WRIA 9 FORUM

DRAFT SUMMARY

July 19, 2006

2:30-4:20 p.m.

Tukwila Community Center
ATTENDEES

	Name
	Affiliation

	Forum:
	

	Mayor Steven Mullet, Chair
	City of Tukwila

	Glen Akramoff
	City of Covington

	Paul Bucich
	City of Federal Way

	Councilmember Richard Conlin
	City of Seattle

	Mayor Laure Iddings
	City of Maple Valley

	Mark Isaacson
	King County

	Mayor Joan McGilton
	City of Burien

	Councilmember Bill Peloza
	City of Auburn

	Loren Reinhold
	City of Des Moines


	Other Attendees:
	

	Julie Hall
	City of Seattle

	Sara Hemphill
	King Conservation District (KCD)

	Sandy Kilroy
	King County, WRIA 9 Service Provider Representative

	Matt Livengood
	KCD Chair, Board of Supervisors

	Mike Mactutis
	City of Kent

	Aaron Nix
	City of Auburn

	James Rasmussen
	Green/Duwamish Watershed Alliance/WRIA 9 Steering Committee

	Brandy Reed
	KCD

	Geoff Reed
	KCD

	Mike Scuderi
	US Army Corps of Engineers 

	Les Soule
	US Army Corps of Engineers 

	Scott Wallace
	KCD Board of Supervisors

	Kathy Wright
	King County Water and Land Resources Division (Corps Liaison)


	Linda Grob
	WRIA 9 Administrative Assistant

	Doug Osterman 
	WRIA 9 Watershed Coordinator

	Dennis Clark
	WRIA 9 Outreach and Stewardship Coordinator


I. Welcome and Introductions

Steve Mullet opened the meeting and invited attendees to introduce themselves.     

II. Public Comment

Dennis Clark, Outreach and Stewardship Coordinator, announced that the Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) is updating Vision 2020 to extend it to 2040.  Public comment is requested on the Draft EIS, and on which of four “growth distribution alternatives” are preferred.  He said the pink handout summarizes the growth alternatives’ impact to salmon.  Dennis said he also has copies of the summary sheet for people to take.

Dennis reported that the WRIA 9 team has been talking to cities about implementing the WRIA 9 Plan.  He said we are standing by and ready to assist you, and can also provide copies of a summary sheet.

III. Approval of Meeting Summary


	The Forum unanimously approved the summary for the May 24, 2006 meeting.


IV. King Conservation District Proposed 2007 Draft Work Program and Funding Allocations

Matt Livingood, Chair, King Conservation District (KCD) Board, read a letter KCD received in the spring that expressed concern about the distribution of funds among the three watersheds, questioned whether salmon projects are a good use of these funds, and suggested that the KCD assessment would be better spent and salmon recovery better served by working with local governments on land use issues.  Matt said KCD initiated an increase with the legislature in 2005 to increase the assessment from $5 to $10 per parcel, but it wasn’t intended to be a blanket increase to the WRIAs.   The proposed 2007 draft work program will expand partnering and outreach, grant management, and other programs, and there will be some restructuring to KCD’s administration to support the expanded grant management program.  Steve Mullet remarked that we all agree with the value of KCD, but most of us might disagree with the letter writer.

Geoff Reed, KCD Co-Director, mentioned that the proposed five-year, $10/per parcel assessment raises $5.8 million annually.  Some WRIA Forums will see an increase, and some a decrease, but the WRIA Forums’ share is still the bulk of the assessment.   He explained that KCD is gathering comments right now on the draft work program, which must be proposed to the King County Council by August 1.

Discussion:

· Bill Peloza inquired about the rational for distribution, and the percentage of estimated Forum allocations.  Geoff Reed responded that it is based on the contribution of ILA cost-share fees.  The current allocations are 40% WRIA 8, 40% WRIA 9, and 20% WRIA 7.

· Mark Isaacson asked for clarification of the $9.98 and $9.99 amounts per parcel assessment.  Geoff Reed replied that state law requires we do an acre and lot fee.  Matt Livingood mentioned that we made that change to the original proposal based on legal advice.  Mark inquired if these pennies comply with legal requirements.  Matt explained that according to KCD’s legal adviser they do.

· Scott Wallace, KCD Board member, noted that the budget we submitted last year was 3-3-3-1, and he said he was the swing vote that approved the change to 6-2-2.  He said the budget belongs to KCD, which is supported by the opinion of the state attorney general.  The relationship between KCD and the forums has not been the best, and the proposed allocation would permit an outreach person and expand our staff to do the things we need to do. 

· Laure Iddings said when she looks at the back chart in the handout she is confused by the reference to 6-2-2, and she questioned why the amount shown as going to individual cities in 2007 is not the same split.  Scott Wallace replied this puts more of the discretion to the cities, and they can take their shares and apply it to the WRIAs.  Mayor Iddings asked if it is proposed this way because of a request from the cities.  She suggested that KCD proposal will polarize the cities, which will be getting the money back piecemeal.  Scott said it was not a unanimous decision.

