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SCA Public Issues Committee Minutes
September 12, 2007 – 7:00PM Renton City Hall

	
	· Welcome, Roll Call and Introduction of Guests
PIC Chair, Mary-Alyce Burleigh, called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm and asked for a moment of silence in respect for the anniversary of 9-11.  25 cities were represented.  (Attachment 1 to these minutes)  Barre Seibert of Clyde Hill and Gordon Shaw of Burien were welcomed to their first PIC meetings.  Guests were welcomed and introduced.  Guests included Brian Felczak, Kent, Lisa Clausen, Burien, Victor Obeso, Nori Catabay, Sandy Kilroy, Grover Cleveland, Sam Downing, Kevin Kiernan, and Diane Yates of King County.

	MSP
	· Approval of Minutes
To approve the minutes of the July 11, 2007 PIC meeting.  PIC did not meet in August.

	MSP

MSP

MSP


	· Potential Action Items

1. EMS/Medic One Levy
John Wise reported that the EMS/Medic One Levy has been heard by the King County Council, shows due diligence has been met and asks for audits and controls.  After a discussion on city positions, concerns on the rate increase, and the 6 year levy as opposed to a permanent levy, the motion passed with 20 yes and 4 no votes.
To recommend to the SCA Board of Directors that SCA support Ordinance 15861 as adopted by the Metropolitan King County Council related to the funding and provision of Medic One emergency medical services and which imposes a levy of regular property tax for six years at a rate of $0.30 or less in conjunction with Ordinance 15862 as adopted by the Metropolitan King County Council which provides financial policies for the emergency medical services fund including an annual audit and creates an emergency medical services task force that included four seats appointed by SCA..
2. Transport and Waste Export Plan
David Baker reported that the third party review of the Transport and Waste Export Plan has been completed and is consistent with the Solid Waste transfer plan.  When asked if this transport plan precludes incineration, Baker said that this only deals with transport and that other methodologies of solid waste handling will come to PIC later.  The motion passed with 24 yes votes and one abstention.  
To recommend to the SCA Board of Directors that SCA support the adoption of the Solid Waste Transfer and Waste Export System Plan.
3. Subarea Boundaries
Ralph Shape reported on a proposal that would reassign the cities of Shoreline and Lake Forest Park from the West Subarea to the East Subarea.  Shoreline City Council unanimously concluded that it would be best for Shoreline to remain in the West Subarea.  Lake Forest Park concluded that it is in its best interest to allow the reassignment to the East Subarea but would continue to participate in the SeaShore Transportation Forum as well as the Eastside Transportation Partnership.  

To move the following recommended policy position forward to the next PIC meeting for action:

To recommend to the SCA Board of Directors that SCA support a proposal to move Lake Forest Park from the West to the East Subarea pending a complete review of Subarea Boundaries and the Metro Transit allocation of 40-40-20.  In addition, this and any future County reallocation of cites to subareas must include consultation and agreement by the affected city and the subarea(s) impacted.


	MSP

MSP


	· Presentations/Updates

1. Update on the Regional Housing Study Working Group
Karen reported for Eric Faison and Michael Hubner who were unable to attend.  The work group has finished its task and have offered three consensus strategies for short-term action:
1) Statewide Growth Management Infrastructure Account (GMIA): Would provide funding for local infrastructure projects that help achieve GMA housing goals. Allocation of funds would be used to incentivize the use of regulatory and other affordable housing tools by local governments.

2) Sales tax waiver: A waiver for the state portion of the sales tax on the hard and soft costs of construction and rehab for low income housing projects would reduce the barriers to producing affordable units. Housing authorities already have such a waiver; private non-profits do not.

3) Education and technical assistance on local strategies: The Prosperity Partnership and the Puget Sound Regional Council would lead the establishment of a regional program to educate local governments about the full range of tools available to them to encourage affordable housing production, and provide technical assistance in developing and implementing local programs. Such a program would promote use of tools such as reduced parking requirements, land grants, and density bonuses.

A copy of the letter sent from Prosperity Partnership to PSC as public comments to the Draft Vision 2040 document appears as Attachment 2 to these minutes for additional information on the work of this group.

