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WRIA 9 WATERSHED ECOSYSTEM FORUM 

DRAFT SUMMARY 
 

May 9, 2013 
 4:00 – 6:32 p.m.  

Renton City Hall 

ATTENDEES 
 

# Name Affiliation 

Watershed Ecosystem Forum:  

1.  Councilmember Bill Peloza, Meeting Chair  City of Auburn 

2.  Councilmember Marlla Mhoon, Co-Chair City of Covington 

3.  Al Barrie 
Mid Sound Fisheries Enhancement Group (MSFEG)/ 

Trout Unlimited 

4.  Anne Burkland King County 

5.  Councilmember Richard Conlin City of Seattle  

6.  Jay Covington City of Renton 

7.  Councilmember Rick Forschler City of SeaTac 

8.  Councilmember Linda Johnson City of Maple Valley 

9.  Kirk Lakey WA Department of Fish and Wildlife 

10.  Mike Mactutis City of Kent 

11.  Paul Meyer Port of Seattle 

12.  Tyler Patterson  Tacoma Public Utilities 

13.  James Rasmussen Green Duwamish Alliance 

14.  Cindy Rathbone WA Department of Natural Resources 
 

Alternates:  

15.  Noel Gilbrough MSFEG 

16.  Ron Straka City of Renton 
 

Other Attendees:  

18.  Dan Cargill WA Department of Ecology (Ecology) 

19.  Pam Elardo King County 

20.  Ed Gallant Citizen 

21.  Kollin Higgins King County 

22.  Allison Hiltner Environmental Protection Agency 

23.  Jamie Kelly City of Auburn 

24.  Ryan Larson City of Tukwila 

25.  Kathy Minsch City of Seattle 

26.  Sarah Ogier King County 

27.  Andrew Smith Ecology 

28.  Tracy Stanton Earth Economics 

29.  Bob Warren Ecology 

30.  Bruce Wulkan PSP 
 

31.  Karen Bergeron WRIA 9 Habitat Project Coordinator 

32.  Linda Grob WRIA 9 Administrative  Coordinator 

33.  Elissa Ostergaard  WRIA 9 Planning & Stewardship Coordinator 

34.  Doug Osterman  WRIA 9 Watershed Coordinator 
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1.  Public Comment 

Kirk Lakey reported that the WA Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) is redistributing staff, and he 

will no longer be the representative to the Watershed Ecosystem Forum (Forum). He said he wasn’t sure 

who will replace him on the Forum, but he will still be the WRIA 9 representative on the Recovery 

Implementation Technical Team (RITT). 

 

Ed Gallant, citizen, explained that he is representing his wife, who is a property-owner on Ham Lake. A no-

named creek runs through the property, and coho are in the creek whenever the water is high enough. He 

said a small group of citizens attended a Forum meeting last year, and as a result people came out to visit 

and handed out a pamphlet. Ed reported that he contacted the state because fry are now in the creek, but he 

received a cursory answer in response. He said coho are another source of fish in the watershed. Kollin 

Higgins, King County, gave Ed his business card, and said he will contact him. 

2.  Approval of Meeting Summary 
 

The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved the meeting summary for the 
February 7, 2013 meeting. 

3.  Monitoring & Adaptive Management 
 

Proposed Critical Habitat & Planning for Puget Sound Steelhead Recovery:  

Kollin Higgins, Senior Ecologist, King County (KC), reported that WRIA 9 did not provide comments on 

the draft critical habitat designation for steelhead. A Steelhead Recovery Planning Science Workshop will 

be held May 30, 9:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

 
Soos Creek Hatchery Genetic Management Plan (HGMP):  

Kollin Higgins said WDFW received comments on the Soos Creek Chinook HGMP from several 

organizations and citizens. The revised HGMP, which looks pretty much how it did before, was recently 

made available and has been sent to NOAA Fisheries. The Chinook HGMP is still a concern for us because 

it suggests that recovery of the wild stock will happen with higher levels of hatchery stock integration into 

the wild stock.  There will be a federal comment period for the Soos Creek HGMP likely in early 2014 after 

the Soos Creek Coho HGMP is submitted to NOAA.  There will also likely be a federal comment period in 

in late 2013 on the entire HGMP process for all of Puget Sound. 

