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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIBENCE PLANTATIONS • ~--~.~._

CHAPTER 1964-1

~ NO. 1 AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE OFFICIAL
` CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 1983-88.

' Approved January 13, 1984 ~
i

Be it ordained by the City of Prov~de~ce:
, SECTION l. Article IXZ of the Code of Ordinance~ of the City

of Providence, entitled: "Department of Planning and Urban Develop-

ment" is hereby amended by adding the following:

Section 2-169. Official Capital Improvement Program ~~

1983-1988 ' : -, -~-~ ,r~-,

A.) Objectives of the Capital Improvement Program:

I. To improve financial management of the City's ~
Capital Resources, 1~

Ii. To maintain a high credit rating for Providence,
thereby lowering interest cos.ts, p_;

III. To continue stimulation of pr.i.vate investment,

IV. To insure that Capital projec~.s and comprehensive •
planning are based on'Providen'ce's long-range

~,
~

fiscal potential,

V. To advo~ate a regular pres~~ntive :maintenance f~
program that would resul't in tax'savings and ~
lower capital improvement costs, ~

VI. Gu'ide implementation of.P~ovidence's development /
programs. ' , -. 1. , `~-

B.) Purpose. . .

The Capital Improvement Program is the primary manage- ~

ment guide for allocation of limited city resources for physical

improvements over the next five years. It helps use those re-

sources to achieve overall goals in providing City ~ervices and

in developing neighborhoods, the Downtown, and the City's eco~omy ~

in general.~

~ The Capital Improvement Program outlines costs and .

funding~altTernatives involved in implementing the City's on-going

comprehensive plan. It thereby insures that the comprehensive plan

re~lects financial realities.

...this entire planning process must be closely based on,

supported by, and tied to the economic realities of Providence and

to the financial abilities of the City. All too ofter the compre-

hensive planning process omits or slights the economic and financial

elements and its validity is thereby subject to question. (The Com-

prehensive Planning Process, City of Providence, April 1976, p.10).

As the comprehensive plan takes form, the Capital Improve-
ment Program will relate the otherwise uncoordinated construction and
acquisition programs of various City ~epartments to the City's overall ~
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programs and goals.

Other purposes of the Capital Improvement Program are:

1. ANNUAL REVIEW OF PRIORYTIES. ~~`~~~ ~. t =; ~
At both department and city-wide level~s;~year.~ly review

f :' ~
of priorities ensures that funding decisions adjust to chang-

/ ~ ~4

ing circumstances. ~t :':?
rt ~ ,.~ ~ S,

2. JOINT PROJECT COORDINATION. ~ n~ i .
~~ r,~

Savings, in time or money, or increas~d projeet impact

can result from coordinating projects of different agencies

with respect to location, function, and timing.

3. STIMULATION OF PRIVATE INVESTb1ENT.

A readily available schedule of future public improve-

ments encourages private residential, commer;ial~and industrial

investments. I• ,

4. LOWER COST CREDIT. t ~ ~

Evidence of prudent, long-range financial planning is

important to credit ra(ting se~vices. Better knowledge of I
a~~

needs and resources wi~~~'impr~ve Providence's flexibility
~`~~ ~~ ,

during money market~`fl~ct.uati ns.~ , ~
~ ~ ~ ;

~ 5. NEIGHBORHOOD P~~ARTICIPATION •~
rt J! *

By opening cap%ta~~i~pro~.r~ment funding decisions to con-

tinuous public deba~te, ~bn'~ a cx~ty-wide basis, the Capital Im-
4 ~ ;:

provement Program limits the influence of pressure groups

that might otherwise obtain commitments for a disproportionate

share of city resources. At the sarne time, neighborhood groups

have the op~crtunity to react to City Departments proposals,

submit their own projects for review, or identify gaps in ser-

vice or development plans. ,,.. .~. i ~-.~,.~:~t.~C~~ `~' ~ 1 ~ r {
C. Definitiori°'of Ca~ital Improvements: r~ .r..~,,.._...w,..~;,.....r__ __ ~...

