GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL

WEDNESDAY, JULY 25, 2001

Puget Sound Regional Council Board Room

MEETING SUMMARY

Members Present:

Councilmember Trish Borden, Commissioner Walter Canter, Councilmember Judy Clibborn, Councilmember Richard Cole, Councilmember Richard Conlin, Councilmember Grant Degginger, Councilmember Jean Garber, Councilmember David Irons, Councilmember Kathy Keolker-Wheeler, Councilmember Dean McColgan, Mayor Joan Simpson, Executive Ron Sims—Chair, Councilmember Peter Steinbrueck.

Councilmember Conlin convened the meeting at 4:00 PM.

I-A.
Public Comment:

Mike Louis of the Housing Partnership discussed cottage housing and provided copies of a document titled “Cottage Housing and Your Community – a guide for drafting a cottage housing ordinance.  Mike pointed out examples of cottage housing being built in Ravenna and Shoreline.

Five citizens spoke in favor of GMPC adoption of the proposed Countywide Planning Policies LU-2A and LU-2B related to agriculture and the Lower Green River Agricultural Production District.  The five speakers were Bob Tidball, Judy Taylor (President of the Upper Green Valley Preservation Society), Marguerite Sutherland (President of PLAN – Preserve Land for Agriculture Now), Shelley Pasco-Verdi and Will Knedlik.

Six citizens spoke against GMPC adoption of proposed Countywide Planning Policies LU-2A and LU-2B related to agriculture and the Lower Green River Agricultural Production District.  The six speakers were Martin J. Durkin Jr. (representing Jack Nelson), Don Phelps, Carol Phelps, Laurie Nightengale, Councilmember Tim Clark (City of Kent), and Geoff Clayton.

I-B.
Review and Approval of the March 28, 2001 Meeting Summary.

The GMPC unanimously approved the March 28, 2001 meeting summary. 

II. Items for Future Consideration: 

A. Urban Separators

Paul Reitenbach of King County introduced this issue by explaining that there is clear direction in the Countywide Planning Policies to maintain the Urban Separators already designated by King County.  However, the only map of these Urban Separators is in the King County Comprehensive Plan.  In the past, Urban Separators have been annexed and inadvertently upzoned.  To better protect existing Urban Separators, staff recommended that the GMPC direct staff to prepare maps of existing Urban Separators and a Motion that would include these maps in the Countywide Planning Policies for consideration at the September 26 GMPC meeting.

Staff was asked how many Urban Separators have been designated and which cities are affected.  Mr. Reitenbach explained there are about eight designated Urban Separators, all south of Interstate 90, affecting Renton, Kent and Auburn. There are continuing staff-level discussions with these cities. 

A Motion was made to approve the staff recommendation to prepare the maps for consideration at the July 26 GMPC meeting.  Councilmember Clibborn stated this issue would be better addressed though an interlocal agreement.

The Motion was approved by a vote of 7 to ½, with Councilmember Clibborn casting the no vote.

Staff were asked to clarify the number of votes allocated to the Suburban Cities Association.  Staff responded by stating that the Suburban Cities have three votes cast by six representatives.  Since seven representatives were in attendance, one of the SCA alternate representatives would not vote.  Staff was also asked what constituted a quorum.  Staff responded there are twelve and one-half total votes if the full membership was in attendance, so to avoid fractions, seven votes in attendance is advised.  It was pointed out that 7 and one-half votes were in attendance at this meeting.

B. Agriculture Countywide Planning Policies

Lauren Smith of King County introduced this issue by pointing out that on May 21, 2001 the King County Council adopted Motion 11208 requesting reconsideration of GMPC Motion 99-3, which was adopted by a vote of 5 ½ to 0 in June of 1999.  GMPC Motion 99-3 recommended the approval of two new Countywide Planning Policies: LU-2A, which states that designated Agricultural Production Districts shall not be annexed by cities, and LU-2B, which recognizes the Lower Green River APD as a regionally designated resource that is to remain unincorporated.  Motion 99-3 also recommended removing the Lower Green River APD from the Urban Growth Area.  The GMPC was then asked to approve the staff recommendation to prepare a Motion reaffirming the approval of policies LU-2A and LU-2B for consideration at the September 26 GMPC meeting.

