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SCA Public Issues Committee Minutes
February 10, 2010 – 7:00 PM Renton City Hall

	
	· Welcome, Roll Call and Introduction of Guests

PIC Chair, Linda Kochmar, called the meeting to order at 7:02 pm.  27 cities were represented.  (Attachment 1 to these minutes)  Guests representing King County included Sue Rahr, Dan Satterberg, Michael Huddleston, De’Sean Quinn, Jay Watson and Mark Buscher

	MSP


	· Approval of Minutes
To approve the minutes of the January 13, 2010 PIC meeting. 



	
	· Special Presentation

King County Prosecuting Attorney Dan Satterberg and King County Sheriff Sue Rahr provided information on a possible county-wide ballot measure for criminal justice.  It is a sales tax measure of up to 3/10 of 1% with the County receiving 60% and the cities receiving 40% of the revenues.  This informational item provided an opportunity for questions and feedback. Attachment 2 to these minutes is a spreadsheet showing how the 3/10 of 1% tax would benefit the cities.  

	MSP
MSP

MSP


	· Presentations/Updates

1. Residential Infrastructure Fund legislation for TOD (EDDB)
Sue Singer reported that the PSRC Economic Development District Board is tracking the residential infrastructure fund legislation.  It is new state funding for basic infrastructure that supports increased capacity for dense, affordable residential development in transit-oriented neighborhoods, low interest loans to local jurisdictions and grants to nonprofit housing developers.  Substitute House Bill 1360 is stuck in Ways and Means and will likely stay there.  Many of the State representatives that signed in support of 1360 represent SCA membership.  
2. Criteria for jurisdictional grants (KCD)
Dave Hill explained the calendar provided by King Conservation District showing 2010 dates for KCD grants to both WRIA Forums and member jurisdictions.  Applications are accepted between February and October.  Money is collected on a per parcel basis, a portion funds the WRIA’s and a portion is held by KCD to fund local jurisdiction grants.  Dave encouraged application for KCD grant funds as the criteria for grants may not change, but availability of the funds may. The KCD Board has a five year “use it or lose it” window in the new interlocal agreement.  They are also discussing allowing interjurisdictional agreements for joint projects or neighboring jurisdictions to borrow from each other’s accounts.  Members asked for a spreadsheet of the current account balances.  Please see Attachment 3 to these minutes.  
3. Advisory Committee procedures and engagement (KCD)
Dave Hill explained that the previous interlocal agreement allocated SCA four seats on the KCD Advisory Committee, which allowed regional balance as represented by SCA’s four regional caucus groups.  The new interlocal does not specify a number of seats and currently KCD is considering two seats with two alternates.  KCD also wishes to specify seats for Black Diamond, Snoqualmie and other particular cities with no clear reason for those choices.  Other rural cities are being overlooked.  There has been no report from the KCD Board of Supervisors to the Advisory Committee or a request for advice.
4. Briefing on budget cuts including MIDD funding (RLSJ)
Ed Sterner explained how the criminal justice system is overwhelmed with the mentally ill and/or drug dependant population.  Associated special needs are not met and the normal arrest/incarceration process fails.  In cooperation with human services, the MIDD Action Plan and budget with a funding source was adopted.  The program is seeing great results, but the estimated income is disappointing.  The Action Plan shows a program sub total of $49 million, the 2010 Adopted Budget totals $39 million.  About $13 million was supplanted for other human services programs leaving a difference of about $10 million.  
5. Policy on Regional Transit Service Provision (GMPC)
Bob Sternoff briefed the PIC on a proposal before the Growth Management Planning Council to amend the CPPs to strengthen policy language linking transit service to land use and growth plans. (The full background paper is Attachment 4 to these minutes.)  The GMPC interjurisdictional staff team has developed a recommendation. The GMPC caucus recommends SCA support for the staff recommendation.
During a brief discussion on this topic, the question was asked: What might change in practical terms as a result of this policy being adopted? Staff response to that question is as follows:

