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WRIA 9 WATERSHED ECOSYSTEM FORUM 
 

DRAFT SUMMARY 
 

August 8, 2013 
 4:07 – 6:39 p.m.  

Renton City Hall 

ATTENDEES 
 

# Name Affiliation 

Watershed Ecosystem Forum:  

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

2.  Councilmember Bill Peloza, Meeting Chair  City of Auburn 

3.  Brian Anderson The Boeing Co. 

4.  Shannon Braddock King County 

5.  Councilmember Richard Conlin City of Seattle  

6.  Jay Covington City of Renton 

7.  Councilmember Linda Johnson City of Maple Valley 

8.  Charlie Keller The Boeing Co. 

9.  Kirk Lakey WA Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) 

10.  Mike Mactutis City of Kent 

11.  Paul Meyer Port of Seattle 

12.  Ken Miller City of Federal Way 

13.  Aaron Nix City of Black Diamond 

14.  James Rasmussen Green Duwamish Alliance 

15.  Cindy Rathbone WA Department of Natural Resources 

16.  Stewart Reinbold WDFW  

17.  Councilmember Dennis Robertson City of Renton 

18.  Gordon Thomson US Army Corps of Engineers 

19.  Greg Volkhardt Tacoma Public Utilities 
 

Alternates:  

20.  Ron Straka City of Renton 
 

Other Attendees:  

21.  Laura Blackmore Cascadia Consulting Group/LLTK 

22.  Don Finney King County 

23.  Kollin Higgins King County 

24.  Jennifer Knauer King County 

25.  Kathy Minsch City of Seattle 

26.  Steve Roemer City of Burien 

27.  Tracy Stanton Earth Economics 

28.  Bruce Wulkan PSP 
 

29.  Karen Bergeron WRIA 9 Habitat Project Coordinator 

30.  Linda Grob WRIA 9 Administrative  Coordinator 

31.  Doug Osterman  WRIA 9 Watershed Coordinator 
 

 

Co-Chair Marlla Mhoon opened the meeting, introducing new Watershed Ecosystem Forum (Forum) 

members Stewart Reinbold, WA Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) and Brian Anderson, the 

Boeing Company. She said goodbye to current WDFW Forum representative Kirk Lakey. Councilmember 

Mhoon also wished happy birthday to Joan McGilton and Cindy Rathbone. 
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1.  Public Comment 

James Rasmussen remarked that he, as well as the organizations and communities he represents, are 

voicing disappointment at the comment letter that was submitted by WRIA 9 to the Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) on EPA's proposed plan to clean up the Duwamish River Superfund Site.  He 

said fish don't vote or pay taxes, and the communities he represents are underrepresented in the cleanup 

plan as well. WRIA 9 should not be a place for politics but for the true benefit of the watershed. He 

mentioned that he really believes none of the above was served with the process and what came out of it, 

and he would like this comment to serve as a place keeper for the future to look back at what could have 

been.  

 

Doug Osterman gave a quick tour of the Big Spring Creek project, currently under construction on the 

Enumclaw Plateau. He noted that the project is located in the middle of King County‟s (KC) agricultural 

area, and its vision is to take a stream that has been routed through roadside ditches and create a channel 

through the wetland. He showed a few construction photos, and said additional work will be done in 2015.  

The woody debris was controversial but the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) partnered on the project so 

permitting was easy. Less controversial was that this is a small stream without navigational issues. Greg 

Volkhardt asked if the stream is being opened up in phases. Gordon Thomson explained that the Corps is 

involved only with the first two phases; the connections to Newaukum Creek won‟t be made until the 

stream channel is completed. Don Finney, KC, added that the Big Spring Creek project was fist conceived 

by the South KC chapter of Trout Unlimited. 280 pieces of wood have been put in, and there are a lot of 

wildlife benefits to the project. 

 

Steve Roemer, Burien, announced that the Seahurst Park project is going to construction on September 15. 

The project received $4.4 in Puget Sound Acquisition and Restoration (PSAR) funding and $3.9 million 

from the Corps. He thanked the Forum and Joan McGilton for supporting the project, which he said “puts 

icing on her cake”. Steve also particularly thanked Karen Bergeron, Habitat Project Coordinator, who he 

said pushed perfectly for the project. A groundbreaking ceremony is scheduled for September 16, at 11:00 

a.m. 

2.  Approval of Meeting Summary 
 

The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved the meeting summary for the May 
9, 2013 meeting. 

