Renew the Legacy...
Fulfill the Vision

Renton Parks, Recreation, Open Space
and Natural Resources Plan

Steering Committee Meeting #3

Date: 5/24/2011
Time: 6:00PM — 8:00PM

Location: 7 Floor Conferencing Center, Renton City Hall, 1055 South Grady Way

Participants
Community Services Administrator: Terry Higashiyama
Team Leads: Leslie Betlach, Vanessa Dolbee
Steering Committee: Gwendolyn High, Pete Maas, Britt McKenzie, Kirk Merrill, Larry Reymann, Tim Searing,
Al Talley, Rich Turner, Tim Williams, Bo Woo
Team Members Unable to Attend: Julio Amador, Chris Hanis, Marge Cochran-Reep
Consulting Team (MIG) Members: Ryan Mottau, Heather Kaplinger

Meeting Summary

The third meeting of the Steering Committee for the Parks, Recreation, Open Space and Natural Resources
Plan focused on the outcomes of the public involvement process, the vision for the PROSNR Plan and the
project and program decision making tools.

Using a PowerPoint presentation, MIG introduced representatives of the Steering Committee and gave an
update of the planning process. This also included a summary of the Visioning Workshop (including the Visual
Preference Survey Results and the Break-out Group Exercise), the on-line Interactive Mapping Exercise and
the statistically valid Community Priority Survey.

Community Priority Survey

The following provides a summary of questions and responses regarding the Community Priority Survey
discussed at the meeting.

= How does the time of year the survey was administered affect the outcomes?
0 Time of year does not appear to impact a statistically significant survey when respondents are
asked about their participation over the course of a year.

= Was any of the survey targeted to those working in Renton?
0 This was not a specific question in the statistically significant survey.

= Does the business community have a perceived different need from that of residents?
O This has not been captured to-date. The City has deliberately conducted outreach to the
business community through email communication, project updates and invitations. In
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addition, the planning process has relied on stakeholder interviews to communicate with the
business community.

= Are we at a point where we conclude the public input?
0 Community outreach and public input is an on-going element of the planning process. Public
comment and buy-in will be integral to the next steps in the process and serve to refine project
priorities.

Plan Visioning Statement
Following the public input update MIG presented the vision selected by the IDT. The Vision was developed
based on the public input and visioning workshop outcomes, and a Vision Development Exercised with the
IDT. During IDT meeting #4 the IDT identified the following vision for the Parks, Recreation, Open Space and
Natural Resources Plan:

Parks, Recreation and Natural Resource Areas provide the opportunity for the

community to connect to, participate in, support and encourage a healthy

environment and active lifestyles.

The steering committee provided the following responses to the community vision.

= “llook at the vision and think it’s splendid, but what’s missing is a refuge from urban life — busy street,
big buildings.”

= “Be deliberate in the spacing of the words when presenting the vision. If not presented correctly the
meaning gets lost.”

Decision Making Tools

The Steering Committee discussed the Draft Tools for Decision Making and considered how this resource can
be utilized to develop and prioritize programs, projects and acquisitions. The Committee reviewed four draft
decision making tools: Recreation Program Evaluation, Design Guidelines, Prioritization Criteria and a Capital
and Operations Cost Model. The focus for discussion with the Steering Committee was the project
prioritization criteria and the ease of using the tool to prioritize projects. MIG presented each criterion and
asked the Committee to score example projects. The committee provided the following comments.

= There is a need to clarify the intended use of the tools for examining the existing and future sites and
programs.

=  What s the frequency of this type of evaluation?
O The tools should be used continually so that anytime there is a new project, the city can rely on
the tools in making assessments for future benchmarking.

= Volunteer projects should be added as a type of stewardship.

=  More specificity is needed in the list of definitions for the criteria. The Sustainability definition needs
clarification.

= A possible finance definition could include asking the question, “will the project be in the black, even,
or red?”
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= A possible environmental consideration could be, “will the project create natural area degradation,
even, or improve the natural system?”

= Use sub-bullets for the prioritization criteria similar to the program evaluation criteria.

=  Provide more finite criteria to take the emotions out of this process, especially for the balance
between finance and environment.

= There is a potential missing criterion for broad based appeal (niche vs. everybody):
O There seems to be a financial priority;
0 This will help determine how much money will go to the niche project; and
0 Criteria that are generic can result in all projects scoring the same.

Next Steps
MIG used the final few minutes of the meeting to summarize next steps in the planning process. This will
include a review of the documents and a project update for the Planning Commission and Parks Commission

on June 15th; a meeting update for the Committee of the Whole (June 20th); and community meetings to
review the documents on June 28th — 29th.