The CPP amendments respond to direction from GMPC to develop new policy language that “will prioritize service delivery in ways that promote the regional growth strategy.” The CPPs are intended to provide broad guidance for more specific functional plans, such as Metro’s Comprehensive Plan and Strategic Plan. As requested by some GMPC members, the proposed CPP amendment would strengthen that guidance. Specifically, the CPPs are intended to have the following impacts:

· Metro should be able to demonstrate more clearly how its transit service allocation is guided by growth, specifically 1) existing uses and densities and 2) growth targets and planned densities that implement Vision 2040

· To this end, analysis in support of transit allocation policies will need to occur at a level of geographic detail sufficient to address these factors, smaller than the current transit subareas, to potentially include individual jurisdictions, Vision 2040 Regional Geographies, Urban Centers, Activity Areas, transit corridors, and other small areas

· Current Metro policies and strategies, including the current subarea allocation of new transit hours (40% East – 40% South – 20% West), should be evaluated for consistency with the amended CPPs

· Any transit allocation policies adopted in the future will be guided by the factors and priorities promoted in this CPP amendment

Because this is a high-level policy statement, more specific implications of the CPP amendment, including specific definitions and measures that may be used to make transit allocation decisions, or the actual distribution of transit service that would result, will only be known through the work of the Regional Transit Task Force, the Regional Transit Committee, the county council, and Metro itself on transit service policy, strategies, and operations.

Questions on this topic should be directed to Michael Hubner, SCA, at (253) 856-5443 or at mhubner@ci.kent.wa.us.

Dave Hill reminded the PIC that under GMA rural areas are not permitted to take growth and small cities may not meet the requirements.  Both may be penalized.  
To bring back to PIC for possible action as early as the next meeting the following motion: 
To recommend to the SCA Board of Directors that SCA recommended revisions to Countywide Planning Policies FW-18 and FW-19 to clean up terminology on coordinated transportation planning and are considered minor in nature. More significantly, existing policy T-14 is replaced by a new policy, which is intended to accomplish the following:

· Address more directly the link between transit and land use

· Make a clear statement that transit will be provided based on measures of land use and growth that creates demand for transit

· Establish as a first priority, providing service to areas where existing land uses, including areas throughout the county where growth has occurred, create demand for transit

· Establish as a second priority, providing service to areas where plans call for future growth in housing and jobs

· Recognize density as a factor in determining where transit is needed

· Recognize, as an overarching priority, meeting the needs of transit-dependent populations

6. Zoonotic Disease Prevention (BoH)

Dave Hutchinson reported that as a part of the merging of Seattle and King County Public Health regulations are being reviewed.  The Board of Health, at their January 21, 2010 meeting passed the Pet-Related Business Regulation.  With passage of this regulation Public Health will be responsible for permitting and inspecting all pet-related businesses resulting in standardization of these services county-wide beginning March 1, 2010.  

Zoonotic is a newly coined word referring to the transmittal of disease from animals to humans.  
7. Local Hazardous Waste Management Program (LHWPM)
David Baker reported on the 2010 Program Updates.  The original plan was completed in 1990 and updated once in 1997.  Since that time, significant changes have occurred.  The 2010 Plan Update will look at the fee structure, how to better measure performance, enforcement and compliance issues and how to address major emergencies.  The public comment period will end on February 16th.  The Draft 2010 Plan Update can be fund online at www.govlink.org/hazwaste/about/planupdate09.html. Questions may be directed to Jay Watson, 206-240-5977.
8. Solid Waste Rate Reduction (SWAC)
David Baker reported that the solid waste division has transmitted an ordinance to the King County Council that would reduce the fee for source-separated yard waste and organics delivered to county transfer facilities from $82.50 per ton to $57.50 per ton.  Increased capacity for handling yard waste and organics at the solid waste division’s new Shoreline Recycling and Transfer Station improves efficiency and allows the division to reduce the fee for service.  
9. Reclaimed Water Evaluation Criteria (RWQC)
Bill Peloza discussed the contents of a December 30, 2009 letter regarding Proposed Motion 2010-0027, “a motion approving evaluation criteria to assess how serving potential uses for reclaimed water addresses the drivers of the planning process to determine if, how, when, where and by what funding mechanisms over the next thirty years King County’s existing reclaimed water program should expand.”  The letter is from County Executive Constantine to the Chair of the King County Council, Bob Ferguson and lists criteria to assess how serving potential uses for reclaimed water addresses the plan drivers.  That letter appears as Attachment 5 to these minutes.  Mark Buscher, KC Project Manager was available to answer questions.  
The RWQC caucus received the criteria for review and consideration, with initial discussion on February 3 and action expected in April.  PIC amended the second bullet in the second driver to include the phrase “with cost benefit analysis”.
To bring back to PIC for possible action as early as the next meeting the following motion: 

