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INFORMATION

Last month the American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) issued a report card describing the
condition of California’s infrastructure, including transportation, ports, aviation, wastewater, and
solid waste; all systems that are present in the City of Oakland. Long term disinvestment in our
State’s infrastructure is having a negative impact on California’s competitive advantage in
promoting economic development, as well as maintaining existing facilities. The minimal
funding that exists is not enough to maintain the infrastructure that supports major industries as
well as small businesses and residents, much less attract or contribute to new development.

The State’s Report Card grades for each infrastructure component are as follows:

California State Report Card Grades 2012

Infrastructure

" Transportation

Streets, highways, bridges, rail systems and
transit operations

Solid Waste Public and private facilities: collection, B
processing, recycling, and sanitary landfills

Wastewater Sewers, treatment plants, effluent disposal C+

Urban Runoff Underground pipes, culverts, concrete channels, | D

inlets, and other drainage structures, natural
creeks, and flood control facilities

Ports Seaports: linkages from ship to shore B-

Aviation : Airports: Commercial, foreign and domestic travel | C+
and air cargo '

Levees/Flood Control | Channels, levees, retarding basins, dams, and D
pump stations

Water Collection, storage, treatment, delivery, and C

security systems




A pamphlet summarizing the condition of each infrastructure element is enclosed. The electronic
link to the full document is here:

http://www.ascecareporteard.org/citizen_guides/Citizen's%202uide%202012 Revised.pdf.

The Public Works Agency is preparing a similar report on the status of Qakland’s infrastructure,
which will be coming to you for discussion shoxtly.

Respectfully submitted,

Uﬂ@’? & A
VITALY B. TROYAN, P.E.

Director, Public Works Agency

For questions please contact IRIS STARR, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANS AND
PROGRAMMING DIVISION MANAGER at 510-238-6229.

Attachments
--ASCE Report Card Pamphlet for the State of California.




AS5CE
CALIFORI

INFRASTRUCTURE
REPORT CARD 2012

2006 2012

Aviation e P+

Levees/ Flood Contrc_ﬂ F D

Ports C+

jws]
1

Solid Waste B B

Transportation D+ C
Urban Runoff D+ © D+
Wastewater G+ G+

Water C+ C

California’s Infrastructure GPA = C- C

Annual Investment Needs (Billions) 8§37 $65

[ . :
Aviation 'C1 Transportation i
The State of Califurnia 15 experiencing miassive grewth with 2 projected population in excess of Tt Californids tamsperiation infrasttucture, consistiag of sireets, highways, bridges, zail system:
54,000,000 by the year 2040, Sigrificant actions must be taken to meel M anlicipated andd iransit operati_nn_s, is su_ffe_ling fom alla(lc of sufficient investment for the opesations anc H
oaputation demand requiterneats for air wanspartation, particulaly commencia, fareign and alatenance of existing facities and dedicaled funding sources for new mpicvements ta the
domestic travel, and sir carge and 1o maintain the significant ecanontic develupment provided system. Ihe economy and grawth of Califoia have long been assaciated with an advances
by this industry, This demand is a result of consistent growth within the srate as wel as limiied uansportelion system, and continued public Investment Is needed. the averal grace o 3
eapacity and increasing festrictions or: aviation Infrastructure growth within regions. Califarmia ansportation infrastructure in Caiifoia has been §e:etmmed to be 2 ‘&.aw (" due to existing |
must ensure efficient alr travel and cargo transpart by expanding airports and bulding <onditons anc the lack o adequatefuncing Tnere s & need for 510 tilfor pe year mose b g
reghonal irporis to disiribute the Influx of passangers and cargo or fisk losing its compeitive spent for unguing Mmaitenance of exising fecles and an vestmen of $36.5 billon in oce ;
edge, Estimated annual capital nvestme:t needed to fmove to 3B grade-is $360 mition per , 10 raise ranspariesion to a°B" grade. 3

e yEaTOvEF e NEKVL2N YA, Urban Runoff

: { Funding for uiban stermwater infizstructure has falled 1o keep pace with the requirements o
! D -t Tll:eeb::k?o?esﬂ oii Er%tggfdrai(n:aontr()! ing California cties inclucing channel state and federai regulaticn For surface water, and surface water pollutian persists over 20 year