2. Update on work of King County Charter Review Committee
Karen Goroski explained that because Augusts PIC meeting was cancelled, this issue will go directly to the Board so deadlines can be met.  PIC members were asked to take a look at the minutes of the Friday, August 3, 2007 SCA Charter Review Task Force and get any comments to her prior to the September 19 meeting of the Board.  (Attachment 3)
3. Regional Commute Trip Reduction Plan (PSRC-TPB))
Pam Carter reported that the CRT program has two tiers.  The Base Program covers the whole urban growth area and the new law shifts the program from the 10 most populous counties to those areas that contain the most congested state highways.  The second tier allows the designation of higher density employment locations (Growth and Transportation Efficiency Centers – GTECs).  Within these centers, local jurisdictions may adopt more aggressive goals and requirements and may be eligible for additional state CTR funding to match local funds.  PSRC’s goal for the Regional CRT Plan is to: 1) build upon the local level CRT and GTEC planning; 2) provide a regionally integrate planning framework; and, 3) to be an integral part of the region’s congestion management process.
4. Transit Comprehensive Plan (RTC))
Ralph Shape reported on the long range policy framework and the new comp plan’s three transit functions including implementation of Transit Now, streetcars system capital and operating investments and transit-oriented development investments.  The balance of the comp plan will be taken up in 2008.  Three separately sponsored and funded streetcar projects include the waterfront, South Lake Union and Capitol Hill.  Waterfront service will resume dependant on the viaduct work.  Metro will operate the South Lake Union line at Seattle’s expense beginning in December 2007 until 2009 after which the county assumes 75% of the costs.  No connection is planned to the waterfront streetcar.  Sound Transit Phase 2 builds a streetcar line from the International District to the Capitol Hill light rail station.  This will connect to the waterfront line.  Three separate lines with different cars and separate maintenance suggest the need for a policy framework to address the planning, development and connections to other transportation.  County staff explained at some time they hope to combine the maintenance facilities.   The Transit Committee expects to see staff recommendation and proposed legislation from the Executive regarding the Comp Plan as well as Transit Now implementation at the September 19th meeting.
5. Transit Financial Policies
Ralph Shape said that each year RTC reviews and adopts the work plan for the upcoming year.  Fare-box recovery is a major concern as Metro never hits its goal of 25% recovery.  After recent rate hikes, the recovery rate was a bit over 24% but has been declining.  Metro planning has considered fare increases in 2008 and 2011.  The policy question is: Should the target be lowered from 25%, or raise fares to achieve it?  This would represent a significant fare increase which may negatively impact ridership.  More information will be coming from RTC, although no changes in policy is expected.
6. Mental Health Service Needs (RLSJC) & (RPC)
Statistics show that not putting the mentally ill and chemically a dependant individual into jail, but treating them in medical facilities is a less expensive solution for the County.  They also do better returning to communities from medical facilities than from jail.  John Wise explained that RPC is talking about how to fund these medical facility solutions.  A workshop will be offered later this year regarding funding.  Karen pointed out that the State Medicaid budget will realize an increased strain as people enter and leave facilities.  Dave said he’d follow up on that point. 
7. BNSF Update (RPC)
John Wise reported that the key elements in the King County Modified Proposal include:
Eastside Rail Corridor – The Port of Seattle funds the acquisition of the BNSF Eastside Rail Corridor (ERC) for $103 million.  This preserves the corridor in public ownership forever.

Transfer & Trail – Port transfers the ERC and $44 million to King County (estimated cost of a paved trail construction without bridges and street crossings).

Rails and Trails – Renton to Woodinville interim trail then added rail.

Boeing Field/KCIA – remains with King County, which retains all environmental liability and financial risk of airport operations.  King County ensures cooperation between airports by entering into a Joint Operating Agreement that requires Port approval over major capital investments.  The Port receives first right of refusal to buy KCIA should the County propose to sell.  Should the Port purchase KCIA, the Port’s Connections investment in the ERC, less the fair market value of the Fisher Four Mill as valued at the time it is conveyed to the Port, will be credited toward the purchase price.  Should the County ever sell all or a portion of the ERC the Port will be reimbursed for the pro rata share of the purchase price of $103 million.

Harbor Island – King County transfers the Fisher Flour mill on Harbor Island to the Port as part of the deal.  (The transfer requires that the Solid Waste fund receive fair market value from the County’s current expense fund either in revenue, asset exchange, or both.)

