GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2003

Puget Sound Regional Council Board Room

MEETING SUMMARY

Members Present:

Councilmember Borden, Councilmember Mary Alice Burleigh, Commissioner Walt Canter, Councilmember Tim Clark, Councilmember Richard Cole, Councilmember Eric Faison, Councilmember David Irons, Mayor Kathy Keolker-Wheeler, Councilmember Judy Nicastro, Councilmember Michele Pettiti, Councilmember Larry Phillips, Mayor Joan Simpson, Executive Ron Sims, Chair.

Executive Sims convened the meeting at 4:00 PM.

I-A.
Public Comment:

Caherine Hunter, Bruce Burns, John McHugh, and Dietrich Riemer spoke in opposition to proposed changes to the Lea Hill Urban Separator.  Each speaker wanted the existing Urban Separator to retain the R-1 (one home per acre) zoning – they did not support the proposal to designate portions of the existing Urban Separator for development at R-4 density (four homes per acre).

I-B.
Review and Approval of the May 21, 2003 Meeting Summary.

The GMPC approved the May 21, 2003 meeting summary by a vote of 7 to 0.

II. Criteria for Designating New Urban Centers

Norman Abbott of the Puget Sound Regional Council presented information about the PSRC Growth Management Policy Board.  He also explained the designation criteria for new Urban Centers, which were adopted in June 2003.  Finally he updated GMPC on the Vision 2020 process.

Mr. Abbott made a slide presentation, which is attached to this meeting summary.

Councilmember Nicastro asked if there is a preferred employment to housing ratio.  Staff responded that there is not.  

Councilmember Faison expressed concern that there is a stated purpose to limit the number of activity centers but the criteria for regional centers does not address that issue.  Staff responded that there are not many areas that can meet the criteria.  So the number of new centers is limited by the criteria without the need to specify a limit to the number of new centers.

Councilmember Faison also questioned whether existing centers are regional or local in nature.  Staff responded Vision 2020 could call for a reevaluation of existing centers under the new criteria to determine whether existing centers are in fact functioning as regional centers.

Councilmember Phillips asked about housing targets for regional centers.  Staff explained that “activity units” are required by the criteria – these activity units include population, housing and employment.  There is no specific housing target.  Councilmember Phillips asked if existing centers provide housing as envisioned by the criteria.  Staff clarified that new centers must make provision for housing but there is no evaluation system to determine whether existing centers meet the criteria. 

III. Proposed Designation of Downtown Auburn as an Urban Center

This item had been discussed previously by GMPC.   There was no further discussion at this meeting.

By unanimous vote of 7-0, the GMPC approved Motion 03-2, designating downtown Auburn as an Urban Center. 

IV.
Proposed Amendment to the Auburn/Lea Hill Urban Separator

Councilmember Nicastro requested staff address the issues raised by citizens during the public comment period at the beginning of this meeting.  Paul Reitenbach, King County staff representative, pointed out that a mutually acceptable recommendation was developed by Auburn and King County staff in response to GMPC direction.  This recommendation calls for redesignation of 164 acres of existing Urban Separator designated for development at one home per acre with mandatory lot clustering, to Urban Residential 4-12 homes per acre.  The higher density residential designation is consistent with Auburn’s planning for this area.  An equivalent amount of publicly owned land would be added to the Urban Separator.  Lea Hill is within Auburn’s Potential Annexation Area (PAA) and King County is working aggressively with cities to expedite annexation of PAA’s.  Paul also clarified that the nearby property owned by the City of Kent is not part of this proposal, but the Kent property includes a significant wetland that may be considered to be added to the Urban Separator at a future date.  Finally, Mr. Reitenbach pointed out that King County will hold a public meeting in the Lea Hill area as part of its comprehensive plan update to discuss this proposed issue with Lea Hill residents.

Councilmember Irons asked about the zoning of the land to be added to the Urban Separator.  Paul Krauss of Auburn pointed out that most of this land is within the City of Auburn and in public ownership.

Councilmember Nicastro asked about the effect of higher density on wildlife.  Mr. Reitenbach pointed out that it is logical to say that increased residential density would have increased impacts on existing wildlife habitat.

Executive Sims asked about the City of Auburn’s plans for annexation of the Lea Hill area.  Paul Krauss stated the ultimate goal is annexation of this area, however there are no immediate plans for annexation.  

Councilmember Borden reminded the GMPC that this area could still be designated for lower residential density in a future local planning process.

Councilmember Philips noted that Urban Separators are regionally designated.  Urban Separators have several functions, not just to provide open space between cities.  Urban Separators may be located within a city, and they may serve as wildlife corridors and as additional protection for critical areas.

Councilmember Irons praised the level of cooperation between Auburn and King County that produced this proposal.

Councilmember Nicastro stated she was not familiar with the background of this issue and asked if she could abstain from voting.  Chair Sims responded the options are to vote yes, no or absent.  Councilmember Nicastro left the meeting.

Motion 03-3 failed due to lack of quorum.  The vote was 6 in favor and none opposed.

V. 
Adjourn

The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 PM.
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