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METROPOLITAN KING COUNTY COUNCIL

LABOR, OPERATIONS AND TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE
SECOND REVISED STAFF REPORT

AGENDA ITEM:  9
DATE:  December 6, 2005
PROPOSED NO:  2005-0492
PREPARED BY:  Peggy Sanders
SUBJECT:

AN ORDINANCE to establish the official symbol of King County to be the likeness of the Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.; amending Ordinance 8227, Section 1, and K.C.C. 1.36.010 and adding new sections to K.C.C. chapter 1.36.
BACKGROUND:

All counties are creations of state law and chartered by state of Washington charters.  King County was created by the state legislature in 1852.  The county was originally named after William Rufus DeVane King, a vice president of the United States and a slave owner.  In 1969, King County became a charter county.  On February 24, 1986 the King County Council passed motion 6461 which recognized the accomplishments of Nobel Peace Prize laureate Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. and renaming King County in his honor.  

In 2005 the Washington State legislature approved Engrossed Senate Bill 5332 renaming King County in honor of the Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.  The bill was signed by Governor Gregoire on April 19, 2005.  

The Labor, Operations and Technology Committee considered this legislation at a special meeting on December 6, 2005.  Action by the Committee was deferred, and the Council relieved the Committee of further consideration of the legislation at its December 12, 2005 meeting.  Action by the Council was deferred in order to obtain further information and analysis of the legislation.
SUMMARY:

If approved, this ordinance would replace the current official logo of King County, a crown inside two circles, with the likeness of the Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.  A striking amendment has been prepared since the Council’s December 12, 2005 meeting.  The striking amendment would make the following changes to the original proposed ordinance:

· The striking amendment includes additional statements of fact intended to acknowledge the role of the King Center in overseeing the intellectual property rights of the King Estate and to confirm that the county’s use of Dr. King’s image is intended to promote Dr. King’s legacy of nonviolent social change and not for commercial profit.

· The striking amendment provides that the official logo cannot be used for for-profit commercial purposes “[u]nless otherwise authorized by the King Estate”.  This leaves open the possibility of using the county logo for future commercial uses if the county obtains the appropriate license from the King Estate.

· Like the original proposed ordinance, the striking amendment requires the Executive to develop graphic standards for the use of the logo.  In addition, the striking amendment requires the Executive to transmit for Council approval by ordinance the graphic standards, including the design of the proposed logo (likeness of Dr. King) and guidelines governing logo uses.  

· In the transmittal of the graphic standards, the Executive must include a report to the Council of the Executive’s efforts to obtain feedback from the King Center and King Estate on the guidelines and any communications on possible licensing for the unrestricted use of the logo for all county purposes.
· The striking amendment requires that implementation of the new logo be done in phases to minimize cost.  It provides that the existing crown logo will be used on existing items until replaced in the ordinary course of business, unless the cost of replacement is minimal or replacement should be implemented all at once for public health and safety reasons, such as uniform identification for King County law enforcement officers.

· The implementation of Dr. King’s likeness as the new official county logo would not take place until the county enacts a subsequent ordinance approving the graphic standards, including the design of the logo and guidelines governing its use. 
A revised fiscal note was prepared that shows an increase in the estimated cost of implementing the logo change on a five-year schedule.  The cost is now estimated at about $661,000 over five years.  This change reflects some increases in costs to the Sheriff’s Office not included in the original fiscal note and also reflects decreases in costs for other agencies such as Transit and DDES.  It should be noted that the revised fiscal note is for the proposed ordinance, not for the costs of implementing the striking amendment.
ATTACHMENT:

1.  Striking Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2005-0492
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