbing (artificial wall) 3.3 na 2.3 na
Racqgetbal 3.2 0.6% 5.3 8.1
Kayaking/Rafting 31 5.2% 3.6 na
Muzzleloading 29 -11.8% 3.2 na
Sailing 25 -10.8% 4.0 4.9
Skiing (cross country) 2.3 -14.0% 34 51
Hockey (roller) 2.2 3.1% 34 na
Hockey (ice) 1.9 3.1% 2.1 19
Scuba Diving (open water) 1.6 -29.% 2.4 2.6
Field Hockey 1.4 na na na
Surfboarding 1.2 na na 15
Snowshoeing 1.0 18.3% na na
Wind Surfing 0.2 -50.7% 0.7 0.9
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TRENDS

Columbia Participation Levels - Sports

Sports Program 1997 1998 1999  2000% 2001 > Year
Average
Youth Sports
Baseball/Softball 20,068 18,502 21,256 23,478 22,984 21,258
Soccer 23,329 26,445 28,260 32,448 29,744 28,045
Basketball 10,032 10,464 10,282 7,724 7,236 9,148
Football 1,808 1,360 2,068 1,294 2,112 1,728
Tennis 570 708 686 1,218 1,356 908
Active Kids Club 902 1,312 1,838 1,543 3,149 1,749
Other Sports Activities 1,162 1,167 1,698 649 140 963
Total Youth Sports 57,871 59,958 66,088 68,354 66,721 63,798
Women's Sports
Volleyball 1,668 1,380 1,612 984 1,068 1,342
Softball 3,898 2,868 3,258 3,406 2,610 3,208
Basketball 800 700 576 * 720 559
Soccer 624 779 1,134 1,302 1,426 1,053
Total Women's Sports 6,990 5,727 6,580 5,692 5,824 6,163
Men's Sports
Volleyball 1,284 1,092 856 1,980 3,760 1,794
Softball 24,336 20,700 22,486 24,864 26,708 23,819
Basketball 4,120 3,800 2,992 1,980 3,760 3,330
Soccer 2,518 1,779 1,666 1,186 1,020 1,634
Baseball 2,013 824 2,088 1,264 0 1,238
Football 360 528 207 334 270 340
Other Men's Sports 247 0 0 264 0 102
Total Men's Sports 34,878 28,723 30,295 31,872 35,518 32,257
CoRec Sports
Noon Club 3,500 4,155 3,871 1,760 3,996 3,456
Volleyball 5,352 5,076 6,556 4,727 6,864 5,715
Softball 17,510 18,906 19,602 19,664 19,554 19,047
Soccer 528 0 0 0 0 106
Tennis 63 66 138 276 222 153
Total CoRec Sports 26,953 28,203 30,167 26,427 30,636 28,477

**2000 Armory Sports Center Closed for remodeling
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TRENDS

Columbia Participation Levels - Aquatics

Aquatic Program 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2 VD
Average

Recreational Swim

Douglass 3,445 2,338 4,995 3,707 4,347 3,863

Hickman 6,996 7,830 6,821 7,691 6,587 7,085

Lake of the Woods 5,180 5,005 3,751 3,378 6,141 4,933

Oakland 25,705 30,768 61,493 37,874 36,729 38,216

Pirates' Landing 38,791 41,353 36,745 26,872 29,237 33,706

Stephen's na na na na 1,766 na

Total 80,117 87,294 113,805 79,522 84,807 89,109

Instructional Swim

Hickman 18,754 16,645 14,298 15,077 15,816 16,118

Oakland 1,875 4,172 3,468 2,227 2,037 2,756

Lake of the Woods 1,881 2,198 1,755 1,448 * 407 1,282

Total 22,510 23,015 19,521 18,752 18,260 20,412

* # of Lessons offered reduced in 2001

1999 - Oakland Family Aquatic Center Renovated

2001 - Lake of the Wood Pool Renovated

Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update 53




TRENDS

Columbia Participation Levels - Community Recreation, Oak Tours, and
Golf

i i 5 Year
Community Recreation 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Program Average
Douglass Area 67,959 62,167 56,109 36,889 50,775 54,780
Community Recreation Instruction 18,246 17,638 13,338 10,968 19,806 15,999
Total 86,205 79,805 69,447 47,857 70,581 70,779

Douglass Area consists of: Douglass sports, gym-recreation, special events, park,
and Moonlight Hoops

Oak Tours Program (Travel) 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2 VL
Average
Oak Tours 15737 14,992 14,664 16,086 17,748 15,845
Golf Program 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 & Ve
Average
L.A. Nickell Golf Course 57,430 52,156 59,624 68,433 53,260 58,181
Lake of the Woods Golf Course 41,415 37,282 46,433 53,865 43,161 44,431
TOTAL 98,845 89,438 106,057 122298 96,421 102,612

Includes participation in rounds of golf, lessons, and driving range.
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TRENDS

Columbia Participation Levels - Life Enrichment, Adaptive, Oak/Senior,

and Paquin
Life Enrichment Program 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 S Year
Average
Special Programs 18,788 16,916 34,587 20,289 39,001 25,916
Educational Classes 8,170 8,109 8,176 12,252 13,631 10,068
Total 26,958 25,025 42,763 32541 52,632 35,984
Adaptive Program 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 e
Average
Special Olympics 3,313 3,505 3,188 5,925 8,228 4,832
Other Adaptive 1,332 1,586 2,109 3,193 2,698 2,184
Total 4,645 5,091 5,297 9,118 10,926 7,015
Oak/Senior Program 1997 1998 1999 2000 nga o N
Average
Oak/Senior 49,341 44,093 44,037 43,777 44,274 45,104
. 5 Year
Paquin Program 1997 1998 1999y 2000 2001
Average
Paquin 51,741 58,448 55,799 53,101 56,986 55,215
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TRENDS

Columbia Participation Levels - Analysis

Adult Sports

The number of adult sports participants across the board has decreased in the past 5 - 10
years. Thelast few years have produced relatively steady participation figures. Men's and
women’ s participation decreased slightly, while co-rec participation increased. Itis
anticipated co-rec participation will continue to increase as baby-boomers loose competitive
zeal and focus more on the social aspect of recreational sports. In addition to this, many
adults focus their time and energy on their children’ s participation in sports.

Individual sports such as weight training, running, and biking are becoming increasingly
popular; whereas, families are recreating more as groups.

Youth Sports

Most areas of group youth sports have increased. Thisisreflected by heavy use of city
athletic facilities. However, there has been a surge in extreme sportsin the past few years.
Columbiais not immune from this trend, as evidenced by the very popular Skateboard Park.

Community Recreation

The recreation needs of the Central Columbia area are many. Accessto good quality
recreational programs along with collaborations with other agenciesis crucial to combating
the problems faced by these participants. In addition to positive recreational outlets, thereis
agreat need for avariety of servicesrelated to improving social and economic conditions.
The Douglass Athletic Association has co-sponsored several programs for the youth and is
interested in offering more. The goal of the Association isto give the youth positive
recreational experiencesin an athletic setting. A variety of recreational programsinclude
positive messages for the youth, such as, drug awareness and resistance, building improved
peer relationships, avoiding teen pregnancy, etc.

Aquatics

The increase in participation figures reflect an on-going national trend in this area. After
renovation in 1999, participation at the Oakland Family Aquatic Center doubled from 1998.
Good weather was also a contributing factor to the 1999 increase. Usage remains at 33%
over the pre-renovation figures since the peak in 1999. Due to its 2001 renovation, L ake of
the Woods Pool experienced a 42% increase from the previous four-year average.

In general, the national trend in aquatics is toward family aguatic centers, complete with
water dlides, lazy rivers, water play features, comfortable locker rooms, concessions, and
other amenities which cater to the family. These facilities are capable of creating positive
revenue streams as their play value remains high.
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Golf

Golf has been experienced a decline nationally, and the figures in Columbia reflect that
trend. According to Golf DataTech, the West-North-Central Region experienced a decline of
5.1% in rounds played for the year 2001.

The National Golf Foundation has estimated the following:

1990 2000
# of Golfers 27.8 million 26.7 million
# of Golf Courses 13,951 17,108

As evidenced by the above, the number of golfers decreased during this 10-year period while
the number of golf coursesincreased by over 22%. This tranglates into fewer rounds per
course. At thetime of thisreport, this has been the experience in Columbia.

Other notable figures for municipal golf courses:

National Average Green Fee with Cart $36.00
Columbia' s Average Green Fee with Cart  $25.61

Senior, Adapted, and Life Enrichment Programs

These programs as a whole show continued growth. Popular activities include inter-
generational programs and life enrichment classes. It is anticipated these programs will
continue to grow as more baby boomers hit retirement age.
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TRENDS

Conclusion

Based on the information discussed in this chapter, the Department formed the following
conclusions:

The Department should monitor and work with other City departments on issues
concerning economic, technological, societal, and energy-related trends. Future trends
such as battery powered/assisted maintenance vehicles will have an impact on the
Department.

The trends identified in this chapter will be included in Chapter 8 - Recommended
Capital Improvements. Funding sources need to be identified.

The Columbia Community Recreation Center should have the flexibility to purchase
fitness equipment on an “as needed” basis. During the budget process, the Department
recommends a fixed dollar amount be included in the center’ s budget that will allow for
the purchase of capital fitness equipment.

The participation patterns of Columbia residents mirror the participation patterns in the
National Sporting Goods Association’sresearch. Adult sports and golf numbers have
decreased somewhat, while youth sports continue to thrive. Activities for the family unit
are popular, with family agquatic centers leading the way.

Local use patterns and surveys indicate support for continued emphasis in the areas of
trails, greenbelts, and greenways and the preservation of parks and open space.
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PUBLIC INPUT

Overview

Asacritical part of the master planning process, the Parks and Recreation Department

actively collected input from the public as to their views of Columbia’ s parks and recreation

needs. 1n 2001 the Department conducted the following public, focus group, and school
meetings:

Public Meetings

* 4/04/01 - Public Meeting
* 4/10/01 - Public Meeting
e 4/11/01 - Public Meeting

Focus Group Meetings

3/01/01 - Columbia Disc Golf Club

3/15/01 - Parks & Recreation Staff

4/09/01 - MO Department of Conservation
4/17/01 - Douglass Coalition

4/18/01 - Diamond Council (youth baseball/softball)
4/19/01 - Parks & Recreation Commission
4/26/01 - Central City Focus Group

4/26/01 - Environmental Focus Group
4/26/01 - Entertainment/Performing Arts
4/30/01 - Northern Cherokee Nation

5/01/01 - Misc. Sports/Athletic Associations
5/02/01 - Eco Recreation Focus Group
5/02/01 - Columbia Soccer Club

5/10/01 - Boone County Historical Society
5/14/01 - Columbia Y outh Football League
5/15/01 - Columbia Y outh Basketball League
5/18/01 - PedNet

5/23/01 - Stephens Property

5/29/01 - Russell Family Donors

5/30/01 - Russell Property

8/09/01 - Disabilities Commission

School M eetings

e 4/24/01 - West Junior High School

» 5/08/01 - Hickman High School

» 5/24/01 - Ridgeway Elementary School

Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update

59



The public meetings were advertised in advance in the newspaper, on the radio, and on the
Parks and Recreation website. After a presentation by Parks and Recreation staff, those
attending the public meetings were divided into smaller groups and asked to list parks and
recreation needs for the community. The smaller groups were then gathered back into one
group, and the ideas were compiled into one list. Each attendee cast votes for his/her
personal top five choices.

In addition to updating the Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan, the Department
needed to develop master plans for the Russell property and Stephens Lake Park. Both
properties drew high public interest as to how they were going to be developed. A public
meeting was held regarding each of these properties to obtain public input and incorporate
these ideas in the overall master plan. These meetings were conducted in asimilar manner to
the other three public meetings.

Focus group meetings were held to ascertain needs of specific groups that might not stand
out in the public meetings or surveys. For example, lack of practice soccer fields might not
be a concern to the public in general, but may impair the growth and operation of the
Columbia Soccer Club. Similarly, issues that concern the Disability Commission (such as
providing lower basketball rims to accommodate persons of various skill levels) would not
likely be a priority matter to the general public. However, these type of issues are important
to the Department in its commitment to satisfy the parks and recreation needs of al its
citizens.

In addition to the public meetings, the Department contracted with a private firm, ETC
Institute/Leisure Vision, to conduct arandom citizen survey. ETC Institute/Leisure Vision
obtained 527 completed household surveys. The purpose was to determine citizen usage,
satisfaction, needs, priorities, and funding support for parks and recreation services. In
conjunction with this random survey, the Parks and Recreation Department conducted a
similar survey with its active park users. The Department obtained 430 completed park user
surveys.

Adding to the information collected through meetings and surveys, the Department accepted
e-mails, phone calls, and participated in informal discussions with citizens regarding their
ideas and concerns for the future city-wide master planning of parks and recreation.

This chapter includes summaries of the public meetings, focus group meetings, surveys, and
the conclusions drawn therefrom. Supporting survey instruments and charts can be found in
Appendix B.
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PUBLIC INPUT

Public Meetings Summary

* Denotes item was suggested, but received no priority votes.

PRIORITY # Votes # Votes # Votes

4/04/01 4/11/01 4/17/01 TOTAL
MEETING MEETING MEETING VOTES

Trails/Pednet
Encourage ped-net system and nature trails 10 10
Walking trail around lake at Stephens 4 4
Develop a hard-surface multi-use trail at Stephens 3 3
Walking/biking trails 3 3
LOW & Indian Hills linked by trails 3 3
Emphasis on Pednet 2 2
Promote walkable community in Columbia 2 2
Braille trail 2 2
Stephens Lake link to trails/greenbelt 1 1
Paved multi-use paths - Cosmo Park-type trails 1 1
Bicycle lanes on existing road to be linked to trails (city/county-wide) 1 1
Develop trail connection between Rockhill and Stephens Park 1 1
Interpretive nature trails 1 1
Bike/walk track and trails * *
Accessible nature trails * *
Horse trails * *
Hard-surface trails * *
Minimal impact trails * *
Walking/biking trail at Bethel Park, City/School joint project * *
Stephens Lake as east trail head * *
Increased nature trails - urban parks * *
Category Total 14 20 34

[Natural Areas
Stephens - maintain open and natural 7 6 13
Natural playing areas - native species and low pesticides 8 8
Natural habitat (flora/fauna) 6 6
Open space 2 2
More nature areas 2 2
Natural areas - low impact activities 2 2
Category Total 17 16 33

[Golf Course
Develop 9-hole golf course at Stephens 9 9
Re-develop Stephens as it was with a golf course 6 6
18-27 hole championship golf course at Phillips property 5 5
Public golf course (people's leagues go to play) 5 5
Stephens property - par 3, 9-hole golf course east of lake for beginners 4 4
Golf course for beginners 3 3
Improve golf course management * *
Category Total 14 18 32
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PRIORITY

Lake Swimming

# Votes
4/04/01

# Votes
4/11/01

# Votes
4/17/01

TOTAL

MEETING MEETING MEETING VOTES

Lake swimming - no frills

Swim at Stephens Lake

Adult swimming at Stephens Lake

Family swim memberships

More swimming and fishing lakes

Children beach swimming at Stephens

Extended, later hours for swimming

R INjW|~

RINW|S (|00

Non-chlorinated water play feature at Stephens

Category Total

10

19

N
©

[Spo

rts (See also Athletic Fields)

Tennis complex/proshop, indoor and outdoor

Maintain/improve tennis courts

Indoor/outdoor ice skating

Archery Range

Horseshoes at Bethel

NIN[N[N W

Upgrade basketball courts

N

Roller blade/skate board opportunities

N

Sand volleyball

Indoor racquetball courts

Indoor/outdoor basketball

Ropes course

N

Cross-country skiing (with equipment rental)

Indoor ice skating and soccer facility

Indoor skating - low cost

Mountain bike dirt jumps at Rhett's Run

-

All weather outdoor track - not square

[En

Add half-pipe at Skate Park

Boxing facility

Provide equipment checkout at facilities

R G A RN NN NSNS

Tetherball

Bowling

More bleachers at Douglass basketball

On-site facilitators of sports

Miniature golf

Handball

H | k| k| k| H| ¥| *

Tennis courts

Handball court at Oakland Park

Rock Climbing (further development)

Better maintenance of sand volleyball courts

QOutdoor ice skating

X k| *| ¥

New beginners skate park

Maintain outdoor lakes for ice skating

Concrete luge run

Winter sports area, heated restrooms

Youth development - track & field

*| k| k| *| ¥

Nl k| k| k| k| k| k| k| k| k| k| k| k| *| ¥| *

Category Total

15

[Diversity

Black staff/lifeguards at Douglass Pool

Provide facility-diverse staff in the inner city

Minority representation on the P&R commission

Family-oriented parks for youths to seniors

Accommodate changing demographics

Category Total

27
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PRIORITY # Votes # Votes # Votes

4/04/01 4/11/01 4/17/01 TOTAL
MEETING MEETING MEETING VOTES

Community Center

New 5th & Worley Rogers community center location 13 13
Instead of leasing, build community center 10 10
Develop system of ownership (community) and mgt. of inner-city facilities 4 4
Provide an inner-city recreation center * *
After hours youth indoor center * *
Category Total 27 27

[Interpretation Center
Nature interpretation center for all ages at Russell 11 11 22
Interpretive center, social/historical/cultural/scientific
Runge-type nature center * 1 1
Natural interpretive center - Boone County, cultural arts/historical theme * *

Arts/humanities nature center * *

Category Total 11 15 26

w
w

[Park Amenities/Shelters/Picnicking
Upgrade size Douglass Shelter (elec. bench - lights under shelter) 5
Family open space - picnicking 3
Benches and individual picnic sites around Stephens Lake 3
Clean, safe, more restrooms 2
Adequate landscaped parking/more parking
Improved sledding area 2
Small family picnic areas with open space rec. area 2
Field-style benches and tables 2
Upgrade sled hill at Stephens 1
Nice wedding areas - shelter
Supervised play area 1
Interactive play equipment 1
Additional playgrounds * *
Promote Memorial/Heritage Tree & Bench Program * *
Trees *
Adult emphasis at Stephens - boat house (reception, wedding, etc.) *
More benches at parks *
Plant trees/shade at CCRA
Category Total 10 8 7 25

N

[EnY
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[Activities/Events
Special Olympics regional tournament 4
Dancing/patrties activities 4
Provide family-oriented activities at the rec center 3
Recreation activities for all socio-economic groups (transport) 3
Provide more recreation opportunities for inner-city youth 3
Localized dance/arts 2
More festivals and community events in the parks
City-wide weekend flower plantings

Increase day camps for youth during summer
More indoor winter recreation activities for children
Provide and increase water activities in the parks
Community based activities (in Douglass Park)
Senior citizen programs

Storytelling/puppet shows

Summer music series - parks *
Emphasis on teen activities *
Category Total 12 12 24
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PRIORITY

Disc Golf/Frisbee

# Votes # Votes

4/04/01 4/11/01

# Votes
4/17/01

TOTAL
MEETING MEETING MEETING VOTES

New 18-hole disc golf course 3 8 11
18-hole disc golf at Stephens 8 8
Ultimate frisbee field, designated area, size of soccer field 3 3
Category Total 6 16 22
[Amphitheater
Outdoor Amphitheater - Stephens 7 7
Amphitheater 4 9 13
Large open performance/dance area * *
Category Total 7 4 9 20
[Chlorinated Swimming/Water
Chlorinated water park - Stephens 2 2
Extended, later hours for swimming 10 10
Interactive Water Fountains 4 2 6
Wading pool/spray ground 1 1
Indoor pool with lanes * *
Uniform swimming hours * *
Adult swimming, (i.e., lap lanes) * *
Aquatic park * *
Category Total 4 5 10 19
[Other Indoor Facilities/Needs
Day care drop-off center 5 5
Meeting hall 3 3
Place for teenagers 2 2
Try to get Blind Boone Center for the summer 2 2
Planetarium/observatory 2 2
Indoor play area for children 2 2
Additional indoor meeting rooms * *
Bathing facilities for homeless * *
Use schools in winter to expand recreation for youth * *
Casino * *
Category Total 4 12 16
[Acquisition
Major park - SE - Phillips, athletic fields, trails, golf course, soccer 8 8
Purchase large tract - Phillips property 4 4
Pro-active approach to Greenbelt planning and acquisition 3 3
Acquire parks at Ash St., Garth, McBaine, Alexander, Aldeah * *
Mandatory parkland dedication * *
Greenbelt connections * *
Park within 1/2 mile of every citizen * *
Category Total 4 11 15
[Athletic Fields
Open space for soccer practice (general use) 2 5 7
Football practice 3 3
More Baseball/softball fields * 2 2 4
Soccer fields at Russell 1 1
Lacrosse fields * *
Category Total 6 7 2 15
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Accesses/Accessibility

IORITY

# Votes
4/04/01

# Votes # Votes
4/11/01 4/17/01

TOTAL

MEETING MEETING MEETING VOTES

Improve access to city recreation for the disabled

Transportation for youth

City-wide safe pedestrian access to parks

Make all facilities accessible - seniors

Bike lane access MKT to Russell

[l Ll [OV] BN (65

Develop access to Russell through Fairview Park

ADA access with pervious surface

Category Total

14

[Do

S

1-2 acre fenced dog park at Stephens

Open space - dogs

More off-leash dog parks with water

Category Total

10

NN W~

Not Want

No soccer practice at Stephens and Russell

No traditional golf at Stephens

N |00

No lighted fields in residential areas

Category Total

10

10

[Environmental

Ample natural stream buffers, repair and maintain

Identify environmentally sensitive areas and protect

Natural pest management - especially golf, native grass

Emphasis on environmental design system-wide

e EES

e Il (S B

Clean stream/park programs

Ecologically managed water - run-off from parking

Category Total

[Fis

hing/Boating

Non-motorized boating and fishing at Stephens

Boating (non-motorized)

Develop accessible fishing at Stephens Lake

Fish stocking program with the Conservation Dept. - trout

RIN|W (W

Beginning fishing at Stephens

Better manage Stephens Lake for fishing

Off-season trout fishing at Stephens

Category Total

[Educational

Provide life skill education at the rec center with rec facilities

Teaching garden/horticultural

Increase native plantings at Stephens, along with horticulture education

Educational wildlife areas with specific flowers to attract birds

R ININ W

More information in schools about non-competitive sports

Native-American education/protection

Environmental education - hands on

Category Total
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PRIORITY # Votes # Votes # Votes

4/04/01 4/11/01 4/17/01 TOTAL
MEETING MEETING MEETING VOTES

Linking nature/arts programs 3
Increase public art in the parks (sculptures, etc.) 2
Outdoor sculpture, garden - Cosmo, old rock quarry area 1
More statues/monuments/art 1
Category Total 4 ERR

N (=Y =Y INY [

[Communication/Cooperation/Partnerships
Additional Farmer's market at Stephens property 3
Partnership with Audubon 2
Develop youth focus group to better communicate with P&R 1
More communication with neighbors 1
Cooperative use with groups - users help clean *

Increase partnerships with other organizations *

Improve communication concerning parks and programs *

Improve input between inner-city community and Parks & Rec *
Provide incentive for businesses to support Parks & Rec *
Cooperative agreements with other groups with similar interests *
Category Total 4 2 1 7

(R IN[W

H k| k| k| k| *

[Security
Adequate staffing and supervision at facilities 2
Park security lighting (where appropriate) 1
Golf course security/professionally managed (rangers and marshals) 1
Safety/security - park rangers 1
Better lighting in the parks (non-intrusive) * *

Increase park security * *

Category Total 2 1 2 5

N

[Historical

Reserve Historical Land (Russell Property)
Maintain the historical character of Stephens Park
Category Total

[62] I3 B>
gl |

[Lower Fees
Lower priced fees - low income 3
Provide more scholarships to rec facilities 2
Category Total 3 2 5

w

N

[Animals/Wildlife
Wildlife habitat preservation 4 4
Renovate, expand Nifong Zoo * *
Develop a zoo * *
Improve wildlife habitat on Russell property * *
Category Total 4 4

[Arboretum/Botanical Garden
Arboretum *
"Shelter Gardens" park 1 1
Topiary garden * *
Botanical garden - privately owned, tourist attraction * *
Category Total 4 4

w
w
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PRIORITY

Other - Miscellaneous

# Votes
4/04/01

# Votes
4/11/01

# Votes
4/17/01

TOTAL
MEETING MEETING MEETING VOTES

Individuality at city parks - each park unigue

Provide high-level facility at parks

N>

Community garden areas

Stephens - front natural, back developed

Limited roads and building in parks - walking

Revenue-producing park developments, activities, facilities

G LNIES

NININ[N |00

Low-maintenance equipment/additions/facilities

Concession stand at Stephens

Better methods of controlling geese

Improve existing parks - maintain

Underground utilities in parks

*| k| k| *| *

Campgrounds - city parks

X k| k| | X k| *

Areas for radio airplanes

Category Total

10

20
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PUBLIC INPUT

Focus Group Meetings

An important consideration for any park master plan is understanding the needs of the groups
and organizations that represent the primary users of the parks and facilities. In order to
better understand these needs, park planning staff conducted 21 focus group meetingsto
solicit input on current and future needs. Listed below isasummary of the focus group
meetings.

. Athletic Organizations
A. Diamond Council (youth baseball and softball)

1.  Need more practice fields with skinned infields. Currently, two teams are
scheduled to practice at the same time on one field.

2. Need 6 morefields at 200-ft. fence distance and 2 more fields at 275-325 ft.
fence distance. Prefer fieldsto bein acomplex at one location.

3. Concession and storage areaat Antimi are inadequate/small.

4.  Need more parking around Antimi complex and more tournament
official/umpire parking at Rainbow Softball Center.

B. Columbia Soccer Club

1. Need more practicefields or aress.
a.  Need several large areas for multiple teams with practice “kick-walls.”
b. Includeapractice areain all existing and future neighborhood parks.

2. Need 10-12 morefields of various sizes. ldeal scenario isto build them all
at regulation size which would allow for tournaments. Fields could then be
marked as needed for youth and recreational play.

3. Desreall fieldsto bein complex at one location, preferably in south
Columbia.

4.  Need anindoor facility - approximately 110 x 60 yards will allow for all
agesto play and practice. Two fields under one roof would be ideal.

C. Columbia Y outh Football L eague

1. Two additional fieldsin CCRA will help, but there is a need for another

complex with 4-6 fields. Do not mind co-use with Lacrosse.

2. Dueto equipment needs, teams must practice at same location to maximize
equipment use. Additional practice space is badly needed. Currently, four
teams practice at the same time on one field.

Irrigate existing CCRA fields.

Add possible lights to existing fields if additional fields can’t be
constructed.

5.  Moreparkingin CCRA.

A~ w
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D. ColumbiaY outh Basketball Club

1. Need 4-6 indoor courts for youth and recreational games. Does not have to
be afancy facility (i.e., alarge steel building will suffice). Floor should be
wood if at all possible.
Proposed recreation center will help, but will not satisfy demand.
Program numbers are presently maximized. Without additional courts, they
cannot accept any further participants.

wmn

E. Dougdlass Baseball (youth baseball)
1 Need storage area for game and field equipment.
2. Construct outfield perimeter fence on baseball field.
3. Add batting cages.

F.  American Legion Baseball
1 Reconfigure existing fields to possibly fit 2 official baseball fields. Fields
should be premiere with irrigation, grass infield, scoreboards, etc.
2 Add grassinfield and irrigation to existing field unless above occurs.
3. Add batting cages.
4, Renovate restroom.
5 Improve parking lot.

Skatin
1 Develop an outdoor ice skating facility. Two sheets of ice are preferred.
2. Develop an indoor recreational ice skating facility with two sheets of ice.
3 Need for an indoor ice skating facility that can host competitive hockey
leagues for recreational play, high school, college and minor leagues.
Facility should also be available for other venues such as party rooms,
concerts, craft fairs, and conventions. Seating needs range from 3500 to
5000.

®
- E

H. Miscellaneous Association or Individua Comments

1. Need for atennis complex similar to Springfield/Greene County’s Cooper
Complex (17 outdoor, 1 championship court, indoor complex, etc.)

2. Renovate existing tennis courts.

3. Want to dedicate a park as an outdoor winter sports area for cross country
skiing, sledding and ice skating. Include awarming area.

4. Need lacrosse fields for both youth and adult teams. Can share with football
if needed. Should lacrosse become a high school sport, the need will
greatly increase.

5. Need additional 18-hole public golf course - championship quality with
driving range and putt/chip practice area.

6. Boone County Baseball |eague needs 10 fields with amenities, such as,
concessions, locker rooms, batting cages, etc.
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Develop a boxing facility - indoor, 2-3 rings, with practice areas.
Develop aBMX (bike moto-cross) facility.

Develop a paint-ball course.

0. Thelndian Hillsareaisin need of quality programs for youth, such as,
indoor basketball & volleyball, baseball, football, softball, etc.

= © o N

Central Columbia

Ow>

®mmo

I

Need neighborhood community center in Douglass Park.

Desire black staff/lifeguards at Douglass Pool.

Desire longer Douglass Pool hours or provide alternate aquatic structures such as a
sprayground area.

Parks should be family-oriented — designed with activities for youth to seniors.
Desire minority representation on Parks and Recreation Commission.

Desiretrails and exercise amenities in parks such as Douglass and Again.

Consider use of park rangers that can provide both interpretative and law
enforcement duties in parks.

There should be more emphasis placed on development of youth programs in the
NE portion of Columbia.

Would like to see more sports fieldsin the inner city. Y outh and familiesfind it
difficult to participate in field activities due to transportation problems.

Would like to see an inner-city farmers market, possibly on the property located on
the NE corner of Broadway and Providence.

Need more activities for older youth, such as, boxing, gardening, organized sports,
martial arts classes, etc.

Historical and Entertainment/Performing Arts

A. Review and develop a new master plan for Nifong Park. Work in conjunction with
the Boone County Historical Society (BCHS).

B. Continue improvementsto structures at Nifong Park. Priority facilities include the
servants quarters, pump house, animal farm facility, and Maplewood Barn.

C. Develop a“historical town” at Nifong Park with historic structures such asalog
cabin, old school house, general store, etc.

D. Move Parks and Recreation day camp from Nifong Park in order to concentrate on
historical aspects of park.

E. Recognize Native American heritage in parks where evidence of previous habitats
and other cultural significance existed.

F.  Construct amphitheater suitable for plays and musical concerts.

G. Renovate Maplewood Barn as a community theater site or develop an alternate
location for community theater activities.

H. Increase public art in new and existing parks.
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V. Environmental Groups

A. Continueto develop city-wide network of nature trails and urban "pedways" that
connect residential subdivisions, employment centers, businesses, parks, schools
(including local colleges and MU), the public library, the recreation center, and
downtown. Trail development should be Department’ s number one priority.

B. Acquire additional natural areas and stream corridors whenever possible.

C. Acquire additional land for intense active recreation uses (athletic fields, etc.),
instead of trying to force these uses into existing parks.

D. Work with volunteer groups such as TreeKeepers, Wild Ones, and the Native Plant
Society on long-range native species planting projects.

E. Use“green” productsand natural products whenever possible. Use “natural pest”
management instead of chemicals.

F.  Actively seek to remove al non-native invasive species such as honey-suckle from
parks and other public spaces.

G. Develop anature/interpretive center ssimilar to the Runge Center in Jefferson City.
A preferred location is the Russell property.

H. Work with Audubon Society in the devel opment of Russell Property. Audubon
owns approximately 20 acres of land adjacent to the property and development
should consider all 100 acres.

I.  Acquire, develop, and repair ample stream buffers and storm water controls.

J.  Parksand Recreation should add a staff person with a background in
environmental education and coordination. That person could build a strong
coalition with various special interest groups to help meet environmental goals.
Person would also promote educational opportunities.

V. Disability Commission and Seniors

A. Stephens Lake Park and Lions-Stephens Park are in close proximity to large
population of persons with disabilities and low income. Park features should
reflect this demand.

Trails should be paved to accommodate wheeled and walker-assisted visitors.

Trails need to have distance signs to accommodate an electric chair user.

Shelters should have vehicle access, ceiling fans, textured concrete floors, and

possible heated walkways.

E. If park ison busroute, consider installing protected “waiting” areato keep people
out of the elements.

F.  New restrooms should have textured floors and small toilets for children and
individual s with dwarfism.

G. Develop athletic fields and courts to accommodate persons of al skill levels.
Example - lower basketball rims with different angles, multi-purpose athletic fields
with all synthetic surface.

H. Need new public 18-hole golf course. Could be a par-three course for youth to
learn on. Needs to include a driving range and practice area.

COow
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I.  Need new public 18-hole championship caliber course. Higher fees okay. Limit
number of rounds played to maintain course quality.

J.  Hiremore seniorsto work at Parks and Recreation facilities.

K. Continue and expand recreation programming needs for seniors. Senior softball
has been great. Would like to see same in other sports.

L. Continueto expand city-wide trail system. Consider lighting some trails such as
the MKT Trail.
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Parks and Recreation
Citizen Survey

conducted for the
City of Columbia, Missour|
by

ETC Institute/lLeisure Vision

725 W. Frontier Circle
Olathe, KS 66061
(913) 829-1215

November 2001
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PUBLIC INPUT

* Executive Summary - Random Citizen Survey

Overview of the M ethodology
The City of Columbia Department of Parks and Recreation conducted a citizen survey in

June and July of 2001 to help determine citizen usage, satisfaction, needs, priorities, and
funding support for parks and recreation services, as part of the Department’ s long range
master planning process. The survey was designed to obtain statistically valid results from
househol ds throughout the City of Columbia.

ETC Institute/Leisure Vision worked extensively with Columbia officials in the devel opment
of the survey questionnaire. Thiswork allowed the survey to be tailored to issues of strategic
importance in evaluating current parks, facilities, and program services; and additionally to
effectively plan the future system.

