REGULAR MEETING OF THE IAC  OCTOBER 29-30, 1973 MONDAY-TUESDAY SPOKANE, HOLIDAY INN

1. Opening of the Meeting, Determination of a Quorum, Introductions, Additions and
Approval of the Minutes of July 23-24, 1973, Additions to the Agenda

Approval of the Minutes: Changes by Odegaard and Crouse
Change by Kenn Cole

Changes to the Agenda: Il €. (7) Snake River Hells Canyon National Recreation Area Bill
9:15 a.m, - Presentation on Cooperative Projects - Odeaaard
I} E B. Delete State Parks and Rec. Comm., Flaming Geyser
IV A. Add '‘Capital Budget Instructions for State Agencys"
IV B and IV C. - renumbered

State Parks Presentation - Cooperative Projects - Chas. H. Odegaard, Director, P&R Comm.

Il Status Reports

A. Fiscal Status Report

Disbursement Record - Local Agency Projects

Initiative 215 Distribution Control Sheer - two reports
Initiative 215 Projection Analysis

Fund Summary - Interfund Loan Report

LWCF Report

Fiscal Report - Biennium

OV W N —

B. Projects Status Report
Administrative Actions ,
1. City of Moses Lake, Cascade Park COST INCREASE APPROVED $6,405

2. City of Pacific - Pacific Park COST INCREASE DENIED
3. City of Spokane, Highbridge - REVISED COST APPROVED
L. Thurston Co. - Eld Inlet Acq. - a. COST INCREASE APPROVED 2,500
b. COST INCREASE DENIED 2,000
5. Port of Kalama, Kalama Park FUNDING ACCESS ROAD DENIED
6. Parks and Rec. Comm. Black Diamond COST INCREASE APPROVED 5,250
Parks and Rec. Comm. Quadrant COST INCREASE APPROVED 3,227

C. Planning Status Report
1. Graph
Trails Program
Local Comprehensive Plans - CIP'S
Demand Study S 47,350 Supplemental Budget
Marine Shoreforms lnventory Phase 1l - Bauer
Skagit River Study
Snake River-Hell's Canyon National Recreation Bill

~NEswuUIoNN

I1l A. Procedural Guidelines
1. Chapter 9, Billing Procedures - APPROVED BY THE COMMITTEE
2. Administrative Complexes - Odegaard motion DID NOT PASS
Staff motion APPROVED BY THE COMMITTEE
3. Project Billings - APPROVED BY THE COMMITTEE
L., change Orders - APPROVED BY THE COMMITTEE
5. Local Agency Funding Formula - APPROVED BY THE COMMITTEE
75%-25% Acquisition of Shorelines; Development of Local Recreation
Areas; Development of Shorelines
60%-40% Acquisition of Local Significant Features; Acquisition
of Local Rec. Areas; Trail Acq, & Dev.; Acqg. and Dev.
pf Regional Recreation Areas.
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B.

IV A.

IV B.

IAC Supplemental Budget APPROVED BY COMMITTEE

$ 47,350 Demand Study
$ 4,456,955,18 Carry-Over-Reappropriation

Evaluation System - lLocal Agencies

State Agency Project Cost !Increases

Game 67-69 SWA (BOR) 3 parcels $ 3,200
Game 67-69 SWA Stage 2 3 parcels L, 240
Game 69-71 SWA 4 parcels 1,500
Nisqually Delta-Luhr 1 parcel 3,675
Parks GRG - Jellum 1 parcel 9,000

§ 21,615 APPROVED BY COMMITTEE

Project Changes

SN OV W N e

City of Seattle, Fauntleroy Park Change in Scope APPROVED BY COMMITTEE
Park and Rec. Comm,, Blake lsland Withdrawal APPROVED BY COMMITTEE
Park and Rec. Comm., Flaming Geyser DELETED FROM AGENDA

Park and Rec. Comm., Horsehead Bay Withdrawal APPROVED BY COMMITTEE
Dept. Game, Stillwater WRA Dev, COST INCREASE $7,450 APPROVED BY COMM.
Dept. Game, Lower Methow River Dev,.Withdrawal APPROVED BY COMMITTEE
Whatcom Co., Lake Wahtcom Acq. COST INCREASE $65,880 APPROVED BY COMM.

