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Methodology

This memo is based on 600 telephone interviews conducted among King County residents age 18 and older. The survey was conducted May 10-13, 2002 and has an overall margin of error of +4.0 points at the 95% confidence interval. 

Key Findings

1. King County residents place a high importance and value on parks and recreation areas.

· 80% of county residents say parks and recreation areas are important to their communities.

· 71% rank “providing parks and open space” as a high priority for county government.

· 71% agree that “parks and recreation are an important and valuable part of our quality of life and we need to find a long term solution for funding them, even if it means increasing taxes.”

2. Most county residents have visited  a park, open space, or recreation area, and a strong majority use the parks system at least several times a month.

· Most county residents (88%) visit a park, open space, or recreation area at least several times a year and 70% visit several times a month or more. Nearly four-in-ten (38%) are regular users (several times a week or almost every day). 

· One-in-five county residents (21%) visit a public pool at least several times a year. Only 5% are regular users of public pools.

3. To date, county residents have seen very little direct impact from the county’s budget shortfall on parks and recreation areas.

· Most residents (80%) think the overall condition and upkeep of area parks and recreation areas is “excellent” or “good” and most have not noticed any decline in the overall condition in the last year.

· Although there is high reported awareness of recent park closures (73%), only 14% are aware of recent park closures in their local area.

4. Although a majority of county residents (57%) say they are aware that the county government owns and operates parks, recreation areas, and recreation facilities, there is little specific knowledge of which parks and facilities the county owns.  

5. King County residents are against selling parks to private interests, but they do favor seeking corporate support of parks through naming and advertising rights, concession rights, and maintenance contracts.  

· Two-thirds of county residents (65%) oppose “selling some of the parks to private interests and using the proceeds to support park operations.”

· 71% favor “allowing naming rights and corporate sponsorship”; 70% favor “selling advertising space on ball field fences and other areas”; 70% favor “selling concession rights to businesses”; and 60% favor “contracting with private companies to maintain county parks and facilities.”

6. There is also strong support for a number of other proposals to help address the current parks funding shortfall including:

· “allowing groups like soccer organizations to maintain athletic fields in exchange for priority use of the fields” (77% favor); “creating a non-profit parks foundation to fund maintenance and operation” (74%); “relying on community volunteers for maintaining parks and recreation facilities” (70%); “adding profit-making activities like golf driving ranges to some parks” (70%); “using prisoners from the County’s correctional facilities to maintain parks” (66%); and “increasing user fees for ball fields, swimming and other recreational programs” (60%).

7. Although residents initially support “transferring the maintenance and operations of parks and recreation facilities within city limits to the cities”(69% favor), residents are divided over whether or not this proposal would do anything to help the current parks funding shortfall.

8. Even though residents like the idea of a dedicated and stable revenue stream for parks they do not support a parks district. 

· By almost a 3-to-1 margin, residents would rather “keep the parks under the ownership and operation of the county” (67%) than “create a new special purpose taxing district for parks” (23%). 

9. Residents are conflicted over whether or not the county needs to raise taxes to find enough money to pay for parks, however they would rather increase taxes than close most parks. Residents show a willingness to support a small property tax increase as a stopgap measure to keep parks open over the next few years.

· 62% of county residents agree that the county “has enough money to pay for parks now if they just do a better job of cutting costs and overhead and setting better priorities.”

· However, by a 53% to 32% margin, county residents would rather “increase taxes so county parks and recreation areas and facilities can remain open and can continue to be operated by the county at current levels” than “close most county parks and recreation areas and facilities until other ways can be found to maintain and operate them so that we do not have to raise taxes.”

· Nearly two-thirds (65%) of county residents say they would support “a county wide property tax increase of 10 cents per $1000 of assessed value, which would provide $22 million for parks maintenance and operations.” One-third (33%) oppose the property tax.
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