The goal was to obtain at least 500 completed surveys. This goal was exceeded and 527
surveys have been completed. The results for the random sample of 527 households have a
95% level of confidence with aprecision of at least +/- 4.3%.

Thisreport contains. 1) an executive summary; 2) * graphs and charts of respondent answers;
and 3)* acopy of the survey document.

Major Findings

# Morethan 95% of respondents participated in some leisure activities each week
(Question #3). 39% of respondents participated 10-15 hours per week, forming the
largest percentage group of respondents. 25% of respondents participated 1-5 hours per
week, followed by 15% who participated 11-15 hours, 10% who participated 16-20
hours, and 8% who participated 21 or more hours. 3% of respondents indicated that they
did not participate any hoursin leisure activities each week.

# Morethan 40% of respondents (45%) indicated they had lesstimeto participatein

leisure activitiesthan 10 year s ago (Question #4). 32% indicated they had more time
and 23% indicated they had the same amount of time.

*Qurvey charts and survey instrument can be found in Appendix B.
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Household respondents were presented a list of 29 different types of recreation
activitiesand asked to check ALL the activitiesthat members of their household
participatein on aregular basis (Question #5) . 69% of respondent households
indicated they participated in walking and jogging, which was the most
frequently mentioned activity. Other activities that household respondents
participate in on aregular basis included: swimming (36%); festivals (34%); visit
nature preserves (34%); and biking (34%).

38% of household respondentsindicated they participated in programs offer ed
by the City’s Parks and Recreation Department during the past 12 months
(Question #6). This percentage is considerably higher than the national benchmark
of 29% of households.

The marketing meansthat participants used most frequently to learn about
programs was wor d of mouth (55%) (Question #6b). Other marketing means that
were frequently used by participants to learn about programsincluded: Leisure
Times - Parks and Recreation Activity Guide (38%); newspaper (38%); and
flyers/brochures (34%).

90% of household respondents have visited a City of Columbia park during the
past year. (Question #7). This percentage is significantly higher than the national
benchmark of household visitations to parks for communities across the country,
which is67%. 21% of household respondents visit a park at least once aweek, with
an additional 20% visiting afew times per month.

Household respondents wer e presented with alist of 10 different functions
performed by the Columbia Department of Parks and Recreation and asked to
indicatetheir level of satisfaction with each performance area (Question #3). For
the vast majority of functions, the percentage of household respondents rating the
department’ s performance as excellent or good was far in excess of those with fair or
poor ratings. For example, 78% of respondents rated the department’sjob in
providing places for the quiet enjoyment of the outdoors as either excellent (30%) or
good (48%) as compared to 11% who rated it as fair (9%) or poor (2%). 11%
indicated don’t know. The only function that more household respondents rated the
department’ s performance as fair (25%) or poor (18%) than as excellent (7%) or good
(17%) wasin providing places for indoor recreation and fitness activities, which will
be addressed with the new community recreation center.

60% of household respondents use recreation programsor activities provided by
organizations other than the City of Columbia (Question #9). 40% of household
respondents do not use any other organizations other than the City of Columbia Parks
and Recreation.
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The principal reason that keeps household respondents from not using parks
and recreation facilities more often is“we aretoo busy or not interested” (33%)
(Question #10). Other frequently mentioned reasons included: members of my
household use facilities from other organizations (22%); and the locations of city
facilities are not close to my home (16%). Poor customer service by staff was cited
by only 1% of household respondents as a reason influencing their not using parks
and recreation facilities more often.

Out of alist of nineteen program areas, in nine program areas a majority of
respondents (with an opinion) were either very satisfied of somewhat satisfied
with the availability of recreation programs (Question #11). The program area
that had the highest satisfaction with availability rating was city-wide special events
with 76% being either very or somewhat satisfied. The program area with the lowest
satisfaction with availability was teen programs with 28% being very or somewhat
satisfied.

Out of alist of 19 programming ar eas, city-wide special eventsistherecreation
program that the most household respondents have participated in over the past
two years, with 34% of householdsindicating they have participated (Question
#11a). Other programsthat at least 10% of households have participated in over the
past 2 yearsinclude: golf programs (12%); youth sports programs (11%); summer
recreation programs (11%); and adult sports leagues (10%).

From thelist of 19 programming areas, respondents wer e asked to pick the 4
programsthat were most important to their household (Question #12). 34% of
household respondentsindicated that special events wer e one of the 4 most
important programsto their household. Other programslisted as being of high
importance to Columbia households based on a sum of their top 4 choices included:
adult exercise/fitness classes (24%); recreation classes (17%); summer recreation
programs (17%); adult sports leagues (16%); golf programs (15%); and youth sports
programs (15%).

Out of alist of 23 different types of parksand recreation facilities, for 14
different parks/facilitiesa majority of respondents (with an opinion) wer e either
very satisfied or somewhat satisfied with the availability of the park or facility
(Question #13). The parks or facility type that had the highest satisfaction with
availability rating was walking and biking trails with 89% being either very or
somewhat satisfied. The park or facility area with the lowest satisfaction with
availability was indoor nature center with 15% being very or somewhat satisfied.
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Out of alist of 23 different types of parksand recreation facilities, walking and
biking trails were the most used park or facility by household respondents over
the past two years, with 67% of households visiting these facilities (Question
#13a). Other parks and recreation facilities that were visited by at |east 50% of
household respondents included: picnic facilities/shelters (62%); neighborhood parks
(62%); open space 10 minutes from household (50%); and playgrounds for children
(50%).

From thelist of 23 parksand recreation facilities, respondents wer e asked to
pick the 4 parksor facilitiesthat were most important to their household
(Question #14). Themost important passive parksand recreation facility was
walking and biking trails, with 45% of household respondentslisting them as
one of the 4 most important parksor facilitiesto their household. Other passive
parks or facilities listed as being of high importance to Columbia households based
on asum of their top 4 choices included: neighborhood parks (30%); picnic
facilities/shelters (27%); and open space within 10 minutes from households (26%).

The most important active parksand recreation facility, based on a sum of
respondentstop 4 choices were outdoor swimming facilities (16%) (Question
#14). Other active parks or facilities listed as being of high importance to Columbia
households based on a sum of their top 4 choices included: municipal golf courses
(15%); large multi-use parks (11%); and soccer fields (11%).

72% of household respondentsindicated that open space provided economic
benefitsto the City of Columbia (Question #15). Only 8% indicated no and 20%
indicated don’t know.

90% of household respondentsindicated that well maintained parksand open
spaces enhanced property values of surrounding homes (Question #16). Only 4%
indicated no and 6% indicated don’'t know.

81% of household respondents were either very supportive (62%) or somewhat
supportive (19%) of requiring residential developersto set aside a portion of all
new developmentsfor parksand open space (Question #17). 8% were not
supportive, with the remainder being not sure.

67% of household respondents were either very supportive (41%) or somewhat
supportive (26%) of the Columbia Parks and Recreation Department developing
an Indoor Nature Center for teaching environmental education in one of the
city’s parks (Question #18). 12% were not supportive with the remainder being not
sure.
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# From alist of 5 options, household respondents wer e asked to choose 2 options
for acquiring and developing open space for parksand recreation that they most
supported (Question #19). 88% respondentsfavor acquiring open space for
parksand recreation purposesin somemanner  51% of household respondents
support acquiring and developing open space for passive usages, such astrails,
picnicking, and shelters, as one of their 2 choices for acquisition and development of
open space. 50% support acquiring and developing open space for both passive
usages (trails, picnicking) and active usages (baseball, soccer, softball). 47% feel that
open space should be acquired and left undevel oped for future generations as one of
their 2 options.

# Out of 16 potential parksand recreation facilitiesto develop at the Stephens
L ake property, respondents were asked to indicate AL L thetypes of facilities
they would support developing (Question #20). The highest support was for picnic
sites (73%); nature trails (66%); open and natural wildlife habitat (49%); outdoor
swimming facility (48%); arboretum/botanical garden (45%); and non-motorized
boating facility on the lake (45%).

# Out of 16 potential parksand recreation facilitiesto develop at the Stephens
L ake property, respondents were asked to pick their top 3 choicesthat members
of their household would use most (Question #21). Naturetrailswere selected by
46% of household respondents as one of the 3 facilities they would use most.
Other facilities listed as being of high importance to Columbia households based on a
sum of their top 3 choices included: picnic sites (36%); arboretum/botanical garden
(24%); and outdoor amphitheater (20%).

# Out of 14 potential parksand recreation facilitiesto develop at the Russell Farm
property, respondents were asked to indicate AL L thetypes of facilitiesthey
would support developing (Question #22). The highest support was for nature trails
(74%); wildlife habitat managed with Audubon Society (65%); picnic shelters
(46%); and no development (maintain open and natural) (40%).

Crosstabs of Question #22 and Question #24 wer e conducted to understand if
there were any differences/similaritiesin support of parksand recreation
facilities based upon thelocation of the respondent’s homein relationship to the
Russell property. These cross tabs showed strong similarities regarding
respondent’ s support for developing parks and recreation facilities at the Russell
Farm property.
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For example, naturetrails were the highest supported parksand recreation
facility to develop for respondentswho lived within ¥2 mile of the Russell
property, for those who lived within ¥2to 1 mile, within 1-2 miles, and over 2
miles of the Russell property. Wildlife habitat managed with Audubon Society was
the 2" highest supported parks and recreation facility for those who lived within %2
mile of the Russell property, for those who lived within %2to 1 mile, within 1-2 miles,
and over 2 miles of the Russell property. Picnic shelters were the 3" highest
supported parks and recreation facility for ALL of the locations and no devel opment
(maintain open and natural) was the 4™ highest supported parks and recreation facility
for ALL locations.

Out of 14 potential parksand recreation facilitiesto develop at the Russell
Family Farm property, respondents wer e asked to pick their top 3 choicesthat
member s of their household would use most (Question #23). Naturetrailswere
selected by 65% of household respondents as one of the 3 facilities they would
usemost. Other facilities listed as being of high importance to Columbia
households based on a sum of their top 3 choices included: wildlife habitat managed
with the Audubon Society (40%); picnic shelters (28%); no development (maintain
open and natural) (20%) and Environmental Education Center (16%).

Crosstabs of Question #23 and Question #24 wer e conducted to understand if
there were any differences/similaritiesin usage of parksand recreation facilities
based upon the location of the respondent’s homein relationship to the Russell
property. These cross tabs showed strong similarities regarding respondent’ s usage
(based upon a sum of their top 3 choices) for parks and recreation facilities at the
Russell Farm property.

For example, naturetrailswerethe parksand recreation facility respondents
indicated they would use most for respondentswho lived within ¥2mile of the
Russell property, for those who lived within ¥2to 1 mile, within 1-2 miles, and
over 2 miles of the Russell property. Wildlife habitat managed with Audubon
Society was the parks and recreation facility respondents would use 2™ most for those
who lived within %2 mile of the Russell property, for those who lived within %2to 1
mile, and over 2 miles of the Russell property. For those who lived within 1-2 miles,
wildlife habitat managed with Audubon Society camein as the 3 most used facility.
Picnic shelters were the 3" most used parks and recreation facility for ALL of the
locations, with the exception of those who lived 1-2 miles from the Russell property,
where it was the 2™ most used. No development (maintain open and natural) was the
4™ highest used parks and recreation facility for ALL locations (note: tied with
camping for 4™ most used for those households 1-2 miles from the Russell property).
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# Respondent households would allocate $33 out of every $100 in new revenues for
parksand recreation for improvements/maintenance of existing parksand
recreation facilities (Question #25). Respondent households would allocate the
remaining $67 as follows: $17 for the acquisition of open space areas and areas for
preservation. $16 for the acquisition and development of walking and biking trails.
$14 for the construction of environmental facilities (wildlife areas, nature trails). $11
for the development of special facilities (water playgrounds, camp grounds, skate
board parks, dog parks, etc.). $9 for the development of a new indoor
nature/environmental center.
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| Diamond Council Baseball at Oaklan

d Park

Tennis Lessons at CCRA
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Parks and Recreation
Park User Survey

conducted by

City of Columbia, Missouri
Parks and Recreation Department

P. O. Box 6015
Columbia, MO 65205
(573) 874-7460

September 2001
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PUBLIC INPUT

* Executive Summary - Park User Survey

Overview

In addition to the random public survey conducted by ETC Institute/Leisure Vision, the
Parks and Recreation Department wanted to survey those that are actively using parks and
recreation programs and facilities. Users were invited to complete a web-based survey or
asked to complete a paper copy on site.

Aninvitation to fill out the web-based survey was sent viae-mail to subscribersto the Parks
and Recreation Sports Listserve, TreeK eepers, and PedNet Coalition. Parks and Recreation
staff went to the pools, golf courses, parks, Antimi Baseball Complex, Rainbow Softball
Center, Skate Park, and recreation classes to invite citizens to fill out surveys. The
Department obtained 430 completed surveys during July and August 2001.

Note: Comparisons to the random public survey are written in italics below.

Major Findings

# Household respondents were presented alist of 28 different types of recreation
activitiesand asked to check ALL the activitiesthat members of their household
participatein on aregular basis (Question 1). 67% of respondentsindicated
they participated in walking and jogging, which was the most frequently
mentioned activity. Walking/jogging also ranked first in the random public survey.
Other activities that household respondents participate in a on aregular basis
included: biking (62%), visit nature preserves (59%), and festivals (54%). Inthe
random public survey walking/jogging was the only activity in which 50% or more of
those surveyed participated in; whereas, in the park user survey there were five
activities in which 50% or more surveyed participated in regularly.

# Household respondents wer e presented with alist of 10 different functions
performed by the Columbia Department of Parks and Recreation and asked to
indicate their level of satisfaction with each performance area (Question 2). For
all but one, respondents rating for the Department’ s performance as excellent or good
was in excess of those with fair or poor ratings. For example, 88% of the respondents
rated the department’ s job in operating parks and facilities that are safe as excellent
(33%) or good (55%), as compared to 9% who rated it as fair (8%) or poor (1%). 3%
indicated don’t know. Providing places for indoor recreation and fitness activities

Note: Survey charts and survey instrument can be found in Appendix B.
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was the only function that more respondents rated the department’ s performance as
fair (31%) or poor (18%) than as excellent (6%) or good (18%). This need will be
addressed with the new community recreation center. On the average, 8% more park
users rated these various functions as excellent or good than those in random public
survey.

Out of alist of 19 program areas, a majority of respondents (with an opinion) in
13 areaswere either very satisfied or somewhat satisfied with the availability of
recreation programs (Question #3). The program area that had the highest
satisfaction with availability rating was Adaptive/Special Olympics with 68% being
either very or somewhat satisfied. The program area with the lowest satisfaction with
availability was teen programs with 38% being very or somewhat satisfied. On the
average, 6% more park users rated the availability of these recreation programs as
very or somewhat satisfied than those in random public survey.

From thelist of 19 program areas, respondents wer e asked to pick the 4
programs that were most important to their household (Question #4). 58% of
respondentsindicated that city-wide special events wer e one of the 4 most
important programsto their household. Other programslisted as being of high
importance based on a sum of their top 4 choices included: youth-at-risk programs
(37%), summer recreation programs (34%), youth sports programs (29%), and adult
sports leagues (29%). Youth-at-risk programs ranked second (38%) among the park
users, and yet ranked last (3%) in the random public survey. While recreation
classes ranked third (17%) in the random public survey, it ranked last (0%) among
the park users.

The principal reason that keepsrespondents from not using parksand
recreation facilities more often is " the location of City facilitiesisnot closeto my
home" (22%) (Question #5). Other frequently mentioned reasons included:
"members of my household use facilities from other organizations' (17%) and "not
enough trees or shade" (15%). In both the user survey and the random public survey,
"poor customer service by staff" (2% & 1% respectively) and "the City does not have
quality programs’ (2% & 1% respectively) ranked the lowest as a reason influencing
their not using parks and recreation facilities more often.

Out of alist of 19 different parksand recreation facilities, for 14 different
parks/facilities a majority of respondents (with an opinion) were either very
satisfied or somewhat satisfied with the availability of the park or facility
(Question #6). The park or facility type that had the highest satisfaction with
availability rating was skate parks with 76% being either very or somewhat satisfied.
Walking and biking trails had the highest satisfaction rating with availability in the
random public survey with 89% being either very or somewhat satisfied and ranked
second in the park user survey with 74% being either very or somewhat satisfied.
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The park or facility areawith the lowest satisfaction with availability in the park user
survey was indoor gyms and fitness space with 32% being very or somewhat
satisfied. Lack of availability of indoor facilities will be addressed by the new
community recreation center.

# From thelist of 19 different parksand recreation facilities, respondents were
asked to pick the 4 parksor facilitiesthat were most important to their
household (Question #7). The most important passive parks and recreation
facility was walking and biking trails, with 70% of respondentslisting them as
one of the 4 most important parksor facilitiesto their household. Walking and
biking trails also ranked first in the random public survey (45%). Other passive
parks or facilities listed as being of high importance to Columbia households based
on as sum of their top 4 choices included: natural resource parks (41%),
neighborhood parks (37%), and playgrounds for children (29%).

# The most important active parksand recreation facility, based on a sum of
respondentstop 4 choices was outdoor swimming facilities (30%) (Question #7).
Of the active parks and recreation facilities, this also ranked first in the random
public survey (16%). Other active parks and recreation facilities listed as being of
high importance to park users based on a sum of their top 4 choices included:
baseball/softball fields (23%), large multi-use facilities (21%), and indoor swimming
facilities (17%). Handball/racquetball courts ranked lowest in importance in both
the random public survey (2%) and the park user survey (0%).

# Respondentswere asked to rank their choicesfor allocation of fundsto 6
different parksand recreation facilities (Question #8). 29% of respondents chose
improvements/maintenance of existing parks as their first choice, 23% chose
acquisition of open space areas as their first choice, 21% chose
acquisition/development of walking and biking trails as their first choice, 12% chose
construction of environment facilities as their first choice, 11% chose development of
special facilities as their first choice, and 6% chose devel opment of a new indoor
nature/environmental center as their first choice. Ina similar question on the random
public survey, the rankings of facilities for allocation of funds were the same as the
park user survey, with improvements/maintenance of existing parks ranking the
highest.

# Out of 17 potential parksand recreation facilities, respondents wer e asked to
choose three facilities they would most support developing at the Stephens L ake
property (Question #9). Naturetrailswere selected by 40% of respondents as
one of the threefacilities they would most support developing at the Stephens
Lakeproperty. Inasimilar guestion on the random public survey, nature trails also
ranked first (46%) as a facility respondents would use most on the Sephens Lake
property. Support was aso shown for arboretum/botanical garden (39%) {ranking

Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update 87



third in the random public survey (24%)}, open and natural wildlife habitat (38%),
and outdoor swimming facility (36%).

Out of the same 17 potential parksand recreation facilitiesin Question #9,
respondents wer e asked to choose the three facilities they would least support
developing at the Stephens L ake property (Question #10). 60% of respondents
chose lighted sportsfields as one of the three facilities they would least support
at the Stephens L ake property. 58% chose a 9-hole golf course, 32% an off-leash
dog park, and 27% chose a disc golf course as one of the three facilities they would
least support at the Stephens L ake property.

Out of 13 potential parksand recreation facilities, respondents wer e asked to
choose threefacilities they would most support developing at the Russell
property (Question #11). Wildlife habitat managed with Audubon Society was
selected by 84% as one of the threefacilities they would most support at the
Russell property. 83% chose nature trails, 47% chose no development (maintain
open and natural), and 31% chose environmental awareness/education as one of the
three facilities they would most support at the Russell property. On the random
public survey, nature trails ranked first (74%) and wildlife habitat managed with
Audubon Society ranked second (65%).

Out of the same 13 potential parksand recreation facilitiesin Question #11,
respondents wer e asked to choose the three facilities they would |east support
developing at the Russell property (Question #12). 70% of respondents chose
lighted sportsfields as one of the three facilitiesthey would least support at the
Russell property. 64% chose a golf course, 31% chose hard surface trails, and 27%
chose adisc golf course as one of the three facilities they would least support at the
Russell property.
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PUBLIC INPUT

Conclusion

As this chapter indicates, the department has spent approximately nine months gathering
public input through numerous public meetings, random citizen surveys, specific park user
surveys, and meetings with multiple user organizations. Listed below is a summarization of
the top parks and facility needs as identified through this process.

1.

Trailsand Greenbelts. Thereis strong support for trails and greenbelts in terms of
citizen use, satisfaction with existing trails, and financial support for acquisition and
development. Citizens also expressed strong financial support for setting aside future
funds for trail maintenance. Trails and greenbelts were the most important recreation
facility according to survey respondents.

Neighbor hood Parks, Open Space, and Picnic Facilities. Neighborhood parks,
open space within 10 minutes of home, and picnic facilities were the second, third,
and fourth most important facilities to survey respondents. The Department should
continue to pursue acquisition, devel opment, and maintenance of these parks, open
spaces, and facilities.

Athletic Fieldsand Courts. Each individual athletic organization expressed a need
for additional fields, courts, and related support facilities, such as, concession stands,
storage rooms, batting cages, parking lots, and restrooms. Listed below isa
summary of the estimated field needs based on current and anticipated participation
numbers:

a. Baseball/Softball 10 fields (8 youth, 2 regulation)

b. Soccer 10-12 fields (all regulation)

c. Football/Lacrosse 6 fields (4 regulation, 2 youth)

d. Basketball 4-6 indoor courts for youth & rec league play
e. Tennis 8-10 outdoor courts

The organizations prefer the proposed fields be located in asingle location in order to
maximize the use of support facilities, such as, parking lots, roads, restrooms and
concessions. Unfortunately, due to lack of available space, existing parks do not
allow the addition of these athletic complexes. In order for these complexes to
materialize, additional park land must be acquired.

These organizations also express a need for practice areas. Sports such as baseball,
softball, and basketball rely primarily on game fields and courts as their practice
areas. For example, baseball and softball teams need a smooth, dirt infield for
practice.
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Since basketball is primarily played in the winter, an indoor facility is warranted.
Soccer, football, and lacrosse may practice on any sufficiently-sized open space area.
Neighborhood and community parks should be developed with sufficient open space
for this purpose.

With the numerous private indoor tennis clubs and the recent construction of the
University of Missouri’ sindoor tennis center, the Department is not recommending
the addition of an indoor tennis center. The Department believes that an outdoor
complex should be built as part of aregional park development.

| ce Skating Facility. There are several citizen groups that are interested in
developing an ice skating facility in Columbia. Representatives of these groups
regularly use the ice skating facility in Jefferson City. Their first choice isto develop
an indoor facility with two sheets of ice. If anindoor facility is not feasible, an
outdoor single sheet facility would meet short-term needs. Thereisinterestina
private/public development on land that is owned by the Boone County Government,
and should that proposal fail to materialize, the development should be considered on
City-owned land.

City-wide Special Events. Participation in city-wide special events was the top
recreational choicein both surveys. The large number of citizens participating in
specia eventsindicates aneed to continually improve services and facilities that
provide special event support.

Swimming Facilities. Swimming garnered strong support as a participation activity
finishing near the top in both surveys and was a top participation activity in meetings
with local school-age youth. There appears to be a need for an additional outdoor
family aquatic facility that is more leisure-oriented. This facility should include
items such as water slides, wave pools, lazy rivers, and spraygrounds. The
construction of the recreation center should alleviate the perceived need for an indoor
facility.

Benefits of Parks. Respondents to the survey indicated a perceived economic
benefit to parks and open spaces near their home. Ninety percent felt that well-
maintained parks and open spaces enhance property values of surrounding homes.
Emphasis should be placed on renovation and maintenance of existing parks.
Respondents also supported requiring devel opers to set aside a portion of all new
developments for parks or open space. At the public meetings, there were many
comments that supported these survey results. Similar comments requested
additional park security in the form of a park ranger program that would provide both
enforcement and interpretive programs.
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10.

Indoor Nature/Interpretive Center. Comments from the two surveys and public
meetings indicated strong support for the devel opment of a nature/interpretive center
similar to the Runge Nature Center in Jefferson City. When asked if Columbia's
population could support one or two facilities, many indicated that depending on the
size, one facility would be sufficient.

Golf Facilities. Golf garnered strong support as a participation activity finishing near
the top in both surveys. Public comments indicated support for an 18-hole
championship course that would include a practice/training area.

X-Games. Non-traditional activities such as skateboarding, in-line skating, and
motocross biking are becoming more mainstream to the youth of Columbia.

Meetings with local youth support the need to continue to add these types of facilities
throughout Columbia so that all may be able to enjoy them. It was also suggested
that any new facilities should be different than existing sitesin order to provide
different challenges.
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2001 - Focus Group Meeting - Russell Property
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FINANCING ALTERNATIVESAND METHODS

Overview

The success of the Master Plan is ultimately measured by the Department’ s ability to
implement the recommendations, thus providing higher quality of parks and services that
meet the needs of the citizens of Columbia. To alarge extent thiswill be governed by the
ability of the City to effectively finance the proposed improvements.

This chapter identifies and defines the various financing methods that are available for
capital projects and summarizes the funding sources that the Department has used for the
past ten years. Following this discussion is a comparison of funding sources used by other
municipalities. Since grants are an important source of funding, the chapter concludes with
alist of various federal, state, and private grants that are available to local parks and
recreation agencies.

Historically, the primary funding source for capital projects has been the use of various sales
tax ballot issues. This has alowed the City to present specific projects to the citizensto
either approve or defeat by voting process. Many of the City’s neighborhood parks were
acquired and developed in this manner. Larger community park improvement projects such
as the Oakland Pool renovation, improvements to the Cosmo Park soccer fields, and the
addition of two softball/baseball fields at the Antimi Sports Complex are al examples of
salestax projects. Volunteer citizen committees have aso helped promote specific sales tax
issues. The Columbia Community Recreation Center is an example of a citizen-supported
proposal that represents the largest parks and recreation ballot issue project to date.

In 2000, another community issue - the possible commercia development of Stephens Lake -
prompted the passing of the Parks Sales Tax to finance the purchase of thisland for park use.
Once the funding commitments for Stephens Lake Park have been met, this tax will provide
a permanent source of funding for either park capital projects or operating expenses.

The Park Sales Tax has dramatically changed the funding sources used for Parks and
Recreation capital projects. From 1994-2000, 19.9% of the projects were funded through the
City's General Fund. This funding source was second only to the Federal Highway
Administration Surface Transportation Enhancement Program (STP Enh - atrails grant
program) which funded 21.3% of Parks and Recreation projects from 1994-2000.

Since the passing of the Park Sales Tax, the Department has not received any of the City’s
General Fund for Parks and Recreation capital projects. In FY 2002 the Park Sales Tax
contributed 60.7% of project funding and 49.6% in the proposed FY 2003 Capital
Improvement Program (CIP). Some of the Park Sales Tax is also being used to supplement
the Department’ s General Fund and Recreation Services operating budget. Asthe amount
of Park Sales Tax used to subsidize the Department’ s operating budget increases, it decreases
the amount of Park Sales Tax available to fund capital projects and acquire new park land.
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FINANCING ALTERNATIVESAND METHODS

Funding Sources

Parks and Recreation projects are funded in a variety of manners. Nineteen separate methods
of financing projects used in various Missouri communities were identified for consideration
in funding Columbia programs and projects. These methods and their definitions follow.

Activity and/or User Fees: Thisisadedicated user fee established by ordinance for the
purpose of constructing and maintaining recreation facilities and programs. The fee applies
to all organized activities that require a paid registration or reservation of sometype. Fees
are based on activity level. [For example, in sports leagues each participant may be charged
$1.45 per scheduled game, with $1.00 going to offset operating and maintenance costs
(mowing, utilities, field preparation, etc.) and $0.45 used for construction or renovation of
facilities] The appeal isthat the fee is paid by the users and the funds are earmarked for the
facilities that generate the revenue.

Departments al so have the opportunity of developing Resident and Non-Resident Fees.
Those that reside within the city limits pay a reduced fee compared to those that live outside
of the city limits.

Ad Valorem Property Tax: Tax levied on the assessed valuation of all non-exempt real and
personal property.

Community Development Block Grants. These are federal entitlement grant programs
which are distributed to cities and can be used for awide variety of municipal projects within
areas which meet program guidelines, such asincome levels for arearesidents.

Dedication/Development Fees. Dedication of open space or payment of fees for park
development or recreation purposes. As open space is consumed, devel opers may either
dedicate a portion of the property for open space, or in lieu of land, pay an impact
development fee so that alternate open space may be purchased.

FoundationsgGrantg/Gifts. Tax-exempt, non-profit organizations established with private
donations in promotion of specific causes, activities, or issues. Offersavariety of meansto
fund capital projects, including: capital campaigns, gifts catalogs, fundraisers, endowments,
and sales of items. Included in this document is a summary of various grants that are
available to parks and recreation agencies and co-sponsored organizations.
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General Obligation Bonds. Bonded indebtedness issued with the approval of the electorate
for capital improvements and general public improvements. Approval requires a super
majority (four-sevenths) vote for passage during general municipal elections, primary, or
general elections, and atwo-thirds mgjority at all other elections.

Hotel, Motel, and Restaurant Tax: Tax based on gross receipts from charges and meal
services which may be used to build and operate golf courses, tennis courts, and other specia
park and recreation facilities.

Interlocal Agreement: Contractual relationships entered into between two or more local
units of government and/or between alocal unit of government and a non-profit organization
for the joint usage/development of a program or facility.

Land and Water Conservation Fund: Matching funds awarded for acquisition and
development of parks, recreation, and supporting facilities through the National Park Service
and Missouri Department of Natural Resources.

Landmark Local ParksProgram: In 1996, Governor Carnahan created a matching grant
program to fund local parks and recreation projectsin Missouri. The funds are available for
outdoor recreation projects. Unfortunately, as financial adversities arise within state
government, this program may be eliminated or its funding reduced. It isanticipated that
there will be no funding in 2003.

L ease Purchased Financing: Facilities for public use financed and built through an entity
separate from the municipality — either another public entity, a non-profit corporation set up
for that purpose, a bank or leasing company, or joint powers authority.

There are several types of lease purchase funding mechanisms, including certificates of
participation in which investors can purchase tax free investmentsin the leased facility, and
sales |easeback which isameans for public entities to sell an existing facility to a separate
entity such as a non-profit organization, an investor, or agroup of investors. Improvements
can be made by the separate entity who then leases the facility back to public entity for an
agreed to period of time and interest rate. Lease transactions do not require voter approval.

Neighborhood Assistance Program: In 1978 Missouri became the third state in the nation
to adopt legislation creating aNAP. Any person, firm, or corporation in the state is eligible
to receive NAP credit by making an eligible contribution to an approved NAP in Missouri.
The amount of tax credit is generally equal to half of the contribution (70% for projectsin
some communities under 15,000 population). NAP credits may only be used to offset
income tax, franchise tax, financial institution tax, gross premium receipts tax, and gross
receiptstax. Only 501 (c)3 organizations, Missouri businesses, and nonprofit organizations
authorized to operate in Missouri are eligible applicants.
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Private Concessionaires. Contracts with private business to provide and operate desirable
recreational activities financed, constructed and operated by the private sector with
additional compensation paid to the City.

Revenue Bonds: Revenue bonds are municipal securities which are secured by the revenues
or receipts of aproject or special fund rather than the full taxing power of the borrower.
Revenue bonds may be issued if approved by a simple majority.

Park Sales Tax Dedicated to Capital I mprovements. State enabling legislation recently
allowed Missouri cities and counties to pass up to a half-cent sales tax for parks and
recreation related capital improvement projects. The sales tax requires a simple majority for

passage.

Sales Tax - General - Committed to the City’s Public Improvement Fund: The City of
Columbia currently has a 1% general salestax. About 4.1% ($631,000) of monies generated
by this salestax is budgeted for city-wide capital improvements through the city's public
improvement fund. Each year about $271,000 of the $631,000 is budgeted for architectural
and engineering fees, leaving approximately $360,000 for projects.

Special Improvement District/Benefit District: Taxing districts established to provide
funds for certain types of improvements, which benefit a specific group of affected
properties. Improvements may include landscaping, the erection of fountains, the acquisition
of art, and supplemental services for improvement and promotion, including recreation and
cultural enhancements.

Tax Increment Financing: The concept behind the tax increment financing is that taxesin
adesignated area are frozen and the redevel opment that occurs in the blighted, conservation,
or economic development area will increase the assessed valuation of the property and
generate new property tax revenues. The increase can be used on an annual basisto retire
revenue bonds issued to finance redevel opment costs. A great deal of development is
required to generate sufficient revenues to make it work.

Transportation Equity Act for the 21% Century: This funding program was enacted by
the Federal Government on June 6, 1998, for the six-year period 1998-2003, commonly
called TEA-21. Funds are distributed through the Missouri Highway and Transportation
Commission for transportation related projects such as bicycle and pedestrian trails, rail
depot rehabilitation, landscaping, and beautification programs. (The enhancement dollars
available in the competitive funding for transportation related projects have been depleted for
the 1998-2003 six-year period. Fundswill not be available until/unless new legidation is
passed at the expiration of the 1998-2003 six-year period.)
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FINANCING ALTERNATIVESAND METHODS

CI P Abbreviations and Definitions

As addressed in the City’s Capital Improvement Program, these are the sources of funding
that are currently used for capital projects.

1/4 99 S Tax

Cap FB

CDBG

Donations

FAL

DLF

Grants

GCIF

Gen Fd/PI

1999 1/4% Sales Tax - Funds generated from the 1999 CIP sales tax issue.
Scheduled to expirein five years. Projects are identified during ballot
issue.

Capital Projects Fund Balance - Funds made available through the
closeout of old projects.

Community Development Block Grants - Federal Entitlement Grant
Program (annual) administered by U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, 100% grant asit requires no matching local funds. Must
meet eligibility requirements.

Donations - Monies or gifts donated from non-governmental entities.

Force Account Labor - Labor for capital projects that is performed by City
personnel.

Designated Loan Fund - Funds borrowed from the City’ s Designated
Loan Fund account. Often paid back using secured funding such as User
and Golf Course Improvement Fees.