 

Marlla Mhoon commented that she heard on the radio that they are releasing wild and hatchery fish 

together on the Elwha. Kollin explained that the combined release was controversial, because some wanted 

only wild fish released. This makes it difficult for the WRIAs which have the responsibility for restoring 

wild Chinook runs. 

 
Puget Sound Monitoring & Adaptive Management (MAM) Framework:  

Doug Osterman, Watershed Coordinator, announced that Puget Sound Partnership (PSP) is providing 

$40,000 to each WRIA to implement the MAM framework, which is still being worked out. The 

framework will inform the habitat plan update. The work is expected to be completed in June 2014. He said 

we are continuing to work with PSP and Long Live the Kings, and WRIA 9 staff impacts are being 

determined. 
 
WRIA 9 Draft Monitoring & Adaptive Management Plan (MAMP):  

Elissa Ostergaard, Planning & Stewardship Coordinator, said the draft, 40-page MAMP is now available, 

and an Executive Summary is included in the meeting packet. The MAMP, which is required by NOAA, 

prioritizes monitoring actions and funding over next two years, and synchs with the PSP MAM Framework 

process. The MAMP is organized by the type of monitoring: implementation, effectiveness, and validation, 

identifying what is being done, gaps, and proposed activities, guidelines and funding. 
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Elissa reported that WRIA 9 staff track projects and funding for implementation monitoring, but programs 

haven’t been tracked since 2007. The MAMP establishes new guidelines for project effectiveness, with 

project sponsors responsible for routine monitoring, and WRIA 9 is seeking funding to implement 

enhanced monitoring. She said a status and trends approach will be used for cumulative habitat conditions, 

which we are hoping to fund in pieces over a five-year period so we are not hitting a big budget crunch all 

at once. Validation monitoring involves fish in/fish out surveys of our Chinook population, and the Green 

River smolt trap needs to be a funding priority because of the importance of having this information 

collected consistently each year to determine long-term trends. Another funding priority is the research 

framework. 

 
Elissa said the Implementation Technical Committee (ITC) will look at monitoring needs each year and 

propose funding specific actions to the Forum. For 2014 we are proposing that the Forum approve 

$120,000 in funding for:  

• Lower Green juvenile fish habitat use (cumulative project effectiveness): $30,000; 

• Large wood and pool survey of the mainstem Lower Green and Duwamish by contractor surveying 

Middle Green (cumulative habitat conditions): ~$50,000 (one-time cost); and 

• Annual cost share for Green River smolt trap at RM 34 operated by WDFW (validation monitoring): 

$40,000. 

 

Elissa mentioned that the MAMP will be on the WRIA 9 website. We are proposing to leave it as a draft 

through the end of the year until the MAM regional framework process is done. She said the MAMP and 

MAM framework will help us replace the Three-Year Work Plan. 

 

Discussion: 

 Joan McGilton asked if there were any impacts of the Lower Duwamish Superfund on fish in/fish out 

monitoring, such as any disturbance that will happen during the cleanup that will affect fish. Kollin 

Higgins replied that he didn’t think the cleanup will disrupt our monitoring efforts, which are much 

higher in the basin.  

 James Rasmussen explained that there are several things going on with the cleanup. Natural Resources 

Damage Assessment (NRDA) will create habitat in the river, and the dredging going on near Boeing is 

the cleanest dredging anyone has seen to date. He said we are looking for a low impact to dredging. The 

cleanup is going on outside the salmon window. 

4.  2013 Grant Funding 

Karen Bergeron, Habitat Project Coordinator, started off her grant funding presentations with two “great 

news” announcements:  

• Construction of Phase 1 of the Big Spring Creek restoration project is going on now. Big Spring Creek 

flows into Newakum Creek.  

• The Seahurst Park restoration project rose to the top of the three WRIA 9 ready-to-go projects 

submitted to the Puget Sound Acquisition and Restoration (PSAR) big funding list. Seahurst Park is 

now third overall on the list, and could go to construction as early as this summer. Joan McGilton 

praised the efforts of Karen, Steve Roemer, Burien, and Bruce Wulkan, Puget Sound Partnership, who 

have been critical in putting this together for Seahurst. 

 
Cooperative Watershed Management (CWM) Grant Program:  

Karen reported that the available revenue for the 2013 CWM grant program is $1.2 million. The project list 

must be approved by the Forum. Project applications must be submitted by June 5, and the final package of 

proposals is due July 1. The Flood Control District (FCD) approves the final project list August 26.  