8. Flood Control Zone Advisory Committee
Ron Hansen reported that key issues have resulted in a recommendation from the Advisory Committee that is not unanimous:  

· The Advisory Committee overwhelmingly approved the District’s proposed work plan.  (14-1)

· The Advisory Committee overwhelmingly supported the evaluation of capital projects as part of the same prioritization and sequencing process and agreed that a separate “sub-regional” project category was not necessary.  (14-1)

· The Advisory Committee overwhelmingly supported a uniform countywide levy in 2008.  (14-1)

· The Advisory Committee strongly supported a levy rate of 10 cents/$1,000 AV for 2008 to begin implementing the recommended work plan.  (11-4)

· The Advisory Committee was split on whether study of a multi-tiered funding structure should occur in 2008.  (8-7)

PIC members discussed regionalism in regards to those cities in or out of flood plains.  In order to create the Flood Control Zone all the small districts were decommissioned.  Time and money are running out, the funding needs to be put into place and with luck before the next flood disaster.  The dikes in place are not certified because they are so old and no one knows what went into their construction.  Insurance companies are getting nervous about all the homes and businesses in King County flood zones because all repair/replacement projects are on hold.  Insurance rates are increasing.  
The Advisory Committee met on July 20th to make a recommendation to the King County Council.  A full copy of the County staff report summarizing the action taken by the Advisory Committee may be found at:  http://www.metrokc.gov/dnrp/wlr/flood/flood-control-zone-district/advisory-committee-docs/pdf/transmittal.pdf 
To bring the adoption of the recommendation of the King County Flood Control Zone District Advisory Committee back to the next meeting of PIC for potential action.

9. Buildable Lands Report (GMPC)
Jean Garber reported that the 2007 Buildable Lands Report is completed.  This was a successful collaboration between SCA, Bellevue, Seattle and the suburban cities.  Michael Hubner did an amazing job of pulling it together and the detail in the report will be very useful to city planning efforts.  Key conclusions in the report include:
· Housing growth has been occurring at a sufficient pace to achieve 2022 housing targets

· Housing densities have increased since the last Buildable Lands Report in the late 90’s

· Indicators for non-residential growth are mixed but there has been a surprising amount of permitted commercial space

· At the level of the UGA as a whole, all of the cities have the capacity under their current plans and zoning regulations to achieve their housing targets by 2022.  In addition, all have the capacity to meet their job targets either under their current plans and zoning or through new capacity created through major downtown redevelopment

10. Update on Approval of Regional Disaster Management Plan (EMSC)

George Hadley explained that there is a Regional Disaster Plan for Public and Private Organizations.  A RDP is a mutual aid agreement which allows all the players to assist one another through the Omnibus Legal and Financial Agreement.  It becomes active only when an emergency has been declared.    There has been criticism that the plan was not activated with last year’s windstorm, and a task force was established to work on RDP activation procedures.  They have since decided that you do not activate a plan – a plan exists.  The task force has since disbanded.  The task force did recognize that the RDP needs to go on a diet.  EMAC plans to go back over the plan and remove those parts that do not relate directly to regional concerns and public/private partnerships.
11. Emergency Worker Liability

Fred McConkey described the problems facing emergency volunteers in emergency situations.  In creating an emergency plan after the December 2006 wind storm, only 4 of 40 doctors in the towns of Media and Hunts Point would volunteer to serve on the Town’s emergency team.  The threat of litigation from the people they would try to save kept these professionals, both active and retired, from volunteering.  Laws have changed recently, but volunteer emergency workers do not have immunity from tort liability for willful misconduct, gross negligence and bad faith.  In the event of a suit based on their volunteer work, the doctors risk the burden of expensive court proceedings as well as putting their assets at risk.  During discussion of the possible remedies PIC members felt there was a need to create a work group including legal representatives, AWC and possibly State Rep Shay Shual-Berk to discuss the scope of the solution.  This may include new or amended state law.  PIC volunteers to serve on the work group include Fred, Glenn Smith, Nancy Whitten and George Hadley.  

12. Update on Conversion Technologies Waste to Energy (SWAC)

David Baker spoke about the completed report.  He recommends that individual cities review the report and take a position.  Jean Garber said that looking over 20 years, that waste export had a narrow range but as waste increases the costs will increase.  There will be more updates from SWAC members on this subject.
13. RTID/ Sound Transit Ballot
Suzette Cooke reported that the Roads & Transit measure on the November 6 ballot is the combined recommendation from the Regional Transportation Investment District (RTID) and Sound Transit (ST2).  RTID’s “Blueprint for Progress” addresses major road and bridge improvements in the most congested corridors in Snohomish, King and Pierce Counties.  ST2 increases express bus service and extends light rail south to Tacoma and north to Alderwood.  Suzette urges SCA support for this major issue.

