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KEEPING LA's LIBRARIES OPEN 
By Jack Humphreville a-u/lM)Le .[:lt_ 
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The $39 parcel tax approved on June 16 by the Board of Library Commissioners for placement on the 
November 2 ballot is designed to raise approximately $30 million. This money will be used to restore 
library services and reduce the Library's dependence on the City's General Fund. 

While this tax would be subject to increases based on the Consumer Price Index, it would also 

contain a "sunset clause" (yet to be determined) and the formation of Citizen's Advisory Oversight 
Committee to ensure "public accountability." 

One of the selling points was a poll that indicated that 68% of the likely voters would approve the 

parcel tax, slightly more than the two-thirds needed for approval. Martin Gomez, the City Librarian, 

also pointed out that a number of cities had passed parcel taxes in the last few years, including four 
in the recent June 8 election. However, there are certain critical issues that need to be addressed 

fully before the City Council approves placing this parcel tax on the November ballot. 

As a first step, voters need to have a better understanding of exactly how this money is going to be 

used. There needs to be a detailed short term and long term plan that is understandable to the 
voters, not one that is directed to the budget wonks buried deep in the bowels of City Hall. 

The voters also need a long range strategic plan so that they have the confidence that the Public 

Library is providing needed services on an efficient basis. 

But the most critical issue is defining the relationship between the Library and the City and its 

General Fund. In particular, voters need to be assured that the Library's funds are not going to be 
raided by the City, whether it is through direct assessments, new allocations, "cost recovery," 
increased responsibilities, or as an employee dumping ground. 

In the 2010-11 budget, the City has made a concerted effort to balance the General Fund by 
implementing "full cost recovery" where departments such as the Library are assessed for 
unreimbursed expenses provided by the City. 

As such, the Library Department was "dinged" an extra $10 million by the City for costs related to 

http:/ I citywatchla. cornlindex2. php ?option=com _ content&task=view &id= 3 663 &pop= 1 & pa... 6/22/201 0 



remaining $20 million? 
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lities, retirement and health benefits, and the Early Retirement Incentive 
m payout. 

required a similar size reduction in payroll, resulting in the elimination of 
8 positions. This 28% reduction in staff mandated that the Library reduce 

services from six to five days a week for all its 73 libraries. 

Ho1we•ver, if S 1 0 million from the new parcel tax proceeds of $30 million is 
to restore the staffing and service levels, what is the use of the 

More than likely, it will revert to the City as a partial reimbursement for "Related Costs" such as 
pension, retirement, human resource benefits, additional water and electricity charges, building 
services, capital finance and wastewater (!) costs, and all other departmental related costs. 

In the 2010-11 budget, Related Costs are budgeted to be almost $49 million, which implies that the 
City may want to recover even more costs! 

Based on this significant unexplained discrepancy, it is imperative that the City Council do a rigorous 
analysis of the use of proceeds from this parcel tax and that clear cut ground rules be established in 
advance defining the relationship between the Los Angeles Public Library and the City's General 
Fund. 

There also needs to be vigorous and continued oversight by qualified individuals, whether it is from 
the Citizen's Advisory Oversight Committee and/or a reconstituted Board of Commissioners. 

Voters deserve to have a full and complete understanding of the finances of the Los Angeles Public 
Library and how the proceeds from the new parcel tax are used. 

Complete transparency and vigorous oversight are an absolute necessity if this 
measure is to have a chance of receiving the approval of two-thirds of the voters in 
the already contentious, issues intense November election. 

(Jack Humphreville writes LA Watchdog for CityWatch He is the President of the 
DWP Advocacy Committee and the Ratepayer Advocate for the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood 
Council. Humphreville is the publisher of the Recycler ·· www.recycler.com. He can be reached at 

lajack@gmail.com) -cw 

CityWatch 
Vol 8 Issue 49 
Pub: June 22, 2010 

Close Window 

http://citywatchla.com/index2.php?option=com _ content&task=view&id=3663&pop= 1 &pa... 6/22/2010 


