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October 1, 2003

 
Mr. Ron Sims 
King County Executive
King County Courthouse
516 Third Avenue, Room 400
Seattle, WA 98104

Subject: Proposed Amendments to Title 21A
Dear Executive Sims:

Marymoor Park is the King County facility that is most likely affected by the proposed ordinance amendment.  The definition for “Large Active Recreation and Multi-Use Park” directly applies to the current and expected future uses and activities at Marymoor.  Further, the additional activities allowed by the proposed ordinance are most likely to be pursued at Marymoor.  Accordingly, the Friends of Marymoor Park (FOMP) included the proposed ordinance amendments on the agenda for the September meeting, and discussed at length the implications for Marymoor.

Concerns

One of the primary concerns is the somewhat vague and general language provided by the proposed ordinance.  While “rentals, retail and service uses related to park uses and restaurants” would appear innocuous, a wide range of “rentals, retails and services” could arguably be “related to park uses and restaurants,” but would not be appropriate for a particular park property.  

The proposed ordinance amendment adds campgrounds, recreational vehicle park, amusement and recreation services, and outdoor performance centers in a limited number of land use zones.  The proposed amendments do not restrict the size of individual facilities, and more importantly does not limit the percentage of the available park area that could be occupied by these additional uses, technically allowing for large areas to be effectively eliminated from use by regular park users.  

The concert venue at Marymoor is a prime example.  The fenced area effectively barricades the majority of the meadow area east of the Clise mansion.  Security personnel prohibit use of the open areas near the concert venue several hours before the concerts begin.  The result is that a very large area adjacent to the mansion is off-limits to all park users, unless a ticket to the concert has been purchased.  Since the schedule for the concert series encompasses the majority of the weekend days during the summer, a significant portion of a particularly popular passive-use area is no longer available on summer weekends.

Technically, the area in and around the concert venue is available for public use unless a concert is scheduled. However, since the fence remains around the concert area for the entire summer, passive use of this area is significantly restricted for the duration of the summer months.

We use the concert venue as an example. FOMP is on record as generally supportive of the entrepreneurial efforts at Marymoor Park, and we recognize that the revenue from the concert series is important for the operation of the Parks Division.  We are concerned, however, that the proposed amendments would facilitate a continuation of this type of space-intensive endeavor, allowing for the effective removal of more of the passive areas within the park. Many of these non-revenue producing areas are the very attribute that defines the character of the park.


Similarly, the proposed amendment does provide a limit on the footprint for “rentals, retail and services related to park uses and restaurants,” but does not provide a limit on the number of facilities that could be constructed or operated.  It is well within the proposed amended ordinance to allow for dozens of facilities, effectively turning the park into a commercial property.

Finally, in our discussions, concern was raised that opportunity for public input would be limited.  Instead of Public Hearings, the proposed ordinance calls for Public Meetings.  Our understanding is that Public Hearings have stronger requirements for required public notice, especially including required notification of potentially affected parties such as neighbors.  

Recommendations

Input from the participants at the September meeting provides the following recommendations:

· The proposed ordinance amendments need revision to provide reasonable limits on the type of facilities, the number of facilities, and the size of the facilities that would be allowed.  The amendment, as proposed, would clearly allow excessive commercial operations inconsistent with the characteristics associated with a park.

· We propose that local community-based groups such as the Friends of Marymoor Park be involved in the creation of guidelines for each park area designated as a Large Active Recreation and Multi-Use Park.   These guidelines would be general in nature, but would designate areas where commercial activities could be developed, and would determine limits on the density and/or number of such facilities.  With the adoption of the guidelines, Parks Division staff, prospective vendors and the surrounding community would have the framework for the development of “rentals, retail and services related to park uses and restaurants” within the particular park.

· The proposed ordinance amendments need to require sufficient public notice and participation. 

Sincerely, 

Greg Helland, Chairman of Friends of Marymoor Park

www.scn.org/fomp
cc:
Kathy Lambert, King County Council


Carolyn Edmonds, King County Council


Bob Burns, King County Parks Division


Bobbi Wallace, King County Parks Division
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