To bring the RTID/Sound Transit Ballot issue back to PIC as early as the next meeting for potential action.



	
	· Other
1. Reports

Small Cities Subcommittee.
John Wise reported that Julia Larson gave an update on rural economic strategies for rural cities.  Green River Community College has a business assistant to help businesses in small cities.  He suggested that upcoming changes in the comp plan regarding rural components will affect every one, not just small rural cities.  Members were interested in a study session at 6:00 pm prior to PIC in November for updates on the King County Comp Plan
Executive Director’s Report. 

Karen reminded the PIC that at the July meeting, staff was asked to put together a list of potential tax adjustments coming from the county and state by the November election.  County staff had prepared a presentation and copies of that have been provided.
She explained that the By-laws provide for associate members.  PIC members will see flyers soon encouraging recruitments of business members.  As an incentive, SCA will pay for both the guest and the person who brings them to a networking dinner.  The membership fee will be $1000 and is geared to decrease the cost of membership in the long term.  If a business wished to sponsor an event, they must be a Regional Associate Member.

The call for nominations for 2008 appointments will be out soon.  There are 121 seats on over 25 committees and boards.  You are encouraged to self-nominate.  Recommendations must go to the Board early in December.

2. For the good of the order

1. The next networking dinner is October 17th and the topic is SST implementation.
2. Glenn Smith thanked PIC members for their support on the Maple Valley donut-hole issue.

3. The October 10th Small Cities Subcommittee will hear a presentation by LuAn Johnson, Public Education Program Manager, WA State Emergency Management division, on Mapping your Neighborhood.  
4. Next PIC meeting is October 10th at 7:00.  



	
	· Adjourn

Meeting was adjourned at 9:27 pm.  


Attachment 1 to the Sept 12, 2007 PIC Minutes

Roll Call –Public Issues Meeting September 12, 2007
	City
	Representative
	Alternate
	Other
	Staff

	Algona
	Dave Hill
	Lynda Osborn
	
	

	Auburn
	Pete Lewis
	Sue Singer
	
	

	Beaux Arts
	
	
	
	

	Black Diamond
	
	
	
	

	Bothell
	Patrick Ewing
	Joshua Freed
	
	

	Burien
	Sally Nelson
	Lucy Krakowiak
	Gordon Shaw
	Lisa Clausen

	Carnation
	Laurie Clinton
	
	
	

	Clyde Hill
	George Martin
	Barre Seibert
	
	

	Covington
	Jim Scott
	Bud Sizemore
	
	

	Des Moines
	Ed Pina
	Susan White
	
	

	Duvall
	Jeffrey Possinger
	Keith Breinholt
	
	

	Enumclaw
	John Wise
	
	
	

	Federal Way
	Linda Kochmar
	Jeanne Burbidge
	
	

	Hunts Point
	Fred McConkey
	
	
	

	Issaquah
	Ava Frisinger
	Eileen Barber
	
	

	Kenmore
	David Baker
	
	
	

	Kent
	Suzette Cooke
	Tim Clark
	
	Brian Felczak

	Kirkland
	Dave Asher
	Mary-Alyce Burleigh
	
	

	Lake Forest Pk
	Sandy Koppenol
	Dave Hutchinson
	
	

	Maple Valley
	Glenn Smith
	Laure Iddings
	
	

	Medina
	
	
	
	

	Mercer Island
	Jim Pearman
	Bryan Cairns
	
	

	Milton
	Katrina Asay
	Mark Beaudry
	
	

	Newcastle
	Sonny Putter
	Jean Garber
	
	

	Normandy Pk
	Stuart Creighton
	George Hadley
	
	

	North Bend
	Ross Loudenback
	Jonathan Rosen
	
	

	Pacific
	Nicole Hagestad
	Dawn Drury
	
	

	Redmond
	Rosemarie Ives
	Nancy McCormick
	
	

	Renton
	Dan Clawson
	Kathy Keolker
	
	

	Sammamish
	Nancy Whitten
	Michelle Petitti
	
	

	SeaTac
	Ralph Shape
	Terry Anderson
	
	

	Shoreline
	Robert Ransom
	Rich Gustafson 
	Ron Hansen
	

	Skykomish
	Henry Sladek
	
	
	