3. 2014 WRIA 9 Staffing Plan, Work Plan, Budget & Cost Shares 

 Joan McGilton reported that the Management Committee (MC) discussed the 2014 budget over several 

months before unanimously approving the budget, staff plan, scope of work, and cost share increase at the 

July 24, 2013 meeting. Doug Osterman went over the five handouts: Staffing Plan, Scope of Work, Budget, 

ILA Cost Shares, and Annual Cost-Share Comparison. He noted that the budget has been in the same 

format for the last twelve years, and each year we take and annotate the previous year‟s Scope of Work. 

The annual ILA Cost Share is approved as part of the budget process, and this year the MC did recommend 

a small increase in the cost-share.  The delta column shows how much this increase would be by 

jurisdiction.  The Cost-Share Comparison was helpful for the MC in showing the historic cost-shares, 

which have held steady for the last few years. Bill Peloza added that he wanted to make it clear we are only 

talking about the 2014 budget, not the 2015. 

 

Doug walked the Forum through the 2014 Staffing Plan. He said we have a lot of work being asked of us in 

the next year, and we‟ve worked hard to find new funding sources to do it. One example is the Puget Sound 

Partnership (PSP)-directed Monitoring and Adaptive Management (M&AM) work, translating the various 

chapters of the Salmon Habitat Plan into Open Standards. We are planning on Kollin Higgins, KC, doing 

the work (page 3, Staffing Plan), which will be funded by a service agreement for $40,000. Doug went over 

another area he wanted to highlight, which is the quilt of WRIA 9 funding sources which have specific 

scopes of work required.  We‟ve separated this out so that the ILA work can be done.  A good example is 
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that when we lost Dennis Clark, we‟ve not been able to do the outreach/social marketing component of our 

program.  Doug explained that Kathy Minsch, Seattle, suggested we move the third bullet on page 3 (under 

Habitat Plan Implementation) to page 2, the new temporary Policy, Program & Policy Support position. 

There is so much involved with capital projects implementation, and one of our funding sources is 

additional capital dollars to support project development.  Part of the $70 million Puget Sound Acquisition 

and Restoration (PSAR) funds approved by the State Legislature are to go to watersheds who can 

demonstrate the need for more project development, and that is why this bullet should move to page 2.  We 

will use a significant amount of the increase to support project design and development work, greater 

M&AM, and more outreach work coordinated with community groups.  

 

Discussion: 

 Joan McGilton noted that there is a lot of work we should be doing in the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan 

(Plan) that we haven‟t been able to do. Doug Osterman added that we haven‟t been as aggressive with 

programmatic actions in the Plan, such as outreach and education. 

 Dennis Robertson moved to pass the Budget, Staffing Plan, Scope of Work, ILA Cost Shares, and then 

move the bullet from the third page to the second page in the Staffing Plan. Tukwila‟s comment at the 

last city council meeting was that the 3% increase is ridiculously small. He said a few of us are getting 

older, money is always the issue, we do need to fund the staff, and he thought this is a very small 

increase.  

 Marlla Mhoon reported that she talked to Covington‟s city manager about the 3% increase, and he said 

he would put it in the next budget. 

 Richard Conlin supported the small cost share increase, and asked for an explanation of the third bullet 

on social marketing on page 2 of the Staffing Plan. Doug Osterman explained that Lead Entities are 

realizing we are not articulating to general public what we do and how successful we have been. We 

need to be smart and proactive in WRIA 9 and figure out how to change behavior, which is a weakness 

in our system.   

 Joan McGilton remarked that Puget Sound Partnership (PSP) is not going to do social marketing in the 

Green/Duwamish.  This conversation started with the Kent levee situation which was not good for 

salmon. A higher level KC person asked where our coalition is to lobby about the levee, and we don‟t 

have a coalition to do it. She said it is the next step we need to undertake, because we aren‟t good at 

telling communities what we do. She remarked that she wasn‟t happy about what happened in Kent, 

where business interests raised the levee. That‟s not what we want to with salmon, and we may need to 

hire a consultant.  

 Marlla Mhoon commented that salmon aren‟t being represented. She said she‟s not trying to pick on 

Kent, but it should be a combination of what‟s best for salmon and best for the community. 

 Mike Mactutis said he agreed with all the statements focused on implementing projects, but he said the 

Briscoe Desimone levee will be better than it‟s ever been before. We will end up with 400 feet of river 

habitat we haven‟t had before by putting the levee back behind the bank. Joan McGilton said those are 

the kind of things we need to understand. 

