


































Parks Board Public Hearing 

January 12, 2010 

By: Anita Skoog Neil 

 

The recent Bellevue Reporter article said it succinctly: “Recession hits Bellevue Hard”. Recessions 

give us an excellent opportunity to question our priorities, and to re-examine where and how we spend 

our money.  

 

Since mid 2007, I‟ve been tracking one park project, the Meydenbauer Bay Park, and have been 

astounded at the amount of our tax money that is spent on such an effort. I was especially surprised in 

fall of 2008, when the financial markets collapsed, that it was “business as usual” in the Parks-planning 

arena. That effort cost over $1.5million in consultant fees, and over 2 years (so far) of various City 

staff time – that means: specific staff assigned to that project, their support staff, the legal dept, 

planning dept, utility dept, transportation dept., council support staff and so on - that all adds up to 

additional tax dollars! 

 

The City of Bellevue is now in a budget crunch – it has been using capital improvement funds, to fund 

some operating costs. It is time for the City, just like our individual families must, to tighten its belt 

and do conservative forward planning. In our nationally/internationally changing world, our tax dollars 

are, and will continue, to be in demand. Just wait „til Health Care hits. 

 

 The Parks Operating Budget is one of the largest budgets the City has, second only to Fire and Police. 

The Parks Operating Budget is 16.6% of the current two-year $338+million General Fund budget. The 

Parks seven-year Capital Budget is $107+million, or 30.9% of the overall General Capital Investment 

Program (or CIP), of $347million. 

 

The preliminary budget for the current Meydenbauer Park Masterplan is apx $43million – that‟s 

equivalent to nearly half of the current seven year capital budget! Obviously, this means the Park Dept 

will want more money, as the Meydenbauer capital project isn‟t even budgeted for at this point. 

 

Due to time constraints of a Public Hearing, I‟ll end by quickly commenting on four issues staff would 

like you to address tonight: 

1) Increasing diversity – As the population becomes more diverse so does their ability to pay; we 

have more immigrants, more low income households, and a larger aging segment than before. 

2) Partnerships & Regionalism – Bigger is not better; private investors/developers need a financial 

return for their investment, which easily could be at the expense of the “quiet enjoyment” of the 

neighborhoods adjacent to such development.  

3) Technology – If we do not define parks to be green spaces, we soon will loose the definition of 

what a park means. Parks are for recreation and respite. If we fill our parks with Wi-Fi, retail 

kiosks, cafes, we will soon have only City. We no longer will know when we‟ve left the City 

and entered a park – it will all be the same. 

4) Renovating/re-purposing park facilities – Existing parks may need some renovation going 

forward. Remember the definition of what a park is in doing so. If everything becomes the 

same, where do we go “to get away from it all”. 

 

It‟s your City – please make decisions like you‟re paying for them personally – because you and I are. 

 

 

 