Councilmember Cole asked why the Sammamish Valley was not being addressed.  Staff clarified that the Lower Green APD is unique in that it is the only APD that has been included in a city annexation area.  However, no APD, including the Sammamish Valley, could be annexed if these policies are approved.

Councilmember Borden and Executive Sims asked why the GMPC should revisit policies that it already approved. Staff explained the GMPC would be reaffirming these policies with more members present. Councilmember Irons pointed out that a key issue for the County Council was voting on this issue while negotiations with a property owner in the affected area were underway. 

There was additional discussion about whether to reaffirm the Motion as suggested by staff or take no further action, thus letting Motion 99-3 stand as the GMPC recommendation to the King County Council.  Staff raised the concern that if GMPC chose not to act on policies sent back to them by the County Council the policies might remain in limbo. 

Executive Sims moved to send the policies back.  Mr. Conlin stated the Motion is to reaffirm the Agricultural Countywide Planning Policies without any further process.  
Councilmember Degginger asked if negotiations with property owners would be affected.  Staff responded these negotiations are proceeding and will not be affected.

Councilmember Irons requested holding this issue until the September meeting.  Councilmember Clibborn concurred.

The Motion to reaffirm the Agricultural CPP’s without any further process failed by a vote of 3 ½ to 4, with Executive Sims, Councilmembers Conlin, Steinbrueck and Borden voted yes.

Councilmember Irons moved for reconsideration; asking the staff to prepare a Motion reaffirming the Agricultural Countywide Planning Policies for consideration at the September GMPC meeting.  The Motion was approved by a vote of 5 to 2½ with Executive Sims and Councilmembers Borden and Steinbrueck voting no.

III.
2012-2022 Jobs / Housing Targets
Rob Odle of Redmond introduced this issue stating that he believes extending growth targets from 2012 to 2022 will be the most important issue facing the GMPC for the next year.  He also pointed out that in 2002 work on Buildable Lands, targets, and local comprehensive plan amendments will be underway.  A staff subcommittee on Buildable Lands and Targeting (BLT) is working to develop target distribution criteria and to oversee the Buildable Lands effort.  County Planning Directors are also involved in this work.  Staff is working to develop a process and criteria for assigning growth targets for GMPC approval prior to release of the new population forecasts, expected in February 2002.  Several slides were shown to the GMPC relating to transportation and possible target allocation criteria. 

Travis Black of the Puget Sound Regional Council explained timing and location of planned transportation improvements to support planned growth.  A brochure “Destination 2030” was distributed to members and slides were used to illustrate the amount of planned growth and planned capital expenditures for the County and the region.  

Don Ding of King County briefed the GMPC on statewide and regional efforts to provide transportation infrastructure and the linkages to land use planning.  Don also mentioned the key issue areas of the King County Metro 6-year transit plan:

· Where should new service go?

· How future service should match up with future growth; and

· How effective are we in allocating service and making capital investments?

The 6-year plan will also look at funding needs and strategies.  The draft plan will be completed by the end of the year and submitted to the King County Council. 

Councilmember Degginger asked what consideration will be given to jurisdictions that are meeting their targets.  Staff responded that the BLT subcommittee would be considering past performance as the new target allocation criteria is developed.

Mayor Simpson asked if all this planning is going to work.  She noted no reference to planned park and ride lots and the new Snoqualmie Ridge Parkway in the presentation materials.  She also asked about additional sales tax capability.  Staff responded there is a remaining one-tenth of one- percent capability and no decision has been made to make use of this.  Staff also agreed to research Mayor Simpson’s questions and get back to her.

Councilmember McColgan asked how parallel are the Destination 2030 plan and the housing targets, and will targets be revised if infrastructure is not built.  Staff responded that infrastructure will be phased, and we do need to address the issue about reevaluating targets if infrastructure is not provided.

Staff concluded by saying we will proceed as outlined unless members have concerns.  There were no concerns stated by GMPC members.
IV. 
Buildable Lands Update

Chandler Felt of King County referenced a one-page description of the Buildable Lands effort in the meeting packet.  He pointed out we need to report to the State by September 1, 2002 on the density achieved by our development, our capacity for new growth, and our ability to accommodate our 2012 growth targets.  A draft report on Buildable Lands will be brought to GMPC in early 2002.

V.
Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 6:05 PM.
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