Grants - Monies received from local, state, county, or federal entities.

Golf Course Improvement Fund - A $3-per-round fee collected from
golfersthat is set aside for improvements at the City’ s golf course. In
FY-02, the City anticipates that the GCIF will generate approximately
$140,000-$150,000 per year. Often used to pay off Designated Loan Fund
balances.

General Fund/Public Improvement - Local funds generated through the
sales tax.
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Park Sales Tax

PYA

RSR Fd

STP Enh

Unfunded

Park Sales Tax - Local funds generated through the 2000 Park Sales Tax.

Rate is 1/4% for five years (April 2001 to March 2006), then reduces to
1/8% into perpetuity. At 1/4%, the tax generates approximately $3.5
million per year of which the majority is used to finance the acquisition
and development of Stephens Lake Park.

Prior Year Appropriations - Funds approved in previous years.

Recreation Services User Fee Fund - Funds generated from user fees paid
by participants in programs involving capital facilities and those that
reserve capital facilities, such as athletic fields and shelters. User fees
generate approximately $120,000-$130,000 per year.

Federal Highway Administration Surface Transportation Enhancement
Program - Enhancement program portion of the STP program set aside for
transportation enhancement projects such astrails. Funding is 80%
federal with 20% local match.

Unfunded - Projects beyond current fiscal year which have no definite
funding commitment.
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FINANCING ALTERNATIVESAND METHODS
Parks & Rec CIP Funding Sources - 10 Year Chart

FY-94 | FY95 | FY-96 FY-97 FY-08 FY-99 FY-00 FY-01 FY-02 *Regyl'_gg‘ed

RSR $130,000 | $125,000 | $75,000 $80,000 | $175,000 | $199,000 |  $80,000 $65,000 $72,000 $85,000
CDBG $96,000 | $56,000 | $140,000 $79,000 $0 | $63,000 |  $45,000 $105,000 $90,000 $60,000
DLF $0 $0 | $290,545 | $175,000 $0 | $55,000 $0 $590,000 $0 $0
GCIF $0 $0 $0 |  $165,000 $0 $0 | $145,000 $130,000 $0 $0
Sales Tax-Ballot $0 $0 | $89,000 | $342,000 | $323,000 | $78,000 | $18,959 | $10,881,525 |  $368,000 $521,000
Donation $12,500 $0 | $10,000 $0 $25,000 | $41,000 $0 $581,000 $50,000 $0
STP Enh $0 $0 | $65482 | $478,559 | $293,317 $0 | $387.664 $0 $0 $0
Park Sales Tax na na na na na na na $275,000 | $1,040,000 $670,300
Cap FB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 |  $9,000 $0 $150,000 $0 $0
Gen Fd/PI $130,000 | $45,000 | $140,000 | $240,000 | $210,000 | $170,000 | $210,250 $0 $0 $0
Grants $0 $0 $0 $40,000 |  $175,000 | $46,000 $0 $38,668 $93,000 $15,000
[Fotals | $368,500 | $226,000 | $810,027 | $1,509,559 | $1,201,317 | $661,000 | $886,873 | $12,816,193 | $1,713,000 |  $1,351,300 ||
*Requested amounts only - Pending City Council approval as part of the City's Fiscal Year 2003 budget.
FAL is not included, as in-house labor is not charged to P&R projects.

Parks & Rec CIP Funding Sources

10-Year Average
Grants (1.88%)
Gen Fd/PI (5.29%) RSR (5.02%)
Cap FB (0.73%) CDBG (3.39%)
DLF (5.13%
Park Sales Tax (9.18%) ( )
GCIF (2.03%)
STP Enh (5.66%)
Donation (3.33%)
Sales Tax-Ballot (58.34%)
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FINANCING ALTERNATIVESAND METHODS
2002 Agency Survey - Funding Sources for Capital Projects
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Aimes, 1A 2nd| 3rd 1st
Blue Springs, MO 3rd 2nd 1st
Bridgeton, MO 1st 2nd
Broken Arrow, OK 1st 2nd 3rd
Columbia, MO 2nd 3rd 1st
Dubuque, IA 3rd 1st 2nd
Edmond, OK 3rd 1st 2nd
Fayetteville, AR 1st 2nd
Fenton, MO 3rd 1st 2nd
Ferguson, MO 1st
Fort Collins, CO 1st
Hannibal, MO 2nd 1st 3rd
Jackson County, MO 1st 3rd 2nd
Jefferson City, MO 3rd 1st 2nd
Kirksville, MO 1st 2nd
Kirkwood, MO 3rd | 1st 2nd
Lee's Summit, MO 1st 2nd
Maryland Heights, MO 2nd 1st
QO'Fallon, MO 1st 2nd| 3rd
Poplar Bluff, MO 1st 2nd
Raytown, MO 2nd 1st
Sioux City, IA 1st 3rd 2nd
Springfield, MO 1st|3rd 2nd
St. Charles, MO 1st 2nd|3rd
St. Louis City, MO 3rd 1st 2nd
St. Louis County, MO 1st | 3rd 2nd
The Woodlands, TX 2nd 1st

1st = Highest Funding Source for Capital Projects
2nd = 2nd Highest Funding Source for Capital Projects
3rd = 3rd Highest Funding Source for Capital Projects
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FINANCING ALTERNATIVESAND METHODS

Grants

Federal

Urban Park and Recreation Recovery
(UPARR)

Rehabilitation, Innovation, and Planning
Rehabilitation grants

National Park Service

Midwest Region

1709 Jackson Street

Omaha, NE 68102-2571

Telephone: 402-221-7283
http://www.ncrc.nps.gov/uparr/

Pollution Prevention Grants
Environmental Protection Agency
Christopher Kent

Pollution Prevention Division (7409)
Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics
EPA Headquarters

401 M Street, SW

Washington, DC 20460

Telephone: 202-260-3480

email kent.christopher@epa.gov
http://www.epa.gov/p2/

Recreational Program Grants CFDA
#84.128J

Grants and Contracts Service Team (GCST)

U.S. Department of Education

Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services

400 Maryland Avenue, SW, Room 3322
Switzer Building, Washington, DC 20202-
2550

Telephone: 202-205-8435

Fax: 202-260-9424
http://www.ed.gov/news.html

Sustainable Development Challenge Grant
(SDCG)

Environmental Protection Agency

Dr. Lynn Desautels

EPA Headquarters

401 M Street, SW

Washington, DC 20460

Telephone: 202-260-6812

E-mail: desautels.lynn@epa.gov
http://www.epa.gov/ecocommunity/

Land and Water Conservation Fund
Recreation Grants Division

Mike Rogers

MIB-3624, 1849 C Street, NW
Washington, DC 20240

E-mail: wayne strum@nps/gov
Telephone: 202-565-1133

Fax: 202-5651130
http://www.ncrc.nps.gov/Iwcf

State

Landmark Local Parks Program

Grant Management Section

P.O. Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Telephone: 573-751-8560

E-mail: moparks@mail.dnr.state.mo.us
http://www.mostateparks.com/grantinfo.htm

Recreational Trails Program (TEA-21)
Grant Management Section

P.O. Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Telephone: 573-751-8560

E-mail: moparks@mail.dnr.state.mo.us
http://www.mostateparks.com/grantinfo.htm
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State - (Continued)

Waste Tire Grants

Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Solid Waste Management Program

P.O. Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Telephone: 573-751-5401
http://www.dnr.state.mo.us/financial opp/s
olid waste.htm

Historic Preservation

Department of Natural Resources
Division of State Parks

P.O. Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65101

Telephone: 800-334-6946

E-mail: moparks@mail.dnr.state.mo.us

Community Assistance Program
(lake/pond management)

Missouri Department of Conservation
P.O. Box 180

Jefferson City MO 65102-0180
http://www.conservation.state.mo.us/

TRIM |1 (forestry grant--replaces Branch
Out and original TRIM grant programs)
Missouri Department of Conservation
P.O. Box 180

Jefferson City, MO 65102-0180
http://www.conservation.state.mo.us/

Other

National Fish & Wildlife Foundation
Five-Star Restoration Challenge Program
(wetland, riparian, or coastal habitat
restoration)

LisaBurban, Group Leader/Urban
Forester

USDA Forest Service -- NA S& PF
1992 Folwell Ave.

St. Paul, MN 55108

Phone: 651-649-5245

Fax: 651-649-5238

http://www.nfwf.org/programs/5star-
rfp.htm

Sustainable Development Challenge Grant
(SDCG)

Environmental Protection Agency

Dr. Lynn Desautels

EPA Headquarters

401 M Street, SW

Washington, DC 20460

Telephone: 202-260-6812

E-mail: desautels.lynn@epa.gov
http://www.epa.gov/ecocommunity/

Tony Hawk Foundation

(skatepark construction & planning)
31878 Del Obispo, Suite 118 PMB 491
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675
Email:
guestions@tonyhawkfoundation.org
http://www.tonyhawkfoundation.org/

Partnership Enhancement Monetary Grant
Program

(for organizations managed by volunteers-
-need to establish a " Tree-K eeper”
Volunteer group to apply)

National Tree Trust

1120 G Street NW, Suite 770

Washington DC 20005

Phone: 202-628-8733

Fax: 202-628-8735
http://www.nati onal treetrust.org/

Y outh Opportunities Program
(donor tax credits for projects or
programs)

Truman State Office Building

301 West High Street, Room 770
Box 118

Jefferson City, Missouri 65102
Phone: 573-751-4539

Email: yop@mail.state.mo.us
http://www.ecodev.state.mo.us/yop/

102 Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update



FINANCING ALTERNATIVESAND METHODS

Conclusion

Based on the information discussed in this chapter, the Department formed the following
conclusions:

The Park Sales Tax will become a primary funding source for park capital projects. Care
should be given to ensure that a majority of thistax remains available for capital projects.

The Department should continue to use dedicated user fees and the golf course
improvement fee for the renovation and development of park facilities used by
participants paying those fees.

The Department should continue to work closely with the Office of Volunteer Servicesin
developing and creating an annual funding list for donations and fund raising projects.

Federal and state grant programs have been greatly reduced. Examples of grants that are
not funded in FY-2002 include the Landmark Local Parks Program and the Federal
Highway Administration Surface Transportation Enhancement Program.

The Department should continue to seek other non-traditional grant opportunities. These
include grants from foundations, corporations, and private individuals. Examplesinclude
the Tony Hawk Foundation, which provides funding for skate park related construction.

The Department should expand the use of the Community Development Block Grant
program to include al areas that meet eligibility requirements.

Future ballot issues should be used for neighborhood parks, trails, greenbelts, and open
space acquisition and development. Thereis strong citizen support for these projects,
and they have done well in previous ballot issues.

In 2006, when the capital salestax for the recreation center expires and the Park Sales
Tax reduces to 1/8 cent, the City will have an opportunity to renew one or the other of the
taxes to possibly finance the acquisition and development of alarge regional park.
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Stephens L ake Park
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ACQUISITION

Overview

Recommendations for the acquisition of new parks are based upon analysis of existing park
locations and their respective service area. Acquisition needs are considered for these five
park categories:

Park Category Service Radius
1. Neighborhood Parks Y2 mile
2. Community Parks 3 miles
3. Regional Parks 5 miles
4. Special Purpose Parks City-wide
5. Greenbelts/Greenways/Trails City-wide

Chapter 2 (Park and Facility Inventory) includes maps showing the service radius by park
category. Areas that are not adequately served by City parks are outside the circles and are
easily seen on the maps. This chapter contains the same maps, with the proposed acquisition
areas added. Other factors that the Department considered in determining future park
acquisition include:

1. Areas served by private parks and facilities - such as the Highlands Park.
2. Areas served by other public agencies - such as the University of Missouri.
3. Areas that consist primarily of commercial or industrial property.

Acquisition recommendations are also guided by potential city growth. The maps indicate

the current city limits along with potential residential areas just outside the boundary.
Historically, developers have purchased property outside the city limits and voluntarily
annexed the property so that they may take advantage of the various city utilities. Since
property costs increase as areas are developed, acquiring land in anticipated growth areas
prior to development can save taxpayer dollars. Hence, the proposed acquisition plans include
areas outside the current city limits.
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ACQUISITION

Needs Analysis - Neighborhood Parks

As Columbia continues to grow, one of the goals of the Parks and Recreation Department is
to provide a neighborhood park within one-half mile of all residential areas of the city.
Areas of new development on the perimeter of the town are the most deficient. To provide a
neighborhood park for the residential areas not currently served, the Department
recommends pursuing the acquisition of eighteen neighborhood park sites.

All but five of the funded neighborhood parks identified in the 1994 Parks, Recreation, and
Open Space Master Plan have been purchased. These five are included in the proposed
eighteen acquisition sites. Three of these five are in the southwest part of the city, onein the
southeast, and one in the north-central part of town. These are noted by an asterisk in the
following list of recommended neighborhood park acquisitions.

The Neighborhood Park Plan shows areas that are not currently served by neighborhood
parks, yet no acquisitions are recommended. These areas are either served by a community,
regional, or private park, or they are largely zoned for commercial or industrial use.
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ACQUISITION

Recommended Acquisition List - Neighborhood Parks

Number

onMap Location Estimated Cost

1 NORTHWEST - North of 1-70 and east of Perche Creek $200,000

2 NORTH - North of Blue Ridge Road, south of Brown School Rd., $200,000
and west of 763

3 NORTH - North of Brown School Rd. and west of 763 $200,000

4* NORTH - North of Smiley Lane, east of 763, and west of Highway 63  $200,000

5 NORTH - Northeast of Highway 63 and south of Oakland Church Rd. ~ $200,000

6 NORTHEAST - North of 1-70/Clark Lane, west of Highway 63, and $250,000
east of Paris Rd.

7 NORTHEAST - West of Highway 63, east of Paris Rd., and north $250,000
of Vandiver Rd.

8 NORTHEAST - North of Mexico Gravel Rd., south of Hinkson $200,000
Creek in the area of Wyatt Lane

9 EAST - In the areawhere Richland Rd. crosses Grindstone Creek $200,000

10 EAST - North of County Rd. WW and southeast of the North Fork $200,000
of Grindstone Creek

11 CENTRAL - East of MKT Trail, west of Providence Rd., and north $350,000
of Stadium Blvd.

12* SOUTHEAST - North of New Haven Rd. and east of New Haven $200,000
School

13 SOUTH - North of Gans Road, east of Rock Quarry Rd., and west $250,000
of Bearfield Rd.

14 SOUTHWEST - East of Sinclair Rd. and north of Route K $300,000

15* SOUTHWEST - South of Nifong Blvd. in the area of Sinclair Rd. $300,000

16 SOUTHWEST - West of Scott Blvd., north of County Rd. KK, and $300,000
east of Howard Orchard Rd.

17+ SOUTHWEST - South of Vawter School Rd. and east of Scott Blvd. $300,000

18* SOUTHWEST - South of Gillespie Bridge Rd. and west of Scott Blvd.  $300,000

* Denotes acquisition needs that were identified in the 1994 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space
Master Plan and are funded.

Note: Approximately 10 + acres are needed for neighborhood parks. Estimated cost variances reflect
differencesin cost per acre due to location.
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ACQUISITION

Needs Analysis - Community Parks

The 1994 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan identified the need for a
community park in two areas of the city: 1) the southwest area, and 2) the southeast area.

Since the publishing of the 1994 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan, the City
acquired 89 acres of farmland (donated by the Garland Russell family) adjacent to Fairview
Park in the southwest, the 111-acre Stephens Lake Park in the central-eastern part of the city,
and a 40-acre tract (donated by the Jeff Smith family) off of Brown Station Road in the
northeastern part of town.

The development of the Russell property adjacent to Fairview Park will satisfy the need for
acommunity park in the southwest area. Stephens Lake Park will serve the eastern and
southeastern portion of the city. The 40-acre tract off of Brown Station Road has the
potential to serve as acommunity park for the northeast part of Columbia.

Each community park serves athree-mileradius. As shown by the community park map in
Chapter 1 - Park and Facility Inventory, the existing community parks together with these
three recently acquired properties satisfy Columbia’ s community park acquisition needs.

This 2002 Facility Needs Update recommends that a regional park be purchased in the
southeast part of the city. Thiswould serve afive-mile radius of the southeast region of the
community, further eliminating any need for a community park in that area.

There is no recommendation to acquire community park land within the next ten years.
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ACQUISITION

Needs Analysis - Regional Parks

The 1994 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan did not include aregional park
classification. This new classification came about as a recognition of the unique part that
Columbia Cosmopolitan Recreation Area (CCRA) plays in the Columbia park system. Due
to CCRA'slarge size and the type and number of facilities, it draws users from across the
community, county, and region.

Two factorsindicate a need for a second regional park in the Columbia area. First, the user
radius of aregional park isfive miles. As shown on the accompanying map, the user radius
adequately covers the northern and western portions of the city. However, aneed existsfor a
similar facility to ensure coverage in the southern and eastern parts of Columbia. Second,
CCRA, the only regional park in the system, will soon be fully developed. Thisis especially
truefor athletic fields. Asdiscussed in Chapter 5 - Public Input, many athletic organizations
expressed the definite need for additional athletic complexesin Columbia.

Like CCRA, thisnew regional park would provide an extensive number of athletic fields,
both lighted and unlighted, for organized sports. In addition to athletic fields, a new regional
park should provide opportunity for less structured recreation. The new park should have
enough space for future expansion of facilities. This space can be used for the addition of
fields, other recreation opportunities, or new facilities meeting future needs not yet
determined.

Several considerations will help determine the location of a new regional park. First, a
regional park can generate very heavy traffic at times, especialy during league play and
tournaments. Therefore, the location should have access to major highways and arterial
roads and not be located within an existing residential area. Second, at |east some of the
athletic fields will be lighted. The tract should be able to accommodate lighted athletic fields
in alocation that would not have a negative affect on residential areas. Third, alarge area
will be needed to provide al the desired amenities. Typically, aregional park is 200 acres or
more. Fourth, user radius indicates a need for such afacility in the southeast side of
Columbia. Because of the cost of a 200+ acre tract, advanced financial planning is necessary

112 Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update



to facilitate purchasing land for aregiona park. Asthe following regional park plan shows,
acquisition and development of aregiona park in the southeast part of the city would
balance the park system in Columbia and provide the acreage required for a much needed
athletic complex.

The Columbia Parks and Recreation Department therefore recommends that a 300-500 acre
tract be purchased in the southeast portion of Columbia. The estimated cost is $5,000,000 -
$8,000,000.
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L. A. Nickell Golf Course - CCRA
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ACQUISITION
Needs Analysis - Special Purpose Parks

By definition, special purpose parks include parks that provide the community with a unique
purpose. Examplesinclude parks or sub-units of parks that are designated as a natural,
historical, or cultural resource, or parks with asingular purpose - such as a park that only
hosts a community recreation center.

Examples of specia purpose parksin Columbia are:

Park Special Purpose
* Grindstone Nature Area Natural resource
* Nifong Park Historical resource
* Martin Luther King, Jr. Memoria Garden Cultural resource
* Armory Sports Center Indoor athletic facility

Possible special purpose park acquisition needs identified in this 2002 Facility Needs Update
include:

Y outh baseball/softball complex (10 fields)

Soccer complex (10 fields)

Football complex (6 fields)

Tennis complex (8 courts)

Cooperative joint-use athletic facility (game/practice field complex)

However, if the recommendation to acquire aregional park in the southeast area of Columbia
is followed, then the above needs may be met in part or whole.

It is the recommendation of the Columbia Parks and Recreation Department to pursue
acquisition of a southeast regional park first. Any athletic field/court needs not met by the
development of this park could be addressed by the acquisition of land for special purpose
parks (in this case - athletic facilities) in the future.
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As significant historical, cultural, or natural areas become available for public acquisition,
individual properties and facilities should be evaluated according to suitability, need, and
potential funding sources. The Department does not propose any specific acquisitions for
specia purpose parks, but recommends careful monitoring of land or facilities availablein
the future that may fit into this special purpose park category.

. PR T R

B Grindstone Nature Area ;’
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ACQUISITION

Needs Analysis - Greenbelts/Greenways/Trails

Overview

Greenbelts, greenways, and trails have been identified for many years as one of Columbia’'s
most valued recreation resources. The long term planning and identification of the greenbelt
and recreation trails network began many years ago and continues to provide a blueprint for
the trails and greenbelt development to date. The development of atrail network encircling
the city will allow residents the opportunity to experience natural beauty and wildlife in the
heart of Columbia. The community’s commitment to this development goal is alive and
well.

The recreation facility needs assessment portion of this planning document has provided a
wealth of information regarding the public’s support for various recreation opportunitiesin
Columbia. One areathat consistently generated strong support is the development of more
recreational trails that can be used for awide range of activities. The success of the existing
trails within the park system provides an excellent barometer for measuring the popularity of
this activity. The recent recreation needs assessment confirms the strength of this popularity.

In an effort to satisfy the public’s need for trails, the Columbia Parks and Recreation
Department has aggressively pursued the development of awide range of trails. The MKT
Nature/Fitness Trail isa 4.7 mile trail running from downtown Flat Branch Park to the
southwest where it connects to Boone County’s MKT Trail and eventually to Missouri’s
KATY Trail. It wasthefirst railroad conversion project in Missouri and serves as an
excellent example of amulti-use trail offering opportunities to exercise or smply enjoy
nature in a beautiful natural setting. The newly finished 4.3 mile Bear Creek Trail in the
northern part of Columbia extends from Columbia Cosmopolitan Recreation Area (CCRA) to
Oakland Park. The Hinkson Creek Trail, ajoint effort between the City of Columbia and the
University of Missouri, connects Grindstone Nature Area/Capen Park to the MKT at the 1.9
mile marker. Each of thesetrailsis accessible from a number of different trailhead parking
lots and access points.
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Other trails that have become very popular in the parks range from the foot path nature trails
found at Grindstone Nature Areato the 12 ft.-wide, hard-surface fitness trail located at
CCRA. Trail designs vary depending on surrounding park elements and the intended
purpose of the trail. Each trail offers unigue qualities contributing to the overall trail system.

City planners are placing an increased emphasis on providing space for non-motorized forms
of transportation within the roadway corridors. City staff and the PedNet Coalition have
proposed a comprehensive network of nature trails and urban “pedways’ that blend the
recreation trails with the development of the roadway trails network. The goal isto integrate
trailsinto the overal city’ sinfrastructure planning.

This development effort isintended to provide an effective system of inter-connectivity
between: residential subdivisions, employment centers, businesses, parks, schools (including
local colleges and MU), the public library, the recreation center, and downtown. 1t will
enable pedestrians, cyclists, wheelchair users, in-line skaters, and skateboarders to travel
safely between these locations while enjoying a pleasant experience. The PedNet master
plan describes a twenty-year time frame for achieving this level of trail and pedway
development in Columbia.

The goals established for the PedNet planning and implementation are desirable. The
CATSO 2025 Transportation Plan has incorporated the current PedNet map as part of this
transportation planning document. The potential benefits of this proposed comprehensive
trail system are numerous. The pedestrian-friendly corridors offered by the PedNet plan will
provide a more efficient and safe method for people to travel by non-motorized means within
the city. Asadepartment, the highest priority for a pedway is alinkage between CCRA and
the new Recreation Center on Ash Street.

Future Acquisitions

The Columbia Parks and Recreation Department is committed to acquiring green space for
the construction of trails, greenways, and greenbelts. These areas will provide quality and
diverse recreational opportunities for an ever-growing population. As an added benefit, these
green spaces also help provide areas for stormwater control.

To meet these needs, aranking of the targeted acquisitions was prepared. Four factors were
used to determine this ranking:

* Thepart thetrail section playsin the overall goal to complete a*“loop trail”
around Columbia.

* Areascurrently or soon to be under development. Properties may become
unavailable or prohibitively expensive.

* Theneed to serve areas of expanding residential population.

e Current feasibility of acquisition.

120 Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update



The proposed acquisition targets are not limited to aten-year plan. These acquisition targets
fitinto the overall trail network goal for Columbia. Hence, the proposed trail acquisitions
are prioritized into three categories:

Primary Acquisition Tar gets

The primary targets represent important pieces of the overal trail system. In
addition, they are or may come under increasing development potential. These
linkages should be aggressively pursued.

Secondary Acquisition Targets

The secondary targets are under less development pressure than the primary targets.
While critical to the overall plan, there may be additional time available for
acquisition. However, it isimportant that these linkages eventually become
integrated into the trail system.

Tertiary Acquisition Targets

These properties are either under little development pressure or not feasible to
purchase at thistime. It isimportant to monitor the status of these linkages and more
actively pursue them as they become available or threatened by development.

Recommended trail acquisition locations are listed on the accompanying Recommended
Acquisition List.

Conclusion

Recreational trail useisapopular trend nation-wide, representing one of the highest-ranked
recreational demandsin the United States. Trails serve awide variety of uses. They range
from functional transportation connectors, which enable citizens to travel safely from one
location to another, to the passive and intimate pathways that provide opportunities to enjoy
nature in a quiet and personal way.

The enthusiasm and support for trail development in Columbia are very apparent. This
support is growing as new trails are developed throughout the community. Columbia has
adopted a very pro-active approach toward achieving success with its overall municipal trail
program. Trails are avalued resource in this community. Good trail planning and
development truly enhance the quality of life in Columbia.

" A good sweat, with the blood pounding through my body, makes me feel alive, revitalized.
| gain a sense of mastery and assurance. | feel good about myself. Then | can feel good
about others." Arthur Dobrin
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ACQUISITION

Recommended Acquisition List - Trails

LOCATION DESCRIPTION ESTIMATED

Primary Acquisition Tar gets MILEAGE

e Hinkson Creek Trail 3.5 miles
Grindstone Nature Areato Rock Hill Park/Stephens Lake Park

e Bear Creek Trail 1.2 miles
Blue Ridge Road to Smiley Lane/Lange Middle School

e Bear Creek Trail 1.5 miles
Smiley Lane/Lange Middle School to Boone County Fair Grounds to Smith
Property-Brown Station Road

o Bear Creek Trail 0.5 miles
CCRA to Blackfoot Road

e MKT Connection 3.0miles
MKT to Gillespie Bridge Road to Russell Property

Secondary Acquisition Targets
North Fork of Grindstone Creek 6.5 miles
Grindstone Nature Areato Lake of the Woods Golf Course

+  Hominy Branch 4.0 miles
Hinkson Creek to Clark Lane

«  Cow Branch/Bear Creek 4.8 miles
Blackfoot Rd. to Auburn Hills Neighborhood

e Perche Creek 5.0 miles
Interstate 70 to MKT

»  Hinkson Creek 5.0 miles
Stephens Lake Park to Smiley Lane/Lange Middle School

Tertiary Acquisition Targets

»  Perche Creek 5.0 miles
Bear Creek Trall to Interstate 70

»  Hinkson Creek 4.5 miles
Mexico Gravel Road to City Landfill

e County House Creek 3.0 miles
Twin Lakes Park to Again Street Park

o Mill Creek 3.6 miles
MKT to Nifong Road-CCMO Area

» Clear Creek 2.8 miles
Nifong Park to Rock Bridge State Park

e GansCreek 4.0 miles
New Haven Road to Rock Bridge State Park

e COLT 3.0 miles
Southern Portion, Highway 63 to Columbia College

« COLT 3.2 miles
Northern Portion, Highway 63 to Heller Road

e Harmony Creek 3.0 miles
CCRA to Perche Creek
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ACQUISITION

Acquisition and Development Costs - Trails

Acquisition Costs

The following estimated acquisition costs are based on the purchase of a 100-ft.-wide trail
corridor in or near Columbia. The assumed width of 100 ft. is used to establish a minimum
standard for trail corridor development and may vary for each site. There are many factors
that influence land cost, and the purchase price for trail land can vary greatly. Some of the
properties being targeted for trail development are located in flood plains, which have limited
development potential. Thisis some of the least expensive land in the city. The upper range
of cost for trail land would encompass land that is better suited for devel opment, thus more
valuable on the open market.

The estimated acquisition cost for a one mile by 100-ft.-wide trail corridor would range from
$72,000 to $168,000. Thiswould represent a per acre cost estimate range from $6,000 to
$14,000 per acre.

Development Costs

The actual trail development costs per mile will also vary with each piece of land. The
primary factors affecting construction costs are: design fees, bridges costs, trail surface
construction, and trailhead construction. Historically, bridge construction caused the most
dramatic variation in cost per mile for trail construction, due in part to the average number of
bridges per mile. Boone County has many local streams, which provide beauty and interest
to the natural landscape. Unfortunately, the need for bridges over these streams increases the
cost per mile for trail construction.

The recent Bear Creek and Hinkson Creek Recreation Trail projects averaged just over one
bridge per mile and represent afairly accurate estimate of bridges per mile for many of the
proposed trails. Based on the number of bridges on these two trails, the estimated range for
bridge costs per mile of trail is $150,000 to $250,000. These prices include contract
installation, survey, architectural, and engineering fees.

The remaining cost factors are more constant, since thereis less variation in design and
construction of the actual gravel trail and trailhead access. The recent trail construction
projects along Hinkson Creek and Bear Creek indicate a range from $105,000 to $175,000
cost per mile for recreational trail construction of this type, depending on whether or not an
accessisincluded.
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Hinkson Creek Trail Bridge

e Vi
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RECOMMENDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Overview

The Columbia Parks and Recreation Department has prepared the following lists of capital
improvement projects. These projects, based on information gathered during the public input
stages and combined with Department recommendations, represent capital needs that exist
during the next five to ten years. Thisinformation is used to determine annual devel opment
and acquisition priorities that are identified in the City’ s Capital Improvement Program.

Recommended capital improvements are divided into four sections: Existing Facilities, New
Neighborhood Parks, New Facilities, and Proposed FY 03 Capital Improvement Program.
Section | summarizes needed capital improvement projects for parks and facilities that the
City owns or manages and are currently unfunded. Many of these projects consist of repairs,
renovations, or construction of new areas and facilitiesin existing parks. These projects are
organized by individual parksin aphabetical order.

Section Il is adevelopment list of proposed new neighborhood parks recommended in
Chapter 7 - Acquisition.

Section |11 highlights needs for new parks and facilities. Thisincludes proposed capital
improvement projects that require further master planning efforts before a suitable park is
selected. For example, the Department is proposing a"dog park" be constructed. There are
several existing parks that would be suitable for this project, but further public input and
individual park master planning efforts are needed prior to selecting asite. Other new parks
and facilities included are large-scale projects that, due to lack of available space in any
existing parks or facilities, will need to be constructed on a new acquisition site. Examples
of these types of projectsinclude aten-field baseball/softball complex and an eighteen-hole
golf course. Even though the City does not yet own a site large enough to host some of
these facilities, the demand for these facilities exist, and the City should plan for future
acquisition and development.

Section I11 also includes projects that could be developed in cooperation with other public or
private agencies or organizations. Recently, The Columbia Public School District and the
City cooperatively constructed an eight-court tennis complex. Planning efforts, land, and
financial resources were shared equally by the two agencies. Thefina product is an
excellent tennis complex that was economically constructed for the benefit of Columbia
citizens. The Department is recommending that further joint-use projects be considered.

Section |V isthe Capital Improvement Program. This program is the primary method used
by the City of Columbiato implement public improvements. The plan is prepared and
adjusted annually and serves as a critical component of the comprehensive City budget. It
provides an effective planning tool for identifying current and future improvements along
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with funding sources. In essence, the Parks and Recreation Department’ s Capital
Improvement Program functions as the “Action Plan” component of this Master Plan.

The Capital Improvement Plan in this chapter is the proposed plan to be included in the
Fiscal Year 2003 City of Columbia’s Annual Budget, pending budget approval.
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RECOMMENDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Section | - Existing Facilities

The following proposed projects are unfunded. Items in the City's FY 2003 Capital Improvement
Program (CIP) that have a proposed yet unsecured funding source (such as grants) are also contained
in this list. CIP projects that have secured funding (such as those funded by 1/4 99 sales tax) are not

included in this list.

Estimated costs as shown below represent contracted work, unless otherwise indicated as force account

labor (FAL). Where force account labor (FAL) is shown, costs are for materials only.

Definitions

Repair: Minor construction improvements. Item remains basically as originally built.

Renovate: Major construction improvements. Original structure remains.
Replace: Original item removed and a new item is constructed.