To recommend to the SCA Board of Directors that SCA support the following criteria for the reclaimed water planning process:
Regional wastewater system planning. The purpose of this criterion is to evaluate how serving potential uses for reclaimed water fits into future improvements and operations of the regional wastewater system. This criterion will gauge the following:

· Ability to maintain the efficient and safe operations of the regional wastewater system.

· Ability to cost-effectively incorporate a reclaimed water strategy into future King County regional wastewater treatment and/or conveyance improvements.

· Ability to meet regulatory requirements, including those reasonably anticipated.

· Ability to obtain funding from benefited parties.

Creating, resources from wastewater. The purpose of this criterion is to evaluate how serving potential uses for reclaimed water meets WTD's vision of creating resources from wastewater. This criterion will gauge the following:

· The volume of treated effluent that can be beneficially reused as reclaimed water.

· The sustainability of uses of reclaimed water with a cost benefits analysis.

· Institutional barriers, such as existing laws, policies, or agreements that may constrain ability to serve uses.

· The extent to which surface water or wetlands or groundwater conditions and habitat could be improved by the use of reclaimed water, such as improved low- flow conditions in streams, lower stream temperatures, or other enhancements.

Protecting water quality in Puget Sound. The purpose of this criterion is to evaluate how serving potential uses for reclaimed water reduces reliance on Puget Sound for the discharge of effluent.  This criterion will gauge the following:

· The extent to which pollutants from the county's regional wastewater System are reduced through production and use of reclaimed water.

· The extent to which a higher level of treatment reduces pollutant headings in Puget Sound.

Karen asked that comments or revisions to this motion be emailed to her by February 26, 2010.  

10. Transportation 2040 – recommendation to TPB (TPB)
Don Gerend gave a brief description of PSRC and its role in the distribution of federal funds through grants.  The regional transportation plan Destination 2030 is being updated with Transportation 2040, which goes along with Vision 2040, the land use plan. The SCA Transportation Policy Board Caucus provided a recommendation to the PIC for support of Transportation 2040.  The recommendation was discussed and a any further revisions, suggestions or comments should be sent to Karen by February 26, 2010.
To bring back to PIC for possible action as early as the next meeting the following motion: 

To recommend to the SCA Board of Directors that SCA support the Draft Transportation 2040 plan with the following recommendations:
· SCA recommends that adaptive management be incorporated into the plan in its entirety and how it will relate to climate change.

· SCA recommends a detailed process for moving the Unprogrammed investments and policies to the Constrained portion of the plan.

· SCA recommends there should be a methodology which encourages incorporating new concepts and technology into the plan.

· SCA recommends that because of the $65 Billion funding gap (between current law revenue and the constrained plan) all options including increasing and/or indexing the gas tax should be given serious consideration.  

The motion passed with one no vote.