Dept. Natural Resources, Lease Program

All-Terrain Vehicle Amendments APPROVED BY COMMITTEE

Park and Rec. Commission - lke Kinswa APPROVED BY COMMITTEE - PROVISO

1975-77 Caital Budget Instructions

Legislation

THAT SUGGESTED USE-PERMIT LANGUAGE

AS SUBMITTED BY STATE PARKS MUST BE
ADOPTED BY TACOMA CITY L{GHT BOARD OF
DIRECTORS

BISHOP, BELL, TOLLEFSON, ANDERSON, LOFGREN

Calendar outlined apptd. to sub-committee on Capital Budgets

Local Agency Project Presentations
Recommended funding and Tables 1, 11,

FIRST USE OF NEW EVALUATION SYSTEM
Comments on specific projects:

City of Tumwater, Deschutes Way Park
Reardan, Community Recreation Area
City of Elma, Recreation Area

City of Pullman, Palouse River Park
Bellevue, Hillaire Park

City of Snohomish, Pilchuck Park
Coulee City, Community Park

City of Kirkland, Marsh Park

City of Longview, Gearhart Gardens
Mason County, Mason Lake

Oak Harbor, Oak Harbor Marina

King Co., Highlands Community Park

(continued next pg.)

II'l - re local agency projects
31 projects



Naches Park and Rec. Dist. - Applewood Park
Mercer lsland, Bike and Ped. Path

COMMENTS FROM PROJECT SPONSORS:

Rudolph Gast - City of Snohomish re Pilchuck Park

Mr. Al Koetje - Mayor, Oak Harbor - 0ak Harbor Marina

Mr. Caldart, City Council, Poulsbo - Liberty Park

Mayor Harry Kelsey, City of Longview, Longview Municipal Golf Course
Kent Hamilton, Thurston Co., Elbow Lake Park

U1 EW N —

MOTION OF ODEGAARD TO FUND THE 31 PROJECTS RECOMMENDED BY STAFF. MOTION WAS CARRIED.

MOTION TO ADD WOODRUFF PARK, OLYMPIA, FOR FUNDING AT THIS SESSION MOTION WAS DEFEATED,

Resolution - Fred Overly - memorial

IV. State Agency Project Presentations

1. Dept. Game - Oak Creek WRC and Desert WRA APPROVED BY COMMITTEE
$205,000 $ 36,000
2. Parks and Rec. Comm. - 25-Mile Creek |1
$ 657,000 APPROVED BY COMMITTEE

V. Administrator's Report

NASORLO - SEPT. 1974

Student Interns to report in 1974

Fred Wagner - appointed to Rec. Res. Spec. | position
Rec. Res. Spec. IV position - interviews Nov, 1 and 2

Pelton - NRPA Pac. NW Rep., Board of Directors
Chas. Odegaards - Pres. Natl, Soc. Park Directors, etc.
Cheated Majority Flyer - status report

SNV W N -

ADJOURNMENT - 3:32 p.m.



REGULAR MEETING OF THE
INTERAGEMNCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDDOOR RECREAT!ION

5:00 a.m. October 29-30, 1973 ' Holiday Inn

Monday-Tuesday

Spokane, Washington

INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:

Lewis A. Bell; Bert Cole, Commissioner of Lands, Department of Natural Resources; Carli
Crouse, Director, Department of Game; Madeline Lemere; Omar Lofgren, Chairman; Charles H.
Odegaard, Director, Parks and Recreation Commission; .Jaek—RotTier; Robert Anderson, Director,

Commerce and Economic Development; George Andrews, Director,

A. Bishop.

IAC MEMBERS ABSENT:

Mr. John A. Biggs, Dsrecfggf Dapt of Ecology; Mr. Thor C, Tollefson, Director,

of FlsherlesJ 2}@/*)2

STAFF OF TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE & MEMBER AGENCIES PRESENT:

Assistant Attorney General
Charles Murphy

Commerce and Eccnomic Development
‘erlin Smith

Ecology, Department of

Beecher Snipes, Superv., Plan. & Develop.
Fisheries, Dept. of Don Erickson
Game, Department of

James Brigham

Highways, Department of

Willa Mylroie (Monday), Research and Special Assignments Engr,

Department of Highways; Warren

Department

OCTORER 29, Mcnday Pgs.