 Ken Miller said it was a lively discussion at the MC about the 3% increase, and Federal Way also 

supports it. The WRIA 9 team does a great job for the amount of money it receives. We will need to go 

to out councils to renew the ILA in 2015, and the process for renewing it will be in the 2014 budget. 

Outreach will be very important for that. 

 James Rasmussen remarked that outreach is a two-way street. We need to tell the WRIA 9 story when 

we go out into the community, but we need to hear their opinions as well. That kind of partnership 

builds interactions where they don‟t exist, and those are the types of benefits we should also address. 

 Ron Straka inquired when the current ILA expires. Doug Osterman replied that it runs through 2015, 

and the work behind the new one will start soon. Bill Peloza wants fact sheets that he can take back to 

his council, and Doug envisioned we will present to councils in 2015. Ron said it should be in the 2014 

Staffing Plan and Scope of Work to start the work on renewing the ILA to be adopted in 2015. He made 

a motion to that effect that was approved. 
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 Bill Peloza wanted to share a couple items from the MC meeting.  We will be talking about the 

stakeholder meeting for the watershed funding mechanism, and the plan is to bring the WRIA 9 funding 

up to date.  The 3% increase is a sympathetic increase, but it wasn‟t a robust discussion.  We also 

discussed having a 5% increase in 2015. It is important to show entities where the money has gone for 

different cities, and if that can be put on the table it will be easier to sell. 

 
The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved the 2014 ILA Budget, Scope of 
Work, Cost Shares, and Staffing Plan as amended. 

4.  Monitoring & Adaptive Management (M&AM)/Implementation Technical Committee (ITC) 
Report 

ITC Report:  

Kollin Higgins reported that the ITC discussed whether or not we should do a WRIA 9 Plan amendment 

now, or wait until the Plan is updated. The recommendation is to wait to until 2105 to undertake any 

amendments because: 

 NOAA has not provided good update guidance for 2015; 

 Steelhead planning process is still uncertain; 

 There are currently enough projects in the queue to get all projects done through 2015, and we don‟t 

need to try to come up with a new project list, particularly if things are going to change a bit between 

now and then; and   

 PSP M&AM process will likely point out new criteria for evaluating projects and gaps in the Plan. 
 

Kollin said that the ITC is working on the “adaptive management” portion of the draft WRIA 9 M&AM 

Plan, which he said is a good monitoring plan, but with not a lot of adaptive.  We are trying to create the 

decision framework about when or who should adapt.  He explained that the ITC will leave it as a draft 

document until we‟re done with the PSP adaptive management process.   

 
By head nod the Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously agreed not to do a WRIA 9 
Salmon Habitat Plan now. 

 
M&AM Plan:  

Laura Blackmore, Cascadia Consulting Group/Long Live the Kings, explained that the overall purpose of 

the Chinook M&AM project is to organize local, watershed-scale monitoring and adaptive management 

plans to be consistent and organized across Puget Sound. The WRIA 9 goal is to translate the Plan into this 

“Common Framework”. She defined the Common Framework as a portfolio of elements that we‟re asking 

all watersheds to use to define relationships between the things we need to protect, restore, and manage in 

order to recover Chinook, taking a complex plan and trying to make simple.  

 

Laura reported that the M&AM project is very large, and is going on simultaneously throughout Puget 

Sound through June 2014. The funding is coming from EPA, and it includes a lot of support from the 

Recovery Implementation Technical Team (RITT), PSP and a consulting team.  The intent is to translate 

what is already in the Plan. She listed the benefits for WRIA 9 as: integrating with your draft M&AM Plan; 

supporting your Ten-Year Plan update: and helping confirm that your actions are the right ones.  The 

M&AM project helps us as a region make progress towards a NOAA requirement that includes an adaptive 

management plan, and will help us identify where there are critical gaps. 

 

Laura went over the roles of the Forum in the M&AM process: approving the core team; approving the 

vision; receiving regular briefings and providing feedback; and approving and “owing” the translation of 

the WRIA 9 Plan into the common framework format.  She reported that the core team consists of Elissa 

Ostergaard and Kollin Higgins as project leaders, Kirk Lakey as RITT liaison, Bruce Wulkan as PSP 

liaison, and herself as the coach. The core team will check in regularly with relevant stakeholders, and the 

ITC will be closely involved. 
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Discussion: 

 Dennis Robertson asked how the translation will be used.  Laura Blackmore said it will help us figure 

out if we want to change the draft monitoring plan, and any items we want to change through adaptive 

management.  