) ge systens serving Calilornia es including channeks, after regulation has been in force. Impioverments to urkan runoff programs &nd infastructur
levees, retarding basing, darms and pulnp siations vary widaly in condition and capaciy o have been substantial over the past decade, but these improvements have been overshadower
prevent flooding fom major storms. In Cafifornia’s Central Valley, these is a ‘eat potential for and outpaced by addiionai requistory re'quifemenls in NPOES permats and by ohligaton
catastiophic disaster to life and pegperty from the fallure of fragile lovee sysiems, These levees piaced on perilt holders under the tota maximuendaily loads {TMOL) program. Simply put
protest thousands of homes, businesses and itical community infrastruciwre. Current flood urbar, eenoff stormiwater progzams are underfunded. bmproving the urbzn runcf Infrastructus
contiol funding.shortfalls across the state, based upon availabie budget estimates for regional

o > L grade from "B+ will take a subsiantial new investment, estimated at $6.7 billion per year fo
. flood control facities alone are in excess, of $2.8 billion per year over the next 10 years. the next 10.yeais. vestent in key program areas inchude Infrastructure, regulation, and s

| ] :
i B' Ports cantra] of sources of pollutanss in uf envirenmiens,
[t el ) ; : .

The California sea ports provide 3 vital link for qoods movement from: ship io share, and Wastewater
<onnection tc the Natiensl Highway Syslem and the transcontinenta! rafrcad netwark. With Significant wastewarta: infastructure investments are needed fo address rerewal ant
the conperation of £ity, county, state, and federal agendes, the Cadifarnla sea ports own and replacement, maintenance, security and reliability funding. These invesiments would increas
operale an extensive Infrastuctuse system that facilitates the movernent of carge from ship to the refiabllity and sustainability of infrastructure and protect our coastal and nland wate

shoie and vice-versa, The Califoria sea ports consist of eleven large 1o moderate-sized resources fnto the futare, Tae annual invesiment needed to raise our Wastewater infastiuctur
maritimie facilties, There are move than 20 other smalle craft harbors and navigable lancings, grade from a"(-+" 10 a*B"Is $4.5 billion annually for the next 10 years. California’s 100,00
but they are not included in this assessment, . The report card includes an infrastruciure miles of sewass and over J00 wasiewater Wreatiment plants generally pesform adequately o
essesynent using existing records and decuments. The overall grade for the Callfomia sea ports protect the water fesources of fe state by managing the agproximately 4 billion gallens ¢
based on 3 weighted factor {5 *B-" with iotal investments of $1.7 billian per year fo the next wastewster generated every day by California’s citizens and businesses. Nevertheless; th
0 years for & 10tat investment of $10.7 billien, condition-and performance of Califermia wastewater infraskructure (sewers, tieatment plan
Solid Waste and effiuent disposal) vary significantly acioss the siate and from agency to agency, Th

wastewater coliection systems conlinue 1o require significant investments o Be in comgliang

Solid waste management systems in Califomia ate operated by a combination of privale and with the state-wide Wasle Discharge Requirements adopted in 2006,

public facilities, which include collection, processing, and santary landfills. Nearly 65 percent [ .

of solid waste generated is diveried from landfills due i recycling and diversin programs ! C : Water B ‘ - )
Current siatewide landfill capachy 1s 25 years, giving California suFicient capacity theaugh the T Lalfannia weater Infrastrucuace is vital to the oconomic viell-being, envirormental inteysily
year 2037, The Cafffornia Selid Waste Management infrastructure is assigned a“8" grade based and overall quafity u_f lile ?f alLEahfurmralns‘ Water received a grade of (") wh_:ch is & reductior
on a tharough review of its facilities' condtion, capacity, operations and sequrity, Solid waste irqm ihg 20_05 gracde of "(+" The ability to meet the wates needs of existing ,a,“d Tutur
management systems sequire continuer cument annual funding levets of 58 billion pe; wear for Cailfornians is ln_o_( only dgpem{ent on our availabie supplies, byt also on the condition of t
the next 10 years ko maintain the curvent grade. numerous faciities required to <ollect, stofe, Weat, and deliver that water 0 c.usmmerg
o Significant invesiments aie still needed 30 address senewal and replacement, mainkenance
BT = ‘-?ﬂ?ﬁ(!&m security and reliabiity far the State’s water infrastructose, These investments will move wate
ASCE A'r, f* f/’x I y sunply and related inasteucture closer to a path of susiginabilty. The annual Jnvestmer

needed for the next 10 years is estimated 10 be 54.6 billien.




