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PARKS REFLECT COMMUNITY 

 
Parks and recreation programs impact 
our daily lives, even without stepping 
foot in a park. Parks make a statement 
about our community, our priorities, our 
values. Young or old, across all             
socio-economic strata, well-maintained 
parks help to create a vibrant community,     
reduce crime, elevate property levels, and 
promote economic development within 
the community. 
 
Conversely, parks that fall into disrepair 
— due to lack of funding, accumulated 
deferred maintenance, and reduced 
maintenance staffing levels — can have a 
negative impact on a community. Much 
like entering a neighborhood with bars on 
the windows and unkept homes, parks 
that are not invested in or maintained 
signal visitors that they are not in a safe 
and welcome place. 
 

ALIGNING VISION AND GOALS 
 
A healthy, well-maintained parks system 
and public facilities supports the City’s 
goals as defined in the newly adopted 
Strategic Plan. 
 
Corona’s vision is to be a safe, vibrant, 
and family-friendly community — a place 
where everyone can thrive. The strategic 
go a ls  inc lude  hav ing  so und                   
infrastructure, a safe community, a sense 
of place, and a strong economy. At the 
heart of any community and especially 
Corona is its parks. We know from both 
public outreach performed through this 

process and observed use that the        
residents of Corona are connected with 
the parks systems. 
 
Investing in Corona’s parks starts with 
ensuring they are well-maintained,      
identifying, budgeting and programming 
for the eventual replacement of aging  
infrastructure, and adapting to the needs 
of the community as it grows and   
changes by obtaining input from          
residents. This Parks and Facilities       
Inventory and Assessment Report is the 
first step in a multi-phase process to   
ensure Corona’s parks meet the needs of 
the community now and into the future. 

Introduction:  Parks and Recreation Matter! 

BROKEN WINDOW THEORY 

A theory developed in 1982 by 

George Kelling and James Wilson 

during a study regarding policing in 
the United States.  

In short, the theory says one broken 
window, left unattended, will lead to 

more. The broken window symboliz-
es residents and the community do 

not care about their environment, 
and therefore crime is tolerated. 
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Existing Conditions 



 

 6 

Community 
Facilities 7 36 Park  

Sites 

Playgrounds 

22 

PARK AND FACILITY EVALUATIONS 

KEY FINDINGS 
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CORONA’S VISION FOR THE FUTURE 

 
The new Strategic Plan developed with 
the community and adopted by the City 
Council provides six overall goals to 
guide decisions in the next five years, as 
well as sets a framework of specific, 
measurable actions and desired outcomes  
to evaluate the future level of goal 
achievement. 
 
Parks are the foundation of the          
community and will play a key role in 
Strategic Plan goal attainment. A major 
finding of this report is that an ongoing 
funding stream is necessary to complete 
deferred maintenance, proactively     
manage and replace aging park assets, 
and bring Corona’s park up to a new 
standard. 
 

A POINT IN TIME—A GOOD PLACE 

TO START 
  

The various site evaluations for parks 
and buildings were performed over a 
span of nine months, between April to 
December 2020. The findings represent a 
documentation of conditions observed in 
the field by an impartial, industry trained 

consultant. Some items identified may 
already have been remedied by the time 
of this final report through regularly 
scheduled maintenance activities. Other 
future projected replacements may need 
to occur sooner or later than noted.  
 
Parks are an organism, always changing. 
A park visit on two different days may 
yield completely different impressions. 
Many factors contribute to the park’s 
overall appearance. Park users, recent 
events, vandalism, harsh weather, and 
maintenance practices are just a few. The 
information provided in these tables and 
reports will be used as a basis to start the 
asset management process. Conditions 
and costs will be evaluated and updated 
over time. This report and data output 
provide a valuable tool and provide con-
text for discussion of future needs and 
priorities. 

Aligning Budget and Goals 

KEY FINDING 
On average, a minimum 

$2,900,000 annual investment 
is needed for the next 10 years to   

replace equipment in 
Corona’s parks. 

STRATEGIC PLAN OBJECTIVES, STRATEGIES & MILESTONES 

Recreation Facilities 

Availability of Paths and 

Walking Trails 

Quality of Public Parks 

Asset Management 

Plan / Program 

Updated Capital Im-

provement Plan 

Long-term Capital Re-

serve / Asset Manage-
ment Funding Policy 

Parks and Recreation 

Master Plan 

Trails Master Plan 
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A total of 22 park playground sites were 
inspected by a certified playground      
inspector. Newly installed playgrounds or 
playgrounds that are scheduled to be   
replaced in the coming fiscal year were 
not inspected. Complete records of the 
safety inspections are available in the  
individual park reports located in        
Appendix A or available digitally. 
 
The most common issue observed was 

safety surfacing levels. This is an item 

that is easily fixable through leveling or 
adding fiber wood chips. The table on the 
next page summarizes issues found at 
each park playground site. Other       
widespread issues concern adding        
appropriate signage stickers to each  
playground to indicate proper age for 
equipment, removing graffiti, and        
addressing minor hardware issues, such 
as filing down bolts, and tightening or 
replacing missing bolts. 

Playground Safety Inspections 
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Playground Safety Inspections 

Issue Noted 
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Add / adjust equipment for ADA 
compliance •             •         •                   

Add more wood fiber • • • • • • • •   • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Add new stickers • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •   • 

Clean equipment / remove residue  •                               •         

File bolts down / add nut to cover  •               •   • •         •       • 

Grind ramp for compliance            •         •                     

Install / replace safety  
barrier • • •       • •         •     •     • •     

Install missing bolts /  
hardware 

 • • •   •         •   •       •           

Modify / remove equipment  •         •   •     • • •       • •       

Monitor equipment for cracking        •     •           • •     •       • 
Remove / file sharp edge •                               •           

Remove equipment for age  
compliance •               •       •       •           

Remove graffiti      • • •     • • •       • • • • • • •   
Remove trash / debris / weeds          • •     •                         
Repair / replace damaged  
equipment • •   • •   • •         •   •   •         • 

Repair PIP Rubber  •         • • •           •             • 
Replace missing equipment      •     •   • •                         

Tighten/replace hardware  • • • • • • •   •       • • •       •     

Trim tree branches            •         •                     

Issue Summary by Park Playground 

Americans with Disabilities Acts (ADA) Findings 

All seven community facilities were assessed 
for their compliance with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act. Parks have been previously 
assessed and are in the process of being    
improved over the course of a five-year period 
per a settlement agreement.  