OCTOBER 30, Tuesday "

=25
7

i-2
25-3

interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreatlon
e 4 - M “Ree 'ﬁ*’/" ’6‘4‘“‘5’/

Kenn Cole, Fiscal Accounts Officer 70
Richard Costello, Rec. Res. Specialist ;F;*64%/
Stanley E. Francis, Administrator
Robert S. Lemcke, Coordinator
Glenn Moore, Rec, Res. Specialist
Mitt H. Martin, Asst. Administrator
Gerald Pelton, Chief, Plan. and Coord.
Roger Syverson, Rec. Res. Specialist
Keith Artz, Rec. Req Specialist
Marjorie M, Frazier. Admin. Secretary

Natural Resources, Departmcnt of
Al 0'Donnell, Technical Assistant

Parks and Recreation Commission
] Bourgault
a1 ph Mackey, Member, Parks and Recreation Commission

Jeff Domaskin, Member, Parks and Recreation Commission

//U’f.-f”fyuﬂ.b’ R R, '/“,C/



Minutes - Page 2.-"October 29-30, 1973

,Program Plannlng and Flscal Management '

Mlchael Stewart -

-VLOCAL AGENCY TECHNICAL ADVlSORY COMM!TTEE MEMBERS PRESENT}_ PO Y

Parks‘and Recreat;on. Cltv of - Spokane

11 dinari, Wash{n ton.: T

tion, City of Po't Angeles :

ik e ne s - Rark«& Reg. Deptay City of. Seattle
James webster,‘K!ng Co Dept of Parks, County Courthouse, Seattie

rW|1!|am rearn, Dlrector

‘OTHER AGENCIES = TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT

Don Ketter (alternate for ‘Maurice. Lundy, Reg. Dlrectorfo- BOR)

‘.Approva] of Mlnutes of July 23- Zh 1973, AddlthnS to. the Agenda Chalrman Lofgren

—~called the - meet:ng to order at 9:00 a.m. —and ‘introduced  two members of ‘theiPRark -
and Recreation Commission ~- Jeff Domaskin and Ralph- Mackey. "He then ‘called for

action on the minutes of July 23 -24h, 1973 The following change was" recommended by

Odegaard

Page 15 - Luther Burbank/State Parks |nvolvementr v
21—~ notes: that 50 transient méorages. wererlncluded
\eamount.: should be 45 transnent moorages et vl T

Mr.‘Crouse requested the follownng correctjon'

~

Page Y Paragraph 3 under II| H lAC Local PrOJect Evaluation" System
Changes to read as: follows (changes ine ztal%cs) :é.:mu; :

'hls p0|nt Mrs. Mylroce corrected ‘the: lmpreSSIonethat -
Ldual TAC members had:not had an opportunity: to~revnewed—**
: valuation® S%stem pozntlng out:that:copies had béen: sent
to each individual imember of the TAC priorito the July AG:
“meeting. She noted she had had some: “comment ‘“Sig 5
made to her..concerning the system Ffromuindividual. TAC members
but that TAC had not been asked as a‘committee to revzew o it
) eomment on the system noy had it done* gou' ~ O

At

Kenn Cole Agency Accounts Offlcer, corrected the Toliowung

Page 4o~ Next to- the Iast paragraph 1ast sentence, to’ xndlcate ,
: lmate]y 75.8%'" rather ‘than "'slightly ‘less: than® hO/“ w;th n:thex
sentence “The sentence would then read:- ,

1”Mr Cole reported that the amount. accrulng to therOutdoor Recre-f”b,f“

““ation Account from Init::215 scute durlwg the 1971-73 ‘biennium:
‘after the error hasi.been corrected will amount to apirowzmatp7y*'f
75.8% of what had been anticipated; therefore, the three state
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ﬂéecreat|0n Comm|3510n; Dlrector'Charles Odegaard)' . T
.-Delete State: Parks and Recreation Commission - F]amnng Geyser
&Add “_q¢j al} 7et lnstructlons For State Agencne "

VA:f Flscal Stat eﬁoF% / :’Kenn Cole Agency Accounts Offlcer, revnewe
followxng Flscal Status reports :




533» Initiative 215 Projection Ahalysus Graph entltled ”Graphlc bDepi
~-Historical Data Concerning Collections, Refunds, and Balance Avai
door

b,

Minutes - Page 4 - October 29-30, 1973 l"ifié SR TR IRELE e T L

”ntrol Sheagt Mrr

The. Commlttee ‘Was advnsed the current survey.on marine fuel tax
Flnal stage and ;hould be ready |n ]ate December

léture last Sessron S
lntends to re-jntro-

tLon of - the
ble for Qut~
: ecreatlon -‘Inltiatnve 215 Funds“ was. then brought to the’ attentlonvof,the o

Fund Summary). .

T T T s
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'Recap of LWCF monles |n Washlngton State lndlcated the followang
(All flgures approxumate'—fsubject to flnal audlt)

" .*$g‘ 678,854.00

LOCALS:-

Total 3Ty

STATE AGENCIES

.State Parks

‘Total::

Gaméﬁ’v
jl.:bNR:'er"

LOCAL AGENCIES

the: bulk of - the Tocal shate of IWCF monies will be committed.

