
WRIA 8 Salmon Recovery Council Meeting Notes  
Department of Ecology Northwest Regional Office  
May 21, 2015 3:00-5:18 p.m. 
 

 Members/Jurisdictional Staff Alternates Present 
# Name Affiliation 

1.  Councilmember (CM) Andy Rheaume, 
Vice-Chair 

City of Bothell 

2.  CM Jay Arnold City of Kirkland 
3.  CM Diane Buckshnis City of Edmonds 
4.  Mayor Bruce Bassett City of Mercer Island 
5.  Dick Bonewits Cedar River Council 
6.  CM Vince Cavaleri City of Mill Creek 
7.  Don Davidson Long Live the Kings 
8.  CM Bruce Dodds City of Clyde Hill 

9.  Nancy Eklund The Boeing Company 
10.  CM Ted Frantz Town of Hunts Point 
11.  Dave Garland WA Dept. of Ecology (Ecology) 
12.  Antonia Jindrich Mid-Sound Fisheries Enhancement Group 
13.  Peggy Marcus U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
14.  CM Hank Myers City of Redmond 
15.  CM Tom Odell City of Sammamish 
16.  CM Mark Phillips City of Lake Forest Park 
17.  Stewart Reinbold WA Dept. of Fish & Wildlife 
18.  CM Carl Scandella Town of Yarrow Point 
19.  Gary Smith Trout Unlimited/Water Tenders 
20.  Richard Sowa Friends of the Issaquah Salmon Hatchery 
21.  CM John Stokes City of Bellevue 
22.  CM Allen Van Ness City of Kenmore 
23.  CM Paula Waters City of Woodinville 
 

Additional Alternates Present 
24.  Joan Nolan Ecology 
 

Others Present 
25.  Dr. Josephine Archibald Seattle University (U) 
26.  Alison Bennett City of Bellevue 
27.  Elizabeth Butler Recreation & Conservation Office/Salmon Recovery Funding 

Board 
28.  Anne Dettelbach Ecology 
29.  Denise DiSanto Snohomish County 
30.  Irma Gomez Seattle U 
31.  Adrianna Hennessey Seattle U 
32.  Nathan Lind Seattle U 
33.  Kit Paulsen City of Bellevue 
34.  Jerallyn Roetemeyer City of Redmond 
35.  Stacey Rush City of Kirkland 
36.  Nat Scholz National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration  
37.  Jean White King County 
38.  Brooke Winslow Seattle U 
39.  Nathalie Winslow Seattle U/Citizen 
40.  Vaughan Winslow Seattle U/Citizen  
41.  Bruce Wulkan Puget Sound Partnership 
42.  Linda Grob WRIA 8 Team 
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43.  Jason Mulvihill-Kuntz WRIA 8 Team 
44.  Scott Stolnack WRIA 8 Team 
45.  Jason Wilkinson WRIA 8 Team 

 
Vice-Chair Andy Rheaume opened the meeting, inviting all attendees to introduce themselves.  

1. Public Comment  
Dick Bonewits said the recent 20th Cedar River Council (CRC) anniversary celebration at the Ballard 
Locks was excellent. He said Jean White, King County, and Larry Phillips were there from the beginning 
of the CRC, and they deserve a lot of credit for the long-term effectiveness of the CRC. 

2. Approval of Meeting Notes for March 19, 2015 
 

The Salmon Recovery Council unanimously approved the meeting notes for the March 19, 2015 
meeting, which were entered into the record. 

3. Updates & Announcements 
General Announcements: 
Jason Mulvihill-Kuntz (Jason MK), Watershed Coordinator, request people read the Updates & 
Announcements, because there was not enough time to go over the highlights. He did point out the 
invitation to elected officials in the meeting packet to the Sound Choices Conference on the health of 
Puget Sound in Seattle on May 29, 2015. 
 Review Comments on Draft Interlocal Agreement (ILA) and Memorandum of Understanding 

(MOU):  
ILA: Jason MK reminded the SRC and staff to return their comments on the ILA by the end of May if 
possible. He highlighted comments already received partners in the Summary of Proposed Changes 
handout: 
 WRIA 8 should keep its focus on salmon recovery and not stray too far;  
 Keep the “Whereas” statements as they are; 
 Include language enabling addition of members to the ILA from tribes and public agencies 

other than cities and counties;  
 Include the statement of support for Lake Sammamish kokanee recovery.  
MOU: Proposed changes to the MOU based on returned comments include: 
 Add the phrase “By no later than August 1 each year” to provide a date for when the annual 

budget will be submitted to meet the September 1 date for approval in the ILA.  
 Add terminology about annual budget increases not exceeding the Consumer Price Index for 

Wages as approved by the SRC.  
 Change the date from “by December 1” to “on or before December 31” for when ILA partner 

jurisdictions need to let KC know when their budget is approved for the following year.  
Jason MK said we expect to get a few more comments from partners by the end of May. 