Each of the non-compliant items identified 
were classified into categories for the purpose 
of prioritizing the improvements. The highest 
priority items are for parking accessibility and 
path of travel routes to each building. 
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Location 
Priority 

 1 
Priority 

2 
Priority 

3 
Priority 

4 
Priority 

5 Total 

Auburndale Community Center $57,065 $9,608 $22,588 $27,450 $0 $116,711 

Circle City Center $70,822 $7,322 $34,096 $1,658 $0 $113,898 

Corona Public Library $77,605 $655 $6,529 $0 $24,243 $109,032 

Corona Senior Center $144,823 $15,792 $1,916 $11,345 $0 $173,876 

Historic Civic Center Complex $319,758 $60,336 $124,542 $9,078 $0 $513,714 

River Road Community Center $80,180 $10,609 $6,394 $4,392 $0 $101,575 

Victoria Community Center $64,452 $1,120 $5,521 $32,156 $0 $103,249 

Totals $814,705 $105,442 $201,586 $86,079 $24,243 $1,232,055 

1010

The costs shown in the table below are      
preliminary in nature. All of the                  
improvements will require civil or               
architectural plans to be prepared. The scope 
and nature of the work may expand during 
the design process. 
 
Additional considerations will need to be   
given to the Historic Civic Center Complex. 
The Historic Civic Center is listed on the         
California historic landmark registry. Any  
alterations or improvements will need to be 
approved by the State of California Office of 
Historic Preservation.  

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 

Category 
Non-Compliance Issues Related 
To 

          
Priority 1 

Accessible Van and Car Parking, 
Approach and Entrances 

Priority 2 Accessible Route / Path of Travel 

Priority 3 Restroom Facilities 

Priority 4 
Access to all other Features and 
Amenities 

Priority 5 Employee Only Areas 
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One way to measure parks is by the num-
ber of park acres available per 1,000 peo-
ple. The City of Corona’s 2018 General 
Plan Update established a standard of 
three park acres per 1,000 residents. 
 
Overall, the City has 2.2 acres of park 
per 1,000 residents, below the City 
standard, and only 1 out of 5 districts 
meets the standard. A look at park acre-
age by City Council District reveals areas 

within the City that do not have access to 
as much public park space as others.   
 
Park acreage did not include the new   
Sierra Bella Park or Griffin Park, neither 
of which were open at the time of field 
studies, and do not include private parks 
or school district property, both of which 
affect the ratio of green space acreage 
available to residents. 

Park Acreage 

DISTRICT 2 
2.7 / 1,000 

10% ↓ 
DISTRICT 1 
1.9 / 1,000 

37% ↓ 

DISTRICT 5 
4.2 / 1,000 

40% ↑ 

DISTRICT 4 
0.9 / 1,000 

70% ↓ 

DISTRICT 3 
1.1 / 1,000 

63% ↓ 

City Standard

3 Park
Acres

1,000 
Residents

Park Acreage — By Council District 

Above Standard 

≤ 10% Below Standard 

11% - 40% Below Standard 

41% - 69% Below Standard 

70% or More Below Standard 

Legend 
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Amenities Level-of-Service 

The National Park and Recreation         
Association (NRPA) is the leading not-for-
profit organization in the United States 
that seeks to build strong, healthy and 
resilient communities through the power 
of parks and recreation. The NRPA has a 
large network of more than 60,000 park 
and recreation professionals that provide 
information for agencies to compare 
themselves against. There are no     
standards for amenities, however, the  
information can be used as a benchmark 
to compare like-sized agencies. 

By comparing the number of amenities 
per 1,000 people, Corona can see where 
gaps exist and use this for future      
planning purposes. While there may be 
gaps in what is available in Corona, 
much of it could be remedied through 
creative programming or joint-use 
agreements with schools or other       
organizations rather than construction of 
more amenities. The needs and desires of 
the Corona residents is a key factor for in 
these types of decisions. 

NRPA 
Benchmark 
Population 

for 1 Amenity 

Needs Based 
on Corona's 

2018 Population* 

Current 
Corona 

Inventory 

Current 
Deficit or 

Surplus Amenity Type 

 
Amphitheatre / Stage 112,611 2 1 -1.0 

 
Basketball Courts 8,792 19 14.5 -4.5 

 
Community Centers (SF) 52,021 4 2 -2.0 

 
Baseball Fields-Adult 47,754 4 14 10.0 

 
Softball Fields-Adult 26,714 7 11 4.0 

 
Multi-Purpose Fields 13,233 13 64 51.0 

 
Picnic Shelters 5,000 34 28 -6.0 

 
Playgrounds (Ages 6-10) 4,623 36 31 -5.0 

 
Soccer Fields-Adult 20,478 9 14 5.0 

 
Swimming Pool 64,250 3 2 -1.0 

 
Tennis Courts 5,589 30 21 -9.0 

 
Skatepark 107,773 2 2 0.0 

 
Volleyball Court 34,565 5 2 -3.0 

* Corona’s 2018 Population was 165,355 based upon 2018 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates (US Census Bureau) 
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Public Outreach 
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Residents Are Interested In... 

66% 
of respondents would support 
additional funding for Corona’s 
parks, facilities, and programs. 

Highest Priorities 
Special events and youth recreation  

programs ranked  as the highest 
priority for survey participants. 

iorities

We want more… 
Trails and walking paths are the 

most desired new amenities 
among residents surveyed. 

Areas of Concern 
Cleanliness at parks is a concern for survey respondents.  

Use of parks by unsheltered individuals is also a concern. 
 

Satisfaction 
Residents are satisfied with the availability 
of parks and trails; they are less satisfied 
with the amenities provided in the parks. 

Boosting Usage 
The biggest drawbacks to higher 
park usage are maintenance and 

safety concerns. 

e
s
.

Funding Corona’s Parks 

New Features 
Water features / splash pads,  
botanical gardens and adventure  
playgrounds are rated highly desirable 
for non-traditional park features. 

Their Neighborhood Parks 
78% visit at least once every few months. 
61% visit monthly or more often. 
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Focus Group—Top Comments 

Maintain and upgrade park facilities that need 
it most. 
 
 
 
Address safety improvements, such as  
installing lighting and replacing dated  
equipment. 
 
 
 
 

Address the high demand for sports fields. 
 
 
 
 

Identify parks that have “opportunity” spaces 
for potential improvements. 
 
 
 
 
 

Explore partnerships and joint use agreements 
with the Corona Norco Unified School District 
(CNUSD). 
 
 
 

Increase awareness and education of the City’s 
recreation programs. 
 
 
 
Ensure that park programs and amenities      
reflect existing and changing demographics. 
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Public Outreach 

PUBLIC SURVEY 
 
RRC Associates conducted two forms of 
public survey—a mailed survey and an 
online survey. The mailed surveys were 
sent to 6,000 residents at random based 
on the City’s population in order to 
achieve a statistically valid survey. A total 
of 464 mailed surveys were completed. 
 