i 3 ~ !~r~ ~ i ~ t ~ „F ~y p ,, , ~ , ,
1,. N ~so,~a. truction, reconstruction, substan,tial al-
~~~ °~t~o~is and extraordinar.y repairs; ~ ` ~

2. Acquisition of real property or inte`rest therein;
r~a~t~a~~~t ~,~~~'~

~3'~"~cDe~s~i~ns"~ or preliminary studies or surveys relative
to Nos. 1 and 2 above;

t"~4~°~~~Acquisition and installation of equipment and fur-
nish:i.ng.s_relative to Nos. 1 and 2 above.

~x i :.~~

~' SECTION 2. The plan attached hereto~;~sY~al`l'-constitute. 
"' ~ ~ ,. ..a . ~.~..:. .r

the official Capital Improvement Program for the years 1983-1988
t

wh~i~ch official copy shall be maintained and saf~g_~~,'~e~~in the De-

partment of the City Clerk. No amendments or additions to said

plan shall be approved or undertaken without"th"e express review

and approval, by Ordinance, of the City Council.~~No funds shall

be expended nor any commitments to expend funds given for Capital

Improvement~~,~nless::they-are a part of the-Offic'ial Pla~ri~as approved.
SECTION 3. This Ordinance shall take effect upon its

Passage.

r̀J

~
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CAP~ITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANf

1983-19g8

CITY OF PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND

~~ Vincent A.e: Cianci, Jr., M~ayor

CIiY PLAN COMMISSION
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The City Plan Commission
40 FOUNTA/N STREFT

ApriT 27, 1983

PROV/DENCE. RHODE 1SLAND 02903

D The Honorable City Council ~ _
City Hall
Providence, Rhode Islan~d 02903

p Dear Council Members:

D The City Charter, Section 1013, directs the City Plan Comnission
"to review and approve for submission to City Council the Capital Improvement
Plan as prepared by the'Department of Plannirtg and Urban Development."

D The City Plan Correnission has considered the capital improvement
requests of the city's various departments, has cooperated with the Finance
Director in determining the City fiscal capacity for the irtmediate future,

Q and has approved the enclosed capital improvement budget and four year pro-
gram.

~~

~1

_. ~~ : This- budget and program limits _future. city bonding_ to pr~ority ---- -- ~-
economic and neigHborhood development-projects which are in various stages
of implementation or final planning. The Commission did not have ti~e to
meet with department directors and obtain informatiort that would justify
other projects. The City Plan Commission intends to start the project
evaluation process this Autumn in order to carefully review projects re-
lative to citywide priorities. The enclosed four year plan, therefore,
represents departmental requests, not a recommended plan,

The City Plan Comnission respectfully recommends the enclosed
budget and submits departmental requests for the following four years.

~
RCG/jp

a
DLD

Enclosure

11

V2ry truly yours,

~.c ~° ~...~—~r

Russell C. Gower - -
Chairman

~D __
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MAJOR OBJECTIVES OF THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

I. TO IMPROVE FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT OF THE CITY'S CAPITAL RESOURCES

II. TO MAINTAIN A HIGH CRIDIT RATING FOR PROVIDENCE, THEREBY LOWERING

INTEREST COSTS

, III. TO CONTINUE STIMULATION OF PRIVATE INVESTMIIJT

IV. TO ENSURE THAT CAPITAL PROJECTS AND COMPREFiENSIVE PLANNING ARE

BASED ON PROVIDENCE'S LONG-RANGE FISCAL POTENTIAL