	MSP
	· Reports
1. Small Cities Sub Committee Report
Barre Seibert reported that the presentation on the Transfer of Development Rights was well received.  
2. Executive Director’s Report 
Karen Goroski gave an update on the fast-moving Regional Transit Stakeholder Task Force (RTTF).  The County Council adopted legislation that spells out the interest groups to be represented on the 27 member task force.  Geographically there will be two current electeds from each subarea, with no more than one rep each from Seattle and Bellevue and one representative from the “southwest ridge” which is undefined.  She has worked with the SCA Board, the County Executive and the Chair of the County Council to identify the best persons and organizations to serve the task force to provide regional balance.  Ken Hearing and Karen have been asked to serve on a panel to select the facilitator for the RTTF.  Jean Garber has been hired to add staff support.  Gary Long has volunteered to help.  Ken Hearing pointed out that the Task Force has eaten up a great deal of Karen’s time over the last couple of weeks and complimented her on the progress.
3. PIC Nominating Committee Report

Dave Hill as Chair of the PIC Nominating Committee reported that the Committee recommends that PIC recommend to the Board that the open seat on the Flood Control District Advisory Committee be filled by Bill Allison of Maple Valley.  
To recommend to the SCA Board of Directors that SCA appoint Bill Allison, Councilmember from Maple Valley, to the Flood Control District Advisory Committee. 

	
	· Other

1. Next PIC Meeting – March 10, 2010– 7:00 PM 
2. Small Cities Subcommittee at 6:00 PM



	
	· Adjourn

Meeting was adjourned at 9:10 pm.  


BoH – Board of Health

EDDBD – PSRC’s Economic Development District Board

GMPB – PSRC’s Growth Management Policy Board

GMPC – Growth Management Policy Committee

KCD – King Conservation District

LHWMP – Local Hazardous Waste Management Program

MIDD – Mentally ill and/or drug dependant

PIC – Public Issues Committee

PSRC – Puget Sound Regional Council

RLSJ – Regional Law Safety and Justice Committee

RTC – Regional Transit Committee

RTTF – Regional Transportation Task Force

RWQC – Regional Water Quality Committee

SWAC – Solid Waste Advisory Council

TPB – PSRC’s Transportation Policy Board

WRIA – Water Resource Inventory Area (often called Watershed Resource Inventory Area)
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Roll Call –Public Issues Meeting February 10, 2010
	City
	Representative
	Alternate
	Other
	Staff

	Algona
	Dave Hill
	Lynda Osborn
	
	

	Auburn
	Pete Lewis
	Sue Singer
	Bill Peloza
	

	Beaux Arts
	
	
	
	

	Black Diamond
	Bill Boston
	
	
	

	Bothell
	Tom Agnew
	Tris Samberg
	
	

	Burien
	Kathy Keene
	
	Joan McGilton
	Lisa Clausen

	Carnation
	Lee Grumman
	
	
	

	Clyde Hill
	Barre Seibert
	George Martin
	
	

	Covington
	Marlla Mhoon
	Mark Lanza
	Wayne Snoey
	

	Des Moines
	
	
	
	

	Duvall
	Amy Ockerlander
	Will Ibershof
	
	

	Enumclaw
	Liz Reynolds
	
	
	

	Federal Way
	Linda Kochmar
	Jeanne Burbidge
	
	

	Hunts Point
	Fred McConkey
	
	
	

	Issaquah
	Eileen Barber
	Ava Frisinger
	
	

	Kenmore
	David Baker
	Allan Van Ness
	
	

	Kent
	Debbie Raplee 
	Suzette Cooke
	
	

	Kirkland
	Amy Walen
	Bob Sternoff
	
	

	Lake Forest Park
	Sandy Koppenol
	Dave Hutchinson
	Ed Sterner
	

	Maple Valley
	Layne Barnes
	Erin Weaver
	
	

	Mercer Island
	Mike Cero
	Jim Pearman
	
	

	Milton
	Katrina Asay
	
	
	

	Newcastle
	Sonny Putter
	Lisa Jensen
	
	

	Normandy Park
	Shawn McEvoy
	Doug Osterman
	
	