After the deadline for response to the 
mailed surveys had passed, the City    
promoted an online survey. This survey 
was open to anyone who wished to com-
plete it. The City received 386 survey   
responses from this  method. 
 
Based on the mailed and online surveys, 
RRC was able to analyze survey questions 
and affirm that survey responses were 
within an acceptable margin of error. RRC 
also noted that the online survey results 
closely mirrored the mailed surveys, 
which bolsters confidence in the survey 
results. 
 

 
 
 

FOCUS GROUP MEETINGS 
 
Two focus group meetings were          
conducted in person with a diverse set of 
stakeholders to get their feedback on the 
City of Corona’s parks and recreation 
programs. The meetings were held on  
July 30, 2020 and August 27, 2020.  Each 
group numbered between 5 to 6 people, 
and ranged from local youth sports 
league representatives, current Corona 
Parks & Recreation Commissioners,      
Corona Parks Foundation members,    
theater performance group members, 
long-term Corona residents and           
employees, and members of local service 
organizations. Meetings generally lasted 
an hour, as participants were asked  
questions about their experiences with 
parks and recreation programs offered by 
the City in order to start the                
conversation. 
 
 

Bureau Veritas contracted with KTUA to conduct focus group meetings and RRC        
Associates to conduct public surveys. The outreach goals were to get the public’s   
opinion on Corona’s current park facilities and programs, and also find any gaps in   
either expectations or types of offerings.  
 
Although the COVID-19 pandemic had a stronghold on the way society functioned in 
2020, it also highlighted a real need for people to connect and utilize the outdoor space 
around them for mental and physical health. It is difficult to measure how COVID-19 
truly impacted survey respondents, so it will be important to calibrate survey results 
with other data to be collected in future park planning processes.
 
RRC’s report containing full survey responses can be found in Appendix D. 
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Opportunities for Enhancing Parks 

 A park in-fill area is a pocket of land that 
currently has a low recreation               
opportunity, but has the potential to be 
used for a needed new amenity. These 
areas may be odd or irregularly shaped 
and would not accommodate a large      
facility—such as a sports field - but could 
be used for playgrounds, circuit or       
exercise equipment, picnic areas,          
botanical gardens or any other type of 
unmet demand. 
 
A total of 24.3 acres of empty    
parkland was identified as potential 
in-fill areas. Not all parks contained   
areas suitable for in-fill. And not all areas 
identified may be utilized; conversely 
some areas not identified may be chosen 
for a new amenity during the future   
master planning process.  
 
The map at the right shows an example 
of a potential in-fill area at Brentwood 
Park outlined in green. These areas may 
accommodate some fitness equipment to 

complement the walking path. Maps of 
each park with potential opportunity   
areas are located in Appendix C. 

Potential Opportunity Areas 

Considerations for Opportunity Areas 
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Planning for Future Needs 
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Methodology 

Park Valuations 
 
Bureau Veritas calculated the Current  
Replacement Value (CRV) for each park 
and facility. The CRV has two main    
components:  a replacement cost value 
for each amenity located at the park and 
a land value. The land value includes a 
multiplier to factor in the park’s location, 
landscaping and irrigation, and utilities.  
 
The CRV is applied across all of the parks 
in order to form a consistent basis for 
comparison. It is not based upon actual 
book value of the parks or property     
appraisals. In addition, the replacement 
cost is calculated based on the cost to  
replace the exiting amenity with the same 
type of amenity—like for like. Costs to 
upgrade or upsize amenities are not    
included in this base calculation, but 
could increase replacement costs long 
term. 
 

Facility Condition Index 
 
The next step is to determine how long 
an asset or amenity will last. Bureau   
Veritas looked out over the next 20 years 
for our assets. We have focused on the 
first ten years in this executive summary, 
since there are so many issues that can 
affect the long-term life of an asset. 
 
The replacement costs of all assets that 
were determined to require replacement 
in this 10-year time period were captured 
and summed up. This total can be called 
the Needed Asset Replacements (NAR). 
 
Lastly, the Facility Condition Index is   
determined by dividing the Needed Asset 
Replacement value by the Current        
Replacement Value for the park. In other 
words, this tells us what percentage of 

the park value will need to be reinvested 
in the park to maintain its value. 
 

Other Factors for Consideration 
 
This method is one of many that can be 
used to compare similar facilities across 
the City’s portfolio. However, the most 
accurate picture takes into account some 
intangible, qualitative factors that may 
not be easy to ascertain based on an    
individual site visit. Recurring        
maintenance and vandalism issues, the 
impact of  the homeless’ presence at 
parks on the public’s ability to use       
facilities, and the desired standards of 
the park user need to be factored in. The 
first three columns in the table at the 
right contain areas for ratings for the 
Parks Commission, the City, as well as 
Bureau Veritas’ Facility Condition Index 
ratings. This total view will be used in 
current and future planning to help     
determine priorities. 
 
Projected Needs 
 
The park site visits identified 
$1,421,621 in immediate repair needs. A 
summary breakdown by park is shown in 
the table for both immediate needs and 
needs over the next ten years. 
 
The costs shown are estimates developed 
based upon various sources and are  
intended for high-level planning  
purposes. Visit Appendix A for individu-
al park reports, also available digitally. 

Facility Condition Index (FCI) 

Calculation 

Needed Asset Replacement $ 

Park Current Replacement Value $ 
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Estimated Repair Costs—10 Years 