V. TO ADVOCATE A REGULAR PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM THAT WOULD

RESULT IN TAX SAVINGS AND LOWER CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT COSTS

VI. GUIDE IMPLEMENTATION OF PROVIDENCE'S DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS



~

O PURPOSE

O The Capital Improvement Program is the primary management guide
for allocation of limited city resources for physical improvements over

a the next five years. It helps use those resources to achieve overall
goals in providing City services and in developing neighborhoods, the
Downtown, and the City's economy in general.

~ The Capital Improvement Program outlines costs and funding alter-
, natives involved in implementing the City's on-going comprehensive plan.
D It thereby insures ~hat the comprehensive plan reflects financial real-

ities.

'~ ...this entire planning process must be closely based on, supported
by, and tied to the economic realities of Providence and to the financial
abilities of the City. All too often the~comprehensive planning process

0 omits or slights the economic and financial elements and its validity
is thereby subject to question. {The Comprehensive Plannin Process,
City of Providence, April 1976, p. 10).

~

~

~

LfJ

~

~

~

As the comprehensive plan takes form, the Capital Improvement Pro-
gram will relate the otherwise uncoordinated constzuction and acquisition
programs of various City departments to the City's overall programs and
goals. _

Other purposes of the Capital Improvement Program are:

1. ANNUAL REVIEW OF PRIORITIES

' At both department and city-wide levels, yearly review of
; priorities ensures that funding decisions adjust to changing circum-

stances.

2. JOINT PROJECT COORDINATION

Savings, in time or money, or increased project impact can
result from coordinating projects of different agencies with respect
to location, function, and timing.

3. STIMULATION OF PRIVATE INVESTMENT

A readily available schedule of future public improvements
encourages private residential, commercial and industrial investments.
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4. LOWER COST CREDIT

~ Evidence of prudent, long-range financial planning is im-
portant to credit rating services. Better knowledge of•needs and

~ resources will improve Providence's flexibility during money market
fluctuations.

D 5. NEIGHBORHOOD PARTICIPATION

By opening capital improvement funding decisions to continuous
~ public debate, on a city-wide basis, the Capital Improvement Program

limits the influence of pressure groups that might otherwise obtain
~ commitments for a disproportionate share of city resources. At the

same time, neighborhood groups have the opportunity to react to City
department proposals, submit their own projects for review, or identify

a
gaps in service or development plans.

PROCESS

0 The City Charter (Section 1013 (A) (4),) directs the City Plan
Commission "to review and approve for submission to City Council the

a Capital Improvement Program as prepared by the Department of Planning
and Urban Development".

a Capital improvements include:

A. new construction, reconstruction, substantial alterations
n and extraordinary repairs;

B. acquisition of real property or interest therein;

O C. designs or preliminary studies or surveys relative to A
and B above; '

Ia D. acquisition and installation of equipment and furnishings
relative to A and B above.

~ 

-.--~"""

_ ~--__._-----_ 
_~.
