GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL

WEDNESDAY, March 26, 2003

Puget Sound Regional Council Board Room

MEETING SUMMARY

Members Present:

Councilmember Borden, Councilmember Mary Alice Burleigh, Commissioner Walt Canter, Councilmember Richard Cole, Councilmember Richard Conlin, Councilmember Eric Faison, Councilmember Kathy Keolker-Wheeler, Councilmember Judy Nicastro, Councilmember Phil Noble, Councilmember Michele Pettiti, Mayor Joan Simpson, Executive Ron Sims, Chair.

Mayor Simpson convened the meeting at 4:15 PM.

I-A.
Public Comment:

There were no comments.

I-C.
Review 2003 GMPC Work Program

Staff pointed out to the members that there would only be two more meetings in 2003: May 21 and September 17.  

II.
Social and Health Indicators

Carol Maurer of the Children and Families Commission introduced Sandy Ciske, Manager of Epidemiology, Planning and Evaluation, Seattle-King County Health Department, for a presentation on the “Communities Count” report on the Social and Health indicators. Please see the attached summary of this presentation.

Mayor Simpson noted that the North Bend was forced to cut budgets by as much as 10 %, but the city was still able to add about 8% to its human services budget.

Councilmember Nicastro complimented the report and asked about the fluctuating rates of alcohol and tobacco use.  Staff responded that tobacco use declined noticeably from 1993-1997 and has since leveled off.  The rate of alcohol use has been relatively stable.

Councilmember Petitti asked for clarification of how it was determined that there is a shortage of affordable housing.  Staff responded that this is determined by estimating the number of households paying more than 30% of their total income on housing.

Councilmember Noble commented that it would be useful to compare our data with similar data from other jurisdictions.  Staff responded that each jurisdiction selects its own unique set of indicators, so comparison is difficult. 

III. Benchmark Report:

Rose Curran of King County reviewed the purpose and goals of the Benchmark program.  Ms. Curran outlined the Benchmark work plan for 2003 – 2004 and that the Benchmark Report will be modified to a newsletter format.  Staff expects to return to GMPC in the Spring of 2004 with recommendations on indicators to eliminate, change or add based on the previous year’s research.

Councilmember Keolker-Wheeler asked about the timelines for the data, noting that not all data is from the same timeframe.  Staff explained that the most recent data for each indicator is published, which causes the difference in timeframes for the various indicators. Councilmember Keolker-Wheeler suggested the timeframe for data be clearly indicated to avoid confusion.

I-B.
Review and Approval of the October 23, 2002 Meeting Summary.

The GMPC approved the October 23, 2002 meeting summary by a vote of 6 1/2 to 0.

IV. Urban Growth Area 10-Year Review 

Michael Hubner of the Suburban Cities Association presented the staff report.  He pointed out that the Growth Management Act is the statutory mandate for the 10 year UGA review.  Countywide Planning Policy FW-1 contains the criteria to evaluate the UGA, used by staff in this analysis.  Michael also reviewed the work accomplished by GMPC in 2002 that was closely related to the 10-year UGA review: specifically the development and adoption of growth targets.  The 2002 Buildable Lands Evaluation was also used in this effort.  

Staff concluded that an evaluation of the UGA – drawing on Buildable Lands, Growth Targets and Benchmarks Indicators – finds that the current UGA is adequate to accommodate household growth targets through the year 2022, therefore no change to the UGA was recommended.  Staff also requested direction to prepare a Motion to this effect for consideration and potential vote at the May 21 GMPC meeting.  Finally, staff asked for direction to report back to GMPC in 2005 on the progress made by local jurisdictions to accommodate targeted growth.

Councilmember Conlin asked whether the reported gap between housing capacity and household target in some individual jurisdictions referred to the 2012 or the 2022 targets. Staff confirmed it to be the latter. Staff pointed out that upon adoption of the 2022 targets the planning horizon shifts forward 10 years, with the 2022 targets supplanting the 2012 targets for the entirety of the new period. 

Executive Sims moved the staff recommendations, which were then approved by a vote of 6 ½ to 0.

V. 
Adjourn

The meeting was adjourned at 5:15 PM.




2