Park Name Park Type 
Park 

Acres 
Years 1-10 

Cumulative 
Immediate 

Needs 
BV CS PC 

Auburndale Park Neighborhood 2.02 $510,611 $323,750    

Border Park Neighborhood 2.28 $364,341 $15,995    

Brentwood Park Neighborhood 13.06 $401,990 $6,540    

Buena Vista Park Neighborhood 9.48 $150,758 $14,839    

Butterfield Park Major 43.50 $1,330,626 $113,580    

Chase Park Neighborhood 5.21 $491,741 $149,810    

Citrus Park Community 20.01 $243,128 $6,997    

City Park Community 20.54 $2,032,106 $353,029    

Contreras Park Mini 0.17 $4,826 $0    

Cresta Verde Park Neighborhood 5.07 $371,594 $10,080    

Eagle Glen Park Community 13.47 $1,346,302 $3,700    

El Cerrito Park Community 26.06 $3,183,467 $10,900    

Fairview Park Neighborhood 5.21 $110,129 $10,995    

Husted Park Neighborhood 3.27 $354,552 $27,435    

Jameson Park Neighborhood 13.05 $869,093 $1,750    

Joy Park Mini 0.18 $10,481 $150    

Kellogg Park Neighborhood 4.53 $628,486 $0    

Lincoln Park Neighborhood 5.44 $254,558 $2,900    

Mangular Park Neighborhood 3.63 $393,987 $19,320    

Merrill Park Mini 0.20 $3,133 $0    

Mountain Gate Park Community 21.07 $1,156,754 $6,350    

Ontario Park Neighborhood 5.17 $169,482 $4,990    

Parkview Park Neighborhood 5.71 $445,025 $7,200    

Promenade Park Community 18.86 $529,946 $64,714    

Ridgeline Park Neighborhood 5.01 $503,359 $4,895    

Rimpau Park Neighborhood 4.67 $356,615 $5,238    

River Road Park Neighborhood 5.57 $731,700 $20,100    

Rock Vista Park Neighborhood 8.28 $611,104 $14,975    

Santana Park Major 49.86 $1,570,779 $56,520    

Serfas Club Park Neighborhood 6.65 $88,589 $20,264    

Sheridan Park Neighborhood 2.27 $181,038 $15,086    

Spyglass Park Neighborhood 5.10 $236,940 $0    

Stagecoach Park Neighborhood 9.06 $81,353 $24,187    

Tehachapi Park Neighborhood 2.98 $299,669 $34,950    

Victoria Park Neighborhood 2.27 $149,464 $965    

Village Park Neighborhood 5.28 $215,076 $16,220    

 Totals:      354.19 $20,382,802 $1,368,424    

Legend            Good          Fair          Poor          Very Poor 

For information on Park Commissioner Ratings, see Appendix B. 
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Seven community facilities were inspected as part of this assessment. Two types of  
inspections were conducted:  the physical condition of the buildings and assets, and 
compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) regulations. 
 
All of the facilities were rated as being in fair to good condition. There are $53,197 in 
immediate needs for facility repairs. However, over the next ten years, significant  
investments will be required, totaling nearly $9.5 million. The majority of the  repairs 
will be required at the two largest facilities—the Corona Public Library and the Historic 
Civic Center Complex.  

10-Year Projected Outlook for Buildings 

CS BV Location 
Square 

Footage 
Immediate 

Needs 
Years 1-10 

Cumulative 

  Auburndale Community Center 3,500 $0 $128,941 

  Circle City Center 33,000 $0 $523,673 

  Corona Public Library 87,239 $0 $4,613,418 

  Corona Senior Center 7,650 $23,313 $710,565 

  
Historic Civic Center Complex (Civic 
Center, Gym, and Admin Offices) 

54,300 $14,400 $3,108,040 

  River Road Community Center 2,600 $5,484 $129,129 

  Victoria Community Center 4,600 $10,000 $172,390 

  Total 192,889 $53,197 $9,365,201 

This assessment addressed only the 
physical assets—the benches, lights, 
equipment—located within the parks and 
identified current and future replacement 
needs. It does not address the cost to 
add new facilities or even enhance the 
existing facilities. For example, the cost 
to replace an asphalt sports court would 
include the costs to install a new asphalt 
court—not to upgrade it to concrete or 
increase the size to accommodate  
spectator benches.  
 
Another important aspect that was not  
covered is the maintenance level-of-
service.  We know from survey  
responses, focus group comments, and 

interactions with the public that keeping 
our parks maintained are extremely     
important, and the response times to fix 
vandalism and remove trash are also 
important. This may require additional 
funding to achieve the desired  
maintenance and response times that the 
community desires. 
 
A last area that will need to be addressed 
is the additional staffing required to    
implement this recommended capital   
improvement plan. Due to the nature of 
some of the work, the City will need to 
develop plans and have project           
management staff necessary to complete 
the upgrades. 

What is Not Covered in this Report? 

Legend            Good          Fair          Poor          Very Poor 
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PARK ADVOCACY 
  
The Corona Parks Commission serves a 
vital role for parks and recreation       
programs. The Parks Commission is 
tasked with serving as an advisor to the 
City Council to make recommendations 
on recreation programs, maintenance and 
operation of the public park system and 
the planting, care and removal of trees 
within the parkways. Through projects 
and processes such as these, the       
Community Services Staff helps to      
provide the necessary tools and data for 
the Parks Commission to advocate on  
behalf of our parks for the       
community.  
 
DEFINING THE CORONA 
STANDARD—TOGETHER 
  
We are stronger when we work 
together towards common 
goals. These goals must be 
well-defined, understood by all 
and documented. Distinct 
goals and objectives can 
then be measured and 
evaluated to confirm if 
they are being met, and 
if not help identify what 
changes or additional  
resources may be needed to ensure the 
goals are met going forward. 
 
Many people that interact with Corona’s 
parks do so from very different           
perspectives. The contracted park       
evaluator will look at a structure for its 
safety and stability. A parent may see the 
ease or difficulty with which their       
children can use a park’s amenities. A 
maintenance worker may focus on    
keeping items stocked, the grass green 
and emptying trash bins for sports 
leagues. A recreation team leader will see 
spaces that activities can be planned in. 

An infrequent park user may see the 
presence or absence of trash as a sign of 
cleanliness or lack of care. Together these 
viewpoints form a composite picture of 
the park as a whole. 
 
Corona now has the first piece – an      
objective evaluation from an industry 
professional contained in the individual 
park facility and assessment reports. The 
next step is to further calibrate those 
findings with those of Corona’s         
Community Services staff and the Parks 
Commission. Appendix B contains a 
summary sheet that lists each park  
amenity, the quantity and a rating. We 

invite you to visit these parks and       
provide your feedback to help     
define the Corona Standard. 
  
BUILDING COMMUNITY 
THROUGH STEWARDSHIP 
 
People are passionate about 
parks. For many lifelong         

residents, Corona’s parks hold 
cherished memories of        
celebrations and activities 
from their youth. Now, 
they are making new   

memories with their own   
children through sports,  

community events and recreation  
programs offered by the City of Corona 
and its partners. Corona is lucky to have 
this valuable resource to draw from. 
 
Corona seeks to take advantage of this 
passion and excitement for our parks and 
channel it into programs such as the 
Park Ambassador, Adopt-A-Park and 
Clean-Up Events. Volunteers will help 
to bridge some of the gaps that exist by 
fostering park stewardship in the      
community. Together, we can raise       
today’s youth to value and care for   
Corona’s parks for future generations. 

Corona’s Parks Need Your Support 

 

 

Advocacy 

Build  
Community 

through Parks 

 The 
Corona 

Standard 

 Steward-
ship 
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Next Steps 
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WE’VE ONLY JUST BEGUN 
 
The Park and Facility Inventory and  
assessment was the first step in the City’s 
planning process. Before proceeding with 
master planning efforts, the City and 
Park’s Commission needed to know the 
current status of parks and facilities. As 
development subsides in the City, and it 
transitions towards a maintenance role, it 
is important to understand the financial 
resources necessary to keep the once-new 
parks in useable condition for the public. 
 