Capital improvements o=dinarily do not include:

A. projects or improvements costing less than $10,000;

B. vehicular equipment; .

`-' C. items of repair or maintenance costing less than $50,000,
or which are of an emergency nature;

~ D. salaries, other than those which are properly capitalized
~ as part of a project's cost.
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D r The Capital Improvement Program process begins in the early

Autumn when planning staff solicit department project requests or re-

visions. After preliminary project analysis, planning and department

D staff ineet to review projects. Subsequently, planning staff assign

advisory priority rankings to projects relative to all other city

projects. During this review, funding alternatives receive special

D attention, including examination of applicable state and federal aid

programs. ~

a Following planning staff analysis, draft project descriptions

and proposed priority rankings are sent to departments for final review.

The City Plan Commission receives the draft Capital Improvement Program

~ in March with staff recommendations.

The City Plan Commission and Finance Director cooperate in putting

a the Program into final form by determining the upcoming year's capital

budget, matching short-term needs with available resources, and making

the five-year plan conform to the long-range fiscal policy of the City.

~ The City Plan Commission submits the recommended Capital Improve-

~ ment Program to the Mayor and City Council on or before May 1.

D

C

l~J

l*J

~

'~

~
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, D THE 1983-88 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

D The 1983-88 Capital Improvement Program consists of a capital budget
for fiscal year 1983-84 and a capital improvement plan for the next four
years.

~ The capital budget limits funding in the upcoming year to redevelop-
ment projects in implementation or final planning stages and improvements at -

_, the Port of Providence that are now under study.

' L1 The capital plan sets forth departmental requests. The Plan Com~
mission has not assigned priorities to these projects because of time

i a constraints since the Commission first met in April, 1983. The review of
projects next year will begin in the Autumn allowing sufficient time to
meet with department heads and obtain information that would justify

' n projects.

u Any new capital improvements after.the upcoming fiscal year will
require either new bonding authority, general fund expenditures, or

O intergovernmental grants. Since the City's tax base (adjusted for in-
flation) continues to decline, any new funding commitment must conform
to a five-year financial plan for the City.

O Overall, the 1983-88 Program emphasizes economic development.
Improvements should increase Providence's competitiveness as -

D 1. A regional office and service center ~

2. An efficient growing port

0 , 3. A location for diversified and high technology industry

O 4. A center of new retail opportunities and existing retail
expansion

D 5. A residence of choice for all households, regardless of
income

U .

~I

L~J

l■I

!~J

~■.



FUNDI~JG SOURCE EXPLANATIONS

EXISTIyG BONDS - Bonds issued

NEW BONDS - Bonds either to be issued under
existing authority or under new
authority

TIP - Transportation Improvement Program,
a federally funded, state administered
program