 Puget Sound Acquisition and Recreation (PSAR) Funds at Risk in the Legislative Budget: The 
Senate budget includes a proposed proviso that precludes the future use of PSAR funds for land 
acquisition. Jason MK emphasized this would hamper our ability to do our work and protect and 
restore habitat through high-priority projects. Jason MK noted it is too late to send legislators 
letters, but he encouraged SRC members to contact their state representatives to express concern. 

 Proposed Amendment to Three-Year Work Plan: Jason MK said there is a proposal to add the 
Sammamish River Reach 1-2 Acquisition (Wayne Golf Course) in Bothell to the Three-Year Work 
Plan. The Technical Committee discussed the project and recommends its addition to the Work 
Plan. He reminded members that we wrote a letter supporting the Wayne Golf Course acquisition. 
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• Ted Frantz asked if the acquisition is still viable, in light of the press about the Bothell mayor’s 
proposal to purchase and develop the property. Andy Rheaume said the purchase is still viable, 
with Forterra involved to facilitate the acquisition. 

• Mark Phillips asked if a portion of the property is already in a conservancy. CM Rheaume 
explained that the front 9 is encumbered by a conservation easement, but the mayor wants to 
build a bunch of houses on the back 9 if the city doesn’t purchase it. 

• Diane Buckshnis asked if the property is zoned as a park, how the mayor can develop the 
property.  CM Rheaume explained it is zoned for residential. 

 
The Salmon Recovery Council unanimously approved the proposed amendment to add the 
Sammamish River Reach 1-2 Acquisition (Wayne Golf Course) project to the Three-Year Work Plan.  

4. Stormwater Effects on Salmon Recovery – Part 1 
Jason MK introduced the presentation, explaining that stormwater management is an important 
component of salmon recovery, but WRIA 8’s work has focused more on habitat protection and 
restoration to date. We now have better information about how stormwater affects salmon survival 
and what can be done to mitigate this impact.  
 
Stormwater Management: 
Anne Dettelbach, Stormwater Permit Manager, Ecology, provided the stormwater regulatory context. 
She said all WRIA 8 towns/cities are covered by a municipal stormwater permit (MSP) except for Beaux 
Arts, Yarrow Point, Hunts Point, and Woodway. MSPs regulate discharges from publicly owned 
municipal separate storm sewer systems, reducing the impacts on streams, lakes, rivers, and Puget 
Sound. She said jurisdictional staff in WRIA 8 have been implementing stormwater management plans 
since at least 2007, and since 1995 in the case of Seattle and King County. Actions to meet MSPs 
include:  participating in education and outreach events; detecting and eliminating illegal discharges; 
controlling runoff from new and re-development; and looking at ways to control how stormwater 
runoff leaves the site, and how it enters your creeks. A new requirement is to make low impact 
development (LID) the preferred and common practice for all development. 
 
Stacey Rush, Surface Water Engineer, City of Kirkland, described Kirkland’s stormwater management 
activities. She explained that Kirkland is a Phase 2 NPDES city, which means we have a stormwater 
compliance management plan and it is posted on our web page. Kirkland has 80-100 stormwater 
outreach events yearly, and provides car wash kits, sump pumps, and tips for natural gardening 
without using herbicides. She said for the last couple of years we’ve done the “Don’t Drip and Drive” 
program, where we look to see if cars are leaking and provide a coupon to get the leak fixed. We work 
with business owners and give them free spill response kits, etc. However, she said no matter how 
much outreach we do, spills happen, and we train all Kirkland staff to look for spills.  Kirkland has spill 
response kits for the police and fire staff, and we now have them for dump trucks. Last year the city 
had 175 complaints to our hot line, which indicates the word is getting out. The sooner we know about 
a spill, the sooner we can deal with it. She said back in 2000, when salmon recovery started up, we 
weren’t doing any of this stuff in Kirkland, and now we are doing a lot as a result of the salmon 
recovery effort and increased emphasis on stormwater management.  
 