The information contained in this report 
will be utilized to populate the City’s  
asset management program. The program 
combines the City’s GIS systems, service 
and work order requests for  
maintenance, inspections, and asset  
management principles to allow the City 
to optimally manage its portfolio of  
assets. The data will also serve as the 
foundation for annual budgetary requests 
for the planned maintenance and  
replacement of assets as they approach 
the end of their useful life. 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

PARKS MASTER PLAN 
 
The next major step in the process is  
requesting funding to develop a Parks 
Master Plan. City staff is currently in the 
process of developing a detailed scope of 
work to address the concerns and needs 
of the community when it comes to park 
facilities. 
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Appendix A 

Requested Park Facility and ADA Reports 



CITY OF CORONA
Community Services Department

Parks and Facilities Inventory and Assessment Project
Customized Park Commissioner Binders

DIRECTIONS:  Please check the box next to each park report that you would like to have included in 
your customized binder. Please e-mail Tracy.Martin@CoronaCA.gov by March 18th. 

Park Assessment Reports

Auburndale Park Mangular Park
Border Park Merrill Park
Brentwood Park Mountaingate Park
Buena Vista Park Ontario Park
Butterfield Park Parkview Park
Chase Park Promenade Park
Citrus Park Ridgeline Park
City Park Rimpau Park
Contreras Park River Road Park
Cresta Verde Park Rock Vista Park
Eagle Glen Park Santana Park
El Cerrito Park Serfas Club Park
Fairview Park Sheridan Park
Husted Park Spyglass Park
Jameson Park Stagecoach Park
Joy Park Tehachapi Park
Kellogg Park Victoria Park
Lincoln Park Village Park

ADA Assessment Reports

Auburndale Community Center Historic Civic Center Complex
Circle City Center River Road Community Center
Corona Public Library Victoria Community Center
Corona Senior Center

Building Assessment Reports

Auburndale Community Center Historic Civic Center Complex
Circle City Center River Road Community Center
Corona Public Library Victoria Community Center
Corona Senior Center



Appendix B 

Park Amenity Summary Sheets & 
Park Commissioner Ratings 



Appendix B 
Park Amenity Summary Sheets & Park Commissioner Ratings 

 
 

Methodology 
 
The Draft Parks and Facilities Inventory and Assessment Project (Project) Executive 
Summary was presented to the Parks Commission on March 10, 2021. The presentation 
included a binder containing a Draft Executive Summary, and information prepared by 
the Consultant, Bureau Veritas, and their subconsultants during the project including a 
request form for individual park and facility reports, park summary rating sheets, 
opportunity area maps and a public outreach data report. 
 
During the Project, it became evident that the evaluations performed by the Consultant 
did not completely capture the park condition from various important viewpoints. 
Particularly, staff has experience in the parks related to its maintenance as well as 
historical, institutional knowledge. And the park end-user perspective was not 
documented. A park amenity could be considered sound when evaluated for its 
remaining useful life, but park users may know that the equipment is inadequate based 
upon their experience. Therefore, it was important for the City to capture this 
information for future use in asset replacement planning and the upcoming Park Master 
Planning process. To help fill in those gaps in perspective, both staff and Park 
Commissioners were tasked with providing input on parks. 
 
Park Commissioners were asked to provide their feedback on the parks using the Park 
Amenity Summary Sheets prepared by the Consultant for each park. The summary 
sheets contained the Consultant’s rating for each amenity group at the park. The rating 
consisted of assessing the amenity as either good, fair or poor. Park Commissioners were 
instructed to circle the rating of the Consultant if they agreed with the assessment. If 
they disagreed, they could mark the rating they felt was most appropriate. 
Commissioners were also encouraged to provide any written feedback they felt was 
necessary on the same form.  
 
The Park Commissioners divided up the workload for the parks. At least one 
Commissioner visited each small park; most parks had two Park Commissioners visit 
and rate the park. As many as three Commissioners visited a single park. After all the 
assessments were completed, Commissioners forwarded their ratings to the Project 
Manager. The Park Commissioner ratings and comments were appended to the Rating 
Sheets provided by the Consultant. All relevant comments relating to the assessment 
were summarized and added to the summary sheets. Comments and ratings are shown 
in blue type. In order to develop the overall Park Commissioner Rating shown in the 
Executive Summary, the ratings by all Commissioners were considered and weighted 
against the rating provided by Bureau Veritas. For example, if Bureau Veritas rated a 
park overall as Fair, and most of the marks from the Park Commissioners agreed with 
Consultant’s ratings, the Park Commissioner rating was also determined to be Fair. If 
there were a number of ratings by the Park Commissioners indicating a Poor condition 
as compared with the Consultant’s ratings, then the park rating from the Commission 
was determined to be Poor. 
 



Staff input was solicited in a less formalized way. As park staff are assigned parks and 
visit each on a regular basis, they are able to provide their professional feedback without 
use of the park sheets. Instead, their overall rating was recorded in the table on page 20 
of the Executive Summary as either good, fair, poor or very poor. 
 
All of the ratings and comments provided by the Park Commissioners, including the 
Executive Summary and park reports will be provided to the next consultant for 
preparation of the City’s updated Park Master Plan. This information will be critical in 
shaping the priorities for existing park amenities and future planned amenities and also 
maintenance practices in Corona’s parks. The comments and ratings indicate that there 
was a clear gap between the Consultant’s assessment and the standard that the Parks 
Commissioner and staff desire for the City’s parks and facilities. It is evident from these 
individual comments as well as the public survey that parks are valued in this 
community, and that the community desires a high-level of maintenance and equipment. 



CITY OF CORONA
Community Services Department

Parks and Facilities Inventory and Assessment Project

Park Summary Rating Sheet Instructions
Defining the Corona Standard

This section contains Park Amenities Summary Sheets for each park and building that was assessed. We need your help to help 
calibrate the results by providing your input on rating.

Directions:
If you agree with the rating, place a circle around the ‘X’.
If you disagree with the rating, place an ‘X’ in the column of your rating.

o Please add comments to explain why you changed the rating.
Write your name and the date of your visit on the form.
Turn it in by scanning and emailing to Tracy.Martin@coronaca.gov or dropping it off at Community Services at City Hall by
April 28th. 

The following page contains the scale that Bureau Veritas used when evaluating these amenities. 

X     Sidewalk has a lot of cracks.

Agree with 
Rating

Disagree with 
Rating



Bureau Veritas

Condition Rating Scale and Definitions

Rating Description
Good Satisfactory as-is. Component or system is sound and performing its function, 

typically within the first third of its lifecycle. However, it may show minor signs of 
normal wear and tear. Repair or replacement will be required when the 
component or system either reaches the end of its useful life or fails in service.