CDBG - Community Development Bl~ck Grant Funds
administer.ed by the Mayor's Office of
Community Development

UPARR - Urban Fark and Recreation Recovery Act,
a competitive grant program for park
rehabilitation.

1
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PROVIDENC
Pro j .

!! PROJECT

E REDEVELC~PMENT AGENCY ~
BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84 PR06RAM SIX YEAR
CODE COST BUDGET 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 TOTAL .

1 CAPITAL CENTER 2,000,000 2,624,000 4,624,000

, ,
~2 KEtJ~~EDY PLAZA 1,000,000 • ~ 1,OQ0,000

3 DAVOL SQUARE 300,000 300,000

4 LASALIE SQUARE I 220,000 . 22~3,OD~
I

5 ~•1EP~IORIAL SQUARE 5~0,000 
500,000

~ 6 IPI~JE—DYER STREETS I ~` , I 5~J,000 , 50,000

LOCKWOOD '
7~ APtEPlDR1Ei~T 85f),000 850,000

~ 
IRElOVATi~s~S~IUARE I '

250.000 25~~~~0

9 WEST END

,
500,000 ' S00,000

I 10 (Sh1ITH STREET 1yC00 000 ~— 1,200,000~ .

11 fiARTFORD AVEt~UE 1,OOO,Q00 ~ 1,000,000

12 41ASNI~JGTON PARK 1,2~0,000 , 1,20Q,00~

,
r'~ ~ LE~K ~ 

~`~ I~'t 
~---~478~~ ~~r—,~ 47H,000

~—C~—~—C~--~7-0—~C7—t~



Proj. BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84 PROGRAM SIX YEAR
~ PROJECT GODE COST BUDGET 1984-85 1985-86 1986-81 _ 1987-88 TOTAL

14 SILVER LAKE ~ 400,000 ~67,000 367,OOQ

( ~ri I n~ ~~rvvri i c I ~ n~., .,.,n ,, ' 1 9~U nnn
~.......~ . -

1 
4 I

6 TRINITY GATE6JAY 1,050,000 ~ 1,050,000

~ 17 I SOUTH PROUIDEWCE ~ I I 1,200,000 I _I ~ I I 1,200,000 I

13 UNCOMMITTED
IINDUSTRIAL 3,500,000 3,500,00 7,000,000

I 19 I COMMERCIALD I I I I 500,OOOI 500,000 I I I 1,000,000 I.

20 U~JCOMMITTED .
DO6~JPJT041P! - 500,000 800,000 ~ 1,300,000

0

C~ n ~ ~~ ~ ~ C~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~,



PROVIDENCE REDEVELOPMENT AGENGY ~
REVENUES, TAX ~

Proj. COMPLETED INCREMENT, OR , APPROVAL ~

L onn.~rrT rncT CAVINGC '/anm~al l Cf1F~1FNTt STATUS FUNOED FUNOING SOURCE(S)

( (CAPITAL l
Substantial

I
Tax Increment Projected

COU~~C I L
APPROVAL

,~
WO

I
NE61 60NDIF~G

I ~1 CENTER 4,624,000 Over 20 yea~rs -

I 2 ~KE~JNEDY PLAZA I Improved i ge may generate new investment,
1,000,000 especially in Union Station

~ 300,000 
Substantial private investment in area3 'DAVOL SQUARE ~ I

I 4 ILASALLE SQUARE I 220,000 l 
None
Indicated

II 
~~ ~ ~~ I ~~ 

~

~I " ~ YES I SURPLUS RENEI~lAL FUNDS I

II ~~ ~ Y[S 1 " ~

( 5 `EIEMORIAL SQUARE , 500,000 1 Indicated{ ` ~ ~

I 6 IPIWE-DYER STREETS I 50,000 I Nndicated I - I

I ILOCK4100D I 850,000 I None I
7 APIEtIDP1Ei1T Indicated

CF~TIICDRAI S~UARE 250,000 None
I a IREI;OVl1TI0FJS I I Indicated I

I 9 ~WEST END I 500,000 I ` I
I

~ ~ 10 ~SMITII STREET I 1,000,000 I Comnitted I

~ ~~ VES - ~ ° ,

` (
~

YES I ~~ I

YES I "

, ~ YES ~ "

EXISTING BONDING

I COUNCIL
APPROVAL YES EXISTI~~r, AnNntrur,

I 11 ~IIARTFORD I; I 'I ~. I' ~~ ~~ ~AVEWUE 1,000,000 Comnitted I '

I12 I4IASIIIqr,TON PARK f 1,200,000 I None
Comnitted

~ 13 (EAGLE PARK I 478,000 I~Jone
Committed

~I " I P~0 I NE4: BONDING I

~~ „ ~ ~o ~ ., _
(

~~ C.~ ~ ~ ~ G~ ~ ~ 
L~ ~ ~ ~ ~.~ ~ 

n C~ ~ ~ ~ --



" REVENUES, TAX ,
COMPLETED INCREMENT, OR APPROVAL

Proj. COST SAVINGS (annual) CONMENTS ' - STATUS FUNOED FUNDING SOURCE(S)p PROJECT.

I14 ISILVER LAKE , 867,000 l Comnitted ~ I " I r+0 ~ °'

TO BE SUB- '

` I I
P~one I MITTED TO tV0 NEW BONDI('JG

15 OLNEYVILLE 1 269 000 
I
Committed

I
~If~NfI _

( 16 ( TRINITY GATEWAY l
None I " I " ~ " (

1 050 000{ Committed ~
. II

BUILDING
~ 17 I SOUTH PROVIDEf~CE ,

I, ~ I'UNDER~IAY I " I 