Estimated
Location Project Cost
Again Street Park Replace small shelter $40,000
Install new picnic tables/sites (FAL) $5,000
Renovate basketball court $3,500
American Legion Park Install new batting cage $10,000
Renovate concession area $40,000
Install field irrigation $20,000
Resurface parking lot $50,000
Renovate medium playground $40,000
Renovate restrooms (FAL) $10,000
Construct new sand volleyball court (FAL) $5,000
Construct new fishing dock $10,000
Construct two new lighted ballfields $225,000
Armory Sports Center Gym expansion $500,000
Ash & Clinkscales Recreation Center - additional gym & track $600,000
Construct outdoor ice rink $450,000
Construct ice arena parking lot $100,000
Enclose ice rink $1,500,000
Perimeter hard-surface trail $100,000
Misc. park improvements (FAL) $50,000
Bear Creek Park Replace baseball backstop $5,000
Construct new small park shelter $40,000
Renovate playground (FAL) $4,500
Bear Creek Trail Install mileage and misc. signage (FAL) $5,000
Renovate boardwalk $85,000
Greenbelt Blackfoot Rd. trail extension $450,000
Garth Nature Area improvements $180,000
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Estimated

Location Project Cost
Boxer Park Construct Bear Creek Trail access $10,000
Brown Station Park Misc. park improvements (FAL) $25,000
Capen Park Construct new 30-car parking lot $23,000
Install park and informational signage $8,000
CCRA Antimi
Install new lights at two tee-ball fields $100,000
Renovate concession/restroom area $100,000
Construct concrete walk & landscape improvements $75,000
Construct addtional parking (120 cars) $70,000
Renovate athletic fields (FAL) $45,000
Construct foul-ball fence protection (FAL) $10,000
Burford Shelter
Replace large shelter $81,000
Install new lighting $11,000
Repair concrete $5,500
Harris Shelter
Replace medium shelter $68,000
Construct new sand volleyball court (FAL) $5,000
Construct new horseshoe pits (FAL) $5,000
L. A. Nickell Golf Course
Renovate fairways $100,000
Install fairway irrigation $600,000
Renovate tees $100,000
Driving range improvements (FAL) $50,000
Renovate roadway and parking lot $60,000
Replace entry sign (FAL) $5,000
Maintenance shop improvements $40,000
Renovate restrooms to include storage/pump room $75,000

Lamb Shelter
Replace shelter $81,000

Parks Management Center

Renovate PMC roof, add pole barns and $210,000
storage areas, renovate hanger, add work

stations, various office improvements

Rainbow Softball Center

Replace asphalt walkways with concrete $250,000
Construct new small shelter (yellow & blue fields) $40,000
Replace scoreboards $45,000
Renovate batting cage (FAL) $25,000
Install shade structures at concession (FAL) $12,000
Enlarge concession indoor area $125,000
Replace fence fabric $55,000
Renovate restroom/concession building roof $25,000
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Estimated

Location Project Cost
CCRA - (Continued) Rapp Tennis Courts
Rebuild tennis courts $450,000
Skate Park
Misc. improvements (FAL) $20,000
Install lighting $60,000
Install roller hockey boards $70,000
Expand Skate Park $175,000
Construct trick bike area $250,000
Soccer Fields
Install scoreboards/bleachers at Fields #4 & #5 $70,000
Steinberg Playground
Renovate playground $60,000
Other
Construct Cosmo Fitness Trail Phase |l $145,000
Install football/lacrosse field lighting $120,000
Replace Bear Creek boardwalk $12,000
Resurface roads and parking lots $300,000
Install individual picnic shelters (FAL) $24,000
Upgrade park signs (FAL) $18,000
Cliff Drive Misc. park improvements (FAL) $20,000
Cosmo-Bethel Park Construct perimeter trail $60,000
Construct lake trail $35,000
Renovate large playground $75,000
Renovate restrooms $115,000
Replace existing large shelter $140,000
Construct four new non-lighted tennis courts $120,000
Install lighting for four tennis courts $80,000
Douglass Park Acquire adjacent lots, as available $150,000
Construct neighborhood community center $400,000
Misc. improvements (FAL) $15,000
Replace medium shelter $68,000
Renovate basketball courts $10,000
Replace security lighting $65,000
Baseball improvements $5,000
Construct new storage building $50,000
Install new outfield fencing $45,000
Install new batting cage $10,000
Douglass Pool
Expand pool employee parking (10 cars) $9,000
Pool filter room improvements $25,000
Renovate pool shell $50,000
Construct new spray grounds $75,000
Increase pool security/lighting $15,000
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Location

Downtown Optimist Park

Fairview Park

Field Park

Flat Branch Park

Forum Nature Area

Grindstone Nature Area

Hinkson Creek Trail

Indian Hills Park

Kiwanis Park

Kyd Park

Lake of the Woods Golf Course

Project

Replace shelter
Misc. park improvements (FAL)

Replace medium shelter

Renovate tennis courts

Construct new sand volleyball court (FAL)
Construct new tot lot

Acquisition of adjacent lots, as available
Misc. park improvements

Phase Il development

Misc. park improvements and install interpretive
signage (FAL)

Replace small shelter

Install trail signage (FAL)

Construct new restroom
Renovate/improve drive entrance (FAL)

Construct greenbelt ped/bike trail Phase Il

Construct new 30-car parking lot
Construct new medium shelter
Construct new playground

Construct new small shelter

Install lighting

Replace medium shelter
Repair/replace drinking fountain (FAL)
Replace backstop (FAL)

Renovate sand volleyball (FAL)

Renovate medium shelter (College Park)
Renovate medium shelter (Maplewood)
Replace restrooms (College Park Dr.)
Install new playground equipment

Develop park

Construct new restroom on front nine
Construct new restroom on back nine
Renovate tees

Construct new medium shelter at lake
Replace entry sign

Misc. improvements near lake area (FAL)
Renovate roadway and parking lot

Estimated
Cost

$20,000
$5,000

$68,000
$100,000
$5,000
$15,000

$140,000
$25,000

$690,000

$10,000

$40,000
$5,000
$130,000
$3,500

$580,000

$23,000
$68,000
$35,000
$40,000
$15,000
$68,000
$2,000
$2,500
$2,500

$35,000
$35,000
$115,000
$15,000

$25,000

$85,000
$85,000
$100,000
$68,000
$5,000
$12,000
$65,000
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Estimated

Location Project Cost
Lake of the Woods Golf Course Construct new driving range and replace fence $70,000
(Continued) Renovate fairways - Phase | $60,000
Renovate fairways - Phase |l $100,000
Lions-Stephens Park Replace medium shelter $68,000
Renovate medium playground $20,000
Renovate perimeter trail $35,000
Renovate fitness course stations (FAL) $17,000
Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Renovate MLK Memorial $90,000
Remove sludge tanks (FAL) $15,000
McKee Street Park Renovate playground (FAL) $25,000
MKT Trail Replace and/or repair bridges $275,000
Sewer Plant #2 area improvements - Phase Il (FAL) $60,000
Replace fithess course stations (FAL) $20,000
Construct new restroom - Forum Blvd. $100,000
Construct new restroom - Scott Blvd. $100,000
Providence/Stewart underpass $235,000
Nifong Park Historic building improvements $130,000
Construct new 60-car parking lot $45,000
Site utility improvements $75,000
Misc. park improvements (FAL) $30,000
Oakland Park Construct new restroom at Oakland ballfields $130,000
Construct park and trail signs (FAL) $2,500
Renovate athletic fields (FAL) $75,000
Repair east side parking lot $16,000
Oakland Pool
Misc. pool improvements $15,000
Install shade structure at large pool (FAL) $5,000
Renovate pool concession/restrooms (FAL) $50,000
Install new water slide (FAL) $125,000
Oakwood Hills Park Misc. park improvements (FAL) $25,000
Old 63 Roadside Park Construct 10-car parking lot $13,500
Construct trailhead (FAL) $7,500
Paquin Park Replace small shelter $40,000
Construct outdoor classroom (FAL) $25,000
Rebuild retaining walls (FAL) $3,000
Replace site fencing $40,000
Replace raised beds (FAL) $10,000
Landscaping improvements (FAL) $9,000
Construct wheelchair basketball court $25,000
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Estimated

Location Project Cost
Parkade Park Renovate playground $22,000
Proctor Park Misc. park improvements (FAL) $15,000
Construct bridge connection to Bear Creek Trail $120,000
Rock Bridge Park Misc. park improvements (FAL) $15,000
Install backstop on playfield (FAL) $2,500
Rock Quarry Park Pave existing trail $76,000
Remodel garage building $55,000
Construct two new tennis courts $140,000
Construct new basketball court $30,000
House maintenance/improvements $50,000
Rockhill Park Misc. park, trail and bridge improvements (FAL) $15,000
Rothwell Park Pave existing trail $15,000
Russell Property Park development $450,000
Shepard Park Misc. improvements (FAL) $15,000
Smith Property (Brown Station Rd.) Park development $450,000
Smith Property (Manhasset) Park development $92,000
Stephens Lake Park Construct new parking lots $100,000
Construct new MKT-style trails $13,000
Construct two new medium shelters $136,000
Construct new large shelter $81,000
Construct new medium playground $40,000
Construct two new sand volleyball courts (FAL) $10,000
Construct three new restrooms $300,000
Construct gazebo on boardwalk $50,000
Botanic garden landscaping (FAL) $25,000
General landscaping (FAL) $10,000
Construct additional amenities (signs, benches,
drinking fountains, trash receptacles, lighting, etc.) $25,000
Twin Lakes Recreation Area Construct new pool to replace swimming lake $950,000
Construct office/storage/concession $180,000
Install several single shelters $25,000
Construct perimeter trail around lake (FAL) $15,000
Install parking lot lighting $60,000
Renovate parking lot $50,000
Misc. park improvements $20,000
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Location

Valleyview Park
Village Square Park
Westwinds Park
Woodridge Park

Worley Street Park

Project

Convert gravel trail to concrete
Refurbish benches and tables
Misc. park improvements (FAL)
Construct hard surface trail

Misc. park improvements (FAL)

Estimated

Cost

$30,000
$17,000
$10,000
$30,000

$10,000
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RECOMMENDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Section Il - New Neighborhood Parks

As neighborhood parks are acquired, funding for park development must be considered.
Although each park isindividually evaluated to determine which amenities are suitable for
itslocation - typically, a neighborhood park consists of the following:

* Small non-reservable shelter
* Perimeter trail

» Playground

e Multi-use hard surface court
*  Open space playfield

The Department anticipates that the funding for the following proposed park acquisitions will
not be available before fiscal year 2005. Development costsin fiscal year 2005 for the
following parks are estimated at $92,000 per park.

Number

on Map Location Estimated Cost
NORTHWEST - North of 1-70 and east of Perche Creek $92,000

2 NORTH - North of Blue Ridge Road, south of Brown School Rd., $92,000
and west of 763

3 NORTH - North of Brown School Rd. and west of 763 $92,000

4* NORTH - North of Smiley Lane, east of 763, and west of Highway 63  $92,000

5 NORTH - Northeast of Highway 63 and south of Oakland Church Rd.  $92,000
NORTHEAST - North of 1-70/Clark Lane, west of Highway 63, and $250,000
east of Paris Rd.

7 NORTHEAST - West of Highway 63, east of Paris Rd., and north $92,000
of Vandiver Rd.

8 NORTHEAST - North of Mexico Gravel Rd., south of Hinkson $92,000
Creek in the area of Wyaitt Lane

9 EAST - In the area where Richland Rd. crosses Grindstone Creek $92,000

10 EAST - North of County Rd. WW and southeast of the North Fork $92,000
of Grindstone Creek

11 CENTRAL - East of MKT Trail, west of Providence Rd., and north $350,000
Stadium Blvd.
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Number

on Map Location Estimated Cost

12* SOUTHEAST - North of New Haven Rd. and east of New Haven $92,000
School

13 SOUTH - North of Gans Road, east of Rock Quarry Rd., and west $92,000
of Bearfield Rd.

14 SOUTHWEST - East of Sinclair Rd. and north of Route K $92,000

15* SOUTHWEST - South of Nifong Blvd. in the area of Sinclair Rd. $92,000

16 SOUTHWEST - West of Scott Blvd., north of County Rd. KK, and $92,000
east of Howard Orchard Rd.

17* SOUTHWEST - South of Vawter School Rd. and east of Scott Blvd. $92,000

18* SOUTHWEST - South of Gillespie Bridge Rd. and west of Scott Blvd. ~ $92,000

* Denotes acquisition needs that were identified in the 1994 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space

Master Plan and are funded. (See 2002 Neighborhood Parks Plan in Chapter 7 for map.)
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RECOMMENDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Section |11 - New Facilities (Location Undetermined)

. Thefollowing proposed capital improvement projects require further master planning to
determine a suitable location. They may be placed in existing or future parks.

Description Cost
e Dog park $50,000
e Medium sprayground $75,000
e Large sprayground $125,000
e Outdoor climbing structure $30,000
e BMX track $50,000
e Paintball field $15,000
e ADA/bankshot basketball $50,000
e Mobiletechnology vehicle $125,000
e Finger Parks (2) $10,000
»  Coin operated batting cages (softball & baseball) $60,000

II. Dueto lack of available space, there are no existing developed parks recommended to
house the following facilities.

A. Athletic Facilities
(Includesfields, irrigation, concession, restrooms, fences, scoreboards, parking, and
lights. Assumes utilities are present.)

Description Cost
e Youth baseball/softball complex (10 fields) $3,000,000
e Soccer complex (10 fields) $2,500,000
»  Football complex (6 fields) $1,500,000
e Tennis complex (8 courts) $600,000

B. Cooperative Joint-Use Facility
(Includes multi-purpose game fields, concession, restrooms, irrigation, bleachers,
lights, fences, scoreboards, and parking. Assumes utilities are present.)

Thisfacility would provide fields for high school athletic contests and recreational
league and tournament games. Additional space is provided for practice areas. The
cost range is a minimum of $700,000 for a natural turf facility and a maximum of
$1,200,000, which includes some all-weather artificial turf areas.

Description Cost
»  City/school athletic game/practice complex $700,000 - $1,200,000
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C. Other Facilities

Description Cost

. 18-hole golf course $1,800,000
(Includes course, clubhouse, driving range, and parking lot)

. Indoor basketball/volleyball courts (20,000 sg. ft.) $1,400,000

. Nature/interpretive center (10,000 sg. ft.) $1,500,000

(At the time of this publication, the Department of Natural Resourcesis
working with Rock Bridge State Park and its affiliates to develop a nature
center at Rock Bridge State Park. The size, scope, and success of this project
will affect this recommendation for a nature/interpretive center.)

[I1. Itisagoal to establish additional walking trails within the parks and open space
facilities within the First Ward.
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RECOMMENDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Section IV - Capital | mprovement Program

In order to plan for the most efficient and cost-effective parks and recreational facilities, a
Capital Improvement Program (CIP) is developed and annually updated. Thisis conducted
as part of the annual City budget, as each department prepares a five-year capital
improvement program to address the capital needs of current and future years. It enablesthe
scheduling of projects that represent citizen priorities and are within the fiscal capabilities of
the City.

The following pages represent the Department’ s proposed Fiscal Y ear 2003 Capital
Improvement Program. The “ Current Budget FY-02" column represents current projects that
have been approved and are being initiated by the Department. Upon adoption of the overall
City budget by the City Council, projects under the column heading “ Adopted Budget
FY-03" are those projects that will be approved for that fiscal year. The next four years,
FY-2004 to FY-2007, include projects that have some priority and may have funding
available or planned. The projectslisted in FY-04 have the highest priority and are listed in
a separate column in the spreadsheet.  Longer-range projects (FY -05 and beyond) have been
considered; but uncertainties of the future, such as, specifics on costs, locations, and funding
affect their development status. Asthe CIP is updated each year, some of these projects are
scheduled as priorities as funding permits. Some projects may continue to be shown four to
fiveyearsout in the priority schedule, as funding may not be available or citizen priorities
force other new projects ahead. For example, the acquisition of a southeast regional park has
been identified in the CIP since 1994; but due to lack of funding, it has remained four to five
yearsout. The acquisition and development of Stephens Lake Park was not previously
identified in the CIP, but the opportunity to purchase the property caused it to become a high
priority.

Beyond FY-04, cost estimates become less accurate and unforeseen changes could
significantly alter the estimates and priorities of future CIP projects. Beyond the adopted
budget year, there are no guarantees that projects will actually be built. However, itis
important to include future projects in the CIP so they are identified and funding sources can
be pursued.

The systematic approach of the CIP focuses attention on Columbia s needs, goals, and
financial capabilities. It helps reduce scheduling conflicts and maintain a sound financial
program. Each fiscal year, the City must select from itslist of needed and desired projects
those that are within its fiscal capability and that best serve Columbia’s citizens. Annual
review and revision of the Capital Improvement Program ensures the program remains
responsive to changing demands and priorities of the community.
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RECOMMENDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Proposed FY 03 Capital | mprovement Program

Current Adopted  Requested Priority
PROJECTS Funding Source Total Budget Budget Budget Needs
FY02 FY03 FY04 FY05-07
Parks & Recreation
1. Twin Lakes Rec Area RSR $45,000 $45,000
C46062 Unfunded $965,000 $35,000 $930,000
FAL $45,000 $15,000 $10,000 $20,000
Total $1,055,000 $60,000 $0 $45,000 $950,000
2. Twin Lakes Rec Area Unfunded $200,000 $200,000
Roadway and Parking FAL $0
Total $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $200,000
3. Nifong Park 1/4 99 S Tax $146,000 $146,000
Barn and Buildings FAL $55,000 $55,000
Total $201,000 $0 $0 $201,000 $0
4. Park Management 1/4 99 S Tax $0
Center Renovation Unfunded $210,000 $60,000 $150,000
C00062 Total $210,000 $0 $0 $60,000 $150,000
5. Cosmo Rec Area 1/4 99 S Tax $35,000 $35,000
Roads & Parking CDBG $35,000 $35,000
C46030 Unfunded $375,000 $90,000 $285,000
Park Sales Tax $70,000 $70,000
FAL $89,000 $10,000 $10,000 $15,000 $54,000
Total $604,000 $80,000 $80,000 $105,000 $339,000
6. Cosmo Rec Area-Phase Il Unfunded $40,000 $40,000
Hard-surface Trail FAL $10,000 $10,000
Total $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $50,000
7. Smithton Neighborhood 1/4 99 S Tax $86,000 $50,000 $36,000
Park Development FAL $35,000 $20,000 $15,000
C00131 Total $121,000 $70,000 $51,000 $0 $0
8. Fairview Park 1/4 99 S Tax $75,000 $75,000
Improvements FAL $45,000 $45,000
Total $120,000 $0 $0 $0 $120,000
9. Park Acquisition PYA 1/4 99 ST $369,000 $185,000 $184,000 $0
Neighborhood Parks Total $369,000 $185,000 $184,000 $0 $0
C40145
10. Mill Creek Neighborhood 1/4 99 S Tax $92,000 $92,000
Park Development FAL $35,000 $35,000
Total $127,000 $0 $0 $0 $127,000
11. Cosmo Rec Area - Rapp Unfunded $450,000 $450,000
Tennis Court Renovation FAL $20,000 $20,000
Total $470,000 $0 $0 $0 $470,000
12. MKT Parkway Improvements 1/4 99 S Tax $200,000 $100,000 $100,000
& bridge repair C00034 Rec Trail Grant $93,000 $93,000
FAL $10,000 $10,000
Total $303,000 $193,000 $110,000 $0 $0
13. Oakland Park 1/4 99 S Tax $50,000 $50,000
Parking Lot C00110 Unfunded $16,000 $16,000
Total $66,000 $50,000 $0 $16,000 $0
14. Rainbow Softball RSR $150,000 $65,000 $25,000 $60,000
Center Improvement Unfunded $120,000 $120,000
C46057 FAL $96,000 $26,000 $10,000 $60,000
Total $366,000 $91,000 $35,000 $0 $240,000
15. South Regional Unfunded $5,000,000 $5,000,000
Park Acquisition Total $5,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $5,000,000
16. Garth Nature Area Unfunded $180,000 $180,000
Improvements FAL $90,000 $90,000
Total $270,000 $0 $0 $0 $270,000
17. Golf Course GCIF $130,000 $130,000
Fairway Irrigation DLF $590,000 $590,000
C46059 Unfunded $600,000 $600,000
FAL $12,500 $5,000 $7,500
Total $1,332,500 $725,000 $0 $607,500
18. Skate Park Unfund/Donat/Grant $60,000 $60,000
Lighting FAL $7,000 $7,000
Total $67,000 $0 $0 $0 $67,000
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Current Adopted  Requested Priority
PROJECTS Funding Source Total Budget Budget Budget Needs
FY02 FY03 FY04 FY 05-07
19. Rock Quarry Park Unfunded $140,000 $140,000
Development FAL $18,000 $18,000
Total $158,000 $0 $0 $0 $158,000
20. Douglass Park Baseball CDBG $60,000 $60,000
Field Improvements FAL $10,000 $10,000
Total $70,000 $0 $0 $0 $70,000
21. Greenbelt/Openspace/ 1/4 99 S Tax $425,000 $125,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000
Trails - C40113 Total $425,000 $125,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000
22. Antimi Ballfield Complex 1/4 99 S Tax $450,000 $175,000 $75,000
Expansion C46020 Unfunded $200,000
FAL $120,000 $50,000 $30,000 $40,000
Total $570,000 $0 $225,000 $105,000 $240,000
23. Skate Park/Roller Hockey Unfund/Donat/Grant $45,000 $45,000
Boards FAL $8,000 $8,000
Total $53,000 $0 $0 $53,000 $0
24. Gillespie Bridge Road 1/4 99 S Tax $89,000 $89,000
Neighborhood Park FAL $35,000 $35,000
Development Total $124,000 $0 $0 $124,000 $0
25. Field Neighborhood Park Unfunded $140,000 $140,000
Acquisition Total $140,000 $0 $0 $0 $140,000
26. Valleyview 1/4 99 S Tax $33,000 $33,000
Neighborhood Park FAL $18,000 $18,000
Improvements - C00132 Total $51,000 $51,000 $0 $0 $0
27. Outdoor Ice Skating Unfunded $450,000 $450,000
Facility FAL $15,000 $15,000
Total $465,000 $0 $0 $465,000 $0
28. City/School Park CDBG $30,000 $15,000 $15,000
Improvement C00112 Total $30,000 $15,000 $0 $15,000 $0
29. Indian Hills Park CDBG $200,000 $75,000 $25,000 $50,000 $50,000
Improvements Total $200,000 $75,000 $25,000 $50,000 $50,000
C00113
30. Russell Property Master 1/4 99 S Tax $0
Planning/Development Unfunded $450,000 $450,000
C00114 Total $450,000 $0 $0 $0 $450,000
31. Bear Creek Boardwalk Unfunded $85,000 $85,000
Reconstruction FAL $20,000 $20,000
Total $105,000 $0 $0 $0 $105,000
32. Martin Luther King Unfunded $15,000 $15,000
Memorial Tank Removal Total $15,000 $0 $0 $15,000 $0
33. Martin Luther King Unfunded $90,000 $90,000
Memorial Restoration Total $90,000 $0 $0 $90,000 $0
C00067
34. Annual P&R Major 1/4 99 S Tax $170,000 $25,000 $25,000 $60,000 $60,000
Maintenance/Programs Total $170,000 $25,000 $25,000 $60,000 $60,000
C00056
35. Cosmo-Bethel Unfunded $140,000 $140,000
Shelter renovation FAL $60,000 $60,000
Total $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $200,000
36. Cosmo-Bethel - new 1/4 99 S Tax $100,000 $100,000
shelter FAL $30,000 $30,000
Total $130,000 $0 $0 $0 $130,000
37. High Point Park 1/4 99 S Tax $50,000 $50,000
Improvement FAL $25,000 $25,000
Total $75,000 $0 $75,000 $0 $0
38. Bear Creek Greenbelt Unfunded $450,000 $450,000
Pedestrian/Bicycle Trail Total $450,000 $0 $0 $0 $450,000
Blackfoot Rd. Extension
39. American Legion Park Unfund/Donat/Grant $325,000 $325,000
Renovation C43134 FAL $80,000 $80,000
Total $405,000 $0 $0 $0 $405,000
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Current Adopted  Requested Priority
PROJECTS Funding Source Total Budget Budget Budget Needs
FY02 FY03 FY04 FY05-07
40. Cosmo-Bethel Park Unfunded $75,000 $45,000 $30,000
Playground Renovation FAL $20,000 $10,000 $10,000
Total $95,000 $0 $0 $55,000 $40,000
41. L. A. Nickell Cart & RSR $27,000 $27,000
Equipment Storage Building  [FAL $10,000 $10,000
Renovation C46063 Total $37,000 $37,000 $0 $0 $0
42. Paquin Park CDBG $60,000 $60,000
Renovation Total $60,000 $0 $0 $0 $60,000
43. Hinkson Creek Greenbelt Unfund/Donat/Grant $580,000 $580,000
Ped/Bike Trail Phase IlI Total $580,000 $0 $0 $0 $580,000
44. Providence Road/Stewart Unfund/Donat/Grant $235,000 $235,000
Road Underpass C00118 Total $235,000 $0 $0 $235,000 $0
45. Flat Branch Park Phase Il Donation $50,000 $50,000
C00133 Unfund/Donat/Grant $690,000 $690,000
Total $740,000 $50,000 $0 $690,000 $0
46. Renovation of Fairview Unfunded $100,000 $100,000
Park Tennis Courts Total $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
47. Cosmo-Bethel Trail Unfund/Donat/Grant $95,000 $95,000
Improvement FAL $25,000 $25,000
Total $120,000 $0 $0 $0 $120,000
48. Sewer Plant Il Nature Area  |[PYA 1/4 99 ST $10,000 $10,000
Improvement Grant $50,000 $15,000 $35,000
FAL $20,000 $5,000 $15,000
Total $80,000 $0 $30,000 $0 $50,000
49. Stephens Lake Park Park Sales Tax $2,225,000 $950,000 $670,300 $604,700
Development - C00095 PYA Park S Tax $275,000 $275,000
Total $2,500,000 $1,225,000 $670,300 $604,700 $0
50. Kiwanis Park Parking Lot Park Sales Tax $20,000 $20,000
Paving - C00134 Total $20,000 $20,000 $0 $0 $0
51. Cosmo-Bethel Parking Lot ||[1/4 99 S Tax $35,000 $35,000
Paving - C00135 FAL $15,000 $15,000
Total $50,000 $50,000 $0 $0 $0
52. LOW Golf Course RSR $60,000 $60,000
Fairway Renovation & GCIF $100,000 $100,000
Course Improvements Total $160,000 $0 $60,000 $0 $100,000
53. LAN Golf Course Fairway GCIF $100,000 $100,000
Renovation/Improvement Total $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
54. Cosmo Soccer Field Unfunded $70,000 $70,000
Improvements FAL $30,000 $30,000
Total $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
FAL $1,108,500 $119,000 $125,000 $178,000 $686,500
Parks & Recreation RSR $282,000 $137,000 $85,000 $0 $60,000
Summary CDBG $385,000 $90,000 $60,000 $65,000 $170,000
DLF $590,000 $590,000 $0 $0 $0
GCIF $330,000 $130,000 $0 $0 $200,000
1/4 99 S Tax $1,836,000 $418,000 $521,000 $470,000 $427,000
Park Sales Tax $2,315,000 $1,040,000 $670,300 $604,700 $0
Donation $50,000 $50,000 $0 $0 $0
Rec Trail Grant $93,000 $93,000 $0 $0 $0
Grant $50,000 $0 $15,000 $0 $35,000
CAP FB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Subtotal $7,039,500 $2,667,000 $1,476,300 | $1,317,700 $1,578,500
Unfund/Donat/Grant $2,030,000 $0 $0 $970,000 $1,060,000
PYA Park S Tax $275,000 $275,000 $0 $0 $0
PYA 1/4 99 ST $379,000 $185,000 $194,000 $0 $0
PYA 1/4 96 ST $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Subtotal $2,684,000 $460,000 $194,000 $970,000 $1,060,000
Unfunded $10,561,000 $0 $0 $801,000 $9,760,000
Total $20,284,500 $3,127,000 $1,670,300 $3,088,700 $12,398,500
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RECOMMENDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Conclusion

Aswith all planning documents, the Recommended Capital Improvements Chapter is
considered to be a“living document” that will be continually updated and shaped in order to
meet the growing needs of Columbia scitizens. The goal of this chapter isto identify all
major maintenance and renovation projects, identify new capital projects, and identify new
facility needs for future park and trail acquisition areas. Understanding that the list of
projects redlistically exceeds the amount of finances that are currently available, the
Department felt it was important to identify park and facility capital improvement needs, as
funding may become available through unknown sources, such as, private donations, grants,
future ballot issues, and/or partnerships with other governmental or private parties.

Priority projects are identified in the City’ s five-year Capital Improvement Program (CIP).
The plan is prepared and adjusted annually and serves as the critical component of the
comprehensive City budget. Citizen input is continually sought and is officially solicited
during individual park master planning sessions, Parks and Recreation Commission
meetings, and various public hearings during the City of Columbia Council meetings.

Based on the information discussed in this chapter, the Department recommends the
following:

* The Department recommends capital improvement projects for 50 parks and trails.
These projects range in size from anew drinking fountain at Indian Hills Park to the
construction of achlorinated pool at the Twin Lakes Recreation Area.

* The Department recommends the acquisition and development of 18 new neighborhood
parks.

* The Department recommends the acquisition and development of aregional park similar
to the existing Columbia Cosmopolitan Recreation Area (Cosmo Park). Amenitiesto be
included in the new regional park include trails, nature areas, and high-use athletic
complexes and support facilities such as parking lots, lights, concessions, restrooms, and
maintenance areas.

» The Department recommends the continued exploration of acquisition and development
projects that could be co-sponsored between the City and the Columbia Public School
District, other governmental agencies, and private organizations and associations.
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CONCLUSION

The Parks and Recreation staff in preparing this 2002 Facility Needs Update has met the
following pre-designated goals:

. Updated the inventory of existing public and private park, recreation, and open-space
facilities.

. Obtained the most current state and national standards for park and open space
facilities.

. Hosted public forums seeking citizen input regarding city-wide park and recreation
needs.

. Conducted a series of focus group meetings with special interest groups and

community organizations such as the Columbia Soccer Club, Greenbelt Coalition,
Boone County Historical Society, etc.

. Contracted a city-wide, random survey of Columbia citizens to determine their
perceptions of the recreation and open space needs within the community. This
survey was conducted by ETC Institute/Leisure Vision, who conducted similar
surveys for both the 1994 Master Plan and the Community Recreation Center
Feasibility Study. Use of thisfirm ensured the validity of the survey.

. Conducted a user survey of visitorsto Columbia s parks, trails, and recreational
facilities. Survey was conducted by Parks and Recresation staff and consisted of
guestions similar to those on the ETC Institute/L eisure Vision survey.

. Using the data obtained through all of the above actions, prepared an updated needs
and facilities assessment and developed a Capital |mprovement Program.

The "Needs Update" is just one portion of a comprehensive park master plan. The 1994
Parks, Recreation and Open Space Master Plan was intended to be a 10-year planning
document. Since the time period is coming to an end, it is the recommendation of the
Department that during the next two to five years, the following remaining master plan
actions be implemented:

1 Analysis of Services: Includes citizen satisfaction with existing programs and
citizen interest in new programs; evaluates the most effective methods of
disseminating information to the public about recreation programs, facilities, and
opportunities; and examines maintenance services, standards of care, and operating
procedures.
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2. Analysis of Staffing: Includes the evaluation of the Department’ s full-time staffing
levels and responsibilities, compares staffing levels with comparable communities,
and recommends future staffing levels and positions as it relates to the
implementation of the Master Plan.

3. Analysis of Finances. Includes analysis of current recreation fees and charges;
compares fees and charges with comparable communities; evaluates programming
costs; analyzes current and potential methods for funding capital projects and
operating costs; and examines citizen support for financing the acquisition,
development, and maintenance of parks, trails and open spaces.

Due to the perceived political nature of these three issues, the Department recommends that a
third party be responsible for conducting the above analysis, thus avoiding any conflict of
interest.

The primary method for implementing the Master Plan is the City's annual budget. The City
evaluates and prioritizes all proposed projects each year in the course of preparing the annual
budget. These projects are devel oped with the goals of the Master Planin mind. The
preparation of the budget provides an on-going opportunity for Columbia residentsto help
shape the future of the Columbia Parks and Recreation Department by participating in public
forums and providing comments.

In conclusion, the Parks, Recreation and Open Space Master Plan, 2002 Facility Needs
Update is are-dedication of the Columbia Parks and Recreation Department to the vision of
the citizens and elected officials who anticipated the great potential of parks and who were
willing to advocate creating a parks and recreation system for the benefit and enjoyment of
the public.

The plan acknowledges the continuing commitment of the citizens, elected officials, and
staff, whose dedicated efforts will guide Columbia s Parks and Recreation Department as it
responds to the challenges ahead.

“To conserve the scenery and the natural and historic objects and the wildlife therein and to
provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as will leave them
unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations.” Frederick Law Olmsted, 1916
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APPENDIX A

Appendix A contains amenities, site maps, photos, and proposed improvements for each
city-owned park and facility. The proposed improvements are taken from "Section | -
Existing Facilities," Chapter 8. CIP projects that have secured funding are not listed in the
proposed improvements. Estimated costs represent contracted work, unless otherwise
indicated as force account labor (FAL). Site maps do not include proposed improvements.

Also included are properties that are currently under contract for acquisition by the Parks and
Recreation Department. These properties are not yet included in the facility inventory or the
Capital Improvement Program.

Columbia, MO - Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Master Plan - 2002 Update 147



AGAIN STreeT Park

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Replace small shelter $40,000
® Install new picnic tables/sites (FAL) $5,000
® Renovate basketball court $3.500

$48,500

® Total
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‘ AgGain Streer Park I AMENiTES:

® Non-reservable

Shelter

Dimensions: 32 x 32’

5- Picnic tables

2- Picnic tables nearby
No lights

No electricity

1- ADA drinking fountain
No restrooms

1- ADA double BBQ grill

® Baseball/Softball Field

® Basketball Court (full)

® Fitness Course
(.44 mi.)

® 3 Horseshoe Pits
® Playground

® Soccer Practice Field

® Volleyball Court

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 1200 Again St.
® 10 Acres
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‘ AmericaN Legion Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
@ Install new batting cage $10,000
® Renovate concession area $40,000
@ Install field irrigation $20,000
® Resurface parking lot $50,000
® Renovate medium playground $40,000
® Renovate restrooms (FAL) $10,000
® Construct new sand volleyball court (FAL) $5,000
® Construct new fishing dock $10,000
® Construct two new lighted ballfields $225.000
® Total $410,000
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‘ American Legion Park I

AMENITIES:

® Reservable Shelter
Dimensions: 26° x 45’
6- Picnic tables
1- ADA picnic table
No lights
No electricity
No water
Restroom at concession
stand
1- ADA double BBQ grill

® Archery Practice
Range

® Baseball Field

® Baseball Practice
Field

® Concession Stand
Telephone

Restrooms
ADA drinking fountain

® Fishing Pond
® Playground

® Soccer Practice Field

Location ANd Size:
® 602 S. Legion Lane
® 20 Acres
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Proposed Improvements

® Gym expansion
® Total
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Estimated Cost
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‘ ArRmORY SporTs CeNTER I AMENiTiES:

® Aerobics Room
® Gymnasium (indoor)

® | ocker Rooms with
Showers/Restroom

® Meeting Room

® Recreation Rooms

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 701 E. Ash St.