Fair Showing signs of wear and use but still satisfactory as-is; typically near the median 
of its estimated useful life. Component or system is performing adequately at this 
time but may exhibit some signs of wear, deferred maintenance, or evidence of 
previous repairs. Repair or replacement will be required due to the component of 
system’s condition and/or its estimated remaining useful life.

Poor Component or system is significantly aged, flawed, functioning intermittently or 
unreliably; displays obvious signs of deferred maintenance; shows evidence of 
previous repair or workmanship not in compliance with commonly accepted 
standards; has become obsolete; or exhibits an inherent deficiency. The present 
condition could contribute to or cause the deterioration of contiguous elements 
or systems. Either full component replacement is needed, or repairs are required 
to restore to good condition, prevent premature failure, and/or prolong useful life.



Paint good; small for pool programming. Full of
debris, stumps need removal. Bent sign post.

X

X

X

X

Holes and uneven.

Stumps need removing.

Doesn't provide shade. Some dry rot.

No public restroom available.
Gates looked locked but weren't. Chains wrapped but not locked.

Some large cracks at stairs.

One light post missing.

X Observed some flooding/puddles.

Age of pump, heater?

Missing hoops.
Backboards/nets need repair/replace.

Unused court 1 Possible half court X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Fair
Park Commissioners: Poor



X

X Approx. 3 existing LED located on the adjacent
street light pole & focused on park. One
attached to building may be burnt out.

X

X

Shrubs only at restroom.
Excessive surface roots.
No flower beds, only shrub planter areas.

Tables

OVERALL RATING;
Bureau Veritas: Very Poor
Park Commissioners: Very Poor



X
X

X
Pickleball Courts 4
Volleyball Court 1

Needs to be tightened.
Court needs to be repainted with new striping &
resurfaced. Pickleball courts need painting and
resurfacing at same time. Planter facing Border
is in good condition with drought tolerant plant
material. Volleyball court is located in turf with no
net and in turf several trees are too close to the
unmarked court & play zone.

Lights don't work at tennis or pickleball courts.
No tennis court surfacing left/no paint left on tennis courts/dirty.
Pickleball & tennis courts - dirty.



X

X X

X
X

X
X

 X

Cracks need
sealing. Curbs & stalls need paint.

Several areas uplifted from roots.

No mulch.
Excessive surface roots.

Rusty

Located within turf area

X

X

X
Surface completely worn on basketball court.
Volleyball court packed dirt with no net.

X

X

X

X

X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Fair
Park Commissioners: Poor



Open space ballfield/backstops X Lumpy playing area with home plate area issues.

Irrigation X

X



 

X
X

X

Adjacent to picnic shelter

Numbers don't seem to match
Numbers don't seem to match
Numbers don't seem to match

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Good
Park Commissioners: Good



 

No mention of picnic area shade structure or restrooms.



Poor lighting west/east parking lots

X

If this needs done, it's not "good" condition.

X

X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Fair
Park Commissioners: Poor



Unsecured dumpsters; not enough trash
cans/recycle bins by ballfield seating.

Dry rot facia boards/steep incline

Wood bench on siderail. Water station poor.

No dog bags/large park poor. Grass in bad
condition. Mud, deep holes from tree trunk.

X

X

X

Counted six dogs with owners exercising on softball fields (Sunday afternoon) instead of using dog park.
Parking lot lights on at 5 pm.
Tree trimming truck left damage on grass.
"Do not climb" sign by memorial.
Signs on back fields "No dogs on fields."
Dumpsters west parking lot - tops open/no locks - attract dumping. Not close to park for users or landscape crews.
Drive/walking loop includes area to small concession - poor condition.
No water pressure at dog fountain bottle refill on top.
Large dog park - wet mud puddles, large holes, dying grass. Tree trimmer stuck in mud - needs to fill dirt / level out.
Tree trimmers damaged new grass at dog park.

X
BBQ Pedestal 3 Lunch shelter X
Flagpole (unlit) 1 Near dog park X



X Gravel loose; handicapped & regular stalls
need to be painted. Emergency curb needs
paint.

X Signs?

X

Only see 3 but good concrete.

Windows fixed; women's side locked, no one
inside.

Bird poop - could use cleaning.

Playground surface= fair=Corona standard should be rubberized surface.

Only one in playground.

It's fair for non-sports
play.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Fair



 

Lifting in areas.

Dry, bare spots.

Eroded, needs replacing

Metal are damaged

Uneven spots. Large areas with no grass.

Exterior only

X

X
X
X

X

 X

X Concrete tables

X

Two fields - small on south end - poor condition.
Larger field on north end - poor condition.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Good
Park Commissioners: Fair



 

Exterior only assessed.

Broken/missing pieces. Missing broken slide on
small playground. Random useless gazebo thing
in middle? Broken slide with cone. Missing step
for zipline. Shade sails good, poles need clean-
up tape and other trash. Shower not working,
may be off.

X

Concrete picnic tables throughout park are all good.



X

X

X

X

X
X

X
X

Trash everywhere.

Uneven, cracked throughout.

Vandalized throughout.

-Uneven

X

X

- none are working
Need concrete only.

OutdatedX

X
X
X

X Outdated
X

X

Wrought iron gates broken. human feces-awful.
vandalized electrical boxes, vandalized. graffiti
throughout. Walls peeling, cement holes,
vandalism. Benches are far.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Very Poor



X
X

X
X

X

X
X

Vandalized, door collapsed.
Vandalized, fence broken down.

Need more for tournaments.

Uneven, light missing, need more benches.

See comments.

Deteriorating
Wood chips at park = no. Need to rubberize.
Kids playing football - no underutilized spaces.
Slide also missing from playground, plexiglass covered.
Skate park user ideas: Murals to deter graffiti. Concrete trash cans at skate park requested.



X

Unlit

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Fair
Park Commissioners: Fair



X
Did not see this; path looked new.

Needs repainting
With backstop

X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Fair



Barbecues (pedestal) 3 X

Extremely bent bench in upper picnic area.
Multiple trip hazards.
Basketball courts need repainting.



XX

X

X

Gravel deteriorated/many cracks. Many stalls no
paint. Curbs need paint.

X By playground-damaged & barely working.

X
X

Fields were rated good because of time of year &
lack of sports. Fields are normally dusty, muddy,
& without grass. Normally no grass on soccer
fields.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



Cracks on stairs leading to baseball field.

X Court surface is worn. Bench surface snags legs
& clothing. Bench on east side needs to be
replaced.



Cracks need sealing; emergency lanes need to
be painted. AC paving with extensive cracks.

Dry throughout park site.
Sparse, dead or missing shrubs with no mulch.

Shrub/bed planter.

Located in concrete paving with no signs of rust.

Rusty lids, but otherwise good.

