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Metropolitan King County Council

Growth Management and Natural Resources Committee

STAFF REPORT

	Agenda Item:
	7
	Name:
	Marilyn Cope

	Proposed No.:
	2007-B0223
	Date:
	December 11, 2007

	Invited:
	Tom Koney, Acting Director, King County Parks and Recreation Division
Raelene Gold, Citizen Volunteer (District 1)

Harold Fowler, H.D. Fowler Co (District 6)


SUBJECT
A briefing by the Parks Citizens Oversight Board on the expenditure of the 2004 Parks Levy proceeds.

BACKGROUND

At the turn of the century, the County was in the midst of a budget crisis, caused in part by stagnating Current Expense Fund revenues and increases in expenditures from the provision of both mandatory and discretionary services.   As a discretionary service, the Parks and Recreation Division (Parks) had been the subject of severe budget reductions, resulting in the seasonal, and then continuing, closure of some county parks.
In February of 2002 the Metropolitan Parks Task Force was formed.  The Task Force’s objective was to “make recommendations to King County concerning how its parks and recreation facilities and open space should be owned, operated and funded in the future, and how to eliminate the reliance of these parks and facilities on diminishing Current Expense Fund revenues, while considering the long and short-term effects of recommended actions”.  The Metropolitan Parks Task Force issued its recommendations in two phases.
In response to the first phase of the Task Force’s recommendations, the Council adopted the Parks Omnibus Ordinance (14509) in November 2002.  The omnibus ordinance redefined the County’s role as a provider of regional and local rural parks and recreational facilities, clarifying the historic pattern of operating a wide collection of parks of varying character, both in cities and rural areas.  The omnibus also directed the Parks and Recreation Division to become more self sustaining by reducing costs, implementing market based user fees, pursuing entrepreneurial revenue, gifts and donations, developing partnerships to provide recreational services, transferring parks and recreation assets within cities or potential annexation areas and engaging in community outreach and involvement.  Per the discussion of the omnibus ordinance, the Current Expense Fund was identified as the revenue source for the Parks Division’s transitional role as a provider of local parks located within unincorporated urban areas.

In 2003, the Metropolitan Parks Task Force issued its second phase of recommendations, including a recommendation for a levy lid lift to fund parks with a citizen oversight board to review and report on the expenditure of any parks levy proceeds.  The Council supported these recommendations via Ordinance 14586 which placed a $0.049 per thousand dollars of assessed value parks levy on the ballot with the following eligible expenditures:
“all levy proceeds shall be used to pay the costs associated with:  the continued and increased operation and maintenance of King County’s regional and rural parks; and up to three hundred thousand dollars of annual funding for recreation grant programs.  Eligible expenditures shall include all costs and charges to the parks and recreation division or the county associated with or attributable to the purposes listed in this section.”

Voters approved the parks levy and beginning on January 1, 2004 and the four year levy was implemented.  Per Ordinance 14586, the board was to consist of thirteen members representing each council district, as nominated by councilmembers.  However, during the preceding years following approval of the levy, the council underwent a major reorganization, reducing the number of council districts from thirteen to nine.  That transition introduced an inconsistency regarding the appropriate numbers and representation of board members.
On May 15, 2007, the council approved Ordinance 15465 to amend Ordinance 14586 to clarify representation on the Parks Citizens Oversight Board, as follows:  one representative from each of the nine council districts, and four non-voting ‘at large’ members with experience as park and recreation professionals.  Appointments to the oversight committee were confirmed by the council in the summer of 2006.

The Parks Citizens Oversight Board is prepared to provide their annual briefing on the expenditure of the 2004 Parks Levy proceeds.
ATTACHMENTS

1. Parks Oversight Board Report Dated 11-27-07
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