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Executive summary

1 The study does not include every potential value aspect of a park system. For instance, the dollar value of the mental health benefit of a walk 
in the woods has not yet been documented and is not counted here.
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Estimated annual value of the San Francisco park and recreation system

Calculations are based on data from the Center for City Park Excellence, The Trust for Public Land, April 2014. 

Revenue producing factors for city government

     Tax receipts from increased property value $24,674,897

     Tax receipts from increased tourism value $46,909,727 

Estimated total, municipal revenue-producing factors $71,584,624

 

Cost-saving factors for city government

     Stormwater management value $1,916,937

     Air pollution mitigation value $3,117,747

     Community cohesion value $66,567,569

Estimated total, municipal cost-saving factors $71,602,253 

 

Cost-saving factors to citizens

     Direct use value $211,904,399

     Health value $49,221,673

Estimated total, citizen cost-saving factors $261,126,072 

 

Wealth-increasing factors to citizens

     Additional property sales value from park proximity $122,522,833

     Profit from park-related tourism $431,083,800

Estimated total, wealth-increasing factors $553,606,633
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Background
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Alamo Square Park. Parks enhance property values around their edges, which results in  
additional tax revenue.
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Hedonic (property) value
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Table 1. Economic benefits of parks to residential property values, San Francisco

Market value of properties within 500 feet of parks $40,410,965,916
Market value attributable to parks (5%) $2,020,548,296

Property tax revenue from properties within 500 feet of parks $472,444,603
Property tax revenue attributable to parks (5%) $23,622,230

Transfer tax revenue from properties sold in 2013 within 500 feet 
of parks $21,053,337

Transfer tax revenue attributable to parks (5%) $1,052,667

Value of properties sold in 2013 within 500 feet of parks $2,450,056,662

Value of properties sold attributable to parks (5%) $122,502,833

Calculations are based on data provided by the San Francisco Office of the Assessor-Recorder and the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development.
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Tourism value

2 By definition, local users are not tourists—any spending they do at or near the park is money not spent locally somewhere else, such as in their 
immediate neighborhood.

Hardly Strictly Bluegrass Festival in Golden Gate Park. Parks contribute to San Francisco’s 
tourism economy—both as event venues and as attractions in their own right.
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Table 2. Tourist spending by visitors to parks, San Francisco

Overnight visitors in hotels
     Spending of overnight visitors staying in hotels $4,819,293,000
     Spending of overnight visitors whose primary reason to visit is   
     parks (15 percent)

$722,893,950

Overnight visitors staying with family and friends
    Spending of overnight visitors staying with family and friends $780,572,000
    Spending of overnight visitors whose primary reason to visit is 
    parks (15 percent)

$117,085,800 

Day visitors
    Spending of day visitors $2,611,255,000
    Spending of day visitors whose primary reason to visit is parks 
    (15 percent)

$391,688,250 

Total spending of all park visitors $1,231,688,000 

Tax receipts
    Hotel tax collection by the city $243,000,000 
    Hotel tax collected by the city from park visitors (15%) $36,450,000 
    Sales tax collected for the city $69,731,514 
    Sales tax collected for the city from park visitors (15%) $10,459,727 
Total hotel and sales tax receipts from park-related tourism $46,909,727

Profits to citizenry

Collective profit to the citizens of San Francisco from park visitors 
who came because of parks (35 percent of total spending)

$431,083,800

Calculations are based on data from reports published by the San Francisco Travel Association: San Francisco Visitor 
Study; 2010 Segmentation Profiles; San Francisco Visitor Profile Research Final Report 2011; and San Francisco Visitor 
Industry Economic Impact Estimates, 2012.
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Direct use value

3  The survey covered only San Francisco residents; the value from nonresident users is captured under tourism.
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Table 3. Economic value of direct use of parks, San Francisco

facility/activity person -visits average  value 
per  visit value

General park use (playgrounds, 
trails, dog walking, picnicking, 
sitting, etc.)

52,876,548 $1.92 $101,657,864

Sports facilities uses (tennis, 
team sports, bicycling, running, 
etc.)

18,862,433 $5.02 $94,695,216

Special uses (fishing, kayaking, 
gardening, festivals, concerts, 
attractions, etc.)

3,631,015 $4.28 $15,551,319

Total $211,904,399

Calculations are based on a telephone survey conducted by The Trust for Public Land, November 2013.
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Health value

Golden Gate Park. Parks reduce healthcare costs by providing a place to exercise.
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Table 4. Health care cost benefits of parks, San Francisco

Adults younger than 65 years of age

Average annual medical care cost difference between active and 
inactive persons $322 

Physically active in parks* 128,472
Subtotal of health care benefits $41,382,714 

Adults 65 years of age and older
Average annual medical care cost difference between active and 
inactive persons over 65 years of age $644 

Physically active in parks* 12,168
Subtotal of health care benefits $7,838,959 

Total annual value of health benefits from parks $49,221,673

* Calculations are based on a telephone survey conducted by The Trust for Public Land of residents engaging in moderate or 
vigorous activity as defined by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
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Community cohesion value

Table 5. Community cohesion calculator, San Francisco

Dollars donated $54,915,570

Hours of time donated (51 organizations) 442,369

Value of a volunteer hour, 2011 $26.34

Value of hours donated $11,651,999

Total $66,567,569

Calculations are based on data from Independent Sector and volunteer data provided by 51 San Francisco park organizations.
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Stormwater retention value

Golden Gate Park Botanical Garden. Parks filter and absorb stormwater otherwise bound for 
the city’s guttters and sewer system.
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4 This is likely a low number because it does not fully account for the far greater costs of the initial system that have been paid off since pipes 
were laid down.

Table 6. Stormwater cost savings due to parks, San Francisco

typical  year inches cubic  feet

Rainfall 22.28 444,820,202
Runoff from parkland 47,022,409
Runoff from same acreage if there were no 
parks (theoretical)

181,904,012

Runoff reduction due to parks 134,881,603

Cost of treating stormwater (per cubic foot) $0.0142
Total savings due to park runoff reduction $1,916,937
The cost of treating stormwater was provided by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission.
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Air pollution removal value

Table 7. Role of parks in cutting air pollution costs, San Francisco

tons  removed pollutant  removal 
value

Carbon dioxide 2,246 $1,497
Nitrogen dioxide 20,283 $24,109
Ozone 74,854 $926,634
Particulate matter 29,357 $2,163,466
Sulfur dioxide 3,957 $2,040

    Total $3,117,747
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Conclusion
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