® 5 Acre

153



154

‘ Ash & Clinkscales ProperTy I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Recreation Center - additional gym & track $600,000
® Construct outdoor ice rink $450,000
@ Construct ice arena parking lot $100,000
® Enclose ice rink $1,500,000
® Perimeter hard-surface trail $100,000
® Misc. park improvements (FAL) $50.000
® Total $2,800,000
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‘ Ash & Clinkscales Property I AmeniTies:

® Recreation Center
(under construction)

® Farmers Market
(development plan in
progress)

® Open Playfield

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 1701 W. Ash

® 20 Acres
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‘ Bear Creek Park I

Proposed Improvements Contracted Cost
® Replace baseball backstop $5,000
® Construct new small park shelter $40,000

Renovate playaround (FAL $4.500
® Total $49,500
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‘ Bear Creek Park I AmeniTies:

® Non-reservable

Shelter

Dimensions: 32° x 32’

2- Picnic tables

Lights

2- 110 volt double
outlets

No water

No restrooms

1- ADA double BBQ grill

® Basketball Court (full)
® Open Field

® 2 Playgrounds

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 1402 Elleta Blvd.

® 10 Acres
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STADIUM BLVD

COLUMBIA COSMPPOLITAN
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Bear Creek Trail

Proposed Improvements

@ Install mileage and misc. signage (FAL)
® Renovate boardwalk
® Greenbelt Blackfoot Rd. trail extension

® Garth Nature Area improvements
® Total
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Bear Creek Trail

AMENITIES:

® Multi-purpose
all-weather Trall

(4.3 miles )
Bicycling

Cross country skiing
Hiking

Jogging

Walking

® Restrooms at
Oakland Park &
CCRA
(Open April 15-Oct 15)

LocaTion ANd Size:
® Accesses:
1615 Bus. Loop 70 W.
3201 Creasy Springs Rd.
2799 N. Garth Ave.

Intersection of Blue Ridge
Rd. and Secretariat Dr.

1900 Blue Ridge Rd.

® 25.5 Acres
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‘ Boxer Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
) 'Construct trail access $10.000
Total $10,000

PJC 7/12/01
MAC 11/5/01

160 240 FEET

PHYLLIS AVENUE

I

NEWTON DRIVE

=l
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Boxer Park AmeniTies:

® Currently undeveloped

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 2100 Newton Dr.

® 3.5 Acres
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‘ Brown Station Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Misc. park improvements (FAL $25.000
©® Total $25,000

-

PJC 7/11/01
MAC 11/13/01

BONNY LYNN DRIVE

" TO MARY
ANE DRIVE

0 40 80 160 240 FEET
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Brown Station Park

AMENITIES:

® Playground

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 3425 Jamesdale Dr.

® 6.5 Acres
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‘ Capen Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Construct new 30-car parking lot $23,000
@ Install park and informational signage $8.000
® Total $31,000
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CAPEN Park AMENITIES:

® Bridge Connection to
Grindstone Nature
Area

® Hinkson Creek Tralil
(1.74 miles)

® Nature Trail (.5 mile)

® Scenic Overlooks

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 1600 Capen Park

® 30 Acres
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‘ Cliff Drive Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Misc. park improvements (FAL) $20.000
® Total $20,000
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CLiff Drive Park

AMENITIES:
® Picnic Site

® Standard Single BBQ
Grill

® Swings

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 1819 CIiff Dr.

® 1 Acre
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-€Cosmo Soccer Fields

Columbia Cosmopolitan RecreaTtion ARea

Rainbow Softball Center

e e e

= =

/ Columbia Skate Park |

AMENITIES:
® 8 Reservable Shelters

® Antimi Baseball Complex
(4 fields)

@ Bear Creek Nature Area &
Cosmo Nature Trail

® Columbia Skate Park
® Cosmo Fitness Trail

® 2 Fishing Lakes
(Nickell Lake and
Antimi Lake)

@ 6 Football Fields
® 12 Horseshoe Pits (lighted)

® L.A. Nickell Clubhouse &
Golf Course (18-hole)

® 2 Lacrosse Fields

® 4 Playgrounds
(Rainbow Softball Complex,
near Nickell Shelter,
near Harris Shelter,
Steinberg Playground)

® Rainbow Softball Complex
(6 fields)

® Rhett's Run Mountain
Bike Trail

® 18 Soccer Fields
® 2 T-ball Fields

@ Telephones
Park entrance
Soccer concession
Antimi Shelter
Rainbow concession
L.A.Nickell clubhouse

® 38 Tennis Courts (lighted)

® 12 Volleyball Courts
(sand)

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 1615 Bus. Loop 70 W.

® 533 Acres
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Proposed Improvements

® Antimi
Install new lights at (2) tee ball fields
Renovate concession/restroom area

Construct concrete walk & landscape improvements

Construct addtional parking (120 cars)
Renovate athletic fields (FAL)
Construct foul-ball fence protection (FAL)

® Burford Shelter
Replace large shelter
Install new lighting
Repair concrete

® Harris Shelter
Replace medium shelter
Construct new sand volleyball court (FAL)
Construct new horseshoe pits (FAL)

® Lamb Shelter
Replace shelter

® L.A. Nickell Golf Course
Renovate fairways
Install fairway irrigation
Renovate tees
Driving range improvements (FAL)
Renovate roadway and parking lot
Replace entry sign (FAL)
Maintenance shop improvements
Renovate restrooms to include storage/pump room

® Parks Management Center
Renovate PMC roof, add pole barns and
storage areas, renovate hanger, add work
stations, various office improvements

® Rainbow Softball Center
Replace asphalt walkways with concrete
Construct new small shelter (yellow & blue fields)
Replace scoreboards
Renovate batting cage (FAL)
Install shade structures at concession (FAL)
Enlarge concession indoor area
Replace fence fabric
Renovate restroom/concession building roof

Columbia Cosmopolitan RecreaTioN AReA

Estimated Cost

$100,000
$100,000
$75,000
$70,000
$45,000
$10,000

$81,000
$11,000
$5,500

$68,000
$5,000
$5,000

$81,000

$100,000
$600,000
$100,000
$50,000
$60,000
$5,000
$40,000
$75,000

$210,000

$250,000
$40,000
$45,000
$25,000
$12,000
$125,000
$55,000
$25,000



| Columbia Cosmopolitan RecreaTioN AReA I

Proposed Improvements. con’t. Estimated Cost
® Rapp Tennis Courts

Rebuild tennis courts $450,000
® Skate Park

Misc. improvements (FAL) $20,000

Install lighting $60,000

Install roller hockey boards $70,000

Expand Skate Park $175,000

Construct trick bike area $250,000
® Soccer Fields

Install scoreboards/bleachers at Fields #4 & #5 $70,000
® Steinberg Playground

Renovate playground $60,000
® Other

Construct Cosmo Fitness Trail Phase |l $145,000

Install football/lacrosse field lighting $120,000

Replace Bear Creek boardwalk $12,000

Resurface roads and parking lots $300,000

Install individual picnic shelters (FAL) $24,000

Upgrade park signs (FAL) $18.000
® Total $4,247,500
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‘ Cosmo-Bethel Park I

Proposed Improvements Contracted Cost
® Construct perimeter trail $60,000
@® Construct lake trail $35,000
® Renovate large playground $75,000
® Renovate restrooms $115,000
® Replace existing large shelter $140,000
® Construct four new non-lighted tennis courts $120,000
® |nstall lighting for four tennis courts 80.000
® Total $625,000

GRAVEL
TRAIL

BENCHES
&

PICNIC
HELTERS

S
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‘ Cosmo-Bethel Park I

AMENITIES:

® 3 Reservable Shelters

(reserved as one)

Dimensions: 30 x 30’ each

22- Picnic tables

Lights

3-110 volt double outlets

1-220 volt outlet in one
shelter

1-ADA drinking fountain

Restrooms

8- ADA single BBQ grill

1- ADA double BBQ grill

® Non-reservable
Shelter

Dimensions: 23 x 23’
2- Picnic tables
No lights
® Fishing Lake
® Garden Plots
® 2 Horseshoe Pits
® Open Field

® Playground

® Baseball/Softball
Field

® 8 Tennis Courts

@ \olleyball Court
(sand)

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 4500 Bethel St.

® 40 Acres
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‘ Douglass Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Acquire adjacent lots, as available $150,000
® Construct neighborhood community center $400,000
® Misc. improvements (FAL) $15,000
® Replace medium shelter $68,000
® Renovate basketball courts $10,000
® Replace security lighting $65,000
® Baseball improvements $5,000
® Construct new storage building $50,000
® Install new outfield fencing $45,000
@ Install new batting cage $10,000

Douglass Pool
® Expand pool employee parking (10 cars) $9,000
® Pool filter room improvements $25,000
® Renovate pool shell $50,000
® Construct new spray grounds $75,000
® Increase pool security/lighting $15.000

Total $992,000

I ]

PROVIDENCE ROAD

BASKETBALL
COURT

BLEACHERS

SMALL
SHELTER

STROOMS

BASEBALL/
SOFTBALL
FIELD

s
@

0

30 60 90FEET

MAC 8-2-00

PROPERTY

LINE

FIFTH STREET

T




‘ Douglass Park I AmeniTies:

® Non-reservable

Shelter

Dimensions: 25° x 45’
10- Picnic tables

No lights

1- 220 volt outlet

8- 110 volt double outlets
1- ADA drinking fountain
Restrooms

1- ADA single BBQ grill
2- Standard single BBQ

grills
)

= - - i ® 2 Basketball Courts
— v ' (full)

@ Baseball/Softball Field
(lighted)

® Douglass Family
Aquatic Center

® 2 Horseshoe Pits

® Playground

® Telephone (at shelter)

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 400 N. Providence Rd.
® 8 Acres
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GRAND AVENUE

‘ DowntownN Oprtimist Park I

Propo Improvemen Estim (o)
® Replace shelter $20,000
® Misc. Park Improvements $5.000
® Total $25,000

FOREST AVENUE

PLAYGROUND

BASKETBALL
COURT

@ 0 6 12 24 36

MAC 7/21/00



‘ DowntowN Oprimist Park I AmeniTies:

® Non-reservable

Shelter

DIimensions: 23° x 20’

2- Picnic tables

No lights

No electricity

1- ADA drinking fountain
No restrooms

® Basketball Court
(half)

® Playground

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 100 E. Forest Ave.

® 5 Acre
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‘ Dublin Park I

® Development plan in progress
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——

'DUBLIN AVE.
: .



Proposed
Dublin Park Ameniies:

® Nature Area

® Picnic Site

® Playground
® Shelter and Girill

® Trail

LocaTtionN ANd Size:
® 4101 Dublin Ave.

® 6 Acres
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‘ Fairview Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Replace medium shelter $68,000
® Renovate tennis courts $100,000
® Construct new sand volleyball court (FAL) $5,000
® Construct new tot lot $15.000
©® Total $188,000
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‘ FAiRViEW PARI( I AMENITIES:

® Reservable Shelter
Dimensions: 45° x 23’
7- Picnic tables
Lights
4-110 volt double outlets
1- 220 volt outlet
1- ADA drinking fountain
near tennis courts
No restrooms
1- ADA double BBQ grill

® Garden Plots
® Nature Trail (.5 mile)
® Playground (at school)

® Soccer Practice Field
(1 regular, 1 junior)

® 4 Tennis Courts

® Volleyball Court

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 1001 Fairview Rd.
® 27 Acres
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RANGE LINE STREET
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Field Park

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Acquisition of adjacent lots, as available $140,000
® Misc. park improvements $25.000
® Total $165,000
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Field Park

AMENITIES:
® Picnic Sites

® ADA Drinking
Fountain

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 900 Range Line St.

® 1 Acre
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‘ Flat Branch Park I

Improvemen

® Phase Il development
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‘ Flat Branch Park I

AMENITIES:

® Gazebo

5- Picnic tables

1- ADA drinking fountain
No restrooms

® Flat Branch Creek

® Trailhead for MKT

TR g
-

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 101 S. Fourth St.
® 1 Acre
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‘ Forum NATURE AREA I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Misc. park improvements and install interpretive $10,000
signage (FAL)
® Total $10,000

FORUM
BOULEVARD
MKT TRAILHEAD
PARKING
RIPARIAN
MKT
NATURE/FITNESS —»
TRAIL
SEASONALLY
FLOODED
HERBACEOUS
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RECREATION

AREA

~

SMS 1996
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Forum NATURE AREA

il P PR

CHLUMETA PARKS AND RECREATIO™ &

JWH il

AMENITIES:

® Connection to MKT
Trail

® Connection Twin Lakes
Recreation Area

® Herbaceous Wetlands
® Hinkson Creek
® Native Prairie

® Nature Trail
(1.8 miles)

® Riparian Zone

® \Woodlands

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 2701 Forum Blvd.

® 100 Acres
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Grindstone NATURE AREA

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Replace small shelter $40,000
® Install trail signage (FAL) $5,000
® Construct new restroom $130,000
® Renovate/improve drive entrance (FAL) $3.500

® Total $178,500
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Grindstone NATURE AREA

AMENITIES:

® Non-reservable

Shelter

Dimensions: 32° x 32’
3- Picnic tables

No lights

No electricity

No water

No restrooms

1- ADA single BBQ grill

® Hinkson Creek Trail

® Nature Trails
(3.3 miles)

® Open Fields

® Picnic Sites
® Scenic Overlooks

® Leash-free Area

LocaTtioN aNd Size:
® 2011 Old Hwy 63 S.

® 199 Acres
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‘ Highpointe Park I

® Development pending master plan.

0 30 60 120 180 FEET

FOXFIRE DRIVE = il - PJC TH2/01
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HiC||'I|)0iNTE Park AMENITIES:

® Open Field

® \/olleyball Court
(Sand)

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 801 Huntridge Dr.

® 9 Acres
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Hinkson Creek Trail

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost

® Construct greenbelt ped/bike trail Phase IlI $580.000
$580,000

® Total
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‘ Hinkson Creek Trail I

AMENITIES:

® Creek and Nature
Area

® Multi-purpose
all-weather Trail
(1.74 miles)
Bicycling

Cross country skiing
Hiking

Jogging

Walking

Location ANd Size:

® Accesses:

2011 Old 63 South

1600 Capen Park Dr.

® 13.92 Acres
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‘ Indian Hills Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Construct new 30-car parking lot $23,000
® Constructed new medium shelter $68,000
® Construct new playground $35,000
® Construct new small shelter $40,000
® Install lighting $15,000
® Replace medium shelter $68,000
® Repair/replace drinking fountain (FAL) $2,000
® Replace backstop (FAL) $2,500
® Renovate sand volleyball $2.500
® Total $256,000

UNRy 1] BASKETBALL

VOLLEYBALL ®
E L]
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‘ INdian Hills Park I AmeniTies:

® Non-reservable

Shelter

Dimensions: 32° x 32’

5- Picnic tables

Lights

1-110 volt outlet

1- ADA drinking fountain

1- Standard drinking
fountain

Restrooms

2- ADA single BBQ grills

1- ADA double BBQ grill

® Baseball/Softball
Field

RES ® Basketball Court (full)
-i-n - = 34 |e Playground

. ] B e | =
: ‘T-T | . [Rl= 1= Ihz'

® Nature Area

® \olleyball Court
(sand)

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 5008 Aztec Blvd.

® 40 Acres
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‘ Kiwanis Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Renovate medium shelter (College Park) $35,000
® Renovate medium shelter (Maplewood) $35,000
® Replace restrooms (College Park Dr.) $115,000
@ |nstall new playground equipment $15.000
® Total $200,000
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Kiwanis Park

AMENITIES:

® 2 Reservable
Shelters

Talbert-Thurston

(Maplewood Dr.)

Dimensions: 60° x 40’

12- Picnic tables

Lights

4- 110 volt double outlets

1- 220 volt outlet

No water

Restrooms at other shelter

1- Standard double BBQ
grill

C.K. Odor
(College Park Dr.)

Dimensions: 60° x 40’

12- Picnic tables

1- ADA picnic table

Lights

3- 110 volt double outlets

1- 220 volt outlet

1- Standard drinking
fountain

Restrooms

2- Standard double grills

® Basketball Court
(at school)

® Nature Area

® Nature Trail
(.33 mile)

® Playground
(at school)

LocaTion And Size:

® 926 College Park Dr.
1001 Maplewood Dr.

® 20 Acres
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‘ Kyd Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Develop park $25.000
©® Total $25,000
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‘ K)’d Park I AMENITIES:

® Undeveloped

LocaTtion And Size:
® 2210 Garnet Dr.

® 2 Acres
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‘ Lake of The Woods RecreaTioN AREA I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Construct new restroom on front nine $85,000
® Construct new restroom on back nine $85,000
® Renovate tees $100,000
® Construct new medium shelter at lake $68,000
® Replace entry sign $5,000
® Misc. improvements near lake area (FAL) $12,000
® Renovate roadway and parking lot $65,000
® Construct new driving range and replace fence $70,000
® Renovate fairways - Phase | $60,000
® Renovate fairways - Phase |l $100.000
® Total $650,000

P NO SCALE

SMS 9/96
MAC 7/11/00

@

KEY

CONCRETE CARTPATH
GREEN

PAVED SIDEWALK/ROAD/PARKING

SAND TRAP

TEE




Lake of The Woods RecreaTion

AMENITIES:

® Clubhouse with
Concessions

® Fishing Lake

® Golf Course (18-hole)
® Picnic Sites

® Swimming Pool with
Concessions

® Restrooms (in club-
house & bathhouse)

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 6700 St. Charles Rd.

® 145 Acres
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‘ Lions-Stephens Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Replace medium shelter $68,000
® Renovate medium playground $20,000
® Renovate perimeter tralil $35,000
® Renovate fitness course stations (FAL) $17.000
® Total $140,000
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‘ Lions-Stephens Park I AMENiTES:

® Non-reservable

Shelter
Dimensions: 45° x 25’
4- Picnic tables
No lights
No electricity
1- ADA drinking fountain
No restrooms
R P No BBQ grills
S ] .
| pm— T el L ® Fitness Course

® Multi-purpose Trail
(.4 mile)

® Picnic Sites

® 2 Playgrounds

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 104 N. William St.

® 15 Acres
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‘ McKee STreeTr Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost

Renovate plavaground (FAL $25.000

©® Total $25,000
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McKee Streer Park AmeniTies:

® Baseball/Softball
Play Field

® Basketball Court (full)
® Open Field
@® Picnic Site

® Playground

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 1900 McKee St.

® 4.5 Acres
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MKT - Nature/FiTness Trail

Proposed Improvements

Contracted Cost

® Replace and/or repair bridges $275,000
® Sewer Plant #2 area improvements - Phase Il (FAL) $60,000
® Replace fitness course stations (FAL) $20,000
® Construct new restroom - Forum Blvd. $100,000
® Construct new restroom - Scott Blvd. $100,000
® Providence/Stewart underpass $235.000
® Total $790,000
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Principle Accesses
A1 101 S. Fourth St. - Trailhead
(Flat Branch Park)

A-2 501 S. Providence Rd.
A-3 800 S. Stadium Blvd.
A-4 2701 Forum Blvd.

A-5 3662 Scott Blvd.

(All accesses have parking except A-2.)

Mileage Markers
B-1 0.0 (Fourth and Cherry Access)

B-2 0.37 (Providence and Stewart)
B-3 0.5

B-4 1.0

B-5 1.4 (Stadium Blvd. Access)
B-6 1.5

B-7 2.0

B-8 25

B-9 2.7 (Forum Blvd. Access)
B-10 3.0

B-11 3.5

B-12 4.0

B-13 45

B-14 4.7 (Scott Blvd. Access)




MKT - Nature/FiTness Trail

AMENITIES:

® Multi-purpose
all-weather Trail
(4.7 mile )
Bicycling
Cross country skiing
Fitness course
Hiking
Jogging
Walking

® Drinking Fountains

® Restrooms (Stadium
and Forum access)

LocatioN aNd Size:

® Accesses:
101 S. Fourth St.
501 S. Providence Rd.
800 S. Stadium Bivd.
2701 Forum Blvd.
3662 Scott Blvd.

® 252 Acres*

*does not include acreage
of adjoining parks
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MKT - Scortr Boulevard Access

® No proposed improvements at this time.
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MKT - Scort Boulevard Access

AMENITIES:
® Soccer Practice Area

® ADA Drinking
Fountain

LocATioN:
® 3662 Scott Blvd.
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MaRrTiN Luther King Memorial Garden

Pr Improvemen Estimated Cost
® Renovate MLK Memorial $90,000
® Remove sludge tanks (FAL) $15.000
@ Total $105,000
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MARTiN Luther King Memorial Garden AMENITIES:

® Outdoor
Amphitheater

® Sculpture
® Floral Gardens

® MKT Trail Access

® ADA Accessible

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 800 S. Stadium Blvd.

® 2 Acres
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‘ Nifong Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
@ Historic building improvements $130,000
® Construct new 60-car parking lot $45,000
@ Site utility improvements $75,000
® Misc. park improvements (FAL) $30.000
® Total $280,000
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‘ Nifong Park I

|
‘(

AMENITIES:

® Reservable Shelter

Dimensions: 32‘x 27’

6- Picnic tables

Lights

4- 110 volt double outlets

1- 220 volt outlet

1- ADA drinking fountain

Restrooms

1- ADA double BBQ grill

2- Standard single grills
(near theater)

® Creek and Nature
Area

® Farm Animals
Viewing Area

® Fishing Lake

® Nature Trail
(1.3 miles)

® Maplewood Barn
Theater

® Maplewood Home
Museum

® Picnic Sites

@ Volleyball Court
(sand)

® Walters-Boone
County Historical
Museum

Location and Size:
® 2900 E. Nifong Blvd.

® 3700 Ponderosa Dr.

® 60 Acres
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‘ Oakland Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Construct new restroom at Oakland ballfields $130,000
® Construct park and trail signs (FAL) $2,500
® Renovate athletic fields (FAL) $75,000
® Repair east side parking lot $16,000

Oakland Pool
® Misc. pool improvements $15,000
@ Install shade structure at large pool (FAL) $5,000
® Renovate pool concession/restrooms (FAL) $50,000
® Install new water slide (FAL) $125,000
® Total $418,500
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‘ Oakland Park I

AMENITIES:

® 3 Reservable Shelters
#1
8- Picnic tables
1- ADA picnic table
Lights
3- 110 volt double outlets
1- 220 volt outlet
ADA drinking fountain
Restrooms
1- ADA double BBQ grill

#2

6- Picnic tables

1- ADA picnic table
Lights

4- 110 volt double
outlets

1- 220 volt outlet
ADA drinking fountain
Restrooms (at pool
bathhouse)

1- ADA double BBQ grill

#3

11- Picnic tables

1- ADA picnic table

Lights

4- 110 volt double outlets

1- 220 volt outlet
ADA drinking fountain

Restrooms (at pool

bathhouse)

1- ADA double BBQ grill
® 2 Baseball/softball
Fields
@ Basketball Court (full)
® Creek and Nature
Area
® 2 Disc Golf Courses
(18-hole)
® Football Field
(at school)
® Multi-purpose Hard
Surface Trail
® 2 Playgrounds
® 2 Tennis Courts
(lighted)
® 3 Volleyball Courts
(2- sand, lighted)
® Oakland Family
Aquatic Center

Location ANd Size:

® 1900 Blue Ridge Rd.

® 75 Acres
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‘ Oakwood Hills Park I

Proposed Improvements
® Misc. park improvements (FAL) $25.000
$25,000

® Total

Estimated Cost
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Oakwood Hills Park AmeniTies:

® Basketball Court (full)

® Fitness Cluster

® Nature Trail (.33 mile)
® Picnic Sites

® Playground

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 2421 Lynnwood Dr.

® 10 Acres
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‘ Old 67 Roadside Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Construct 10-car parking lot $13,500
® Construct trailhead (FAL) $7.500
® Total $21,000
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Old 67 Roadside Park

AMENITIES:

® Historical Marker
® 2 Picnic Sites

® Scenic Overlook

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 1001 Old Hwy 63 S

® 5 Acre
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‘ Paouin Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Replace small shelter $40,000
® Construct outdoor classroom (FAL) $25,000
@ Rebuild retaining walls (FAL) $3,000
® Replace site fencing $40,000
® Replace raised beds (FAL) $10,000
® Landscaping improvements (FAL) $9,000
® Construct wheelchair basketball court $25.000
® Total $152,000
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P/-\OUiN Park AMENITIES:

® Non-reservable
Shelter
Dimensions: 32 x 32’
5- Picnic tables
No lights
No electricity
1- ADA drinking fountain
No restrooms
2- ADA single BBQ grills

® Horseshoe Pits

® Shuffleboard Courts

® ADA Flower/
Vegetable Garden

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 212 Waugh St.

® 1 Acre
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‘ Parkade Park I

|\ BALL FIELDS
|

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Renovate playground $22.000
® Total $22,000
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‘ Parkade Park I

AMENITIES:

® Non-reservable
Shelter
Dimensions: 36° x 36’
4- Picnic tables
No lights
No electricity
No water
No restrooms
1- ADA double BBQ grill

® Basketball Court (at
school)

® Fitness Cluster
® Playground (at school)

® Soccer Practice Field
(at school)

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 2200 Bear Creek Dr.

® 3 Acres
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‘ Proctor Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Misc. park improvements (FAL) $15,000
® Construct bridge connection to Bear Creek Trail $120.000
® Total $135,000
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Proctor Park AmeniTies:

® Non-reservable
Shelter
Dimensions: 24 x 24’
1- Picnic table
2- Picnic tables nearby
No lights
No electricity
No water
No restrooms

Bear Creek
Nature Trail

Natural Area

Picnic Sites

Swings

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 411 Proctor Dr.

® 7 Acres
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PJC 7/11/01

‘ Rock Bridge Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Misc. park improvements (FAL) $15,000
® Install backstop on plavfield (FAL $2.500
@ Total $17,500
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‘ Rock Bridge Park I AMENiTES:

® Non-reservable

Shelter

Dimensions: 25° x 43’

3- Picnic tables

1- Picnic table near
playground

No lights

No electricity

No water

No restrooms

® Baseball/Softball
Field

® Basketball Court (full
size)

® Playground

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 201 Miramar Ln.

® 3 Acres
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‘ Rock Quarry Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
@ Pave existing trail $76,000
® Remodel garage building $55,000
® Construct two new tennis courts $140,000
® Construct new basketball court $30,000
® House maintenance/improvements $50.000
® Total $351,000
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‘ Rock Quarry Park I

AMENITIES:

® Reservable

Shelter

Dimensions: 47 x 27’

5- Picnic tables

2- ADA picnic tables

Lights

12- 110 volt double
outlets

1- 220 volt outlet

2- ADA drinking fountains

Restrooms

2- ADA double BBQ grills

® Baseball/Softball Field

® Multi-use Trail
(.6 mile)

® Playground

©® Play Field

® Rock Quarry House
® Soccer Practice Field

® Volleyball Court (sand)

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 2002 Grindstone Ave.

® 19 Acres
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‘ Rockhill Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
Misc. park, trail and bridge improvements (FAL) $15.000
Total $15,000

13341S HOIH

133418 T1IHMO0Y

PJC 7/11/01
y MAC 12/5/01

NN URERATE

ROLLINS STREET .

[ ]
0 45 90

180
230



Rockhill Park AMENITIES:

® Nature Trail
(.66 mile)

® Picnic Sites

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 601 Rockhill Dr.

® 9 Acres
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‘ Rothwell Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Pave existing trail $15.000
©® Total $15,000
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Rothwell Park AMENiTES:
® Nature Trail (.25 mile)
® Picnic Sites

® Playground

® Sled Run

- g.,a'wmnmflr

...-ﬂ"'

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 309 Rothwell Dr.

® 5 Acres
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‘ Russell ProperTy I

Pr Improvemen Estim
® Park development $450.000
Total $450,000
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‘ Russell ProperTy I AmeniTies:

® Undeveloped

Location ANd Size:
® 3300 Rollins Rd.
® 90 Acres
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Shepard Boulevard Park

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost

) 'Misc. improvements (FAL) $15.000
® Total

$15,000

PRIVATE
PROPERTY

MAC 7/12/00
SAND
LLEYBALL
) COURT
CHURCH ', | ]
PROPERTY L ' BENGHES
| {.SOCCER | [ PLAY
. 'PRACTICE I‘GROUND|
, FIELD e
\ 1 ’ 5 _;
| ! | .- @

.
.SHELTER o
— ‘ . : BBQ
— e®
SHEPARD BOULEVARD B ; s

e - RESTROOMS

gl

= _ SIGN. ®

&
AN N . Yeg
SHEPARD BOULEVARD N S
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL * < '
PROPERTY
TO TENNIS COURTS
AND BASKETBALL COURT

236



‘ Shepard Boulevard Park I

AMENITIES:

® Reservable Shelter
Dimensions: 26 x 50’
8- Picnic tables
2- ADA picnic tables
Lights
4-110 volt double outlets
1- ADA drinking fountain
Restrooms
1- ADA double BBQ grill

® Basketball Court
(full)

® Nature Trail (.25 mi)

® Playground

® Soccer Practice Field

® 2 Tennis Courts
(at school)

® \/olleyball Court
(sand)

LocaTion And Size:
® 2717 Shepard Blvd.

® 5 Acres
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‘ Smith (Brown Station Rd.) ProperTy I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Park development $450.000
® Total $450,000
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‘ Smith (Brown Station Rd.) ProperTy I AMENITIES:

® Undeveloped

Location ANd Size:

® Waco Rd. at Brown
Station Rd.

® 50 Acres
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‘ Smith (Manhasser) PRopERTyI

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Park development $92.000
©® Total $92,000
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Smith (Manhasser) Property

AMENITIES:

® Undeveloped

LocaTion ANd Size:
® Manhasset Dr.

® 9.39 Acres
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‘ SmithTon Park I

® Development plan in progress.
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SmithTon Park

AMENITIES:

® Undeveloped

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 3501 W. Worley St.

® 6 Acres
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‘ Stephens Lake Park I

Pr Improvemen Estim

® Construct new parking lots $100,000
Construct new MKT-style trails $13,000
Construct two new medium shelters $136,000
Construct new large shelter $81,000
Construct new medium playground $40,000
Construct two new sand volleyball courts (FAL) $10,000
Construct three new restrooms $300,000
Construct gazebo on boardwalk $50,000
Botanic garden landscaping (FAL) $25,000
General landscaping (FAL) $10,000
Construct additional amenities (signs, benches,

drinking fountains, trash receptacles, lighting, etc. 25

Total $790,000
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Stephens Lake Park

AMENITIES:

® Reservable Shelter
(not reservable during

swimming season)
Dimensions: 50° x 50
Seating Space: 50 x 25.5°
6- Picnic tables in shelter
3- Picnic tables nearby
Lights

Electricity

1- ADA drinking fountain
Restrooms

1- ADA BBQ grill in shelter
3- Standard BBQ grills
nearby

® | ake (11 acres)
Fishing
Non-motorized boating
Swimming

® Sled Run

® 2 Soccer Practice
Fields

Location ANd Size:
® 2001 E. Broadway
® 111 Acres
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TwiN Lakes RecreaTioN AREA

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Construct new pool to replace swimming lake $950,000
® Construct office/storage/concession $180,000
® Install several single shelters $25,000
® Construct perimeter trail around lake (FAL) $15,000
@ Install parking lot lighting $60,000
® Renovate parking lot $50,000
® Misc. park improvements $20.000
® Total $1,300,000
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Twin Lakes RecreaTioN AReA

AMENITIES:

® Reservable Shelter
Dimensions: 87‘ x 66’
23- Picnic tables
1- ADA picnic table
Lights
10- 110 volt double outlets
2- 220 volt outlets
1- ADA drinking fountain
Restrooms
4- ADA double BBQ grills

® Fishing/Boating Lake
(20 acres, free)

@ Nature Trail (.4 mile)
with connection to
MKT Trail

® Picnic Sites

® Pirates’ Landing
Water Recreation
area (pay)

Little Mates’ Cove
Swimming lake (5 acres)
Bath house

Large sand beach
Paddle boats

Volleyball court (sand)
Water slides

® Leash-free Area

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 2500 Chapel Hill Rd.
® 60 Acres
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Valleyview Park

Estimated Cost

Proposed Improvements
® Convert gravel trail to concrete $30.000
$30,000

® Total
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Valleyview Park

AMENITIES:

® Baseball/Soccer
Play Field

® Basketball Court (full)

® Multi-use Trail
(.43 mile)

® Playground

® Soccer Practice Field

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 2210 Garden Dr.

® 8 Acres
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‘ Village Souare Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Refurbish benches and tables $17.000
® Total $17,000
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Village Souare Park

AMENITIES:

® Picnic Sites

LocatioN ANd Size:
® 114 N. Ninth St.

® 25 Acre
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‘ Westwinds Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Misc. park improvements (FAL) $10.000
® Total $10,000
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‘ Westwinds Park I AmEniTies:

® Non-reservable

Shelter

Dimensions: 26 x 26’
4- Picnic tables

1- ADA picnic table

No lights

No water

No restrooms

1- ADA single BBQ grill

® Basketball Court (half)
® Creek & Nature Area
® Playground

® Multi-use Trail
(.25 mile)

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 1132 Westwinds Dr.