	North Bend
	Ross Loudenback
	Ken Hearing
	
	

	Pacific
	John Jones
	
	
	

	Redmond
	Hank Margeson
	John Marchione
	Richard Cole
	

	Renton
	King Parker
	Denis Law
	
	

	Sammamish
	Nancy Whitten
	Tom Odell
	Don Gerend
	

	SeaTac
	Mia Gregerson 
	Tony Anderson
	Ralph Shape
	

	Shoreline
	Shari Tracey 
	Will Hall
	
	Scott McColl

	Skykomish
	Henry Sladek
	
	
	

	Snoqualmie
	Matt Larson
	Kingston Wall
	
	

	Tukwila
	Jim Haggerton
	Kathy Hougardy
	
	

	Woodinville
	Bernie Talmas
	Scott Hageman
	Susan Boundy-Sanders
	

	SCA
	
	
	
	Karen Goroski

Michael Hubner

Peggy Papsdorf
Alice Neiffer
Jean Garber


Electeds present are highlighted in gray.  Cities represented are bolded
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2009 Washington State Population Estimates
King County and its Cities April 1, 2009
	 
	2009
	 
	2/10

	Jurisdiction
	Estimate
	 
	32,000,000 

	Algona
	2,760
	0.18%
	 $                     56,394.15 

	Auburn (K.C. portion)
	60,820
	3.88%
	 $                1,242,714.48 

	Beaux Arts
	315
	0.02%
	 $                       6,436.29 

	Bellevue
	120,600
	7.70%
	 $                2,464,178.99 

	Black Diamond
	4,180
	0.27%
	 $                     85,408.53

	Bothell (K.C. portion)
	17,260
	1.10%
	 $                   352,667.74

	Burien
	31,890
	2.04%
	 $                   651,597.58

	Carnation
	1,910
	0.12%
	 $                     39,026.38

	Clyde Hill
	2,815
	0.18%
	 $                     57,517.94 

	Covington
	17,530
	1.12%
	 $                   358,184.56 

	Des Moines
	29,270
	1.87%
	 $                   598,064.01

	Duvall
	5,980
	0.38%
	 $                   122,187.32

	Enumclaw
	11,460
	0.73%
	 $                   234,158.30

	Federal Way
	88,580
	5.66%
	 $                1,809,925.17 

	Hunts Point
	465
	0.03%
	 $                       9,501.19 

	Issaquah
	26,890
	1.72%
	 $                   549,434.27 

	Kenmore
	20,450
	1.31%
	 $                   417,847.93 

	Kent
	88,380
	5.64%
	 $                1,805,838.63

	Kirkland
	49,010
	3.13%
	 $                1,001,404.75

	Lake Forest Park
	12,820
	0.82%
	 $                   261,946.72 

	Maple Valley
	20,840
	1.33%
	 $                   425,816.67 

	Medina
	2,970
	0.19%
	 $                     60,865.00 

	Mercer Island
	22,720
	1.45%
	 $                   464,230.07 

	Milton (K.C. portion)
	830
	0.05%
	 $                     16,959.11 

	Newcastle
	9,925
	0.63%
	 $                   202,794.17 

	Normandy Park
	6,485
	0.41%
	 $                   132,505.81 

	North Bend
	4,760
	0.30%
	 $                     97,259.47

	Pacific (K.C. portion)
	6,200
	0.40%
	 $                   126,682.50 

	Redmond
	51,890
	3.31%
	 $                1,060,250.81

	Renton
	83,650
	5.34%
	 $                1,709,192.14 

	Sammamish
	40,670
	2.60%
	 $                   830,996.35

	SeaTac
	25,730
	1.64%
	 $                   252,732.38 

	Seattle
	602,000
	38.44%
	 $              12,300,462.29 

	Shoreline
	54,320
	3.47%
	 $                1,109,902.18 

	Skykomish
	210
	0.01%
	 $                       4,290.86 

	Snoqualmie
	9,730
	0.62%
	 $                   198,809.80 

	Tukwila
	18,170
	1.16%
	 $                   371,261.46 

	Woodinville
	10,670
	0.68%
	 $                   218,016.50 

	Yarrow Point
	965
	0.06%
	 $                     19,717.52 

	Cities Total:
	1,566,120
	100.00%
	 $              32,000,000.00 

	Uninc. King County:
	343,180 
	
	


County Portion



Total Rev.

