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GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL

WEDNESDAY, MAY 24, 2000

Puget Sound Regional Council Board Room

MEETING SUMMARY
Members Present:

Councilmember Trish Borden, Mayor Howard Botts, Councilmember Terry Brazil, Councilmember Jeanne Burbridge, Commissioner Walt Canter, Councilmember Judy Clibborn, Councilmember Richard Cole, Councilmember Richard Conlin, Councilmember Mike Creighton, Councilmember Jerry Degginger, Councilmember Margaret Pageler, Councilmember Larry Phillips, Mayor Joan Simpson, Executive Ron Sims—Chair

The meeting began at 3:50 PM.

I.
Review and Approval of February 23, 2000 Meeting Summary

The GMPC reviewed and approved the February 23, 2000 meeting summaries with an amendment to add Councilmember Trish Borden and Commissioner Walter Canter to the list of members present.

II. Presentation and Discussion of Human Services Indictors Report

Sandy Ciske, staff from the Seattle-King County Public Health Department, presented an overview of the human services indicators report. The report includes twenty-nine social and health indicators which assess the health and well being of residents and communities in King County in a report entitled “Communities Count 2000”.  

The report is a product of a collaborative effort of public and private organizations.  Staff was very careful to ensure that participants represented ethnic, language,  and geographic diversity and included new measures of community well being such as social support, income distribution, reading to children, and social cohesion in neighborhoods. The study concluded that the County is progressing on issues like crime reduction, infant mortality, teen births, and adult alcohol abuse, but worsening on the issues of housing affordability, tobacco use among adults and youth, alcohol use among youth, etc. 

Sims directed staff to develop options on how to integrate these indicators into the appropriate countywide report, whether that is the King County Annual Growth Report or the King County Benchmarks Report. 

III. Discussion and Possible Action—Countywide Planning Policies Related to the Endangered Species Act

Margaret Pageler presented the ESA Subcommittee consensus package of CPPs for discussion.  Judy Clibborn, representing the Suburban Cities Association (SCA) discussed the SCA’s concern about approving ESA policies before the 4 (d) ruling is announced.  Clibborn stated that the suburban cities are cautious because of liability issues.  She suggested that the GMPC hold action on the policies until the Federal ruling comes out and cities are able to understand its ramifications and implementation costs.

Councilmembers Phillips and Pageler, members of the GMPC ESA Sub-Committee, responded to comments and questions.  Phillips stated that most of the policies simply support existing state law.  Various GMPC members stated that they were not prepared to vote on policies and asked that at a subsequent GMPC meeting staff explain the intent of each policy.

Sims encouraged GMPC members to send their questions to staff prior to the June 28th 

GMPC meeting.  The questions and comments posed in the meeting included:

1. What are the costs of staffing ESA?

2. What is the cost of implementing development regulations?

3. What is the WRIA process?

4. If we don't adopt ESA policies, what message does that send to concerned residents, to tribes, etc.?

5. Are there specific WRIAs working within specific existing watersheds? 

6. What is the 4(d) Rule?

7. Consider adding a glossary to the CPPs.

The following are questions related to specific policies:

· FW-5A:  What does it mean to "recognize WRIAs"?

· FW-5B:  What does it mean to "preserve and protect"?

· FW-5C:  What does it mean to "assess opportunities to restore essential habitat"?  What would be required?

· CA-2:  Would a single countywide classification system for wetlands mean standardized development regulations?

· CA-3:  Smaller cities do not have staff to create development regulations, therefore, a model ordinance should be written to accompany the amendment.  What is meant by “when feasible”?

· CA-7A:  If we standardize stream typing what impact would this have on development regulations?

· CA-11A:  What is meant by "outside their boundaries"?

· CA-11B:  Define “ecosystem”.
IV
Executive Committee Report

Allan Johnson, King County staff, and Walter Zisette, City of Seattle staff, reported on the March Housing Retreat follow-up efforts to date.   Zisette presented a status report on the CTED Housing grant project which has been working with numerous residents countywide, in focus group sessions.  A full report of that project will be given at the July GMPC meeting.  The aim is to connect the CTED housing project results with the overall GMPC housing work.

Allan Johnson reported that since the Housing Retreat, the following work has been done:

1) Retreat surveys were sent to all retreat participants;

2) A housing status report identifying nine key housing strategies had been forwarded to each of the forty jurisdictions for response and follow-up; and

3) Simultaneously GMPC staff is continuing to work on a Housing Action Plan proposal to present to the GMPC in June.

The meeting adjourned at 5:20 PM.
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