;anted ORTA T ”flrst come f|rst served” basss for prOJects ‘
'qual!fy in the" usual ‘manner for a state' s regular apportlonment fundnng:f

'1973 | | B

waaltlng BOR approval

-7,394.85 " FY 73 T
~300,000.00 - MReturn from Spokane o Hzghbrldge :
‘hzh,sqoioo~’ir :

FY’ 74

i

$ﬂl;¢h7flho€60ﬁ;
("13k4,791.07)
£ 198,661,000

Awaiting BOR approval
QUnallotted balancer

TTI210°050 05

e i$ 5;;41?D;V“Qf~ Awaltlng BOR approval
e ,-’244;955$70 Unalloted balance ¥
U 0169,485.00 o FY 7R

Total "3

S g Awaltlng ‘BOR approval
ieh 3165,382:l55* Unalloted balance =
056, h5kU00 R T o

- Total

$TINEES

If staff recommendatlons for October 1973 fundlng are. approved

(Some LWCF fuands *

have notibeen- recommended to allow for fundlng fleXIblllty and project contln-

gency purposes )
'STATE AGENCIES
' State Parks 7

o Game s

DNR*v

rgThe 25 Mlle Creek acqunsutlon before the lAC in- 0ctober

does not quallfy .or LWCF::monies. Balanc

'emalns the same

:';Both the Desert WRA and Oak Creek WRA - acqunsntlons quallfy
o for LWGF: monles, totallng $120 500

leavL

ibalance PN

~=:of $293 980 70

~;:No prOJects were submltted

Balance remalns the s'me‘ l*F‘

Mr Francns outl:ned the program for obtalnlng a portlon of the: $18 mllllon LWCF :
. monles -and read the motion. in’ the. memorandum. to. ‘the: Commlttee. Discussnon followed.
The Commnttee asked the. amount of funds which would be coming in: #From: B@R for- fundlng -

- of “projécts in December. ' Mr.

Francis stated he: was unable to'glve an: exact Flgure,i

"but it could be approxnmately $l to $l 5 mlllion

It was ponnted out that o*her western states (Callfornla, Utah) would be able to
act quickly on ‘their proposed. projects for use of the Contangency Fund: because.

oné individual:

is responsible. for the staté's grant-in-aid program under LWCF
/and could take |mmedrate action-on pending projects. Mr.

Bishop-and Mr. Odegaard
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~as well as other Commlttee members, indicated the need:- for the State of Washing-
ton: to'act ‘quickly in order to obtain.a portion of .the. Contlngency Fundlng :
FT WAS- MOVED BY: MR ‘“ISHO>SECONDED BY ‘MR. COLE, THAT e ,

WHEREAS THE STATE OF WASHINGTON WISHFS TO. QUALIFY. ITSELF FOR PARTICIPATION IN -
SECURING A PORTION OF THE $I8 MILLION SPECIAL CONTINGENCY FUNDS THE FOLLOWING

-~ ACTION IS HEREBY APPROVED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE:

T THAT ALL- RFGULAR LWCF MONIES BE COMMITTED.-BY THEvIAC FOR BOTH .LOCAL
" AND STATE AGENCIES AT THE DECEMBER 10- 115 I973 MEETING AND

JZIG?THATFA“’TIONAL LOCAL AND STATE AGENCY PROJ ”UALIFIED FOR LWCF
MONIES AND READY FOR SUBMISSION-TO BOR BE ' FOR CONSIDERATION.
- FOR FUNDING FROM THE $18 MILLION SPECIAL CONTINGENCY FUND, AND

3g,vFURTHER THAT IF ANY. STATE: AGENCY ~CANNOT : SUBM'

- SUFFICIENT AMOUNTS TO- MAXIMIZE ITS LWCF MONIES.,.
;*AGENCIES [N CONCERT WITH THE IAC MEET TO WO
—MAXIMIZATION MAY TAKE PLACE AND i

QUALIFIED PROJECTS IN
AT :JOINTLY THE STATE
ETHODS’BYEWHICH'SUCH_

L. FURTHER, THAT THQSE. LOCAL: AGENCY :PROJECTS: NOT : FUNDED AT THE OCTOBER
- 1973 MEETING BE* CONS IDERED ELIGIBLE FOR REV.LEW: AT:THE DECEMBER 1973
MEETING FOR PURPOSES OF CONTINGENCY FUNDING SHOULD THEY SO OUALIFY AND