 

Funds/projects on the $1.2 million CWM project funding list are: 

• Small Projects Fund - $103,000 total:  McSorley Creek Planning and 10% Design (WA State 

Parks/$103,000); and Judd Creek Wood Placement (King County/Alternate). 
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• High Priority Project Implementation Fund - $765,000 total:  Duwamish Gardens Construction 

(Tukwila/$765,000). 

• Education/Stewardship Fund - $332,000 total:  Engaging Water Heroes for Puget Sound (Burien 

Environmental Science Center/$30,000); WRIA 9 Capital Projects Implementation (King 

County/$140,000); Cumulative Habitat Conditions Monitoring – Lower Green & Duwamish (King 

County/$40,000); Project Effectiveness Monitoring – Lower Green fish usage associated with projects 

(King County/$40,000); Beach Naturalist Program 2013 & 2014 (Seattle Aquarium/$42,000) and 

WDFW Screw Trap/Smolt Monitoring (WDFW/$40,000). 

 

Karen provided background information on several of the proposed projects. The $80,000 Judd Creek 

project on Vashon Island was added as an alternate in case funding becomes available. Seattle provided in-

kind staff a few years ago who worked with Washington State Parks on a site survey of McSorley Creek in 

Des Moines, which is now added as a project site for funding. She explained that we have been cobbling 

together as much money as we can in a short period of time for construction of Duwamish Gardens. The 

Beach Naturalist Program has been very successful, making 24,000 contacts with the public in 2012.  

 
The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved Cooperative Watershed 
Management grant funding for high priority salmon recovery project implementation and 
monitoring. 

 
Salmon Recovery Funding Board (SRFB) Grant Round:  

Karen Bergeron announced that the available 2013 SRFB funding is $327,353 and PSAR is $1,114,843. To 

be eligible for funding projects must be salmon projects, in the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan, and on the 

Three -Year Work Plan. Two projects were proposed, each requesting the total amount of available 

funding: Duwamish Gardens in Tukwila, and Mill Creek/Green River Confluence in Kent. WRIA 9 

Technical Advisory Group members who reviewed the projects are Tyler Patterson, Kirk Lakey, and Dave 

Garland and Joan Nolan, Ecology. Project site visits took place on April 23. Final applications are due 

August 2, and SRFB approves the project list on December 4, 2013. 

 

Ryan Larson, City of Tukwila, presented the Duwamish Gardens project, which is in the transition zone on 

property owned by Tukwila since 2008. The 2.6 acre site is currently fenced off and unused. The design 

process started in February 2012. The project will create one acre of shallow water habitat and signage, 

removing 40,000 cubic yards of material. It will also create nearly one acre of marsh habitat and planting, 

and around one acre of upland habitat planting. He explained that the total estimated cost for Duwamish 

Gardens is $3,157,196. Previous grant awards were received from King Conservation District ($300,000), 

FCD ($500,000); and City of Tukwila appropriation ($150,000). In addition to the $750,000 requested from 

CWM, Tukwila is requesting $327,353 from SRFB and $1,114,843 from PSAR. Design and permitting is 

expected to be completed in April 2014, with construction to start in summer 2014.   

 

Mike Mactutis presented the Mill Creek/Green River Confluence project. The proposal is for Phase 1 

construction money. The original family owners, the Lebers, sold Kent eight acres of their property, while 

still living on the other part. Mill Creek is at river mile 23, is critical for Chinook, and across the river from 

the recently constructed Riverview Park project.  It is a flat property requiring a lot of excavation, and the 

project would create one acre of instream habitat that is under water 100 days of the year. He said this 

project was in the WRIA 9 Plan as Project LG-7. The project would add 37 logs structures, and thousands 

of trees and plants. Benefits include providing refuge habitat during high flows and enhancing the wildlife 

corridor. Mike said the grant request is for $1.2 million, and we have final plans and specs for the project.  

 

Karen remarked that we have two excellent project proposals tonight, but if the money is split between 

them neither one moves forward. She proposed we fully put the money into Duwamish Gardens because 

we need to do projects in the transition zone, and proposed Mill Creek as the alternate, which SRFB allows. 

Mill Creek will move forward if something happens with Duwamish Gardens, and will also be pre-
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approved for 2014. Karen reported that Mill Creek is also on our PSAR Big Project List. It currently ranks 

below the line for funding, but things happen and it could move up. 