48,000,000
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	King Conservation District - Member Jurisdiction Grants Program

	Collections & Grants Utilization (1994-2009)

	City
	Total Collections*
	Used
	Balance*
	Used:Coll

	Seattle
	$3,240,965 
	$2,598,246 
	$642,719 
	80.17%

	King County
	$2,503,691 
	$2,232,248 
	$271,443 
	89.16%

	Bellevue
	$731,042 
	$705,390 
	$25,652 
	96.49%

	Kent
	$359,858 
	$298,350 
	$61,508 
	82.91%

	Renton
	$311,651 
	$247,055 
	$64,596 
	79.27%

	Kirkland
	$298,877 
	$252,979 
	$45,898 
	84.64%

	Shoreline
	$292,471 
	$256,060 
	$36,411 
	87.55%

	Redmond
	$248,323 
	$154,585 
	$93,738 
	62.25%

	Sammamish
	$201,524 
	$32,468 
	$169,056 
	16.11%

	Auburn
	$200,078 
	$166,399 
	$33,679 
	83.17%

	Burien
	$178,205 
	$75,000 
	$103,205 
	42.09%

	Des Moines
	$154,977 
	$1,802 
	$153,175 
	1.16%

	Mercer Island
	$143,953 
	$127,365 
	$16,588 
	88.48%

	Issaquah
	$120,204 
	$52,488 
	$67,716 
	43.67%

	Sea-Tac
	$118,261 
	$42,315 
	$75,946 
	35.78%

	Maple Valley
	$98,340 
	$2,000 
	$96,340 
	2.03%

	Kenmore
	$97,885 
	$12,500 
	$85,385 
	12.77%

	Bothell
	$87,637 
	$12,631 
	$75,006 
	14.41%

	Covington
	$85,511 
	$7,800 
	$77,711 
	9.12%

	Lake Forest Park
	$81,873 
	$71,769 
	$10,104 
	87.66%

	Tukwila
	$60,189 
	$7,500 
	$52,689 
	12.46%

	Woodinville
	$59,710 
	$5,017 
	$54,693 
	8.40%

	Newcastle
	$58,065 
	$0 
	$58,065 
	0.00%

	Normandy Park
	$43,229 
	$0 
	$43,229 
	0.00%

	Snoqualmie
	$41,457 
	$9,773 
	$31,684 
	23.57%

	Duvall
	$33,932 
	$24,613 
	$9,319 
	72.54%

	Black Diamond
	$26,462 
	$20,760 
	$5,702 
	78.45%

	North Bend
	$22,331 
	$10,000 
	$12,331 
	44.78%

	Medina
	$21,690 
	$1,025 
	$20,665 
	4.73%

	Clyde Hill
	$19,393 
	$15,858 
	$3,535 
	81.77%

	Algona
	$18,830 
	$12,000 
	$6,830 
	63.73%

	Carnation
	$11,182 
	$4,650 
	$6,532 
	41.58%

	Yarrow Point
	$7,348 
	$0 
	$7,348 
	0.00%

	Hunts Point
	$3,471 
	$0 
	$3,471 
	0.00%

	Beaux Arts
	$1,933 
	$555 
	$1,378 
	28.71%

	Totals
	$9,984,548 
	$7,461,201 
	$2,523,347 
	74.73%

	* Total Collections and Balance include 2009 Estimated Collections
	

	Enumclaw, Fed Way, Milton, Pacific, Skykomish do not participate in KCD.
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GMPC Considers Amendments to CPPs on Transit-Land Use Connection

The Growth Management Planning Council will consider, at its next meeting on March 17, proposed amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies (CPPs) that address the connection between land use and transit service. The policy amendments represent the first step in a year-long work plan to update the entirety of the CPPs to bring them into alignment with Vision 2040. GMPC will begin this process with consideration of how the CPPs could be strengthened to better link the provision of regional services to growth within the county. 