	Snoqualmie
	Matt Larson
	Kingston Wall
	
	

	Tukwila
	Steve Mullet
	Pam Linder
	Pam Carter
	

	Woodinville
	Cathy VonWald
	
	
	

	Yarrow Point
	
	
	
	

	SCA
	
	
	
	Karen Goroski

Alice Neiffer
Sabrina Kang
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Prosperity Partnership

Regional Housing Strategy Working Group

October 15, 2007
Dr. Norman Abbott, SEPA Responsible Officer

Puget Sound Regional Council

1011 Western Ave, Suite 500

Seattle, WA  98104-1035

RE: Draft VISION 2040 Public Comment

To Whom It May Concern:

The Prosperity Partnership Regional Housing Strategy Working Group would like to thank the Puget Sound Regional Council for the opportunity to comment on the Draft VISION 2040 growth management, economic and transportation strategy for the central Puget Sound region. 

As you know, the Prosperity Partnership is a coalition of over 200 government, business, labor and community organizations from King, Kitsap, Pierce, and Snohomish counties dedicated to developing and implementing a common economic strategy. Its shared goal is two-fold: long-term economic prosperity and 100,000 new jobs for the central Puget Sound region. 

The Regional Housing Strategy Working Group is a task force of the Prosperity Partnership’s Social Capital and Quality of Life Foundation Initiative. Its members include representatives from a broad array of regional housing stakeholders: non-profit developers and public housing authorities, private developers and real estate professionals, local and state government housing officials and planners, local elected officials, employers, labor, and various non-profit organizations with an interest in housing issues. The Working Group has been tasked with developing a consensus-based set of tools and strategies to promote affordable workforce housing located near job centers throughout the region. These tools and strategies are to be integrated into the Prosperity Partnership’s Regional Economic Strategy Action Agenda for 2008-2010. Given our purpose and objectives, this comment letter on the Draft VISION 2040 package shall focus on the housing provisions of the plan. 

Housing is a cornerstone of an effective and viable long-range strategic plan for the region. The provision of “a range of affordable, healthy and safe housing choices to every resident in the region” is critical to the success of VISION 2040’s other plan elements—environment, development patterns, economy, transportation and public services. So, too, does the success of the Prosperity Partnership’s Regional Economic Strategy rely on having an adequate supply of affordable workforce housing located in proximity to major employment centers to support the region’s businesses, workers and their families, and sound economic growth. 

The Working Group commends the Puget Sound Regional Council for the thoughtful and substantive package of housing provisions it has put forth in the Draft VISION 2040 plan. In particular, we applaud the PSRC’s decision to take on the vitally important role of providing regional guidance, coordination and technical support for local housing efforts. We believe the PSRC’s efforts will substantially enhance the region’s collective ability to make successful inroads toward meeting its housing goals and improving housing affordability. 

We offer the following comments to both endorse specific housing provisions that we strongly support as well as recommend modifications to other provisions that we believe will strengthen and improve the overall VISION 2040 housing element:

Regarding VISION 2040’s Housing-Related Multicounty Planning Policies (MPPs):

In general, we feel that the full set of housing-related MPPs (as presented in the Housing and other sections of the MPPs chapter) establish a strong, clear and appropriate set of regional policy goals and guidance to be addressed by countywide planning policies and local comprehensive plans. 

· MPP-DP-7: We support the new growth targets policy, which calls for a regionally consistent targeting method as well as establishing both housing and employment targets for all local jurisdictions and regionally designated centers. The adoption of residential growth targets as housing units (instead of population) should help to strengthen consistency between the growth target and the housing and land use elements in local comprehensive plans. Furthermore, addressing both housing and employment distribution within a unified targeting process serves to promote a more thoughtful consideration of jobs-housing balance and related policy issues.

· MPP-DP-35 and MPP-DP-36: We also strongly support the continued policy emphasis on promoting housing development, including affordable housing opportunities, in centers, along with the new adjunct policy which establishes funding priority for transportation projects and other infrastructure that advance the development of housing in centers. These objectives are wholly consistent with the Prosperity Partnership’s desire to increase affordable housing options near major employment centers for the region’s workforce. 

