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King County



King County 2011 State Legislative Agenda
King County’s top state legislative priorities underscore a single objective: seeking the flexibility, tools, and authority to help the County support its duty to address the most critical needs of its communities in a time of continuing fiscal challenges. These key policy objectives further support the county’s unanimously adopted Strategic Plan and its focus on customer service, partnerships, and ways to bring down costs.

Protect Critical State Support for Health, Housing, and Human Services

King County believes in preserving the safety net of basic services for its residents. Funding for programs that are critical to maintaining a foundational level of support for our communities include those that provide maternity support, mental health, public and primary health care, substance abuse, family planning, housing and services for low income and homeless persons, food assistance, and disability including developmental disability support services. While times of economic hardship can mean unavoidable reductions, some cuts are more detrimental than others, and we hope to educate decision makers about alternatives to cuts that have a compounding effect over time and that ultimately cost taxpayers more.

Transit Funding Options

King County Metro’s reliance on sales tax revenues has forced the agency to make significant reductions in the past two years, and yet a near- and long-term funding crisis still looms as the economic recovery remains weak. Metro supports sustainable funding tools in order to avoid catastrophic cuts in the near term and to grow services in the future. Thanks to the work of the Regional Transit Task Force, the agency will continue on a path of cost reductions, increased efficiencies, and fundamental reprioritization around principles, objectives, and performance measures.

Tax Suppression & Flood Control

The continued housing market slide has had an unexpected and quite serious effect on the revenue source for the Flood Control Zone District, the countywide flood district. As a result of a decline in assessed property values, several areas of the county are expected to reach the state-imposed $5.90 local property tax levy ceiling beginning in 2011, forcing the most junior district to reduce or stop collecting revenues—in this case, the Flood District. We seek relief from the state’s $5.90 ceiling so that the county can continue to collect countywide revenues to allocate toward flood protection. 

Annexation Tools & Sustainable Land Use

We support resources to facilitate annexations, including granting counties the authority to levy a utility tax. Additionally, we support tools to make annexations easier for cities, including increased flexibility in advance of and during the transition, state capital and operating assistance, and an extension of the sales tax credit. King County supports focusing population growth in the urban growth area and the preservation of rural and resource lands and critical areas. Land use and transportation must be integrated and supported by adequate infrastructure, with transportation concurrency as a key consideration. We support programs and incentives that promote these principles in compliance with the Growth Management Act.
King County Stadium & Tourism Revenues, Preservation of 4Culture

The retirement of some of the debt used to finance public stadiums presents an opportunity to extend those revenue streams. We believe that those local county taxes should be locally managed. We support the extension of these revenues in keeping with their historical intent, which is the investment in facilities and programs that directly stimulate tourism, attract visitors, generate economic activity, and support arts and culture programs throughout King County.

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Court-Related Costs of Involuntary Treatment Cases from Outside King County

The limited number of evaluation and treatment (E&T) beds often results in persons detained through involuntary commitment in one county being placed in a treatment facility in another, where court hearings then follow. King County is home to a large share of out-of-county cases, and we seek a policy that would reimburse the county for court-related costs of these cases.

Resources to Ensure a Healthy Puget Sound

The health of Puget Sound remains fragile. We support comprehensive efforts to improve stormwater management, link land use and transportation planning with habitat protection, and restore habitat. We support the establishment of new funding mechanisms for habitat protection and restoration, including both direct state support and optional watershed-based funding tools. We also support fees on petroleum products that contribute to stormwater pollution, and making those resources available to local governments in the form of grants for addressing petroleum pollution or for low impact development retrofit projects.
Secure Medicine Return

Unused and unwanted medicines present a serious concern due to poisonings, abuse, illegal diversion, and environmental impacts. We support legislation that would direct pharmaceutical companies that sell their products in Washington to develop, fund, and implement a statewide take-back program for unwanted, unused, or left-over medicines from residential sources.  

State Support for Local Levee Systems

The threat of flooding in the Green River Valley has been lessened by the construction of a grout wall at the Howard Hanson Dam and by channelization work at the dam funded but yet to be completed. The flood control system is truly a network, and the levees are its backbone. We support an increased state role in supporting both the Green River Valley levee system and other levee systems throughout the region to augment the significant local investment of county taxpayers.

Surcharge on Court Filing Fees – Extension and Equitable Division
Fees associated with filing court documents and court services provide key resources for both the state court system and King County. The revenue generated by most court fees is split among the state and local jurisdictions; however, in 2009 the surcharge adopted by the legislature did not provide any local distribution. King County seeks to remove the sunset on the surcharge and restore an equitable division of revenue between the state and counties. 
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