Discussion: 
• Diane Buckshnis asked if the Kirkland has people calling the hot line to report on the car-washing 

practices of their neighbors. Stacey Rush said we do, but we don’t tell on them. We call the 
neighbor and ask if they can park the car on their lawn to wash it.  
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• Hank Myers asked if the funding comes from Kirkland’s stormwater fund. Stacey said it does and is 

not from the general fund, and added that Kirkland also gets some funding from King County.  She 
explained that our stormwater utility started in 1998. 

 
Stormwater Threats to Salmon: 
Nat Scholz, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries, said NOAA is working 
on identifying the environmental health impacts of toxic runoff, how they can be effectively minimized, 
and if ongoing efforts to reduce impacts are working. He showed an underwater video of an urban 
stormwater outfall, and a slide of combined overflows/stormwater pollution going into the Montlake 
Cut after big rain events. With combined overflow, everything from the streets and chemicals from 
houses flow into creeks and streams. 
 
Nat said to understand the impacts of stormwater on coho salmon we did three pre-spawn mortality 
(PSM) studies: a forensic investigation, a study of population-scale implications, and predicative 
modeling based on land use. The studies specifically focused on the freshwater life stage, and his 
presentation was on adult coho. The first study looked at how coho were responding in new habitat 
when urban streams were restored, and found a lot of fish kill with high spawner mortality. He said 
when it rains, fish can become disoriented from stormwater, and can die in about three hours. This 
isn’t seen in rural streams where coho are abundant, but coho in urban streams are the ones suffering 
PSM from toxic runoff (60-90% of total fall runs). Modeling looking at the extinction times for coho 
found that the species can’t survive. Essentially we are creating sink habitats.  
  
Nat said because of forensics we know that all urban streams are not alike and we wanted to 
determine if there was something about landcover that was affecting PSM. The model output 
summary pointed to impervious surfaces as the predicative value for coho mortality. To refine 
estimates, staff partnered with other groups over the last three years, expanding monitoring sites from 
seven to 51 sites all over Puget Sound.  To fit the landscape analysis to these Puget Sound coho-specific 
sites and calculate PSM risk predictions, we overlaid basins with landscape data layers, calculated 
proportion of landscape types, and fit the model to landscape data from all sites (sampled and 
unsampled). A second version of the model also predicted PSM for unsampled sites. He said we are 
now writing a paper about the results, and have more sophisticated maps, which show that where 
people live, coho die. The first map is already out, and a second version will be coming out in late 2015. 
 
Nat reported that in fall 2011 we worked with the Suquamish Tribe at the Grover’s Creek Hatchery 
facility to answer a key stormwater question: Is exposure to urban runoff sufficient to cause coho 
PSM?  We knew stormwater has high metals and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), so we 
decided to make stormwater cocktails and pull out ingredients to see what was killing the fish. It 
turned out that spawners were impervious to this and showed no higher mortality. He said the next 
year we collected runoff from a high-density urban arterial in Seattle, characterized the baseline 
toxicity, and put an adult coho in a PFC tube with stormwater and second coho in a PFC tube with 
clean water. He said the take home message, after 3.5 hours, is that the fish exposed to runoff died, 
and stormwater from roads is killing the fish.  
 
Nat said we then asked how stormwater is impacting other life stages, and began using experimental 
model zebra fish. Results show that exposure to urban stormwater runoff kills everything, embryos to 
adults. A lesson learned from the Exxon Valdez oil spill is that embryos exposed to PAHs (also found in 
crude oil) get fluid around the heart and spinal deformity, slowing down the heart, display erratic 
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heartbeat, leading to heart failure. All fish exposed to oil all over the world get the same thing and all 
fish die.  
 
Nat said Washington State University’s Green Stormwater Research Facility is working on three 
possible solutions to stormwater runoff: permeable pavement, rain gardens, and mesocosms. We can 
prevent stormwater runoff from killing fish by running it though a $75 soil column, but it will take a 
small army to correct the problem of PSM. 
 
Discussion: 
• Carl Scandella asked if the new SR 520 bridge would prevent stormwater impacts to salmon. Nat 

said he hoped so. Mike Grady from NOAA has been working with the Department of 
Transportation (DOT) on that project. 