 Jay Covington asked if this process will help prioritize projects across watersheds to identify the most 

important regional ones. Laura Blackmore responded that she wasn‟t sure it would happen at that level, 

but is more to identify the common needs. Kirk Lakey said the M&AM work is not going to prioritize a 

Skagit project over a WRIA 9 project. Doug Osterman mentioned that we need to be ready for the 

prioritization of the Puget Sound “biggies”, like opening up the Upper Green to salmon. 

 Bill Peloza inquired how the M&AM project ties into our stakeholder funding mechanism, which he 

thought it should benefit. Kirk Lakey responded that this will help clarify your message. Doug 

Osterman explained said that one of the regional questions should be how are we going to raise funding 

to do those projects.  He said he believes the Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Council should consider 

funding part and parcel in the adaptive management process.  This is the first time that we‟re 

combining data.   

 Joan McGilton commented that the M&AM project will help all the watersheds manage data. Kollin 

Higgins agreed, providing the example of “pocket estuary”, which may have a different definition in 

WRIA 9 than in another watershed. M&AM will force us to use the same words.  

 Joan McGilton inquired if measuring techniques will be standardized as well. Kirk Lakey replied it will 

help us identify across Puget Sound/the RITT/PSP/NOAA information like fish-in/fish out monitoring, 

and allow us to discuss specific metrics for monitoring. Councilmember McGilton remarked that this 

conversation has been going on for years, and at last it‟s starting to move forward. 

 Dennis Robertson questioned the meaning of “approve and „own‟ the translation of the Plan into the 

Common Framework”. Laura Blackmore explained that we are not going to change anything; the 

process will take what‟s in the WRA 9 Plan and translate into our elements. It will also identify gaps. 

Councilmember Robertson asked how approval will be used. Laura said it will help you identify if you 

want to make changes to the WRIA 9 M&AM Plan, among other things.  

 Dennis Robertson asked if we will vote on the translation element by element.  Doug Osterman 

responded that we will have to bring information to you if this process suggests a change in project 

prioritization. Kollin Higgins explained that we will take the Habitat Plan and run it through the 

process. He said our job is to make sure that looks good to you. Kirk Lakey confirmed we will check in 

with you at all points in the plan. Councilmember Robertson cautioned that we need to be careful when 

we update the WRIA 9 Plan in 2015 that it doesn‟t become too specialized.  

 Greg Volkhardt asked if it is this regional process that runs now through 2014, or will the WRIA 9 

M&AM Plan happen at the same time. Laura Blackmore said it is happening now. Kollin Higgins 

reported that at the next ITC we will spend three hours going through what we are doing here, and 

bring it back to you. 

 Ron Straka said he was trying to understand what the project will be: a system, or another plan. Laura 

Blackmore said the Common Framework result will feed into your M&AM Plan and not be a separate 

document. She explained we are also using a cool software product called Miradi, which all 16 

watersheds will be feeding into.  

 Cindy Rathbone asked if there might be a way to combine funding if we find our work dovetails with 

others. Laura said yes. 

 James Rasmussen inquired about projects that are outside of WRIA 9‟s, such as Port of Seattle, Boeing, 

etc., projects, and whether they will also be folded into the Common Framework. Kollin Higgins 

explained that we don‟t put in specific projects, but how much we need to restore. Doug Osterman 

mentioned that it can start by doing outreach to Boeing corporate executives, but even that simple 

element hasn‟t happen yet. 

 Paul Meyer observed that we don‟t have a common nomenclature, which could lead to over- or under-

estimating work that‟s been done. He noted that a lot of work is being done by NERDA, etc. Kollin 

reported that last year we put together the Status and Trends Report, which is where we documented 
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projects that are occurring elsewhere. When we do report the intent is to say this is what we‟ve done, 

and this is what others have done. Marlla Mhoon noted that is like the vegetative study that was 

produced for the whole Green River. 

 
The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved the core team for the Monitoring 
and Adaptive Management (M&AM) process. 

 
Kollin Higgins explained that the WRIA 9 Plan does not have a specific vision statement, and he suggested 

using one from the past: “Working proactively to achieve a healthy watershed where people, fish and 

wildlife will thrive today and tomorrow”. 