 

Discussion: 

 Al Barrie questioned at what elevation Duwamish Gardens is under water. Ryan Larson and Elissa 

Ostergaard responded that is a good question, saying they will have to research and present that 

information.  

 Jay Covington inquired if the Duwamish Gardens construction is for one season or two. Ryan Larson 

replied it is two seasons. 

 Richard Conlin asked if when Duwamish Gardens is done Tukwila takes over its responsibility. Karen 

Bergeron said yes, but some non-profits help with planting and monitoring, like at Site One/North 

Wind’s Weir.  

 Richard Conlin asked what the total funding amount is for Mill Creek. Mike Mactutis said the total is 

$2.3 million. Karen Bergeron added that nobody profits if we do partial funding for both projects. 

Councilmember Conlin inquired if the Duwamish Gardens project falls through $1.2 million is enough 

to get the Mill Creek project started.  Karen explained that it is enough to do Phase 1, and then we 

would look to CWM/SRFB next year for the rest. 

 Ron Straka asked if Duwamish Gardens is still in design. Ryan Larson clarified that it is, and will go to 

construction next summer.  

 Ron Straka asked if JARPA has been submitted on Mill Creek. Mike Mactutis said it has.  

 Jay Covington commented that one project is funded and not permitted, while the other is permitted and 

not funded. 

 
The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved the 2013 priority project list for 
Salmon Recovery Funding Board and Puget Sound Acquisition & Restoration funding. 

6.  Watershed Investment District (WID) 

Doug Osterman announced that a tentative date has been set for the WID Summit: September 25, 2013. 

7.  Duwamish Cleanup Plan 

EPA’s Duwamish Proposed Cleanup Plan: 

Allison Hiltner, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), said she has been involved with studying the 

Duwamish River since 2000. The northernmost portion of the Duwamish was reshaped from a meandering 

stream in the early 20th century, creating the industrial Lower Duwamish Waterway (LDW). EPA’s 

Duwamish Proposed Cleanup Plan covers the in-waterway portion of the LDW Superfund Site. The 

Cleanup Plan contains three parts: cleanup of the most contaminated early action areas; source control of 

contamination; and sediment cleanup.  She said 200,000 metric tons of sediment enters the Lower 

Duwamish yearly, half leaves, and 50% of the half that stays is dredged by the Army Corps of Engineers 

(Corps) every year.  

 
Allison went over the cleanup objectives, which focus on reducing risks to: people who eat resident fish 

and shellfish (the greatest risk); people coming into contact with contaminated sediments (a lesser risk); 

bottom-dwelling organisms and benthic invertebrates; and crabs, fish, birds, and mammals. She said we 

know the cleanup will benefit salmon but didn’t specifically assess salmon. Cleanup alternatives are 

different combinations of four options: dredging contaminated sediments (removal); capping contaminated 

sediments with clean material (containment); Monitored Natural Recovery (MNR - placing clean material 

over contaminated sediment); and Enhanced Natural Recovery (ENR - relying on natural processes like 

burial of contaminated sediments by cleaner sediments upstream). EPA and Ecology came up with 12 

alternatives, each with different features and effects.  

 

Allison reported that the resulting Duwamish Proposed Cleanup Plan is EPA’s preferred alternative, 

addressing 412 acres over 17 years at a cost of $305 million. It includes 156 acres of active cleanup (84 
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acres dredging, 24 acres capping, and 48 acres ENR), and 256 acres of MNR. This alternative maintains 

elevation for transportation and elevation for habitat. She went over how the Cleanup Plan considers 

environmental justice, including: using a fisher’s survey to fill data gaps; using cleanup methods that work 

for the long term and reduce air pollution; reviewing tribal heritage sites and resources before design; and 

training community members to be eligible for cleanup jobs. 

 
Ecology’s Source Control Plan: 

Dan Cargill, Ecology, said his agency is the lead for developing the Source Control Strategy, an appendix 

to EPA’s Duwamish Proposed Cleanup Plan. Goals and priorities of the Strategy are: identify and control 

ongoing sources of chemical to LDW sediments; use existing ad legal authorities as appropriate; inform 

and support businesses, residents, and others who handle hazardous materials; monitor and evaluate source 

control efforts and revise plans as needed; establish milestones for source control activities; increase degree 

of inter- and intra-agency coordination; and evaluate whether pollution controls are in place to allow 

sediment cleanup to proceed.  