FUNDS~ANDITIP~SAV~NGSAL I

1,ZOO,OOOI Indicated

I 13 l UNCOMMITTEO ( I None ~ Promenade a potential project. II
~~

~~ ~ IdEW BONDIt1GI ~
IPlDUSTRIAL 7,000,000 Committed Also Enterorise Zone.

I 19 ( UIJCOMMITTED I I None I I
I COMMERCIAL 1,000,000 Committed Hoyle Sq. a potential project.

~ 20 ( UNCOMMITTED I l None ' I . ~
DOWtJT041P! 1,300,D00 Indicated

I ~~ ~ ~~ I ~~ _ ~

~

~~ ~ ~ C~ ~~ ~ ~~ - ~ ~ ~ 
~,~ ~ ~ ~~ C~ C~ ~ ~ ~ . —



PORT
Proj. BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84 PROGRAM SIX YEAR

# PROJECT CODE COST BUDGET 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 TOTAL

4RANE
SEE #10
BEL0~1 5(10,0001 D~CKH& 500,000 1,000,000

TRA KS
~ ~ 1 1 1 1 I • . ~

tJATER MAIN SYSTEM " 150,000
3 RENOVATION - ~

. r-- --~- - -
1,20~,000

;
,,

150;000

, ~14 FEtJDER SYSTEM 1,750,000 1,750,000 3,500,000

E3E~TNS 1 & 2 "
5 DECK A~~D IJALL ~ 500,000 500,000 -1,000,000

„6 ITESTAAiVD REPLACE - 500,000 500,000 ~ 1,000,000

7 RAILROAD SURVEY 
„ ipO.nn~

100,000

IiYDRANTS I ~~
8 TEST AND REPLACE 100,000 100,000 200,000

I 9 IRESTR(1~MS I I ~ " I 60.00OI I I I 60,000

PRIORITY RENOVA- ~
10 TIONS UNDER STUDY 1,000,000 ~

,

~

L~ O O ~ C~ C~ C~ ~ O C] O C~ C~ ~ ~ ~ O ~ 0



PORT
Proj.

q PROJECT

REVENUES9 TAX ,
COMPLETED INCREMENT, OR
COST SAVINGS (annuali COMMENTS

APPROVAL
STATUS fUNDED FUNDING SOURCE(S)

I I~~~KHB~ ~RANE I I None ( (I SEE BELOW I I SEE BELOW I

1 TRACKS 1,000,000 Indicated

I 2
I4RE5GIAWD66RTHS I

I I I ~ I1,200,OOOI Indicated ~I

I IRENOVATION 
SYSTEM

I
Dept. and USCG

I I
I) I I I

3 150,000 Indicated 
regulationse

II 4 IFEWDER SYSTE~4 I 3,500,000 IDamageland I I) I I

( IDERTFIS 1& 2 I I Revenue
amount not

I II _I I

5 DECK A~ID 4JALL 1,000,000 specified

6 IBOLLARDS None To meet Federal ~4aritime regula- I I I
TEST A~YD REPIACE 1,000,000 Indicated tion. '

None Expanslon of Port to Intermodal I I
I 7 IR{1ILROAD SURVEY I 1,000,000 I indicated i facility I

NYORANTS None
I 8 ITEST AND REPLACE ~I 200,000 I Indicated I To meet Fire Oept. regulations I I I

I

I 9 IRESTROOMS I

PRIORITY RENOVA-
I10 TIONS UNDER STUDY I

PORT COMMIS NEW BONDING OR CDBG FUNDS (
SION REVIEW

I
None

I I60,000 Indicated To meet OSHA regulations
I

~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Q ~ ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ ~ 0 0



Po~~cE
Pro j .
# PROJECT

1 NEt~~
HEADQUARTERS

BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84 PROGRAM _
CODE

I

COST BUDGET 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88
SIX YEAR
TOTAL

2 ACADEtAY
I I ocninvnTTnnic I I I 127.300 I ~~~ _~nn,..~........ _...-- -

EXISTING HQ

- -

3 RENOVATIONS
_ ~

I _

- ~

FIRE
~ STATION I

IRENOVATION 281,250 281.250~~ 308 25t1 3 1,175 Q00

2 NEI+I FIRE STATION 975,500 975,000

I ~ Ir.,~..,...,. .-~,.., .T., I I I Ii _~nn_nnn I 1,50~,000
I ~ 'If~f111\llll7' Invaa..a~ ~ ~ ~ ~ • ~ ' - ~ .

a. 75~,000 A. 700,000

4 NEW HEADQUARTERS. b.2,500,00 6.2,500,000
. ~ ~ i I I

UEHICLE 1,500,000 I, MAINTENANCE - ~ 1,5~10,000
FACILITY

~ ~

COMMUNICATIONS ~
Proj. BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84 PROGRAM SIX YEAR

a ~on_~GrT rnnF cncT RIIf1GFT 19R4_R5 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 TOTAL

1 VOICE ALARMS 300,0O0. 300,000

~—~-0 [~ ~ C~ O L~ O O C7 O O



Po~~cE
Proj.
# PROJECT

REVENUES, TAX
COMPLETED INCREMENT, OR
COST SAVINGS (annual) COMMENTS

1 N E~~J
HEADQUARTERS

2 ACADE~AY ~
RENOVATIONS 127,300

EXISTING HQ I
3 RENOVATIONS