® 4 Acres
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‘ Woodridge Park I

Proposed Improvements Estimated Cost
® Construct hard surface trail $30.000
® Total $30,000
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Woodridge

AMENITIES:

® Baseball/Softball
Play Field

® Basketball Court (full)

® Playground

® Soccer Practice Field

Location ANd Size:
® 3532 Berrywood Dr.
® 6.5 Acres
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‘ Worley Streer Park I

Proposed Improvements Contracted Cost
® Misc. park improvements (FAL) $10.000
©® Total $10,000
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Worley Streer Park

AMENITIES:
® Basketball Court (full)

® ADA Drinking
Fountain

® Picnic Sites
® Playground
® Tot Lot

LocaTion ANd Size:
® 503 W. Worley

® 3 Acres
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‘ Properties UNder CONTRACT I

Auburn Hills
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Properties uNder CONTRACT

® Auburn
Hills

PRrRoOpERTY
® 13.1 m/l Acres
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‘ Properties uNder CONTRACT I

LonGgview PROpERTY
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‘ Properties uNder CONTRACT I

e Longview
PRrROpERTY

® 11.3 m/l Acres
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Construction Photos
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New Dexheimer Shelter - CCRA
o

Skate Park - CCRA
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Charts and Graphs

Parks and Recreation
Citizen Survey

by

ETC Institute/lLeisure Vision

725 W. Frontier Circle
Olathe, KS 66061
(913) 829-1215

November 2001
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Q1. Number of People in Household

by percentage of respondents

Two
43%

Five+
5%

Three
16%

[_Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Instifute (September, 2001)

Q2. Ages of People in Household

by percentage of household occupants

20-24 years
8% 15-19years  10.14 years
5% 6%
25-34 years -
160, 5-9 years

7%

Under 5 years
6%

35-44 years
12%

65+ years
16%

45-54 years
16%

55-64 years
9%

|__Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)
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Q3. Number of Hours Respondents Participate in
Leisure Activities per Week

by percentage of respondents

1-5 Hours
25%

6-10 Hours

39% None

3%

21+ Hours
8%

16-20 Hours
10%
11-15 Hours
15%

Source: | ejsure Vision/ETC Instifute (September, 2001)

Q4. Hours Spent in Leisure Activities Compared to
Ten Years Ago

by percentage of respondents

More
32%

Less
45%

About the same amount
23%

|_Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)




Households Participate Regularly

by percentage of households who have participated

Walking/Jogging
Swimming
Festivals

Visit nature preserves
Biking
Fitness/aerobics
Hiking
Arts/crafts
Picnics

Fishing

Hobbies
Camping
Weight training
Golf

o)
Basketball

Boating

Dance

Softball

Tennis

Bowling

Soccer

Skating/Skateboarding

Baseball

In-line skating/hockey
Gymnastics

Football

Racquetball

Equestrian/horse

BMX racing

Other

Do not participate in any activities

Q5. Leisure Activities in Which Respondents and

0% 20% 40% 60%

80%

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Instifute (September 2001)

City's Parks and Recreation Department
During the Past 12 Months

by percentage of respondents

Yes
38%

No
62%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q6. Participation In Any Programs Offered by the
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Q6a. Awareness that the City of Columbia Offers
Parks and Recreation Programs

by percentage of respondents

L_Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q6b. Where Participants Learned of the City's
Parks and Recreation Programs

by percentage of respondents

Word of mouth

Leisure Times - P&R Activity Guide
Newspaper
Flyers/brochures

Utility bill insert

Visited or called parks/recreation office

Cable television - Columbia Channel 13
Radio

Website

Other 6%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
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Q7. Number of Times Respondents or Households
Visited City of Columbia Parks During the Past Year

by percentage of respondents

A few times per month
20%

At least once a week
21%

At least once a month
10%

Never
10%

Few times during year
39%

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q8. Satisfaction with Various Functions Performed
by the Columbia Department of Parks and Recreation

by percentage of respondents

Providing places for quiet enjoyment of outdoors 9% :! 11%
Providing places for enjoyment of active sports 8% 16%
Operating parks/facilities clean/well-maintained 12% :! 11%
Operating parks and facilities that are safe 10% E 15%
Maintaining the urban forest 19% 19%

Providing natural areas for wildlife (habitat) 19% ‘ 25%
Managing natural resources wisely 16% ﬂ 35%
Allocating resources to different parts of City 21% 32%
Managing tax dollars efficiently 20% 36%
Providing indoor recreation/fitness activities 25% 33%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100%

(EExcellent B Good EFair EIPoor EDon't know |

Source | ejsure Vision/ETC Institute (September. 2001)
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Q8. Satisfaction with Various Functions Performed
by the Columbia Department of Parks and Recreation

by percentage of respondents (excluding "don't knows")

Providing places for enjoyment of active sports 34% 10%
Providing places for quiet enjoyment of outdoors 34% 10% %
Operating parks and facilities that are safe 29% ‘ 1% ¥
Operating parks/facilities clean/well-maintained 30% ‘ 14% %
Managing natural resources wisely 19% 25% 4%
Maintaining the urban forest 20% 24% 8%
Providing natural areas for wildlife (habitat) 18% 25% 1%
Allocating resources to different parts of City 15% 31% 14%
Managing tax dollars efficiently 18% 31% 14%

Providing indoor recreation/fitness activities 12% 37% 26%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100%

(mmExcellent B8 Good EEFair CIPoor |

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q9. Households That Use Recreation Programs or Facilities
Provided by Organizations Other than the City of Columbia

by percentage of respondents

Yes
60%

40%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)




Households From Using Columbia
Parks And Recreation Facilities.

by percentage of respondents

Q10. The Reasons That Keep Members of

We are too busy or not interested 33%
Members of my household use other facilities
Location of City facilities not close to home
Do not know where City facilities are located
Parks do not contain facilities we need
Fees are too expensive
Security is insufficient
Hours of operation are not convenient
Facilities do not have right equipment
Not enough trees/shade
Rules for use are too restrictive
Facilities are not well maintained
Poor customer senice by staff
City does not have quality programs
Other

None Given

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

50%

by percentage of respondents (excluding "don't know" responses)

Q11. Satisfaction with Availability of the Various
Recreational Programs in the City of Columbia

O Somewnhat Dissatisfied B Very Dissatisfied

Citywide Special Events 20% B
Youth Sports programs 26%
Summer Recreation Programs 28% | 7% 2%
Youth Swim Lessons 33% [5% %%
Adult Sports leagues 33% ¥4 4%
Golf programs 36% [5% X7
Adaptive/Special Olympics 43%
Recreation Classes 40%
Other Senior Programs 43%
Summer Sports Camps 38%
Preschool programs 43%
After School Programs 48% [ 1% 52
Senior Sports Leagues 57% BA3%
Adult Exercise/Fitness classes \ 49% [ 14% K34
Senior Exercise programs \ 55% [ 8% KA
Adult Aquatic Fitness Programs 51% EFA 4%
Adult Swim lessons 59% | 6% KA
Youth At-Risk Programs 49% 9%
Teen Programs 51% 1%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
W \Very Satisfied @ Somewhat Satisfied EBNeutral

Source: | ejsure Vision/ETC Institute (September.2001)
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Citywide Special Events

Golf programs

Youth Sports programs
Summer Recreation Programs
Adult Sports leagues
Recreation Classes

Youth Swim Lessons

Other Senior Programs
Adult Exercise/Fitness classes
Preschool programs

Summer Sports Camps
Adaptive/Special Olympics
After School Programs

Adult Aquatic Fitness Programs
Senior Exercise programs
Adult Swim lessons

Senior Sports Leagues

Teen Programs

Youth At-Risk Programs

Q11a. Households that Have Participated in Various
City Programs During the Past 2 Years

by percentage of respondents

0% 10% 20% 30%

Source: Lejsure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

40%

Q12. The Four Recreational Programs
Most Important to Respondent Households

by percentage of respondents

Citywide Special Events
Adult Exercise/Fitness classes
Recreation Classes

Summer Recreation Programs
Adult Sports leagues

Golf programs

Youth Sports programs

Other Senior Programs

Adult Aquatic Fitness Programs
Senior Exercise programs
Youth Swim Lessons
Preschool programs

Summer Sports Camps

After School Programs

Teen Programs

Adult Swim lessons
Adaptive/Special Olympics B 4%
Senior Sports Leagues B 4%

Youth At-Risk Programs [l Tl 3%

None chosen

0% 10% 20% 30%

[ 5%

34%

34%

40%

(mmFirst Choice B Second Choice E3Third Choice EBFourth Choice |

Source: 1 eisure Vision/ETC Institite (September, 2001)




Q13. Satisfaction with Availability of Various
Recreational Facilities in the City of Columbia

by percentage of respondents (excluding "don't know" responses)

Walking and biking trails
Picnic facilities/shelters
Neighborhood parks 10% B2y

Playgrounds for children 14%  34°
Large multi use parks 14% Y
Baseball/Softball fields 18% |4%3]
Natural resource parks 16%  KEA3%
Open space-10 minutes from household 15% 4%
Soccer fields 22% [5%E
Skate Parks 24% 3%
Municipal golf courses 28% U4 3%
Community Gardens 28% 4%
Outdoor swimming facilities 23% 5%
Tennis courts 38% [ 10% "2
Urban Fishing Lakes 7%
Senior Recreation Centers (33
Indoor swimming facilities 17% 12%
Outdoor amphitheater 7%
Indoor gyms and fitness space 21%
Community Recreation Centers 16%
Handball/Racquetball courts 1%
Campgrounds 1%
Indoor nature center 7%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
W Very Satisfied @Somewhat Satisfied @Neutral OSomewhat Dissatisfied B Very Dissatisfied |

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q13a. Households that Have Visited Various
Recreational Facilities in Columbia
During the Past 2 Years

by percentage of respondents

Walking and biking trails
Picnic facilities/shelters
Neighborhood parks

Open space-10 minutes from household
Playgrounds for children

Large multi use parks

Natural resource parks
Baseball/Softball fields
Outdoor swimming facilities
Soccer fields

Municipal golf courses
Community Gardens
Skate Parks

Tennis courts

Urban Fishing Lakes

Indoor swimming facilities
Indoor gyms and fitness space
Senior Recreation Centers
Community Recreation Centers
Outdoor amphitheater
Campgrounds
Handball/Racquetball courts
Indoor nature center

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Source: Leijsure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2007)
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Q14. The Four Types of Recreational Facilities Most
Important to Household Respondents

by percentage of respondents

Walking and biking trails
Neighborhood parks

Picnic facilities/shelters

Open space-10 minutes from household
Playgrounds for children
Natural resource parks
Outdoor swimming facilities
Municipal golf courses

Large multi use parks

Soccer fields

Indoor swimming facilities
Baseball/Softball fields

Urban Fishing Lakes

Tennis courts

Indoor gyms and fitness space
Senior Recreation Centers
Community Gardens

Skate Parks

Campgrounds

Community Recreation Centers
Indoor nature center

Outdoor amphitheater
Handball/Racquetball courts

None chosen

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

[®First Choid®Second Choi€3Third Choid®Fourth Choice |

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q15. Respondent Opinion about Open Spaces Providing
Economic Benefits to the City

by percentage of respondents

Yes

Don't know
20%

8%
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Q16. Respondent Opinion about Well Maintained
Parks and Open Spaces Enhancing Property Value
of Surrounding Homes

by percentage of respondents

Yes
90%

Don't know
6%

4%

Source- | ejsure Vision/ETC Institute (September_2001)

Q17. Support for Requiring Residential Developers
to Set Aside a Portion of All New Developments for
Parks and Open Space

by percentage of respondents

Very supportive
62%

Not supportive
8%

Not sure
1%

Somewhat supportive
19%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September. 2001)

275



Q18. Support for The Columbia Parks and Recreation Department
Developing an Indoor Nature Center with Displays And
Classrooms for Teaching Environmental Education

In One of the City's Parks

by percentage of respondents

Very supportive
41%

Somewhat supportive

26% Not supportive

12%

Not sure
21%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q19. Support for Various Options Regarding
Acquisition And Development of Open Space for
Parks And Recreation Purposes

by percentage of respondents who chose two options

Open space should be acquired and developed.

for passive usage. i.e. trails. picnicking. shelters 51%

Open space should be acquired and developed
for both passive (trails, picnicking) and active
(baseball, soccerm softball. golfjusages

50%

Open space should be acquired and left o
undeveloped for future generations 47%

Open space should be acquired and developed for
active youth and adult sports, i.e. baseball, soccer,

softball, golf courses, etc.

No new open space should be acquired

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)
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Q20. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents
Would Support on the 100 Acre Site of
Stephens Lake Property

by percentage of respondent:

Picnic sites
Nature trails
Open and natural wildlife habitat
Outdoor swimming facility
Arboretum/botanical Garden
Non-motorized boating facility on lake
Playgrounds
Outdoor amphitheater
Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
9 hole golf course
Environmental/Education Center
Sand volleyball courts
Off leash dog park
Unlighted/non-scheduled practice sports fields

Outdoor basketball courts

Disc golf course
Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball, o
baseball and football 9%

Other 10%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q21. Parks and Facilities That Respondents Would Use
Most on the 100 Acre Site of Stephens Lake Property

by percentage of respondents

Nature trails
Picnic sites
Arboretum/botanical Garden
Outdoor amphitheater
QOutdoor swimming facility
Open and natural wildlife habitat
9 hole golf course
Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
Playgrounds
Non-motorized boating facility on lake
Off leash dog park
Environmental/Education Center
Disc golf course

Unlighted/non-scheduled practice sports fields
Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball, baseball and

football
Sand volleyball courts

Outdoor basketball courts
Other
None chosen 10%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%
[mFirst Choice @ Second Choice ®Third Choice |

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)
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Q22. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents
Would Support on the 89 Acres of the Russell Family Farm

by percentage of respondents

Nature trails
Wildlife habitat managed with Audubon Society
Picnic shelters
No development (maintain open & natural)
Environmental Education Center
Playgrounds
Camping area
Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
Off leash dog park

Unlighted/non-scheduled practice sports fields

Sand wolleyball courts 8%
Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball 8%
Disc golf course 7%
Golf Course 6%
Other 4%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Instifute (September 2001)

Q22. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents
Would Support on the 89 Acres of the Russell Family Farm

by percentage of respondents

Nature trails 83% 85% 80%

Wildlife habitat managed with Audubon Society 74% BES M 72%

Picnic shelters 54%, 49%

No development (maintain open & natural)

44% 0%

0% 75% 150% 225% 300% 375%

W \Vithin 1/2 Mile @ Within 1/2 to 1 Mile
m\Vithin 1-2 Miles &3 Over 2 Miles

Saurce: | eisure Vision/ETC Instifite (September _2001)




Q22. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents
Would Support on the 89 Acres of the Russell Family Farm

by percentage of respondents

36% 28% 26%

Environmental Education Center

Playgrounds

Camping area 13%
18% 21%
by 18% 21%
Unlighted/non-scheduled practice sports fields 22% 12%@

0% 30% 60% 90% 120% 150%

m\Vithin 1/2 Mile E@Within 1/2 to 1 Mile
mm\Vithin 1-2 Miles E@3Over 2 Miles

Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading

Off leash dog park

Source- | eisure Vision/ETC Instifufe (September 2001)

Q22. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents
Would Support on the 89 Acres of the Russell Family Farm

by percentage of respondents

8%
5% - % 9%
10%

None Chosen 3%! 5%

Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball

Disc golf course

Sand volleyball courts

6%

Golf Course

Other

0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

W Within 1/2 Mile 3@Within 1/2 to 1 Mile
M WVithin 1-2 Miles E3Over 2 Miles

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)
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Q23. Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents Would
Use Most on the 89 Acres of the Russell Family Farm

by percentage of respondents choosing three

D 65%
BN 40%

Picnic shelters _: 28%
No development (maintain open & natural) _j 20%

Environmental Education Center !j 16%
B ]13%
B | 11%
Bl 9%
Bl ] 9%
Bl 7%
Unlighted/non-scheduled practice sports fields !] 5%

Disc golf course .] 4%
Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball l] 30/0
Sand wolleyball courts l] 2%
orer  [lf] 3%
None chosen - 15%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Nature trails

Wildlife habitat managed with Audubon Society

Camping area

Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
Playgrounds
Off leash dog park

Golf Course

|-Would Use Most @Would Use 2nd Most CJWould Use 3rd Most |

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institite (September, 2001)

Q23. Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents Would
Use Most on the 89 Acres of the Russell Family Farm

by percentage of respondents (sum of top 3 choices)

Nature trails 72% 74% 66% 65%

Wildlife habitat managed with Audubon Society 51%

Picnic shelters

No development (maintain open & natural)  pr32

0% 75% 150%  225%  300%

B \Vithin 1/2 Mile OWithin 1/2 to 1 Mile
mm\Vithin 1-2 Miles E@Over 2 Miles

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institite (September _2001)




by percentage of respondents (sum of top 3 choices)

Q23. Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents Would
Use Most on the 89 Acres of the Russell Family Farm

Environmental Education Center 8% 15% 19%
Playgrounds 14% 10% 12% 10%
Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading 10% B4 13%
Camping area 11% 19% 14%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

60%

@ Within 1/2 Mile
@@ Within 1-2 Miles O Over 2 Miles

OWithin 1/2 to 1 Mile

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institite (September _2001)

by percentage of respondents (sum of top 3 choices)

Q23. Kinds of Parks and Facilities That Respondents Would
Use Most on the 89 Acres of the Russell Family Farm

10%

Off leash dog park 3% 8%

Golf Course

8% 10% 5%

Unlighted/non-scheduled practice sports fields

Disc golf course 6% 5% 4%
Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball 3% 4% a

Sand volleyball courts

%%

0%

10% 20% 30% 40%
| \Vithin 1/2 Mile E@Within 1/2 to 1 Mile
m\Vithin 1-2 Miles E@Over 2 Miles

Source- | eisure Vision/ETC Instifife (September 2001)
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Q24. Proximity of Respondent Home to Old Farm
the City Acquired from the Russell Family

by percentage of respondents

Within 1 to 2 miles of
14% the old farm

Within 1/2 to 1 mile of
the old f:
7% e old farm

Within 1/2 mile of

the old farm
(o]
Over 2 miles of the
old farm
o,
57% Don't Know
15%

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q25. Respondents Choice for Allocation of $100 to
Various Columbia Parks and Recreation
Department's Facilities

by percentage of respondents
Improvements/Maintenance of

Construction of
$33 existing parks

environmental facilities
(wildlife areas, nature trails)

$14

Development of a new
indoor nature/environment
Acquisition/development of center

walking and biking trails

$1 $9

Acquisition of open
space areas and areas

Development of special facilities $17 for preservation

(dog parks, water $11
playgrounds,camp grounds,
skate parks, etc.)

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)
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Q26. Years Lived in Columbia

by percentage of respondents

6-10 years
15%

5 years or under

11-15 years 21%
12%
16-20 years
10%
21-30 years 31;73/53"3
15% °

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q27. Race/Ethnicity

by percentage of respondents

Other
8%

White
92%

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)
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Q28. Zip Code

by percentage of respondents

65201
23%

65203
55%

65202
22%

Saource: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q29. Ages of Respondents

by percentage of household occupants

25-34 years

35-44 years 21%

16%

Under 25 years
8%

75+
11%

45-54 years
20%

12%

55-64 years
12%

_Source: | ejsure Vision/ETC Instifute (September, 2001)




Q30. Gender

by percentage of respondents

Male
44%

Female
56%

Source: | eisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)

Q31. Total Annual Household Income

by percentage of household occupants

$25,000 to $49,999
28%

Under $25,000
15%

Refuse

$50,000 to $74,999 10%

25%

$100,000 or more
$75,000 to $99,999 10%

12%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (September, 2001)
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Survey | nstrument

Parks and Recreation
Citizen Survey

by

ETC Institute/lLeisure Vision

725 W. Frontier Circle
Olathe, KS 66061
(913) 829-1215

November 2001
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4 City OF CoLumBIA, MISSOURI

PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT

June 2001

Dear Columbia Resident,

Your input on the enclosed survey is extremely important. Columbia has a history of citizen
involvement and now is the time to set a vision for Columbia’s parks and recreation system in the

21* century.

We are asking all Columbia citizens to help us update our 1994 Comprehensive City Park,
Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan. This update will assist our department in preparing
individual park master plans for development of the recently acquired Stephens Lake and Russell
properties. Such an update will help identify specific park and recreation needs, obtain input as to
citizen perceptions of community open space needs, and create a logical framework for a well-
balanced park and recreation system for our City.

We greatly appreciate your time. The survey only takes about 10 minutes to complete. Since
only a limited number of households in Columbia were selected at random to receive the survey, it
is very important that you participate. Your opinions will help determine the way the Columbia
Parks and Recreation Department prepares for the future.

Please return your survey sometime during the next two weeks. We have selected ETC
Institute/Leisure Vision as our partner for administering this survey. They will process the data
from the surveys and present the results to the City. Your responses will remain confidential. Please
return your completed survey in the enclosed return-reply envelope addressed to ETC Institute, 725
W. Frontier Circle, Olathe KS 66061.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact us at (573) 874-7460. This is a plan for all
Columbia residents. Please make sure your voice is heard!

Michael J. Hood,
Director, Parks and Recreation Department
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The City of Columbia would like your input to help determine parks and recreation priorities for our

community. i i - - When you are finished, please return your
survey in the enclosed postage-paid, return-reply envelope. We greatly appreciate your time,
1., Counting yourself, how many people live in your household?
2. How many persons in your household (counting yourself) are?
Under 5 years 15 - 19 years 35 - 44 years 65+ years
5 - 9 years 20 - 24 years 45 - 54 years
10-14years 25-34years __ 55-64years
3. On average, how many hours do you participate in leisure activities per week? hours
4. Compared to ten years ago, do you think you have more, less, or about the same amount of time
for leisure activities? (Check one)
___ (1) more time
_(2) less time
___(3) about the same amount of time
5 In which of the following leisure activities do you or others in your household participate
regularly? (Check all that apply)
__(01) Arts/crafts __ (12) Fishing __(23) Skating/Skateboarding
__(02) Baseball ___(13) Fitness/aerobics __(24) Soccer
__(03) Basketball ___(14) Football __(25) Softball
___(04) Biking __ (15) Golf __(26) Swimming
__(05) Boating ___(16) Gymnastics ___(27) Tennis
___(06) Bowling __(17) Hiking __ (28) Walking/Jogging
__(07) BMX racing __(18) Hobbies __ (29) Weight training
__(08) Camping __(19) In-line skating/hockey __ Other:
__-(09) Dance __(20) Visit nature preserves
__(10) Equestrian/horse __(21) Picnics __(00) Do not participate in
_(11) Festivals __(22) Racquetball any activities
6. Have you or other members of your household participated in any programs offered by the

290 (05) website (10) other:

City’s Parks and Recreation Division during the past 12 months? (Check one)
ty g

(1) Yes {go to questions 6b}

(2) No {go to question 6a}

6a.  [If you answered “NQ” to #6] Did you know that the City of Columbia offers parks and
recreation programs? (Check one)

(1) Yes _ _(@)No

6b.  [If you answered “YES” to #6] Where did you learn about the City’s parks and recreation
programs? (Check all that apply)
___(01) newspaper. __(06) wvisited or called a parks/recreation office
__ (02) flyers/brochures . ___(07) cable television - Columbia Channel 13
___(03) word of mouth __ (08) Leisure Times - P&R Activity Guide
__(04) utility bill insert ___(09) radio




(A)
(B)

(©)
(E)
®)
(G)

@
)

10.

Approximately how often did you or members of your household visit City of Columbia parks during
the past year? (Check one)

___(1) at least once a week __(4) a few times during the year

__(2) a few times per month ___(5) never

__(3) at least once per month

For each of the following functions performed by the Columbia Department of Parks and Recreation,
please indicate if you feel the Department is doing an excellent, good, fair, or poor job by circling the
corresponding number.

Providing places for the quiet enjoyment of the outdoors .... 1 ..... 2 ...3...4... .. 9
Providing places for the enjoyment of active sports . ....... | . 2 ...3...4..... 9
Providing places for indoor recreation and fitness activities ... 1 ... .. SR I - I
Operating parks and facilities that are safe ............. .. | 2 ...3...4..... 9
Operating parks and facilities that are clean /well-maintained. . 1 ... .. D 5 e Bl o B wme 2
Managing tax dollars efficiently . ................... | S 2 ...3...4... .. 9
Allocating resources fairly to different parts of the city . ... .. | 2 ...3...4..... 9
Providing natural areas for wildlife (habitat) ............ .. 1 ..... 2 ...3...4..... 9
Maintaining the urban forest (street trees) ... ............. | SR PN TR . ARS— 9
Managing natural resources wisely (e.g. water conservation) . 1 ..... 2 ...3...4..... 9

Do you or other members of your household use recreation programs or facilities provided by any
organizations other than the City of Columbia? (Check one)

___(D)Yes ____(2)No

Please CHECK ALL the reasons that keep you or other members of your household from using

Columbia parks and recreation facilities more often.

___(O1) Parks do not contain facilities we need ___(09) Poor customer service by staff

__(02) Facilities do not have the right __(10) I do not know where the City
equipment facilities are located

_(03) Security is insufficient ___(11) The City does not have quality

__(04) Hours of operation are not convenient programs

___(05) The location of City facilities is not ___(12) We are too busy or not interested
close to my home ___(13) Rules for use are too restrictive

__(06) Fees are too expensive ___(14) Not enough trees/shade

___(07) Facilities are not well maintained ___(15) Other:

__ (08) Members of my household use
facilities from other organizations

291



11.  Using a five-point scale where ‘1’ means “Very SATISFIED” and ‘5' means “Very DISSATISFIED,”
please indicate your overall satisfaction with the availability of the Sfollowing types of recreational

PROGRAMS in the City of Columbia by circling the corresponding number. Also, please indicate if
you or other members of your household have participated in City programs during the past two
years.
Satisfaction with Programs in Columbia Have you participated in
Very  Somewhat Somewhat  Very Don’t | this type of City program
Satisfied ~ Satisfied Neutra|] Dissatisfied Dissatisfied Know during the past 2 vears?
(A) Preschool programs .......... ) (B 2...3 ....4..... s e D ol s YES ... NO
(B) After School Programs .. ... ... Ly wmn o2 e o 3w woess B o e g - IR P . YES ...NO
(C) Summer Recreation Programs .. 1..... 2w Iy gwn & sy TN N YES ...NO
(D) Summer Sports Camps . ....... 1..... 2 ...3 ....4... .. ST - J YES ...NO
(E) Youth Sports programs ....... 1..... 2...3 ....4..... 5.. 9. |.... YES ...NO
(F) Youth SwimLessons ......... 1..... 2 - B xoons & vns g 8 9 . I.... YES . NO
(G) TeenPrograms .............. 1..... 2 qv e B sone Buas oa 3 i P ST YES ... NO
(H) Youth At-Risk Programs ...... 1..... 2 ...3 ....4.. ... S 9 . 1. ... YES .NO
(I) RecreationClasses ........... 1..... 2...3 ....4... .. 9., 9.1.. .. YES ...NO
(J) Adult Swimlessons .......... 1..... 2 i 3 s v Y osas as s 5 R YES . NO
(K) Adult Aquatic Fitness Programs . 1..... 2 JORR. S - |- 5 . 9 5 ks s YES ...NO
(L) Adult Sports leagues ......... 1..... 2...3 ....4..... 5., /P S YES . NO
(M) Adult Exercise/Fitness classes . .. 1... .. 2...3 ....4. .. .. 5. . 9 . 1.... YES ... NO
(N) Senior Exercise programs . . . . . . Loow o B w oo 9 o e 5 - O A YES ...NO
(O) Senior Sports Leagues ........ ..., D oaon B osaw e B ow wen - o PN ¥YES ... NO
(P) Other Senior Programs (trips,
arts/crafts, music classes) .... 1..... 2...3 ....4..... St < D s Lo s YES ...NO
(R) Citywide Special Events . .. .. .. 1..... SO T . S Doy . K 2 R m YES ...NO
(S) Adaptive/Special Olympics . ... . ¥ o e Ziwi B v v F v 9. f.... YES ...NO
(D) Golfprograms’ -« va wes vvn s & 4 Toon van 2 i 3 e v 5..... o .L.. .. YES ...NO

12. Which FOUR of the programs listed in Question #11 are most important to the members of your
household? [Please write in the letters below for your 1st, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th choices using the letters from
the list in question #11 above.]

1st 2nd 3rd 4th
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13.

(A)
(B)
©)

(D)
(E)
(F)
(©)
(H)
@

@)

(K)
(L)
(M)

©)

(P)

14.

Using a_five-point scale where ‘1’ means “Very SATISFIED” and ‘5’ means “Very DISSATISFIED.”
please indicate your overall satisfaction with the availability of the following types of recreational

FACILITIES in the City of Columbia by circling the corresponding number.

Then, please indicate if you or other members of your household have visited or used the City’s
facilities during the past two years.

Satisfaction with Facilities in Columbia Have you visited this type

Very  Somewhat Somewhat  Very Don’t of facility in Columbia

Satisfied Satisfled Neutral Dissatisfied Dissatisfied Kpow during the past 2 vears?
Baseball/Softball fields . . . . . . . 1 2 s o3 s 4 ... .. S Folow: YBS 0 NO
Soccerfields . .........:... I 592003 e # o i 5....9.1....YES ...NO
Skate Parks ...............  ovno @i o3 s un & s oo S cane 9o o e YBS 0 NO
Tenniscourts .. ............ 1 s B e 0B e ws B v S enme B o B e YES ...NO
Municipal golf courses . . . . . .. 1 s Zwesedung B 6 v S5....9..¢.... YES ...NO
Outdoor swimming facilities .. 1 o S R - SR, Sucno Fo B YBS .0 NO
Indoor swimming facilities . ... 1.... 2. 3 4 Sisune Fauilaas YES ...NO
Indoor gyms and fitness space . 1 s 2 I ® iivene 5.... 9.}....YES ...NO
Handball/Racquetball courts .. 1 « B A . Saww B ufsine YBES sew NO
Playgrounds for children . .. .. 1 2....3 ....4 ... Siive Ballaass YES ... NO
Picnic facilities/shelters . . . ... 1 2 i w3 g s % umovas 5....9.}....YES ...NO
Walking and biking trails . . ... 1 2....3....4 ... .. eano Fulsis YES wue NO
Neighborhood parks ........ 1 200003 0004 Jseve Bolesio YES wuw NO
Natural resource parks . ... ... 1 o PR SRTIPORE e Seave ¥ Bessy YBES o, NO

Large multi use parks for both
active and passiverecreation. 1 ... 2....3 .... 4 .. . .. S 9..8....YES ... NO
Urban Fishing Lakes ........ 1 s Bim eoD neown M owg o Swans 9yl osi i YES 5 NO
Community Gardens ........ 1 20003 0.4 L. 5.... 9.}....YES ...NO
Community Recreation Centers 1 o Bion ward me ew M ww wa g Sizas FiRie i YBS von NO
Senior Recreation Centers . ... 1 Pcxs w3 u 4 i g g 8 sruwa Ol vsns YES ...NO
Outdoor amphitheater . ... ... 1 2 3. 40 5.... 9 . }.... YES ...NO
Indoor nature center ........ 1 ...2....3 ....4 ..., 5....9..}.... YES ...NO
Campgrounds ............. 1 o Phams v gy am B 0am g Sewos F o ls s YES ...NO
Open space within 10 minutes

of your household ........ P oas o Do oo g an B s vey Svsss Tl YBS oy NO

Which FOUR of the facilities listed above are most important to the members of your household?
[Please write in the letters below for your 1st, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th choices using the letters from the list in
question #13 above. ]
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Do you think parks and open spaces provide economic benefits to the City? (Check one)
(1) Yes

___(2)No

___(3) Don’t know

Do you think that well maintained parks and open spaces enhance the property value of surrounding
homes? (Check one)

_ (1) Yes

_ (@) No

___(3) Don’t know

How supportive would you be of requiring residential developers to set aside a portion of all new
developments for parks and open space? (Check one)

__ (1) Very supportive

___(2) Somewhat supportive

__(3) Not sure

__(4) Not supportive

How supportive would you be of the Columbia Parks and Recreation Department developing an
indoor nature center with displays and classrooms for teaching environmental education in one of
the City’s parks? (check ONE)

(1) Very supportive

___(2) Somewhat supportive

__(3) Not sure

___(4) Not supportive

The City of Columbia has many options regarding acquiring and developing open space for parks
and recreation purposes. From the following list, please check the TWO open space options that you
and members of your household would support the most.

(A) Open space should be acquired and left undeveloped for future generations

(B) Open space should be acquired and developed for ive ie. trail
shelters
(C) Open space should be acquired and developed ctive youth and adult

baseball, soccer, softball, golf courses, etc.

(D) Open space should be acquired and developed for both passive (trails. picnicking) and

active (baseball, soccer, softball, golf) usages

_(E) No new open space should be acquired
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20.

21.

22.

23.

The City of Columbia has recently acquired Stephens Lake from Stephens College. This 100 acre site
is located on East Broadway adjacent to Hinkson Creek. The property is mostly hilly with scattered
mature trees and an 11 acre lake.

Knowing this, please check ALL the kinds of parks and facilities lihsted below that you would
SUPPORT being developed at Stephens Lake.

__(01) Outdoor amphitheater __ (10) Non-motorized boating facility on lake
___(02) Environmental /Education Center __ (11) Off leash dog park
_(03) Nature trails __ (12) Picnic sites
__(04) Outdoor swimming facility __ (13) Sand volleyball courts
__(05) 9 hole golf course __ (14) Outdoor basketball courts
__ (06) Arboretum/Botanical Garden _____ (15) Playgrounds
__(07) Open and natural wildlife habitat __ (16) Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
__ (08) Disc golf course __ (17) Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball,
__ (09)Unlighted/non-scheduled practice baseball, and football

sports fields _____(99) Other

Which THREE of the facilities listed above in Question #20 would you USE THE MOST if they were
developed at Stephens Lake. [Please write in the numbers below for your 1%, 2", and 3™ choices using
the numbers from the list in question #20 above. ]

Would Use Would Use Would Use
Most 2" Most 3rd Most

The City of Columbia has also recently acquired 89 acres from the Russell family. This land is in the
western part of Columbia on land adjacent to the 27 acre Fairview Park and a 26 acre piece of
property owned by the Audubon Society. For approximately 150 years, the property was formerly
used as a family farm and consists of mostly wooded acreage and open pasture.