· MPP-DP-37: We believe this policy needs to more explicitly address the affordability component to jobs-housing balance, i.e. accessibility to affordable housing choices for the region’s workers at all wage levels, especially lower wage workers. We suggest the policy be revised to better reflect the concept that jobs-housing balance “involves matching the mix of dwelling types and prices in the housing supply with the labor force needs and wages of the jobs base.” (Draft VISION 2040, p.49)

Regarding Supporting Text in the Housing Section of the Draft VISION 2040 MPPs Chapter:

In the Housing section of the Draft VISION 2040 MPPs chapter, there is a very nice discussion (on p.50) of what regional and local governments can do to address the region’s housing issues, both independently and in partnership with each other. 
· “What Local Governments Can Do”: We feel this passage in the supporting text can be strengthened to better convey the importance of the role played by local governments when it comes to housing and housing production. Local governments possess regulatory control over land use and development. They are key players, both individually and in cooperation with other housing interests, in stimulating various types of development activity. There are a vast number of tools and strategies available to local governments to encourage housing diversity and promote affordable housing. While one size does not fit all, many of these tools can be applied in a manner that is tailored to and respective of local markets conditions, community characteristics, and the vision for growth embodied in local comprehensive plans. 
Regarding VISION 2040’s Housing-Related Implementation Actions and Measures:

The critical importance of implementation to achieving VISION 2040’s stated housing goals cannot be overstated. A good plan will go nowhere without commitment to and follow through on the necessary implementation steps. 
· The Working Group strongly urges the PSRC and its Boards to establish the regional housing strategy and plan implementation as a clear agency priority, and to commit the necessary resources to ensure that the full set of implementation provisions is enacted. 

A. Comprehensive Regional Housing Strategy

VISION 2040 lays out the basic framework for a regional housing strategy, and we understand that the first part of the “Housing – Supply” Action item (Draft VISION 2040 Appendix 1, p.A-1-4) is intended to represent the next phase of work to further develop and flesh out the regional strategy and implementation plan. The Regional Housing Strategy Working Group utilized a very similar approach to the one proposed in this Action item: of convening a wide cross section of housing interests to develop a viable and well-accepted housing strategy and implementation plan. 
· The inclusion of a range of stakeholders in the PSRC process is important to establish broad based support for the final strategy. We encourage the PSRC to create a formal housing advisory group, representative of the region’s housing interests, charged with giving advice and monitoring the progress of VISION 2040.

While the Working Group has yet to complete our work, we expect to produce several recommendations (in Fall 2007) that we anticipate will effectively complement, and in many places parallel, what is likely to be contained in the PSRC’s comprehensive regional housing strategy. These recommendations include: (a) legislative efforts at the state level to create new tools and funding mechanisms to support and incentivize local affordable housing efforts and reduce the costs of housing, (b) consensus endorsement of existing regulatory and incentive affordable housing tools and approaches that local governments can use to facilitate and stimulate affordable housing production, and (c) an education & technical assistance component to promote the use of existing affordable housing tools and best practices by local governments. (A list of the top strategies that have been identified thus far through the consensus process, as well as the original full list of proposed strategies, are provided as attachments.)

· Given the clear parallels between the Working Group and PSRC’s proposed comprehensive regional housing strategy, we urge the PSRC to draw from the Working Group’s efforts, to incorporate our recommendations and strategies where applicable, and to otherwise establish a mutually supportive connection between the two processes. 
B. Regional Housing Program

In part two of the “Housing – Supply” Action item, VISION 2040 establishes an excellent framework for a regional housing program to encourage and monitor local housing efforts and progress. The Working Group believes that the basic framework identifies all the appropriate elements and priorities for action, but that it can benefit from a stronger commitment to implementation, greater clarity regarding expectations, and additional detail on how the PSRC might support the various program components. 
· To begin, we would like to see the PSRC make a stronger commitment to full implementation of the proposed regional housing program framework. Each of the program components lends an important contribution to the overall effectiveness of the program, producing a whole that is much greater than the sum of its parts. We suggest that the “Housing – Supply” Action language be edited to read that the regional housing program “shall include [emphasis added] the following components.” The original language reads “shall consider [emphasis added] the following components.”

· Local affordable housing targets: The Draft VISION 2040 language and expectations regarding affordable housing targets are somewhat unclear. Supporting text in the Housing section (Draft VISION 2040, p.51) states that “jurisdictions are to develop affordable housing targets” although there is no MPP that calls for them to do so. Meanwhile, the “Housing – Supply” Action item, as written, merely states that the regional housing “shall consider” affordable housing targets as a program component.
While the Working Group does not endorse a policy mandate or requirement calling for local affordable housing targets, we do recognize that they represent a valuable policy exercise and planning tool, particularly when established collaboratively between counties and their municipalities based on fair share principles. The PSRC can help to encourage the adoption of affordable housing targets throughout the region by working with its members and providing technical support and guidance for target development. Furthermore, the general issue, as well as specifics about how regional-local coordination on this issue is to be pursued, can be addressed in the comprehensive regional housing strategy. 

