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VWhat do you believe are the top priority park issues that need to be addressed in your district and citywide?

uring Adequate Fundi Mai nance for Pa

a, Will )rok towards securing long term funding for Parks?
No

i. Ifso, would you consider exploring creative financial models such as Parks Improvement Districts (based on the BID
maodel), tax increment financing (TIF), zoning benefits and public private partnerships to supplement maintenance and
operating costs? \, '

b. Would you support dedicating revenue earned through park concessions to parks maintenance and operations?
b No

i. If s0, would you also support revising the Major Concessions Rules to include all significant private uses on public

property (including parks) to communitylborough review?
"i’ No
e

c. Will you support establishing the tracking of spending and staffing on a park by park basis?
Yes No

d. When a capital project is not fully funded wi you support diversj ylng fundmg sources to en surE thenr c pletlon?

What w| those sources be? Spond -* W4 P

No

e. What specific actions would you take to ensure that ev n every nenghborhoo prop y working facilities
such as ball-fields, educational facilities, restroom .etc.’ él‘ Z;_ra/ |/M (’(‘gé‘(/ g

i. Will you support a “fix it first” poficyf fundmg caprtaf pm;ects‘g at resources are dllocated to existing projects in
need of repair?
No
. Will you support adequate staffing and funding to ensure that new and existing parks stay in a “state of good repair”!
No

i. What funﬂ:glpro rams wouid you use to j crease the full-time parks maintenance staff? /M'WA ’G 14 M

it. What can be done to nmprovfcthMeDtaselme services, or maintenance of effort, in our parks te ensure that partnerships
don’t need to replace poor, exustfng serv.r’%; orr ﬁ!ected services s h as ench and fountam rep rrs

!rﬁ N7 fy r\cZg t ace -
iii. How wou you ﬁ the unique raintenance costs of waterfr arks (e.g. ac:gs b Ikheads, and plers)?

[ winld &€ Soli cond k‘!
€. Will you support park ratings by borough and community board in addition to the citywide level in the Mayor's
Management Report!

No

h. Will you support making the official Parks Department “property list” — that specifically delineates all 1,700 properties

— available anlipe?
@ No

Protecting Parkland
a. Will you support more laws that require public notification and input when a park will be used for non-park purposes,

to afford(? the protection they need from development or use by other agencies?
Y No

i. How would you require that professional sp : arganizations assist in maintaining and operating public parks near their

ciies? | req urt POt Q perfarmance o
@(/mm@ Hollow- %ﬂ" a

2-d EIBLEPPBILIT OEEE 13rd3s” dH BI:21 600Z 61 unr



