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The Governor has proposed closing 48 out of 278 priceless State Parks to save money. The proposal 
would close one out of every six state parks, to save just $9 million. 
 
Four counties with the greatest green access need in the state would lose over 100,000 acres of State 
Parks, nearly as much as the other 54 counties combined. Those four counties alone would lose 101,370 
acres, nearly half of the 216,629 acres to be closed statewide. Green access need is measured in 
combined terms of the fewest acres of parks per thousand residents, and the highest levels of child 
obesity, youth, poverty, and people of color. 
 
The ten counties that would lose the most acres of State Parks would lose 196,904 acres, which is 91% 
of all acres to be closed. 
 
State parks must be kept open for all! 
 
In 2002, California voters passed Proposition 40, which provided $2.6 billion for parks, clean water and 
clean air. Prop 40 passed with the support of 77% of Black voters, 74% of Latino voters, 60% of Asian 
voters, and 56% of non-Hispanic White voters. 75% of voters with an annual family income below $20,000, 
and 61% with a high school diploma or less, supported Prop 40 – the highest among any income or 
education levels.2

 
In November 2006, the support of people of color was crucial to Proposition 84, a $5.4 billion park and 
water bond. Only 45% of non-Hispanic whites favored Prop 84. Latinos supported Prop 84 by 84% and 
gave Prop 84 an 800,000 vote margin, accounting for Prop 84's margin of victory.3 

 
These bonds provide important lessons. Communities of color and low income communities can propel 
properly framed initiatives to success. An equally important lesson is that it is necessary to ensure that the 
benefits and burdens of state parks and other public work investments are distributed fairly.   

 
There should be a state-wide vision and strategic plan for fair access to parks and green space. Standards 
and criteria to measure needs and equity should be defined to distribute benefits, to achieve a fair system 
of finance, and to hold officials accountable.  There should be a park needs assessment to guide planning 
and investments. There should be shared use of parks, schools, and other facilities to make optimal use 
of land, money, and resources. There should be an audit of park and resource bonds since 1999 
(including Propositions 12, 13, 40, 50, and 84) to document who benefits and who gets left behind from 
the investment of public resources.  
 
To learn more, please see The City Project’s Policy Report Healthy Parks, Schools, and Counties: 
Mapping Green Access and Equity for California (2007), available at 
www.cityprojectca.org/blog/archives/362. 
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