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FORT Ross INTERPRETIVE ASSOCIATION

November - December 1995 Newsletter

STA TE PARK BUDGET CUTS
In 1998 the state park system will be 75 years old—three
quarters of a century of vision and stewardship and hours of
work by Californians to develop an awesome legacy of nature
and history. As we approach this anniversary the inheritance is
in danger. 1 am interested in working on this issue with others;
please call me at (510) 849-0508. Do read the excerpts below
from the excellent article by Laura Svendsgaard, President of
Friends of California Parks. Maria Sakovich

BUDGET UPDATE—Full Funding Provides Short Lived
Joy As Puzzle Pieces Spell Potential "Doom" for State Parks
from Friends of California Parks Issues Update July/August
1995.

"On Thursday, July 27th Friends received a call from Senator
Lockyer's office to advise us of the "good news - the Big Six
had agreed to fully fund State Parks for the 1995-% budget
year." While we still had to wait for the Legislature and
Governor to approve the budget, it was the first solid sign of
hope we'd received since January. With fingers crossed and
continuing efforts, we anxiously followed the budget discussions
through Senate approval, Assembly approval and, on August
3rd, final approval by the Governor which included the 1$19.4
million transfer from the Beverage Container Recycling Fund.
...Not all budget battles since Prop. 13 have ended this
"successfully". But through the dedication of park professionals
and volunteers, we have worked together to overcome the
obstacles and preserve the essence of the California State Park
System. It is becoming frighteningly clear however, that unless
the legislature provides a secure and adequate funding
mechanism in 19%, State Parks as we know them today, will
cease to exist by the year 2000.

The likely existence of a covert plan to divest state parks was
first disclosed in May by a legislative staff member in a
discussion about the budget and the eight Los Angeles beaches
slated for transfer. In presenting the case for DPR's retaining
ownership of the beaches, Friends was asked "did you know the
Resources Agency has promised that any state park not
generating enough revenue to cover its overhead by the year
2000 will be divested?" Stunned, we acknowledged that many
"divestiture" discussions had taken place over the years, but we
had no knowledge that a time frame had been established,
subsequent discussions with legislative staff revealed the

promise to divest was known by many. Efforts to substantiate

the claim proved futile, until late July when a DPR staff
member advised reliable sources that the divestiture of eight Los
Angeles beaches "would be the first of many."

In difficult fiscal times it's prudent to assess the role each
facility plays in achieving the overall mission of the
Department However, an assessment based solely on political
and economic agendas ignores the stewardship responsibilities
of government And while the concept of divesting state parks
is disturbing in its own right, two other factors pose equal
threats to the existence of state parks. The first deals with the
placement of political appointees to high positions within the
Department of Parks and Recreation. Over the last few years, 7
political appointees have taken key DPR positions—either
existing or newly created. While acknowledging that outside
experts can provide fresh and innovative insight, of enormous
concern is the lack of understanding and sensitivity some
appointees have for the intricacies of the State Park Mission,
and the premise upon which they received the "exempt"
position. Specifically, to carry out and be loyal to the agenda of
the current administration.

The opinions of park professionals, whose whole lives have
been dedicated to preserving the integrity of California's State
Park System, are becoming blended with a covert agenda that
has little to do with parks' role in providing for a healthier
society. And increasingly, professional opinions are totally
disregarded to the benefit of economic gain; either in the form
of revenue generation for the Department, or financial gain for
other agencies or private enterprise. While revenue generation
is clearly an important aspect of present day government, every
effort must be made to ensure that the Department's Mission is
not compromised in any way.

The second factor is the appearance of indifference to the
plight of both state and local parks. While the legislature
provides special funding for special interests, California's parks
grovel year after year for funding which does little more than
preserve parks in an anorexic state. Society's focus on crime,
education, health and the economy, fails to acknowledge that
parks play a very positive role in affecting each of these issues.
At the same time, park program reductions have severally
affected the Department's greatest public relations tool—the
interaction between the public and park interpreters. Both the
legislature and society in general appear indifferent toward the
breakdown of parks, though it should be argued that a 17 year
fiscal crisis, coupled with the silenced voices of park




