• Don Davidson asked if NOAA has looked at the impacts of light rail going through Mercer Slough. 
Nat said no, that is handled by a separate agency. 

• Hank Myers inquired about pharmaceutical pollutants in the Ship Canal. Nat said several 
pharmaceutical drugs are detected in stormwater, including a lot of a Type 2 diabetes drug.  

• Mark Phillips asked, noting that coho suffer the most direct mortality from stormwater runoff, if it 
is seen in similar fish. Nat said most PSM is a coho phenomenon, but because of anecdotal 
evidence we will be expanding the research to chum. We’ve sent chum samples to our 
collaborators at Stanford University to look at stressors. 

• Gary Smith asked if NOAA Fisheries reviews DOT’s work. Nat said NOAA Fisheries is working with 
DOT, because when a drop of water from the 520 bridge drifts across the water and hits our 
parking lot, it doesn’t just belong to them. 

• Tom Odell said the City of Sammamish just voted to increase our buffer size, and he asked if that is 
enough. Nat said anything you can do to increase the size and function of buffers is going to 
improve effectiveness. 

 
Jason MK noted that the July SRC meeting will include a presentation on solutions for mitigating 
stormwater effects on salmon. 

5. Salmon Recovery Funding Board/Puget Sound Acquisition and Restoration Funds – 
Project Subcommittee 2015 Grant Recommendations 

Jason Wilkinson (Jason W), Actions and Funding Coordinator, thanked everyone in attendance who 
worked on the WRIA 8 Project Subcommittee (PSC). The PSC’s review of Salmon Recovery Funding 
Board (SRFB) and Puget Sound Acquisition and Restoration (PSAR) project proposals consisted of site 
visits or in-office presentations, evaluation and scoring using WRIA 8 review criteria, and discussion 
and ranking of the projects. The anticipated 2015 SRFB allocation is $433,356 and the anticipated 
2015-2017 PSAR allocation is $1,457,542, for a total available amount of $1,890,898. He said we 
received seven proposals requesting a total of $2,298,821, exceeding available funds by $407,923. 
 
2015 SRFB/PSAR Project Subcommittee Recommendations Summary: 
 

# Site-Specific Project Proposals (Sponsor) Request PSC Recom. 
1.  Sammamish River Side Channel Restoration (City of Bothell) $602,324 $602,324 
2.  Lower Bear Creek Natural Area Additions (King County) $375,000 $375,000 
3.  Bear Creek Reach 6 Restoration, Phase II (Adopt A Stream Foundation) $122,000 $50,000 
4.  Meadowdale Beach Park Barrier Removal Design (Snohomish County [SC]) $250,000 $250,000 
5.  Willowmoor Floodplain Restoration Design (KC) $200,000 $200,000 
6.  Evans Creek Relocation (City of Redmond) $674,000 $338,174 
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# Site-Specific Project Proposals (Sponsor) Request PSC Recom. 
7.  Lower Bear Creek Knotweed Control and Reforestation (SC) $75,400 $75,400 
 Total $2,298,821 $1,890,898 

 

Jason W explained that the PSC recommended that two proposals receive less than the requested 
amounts:  
 Bear Creek Reach 6 Restoration, Phase II:  Reduced funding is intended to support a more robust 

design process that will generate a design appropriate for the site and better meet Chinook 
recovery objectives.  

 Evans Creek Relocation: Reduced funding to be applied to remaining design costs and a smaller 
portion of the construction activities than proposed; sponsor is being asked to modify wood 
locations and use less imported substrate. 

 
Discussion: 
• Tom Odell said he had a conversation with Bill Way, The Watershed Company, about the 

Willowmoor project, and Bill said there is another alternative that he believes would offer greater 
benefits. Jason W said Bill is a member of the project’s stakeholder advisory committee, which is 
helping to inform the project as it moves toward 30% design. This grant supports the next design 
phase, and there will continue to be opportunities for input into the design.  

• Carl Scandella asked what the nature of the concern is with Willowmoor. Tom Odell responded 
that the concern is about side channel functionality. Jason MK explained that funding this proposal 
enables WRIA 8 to have increased input and influence to ensure the habitat benefit at this site. 