FIRE

- ~

Referred Cost of $7-9 million. In place
to DPUD of renovations below

To counter severe deterioration I

~Jo costs detalled. Breakdown of
needed repairs provided-.

~

.~

STATION ~ None
RENOVATION 1,175,000 ~Indicated To meet OSHA regulations

Consolidate I
2 NEIJ FIRE STATION 975,000 two station In Mto Pleasant Area

Citizen benefits from good

~ TRAINING FACILITY 1,500,000 training

A. 700,000 A) is
~1,800,000

A. 151 No. Main St. Addition I

4 NEW HEAD UARTERSQ 1B•2~500,000 cheaper
g, New location(see Police New HQ

n

VEHICLE
,~ MAINTENANCE

Far.ri iTv

Work ~ 
~~ee~es

resently •
1,500,000 ~ottracted See Dept. of P.ublic Property .

C~ ~ C7 O ~ O C7 O O O C~ CI C~ O O O Cl C~ C7



*Subject to receipt of Federal funds- TIP

PUBLIC WO
Proj .
# PROJECT

RKS ~ -
BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84 PROGRAM SIX YEAR
CODE COST BUDGET 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 TOTAL'

1 ALLE~JS AVENUE -
RESTORATIOP~ 500,000* • 500,000 * 1,000,~00

2 CRA~IFORD STREET ' '
BRIDGE RESTORATIO 200,000* ~ 200,000* 2,200,000

~ BRIDGE REPAIR I I
PROGRAM

q POINT STREET
IBRIDGE RESTORATIO 1,000,000

~- *Subject to receipt of Federal funds

PUBLIC PROPERTY ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Proj. BUDGET PltEVIOUS 1963-84 PROGRAM ' SIX YEAR

# PROJECT CODE COST KUDGET 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87. 1987-88 TOTAL

, 1 I GARAGErrR00F I I , 65,000* 55.,000

2 ( SWI~~NIf~G POOL I
REPAIRS 90,000*` 90,000

L~ C7 0 C~ O C3 C~ O E~ C~ C~ C~ C~ C~ C~ O CC~7 ~ C~



P U B L i C P A R K S 
*Subject to receipt of Federal funds
CDflG A~•!D UPARR FUfdDED PROJECTS Ot~LY

Proj. BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84 PROGRAM SIX YEAR
# PROJECT CODE COST BUOGET 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 TOTAL

1 ESEK HOPKINS ~16,530 * 26,460 22,52J 9~,510

I 2 I GARDEN CENTER I I ~ 48,331* I• 167,500 I 37,480 ~ 187,574I 66,133 I 507,018 I

I 3 MUSEUM I 291,5Q0 * 414,100 53,000 758,600
I

I 4 I AFRICA + I I 776,O~J0* I 1;750,OQ0 I 1,500,000 I 500,000 ~ 2,0O0,000 I 6,526,000 I

~ ~JORTH BURIAL
5 GROUtJD ~ 131,000 * 120,000 90,000 80,000 80,000 501,000

~ 6 IIMPROVEMEJTS I I ~ I 463,446* I 50~,490 I 29~,664 ~~ 300,312I 263;828 I1,954,740 I

URBAPJ . ~
7 REFORESTATION 70,000* 65,000 65,OOn 65,000 65,000 330,000

NISTORIC Z00
8 STRUCTURES

~rcTnonTTnr.~ Q~~ R~A* A~~ 7Rl1 lit~ ~f2~ ~F~ ~~~ a7a RR(1 9_~~U_~~~

I I&LBOULEVARD
PARK

I I I I9 446,000* 295,000. 320,000 240,000 183,~00 1,184,OOQ i

MAJOR RECREATIOf~
10 SITES DEVELOPED 228,OOQ* 30Q,~00 500,00~ 450,0~0 2Fi5,~Q0 1,743,000

. ~ !

11 SMALL SITES 250,000* ! 250,000 I 250,000 250,000 250,000 1,500,000I 1
~

ACTIVE SPORTS
12 SITES REHA6. ~ ~ 2Q0,000* 200,000. 200,000 200,000 200,000 1,000,000 ~;

FAMILY
13 ENTERTA I iJMENT

A~EAS UND STUDY 9,512,~00

i ~--~ c-rn,~ „~F R~,~-~_~ i ~~~ ~ ~ ~174 ~7 * C~ C.~ C~ C~ C] C~ 0 C~ 1~~~ Q



PUBLIC PARKS RE~EN~ES, jTAX

Proj. COMPLETED INCREMENT, OR

N PROJECT COST SAVINGS (annual) COMh1ENTS

$54,000 allocated for.1978 CDaG

1 ESEK HOPKINS 95,510 and Gould Trust Fund

Income ~ '

2 I GARDEN CENTER 507,018
but not
Determined Extensive sup orting documentation 

(

Asmission

I
Fees & $80,000 annual o erating costs

I

3 MUSEUFI 758,600 Grants Extensive suppor~ing documentation

I IAFRICA I IAdmission I Extensive supporting documenta-
4 ~ ~~ti nnn Goo~ t, r,►,

tdORTH BURIAL

I
Increased - I

5 GROU~~D
500 000, Marketabili