 
The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved the following vision statement: 
Working proactively to achieve a healthy watershed where people, fish and wildlife will thrive 
today and tomorrow. 

 
Kollin went over the functional scope of the M&AM project:  

 Two Chinook populations: we need better life history information and we think we need to bring back 

the spring stock to bring back health of watershed; 

 Includes the whole watershed;  

 Uses the following WRIA 9 documents:  Plan and 2007 Amendment, 2005 Strategic Assessment, 2006 

Implementation Guidance Report, 2012 Status and Trends Report, 2013 Draft Monitoring Plan. 

 

Per Kollin, next steps are: draft and review initial reports (August 2013); ITC workshop, select indicators, 

work on pressures (September/October); technical workshops (Fall); framework complete (June 2014); 

final WRIA 9 M&AM Plan (~mid 2014). Updates and products will be regularly presented to the Forum 

along the way. 

5.  System-Wide Improvement Framework (SWIF) for the Green River  

Jennifer Knauer, King County, provided an overview of the Green River System-Wide Improvement 

Framework (SWIF), which has a geographic scope extending from Howard A. Hanson (HAH) Dam to river 

mile 5, where the last revetment is.  The emphasis is the Lower Green, in particular the six programs that 

are eligible for the PL 84-99 program of enrolled levees and repair funding if they meet the Corps 

standards. The SWIF process will involve technical planning, analyses and stakeholder input to: 

 Reach a common understanding of flooding problems;   

 Identify desired levels of protection (LOP) from flooding in the Lower Green; and 

 Prioritize actions needed to fix problems and achieve LOP goals.  

 

Additional SWIF outcomes will include: completed vegetation variance case study and vegetation 

management recommendations; reduced long-term maintenance costs; addressed levee deficiencies; 

improved public awareness of flood risks; and complementary flood protection and salmon recovery 

goals/actions. The SWIF will be submitted to the Corps in February 2015. She said this will tie with work 

being done in WRIA 9, and we are in the process of hiring our consultant team.   

 

Jennifer presented the reasons for doing the SWIF:  

 Aging system of levees designed to protect agriculture, but now protecting industrial/residential due to 

land use changes, which they were not designed to protect; 

 Inconsistent federal mandates guiding management of vegetation on PL 84-99-eligible levees; and    

 Level of protection from flooding provided by current levees/containment structures is variable.   

 

Jennifer reported that there is a Corps SWIF policy in place, and we believe the system-wide approach will 

open up the doors for the habitat issues.  There is state funding for the two SWIFs underway in Puget 

Sound (Green and the Whatcom), which will be models for the region. WRIA 9 will be a key partner, 
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serving as the salmon recovery “experts” for the SWIF.  One of the first products, due in December 2013, 

is a vegetation conditions assessment, which will be retrospective and build on past reports. She said we are 

working with Kollin Higgins and others to ensure we‟re not recreating the wheel.  There is a Technical 

Committee and an Advisory Council, which will meet 2013-2015.  She said we will also be addressing land 

use, and will produce a desired future conditions and levels of flood protection report by October 2014, 

resulting in a capital project priorities list in December 2014.  The salmon recovery/habitat priorities (will 

be contributed by WRIA 9 in 2014 

 

Jennifer explained that the FCD is the lead agency for the SWF, with KC, Green River cities, federal 

agencies (Corps, FEMA, NOAA, FS), WRIA 9, state agencies (PSP, Ecology, WDFW), Muckleshoot 

Tribe, and business community participating. Citizen input will be solicited at public meetings. The SWIF 

Technical Committee will begin meeting in September. The SWIF Advisory Council will make 

recommendations to the decision-making FCD Board, serving as the SWIF Executive Committee. She said 

related initiatives are being tracked carefully; the Horseshoe Bend Corps study in Kent will serve as a mini-

SWIF to inform the broader SWIF. For WRIA 9 Kollin Higgins will participate on the Vegetation and 

Habitat Core Team, Doug Osterman will serve on the Technical Committee, and Marlla Mhoon will serve 

on the Advisory Council. 

 

Discussion: 

 Dennis Robinson asked how the cities along the river will participate.  Jennifer Knauer explained that 

there is a representative from each city, and she said she can provide the list. 