In late 2009, the pending adoption of new growth targets by the GMPC raised concerns among cities, most prominently City of Seattle, but also several suburban cities, about the sufficiency of current policies to prioritize public investments where they are most needed: where growth has occurred, where growth is targeted to go. The new growth targets, which are a commitment to accommodate housing and jobs in each jurisdiction over a long-range planning period, implement Vision 2040, in part by focusing more growth into large cities and urban centers. Access to basic amenities and services, particularly transit, is essential to realizing this vision.

In response to cities’ concerns, the GMPC directed the Interjurisdictional Team, comprised of staff from Seattle, Bellevue, SCA, and King County, to research existing policy on regional service provision and recommend to the council CPP amendments, as needed. Guided by this work along as well as by existing Multicounty and Countywide Planning Policies, the staff group drafted amendments to three of existing CPPs, addressing exclusively policies dealing with transit. The staff group concluded that existing CPPs dealing with other regional services, such as wastewater, parks, and human services, appear sufficient without need to amend.

Recommended revisions to FW-18 and FW-19 clean up terminology on coordinated transportation planning and are considered minor in nature. More significantly, existing policy T-14 is replaced by a new policy, which is intended to accomplish the following:

· Address more directly the link between transit and land use

· Make a clear statement that transit will be provided based on measures of land use and growth that creates demand for transit

· Establish as a first priority, providing service to areas where existing land uses, including areas throughout the county where growth has occurred, create demand for transit

· Establish as a second priority, providing service to areas where plans call for future growth in housing and jobs

· Recognize density as a factor in determining where transit is needed

· Recognize, as an overarching priority, meeting the needs of transit-dependent populations

The GMPC caucus met to discuss the policy language drafted by staff, and recommends to the Public Issues Committee that SCA support the proposed approach, for the following reasons. First, the proposed CPPs make a strong statement that service provision should be tied to growth, which a number of cities have requested of GMPC. Second, the proposal addresses transit policy at a general level, without prescribing specific definitions or implementation steps that belong, instead, in transit agency functional plans. As such, this policy statement could be a good starting point for further discussions at the transit task force and Regional Transit Committee. 

Questions about this issue should be directed to Michael Hubner, SCA staff, at (253) 856-5443 or by email at mhubner@ci.kent.wa.us.
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King County

Dow Constantine King County Executive

401 Fifth Avenue, Suite 800 Seattle, WA 98104-1818

206-263-9600 Fax 206-296-0194 TTY Relay: 711

www.kingcounty.gov
December 30, 2009

The Honorable Bob Ferguson Chair, King County Council Room 1200

COURTHOUSE

Dear Councilmember Ferguson:

Enclosed is a proposed motion to approve evaluation criteria to be used in the reclaimed water comprehensive planning process that is under way. The purpose of these criteria is to assess how serving potential uses for reclaimed water addresses the drivers for this planning process. The results of applying these criteria, along with results of conducting technical, environmental, and economic analyses, will provide important information in the decision- making process to determine if, how, when, where, and by what funding mechanisms King County's existing reclaimed water program should expand.

The Wastewater Treatment Division (WTD) of the Department of Natural Resources and Parks has implemented a regional participation strategy to engage and provide meaningful participation for interested parties and individuals in the planning process. The criteria reflect input received through a series of meetings and discussions that began in summer 2008 with representatives of Tribes, the Metropolitan Water Pollution Abatement Advisory Committee (MWPAAC), cities, water and sewer districts, business associations, civic groups, and regulatory agencies; a regional workshop in October 2008; and subsequent meetings and discussions that occurred from November 2008 through June 2009.