· Geoff Reed explained that the WRIAs have finished their habitat plans, and are now working on plan implementation.  He said Maple Valley will need that money.  Laure Iddings responded that Maple Valley does not really need the money, and that the cities work collectively as a group in the WRIAs.  
· Joan McGilton reported that as the representative of Burien she strongly disagrees with the KCD proposal, which dilutes the Salmon Habitat Plan that we put together.  She said she prefers Mayor Iddings’ proposal to have money spent in a regional sense.   Brandy Reed, KCD Co-Director, reported that the district will be providing guidelines to make sure cities’ money is directed to, and congruent with, the salmon plans.  70-80% of the KCD funds will need to go to CIPs, stewardship, and outreach projects.  The draft work program guarantees that 71% will go to salmon recovery, and it has the responsibility spread across jurisdictions and the WRIAs.  
· James Rassmussen reported that he represents the Green/Duwamish Watershed Alliance on the WRIA 9 Steering Committee, and he had very high praise for the majority of cities that are holding the line on funding for WRIA 9 projects.  He said nobody wants to see a cut in KCD funds.  The proposal put into the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan doubles the funding from KCD, and a representative from KCD was on the Steering Committee when the plan was approved.  James commented that changing this part of funding in the plan undermines the whole plan, and KCD’s funding proposal is not acceptable to any field organizations that he knows of.  He said we all agreed on the Steering Committee that we needed enforcement of regulations on the books now, not new regulations, and we still have jurisdictions in violation of regulations on CIP projects.  The KCD proposal is a critical changing of the funding screen, and it will be a huge consternation for NGOs and businesses when they hear about it.  James remarked that he doesn’t want to see the Habitat Plan fall down now, but this proposal could be fatal, and could put our plan on the shelf so it is not effective anymore.

· Mark Isaacson reiterated that KCD does excellent work, and we value the partnership with the district.  He commented that there seems to be a misunderstanding on KCD’s part about what the WRIA Forums do.  King County supports the 6-2-2 split, and doesn’t feel it’s broken. Mark said with the new proposal it appears cities have to apply within four categories, and he wasn’t sure how that will work.

· Steve Mullet reiterated his appreciation for the KCD group, and he said the reason Tukwila wasn’t a part of KCD before is because of what we are talking about now.  Tukwila paid in once we became involved in the WRIA and projects.  He commented that he is a big supporter of the assessment going to $10 from $5, and if KCD had said at the time it wouldn’t have been prorated Tukwila wouldn’t have supported it.  WRIA 9 always leverages every dime we get from KCD, and he said he doesn’t see any reason to go away from the level of KCD support we had in 2006. 

· Laure Iddings noted that KCD did a really good job divvying up the money between the cities and the WRIAs, and the Forum had done a great job prioritizing projects.  She said Maple Valley is happy to put our money to WRIA projects in our areas, in order to get the biggest bang for our buck. She said Maple Valley will take every dollar we can get, but she was not sure it’s the best plan.

· Richard Conlin remarked that he truly believes in regional partnerships, and it would be great to develop partnerships that include cities, KCD, and other groups.  He said we exist with a whole lot of legal mechanisms, such as the ILAs for the WRIAs, but KCD is a separate grassroots organization, and not part of King County and the cities.  Salmon recovery is the goal, but the WRIA hasn’t identified where we are going to get the $75 to $80 million we need as funds for salmon recovery.  Councilmember Conlin mentioned that KCD is uniquely equipped to find money for salmon recovery. We must have the commitment of people on the ground, such as farmers, etc., which is what KCD can do, and because of their autonomous structure KCD can propose programs to allocate our funds.  He noted that he speaks for Seattle, and the city council has concluded that we can live with KCD’s proposal, and respect their work.  He urged the Forum to remember that salmon recovery requires partnerships to make it happen. 

· Bill Peloza remarked that as elected officials we have to set policy, and he said he does not agree with the proposed allocation, because it is going to dilute the work of the Habitat Plan and projects will not get accomplished.  Now we collect our money and put in it one little group, and the proposed allocation is going to prolong the habitat schedule, and cost us more money in the long run.  Councilmember Peloza said the proposal is a disbanding of a policy that has been working, and he labeled the proposal “reverse economic development”. 

· Brandy Reed commented that there isn’t anything in the proposal that precludes cities from directing their allocations to CIP projects in the Habitat Plan.  Steve Mullet responded that the city budget process makes it highly unlikely, because it is difficult and unusual to do that.  Laure Iddings agreed, and said her city won’t want to give up money received from KCD.  Brandy reported that the money doesn’t automatically go into city coffers.  Jurisdictions will apply for funds the same way the WRIAs do.  One project application could have a portion of WRIA money, and a portion from Maple Valley and Tukwila. She said by agreement the money goes to whoever is implementing the project.   