I~ I iMPRf1VFMFNTS I 1,954 , 740 I I ' I

URBAP~ • $51,000 in
lst year of Selfpsustaining Coop porposed,

7 REFORESTATION 330,000 harvest aidinq neiqhborhood residents ~
I IHISTORIC Z00 I I I . I

STRUCTURES.
8 n~r-fnn11TTA~.1 i_3%9_%55 Extensive documentation,...., , .,,., .

BLACKSTONE PARK
I I

P~one
(Indicated

Sites_itemized in supporting I

I 9 & BOULEVARD 1,1F34,000 documentation.
~

I IMAJOR RECREATIOW I IiJone I I
10 SITES DEVELOPED 1,743,000 Indicated

~ : ~ ~ .

or ~I Sell
11 SMALL SITES 1,500,000 lease some

ACTIVE SPORTS None
I 12 SITES REHAB. 1,000,000 Indicated

FAMILY • Admission Plan to make RIJP self sufficient
13 ENTERTAI~~MENT 9,512,80C~ fees, etc. ~

AREAS
~~_ c-rnnnr,c rtri i~ ~1 n;`~ i~?i(1(i~iiPrr~rP inC~hir ~c R~ hi~P'ri.~ i.~~ ~ ~ C_~ ~ ~ ~ ~



scHoo~s
Proj. BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84
# ~ PROJECT CODE COST BUDGET

I I 
RESERVOIR AVENUE 

I~ I I~ an~iT~nN

PROGRAM
1984-85 1985-86

~782.Q30

SIX YEAR
1986-87 1987-88 TOTAL

782,93Q ;

SACKETT STREET ~
I I I I ID ITION2 A 0 ' '$69 300. ~ 869,300

3 MESSER ADDITION I 2,620,500 2,620,500I ~I

I 
I I ~

4
ADDITIOP~AVENUE

697,E375 697,875

BROAD STREET
5 RENOVATION I ' 938,494 938,494 '

6 LAURO RENOVATION - 1,324,750 I 1,324,750 ;
I I I I

REVENUES, TAX '
COMPLETED INCREMENT, OR
COST SAVINGS (annual) COMMENTS

RESERVOIR AVENUE Savings
over new

~
Urgent need for 150 classrooms.

1 ADDITION 782,930 onstruction $391,465 State match

SACKETT STREET Savings
2 ADDITION 869,300 

over new Relieve overcrowding at Broad
I ~

Savings ~ ~

~ 3 I MESSER ADDITION 2,620,500 
over new

I onstructionl ~ -~$1,310,250 State match

6~EBSTER AVENUE Savings
I 4 ADDITIOP~ over new $348 938 State match '697 875 • I ~ ~~

BROAD STREET Savings
5 RENOVATION 938,494 over new , ~

~ I•nstruct~on 46~,247 State match ~
Savings

6 LAURO RENOVATION 1 324 750> >
over new
onstruction

~ 
$662,375 State~match

O C~ Cl C~ O C~ O Cl C~ C7 O C~ O C~ C~ C~ C~ O O



WATER SUPPLY ~
' Proj. BUDGET PREVIOUS 1983-84 PROGRAM

# PROJEC7 CODE COST BUDGET 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88
SIX YEAR
TOTAL

I 1 ~ i~MPR(1VEME~VTS ~ I I I 4. .000 . 000 1, 000 , 000 5, 000 , 000

LONGV I EI~1 RESER .
( I

'
I ~2 EXPAySIOP~ 2,500,000 1,000,000 3,500,000

PURIFICATION
l I PLANT _

~ ~~rronTTnNc ~ nnn nnn i nnn nnn ~ nnn nnn

ADMIN. OFFICE
I I I

~ I
IN4 BUILD G •$00 000~ 200 000, 1 000 000> > __

I ~ I MFTJFRARFAl1TNf; I I ~ I~_non_000l 2_000_000 I 2_000.000 I 2.O~i0.0001 %.00O.00OI

HYDROELECTRIC
I I I6 PLANT ~ ~ ~ 750,000 ~ 750,000

REVENUES, TAX
COMPLETED INCREMENT, OR
COST SAVINGS (annual) COMMENTS

OAM/SPILLl9AY Not Pursuant to Federal Dam (
1 IMPROVEME~VTS 5,000,000 Indicated Inspection Program

LONGVIEI~I RESER.
t

Paid from
Water Expand by 12,000,000 gallons to ~

2 EXPANSIOP~ 3 500 000> > revenues serve high serv~ce portion
PURIFICATIOt~
PLANT

I I
iVot

I
3 

ALTERATIONS 2,000,000 Indicated Related to EPA

Recaptured
I ADMIN. OFFICE

I
through i4 BUILDING ~1,000,000 water rates
Min. of

CEPJTRAL $350,000/yr +
I

5 METER READING 11,000,000 cost recove v
$374,690

HYDROELECTRIC
I

Net return IEngineer's Analysis
I6 PLANT 750,000 over 30 rslSubm~tty e d

L`~ JC7--~`C~—i~ LJ 0 O C:~ C7 C7 O C] C~



TOTAL FUNDED WITH EXISTING BONDING
1983-84 PROGRAM
BUDGET ~9~4-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-8R

I 4,520,OOC 1,350,~00 I I I

TOTAL FUNDED WITH NEW BONDING

I 11,~97,000 3,091,000

~