· Documentation of local housing strategies: The Working Group strongly supports this program component which asks local jurisdictions to document their overall housing strategy and its specific provisions. We believe this measure provides an important first step to comprehensively document the full range of actions currently being taken or planned by local jurisdictions throughout the region to meet their growth targets and address housing affordability. With supportive technical assistance and guidance from the PSRC, we believe that the associated reporting requirements can be minimized and streamlined. 

· Technical assistance: Effective technical assistance from the PSRC will be key to supporting its members in meeting new obligations they are being asked to take on. The regional actions and products called for in the “Housing and Employment Targets” Action (Draft VISION 2040 Appendix 1, p.A-1-4) provide an excellent example of the kind of guidance the PSRC can provide to help its members fulfill a new policy goal and requirement.
We make the following suggestions as additional examples of what the PSRC can offer in the way of technical assistance: (a) a “model” local housing element based on GMA & CTED guidelines and existing best practices, (b) a “template” for jurisdictions to use to document their local housing strategies and provisions, and (c) research to develop a “short list of highly effective affordable housing tools and strategies” along with guidance on how to tailor these approaches to specific local housing markets. 
· Regional monitoring program: The final component called for in the regional housing program is a “regional housing monitoring program.” There is language in the Draft VISION 2040’s Housing section (p.50) indicating that monitoring efforts would entail “[regional] review of local plans,” “track[ing] the implementation and outcomes of various housing efforts,” and “report[ing] on our region’s successes and challenges.” It would help to repeat this language in the “Housing – Supply” Action to be clear about what elements of local housing efforts are to be monitored. 

When monitoring efforts show that little or no progress is being made toward stated goals, it signals the need to revise a given strategy or program. We suggest that the VISION 2040 provisions on monitoring need additional language that calls for a feedback loop to revisit the “comprehensive regional housing strategy” and implementation plan if the existing approach is not producing measurable success. 

C. Monitoring and Measures
· Lastly, in Appendix 2 of Draft VISION 2040, we request that the housing-related Performance Monitoring measures (p.A-2-3 and p.A-2-4) be called out under a separate sub-section titled “Housing,” rather than included under the sub-section titled “Development Patterns.” This would provide titling and content organization that is consistent with how the Implementation Monitoring section is formatted.

In closing, the Working Group would like to reiterate our sincere appreciation to the Puget Sound Regional Council for the superb work it has done in crafting the housing package set forth in the Draft VISION 2040 plan. If fully implemented, along with the recommendations proposed in our comments, we believe that the coordinated regional-local efforts shall be able to make significant progress toward providing affordable housing for all workers and residents in the central Puget Sound region.   
Sincerely,
The Prosperity Partnership Regional Housing Strategy Working Group (signed)

Cc:
Prosperity Partnership Regional Housing Strategy Working Group Members


Bob Drewel, PSRC


Bill McSherry, PSRC


Carol Naito, PSRC


Eric Schinfeld, PSRC

Attachments:
Prosperity Partnership Regional Housing Strategy Working Group Members


Top Consensus Housing Affordability Strategies (tabulated after Meeting #3)


Full List of Proposed Housing Affordability Strategies (developed during Meeting #1)
Prosperity Partnership Regional Housing Strategy Working Group Members

Rita Ryder, Co-Chair
Bill Longbrake, Co-Chair

YWCA of Seattle–King County–Snohomish County
Washington Mutual Bank

Councilmember Julie Anderson
Sam Anderson

City of Tacoma
Master Builders of King & Snohomish Counties

Leonard Bauer
Rick Bender

Washington State Department of Community,
Washington State Labor Council

Trade & Economic Development

Bill Block
Mayor Carey Bozeman

10-Year Plan to End Homelessness
City of Bremerton

Connie Brown
Melanie Brown

Tacoma–Pierce County Affordable Housing Consortium
Executive Alliance

Mike Crowley
Bob Drewel 

Master Builders of Pierce County
Puget Sound Regional Council

Gene Duvernoy
Councilmember Eric Faison 

Cascade Land Conservancy
City of Federal Way

Hal Ferris
David Graybill 


Lorig Associates LLC
Tacoma–Pierce County Chamber of Commerce


Jeanette Henderson
Michael Hubner

University of Washington Real Estate Office
King County Suburban Cities Association