X
X

X

X

X
X
X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



X
X
X

Large dry areas, drainage issues, and uneven
holes.

Broken seat - freestanding. Rubber surface
needs to be replaced; too many holes to count.

Site furnishings - shade sails have holes & ripping on west side of picnic seating.
Tennis courts - surfacing bubbled & worn off. Door broken on court 2. Signs at courts look burned.
Basketball courts - surfacing gone in high traffic areas.

X

Turf in one field dry. Other fields fair to good.

Ballfield building observed with loose masonry
blocks on roof holding a satellite dish.

Needs to be painted. All uprights have pole
pads.

2-5 & 5-12 year old playing area surfacing
observed with holes.

Surface, striping, nets & fence screen are all
good. Drinking fountain (hi-lo), trash receptacle
& bike rack on concrete paving are in place.

X

X

X
 X



13 Needs coating & fill in cracks.

Cracks at restroom & playground. Tripping
hazards at curb.

X
X

Potentially missing one light pole & fixture.

Gopher issues.
Bare spots at slope planting.

Some RCV covers are broken.

In turf: high maintenance.

Rusty panels & flat surface plates & base plate/
post protruding bolts.

Ok with noted condition.
Ok with noted condition.

Open space softball fields
with backstop 2 Backstops X

X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Fair
Park Commissioners: Poor



Showing age: rust.

Play value is low.



X Lines need painting, cracked/damaged asphalt

X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



Need resurfacing

Dumpster is unsightly. Positioned next to the
street - people use it for dumping. Needs an
enclosure.

X No doors on stalls. Dry rot. Concrete pillar
severely damaged. No toilet paper. Could not
open women's restroom - gated door was
jammed.

Nets cannot be tightened & courts unplayable
with nets slacking. Courts back to back =
unplayable.



Needs new lining/striping.

X

X
X
X

X

Oversprays
Metal can in parking lot in rough shape

Eroded walls and floor. Graffiti throughout.

X
X

X

Bald sites & excessive dandelions. Only at
parking lot area along parkway.

Trees at parking lot are leaning. Fair-good.

Seat planters near parking lot are cracked.
Located in turf area.

Appears to look good on the exterior.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



X Curb side, street parking only.

X
X

X

X

X

Historial marker X

Areas where trees were removed could be
backfilled to flatten. One dead palm tree
observed.
Reset existing valve boxes to be level. Back flow
devices need work.

Concrete pad in place with no table. Other table
rusty. Needs finishing at ends.
Located within turf area.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



 

Too small

X

Always full, highly visited park. Need more.

These restrooms are frequently clogged. I would
list building and restrooms as fair.

X
Wooden picnic tables need to be replaced.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Very Poor
Park Commissioners: Very Poor



 

Frequent graffiti issues at this park on equipment and buildings - ranger needed.

X
Surfacing slippery. No windbreaks on courts 3 &
4.

No trash cans at playground and tennis courts.
Benches at trees by courts 3 & 4 need to be replaced - poor.
Concrete benches at playground are good.
Windbreak materials installed improperly - do not cover the entire fence line; open from bottom.
Not enough trash cans at this park.



 

Small for park size

Some are uneven/unusable.

Need more & at playground.

 X

Some trip hazards

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



 

X Awful condition. Stalls missing doors, almost
unusable.

Workout equipment = poor
Playground could use shade sails

Path needs some repair. Equipment is old/
outdated.



X

Lighting obstructed by large trees

X Extremely poor landscape and grass
maintenance in front of restrooms. Trees near
restroom overgrown.

Some erosion/rust

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor

Stalls need paint. Cracks need sealing.



X

X

Outdated, worn, in need of upgrade



X Very minimal parking, zero cars parked.

 X No lights inside bench area.

Bushes are overgrown.
Palms need trimming.

One is in much worse shape.

X Rust damage, hold

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Good
Park Commissioners: Fair



Bent poles, not levelBarbecues (pedestal) 4 Adjacent to concession X

X

X
X

X

West lot - poor; er curbs & stalls need paint

Cracks need seal

Metal tables poor
Many if not all benches
around the coating worn
off & damaged

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



X

Needs re-painting, needs nets

Flagpole (unlit) 2 1 by concessions, 1 by picnic
shelter X

X Dry rot on facia boards. Roof needs replacing.

X

X Surface completely worn down at baselines,
slipping & tripping hazard. Trees dump leaves
& flowers on courts all year. Fencing & door
broken between courts.

Basketball court: No court. Surface has needed repainting for a decade.
Barbecues - poor
Exercise equipment on south trail walk - fair



Street only parking

X Flooding/mud issues especially in winter

X

X Needs re-striping at street

X Entry landing from Via Pacifica uplifted. West
entry uplifted in various spots.

Appears to be fair from the outside.

Portions of turf being refurbished. Only at entry
points and along Via Pacifica.

Do sprinklers need to spray through backstop for
turf coverage?

X One bench missing at play area. One concrete
pad & one in turf.

X Appear to be in working condition.

Barbecue X Rusty base plate. BBQ has holes in bottom.

X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Fair
Park Commissioners: Poor



New substrate

X Needs wood work due to termites & dry rot.
Men's exterior door with rusty door jamb.

Park signs 2 X Need to be refurbished

X
X
X

X

Cracked concrete paving. Needs new painted
surfacing and striping. Can't see lines on court.

New equipment
Located within turf area.

DG Path X X Needs maintenance, worn in several areas &
sloughing into adjacent turf areas.
Washed out in parts/tripping hazards

Wood trash containers need to be replaced.
Walking track at this park is in poor condition. Has many tripping hazards.
The barbecues have holes in the bottom.
The basketball court has no paint left; hoop was broken.



X

Drinking Fountain

Severe cracks, needs a new coating with striping

Limited concrete paving with a large percentage
of DG

No header board, causing deteriorated edge.
Weeds growing in DG path in various areas.
Recommend lighting along path

Woody & could use thinning. Hiding spots.

X
X
X
X

X

Worn, most with parts exposed.
In turf & is a maintenance issue.
Metal are ok, but concrete trash looking worn,
cracked, no lids. Some tables have no seats,
others only have one side with seats

Looks good but locked.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



X
X
X

X
X
X

X
X

 Roots are the issue.

 Poles with rust, missing base plates with
exposed wires. Fair to poor.

Turf management review needed at soccer field.
Sparse/dying shrubs at north side of park near
slope. Surface rooting or poor health at ballfield
corridor. Trees bent over & overhanging ballfield
fences. Broken valve lids.
Rusty posts, not level & no contrasting paving.

Rusty, but works
Rusty lids

Refer to turf comments above & backside.

Missing by play-
ground

X 2 broken, one missing, one with sharp edges

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Fair
Park Commissioners: Poor



X

X

X

Center & center right out field needs repair work.