Materials Provided

The following materials were provided to the Steering Committee at this meeting (and are included in the
summary pdf files):

= Agenda
= PowerPoint Presentation used during the meeting

= Signin Sheet

The following materials were provided either prior to or at the meeting, but are not attached to this summary
due to the size:

= Draft Tools for Decision Making including Program Evaluation Tool, Design Guidelines, Prioritization
Criteria and Capital and operations Cost Model

= Draft Preliminary Project List to test the Draft Tools for Decision Making
=  Draft Community Priority Survey Summary

= Visioning Workshop Summary and Workshop Appendices

= Needs Assessment dated May 2011

=  Summary of the Interactive Mapping Results
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Steering Committee: Julio Amador, Marge Cochran-Reep, Chris Hanis, Gwendolyn High, Pete Maas,
Britt McKenzie, Kirk Merrill, Larry Reymann, Tim Searing, Al Talley, Rich Turner, Tim Williams, Bo Woo
Community Services Administrator: Terry Higashiyama
Team Leads: Leslie Betlach, Vanessa Dolbee
Consulting Team (MIG) Members: Ryan Mottau

6:00pm —6:10 pm Welcome and Introductions

6:10 pm — 6:25 pm Planning For Parks, Recreation and Natural Areas
=  Planning Process Update (MIG)

= Needs Assessment Findings (MIG)

= Questions/Discussion (Committee)

6:25 pm —6:40 pm Community Vision and Priorities

=  Visioning Workshop Results (MIG)

=  Community Priority Survey Results (MIG)
= Questions/Discussion (Committee)

6:40 pm —7:50 pm Decision Making Tools
= Qverview of Tools (MIG)

=  Projects and Prioritization (Committee)

7:50 pm = 8:00 pm Next Steps

= Planning Commission/Parks Commission Update 6/15
= Committee of the Whole Update 6/20

= Community Meetings 6/28-29

Go to www.rentonwa.gov and click on the parks plan link for more information!
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PROSNR Process
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Needs Assessment Findings

e Recreation Programs Needs
— City’s role providing skills development
— Developing partnerships

e Parks and Natural Areas Needs

— Y4- to V2-mile developed park service
area

— Higher density residential parks access
— Acquisition of natural area corridors

e Natural Resources Needs
— Site inventories
— Natural area management

— Coordination among different land
managers




Needs Assessment Findings

e Recreation Facility Needs

Competitive and recreation scale
sports fields

Additional playgrounds

Additional picnic shelters and
rentable space

Additional boating facilities

Increase maintenance of school
pools

An additional skate park and dog
park

Carry-out Trails Plan
recommendations




Public Input Update




Visioning Workshop: Visual Preferences

Community response to the
look and feel of specific
Improvements

Opportunity to indicate where
a facility could fit

Supported a preference for
natural appearance

More comfort with developed
or built features in downtown
or local business district

Provides detail about the
whats and wheres for
recommendations




Visioning Workshop: Breakout Groups

e Developed a plan for the park
system around a theme:

— Fitness and Health

— Building Community

— Natural Resources and the
Environment

— Neighborhood Identity

— Youth
e Tables fed a large group

discussion about plan vision
elements




Interactive Mapping Exercise

Available March - April 2011

66 comments tied to specific
locations in the community

Ideas informed project list
development

Map tool can be used again for
feedback to draft plan projects




Community Priority Survey

Purpose
Figure 1
One Feature that Makes Renton a Desirable Place to

Live e Test ideas developing out of
Location public input themes to set
e o ot direction for the plan
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Near Shopping

Near Everything ' 509 Interviews

Freeway Access

Quiet Land line and cell phone

el fon Confirmed 375 residents by
s 10% 1% address

Avalilable in three languages

95% confidence with a margin
of error range of £2.2% - 5%
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Community Priority Survey

e Walking/hiking/jogging activity
with most participation (27%) _
“No activity” also frequent oo S ety s
activity response (17%)

— Of responses, 27% have no Trails Use
time and 22% “do not P ool Swimming
need/not of interest facilities” Youth Ball

 Popular Recreation Activities .
Use of trails (75%) Adult Bal
Swim in public pools (32%) g

Sports fields for youth (17%)
and adults (14%)

Non-motorized boating (12%)
Use of skate parks (11%o)

Boating

Skate Park

40% 60%




Community Priority Survey

e Recreation Programs
— 12%-25% of households frequent to
moderate users
e Recreation Satisfaction

— 88% very to somewhat satisfied with
distribution of rec. opps.
73% prefer improving existing sports
fields
91% want to improve existing
facilities
44% prefer community park and 40%
prefer neighborhood park

Figure 10
Safisfaction with Recreation Opportuniiies
Distribution City of Renton
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PROSNR Plan Vision




PROSNR Plan Vision

Parks, Recreation and Natural Resource Areas
In partnership with the community promote a
healthy environment and foster active lifestyles




Decision Making Tools




Next Steps

e Planning Commission/Parks Commission Update 6/15
e Committee of the Whole Update 6/20

e Community Meetings 6/28 & 6/29
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