• Dave Garland said flood control is a big concern with the Willowmoor project. He asked if it was 
advisable to have Bill Way, and KC project managers Kate Akyuz and Craig Garric come and talk 
about this with the SRC. Willowmoor is a warm water area where Lake Sammamish transitions to 
the Sammamish River, and he said it might be a good idea to go more in depth on the issue. 

• Hank Myers said there were two proposals on the side channel, and the lower cost model (without 
extensive cold water supplementation) was used. He said there is nothing inconsistent with adding 
cold water supplementation later. 

• Jay Arnold said the PSC recommendations make assumptions about the state budget, and he asked 
what happens if the budget is different. Jason W replied that we would come back to the SRC if the 
amounts change. 

 
The Salmon Recovery Council unanimously approved the Project Subcommittee’s 2015 SRFB/PSAR 
grant recommendations.  

6. Cooperative Watershed Management Funds – Project Subcommittee 2015 Grant 
Recommendations 

Jason W said the PSC conducted the same process for reviewing the Cooperative Watershed 
Management (CWM) project applications. The 2015 CWM allocation is $1,585,227, and we have a 
2014 carryover amount of $229,257 that was approved by the SRC last year, for a total of $1,814,484 
in available funding. Sixteen applications were received with a total funding request of $1,973,592, 
equaling a funding shortfall of $159,108.  
 
2015 CWM Project Subcommittee Recommendations Summary: 
 

# Protection & Restoration Funding Recommendations (Sponsor) Request PSC Recom. 
1. Salmon Run Nature Park Stream Restoration (City of Issaquah) $525,000 $525,000 
2. Klapp Restoration (KC) $60,000 $60,000 
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# Protection & Restoration Funding Recommendations (Sponsor) Request PSC Recom. 

3. Sammamish River Side Channel Restoration (City of Bothell) $315,114 $315,114 

4. Issaquah Creek Instream Restoration at Lake Sammamish State Park 
(Mountains to Sound Greenway Trust [MTSGT]) $45,000 $45,000 

5. Evans Creek Relocation (City of Redmond) $410,000 $335,061 
 Subtotal $1,355,114 $1,280,175 

SRC Recommended Minimum Project Allocation $1,205,711 
 

# Riparian Habitat/Stewardship Funding Recommendations (Sponsor) Request PSC Recom. 
1. Issaquah Creek Public Land Restoration Maintenance (MTSGT) $45,000 $45,000 
2. Cottage Lake Creek Riparian Planting (KC) $75,000 $75,000 
3. Bear Creek Restoration (Wild Fish Conservancy) $72,000 $20,000 

 Subtotal $192,000 $140,000 
SRC Recommended Maximum Riparian Allocation $212,773 

 

# Monitoring Funding Recommendations (Sponsor) Requests PSC Recom. 
1. Juvenile Salmon (Fish Out) Monitoring (WA Dept. of Fish & Wildlife) $241,146 $241,146 
2. Adult Chinook (Fish In) Monitoring (KC) $57,163 $57,163 

 Subtotal $298,309 $298,309 
SRC Recommended Maximum Monitoring Allocation $300,000 

 

# Outreach & Education Funding Recommendations (Sponsor) Requests PSC Recom. 
1. Forests & Fins Education Program (MTSGT) $15,000 $15,000 
2. Beach Naturalists (Seattle Aquarium) $13,200 $13,200 
3. Cedar River Salmon Journey (Seattle Aquarium) $38,500 $38,500 
4. Watershed Education for Decision-Makers (Sound Salmon Solutions) $14,997 $14,997 
5. Salmon Watchers (KC) $26,748 $14,303 
6. Salmon-Safe Urban Outreach (Stewardship Partners) $29,596 $0 

 Subtotal $128,169 $96,000 
SRC Recommended Maximum Outreach & Education Allocation $96,000 

16 Total $1,973,592 $1,814,484 
 
Jason W summarized the PSC’s recommendations, including:  
 Evans Creek Relocation (Restoration proposal): As with the SRFB recommendation, reduced 

funding is to be applied to remaining design costs, etc. 
 Bear Creek Riparian Restoration: Sponsor submitted a two-part proposal, and the PSC 

recommended they do the first part (assessment), and come back in a future grant round for the 
second part (riparian enhancement). 

 Monitoring Proposals: In the past Fish-In/Fish-Out monitoring was submitted as one proposal by 
King County and subbed out to the WA Dept. of Fish & Wildlife (WDFW); now they are two 
separate proposals from the county and WDFW. 