 Mike Mactutis asked how the gaps will be handled. Some levees were ranked, but are not on the Corps 

approved list. There are some areas with riverbanks (no levees) which may be better places to do 

vegetation.  Jennifer responded that the SWIF policy guidance points to levees, not the system as a 

whole. KC has scoped it to address all levees, and the entire right and left banks, but we also want to 

make sure our SWIF meets the Corps expectations.   

 Kirk Lakey said he‟s been on the Corps‟ Levee Vegetation Workgroup from the beginning. A 

vegetation management matrix is still back in headquarters being evaluated, and the Corps still wants to 

get rid of the Seattle variance. He explained that it‟s important to know that without the SWIF, we go 

back to the nationwide standard levee regulation. SWIF keeps us enrolled in the federal funding process 

so we can get flood insurance. Individual cities can‟t afford to do this on their own and meet the 

individual requirement. He said he hoped we can convince the Corps that trees are good and mowing is 

bad, which is a struggle because their technical committee will also be part of this process. The Pacific 

Northwest is a different area than in Mississippi delta, but they want to manage our levees to the 

Hurricane Katrina standard. 

 James Rasmussen asked if shoreline armoring in the Duwamish will be addressed at all. Jennifer 

Knauer replied that the downstream limit is RM 5, and the Duwamish won‟t be factored in. The focus 

will actually start at Tukwila 205, which is the most downstream system of levees a little above RM 

12.5, which means there‟s about a seven mile gap.  James noted that RM 5 is just above the turning 

basin.   

 Marlla Mhoon inquired about funding for Kollin Higgins‟s time. Jennifer explained that we can‟t direct 

money to WRIA 9, but are directing money to Kollin‟s time through the KC. 

6.  Watershed Stakeholder Process 

Doug Osterman reported we are forming a leadership group to discuss the major concepts that could be in 

the legislation, like the structure and funding mechanisms.  We are also in the process of developing an 

issue paper, which stakeholder members will review, debate and approve before forwarding it on to 

Representative McCoy. He said we expect the paper to be done in the next few weeks, and will start 

figuring out if we are going to develop a bill for 2014 or 2015.  
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7.  Urban Waters Federal Partnership (UWFP) 

Tracy Stanton, Earth Economics, announced that the launch event is scheduled for September 5, 2013 to 

officially kick off the Urban Waters Federal Partnership (UWFP). The launch event will be a two-fold 

event, a ribbon cutting with mobile field sites built around the themes of the watershed. We want to 

showcase some of the work already going on in WRIA 9, working in a tagline that emerged with the U.S. 

Forest Service (FS), EPA, and WRIA 9: “Healthy forests, healthy people, healthy water”.  She said we are 

looking to hold the event in Tukwila, within walking distance of the river.  We need to have conversations 

to set the context for the work.   

  

Tracy said it may not be true that there‟s no funding attached to this designation. There is a RFP in the 

works inviting an application of upwards of $50,000-$60,000.  It will be competitive, and we want to make 

sure the entire watershed will be covered.  She said the FS will be paying a consultant to help Elissa 

Ostergaard on updating the Duwamish Blueprint to identify the next fish restoration opportunities in the 

Duwamish.  The UWFP is an EPA-led initiative, but with signatories from FS, HUD, and numerous federal 

agencies that are interested in investing in urban issues, including social justice.  The goal of UWFP is to 

reconnect people with their watersheds, create opportunities for them to get out on the water, get people to 

invest their own time as stewards in the watershed, and create new economic opportunities.  It is a new 

program, with some of the funding coming from an urban water focus mechanism. The FS is working to 

reinvent their mission, and before this effort they haven‟t focused in the urban areas other than funding 

trees.  They are heavily invested to the crest of the Cascades, and there is a rural gradient.   

 

Marlla Mhoon thanked Tracy for her work and getting WRIA 9 broader recognition as a watershed.  
Joan McGilton put UWFP in the context of a national award, and while we are one of a number in the 

nation (18), we are unique for being urban.  

8.  Public Comment 

Greg Volkhardt gave an update on the HAH Dam fish passage project. The Corps did a Section 7 

assessment, which included the fish passage. The Corps is now planning to do a reassessment, but without 

considering fish passage. We need more impetus from the feds, who are writing their BIA right now only 

on dam functions. After the BIA is finished there will be a 135-day review. He said this could have to do 

with the spring Chinook run.  

9.  Next Steps 

The next Forum meeting is Thursday, November 7, 2013, 4:00 to 6:30 p.m., Burien City Hall. 