Alex Johnston
Steve Leahy

Bank of America
Greater Seattle Chamber of Commerce

Councilmember Marko Liias
Michael Luis


City of Mukilteo
Michael Luis & Associates



Kelly Mann
Councilmember Richard McIver


Urban Land Institute
City of Seattle


Norman McLoughlin
Carla Okigwe


Kitsap County Consolidated Housing Authority
Housing Development Consortium


John Purbaugh
Adrienne Quinn


Pierce County Planning Commission
City of Seattle Office of Housing


June Robinson
Dale Sperling
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Attachment 3 to the Sept 12, 2007 PIC Minutes

SCA Charter Review Task Force

Friday, August 3, 2007 1:30 PM
Teleconference Minutes

1. Sonny Putter, Chair, called the telephonic meeting to order at 1:35 PM.

Present: Henry Sladek, David Hutchinson, Jay Covington, Mary-Alyce Burleigh (ex-officio), Gary Long (Guest, and Karen Goroski (staff)

2. The Task Force reviewed the request from the SCA Board of Directors to clarify some of its recommendations. 

MSP
          To return the following recommendations with clarifying language to the SCA Board of Directors for action:

a. Separate the county regional budget which includes funding for services for all 

residents of King County including its urban residents, from the local service budget.  Currently, there is confusion and frustration generated by the complex revenue and expenditure stream.  Adding language which separates the regional from local budgets would empower citizens to understand the county government and assure that past conflicts with local municipal governments would be reduced.  This would help create the information system needed to facilitate urban transitions.

b. The Metropolitan King County Council will establish clear criteria for dual referrals consistent with the intent of the Charter provisions for the Regional Committees.
MSP
To return the following issue with a recommendation for deletion to the SCA Public Issues Committee:

a. To add budget authority over the enterprise funds of transit and water quality to the 

respective Regional Committee’s scope of work
MSP
3. The Task Force reviewed the July 18th CRTF discussion items and recommends the following to the SCA Public Issues Committee:

a. Annexation/urban transition

1) There should be a mechanism, such as bonding with annexation that will allow the debt burden to be transferred from County to City in a manner that can be approved by both parties.

2) The County should create and actively implement a strategy to encourage the support of local PAA residents for annexations. In doing so, the County should acknowledge that existing annexation law limits a City's ability to annex an area without the sufficient support of property owners and/or voters.

3) Land developed in PAA's should be compatible with the comprehensive plan and development standards of the City designated to annex the area. The Cities and the County should work cooperatively to find ways to condition new development in a PAA on meeting the City's standards and first agree that no further development would take place except at the City's standards.

4) The executive branch should be required to consult with council members on issues that directly affect their districts within UGAs and PAAs.

5) The County should phase out use of urban subsidies to supply urban level services in the urban unincorporated area. Proposed service policies and standards should be reviewed by the Regional Policy Committee (RPC). 

6) The King County Charter needs to clearly define the differences among “urban”, “urban unincorporated” and “rural” areas in King County. Currently discussions center on “rural” and “urban” and “urban unincorporated” is ignored.
7) SCA Supports the Charter’s reference for desirability for intergovernmental contracting and supports language that would bar the county from entering into labor agreements that restrict the opportunity to create effective local governmental services
b. Regional committees (Sent to the SCA Board of Directors by the PIC on July 11, 2007)
c. County-wide Special Purpose Districts

1) Individuals elected to the governing bodies of county-wide special purpose districts should stand for primary or general election instead of special elections with limited access to polling places.

d. Good Government

1) As the size of King County service areas decrease services should be adjusted accordingly. 

2) Tribal issues are a matter of local concern and King County should encourage the collaboration between local jurisdictions and the tribes.

3) SCA recognizes the importance of rural governance and the need for the county and cities to work collaboratively to ensure the sustainability of rural unincorporated King County. 

4) SCA recommends that there be urban unincorporated transitional committees in the urban unincorporated areas. The Charter did not intend for there to be any kind of government structure in urban unincorporated areas.

5) The Charter should exclude contract matters relevant to the King County Sheriff

4. The meeting adjourned at 2:20 PM

Submitted by Karen Goroski
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