 Salmon Watcher Program: With the limit on Outreach & Education funding and number of 
proposals submitted this year, the PSC recommends only partial funding. The PSC did, however, 
provide options that should allow for the program to continue through next year.  

 Salmon-Safe Urban Outreach: Not funded; the program was funded last year, but this year’s 
proposal did not articulate a clear vision for how they would achieve the stated objectives. 

 
Jason W also reported that this year we have $115,056 in returned King Conservation District (KCD) 
funds from KC to be reallocated to priority WRIA 8 projects. The two projects recommended for 
funding by the PSC are:   
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 Lower Lewis Creek Restoration Cost Overrun (City of Issaquah), $75,292: Permitting is just 

completed on a CWM grant received two years ago, and this amount would help Issaquah proceed 
to construction this summer. 

 Sammamish River Side Channel Restoration (City of Bothell), $39,764: Additional funding will allow 
Bothell to redirect some of their local match to understand the effectiveness of this project. 

 
Discussion: 
• John Stokes commented that Bothell’s Sammamish River Side Channel Restoration is a significant 

project, worth almost $1 million. 
• Gary Smith asked if the Bear Creek Riparian Restoration also included funding for Evans Creek. 

Jason W clarified the current proposal and funding recommendation focuses only on Bear Creek. 
 

The Salmon Recovery Council unanimously approved the Project Subcommittee’s 2015 CWM 
grant recommendations.  

7. Success Story: Seattle University Senior Capstone Project – Assessing WRIA 8 Habitat 
Indicators 

Jason MK said the four Seattle University (U) seniors worked with Scott Stolnack, Technical 
Coordinator, for their Senior Capstone Project to assess WRIA 8 Habitat Indicators. Nathan Lind and 
Adrianna Hennessey, Seattle U presenters for the project, introduced the other two Seattle U Capstone 
Project students, Irma Gomez and Brooke Winslow, and Seattle U sponsor Dr. Josephine Archibald.  
 
Adrianna and Nathan reported that the students narrowed down the project focus to the Lower Cedar 
River. For the problem statement they looked at the Chinook Conservation Plan, available literature, 
existing data, gaps, and 11 habitat indicators provided by the WRIA 8 Technical Committee. The 
literature reviews identified one major gap (forest fragmentation), the metrics review identified four 
(peak flow characteristics; length of natural riparian bank; unarmored channel; and forest 
fragmentation) and the review of 23 data sources identified five (substrate composition; percentage of 
historic assessable stream miles to adult Chinook; total length of natural riparian bank; acres of natural 
riparian vegetation; and amount of unarmored channel).  
 
The student recommendations were to fill the major data gaps, generally conduct remote versus direct 
monitoring, and create a monitoring database. Adrianna and Nathan said we found remote monitoring 
more useful, cheaper, and that using remote is preferable whenever possible. They also said creating a 
database would require a database manager and regular monitoring. 
 
Discussion: 
• Andy Rheaume said he knows LIDAR data were recently collected for the Cedar River, and he asked 

if the students were able to get those data. Nathan Lind said one of the hardest parts of the study 
was getting access to data. 

• Hank Myers asked how the remote monitoring would get into the database. Adriana Hennessey 
said there are different methods for getting it into the database. Nathan said it has been extremely 
hard to get all these people together to provide their data. All that data together in a single 
database is much more powerful than many different databases.  

• Gary Smith asked if there are any opportunities for the students to pursue jobs in this field after 
graduation. Nathan quipped that we now have an “in” with King County.  
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• Ted Frantz asked if next year’s Seattle U seniors will do a follow-up project. Josephine Archibald 

explained that next year we will only have one Senior Capstone Team, and it’s uncertain what their 
project will be. 

• Allen Van Ness asked what the students will be doing next year if they are not pursuing careers in 
this field. One reported that she has been hired by a marine debris removal nonprofit, and the rest 
said they don’t know what they’ll be doing. Nathan Lind asked if anyone had a job for them. 

  
 
Public Comment: 
Dick Bonewits requested that predation on salmon in Lake Washington be a future SRC agenda topic. 
 
Next Meeting: 
The next SRC meeting is July 16, 2015, 3:00-5:15 p.m., at Ecology’s Northwest Regional Office in 
Bellevue.    
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