Rusty posts, missing base plates with potential
exposed wires.

Equipment is dated.

Screen mesh is torn or missing on each side of
courts & has graffiti.

2 x backstops



X

X Concrete is great. Only problem was missing
irrigation plate at north corner picnic table area,
trip hazard.

X

X Broken light on bathroom.

Holes, uneven

BrokenX

Hand dryers on exterior restroom do not work. One restroom is broken, splashpads is fair.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



Picnic pillars at north side of park near
restrooms need paint. Clogged urinal and
graffiti.

XDumpster

Could use added features

X
No infield dirt. Uneven field. Not suitable for
play.

X
Bad shape, doesn't provide shade

Random grill northeast corner of park not listed.
Prefab bathrooms locked and not assessed.
Not listed: Shower - fair



 

X Severe crack in middle. AC condition makes this
fair to poor.

Doors locked.
Exposed bolts with no base plate, rust & paint
peeling.

Several with rust - fair to poor
Appears good with no rust
Hi-lo on one near mounted fountain with racks -
turned off.

X
X

X
X

Rust on east only facia & peeling.
Poop on east side of restroom.
One graffiti painted face on high visual side of
building. Restroom locked, electric outlet on back
side broken.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



 

Has age appropriate signage.



Could use a tack coat & striping

Serious surface rooting issues & dry areasX
X

X Mature - fair to poor.

X

X

XBarbecue

Freestanding tables in turf showing
rotting wood & rust issues. Tables are all
concrete with no wood in the picnic
shelter. Playground benches are fair, but

showing age.All concrete
Rust issues. No contrast paving around base of
barbecues.

Softball field with metal backstop X Open space free play. With uneven home plate
conditions.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Very Poor
Park Commissioners: Very Poor



X Surface tree rooting issues thru-out park

Infant Center/community Building

Park Sign

Lake/Pond

Stream Bed

Trash Enclosues

Rotting facia & roofing issues. Appears to need
work.
Could use re-painting & concrete base work.
Consider concrete mow strip for ease of
maintenance.
Eyesore & hazardous. Recommend fill in with
turf or convert to playground.
Recommend converting to a dry stream bed.
No lockable gates or overhead.

X

X
X

X

X



X Rotted from water

X Missing holes, dry
Need trimming, pruning, weeding

X Peeling & benches are elevated. Concrete
chunks.

4 missing

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Very Poor
Park Commissioners: Very Poor



Only 1 was unlocked to check. At bathroom
exterior dryer makes sound but no air.

Palms & shrubs in central need trimming.



   

X

X

X
X

X

Picnic tables are new concrete

Concrete cans. Missing lids, rusty - fair to poor.

Concrete benches. OK at play area.
In turf, ok otherwise

Barbecue 1 X

X

Rusty with no contrasting paving at base

Needs signage

Drainage grates in turf aren't pedestrian friendly
& geared for dug outs.

Some rust on several posts, broken base piece
with exposed sharp edges, exposed wiring.

Coverage of turf areas brown or green in
various areas.

Several rusty seats, broken seating at picnic
area.

Bleachers
Player Benches

X
X

Several rusty seats, broken seating
Not bolted down.

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Fair
Park Commissioners: Poor



   

X

X

X

X

X
BBQs are inadequate with only one available &
in poor condition.

Appears to be in good condition on the outside.

Unable to locate amenity

New equipment and surfacing



Faded handicap sidewalks

Uneven concrete west of restroom. Possible trip
hazard. Uneven sidewalk trip hazard at west
corner of park near bench under tree.

X Heavy cobwebs around outside bathroom lights.

X

X Insufficient parking

X Uneven, dry & wet spots, holes. Field unusable
for sports

X Looks decrepit

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Good
Park Commissioners: Fair



X No stall doors. Is not acceptable. Women's side
clogged, floor peeling.

No bases, uneven holes, unplayable
No kids swings, baby only, too high for most
parents to even use. Tire swing also too high
from ground.

X
X



X 3 wood in good condition, 5 metal in poor
condition, corrosion & sharp edges

Restroom w/ attached drinking fountain
Field (w/ backstop)

X
X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



Needs new wood chips or resurfacing

Overgrown, 1 missing post. Sand/gravel needs
to be replaced



Asphalt cracks need to be sealed

X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



X Doors need paint & lots of trash on ground
around dumpsters

2 Dumpsters, enclosed

X Compared to other shelters-good. The metal
poles could use paint

X Large areas with no grass



X
X Need more

X

X Low is constant drip and is broken

X Fair, paint over. Lots of stickers/tape to clean
X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Good
Park Commissioners: Fair



Need shade

Shade sails for playground
Woodchips in good condition but need for rubberized surface



X

X

X
Peeling

Lots of brown

Multiple are missing

Street parking adequate

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



X

X
Peeling - need benches
Broken & missing pieces

Only 1 restroom door open, dryer doesn't work



X

X

X

Mature, shade

Concrete, were good, wood were fair

Seemed fine, may have been replaced since?
Could use
repainting

Corona standard should be rubber.
Lots of trash - towels, etc.
Water fountain over shooting
Bathrooms always locked here
Basketball court needs paint now.
Park needs cement cans; not enough cans
Drive entrance needs repairs now

Some cracks
X
X

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



X

X Bald spots

X

X

Only a dumpster

Rubberized surface destroyed, slide missing

Deteriorating

No stall doors
Has backstop - not listed - no infield
Missing plaque? Remove stand?

OVERALL RATING:
Bureau Veritas: Poor
Park Commissioners: Poor



Appendix C 

Opportunity Area Maps 
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Appendix D 

Public Outreach Data Report 



City of Corona Parks and 
Recreation Facilities Survey

Final Report
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Introduction



Methodology



Weighting the Data

The underlying data from the 
invitation survey were weighted 
by household population size (by 
Voting District) and age to ensure 
appropriate representation of the 
City of Corona residents across 

different demographic cohorts in 
the sample.
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Needs Met of Current Programs & Services 
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Importance-
Performance 

Matrix

High importance/ 
Low needs met

High importance/ 
High needs met

Low importance/ 
Low needs met

Low importance/ 
High needs met

These amenities are important to 
most respondents and should be 
maintained in the future but are less 
of a priority for improvements as 
needs are currently being adequately 
met.

These are key areas for potential 
improvements. Improving these 
facilities/programs would likely 

positively affect the degree to which 
community needs are met overall.

Current levels of support appear to be 
adequate.  Future discussions 
evaluating whether the resources 
supporting these facilities/programs 
outweigh the benefits may be 
constructive.

These “niche” facilities/programs 
have a small but passionate following, 

so measuring participation when 
planning for future improvements may 

prove to be valuable.
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