Knowing this, please check ALL the kinds of parks and facilities listed below that you would
SUPPORT being developed on the old farm.

__ (01) Nature trails __(08) Wildlife habit managed with Audubon
__ (02) Environmental Education Center Society
_ (03) No development (maintain open & ____ (09) Sand volleyball courts
natural) __ (10) Hard surface for: bikes, walkers, rollerblading
__ (04) Disc golf course __(11) Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball,
__ (05) Off leash dog park baseball, and football
__ (06) Picnic shelters ___(12) Playgrounds
__ (07) Unlighted/non-scheduled practice =~ (13) Golf Course
sports fields __ (14) Camping area
____(99) Other

Which THREE of the facilities listed above in Question #22 would you USE THE MOST if they were
developed on the newly acquired farm land. [Please write in the numbers below for your 1st, 2nd, and
3rd choices using the numbers from the list in question #22 above.]

Would Use Would Use Would Use
Most 2" Most 3rd Most 205



24.  Which ONE of the following best describes how close your residence is to the old farm the City
acquired from the Russell Family on land adjacent to Fairview Park?
(1) Within % mile of the old farm
(2) Within % to 1 mile of the old farm
(3) Within 1 to 2 miles of the old farm
(4) Over 2 miles of the old farm
(9) Don’t know
25.  If an additional $100 were available for the Columbia Parks and Recreation Departments’s facilities,
how would you allocate the funds among the categories of funding listed below? [please be sure your
total adds up to $100]
$ Improvements/Maintenance of existing parks.
$ Construction of environmental facilities (wildlife areas, nature trails)
$ Acquisition /development of walking and biking trails.
$ Development of special facilities (dog parks, water playgrounds, camp grounds, skate parks, etc)
$ Acquisition of gpen space areas and areas for preservation.
$ Development of a new indoor nature/environment center.
DEMOGRAPHICS
26. How many years have you lived in Columbia? years -
27. How would you describe your race/ethnicity (please check all that apply)?
___(1) White ___(4) American Indian/Eskimo
___(2) Hispanic ___(5) Black/African American
___(3) Asian/Pacific ___(6) Other:
[slander
28. Wliat is your home zip code?
29. What is your age?
30. Your gender: (1) Male (2) Female
31. What is your total annual household income? (check one)

(1) Under $25,000 _(4) $75,000 to $99,999
(2) $25,000 to $49,999 I ) $100 000 or more
(3) $50,000 to $74,999

THANK YOU FOR YOUR PARTICIPATION IN THIS SURVEY

Please return the survey in the enclosed postage-paid envelope to:
ETC Institute, 725 W. Frontier Circle, Olathe, KS 66061
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Q1. Leisure Activities in Which Respondents and
Households Participate Regularly

By percentage of respondents
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Q2. Satisfaction with Various Functions Performed by the
Columbia Department of Parks and Recreation

By percentage of respondents
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Q3. Satisfaction with Availability of the Various Recreational
Programs in the City of Columbia.

By percentage of respondents (excluding “don’t know” response)

Adaptive/Special Olympics : 35% [10% |
Citywide Special Events 30% [9% 1
Youth Sports Programs — % 1 [ 12% |

Adult Sports Leagues 27%
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Q4. The Four Recreational Programs Most Important to
Respondent Households.

By percentage of respondents choosing four

Citywide Special Events —
Youth-At-Risk Programs —
Summer Recreation Programs —
Youth Sports Programs —

Adult Sports Leagues —

Adult Exercise/Fitness Classes —
Youth Swim Lessons —

Golf Programs —

After School Programs —

Adult Aquatic Fitness Programs —
Teen Programs —

Preschool Programs —

Summer Sports Camps —

Adult Swim Lessons —

Senior Exercise Programs —
Adaptive/Special Olympics —
Other Senior Programs —

Senior Sports Leagues —
Recreation Classes —

8%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

[ ] 1stChoice I 2ndcChoice || 3rd Choice [l 4th Choice

Source: Columbia Parks & Recreation - User Survey (9/01)




Q5. The Reasons that Keep Members of Households from
Using Columbia Parks & Recreation Facilities More Often.

By percentage of respondents
The location of City facilities is not close to my home — ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ | 122%

Members of my household use facilities from other organizations | 17%

Not enough trees/shade — 18%

\ \
Parks do not contain facilities we need — 14%
We are too busy or not interested —| 11%
Fees are too expensive 119

| do not know where the City facilities are located — 10%

Security is insufficient 8%
Hours of operation are not convenient - 8%
Facilities do not have the right equipment — 8%
Rules for use are too restrictive 6%

Facilities are not well-maintained 4%
2%

Poor customer service by staff —
2%
None of the above 1 ] 36%
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The City does not have quality programs

Source: Columbia Parks & Recreation - User Survey (9/01)

Q6. Satisfaction with Availability of Various Recreational
Facilities in the City of Columbia

By percentage of respondents (excluding “don’t know” responses)
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Q7. The Four Eacilities Most Important to
Household Respondents

By percentage of respondents choosing four
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Q8. Respondents Choice for Allocation of Funds to Various
Columbia Parks & Recreation Department’s Facilities

By percentage of respondents

Improvements/maintenance of existing parks — 29%) 18%
Acquisition of open space areas and areas for preservation —| 23% 13%
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Q9. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities that Respondents Would
Most Support on the Stephens Lake Property

By percentage of respondents choosing three

\ MOST SUPPORT‘
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Q10. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities that Respondents Would
Least Support on the Stephens Lake Property

By percentage of respondents choosing three

‘ LEAST SUPPORT ‘
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Q11. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities that Respondents Would
Most Support on the Russell Property

By percentage of respondents choosing three

MOST SUPPORT
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Q12. The Kinds of Parks and Facilities that Respondents Would
Least Support on the Russell Property

By percentage of respondents choosing three
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2001 PARKS & RECREATION USER SURVEY

1. In which of the following leisure activities do you or others in your household participate

regularly? Check all that apply.

|:| Arts/crafts |:| Festivals

|:| Baseball |:| Fishing

|:| Basketball |:| Fitness/aerobics

|:| Biking |:| Football

|:| Boating |:| Golf

|:| Bowling |:| Gymnastics

|:| BMX Racing |:| Hiking

|:| Camping |:| Hobbies

|:| Dance |:| In-line skating/hockey
|:| Equestrian/horse |:| Visit nature preserves

NN NN NN

Picnics

Racquetball

Skating/Skateboarding

Softball
Swimming
Tennis
Walking/Jogging
Weight training

Do not participate in
any activities

2. For each of the following functions performed by the Columbia Department of Parks and
Recreation, please indicate if you feel the Department is doing an excellent, good, fair, or poor

job.

a. Providing places for the quiet enjoyment of the outdoors

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor
b. Providing places for the enjoyment of active sports

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor
c. Providing places for indoor recreation and fithess activities

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor
d. Operating parks and facilities that are safe

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor
e. Operating parks and facilities that are clean/well-maintained

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor
f. Managing tax dollars efficiently

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor
g. Allocating resources fairly to different parts of the city

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor
h. Providing natural area for wildlife (habitat)

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor
i. Maintaining the urban forest (street trees)

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor

j- Managing natural resources wisely (e.g. water conservation)

|:| Excellent |:| Good |:| Fair |:| Poor

|:| Don't Know
|:| Don't Know
|:| Don't Know
|:| Don't Know
|:| Don't Know
|:| Don't Know
|:| Don't Know
|:| Don't Know
|:| Don't Know

|:| Don't Know
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3. Using afive-point scale where "1" means "Very Satisfied" and "5" means "Very Dissatisfied", please indicate your
overall satisfaction with the availability of the following types of recreational PROGRAMS in the City of Columbia by
circling the corresponding number. Also, please indicate if you or other members of your household have
participated in City programs during the past two years by circling "yes" or "no".
Satisfaction Level Have you participated in this type
program within the last two

years?
A. Preschool programs 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
B. After school programs 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
C. Summer recreation programs 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
D. Summer sports camps 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
E. Youth sports programs 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
F. Youth swim lessons 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
G. Teen programs 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
H. Youth at-risk programs 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
I. Recreation classes 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
J. Adult swim lessons 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
K. Adult aquatic fitness programs 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
L. Adult sports leagues 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
M. Adult exercise/fitness classes 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
N. Senior exercise programs 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
O. Senior sports leagues 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
P. Other senior programs (trips, 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
arts/crafts, music classes)
Q. Citywide special events 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
R. Adaptive/Special Olympics 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
S. Golf programs 1 2 3 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
4. Which FOUR of the programs listed above are most important to the members of your household?

(Please write in the letters below for your 1%, 2™ 3" and 4™ choices using the letters from the list in question #3 above.)

15[ 2nd 3rd 4th

5. Please CHECK ALL the reasons that keep you or other members of your household from using Columbia Parks
and Recreation facilities more often.

(11) The City does not have

|:| (1) Parks do not contain the |:|
quality programs.

(6) Fees are too expensive. |:|
facilities we need.

|:| (2) Facilities do not have the right |:| (7) Facilities are not well- |:| (12) We are too busy or not
equipment. maintained. interested.
|:| (3) Security is insufficient. D (8) Members of my household use |:| (13) Rules are too restrictive.
facilities from other organizations.
|:| (4) Hours of operation are not |:| (9) Poor customer service by staff. |:| (14) Not enough trees/shade.
convenient.
|:| (5) The location of the City |:| (20) 1 do not know where the City |:| (15) None of the above.

facilities is not close to my home. facilities are located.
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6. Using a five-point scale where "1" means "Very Satisfied" and "5" means "Very Dissatisfied", please indicate your
overall satisfaction with the availability of the following types of recreational FACILITIES in the City of Columbia by

circling the corresponding number. Also, please indicate if you or other members of your household have
participated in City programs during the past two years by circling "yes" or "no".

Satisfaction Level

Have you participated in this

type of program within the last

2 years?

A. Baseball/softball fields 1 23 4 5 DontKnow Yes No
B. Soccer fields 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
C. Skate parks 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
D. Tennis courts 1 2 3 4 5 Don't Know Yes No
E. Municipal golf courses 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
F. Outdoor swimming facilities 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
G. Indoor swimming facilities 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
H. Indoor gyms and fitness space 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
I. Handball/racquetball courts 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
J. Playgrounds for children 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
K. Picnic facilities/shelters 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
L. Walking and biking trails 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
M. Neighborhood parks 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
N. Natural resource parks 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
O. Large multi-use parks for both 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
active and passive recreation

P. Urban fishing lakes 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
Q. Community gardens 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
R. Community recreation centers 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No
S. Senior recreation centers 1 2 3 4 5 Don'tKnow Yes No

7. Which FOUR of the facilities listed above are most important to the members of your household? (Please write
in the letters below for your 1%, 2" 3 and 4" choices using the letters from the list in question #6 above.)

1St an 3rd 4th

8. If an additional funds were available for the Columbia Parks and Recreation Department’s facilities, how would
you allocate the funds among the categories of funding listed below? Please rank the following categories 1-6,
1=1%"choice, 2 = 2" choice, 3 = 3" choice, 4 = 4" choice, 5 = 5" choice, 6 = 6™ choice.

Improvements/maintenance of existing parks.

- Construction of environmental facilities (wildlife areas, nature trails).

Acquisition/development of walking and biking trails.

Development of special facilities (dog parks, water playgrounds, campgrounds, skate parks, etc.).
Acquisition of open space areas and areas for preservation.

Development of a new indoor nature/environment center.
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9. The City of Columbia has recently acquired the Stephens Lake from Stephens College. This 100-acre site
is located on East Broadway adjacent to Hinkson Creek. The property is mostly hilly with scattered mature trees
and an 11-acre lake.

Knowing this, please check the THREE facilities listed below that you would MOST SUPPORT being developed at
Stephens Lake.

(01) Outdoor amphitheater (10) Non-motorized boating facility on lake

(02) Environmental/education center (11) Off-leash dog park

(03) Nature trails (12) Picnic sites

(04) Outdoor swimming facility (13) Sand volleyball courts

(05) 9-hole golf course (14) Outdoor basketball courts

(06) Arboretum/botanical garden (15) Playgrounds

(07) Open and natural wildlife habitat (16) Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
(08) Disc golf course (17) Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball,

(09) Unlighted/non-scheduled practice baseball, and football

sports fields

10. Which THREE of the facilities listed below would you LEAST SUPPORT being developed at Stephens Lake?

(01) Outdoor amphitheater (10) Non-motorized boating facility on lake
(02) Environmental/education center (11) Off-leash dog park
(03) Nature trails (12) Picnic sites
(04) Outdoor swimming facility (13) Sand volleyball courts
(05) 9-hole golf course (14) Outdoor basketball courts
(06) Arboretum/botanical garden (15) Playgrounds
(07) Open and natural wildlife habitat (16) Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
(08) Disc golf course (17) Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball,
(09) Unlighted/non-scheduled practice baseball, and football
sports fields

N
T

11. The City of Columbia has also recently acquired 89 acres from the Russell family. This land is in the western
part of Columbia on land adjacent to the 27-acre Fairview Park and a 26-acre piece of property owned by the
Audubon Society. For approximately 150 years, the property was formerly used as a family farm and consists of
mostly wooded acreage and open pasture.

Knowing this, please check the THREE facilities listed below that you would MOST SUPPORT being developed
on the old farm.

(01) Nature trails (08) Wildlife habit managed with Audubon
(02) Environmental education center Society
(03) No development (maintain open & (09) Sand volleyball courts
natural) (10) Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
(04) Disc golf course (11) Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball,
(05) Off-leash dog park baseball, and football
(06) Picnic shelters (12) Playgrounds
(07) Unlighted/non-scheduled practice (13) Golf course
sports fields

12. Which THREE of the facilities would you LEAST SUPPORT being developed on the old farm.

(01) Nature trails (08) Wildlife habit managed with Audubon
(02) Environmental education center Society
(03) No development (maintain open & (09) Sand volleyball courts
natural) (10) Hard surface for bikes, walkers, rollerblading
(04) Disc golf course Lighted sports fields for soccer, softball,
(05) Off-leash dog park baseball, and football
(06) Picnic shelters (12) Playgrounds
(07) Unlighted/non-scheduled practice (13) Golf course
sports fields

—~
[S=
(I

~



IR

Income/Expenditure Analysis
Parks and Recreation
Master Plan Implementation

311




Executive Summary
| ncome/Expenditure Analysis
Parksand Recreation Master Plan | mplementation

The purpose of this report isto provide an income/expenditure analysis of the financial
needs of the Parks and Recreation Department to maintain and operate the City’ s park
system over the next 10 years. The report considers several different scenarios ranging
from no growth to implementation of the recommendations of the 2002 Facility Needs
Update of the Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan. The report considers the
impact of various funding scenarios for both the General Fund/Park Services portion and
the Enterprise Fund/Recreation Services portion of the Department budget.

General Fund/Park Services

Three possible scenarios are considered. The basis for the financial projections of each
of these scenariosis the proposed FY 03 budget.

Scenario A - No Growth, 0% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Parks Sales Tax
* Assumes no growth to the current park system (no additional parks or
facilities).
* Assumes an annual 3% inflation rate in expenditures.
* Assumes that the General Fund contribution is frozen at the FY 03 level
and that the Park Sales Tax contribution will grow at the 3% level shown
in Option A of the most current Sales Tax Guidelines. (See Appendix A.)

Findings. A deficit in funding would occur in the amount of $99,297 in
FY 04 and would grow to adeficit of $882,986 in FY 11.

Scenario B - No Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax
* Assumes no growth in current park system (no additional parks or
facilities).
* Assumes an annual 3% inflation rate in expenditures.
* Assumes both General Fund contribution and Park Sales Tax contribution
would grow at same rate as inflation (3% growth).

Findings. No funding deficit would occur; however, from 2003 to 2011 the

Genera Fund contribution will have increased by $882,986 and
the Park Sales Tax by $64,025.
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Scenario C - Park Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax

+ New Personnel (Option B)

*Represents alikely growth projection (in staff’ s opinion) of the numerous
scenarios possible.

*Based on the likely acquisition and development of 8 new neighborhood
parks, the acquisition in 2007 of a 400-acre regional park undevel oped
through 2011, and the addition of 10 miles of new trails by 2011.

* Assumes the addition of 6 new maintenance employees, maintaining the
current ratio of park acres to maintenance employees. (See note on p. 319.)
*Projects the General Fund contribution to grow at a 3% rate and the Park
Sales Tax at the rate shown in Option B of the most current Sales Tax
Guidelines - which projects the addition of three park maintenance staff.
(See Appendix B.)

* Assumes an annual inflation rate of 4% for personnel according to the
Park Sales Tax Implementation Guidelines - Option B and 3% for all other
expenses.

Findings: Projects the need for 3 new employeesin addition to the 3
employees funded through the Park Sales Tax. Projectsa
need for atotal of $633,111 in additional funds for the 10-
year period. (Seep. 321 of thisreport for projections of
year-to-year needs.)

Enterprise Fund/Recr eation Services

Thisfund includes all recreation programming plus the maintenance of all
enterprise-operated facilities including athletic fields, aguatic facilities, golf courses, and
the ARC. The basisfor the financial projections for these scenariosis the proposed FY 03

budget.

Scenario A - No Growth, 0% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax,
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3% Fees& Charges

* Assumes an annual 3% inflation rate in expenditures.

* Assumes the General Fund subsidy will remain constant at $1,500,000.

* Assumes revenue from fees and charges and the Park Sales Tax will grow
at 3%.

* Assumes no new Recreation Services facilities or programs.

Findings: Projects a need for additional funding in the amount of
$45,000 in FY 04 which would increase to $400,156 by
FY 11. Should fees and charges and Park Sales Tax not
grow at the 3% level, then the amount of additional funding
needed would have to increase (in the amount of the
difference) in order to maintain the status quo in both
recreation programming and maintenance of existing
facilities.



Scenario B - No Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax,
3% Fees& Charges
* Assumes an annual 3% inflation rate in expenses.
* Assumes a 3% increase in revenue from fees and charges, the General
Fund subsidy, and the Park Sales Tax subsidy.
* Assumes no new Recreation Services facilities or programs.

Findings: Scenario B maintains the current financial status of the
fund; however, the revenue from fees and charges will have
to increase by $1,021,073, the General Fund subsidy by
$400,156, and the Park Sales Tax by $140,134 from 2003
to 2011. Asthe General Fund subsidy has remained
constant at $1,500,000 from FY 99 through FY 03, this
scenario would have a significant impact on the City’s
Genera Fund.

Scenario C - Development of a Sports Complex in a New Regional Park
* Assumes aregiona park has been acquired.
* Assumes that 3 staff members have been added for an undevel oped
regional park.
* Assumes funding for development has been identified and development
will occur.

Findings: Many factors, including number of users, levels of care,
length of season, and field amenities impact operational
expenditures. A detailed master plan of the regional park
which identifies primary users and includes an operations
pro-forma should be completed. The number of users and
scope of development will dictate the number of additional
Recreation Services administrative, programming, and/or
supervisory staff needed. At the time of opening, an
additional sports complex would require a substantial
increase in budgeted expenses, which would be partially
offset by additional revenues. (Seep. 326.)

The only growth scenario considered for Recreation Services is the development of a
sports complex in anew regional park. Until development of the regional park occurs,
maintenance cost of the additional acreage would be included in the Park Services
budget.

Other anticipated additions in facilities that could impact the Recreation Services budget
and may occur in the 10-year planning period include the conversion of the Twin Lakes
swimming lake to a chlorinated water facility. Any increase in operating expenses for
Twin Lakes should be covered by increased revenues from the facility. Should the City
pursue developing an ice skating facility in the 10-year period, any deficitsin operating
expenses versus revenues would require an additional funding source.
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Summary:

Simple inflationary growth will require a substantial increase in funding from the City’s
Genera Fund, the Park Sales Tax, and fees and charges to maintain and operate the existing
park and recreation system over the next 10 years. Any growth in the park system will
require additional funding from one of the above sources or a new funding source. If funding
from each of the above sources can grow at approximately the rate of inflation, then it
appears that a significant amount of the Park Sales Tax will remain available to fund capital
projects. If the funding sources do not grow at the rate of inflation (i.e., the General Fund
Rec Services subsidy remains frozen), then another funding source will be needed, or
operations must be curtailed. As new facilities are added, the increase in operational
expenses will also require an additional funding source. The Park Sales Tax will be the most
likely source to fund the additional operational expenses. If the Park Sales Tax isused asthe
funding source for the additional operational expenses, then the amount available to fund
capital projects decreases.
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| ncome/Expenditure Analysis
Parksand Recreation Master Plan mplementation

The ability to fund the maintenance and operation of a growing park and recreation
system is a significant challenge facing the City of Columbia. Through recent ballot
issues and the planning process for the 2002 Park Master Plan Facilities Needs
Update, citizens have expressed their desire not only to maintain the existing park
system, but to have that system expand and grow. Such growth comes with a price tag.
If the park system isto be maintained at a quality level, while at the same time growing
and expanding, the expense budget must grow, and revenue sources to cover those
expenses must be identified.

The purpose of thisreport isto provide an income/expenditure analysis of the financial
needs of the Parks and Recreation Department for the next ten years based on several
possible scenarios for implementing the recommendations of the 2002 Facility Needs
Update of the Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan. The following

items will be considered in providing this income/expenditure anaysis:

I. General Fund Operations - Park Services
Scenario A - No Growth, 0% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax
Scenario B - No Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax
Scenario C - Park Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Parks Sales Tax

[1. Enterprise Fund - Recreation Services

Scenario A - No Growth, 0% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax,
3% Fees & Charges

Scenario B - No Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax,
3% Fees & Charges

Scenario C - Development of a Sports Complex in a New Regiona Park

[11. Other Growth Scenarios
Scenario A - Modest Growth
Scenario B - Aggressive Growth

V. Summary

Appendices
Appendix A - Park Sales Tax Implementation Guidelines - Option A
Appendix B - Park Sales Tax Implementation Guidelines - Option B
Appendix C - Neighborhood Parks - Annual Maintenance Costs
Appendix D - Trails - Annual Maintenance Costs
Appendix E - Park Acreage
Appendix F - Staffing
Appendix G - Park Services - Scenario C - Detall
Appendix H - Recreation Services - Fees & Charges History
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General Fund Operations - Park Services

The Parks and Recreation Department's budget is divided into two categories:
General Fund and Recreation Services Fund. The General Fund component of the
budget contains Department Administration, the C.A.R.E Program, and a portion of
the Park Services Division's two principle programs - Park Management and
Operations and Park Planning and Devel opment.

In order to project the funding needs for the General Fund operation for the next
ten years, three scenarios will be considered.

Scenario A - No Growth, 0% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales T ax

*  Assumes no growth to the current park system (no additional parks or
facilities).

*  Assumes 3% annual inflation rate. (Budget will need to grow at 3% to
maintain current level of service.)

*  Assumes that the General Fund contribution is frozen at the FY 03 level and
that the Park Sales Tax contribution will grow at the 3% level shown in Option
A of the most current Sales Tax Guidelines.

Scenario A
Needed Total Park
General *Park Sales Funding Services
Y ear Fund Tax Sour ce Budget
Actual
2002| $3,217,120 |  $200,000 | $0 | $3,417,120
Proposed
2003| $3,309,915 |  $240,000 | $0 | $3,549,915
Projected
2004| $3,309,915 $247,200 $99,297 | $3,656,412
2005| $3,309,915 $254,616 $201,573 | $3,766,104
2006| $3,309,915 $262,254 $306,918 | $3,879,087
2007| $3,309,915 $270,122 $415,423 | $3,995,460
2008| $3,309,915 $278,226 $527,183 | $4,115,324
2009| $3,309,915 $286,573 $642,296 | $4,238,784
2010 $3,309,915 $295,170 $760,863 | $4,365,948
2011| $3,309,915 $304,025 $882,986 | $4,496,926
* Option A

Based on the chart above, if the General Fund Park Services funding was frozen,
there would be a need for another funding source in the amount of $3,836,539 over
the 10-year planning period ssimply to maintain the status quo, based on a 3%
annual inflation rate.



Scenario B - No Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales T ax

*

Assumes no growth to the current park system (no additional parks or
facilities).

Assumes a 3% annual inflation rate. (Budget will need to grow at 3% to
maintain current level of service.)

Assumes both General Fund contribution and Park Sales Tax contribution
would grow at the same rate as inflation (3% growth).

Scenario B
Total Park
General *Park Sales Services
Y ear Fund Tax Budget
Actual
2002]  $3,217,120 | $200,000 | $3,417,120
Proposed
2003|  $3,309,915 | $240,000 |  $3,549,915
Projected
2004 $3,409,212 $247,200 $3,656,412
2005 $3,511,488 $254,616 $3,766,104
2006 $3,616,833 $262,254 $3,879,087
2007 $3,725,338 $270,122 $3,995,460
2008 $3,837,098 $278,226 $4,115,324
2009 $3,952,211 $286,573 $4,238,784
2010 $4,070,778 $295,170 $4,365,948
2011 $4,192,901 $304,025 $4,496,926 |* Option A

Based on the above table, from 2003 to 2011 the General Fund contribution will
have increased by $882,986 to atotal of $4,192,901 by the year 2011.

Scenario C - Park Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales
Tax + New Personnel (Option B)

*

Represents a likely growth projection (in staff's opinion) of the numerous
scenarios possible.

Based on the likely acquisition and development of 8 new neighborhood parks,
the acquisition in 2007 of a400-acre regional park undevel oped thru 2011, and
the addition of 10 miles of new trails within the 10-year period.

Assumes the addition of 6 new maintenance employees, maintaining the
** current ratio of park acres to maintenance employees. (See Appendix F)

Projects the General Fund contribution to grow at a 3% rate and the Park Sales
Tax at the rate shown in Option B of the most current Park Sales Tax
Guidelines - which includes funding for the addition of three park maintenance
staff.

Assumes an annual inflation rate of 4% for new personnel according to the
Park Sales Tax Guidelines - Option B and 3% for all other.

**Note: Current staff to acresratio (69.8 staff/acre) is figured on a combination of

devel oped/undevel oped parkland acreage. During the time the entire 400-acre regional park is
undevel oped, less staff would be needed than when it is developed. For statistical purposesin this
document, 3 additional staff memberswill be used for an undeveloped regional park.
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Scenario C - Funding Sour ces

Total Park
General |*Park Sales| Services
Y ear Fund Tax Budget
Actual
2002]  $3217,020 | $200,000 | $3,417,120
Proposed
2003]  $3309915 |  $240,000 | $3,549,915
Projected
2004|  $3,409,212 $283,195 | $3,692,407
2005 $3,511,488 $291,691 | $3,803,179
2006| $3,616,833 $339,374 | $3,956,207
2007| $3,725,338 $349,555 | $4,074,893
2008|  $3,837,098 $402,150 | $4,239,248
2009| $3,952,211 $414,215 | $4,366,426
2010| $4,070,778 $426,641 | $4,497,419
2011 $4,192,901 $439,440 | $4,632,341
* Option B
Scenario C - Increasein Expenses
Increased
Increased Maintenance
Budgeted Maintenance Cost - Increasein
Operating Cost - Increased Undeveloped Personnel +
Expenses (Based on | Neighborhood Maintenance Cost |Regional Park | Capital Total
3% inflation after | Parks (without - Trails (without | (without Equipment Projected
Y ear FY 2003) personnel) personnel) per sonnel) Cost Expenses
Actual
2002|  $3,417,120 | | | | [ $3,417,120
Proposed
2003  $3,549,915 | | | | * | $3,549,915
Projected
2004 $3,656,412 $1,985 $660 $65,995 | $3,725,052
2005 $3,766,104 $3,970 $1,320 $37,435 | $3,808,829
2006 $3,879,087 $5,955 $1,980 $107,684 | $3,994,706
2007 $3,995,460 $7,940 $2,640 $4,000 $151,467 | $4,161,507
2008 $4,115,324 $9,925 $3,300 $4,000 $126,327 | $4,258,876
2009 $4,238,784 $11,910 $3,920 $4,000 $205,172 | $4,463,786
2010 $4,365,948 $13,895 $4,620 $4,000 $257,725 | $4,646,188
2011 $4,496,926 $15,880 $5,280 $4,000 $314,201 | $4,836,287

* FY 2003 budget includes the addition of 1 new maintenance personnel (already included in the acresto
maintenance personnel ratio used in this document). The cost of the added employee and capital
equipment isincluded in the proposed FY 2003 budgeted expenses. (See Appendix F for acresto
personnel ratio calculation. See Appendix G for detailed calculations of increased maintenance costs.)
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Scenario C - Funding vs. Projected Expenses

*Funding | Projected
Year Total Expenses Deficit
2002| $3,417,120 | $3,417,120 $0
|Proposed FaE
2003] $3,549.915 | $3,549,915 | $0
P G g
2004 | $3,692,407 | $3,725,052 | ($32,645)
2005 $3,803,179 | $3,808.829 ($5,650)
2006 $3,956,207 | $3,994,706 | ($38.,499)
2007 | $4,074.893 | $4,161,507 | ($86,614)
2008 | $4,239.248 | $4,258.876 | ($19,628)
2009| $4,366,426 | $4,463,786 | ($97,360)
2010( $4,497,419 | $4,646,188 | ($148,769)
2011 $4,632,341 | $4.836,287 | ($203,946)
* Based on 3% growth in General Fund and Park Sales Tax growth shown in Option B
(Appendix B).
Scenario C
Funding vs. Projected Expenses
$5,000,000 -
$4,800,000 ----------mm e - !
$4,600,000 - -- - -- e e
$4.400,000; -~ S iri s s e e ]
$4,200,000 /.,7
$4,000,000 - -- ez
$3,800,000 - o
$3,600,000 -~
T
$3,400,000 £ 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Year
-=— Funding Total = Projected Expenses

The growth described under Scenario C would require a total of $633,111 in additional

funds for the 10-year period.
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Enter prise Fund/Recreation Services

The Recreation Services Fund includes funding for all recreation activities and the
operation of support facilities (including facility maintenance) for those activities.
The sections administered in the Recreation Services Division are: Sports
Programming; Aquatics and Special Events, Community Recreation;
Golf/Concessions; Senior Programming; Cultural Arts and Life Enrichment; Oak
Tours; and the Activity and Recreation Center (ARC). Facilities maintained
through the Recreation Services Fund include athletic fields, aquatic facilities, golf
courses, and the ARC. Primary sources of funding include fees and charges, a
subsidy from the General Fund, and a subsidy from Park Sales Tax.

Scenario A - No Growth, 0% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales Tax,
3% Fees& Charges
*  Assumes an annual 3% inflation rate in expenditures.
*  Assumes the General Fund subsidy will remain constant at $1,500,000.
*  Assumes revenue from fees and charges and the Park Sales Tax will grow at
3%.
*  Assumes no new Recreation Services facilities or programs.

Scenario A - *Expenses

Budgeted
Operating
Y ear Expenses
Budgeted
2002 $4,943,973
Proposed
2003 $5,732,092
Projected

2004 $5,904,055
2005 $6,081,177
2006 $6,263,612
2007 $6,451,520
2008 $6,645,066
2009 $6,844,418
2010 $7,049,751
2011 $7,261,244

*  Operating expenses and capital additions only. Does not include
non-operational expenses, debt service, and capital projects.



Scenario A - Revenues

Needed Total Rec
Fees & Park Funding Services
Y ear Charges |General Fund|SalesTax| Source Revenues
Actual
1999 | $2384975 |  $1,500,000 $0 $3,884,975
2000 | $2,445387 | $1,500,000 $0 $3,945,387
2001 | $2272,753 | $1,500,000 | $46,771 $3,819,524
Budgeted
"2002| $3226,882 |  $1,500,000 | $510,000 $5,236,882
Proposed
2003 | $3,827,539 |  $1,500,000 | $525,300 $5,852,839
Projected
2004 | $3042365 |  $1,500,000 | $541,059 |  $45000 |  $6,028,424
2005 | $4,060,636 |  $1,500,000 | $557,291 |  $91,350 |  $6,209,277
2006 | $4,182,455 |  $1,500,000 | $574,009 | $139,091 |  $6,395,555
2007 | $4307,929 |  $1,500,000 | $591,230 | $188,263 |  $6,587,422
2008 | $4437,167 |  $1,500,000 | $608,967 | $238911 |  $6,785045
2009 | $4570,282 |  $1,500,000 | $627,236 | $291,078 |  $6,988,596
2010 | $4707,390 |  $1,500,000 | $646,053 | $344,811 |  $7,198,254
2011 | $4848612 |  $1,500,000 | $665,434 |  $400,156 |  $7,414,202

* FY 2002 included anticipated 3 months of revenue and expenses for the ARC.

Including the proposed FY 2003 budget, the General Fund subsidy to Recreation
Services has been limited to $1.5 million for five consecutive years. If it remains
frozen, atotal of $1,738,660 will be needed from another funding source thru FY
11 to maintain the status quo in both recreation programming and maintenance of
recreation facilities.
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Scenario B - No Growth, 3% General Fund, 3% Inflation, 3% Park Sales T ax,
3% Fees& Charges

* Assumes an annual 3% inflation rate in expenditures.

* Assumes a 3% increase in revenue from fees and charges, the General Fund
Subsidy, and the Park Sales Tax Subsidy.

* Assumes no new Recreation Services facilities or programs.