 

Elements of source control are: containment (origin or release of a chemical caused by some action, event, 

or industrial or business practice); media (volume of air, surface water, groundwater, or soil affected by one 

or more contaminants); and pathway (route to river that contaminated media traveled). Pathways of 

pollution in the LWD include: industrial discharge, spills and leaks, stormwater runoff, waterway 

operations and traffic, overwater structure releases, upstream and in-site sediment transport, contaminated 

sediment, combined sewer overflows and storm drains, etc. Legal mechanisms for implementing source 

control include CERCLA, NPDES permits, administrative orders, etc. 

 

Dan explained that Ecology is working with Seattle, KC, and EPA to develop agency-specific 

implementation plans for conducting source control.  The agency plans will be the overarching plans for the 

next 20-30 years, and will outline how each agency is going to manage its programs addressing source 

control. Ecology is continuing its current work, which includes investigation and data evaluation, financial 

support to local agencies for source control work, state and federal cleanups, and business inspections. He 

reported that 22 contaminated state sites and eight contaminated federal sites have been identified. Ecology 

will prioritize these cleanup and source control areas, determine if source control is adequate to begin 

sediment cleanup, and define and address recontamination. Next steps to finalizing the Source Control 

Strategy include responding to comments, standardizing language, and implementation. 

 
DRCC’s Cleanup Plan Perspectives: 

James Rasmussen, Director, Duwamish River Cleanup Coalition (DRCC), reported that DRCC is a 

Community Advisor Group to EPA and Ecology on the Duwamish Cleanup Plan. He noted that EPA does 

make changes to their plans thanks to community insight. People fish on the Duwamish all the time to eat 

and because it’s part of the culture. He said the first cleanup goal, to protect health of people who eat 

seafood, is unreachable because it is unsafe to eat even a single meal of resident seafood from the 

Duwamish River.  

 

James remarked that the only way to be certain of contaminants in the river is to get rid of them. DRCC’s 

overarching recommendations: increase certainty, permanence and equity; and better protect people’s 

health. More specific recommendations include: remove all highly and moderately toxic sediments in the 

river; “enhance” recovery for all low-level toxic sediments; integrate and enforce pollution source control 

goals; protect fishing communities without endangering health and culture; create a pollution prevention 

and mitigation fund until goals met;  and create jobs and hire locally. The comment deadline is June 13. He 

said he’s been doing this work for 35 years on the Duwamish, and this is the biggest “hammer” we’ve ever 

had. 

 
LDWG’s Cleanup Plan Perspectives: 
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Pam Elardo, Director, KC Wastewater Treatment Division, said she represents KC on the Lower 

Duwamish Waterway Group (LDWG). Other members include Seattle, Port of Seattle, and The Boeing 

Company, and KC Public Health is also involved. Restoration and cleanup activity in the LDW is critically 

important to LDWG members, who want real improvements as soon as possible. Over $95 million has been 

invested in early action cleanup of 29 acres, and 50% of the risk of PCB sediment concentrations is being 

reduced by these actions.  

 

Achievable outcomes from the Cleanup Plan: reduces risk from consumption of resident seafood (not 

salmon) by 90%, though there will still be some restrictions; safe for other exposures (beach plan, 

netfishing, etc.); protects benthic organisms in sediments; and protects higher ecological receptors, like 

otters. She said a natural background is a real goal for sediment, but we don’t know how much a problem 

that could be to getting started.  Surface level PCBs in the upper watershed water column are high. Another 

goal in the Cleanup Plan, lowering fish tissue PCBs levels, will also be difficult to achieve. 

 

Pam explained that early actions are predicted to cut PCB sediment concentration in half. That will literally 

make the LDW the cleanest urban watershed ever for PCBs. More dredging is not going to get us there, and 

the LDWG is concerned about the recovery time it will require for benthic organisms. LWDG priorities for 

the Cleanup Plan, which she said is a decent plan, include: reduce risk to human health and environment 

through sediment cleanup; complete construction as soon as possible; follow up construction with extensive 

monitoring and needed maintenance; and make sure the Cleanup Plan is defined, supportable, and 

implementable.  

 

Discussion: 

 Bill Peloza asked about the surface water contamination of PCBs in the upper watershed. Pam Elardo 

responded that we could show you the exact study.  