· Laure Iddings commented that Maple Valley could use funds locally on Jenkins Creek, but it is not a priority in the Habitat Plan.  She questioned why we should take money away from better projects.  Brandy Reed reiterated that any projects from jurisdictions will need to be congruent with the WRIA plan, and will need the approval of the WRIA Forum if the threshold is exceeded.  Mayor Iddings asked if the funds just sit in KCD’s account gaining interest if we don’t get approval for a project.  Brandy said they would sit there until you submit another project.  She said the district does not feel there is a lot of insecurity for jurisdictions in this process.  Steve Mullet commented that KCD might want to rethink that because we do not want to create more bureaucracy.

V. Shared Strategy DRAFT Investment Strategy for Puget Sound Salmon
Doug Osterman presented two pie charts illustrating the current and future annual funding for WRIA 9 capital projects.  Funding slices included SRFB (federal and state funds), Local Governments, KCD/WRIA 9 Forum, Ecosystem Restoration Project (ERP) Green/Duwamish and Nearshore, and Grants/Other.  When money funding the Habitat Plan is estimated to-date, state and federal funding equals less than half of the total.  Local governments’ share combined with the state and federal amounts equals 50%, and 30% of the remainder is KCD/WRIA 9 Forum funds.  WRIA 9’s current portion of KCD funds is $686,000, and next year it doubles to $1.37 million, due to the year’s time lag in how we get money.  KCD will still be approximately the same percentage of the pie in the future if the KCD breakdown of 6-2-2 continues. 
He said Jim Kramer, Shared Strategy, is working with liaisons to seek more federal dollars which could lead to more state dollars, with the hope that in the not too distant future state and federal funds will equal half of our funding.  If the federal/state money comes through local governments’ responsibility will be a little bit smaller, and SRFB funds could be directed to those watersheds that don’t have enough local will to generate funding on their own.  Doug said he would hate to see ERP disappear if we get more federal funds, so we will continue to fight for ERP funding.  The Puget Sound Partnership is also out trying to find money for greater Puget Sound help. 
Paul Bucich asked how much new federal and state funds are being pursued.  Doug Osterman explained that he thought they were seeking half of the Puget Sound Plan cost of $1 billion over 20 years. The average is $25 million more per year for Puget Sound. 

VI. King County Flood Plan and Funding
Mark Isaacson reported that the County Executive just transmitted to the County Council the draft 2006 King County Flood Hazard Management Plan, which is an update of the 1993 plan.  The Flood Hazard Management Plan covers the whole county, including cities, and is focused on floods and drainage on the mainstem rivers.  The plan has a range of capital improvement projects (critical infrastructure improvements and salmon conservation projects) and floodplain management programs, and also includes a funding proposal to create a Flood Control Zone District to fund the $335 million ($33.5 million/year) necessary to correct critical infrastructure problems, such as levee abutment and replacement, home elevations, and the acquisition of repetitive loss properties.    
Mark said flooding does happen in King County, and we expect it to happen again. 37,000 acres, with an assessed valuation of $7 billion, are at risk in the floodplain.  The proposed Flood Control Zone District would cost $15-30 annually for an owner of a $300,000 home.  Mark discussed the steps to creating the district, which culminate in ordinance adoption.  If an ordinance passes, the levy rate is set with the 2008 budget process, and will become effective January 1, 2008.  

Discussion:
· Laure Iddings said she had heard that there is a way for cities to opt out of the flood control district.  Mark Isaacson responded that it would be part of the Boundary Review Board (BRB) process.  Cities would notify the BRB about wanting a hearing, where they would present their arguments for opting out.  The BRB would then make a decision on the request.   
· Paul Bucich asked if a document could be provided that shows how funding was determined for the Flood Control District, and the strategy for how it was proposed. 

VII. Ecosystem Restoration Project Update
Kathy Wright, Corps Partnership Coordinator, King County, explained that the green handout gives an update of the status of the Green River ERP, and what is happening to funding in 2007.  She reported that the Water Resource Development Act is on the Senate floor today, and hopefully it will be approved.  Kathy highlighted current ERP projects, and went over the decision needed from the Forum.  Last September the Forum approved KCD grants for Lones Levee ($20,000) and Newaukum Creek ($40,000), but there were some gaps in information.  King County is now proposing packaging the two into one $60,000 grant for Newaukum Creek. 

	The Forum unanimously approved combining the Lones Levee and Newaukum Creek grants into one Newaukum Creek grant of $60,000. 


Kathy reported on another issue that was just discovered:  the Corps assumed they could use money from the federal government to do the design work, when in fact we are supposed to be paying a 25% match as we go.  She explained that the Corps is assessing their next steps, and we will come back to you with a proposal at the next Forum meeting. 

VI. Public Comment

There was no public comment.

VII. Wrap Up/Next Steps
Doug Osterman announced that the next Forum meeting is Thursday, November 16.  The meeting was adjourned at 5:10 p.m.
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