* Operating Expenses

Scenario B

Funding Sources

Budgeted Total Rec
Operating Fees & General Park Services
Year | Expenses Y ear Charges Fund SalesTax | Revenues
Budgeted Budgeted
2002 | $4,043,973 | | 2002 | $3226,882 | $1,500,000 | $510,000 | $5,236,882
Proposed Proposed
2003 | $5732,092 | | 2003 | $3,827,539 | $1,500,000 | $525,300 | $5,852,839
Projected Projected
2004 | $5004,055 | | 2004 | $3,942,365 | $1,545,000 | $541,059 | $6,028,424
2005 | $6,081,177 | | 2005 | $4,060,636 | $1,591,350 | $557,291 | $6,209,277
2006 | $6,263,612 | | 2006 | $4,182,455 | $1,639,091 | $574,009 | $6,395,555
2007 | $6,451,520 | | 2007 | $4,307,929 | $1,688,263 | $591,230 | $6,587,422
2008 | $6,645,066 | | 2008 | $4,437,167 | $1,738,911 | $608,967 | $6,785,045
2009 | $6,844,418 | | 2009 | $4,570,282 | $1,791,078 | $627,236 | $6,988,596
2010 | $7,049,751 | | 2010 | $4,707,390 | $1,844,811 | $646,053 | $7,198,254
2011 | $7261,244 || 2011 | $4,848,612 | $1,900,156 | $665,434 | $7,414,202

* Operating expenses and capital additions only. Does not include non-operational

expenses, debt service, and capital projects.

Scenario B maintains the current financial status of the fund; however, the revenue
from fees and charges will have to increase 23% from 2004 to 2011. Whereas fees
and charges increased 19.2% from 1992 to 2001, fees and charges increased only
3.8% in the past five years (from 1996 to 2002 - See Appendix H). Should
revenues continue to increase at this low rate, Scenario B would develop a deficit
requiring an additional funding source.
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Scenario C - Development of a Sports Complex in a New Regional Park

* Assumes that aregional park has been acquired.

* Assumes that 3 staff members have been added for an undevel oped regional park
(see note on page 319).

* Assumes that funding for development has been identified and development will
oCCur.

The 2002 Facility Needs Update identifies a need for the following athletic fields
to serve the 10-year needs of organizations (Diamond Council, Soccer Club, Y outh
Football League, etc.) that are currently using parks and recreation facilities. If
other organizations are to have access to and use of the sports complex, the number
of fields and support facilities should be evaluated to seeif an increase is necessary.

a. Youth Baseball/Softball Fields: 10

b. Soccer Fields 10
c. Football Fields 6
d. Tennis Courts 8

Developing a standard management and operation cost for a sports complex is
difficult. Asthefirst step in determining operations cost, a comprehensive master
plan should be prepared to help determine issues such as sizes and number of fields,
field amenities (irrigation, lights, bleachers, fences, scoreboards, etc.), types and
number of support facilities (concessions, restrooms, parking lots, batting cages,
etc.). Aspart of the master plan process, the primary users should be identified and
an operations pro forma devel oped.

The primary users of these facilitieswill determine the level of management and
maintenance needed. Recreationa organizations have different needs than those
that are either "for-profit" (minor league baseball) or based on a higher level of
competition (high schools, colleges, "select" teams). Recreational leagues play a
high number of games during a specific period of time (often as many as 5 games
per field per evening) in order to accommodate player/parent schedules.
Recreational fields are normally prepared for play only onceaday. If aminor
league or high school team plays two games a night, fields may be prepared for
each game resulting in significantly higher staffing and maintenance costs.

The users of the facilities will also determine management issues such as
programming. The P& R Department currently recognizes three different groups of
users for existing parks and recreation facilities:

1. Co-sponsored leagues, such as, Diamond Council, Columbia Soccer Club,
and leagues that are entirely sponsored by the P& R Department (adult softball,
etc.).

2. Columbia Public School District.

3. All other organizations and individual teams.
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The P& R Department currently provides programming and administrative support
for all co-sponsored organizations that use P& R sports complexes. These
organizations pay the department both an Activity and a User Fee with agoal of
recouping 50% of expenses. Through an agreement with the City, the Columbia
Public School District is alowed to use P&R fields and facilities at no cost. Other
organizations and individual teams are allowed to rent the fields on a per game
basis. Both the School District and the other organizations are responsible for their
own programming (schedules, officials, and game equipment).

If P& R sponsored or co-sponsored organizations are the primary users of a new
complex, additional recreation programming and administrative staff may be
needed. If the fields are rented and programed by other organizations and teams,
then programing help may not be necessary.

For the purpose of this report, areview of the existing Cosmo Park athletic facility
costs may provide a starting point for estimated management and operation costs.
The City'sfinancial system allows the tracking of direct costs associated with
specific athletic facilities. These direct costs include only the following:
personnel services including benefits, materials and supplies; and utilities, services
& misc. InFY-01, the direct costs for operation and maintenance of the 6-field
Antimi Sports Complex, the 6-field Rainbow Softball Center, 19 soccer and 4
football fieldsin Cosmo Park were approximately $285,000. The direct costs
range from alow of $5,165 for the 4 football fields to a high of $163,659 for the
Rainbow Softball Center. This range alone demonstrates how the number of users,
levels of care, length of season, and field amenities impact the direct operational
expenditures.

Not included in the $285,000 are administrative costs of supervisors and support
staff; internal fees and charges; capital equipment and its operation; maintenance
for surrounding grounds, roads and trails that support these facilities; and those
items that are shared by more than one facility (parking lot maintenance, litter
control, refuse hauling, etc.). Determining cost factors for these itemsis difficult
until a master plan which includes a detailed operations pro-forma is compl eted.
Pending completion of such apro-forma, this report will assume that the
development of a new sports complex will require asignificant increasein
operations and maintenance budget for the Department. Depending on final size
and design, it is anticipated that a minimum increase of $300,000 - $500,000 will be
required. If current goals for cost recovery of sports programming are met, the
complex should be expected to generate revenues of approximately 50% of cost.

Summary: 1. A detailed master plan for the regional park should be completed
prior to development. As part of this master plan, primary users of the
sports fields should be identified and a detailed operations pro-forma
prepared to help project both management and operations costs and
potential revenues.



2. At the time the sports complex is opened for use, a substantial
increase in the Department'’s operations and maintenance budget
will be required. This expenditure increase can be expected to be
partialy off-set by revenues generated from use of the facility.
The Department's current target for sports programsis to recover
50% of costs through revenue.

3. Many factors, including number of users, levels of care, length
of season and field amenities will impact operational
expenditures.

4. Depending on the users and scope of development, additional
administrative, programming and/or supervisory staff may be
needed.

Other Growth Scenarios

This section will consider the cost of two other growth scenarios. The
Department's budget (funding sources) will be based on the following current
trends:

Park Services

*

The General Fund contribution to Parks Services grows at the same rate as

inflation (3%).

*  Parks Sales Tax Park Services contribution grows at the rate shown in Option
B (3% annually + funding for 3 additional personnel).

See Scenario C - Funding Sources on page 320.

Rec Services

*

3% annual increase in fees and charges.

*  Park Sales Tax Rec Services subsidy grows 3% annually.

*  The General Fund subsidy to Recreation Services remains constant at
$1,500,000.

See Scenario A on page 323 (minus "needed funding source").

P& R Department - Funding
Park Total for

Y ear Services | Rec Services| Department
Actual

2002 |  $3417,120 |  $5,236,882 | $8,654,002
Proposed

2003 |  $3549915 | $5,852,839 | $9,402,754
Projected

2004 $3,692,407 $5,983,424 $9,675,831

2005 $3,803,179 $6,117,927 $9,921,106

2006 $3,956,207 $6,256,454 $10,212,661

2007 $4,074,893 $6,399,159 $10,474,052

2008 $4,239,248 $6,546,134 $10,785,382

2009 $4,366,426 $6,697,518 $11,063,944

2010 $4,497,419 $6,853,443 $11,350,862

2011 $4,632,341 $7,014,046 $11,646,387

327



328

Scenario A - Modest Growth

*

*

*

*

Assume 4 neighborhood parks are acquired and developed.
Assume regional park is not acquired.
Assume 5 miles of trail are acquired and constructed.

Assume addition of 3 maintenance staff members, as scheduled in the Park
Sales Tax Implementation Guidelines - Option B.

Scenario A - Neighborhood Parks
$1,985 Annualy per park (See Appendix C.)

# of Parks Annual Maint.
Added per Total #of New | Cost (Without
Y ear Y ear Parks Per sonnel)

2002
2003

2004 1 1 $1,985

2005 1 $1,985

2006 1 2 $3,970

2007 2 $3,970

2008 1 3 $5,955

2009 3 $5,955

2010 1 4 $7,940

2011 4 $7,940

Scenario A - Trails
$528 annualy per mile (See Appendix D)
Annual Maint.
#of Trail Miles| Total #of New | Cost (Without
Y ear Added Trail Miles Per sonnel)

2002
2003

2004 $0

2005 2 2 $1,056

2006 2 $1,056

2007 2 $1,056

2008 2 $1,056

2009 3 S $2,640

2010 5 $2,640

2011 5 $2,640




Scenario A - Personnel

Annual
Cost of New
Annual Cost Per #of Maint. Ca_lpital Employees
Employee- 4% | Employeesto Equipment +
Y ear Annual | ncrease Add Cost Equipment
2002 $33,280
2003 $34,611 *
2004 $35,995 1| $30,000 | $65,995
2005 $37,435 $37,435
2006 $38,932 1| $30,000 | $107,864
2007 $40,489 1| $30,000 | $151,467
2008 $42,109 $126,327
2009 $43,793 $131,379
2010 $45,545 $136,635
2011 $47,367 $142,101

Scenario A - Increasein Expenses

Increased
Increased Maintenance
Budgeted Maintenance Cost - Increasein
Operating Cost - Increased Undeveloped Personnel +
Expenses (Based on | Neighbor hood Maintenance Cost |Regional Park |Capital
3% inflation after | Parks (without - Trails(without | (without Equipment Total Projected
Y ear FY 2003) per sonnel) personnel) personnel) Cost Expenses
Actual
2002]  $8,654,002 | | | | |  $8,654,002
Proposed
2003]  $9,402,754 | | | | * | $9,402,754
Projected
2004 $9,684,837 $1,985 $0 $0 $65,995 $9,752,817
2005 $9,975,382 $1,985 $1,056 $0 $37,435 | $10,015,858
2006 $10,274,643 $3,970 $1,056 $0 $107,684 | $10,387,353
2007 $10,582,882 $3,970 $1,056 $0 $151,467 | $10,739,375
2008 $10,900,369 $5,955 $1,056 $0 $126,327 | $11,033,707
2009 $11,227,380 $5,955 $2,640 $0 $131,379 | $11,367,354
2010 $11,564,201 $7,940 $2,640 $0 $136,635 | $11,711,416
2011 $11,911,127 $7,940 $2,640 $0 $142,101 | $12,063,808

* FY 2003 budget includes the addition of 1 new maintenance personnel (already
included in the acres to maintenance personnel ratio used in this document). The cost
of the added employee and capital equipment isincluded in the proposed FY 2003
budgeted expenses.
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Scenario A
Funding vs. Expenses
$12,500,000 ==
$12,000,000 | .
$11,500,000 -------------- oot
$11,000,000
$10,500,000
$10,000,000 -
$9,500,000
$9,000,000 |/~ -
$8,500,000 - 5555557004 2005 3606 2067 2006 2058 2070 2011
Year
-=- Funding -=— Projected Expenses

Scenario B - Aggressive Growth
* Assume 16 neighborhood parks are acquired and developed.
* Assume regional park is acquired in 2007 but not developed.

* Assume 12 miles of trail are acquired and constructed.
* Assume addition of 9 maintenance staff, maintaining current staff to acres ratio.

(See note under "Regional Park" on p. 331.)

Scenario B - Neighborhood Parks
$1,985 Annually per park

Annual
# of Parks Maint. Cost

v Added per |Total # of New | (Without

ear Year Parks Personnel
2002 L T —
2003
2004 2 2 $3,970
2005 2 4 $7,940
2006 2 6 $11,910
2007 2 8 $15,880
2008 2 10 $19,850
2009 2 12 $23,820
2010 2 14 $27,790
2011 2 16 $31,760
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Scenario B - Trails
$528 annually per mile

#of Trail | Total #of New | ‘Cog anithont
Y ear Miles Added Trail Miles Per sonnel)
2002
2003
2004 2 2 $1,056
2005 2 $1,056
2006 2 4 $2,112
2007 2 6 $3,168
2008 2 8 $4,224
2009 8 $4,224
2010 2 10 $5,280
2011 2 12 $6,336

Regional Park

* 1 regional park - assume 400 acres - undevel oped
* $4000/yr. maintenance cost without personnel

Note: Current staff to acresratio (69.8 staff/acre) is figured on a combination of

devel oped/undevel oped parkland acreage. During the time the entire 400-acre regional

park is undeveloped, less staff would be needed than when it is developed. For
statistical purposes in this document, 3 additional staff members will be used for an

undeveloped regional park.

Scenario B - Personnel

Total
Annual Cost Per #of Maint. Ca_tpital Cogngfuﬁlew
Y ear Employee- 4% | Employeesto Equipment Emol
Annual Increase Add Cost p+oyees
Equipment
2002 $33,280
2003 $34,611
2004 $35,995 1 $30,000 $65,995
2005 $37,435 1 $30,000 $104,870
2006 $38,932 1 $30,000 $146,796
2007 $40,489 2 $60,000 $262,445
2008 $42,109 1 $30,000 $282,654
2009 $43,793 1 $30,000 $336,551
2010 $45,545 1 $30,000 $394,360
2011 $47,367 1 $30,000 $456,303

331



Scenario B - Increase in Expenses

Yniveased Increased
Budgeted M:in P P— Maintenance Increase in
Operating Cost - Maintenance Cost ok Pers.() el Total Projected
L Kxprmaes (Buscd) on Neighborhood - Trails (without Undeveloped Capital Expenses
3% inflation after P gk without 1) Regional Park |Equipment P
FY 2003) arks (without | personne (without Cost
personnel)
personnel)
V1 | T
2002| 8,654,002 | | | | | $8,654,002
Proposed . = : .
2003|  $9,402,754 | | |+ | $9,402,754
Projected e - |
2004 $9,684,837 $3,970 $1,056 $0 $65,995 $9,755,858
2005 $9,975,382 $7,940 $1,056 $0 $104,870 | $10,089,248
2006 $10,274,643 $11,910 $2,112 $0 $146,796 | $10,435,461
2007 $10,582,882 $15,880 $3,168 $4,000 $262,445 | $10,868,375
2008 $10,900,369 $19,850 $4,224 $4,000 $282,654 | $11,211,097
2009 $11,227,380 $23,820 $4,224 $4,000 $336,551 | $11,595,975
2010 $11,564,201 $27,790 $5,280 $4,000 $394,360 | $11,995,631
2011 $11,911,127 $31,760 $6,336 $4,000 $456,303 | $12,409,526

* FY 2003 budget includes the addition of 1 new maintenance personnel (already included in the acres
to maintenance personnel ratio used in this document). The cost of the added employee and capital

equipment is included in the proposed FY 2003 budgeted expenses.

Scenario B
Funding vs. Expenses

$13,000,000 -
$12,000,000 - -y

L T g e /I’ __,,m""’/_? |
STT-000.000 45=50nnsamsassas ]
$10,000000 =t

$9.000/000; s s L

$8,000,000 -

2002 2003 2004 2005 20\96 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
ear

= Funding -=- Projected Expenses
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Summary

Simply to maintain the existing parks and recreation system at its current level
will require revenue sources to increase proportionally with inflation. Should
any of the current revenue sources not grow at least at the rate of inflation, then
the other sources must grow at a significantly higher rate, or operations must be
curtailed.

Many variables affect projected expenses for the future, such as, how many
acres and parks are acquired, what facilities are developed therein, growth rate
of the city in terms of population and land annexation, etc. Whether or not the
City is able to purchase aregiona park significantly impacts the future budget
needs of the Parks and Recreation Department. One thing is certain, asthe
number of park acreage and facilities increase, the Department's budget and
number of personnel need to increase accordingly in order to maintain the
quality of parks and recreation services expected by the citizens of Columbia.
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Appendix B - Park Sales Tax Implementation Guidelines - Option B
Appendix C - Neighborhood Parks - Annual Maintenance Costs
Appendix D - Trails- Annual Maintenance Costs

Appendix E - Park Acreage

Appendix F - Staffing

Appendix G - Park Services - Scenario C - Detail

Appendix H - Recreation Services - Fees & Charges History

334



330

e
- p—
o
o
Q
Q.
<
169'G26'6  LGE'189'8  SEL'PIPL  €6V'ELL'9  606'8S6'¢  £68'GLO'E  GEQ'PPS'I  91Z'IGL ZIT'P6 . (821'LG1) aouejeg aalenung
169'G16'6 veE'v6z'L  Zez'l9Z'L  Ev9'0vZ’l  ¥BS'PLZL  OL0O'Ek6't  BSO' LKL 0Z9° €61 vr6'959 00v'152 (gz1'251) uopejuswadw) ueld leysepy
810j3g @|qe|leAy spund jenuuy
£50'9p9 9£Z'129 196'809 0£2'166 600'pLS 162°L6S 650'L¥S 00£'5ZS 000'0LS LLL'9Y Apisqng aojalag uojjearday
629'168'C 041662 £.5'982 922'8.2 (44 X174 ysz'zoz 919'pS5T 002'LbT 000'0b2 000'002 yOv' LGS sasuadx3 Bunesadq |ejoy
68°L e e e e s s s 6.5'1 ..selddng syied
piS'TIL'T G18'81LE 16G'00€ £91'v62 PE6'Zhe Z6S'EET Gl1'L8L G/6'6L1 phb'8El 0r8'66 GBP'0LL +vv S884A0(AWT JUIR SHIEY
oor'sky 0 RRSERR eeesR sEsmAS EsR ssaw 00v'shy vv S8SBYING Juawdinb3 yied
0£2'660'8L  9GG'GET'Z  0€0'1BI'Z  GEB'/ZI'Z  9€6'GL0'T  08Z'6/L'T  S96'Z82'C  6.9°18S't  vbZ'ZZV'L 00’196 L0V LY s)sog Apadoug
s,uaijda)g Jayje sjqejeay souejeg
000°065°Z 00/°¥09 00£'029 000'0F0L  000'GZT Juswdojaaaq Apadold
96E'SZZ'8 BVL'bbL 8v8'899°'L  8rE'899'l  8K8'E99'L  0SZ'899'L  §S8'SO8 uolisinbay Apedoiy
11509 Apadouy s,usyde)g ssa
[29'016'8C  99G'GEC'C  OE0'IBL'Z  GEB'/ZI'Z  9€6'GL0'Z  620'vZS'E  ZIBISG'E  9Zp'SS8't  IBE'I9L'€  0S9'699'C  296'/2S'| 8NUBABY Xe| S$yied
[ejoy oLoz 6002 800z 1002 9002 6002 v00Z £002 z00z Looz
Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad
(9002 - L00Z s1ea) [eas|4 sueds) gooz yasew ybnoiyy Looz jdy woly sum uejd Bupuny Jeek g 3s1i4
V NOLLdO juswdinb3 g saiddng ‘seafojdwg ‘uonisinboy yiey jeuonippy pun4

«Sauljeping uoyjejuswajdw xe| sajeg syied




%00°€ Apisqng uj ajey (imoig
GKG'Gh$ E6L'EVS 601'2v$ 681'0V$ ZE6'8ES GEP'LES G66'GE$ L19'pes 08Z'€E$ 000'z¢$ ashojduig 1o 1509
%00 ¥ 51500 _m::OwEn._ 10} m:_ww._ uor ey
] L L 9 9 G G 4 € z
1 0 0 I 0 ! 0 1 1 | [4 Aenuuy pappy
pappy |gjo| saadojding syiey JO Jaquinp
%00t sa||ddngy dinb3 1oj ejey) uojejju
€Z'vOE'6  196'102'8  ZBE'ZY0'L  pO9'GKE'S  ZIGOIB'P  GI9'WKE'Z  SEO'0IS'T  E18'IGL 2Le've (8z1'161) aouejeg alelnwNg
£Z8'v9E'6 zo8'zol't  6.9°6EL'L  BLL'9LVL IGK'SEL'L  16B'GOR'F  0BS'BEV'E  Z2Z'8G. 145169 00b'162 (8z1°4561) topejuauiaiduil tejd Jajsepy
810jag 8|qe||eAY Spun4 |enuuy
£50'919 9€£2'229 196'809 0£2'}65 600'pLG L62'195 650'bpS 00£'528 000°015 LLL'9Y Apisang eajalag uopeaidey
GHZ'POS'E Lv9'ozy Siz'viv 051'zoy GSS6VE yLE'6EE 169'462 G61'€8Z 000'0vZ 000°002 pop'L6S sasuadx3 Buyeiadg |ejoy
6.5°L ki e e e 646"} ..Salddng syieq
pIS'TIL'E GIg'8lE 165'90¢ £9.'v62 vEB'ZIE Z65'eee GL1'18) G/6'6Z) bPp'ect 0vQ'66 S8Y'0L 1 voo SB8A0IWIT JuRW Siley
ov'Spy ot e s e e s mmmmm e 00F'SkY v+ SBSEIDING Juawdinb 3 yiey
£20°260°8)  9GG'GET'Z  OE0'IBL'Z  GEB'ZZV'C  OE6'GL0'T  002'6LL'T  TOG'EBZ'Z  9Lp'ZAGt  p@'ZZV) 00V'196 101" Lby s1s0Q Apadoly
s,ualda)g 19)je a|qe|leay aauejeg
000'065°Z 002'¥09 00£°029 000'0P0°}  000'GZZ |uatudojeaa( Ayjiadoi
voa'cez's 6¥L'bL 062'899'} 062’899’}  062'899'}  062'899'}  §58'G08 uoyisinboy Apadoiy
1509 Apedoud s uatdals sse
129'016'8  9G5'GEZ'Z  OE0'IBL'Z  GEB'LZI'T  9L6'GL0'T  620'vZS'€  ZIBIGE'E  9ZP'SSE'C  16€192'C  0GO'6O0'C  Z96'2ZS') BNUBASY XE| S}l
[ejog 0l0z 6002 8002 100z 200z 5002 v0oz £00Z z00Z 1002
Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad Ad
z 2
".m (8002 - 100z sieaA |BOS| sueds) goog ya1ew yBnoay) 100z j1udy oy suni uejd Buypuny 1eah g sy o
= juawdinb3 g sayddng ‘saafojdwig ‘uogisinboy yied [eUOIPPY pun
m g NOILdO LSaul[aping uopejuawualdu) xe| sajeg syied
o




Neighborhood Parks
Annual Maintenance Costs

Based on a 10 acre Park

Appendix C

$12.00/hr + benefits (.0765% x $12.00) = $12.90 Cost of one labor-hour (seasonal)
$15.00/hr + benefits (33% x $15.00) = $20.00 Cost of one labor-hour (permanent
Total
_— . Total
Dut Frequency/Year Description of Labor Labor Material Material Total
y q y Task Hours Hours Cost Cost/Year
Cost/Year
Cost/Year
1/2 hr labor/acre
Mowing Weekly to Bi-weekly 26 (72-inch mower) 5 $1,677.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,677.00
Handheld string
trimmer around
Trim Mowing Weekly to Bi-weekly 26 obstacles 1 $335.40 $25.00 $25.00 $360.40
3/week @ 26 weeks=78
1/week @26 weeks=26
Litter Control 104 clean up 1 $1,341.60 $0.00 $0.00 $1,341.60
Repairs to
structures, benches,
Park Repair As Needed 1 vandalism, etc. 8 $160.00 $100.00 $100.00 $260.00
Mode 3 Landscape
Spring to Fall/As Program for 1000 sg
Horticulture Needed ft bed 50 $798.00 $460.33 $460.33 | $1,258.33
Mulch, Prune,
Water, Replace,
Forestry As Needed 1 etcll 8 $160.00 $400.00 $400.00 $560.00
Maintenance
Playground As Needed 2 Inspections 8 $320.00 $0.00 $0.00 $320.00
Mulch and
As Needed 1 Equipment Repair 0 $0.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00
Maintenance, haul
rock, spread, fill
Trails (gravel) As Needed 5 holes, etc. 8 $800.00 $0.00 $0.00 $800.00
As Needed 1 Add rock surface 0 $0.00 $250.00 $250.00 $250.00
Administrative/
Miscellaneous Inspections, special
Cost 1 events, misc. $250.00 $250.00 $500.00
Total $5,842.00 $1,985.33 | $7,827.33

NOTE: Costs do not include equipment or related equipment operating costs such as fuel, blades, and repair parts.
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Appendix D

Annual Maintenance Costs

Trails

*12.00/hr. + benefits (33% x $12.00)= $15.96

Cost of one labor-hour

. Description | Labor . Tot|:|’:1| Lielergis Material MTota_I | Total
Trail Type | Frequency/Year of Task Hours Unit Cost ours Cost aterial Cost/Year
Cost/Year Cost/Year
Edgerand | 0.5 hr
Concrete | Edge, trim, gas blower per
and debris or riding 1000
removal 12 | sweeper LF $7.98 $95.76 $250 $345.76
Gas weed | .75 hr
Edge, trim, eater, per
and debris blower or 1000
removal 12 | sweeper LF $11.97 $143.64 $143.64
Asphalt
Crack sealer: 0.5 hr
fill 500 LF Fill 1/4" per
two cracks: no 1000
times/year | 2 | backer rods LF $7.98 $15.96 $400 $800 $815.96
0.5 hr
per
Mow 6 to 10| 2000
Mow 12 | ft each side LF $7.98 $95.76 $95.76
Gravel
Add gravel, 0.5 hr
trim and Grade and per
debris add rock 4 | 2000
removal 4 times. LF $7.98 $31.92 $50 $200 $231.92
Apply mulch,
Mulch or weed Skid-loader | 0.5 hr
Natural | control, trim, or tractor, per
debris add 3" 1000
removal 2 mulch sq ft $7.98 $15.96 $25 $50 $65.96

Note: 5,280 ft =1 mile. 2,000 LF * 2.64 = 1 mile. Trails such as the Bear Creek Trail and Hinkson Trail are gravel
trails. Cost estimates in this document are based on the material cost of gravel trails. ($200 * 2.64 = $528.)
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Agan St.
American Legion

Ash & Clinkscales Property

Bear Creek Park
Bear Creek Trail
Boxer

Brown Station
Capen

Cliff Drive

CCRA
Cosmo-Bethel
Douglass
Downtown Optimist
Dublin

Fairview

Field Park

Flat Branch Park
Forum Nature Area
Grindstone
Highpointe
Hinkson Creek Trail
Indian Hills
Kiwanis

Kyd

LOW Recreation Area

Lions-Stephens

Appendix E

Park Acreage

10.00 MKT Trail 252.00
20.00 McKee 4.50
20.00 Nifong 58.00
10.00 Oakland 75.00
30.69 Oakwood Hills 10.00
3.06 Old 63 Roadside 0.50
6.50 Paquin 1.00
3241 Parkade 3.00
0.65 Proctor 7.00
533.00 Rock Bridge 3.00
40.00 Rock Quarry 19.00
8.00 Rockhill 9.17
0.50 Rothwell 5.00
5.64 Russell Property 89.50
27.00 Shepard Blvd. 5.00
1.00 Smith Property - Brown Station ~ 50.29
1.00 Smith Property - Manhasset 9.39
100.00 Smithton Property 6.09
199.00 Stephens Lake 111.00
9.00 Twin Lakes 60.00
13.92 Valleyview 8.00
40.00  Village Sq. 0.25
20.00  Westwinds 4.00
200  Woodridge 6.50
145.00  Worley 3.00
15.00 TOTAL PARK ACREAGE 2094

339



Appendix F-p. 1
STAFFING

Park Services Employee L ist -Maintenance Responsibilities
l. General Fund - Park Services Division
Park Services Manager

Management Support Specialist
Administrative Support Assistant |
Park Supervisor-Grounds & Facilities
Maintenance Specialist

Maintenance Mechanic

Equipment Operator 11

Maintenance Assistants |

V ehicle Maintenance Supervisor
Vehicle Mechanic

Maint/Vehicle Mechanic

Forester

Horticulturist

Groundskeeper 11

Groundskeeper |

WE R R ReRe

OS3ITATTSQ R0 T

FwWwkFRrRFRRRREFPND®

N
N

Total

. Recreation Services- Park ServicesDivision
Park Supervisor-Golf & Athletics
Groundskeeper 1

Groundskeeper |

Maint/V ehicle Mechanic

oo oo
ol wwer

Totd
Total Parks & Recreation Department Employees Assigned to Maintenance: 30

* Includes one (1) Maintenance Mechanic position scheduled to be added in Fiscal Year
2003.

Current Ratio of Maintenance Staff to Park Acres
Park Acreage: 2094

# of Maintenance staff: 30

Ratio of 1 maintenance staff member to 69.8 acres

Adding Personnel - Capital Equipment

Thereisaneed for capital equipment whenever new personnel are hired. Whereas personnel
assigned to cleanup might need a small pickup, personnel assigned to mowing may need a
truck, trailer, and $50,000 mower. For this document, a one-time $30,000 allotment for
capital equipment for each new employee will be used.
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Appendix F - p. 2

Projected Staffing Needs Based on Three Growth Scenarios

Neighborhood Parks - Add 16

a.  Acquire and develop 16 neighborhood parks

b. Averagesize- 10 acres

c. Acquire average of 1.6 parks/year

d. Increase average of 16 acres of neighborhood parkland per year

To maintain current staff to acres ratio (1 maintenance staff member per 69.8 acres), 1
staff member would need to be added every 4.4 years, or 2 staff memberswould need
to be added over the next 10 years.

Neighborhood Parks - Add 8

1. Acquire and develop 8 neighborhood parks.

2. Averagesize- 10 acres

3. Acquire average of .8 parks/year

4.  Increase average of 8 acres of neighborhood parkland per year

To maintain current staff to acres ratio (1 maintenance staff member per 69.8 acres), 1
staff member would need to be added over the next 10 years.

Neighborhood Parks - Add 4

1. Acquire and develop 4 neighborhood parks.

2.  Averagesize- 10 acres

3. Acquire average of .4 parks/year

4. Increase average of 4 acres of neighborhood parkland per year

To maintain current staff to acres ratio (1 maintenance staff member per 69.8 acres), .5
staff member would need to be added over the next ten years.

Reqgional Park

1. 1regiona park proposed, 300-500 acres

2. Assume 400 acre park

3. Assume park is not developed within the next 10 years. (Since acquisition cost is
substantial, the opportunity for financing the purchase of property for aregiona
park probably will not occur until 2006 when the capital sales tax for the recreation
center expires and the Park Sales Tax reduces to1/8 cent. The City will then have
an opportunity to renew one or the other of the taxes to possibly finance the
acquisition and/or development of aregional park.)

To maintain current staff to acres ratio (1 maintenance staff member per 69.8 acres), 6

staff memberswould need to be added over the next ten years.

Note: Current staff to acresratio isfigured on a combination of developed/undevel oped
parkland acreage. During the time the entire 400-acre regional park is undeveloped, less
staff would be needed than when it is developed. For statistical purposesin this
document, 3 staff member swill be used for an undevel oped regional park.
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Appendix F-p. 3

Greenbelt/Trails

342

1 Proposed 100-ft. wide corridor for trails

2. 100 ft. wide corridor = 12 acres per 1 mile of trail

3. Current ratio of staff to acres = 1 staff member per 6 miles of trail

4, Assumein 10 year period 10 miles of trail are added

To maintain current staff to acres ratio (1 maintenance staff member per 69.8 acres),
2 staff member swould need to be added over the next 10 years.

Scenarios

Scenario 1 - With the addition of 16 neighborhood parks, 1 regional park, and 10
miles of trail (not included in park land), 10 staff members would need to be added
over the next 10 years to maintain the current maintenance staff to acresratio.
Assuming the regional park is acquired but not developed during the next 10 years,
the addition of 7 staff members would be adequate.

Scenario 2 - With addition of 8 neighborhood parks, 1 regional park, and 10 miles of
trail (not included in park land), 9 staff members would need to be added over the
next 10 years to maintain the current maintenance staff to acresratio. Assuming the
regional park is acquired but not developed during the next 10 years, the addition of 6
staff members would be adequate.

Scenario 3 - With addition of 4 neighborhood parks, 1 regional park, and 10 miles of
trail (not included in park land), 8.5 staff members would need to be added over the
next 10 years to maintain the current maintenance staff to acresratio. Assuming the
regional park isacquired but not developed during the next 10 years, the addition of
5.5 staff members would be adequate.



Neighborhood parks

Park Services- Scenario C - Detall

$1,985 Annually per park
Add 8 neighborhood parks over 10-year planning period.

Appendix G

# of Parks Annual Maint.
Added per Total # of |Cost (Without
Year Year New Parks |Personnel)
2002
2003
2004 1 1 $1,985
2005 1 2 $3,970
2006 1 3 $5,955
2007 1 4 $7,940
2008 1 5 $9,925
2009 1 6 $11,910
2010 1 7 $13,895
2011 1 8 $15,880
Trails $528 per mile
Total # of
# of Trail New Trail
Year Miles Miles Total Annual Cost
2002
2003
2004 1.25 1.25 $660
2005 1.25 2.5 $1,320
2006 1.25 3.75 $1,980
2007 1.25 5 $2,640
2008 1.25 6.25 $3,300
2009 1.25 7.5 $3,960
2010 1.25 8.75 $4,620
2011 1.25 10 $5,280
Personnel Costs
Total Annual
Annual Cost [# of Maint. Cost of New
Per Employee |Employees |Capital Employees +
Year 4% Increase |to Add Equipment Costs |Equipment
2002 $33,280
2003 $34,611 * * *
2004 $35,995 **] $30,000 $30,000
2005 $37,435 $0
2006 $38,932 **] $30,000 $30,000
2007 $40,489 **] $30,000 $30,000
2008 $42,109 $0
2009 $43,793 1 $30,000 $30,000
2010 $45,545 1 $30,000 $30,000
2011 $47,367 1 $30,000 $30,000

* New employee and capital equipment cost included in FY 03 budget.
** Cost of employee included in Park Sales Tax Implementation Guidelines - Option B



Appendix H

Recreation Services
Fees& ChargesHistory

Actual Revenue - Fees & Charges

$2.45
$2.38
[$2.28] $2.27
$2.19 '$2.16]
$164 m $1.88 $1.87
1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001