 Dan Cargill explained that KC is doing sampling at stations on the Black River, Newaukum Creek, 

Soos Creek, and other sites in the watershed. KC is figuring out what’s in the water column, what’s in 

suspended particulates, and at what’s in the whole water. He said PCBs are pervasive, and are still 

being created as part of the chemistry for 200 plus products like paint, plastics, motor oil, etc. A lot of 

time and effort is spent on where they are coming from and when they were produced.  

 Al Barrie noted the Cleanup Plan is dealing with PCBs and heavy materials, but he asked what about 

stray medicals in the water. Anne Burkland reported that KC is working on a project on that starting 

next week. Pam Elardo explained that prescription medicine is not a sediment contaminant. 

 Cindy Rathbone inquired how Cleanup Plan information is getting out to WA Dept. of Natural 

Resources (DNR). Allison Hiltner replied that Erika Shafer of DNR is on our committee. 

 Cindy Rathbone asked if the WA Dept. of Health (DOH) has done a study on impacts to the health of 

people in the LDW. James Rasmussen said no. There is a lot more going on down there impacting the 

communities (grocery store/food deserts, available healthcare, etc) and we use some of DOH’s data.  

 Jay Covington commented that James Rasmussen is saying the Cleanup Plan as presented is not 

aggressive enough, and Pam Elardo is saying it’s maybe too aggressive. Pam responded that when 

goals are unachievable, it is hard to get started. The Proposed Cleanup Plan becomes a Record of 

Decision, and if nobody signs up, EPA could force people to do it, and we don’t want to that. Jay asked 

James if he wants the Cleanup Plan to be more aggressive. James replied in the affirmative. 

 Doug Osterman asked if the Forum wants to comment on the Proposed Cleanup Plan. Jay Covington 

said he was following up, and is leaning to Pam’s Elardo’s concern. Perfect can be the enemy of the 

good. He said he didn’t know what the differential cost is, and needs to know the delta of what is being 

proposed in the more aggressive option. He said he doesn’t know enough to weigh in. 

 Marlla Mhoon cautioned that she is feeling we have to be careful and think of our responsibility to fish 

and the Cleanup Plan’s impacts. 

 Anne Burkland mentioned that KC Councilmember Joe McDermott represents South Park. She said if 

there is less dredging and impacts to the community down there then we’re happy with that. Cindy 

Rathbone added that dredging is huge and she is concerned about its impact on aquatic lands.  
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 Marlla Mhoon noted that we are here as WRIA 9 and can comment as WRIA 9.  

 Ken Miller asked if we can see the comment letter when it goes out 

 Bill Peloza requested some members volunteer to review the draft and represent the Forum. Ken Miller 

volunteered to review the letter. Marlla Mhoon commented that she will have internet access during her 

upcoming Panama trip and could review a letter.   

 James Rasmussen remarked that what’s happening right now won’t slow anything down with the 

cleanup. We are not stopping or changing this process by saying there needs to be a stronger Cleanup 

Plan.  

 Allison Hiltner said we think we have a way to deal with Pam Elardo’s concern. We want parties to 

sign up to this amount of work. The goals are low, and we would not ask people to do more than they 

signed up for. 

 

Doug Osterman said Elissa Ostergaard will review the Proposed Cleanup Plan and write up comments for 

the Management Committee. 

8.  Public Comment 

Tracy Stanton, Earth Economics, reported that tomorrow in Grand Rapids, Michigan the EPA will 

announce the Green/Duwamish is one of ten new sites that are Urban Waters Federal Partnerships (UWFP). 

The UWFP initiative was started by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS), which is very interested in the 

Green/Duwamish because it is very different than the other 16 sites. She said the Green/Duwamish has a 

national forest at our upper watershed source of the river, and it spans the gamut of many of the issues 

discussed today. The UWFP is not connected to the Superfund Cleanup. Tracy reported there will be a 

launch event in each new site in the summer. 

 

Linda Johnson inquired if there was any money attached to the UWFP. Tracy responded not directly but 

indirectly as money has been put into an ambassador role (her role), and into the consultant working on the 

Duwamish Blueprint. 

9.  Next Steps 

The next Forum meeting is Thursday, August 8, 2013, 4:00 to 6:30 p.m., Renton City Hall. 

 

 