WTD received a wide range of comments on the draft criteria. The comments were shared at the October 2008 workshop, and in an updated version that was distributed to workshop participants and interested parties in December 2008. Several people suggested the county should better define its goals and drivers for the project and link the criteria to those goals and drivers. Others suggested the criteria be few and manageable in number and that they be measurable. Some suggested the criteria should be weighted, and some advocated the highest weighting should be for criteria related to financing, while others advocated that the highest weighting should be for criteria relating to environmental enhancements. WTD also received suggestions for criteria that measure how serving uses for reclaimed water aids Puget Sound restoration efforts. A couple of people recommended that criteria be developed to address governance issues.

Based on this feedback, in July 2009, WTD revised the December 2008 draft criteria and shared the revised version with interested parties for additional input, including MWPAAC. The criteria contained in the proposed motion reflect this additional input.

The criteria are now directly tied to the three drivers for the planning process, and they are measurable and more manageable in number than the draft version that was shared with interested parties in December 2008. The drivers for the reclaimed water comprehensive planning process are (1) regional wastewater system planning, (2) creating resources from wastewater, and (3) protecting water quality in Puget Sound. A detailed description of the drivers is provided in the Purpose and Need Statement that was included with my transmittal of the proposed motion to approve the reclaimed water comprehensive planning process (Proposed Motion 2009-0513).

Listed below are the criteria that I am proposing to assess how serving potential uses for reclaimed water addresses the plan drivers. They will be applied in a consistent and uniform manner and will be evaluated equally.

· Regional wastewater system planning. The purpose of this criterion is to evaluate how serving potential uses for reclaimed water fits into future improvements and operations of the regional wastewater system. This criterion will gauge the following:

· Ability to maintain the efficient and safe operations of the regional wastewater system.

· Ability to cost-effectively incorporate a reclaimed water strategy into future King County regional wastewater treatment and/or conveyance improvements.

· Ability to meet regulatory requirements, including those reasonably anticipated.

· Ability to obtain funding from benefited parties.

· Creating resources from wastewater. The purpose of this criterion is to evaluate how serving potential uses for reclaimed water meets WTD's vision of creating resources from wastewater. This criterion will gauge the following:

· The volume of treated effluent that can be beneficially reused as reclaimed water.

· The sustainability of uses of reclaimed water.

· Institutional barriers, such as existing laws, policies, or agreements that may constrain ability to serve uses.

· The extent to which surface water or wetlands or groundwater conditions and habitat could be improved by the use of reclaimed water, such as improved low- flow conditions in streams, lower stream temperatures, or other enhancements.

· Protecting water quality in Puget Sound. The purpose of this criterion is to evaluate how serving potential uses for reclaimed water reduces reliance on Puget Sound for the discharge of effluent. This criterion will gauge the following:

· The extent to which pollutants from the county's regional wastewater system are reduced through production and use of reclaimed water.

· The extent to which a higher level of treatment reduces pollutant loadings in Puget Sound.

I also want to assure you that WTD will continue to engage and involve interested parties in the planning process through individual meetings and regional workshops. Input from interested parties and individuals will be solicited during each step of the process. There will be opportunities for further discussions on issues such as financing, cost allocation, and governance.

If you have any questions or would like additional information on the evaluation criteria, please feel free to contact Christie True, Director of the Wastewater Treatment Division in the Department of Natural Resources and Parks, at 206-684-1236, or

Thank you for your consideration of this motion.

Sincerely, 

Dow Constantine

Enclosures

cc: King County Councilmembers

ATTN: Tom Bristow, Interim Chief of Staff

Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council

Al Sanders, Acting Communications Director
Bob Burns, Deputy Director, Department of Natural Resources and Parks (DNRP) 
Christie True, Director, Wastewater Treatment Division, DNRP
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