5. FURTHER, THAT THOSE LOCAL PROJECTS RETURNED AS TECHNICALLY INCOMPLETE
~ AND THUS -NOT ELIG!BLE EOR- FUNDING CONSIDERATION. AT THE OCTOBER 1973
IAC-MEETING, BE CONSIDERED AS. ELIGIBLE FOR REVIEW AT THE DECEMBER- I973 :
1AC-MEETING FOR PURPOSES OF - CONTIiGENCY sFUNDING, QULD. THEY.-BE DEEMED.. -
@i;TECHNICALLY COMPLETE BY.NOVEMBER. 15, - 1973'NAN, fQUAEIFIEDﬁE@R LWCF'MONIES;'
AND. ’ '

”,SOKAPPROVED FOR CON-l"
sl '13 ¥ BMiL:F % R: CONS4.DERA SHALL: NOT «BE: -
'CONSIDERED AS AN OBLIGATION ON THE PART OF 1iAC FOR FUNDANG - FROM -OTHER -
-SOURCES SHOULD "SUCH PROJECT BE REJECTED, AND SUCH REJECTED PROJECT SHALL
fFOLLOW THE USUAL PROCEDURES FOR FUNDING AT THE NEXT APPLICABLE IAC

':MOTION WAS CARRIEDVIF?F

TA L b ;terFund Loan MY FranCIs leferred to memorandum of staff dated ‘October

295 1973, entitled nterfund Loan!' and reported on, the present ‘status of the -

~loan foIIow:ng a conference call which had been made to Committee members on
“August 30, 1873. . The Commit ee had: author zed:‘the. Admlnnstrator through ‘the
<conf,,‘vce call to take the foIIownng steps I :

.I973 to epralnv"r f{@r snter-wuﬁh

or 50 wouId not be avaIIabIe for use_!n achlswtmonfand/er deVeIopment=u
of future outdoor recreataon sztes) , : -

‘{i< - b
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2. Administrator to request State Finance Committee to include IAC
Interfund Loan as a discussion item on its September agenda.

3. Other follow-up to be taken by the Administrator as required.

(Conferring with the Administrator on the conference call were: Omar Lofgren;
Carl N. Crouse; Bert L. Cole; Charles H. Odegaard; Warren A. Bishop; Robert
Anderson; Madeline Lemere and Lewis Bell.)

Mr. Francis reported the State Finance Committee had approved the Interfund

Loan request on September 12, 1973 and that discussions had been heid with OPPFM
staff and with the Assistant Attorney General to determine means by which impact
of the loan could be reduced or eliminated. It was determined that the latter
could not be accomplished short of legislative action to grant IAC certain auth-
orities within the financial area. The Administrator noted a letter had been
sent to local agencies which had pending billings for payment, sharing with them
the interim financial situation and informing them that billings would be with-
held and no payments made until after the October |AC meeting. State agencies
were asked to handle their expenditures through other means.

On SeptemBer 26, 1973, Mr. Francis reported, a request was made to the State
Finance Committee to sell 520 million of Referendum 18 bonds as early as possible
(mid-November, with funds available mid-December 1973).

Other developments included: OPPFM had determined that State agency expenditures
must be charged against the Outdoor Recreation Account, and could not be handled
through other means so long as there is money available to the Outdoor Recreation
Account. Also, the interest rate dropped from a high of 9.1% to 7.2%. Mr. Francis
stated some local agencies had raised concern over their cash flow problems and
therefore he had notified local agencies their billings would now be handled

in the usual and normal manner. Mr. Francis asked the Committee to approve of

his actions regarding the Interfund Loan and formalize their action. |IT WAS

MOVED BY MR. BISHOP, SECONDED BY MRS. LEMERE THAT

THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE HEREBY CONCURS N AND ENDORSES THE ACTION TAKEN BY
THE ADMINISTRATOR TO REQUEST OF THE STATE FINANCE COMMITTEE AN INTERFUND
LOAN TO THE OUTDOOR RECREATION ACCOUNT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $8 MILLION
AND,

FURTHER, TO REQUEST THAT THE STATE FINANCE COMMITTEE SELL THE REMAINING $20
MILLION OF REFERENDUM 18 BONDS AT THE EARLIEST DATE POSSIBLE, AND,

FURTHER, THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE CONCURS [N THE ADMINISTRATOR'S EFFORTS TO
FIND MEANS BY WHICH TC DIMINISH THE IMPACT OF SAID INTERFUND LOAN ON THE OUT-
DOOR RECREATION ACCOUNT, AND,

THEREFORE, BEING SATISFIED THAT SUCH MEANS HAVE BEEN EXPLORED AND ARE OF NO
AVAIL, HEREBY DIRECTS THE ADMINISTRATOR TO PROCEED WiTH THE PROCESSING OF BOTH
STATE AND LOCAL AGENCY BILLINGS IN THE USUAL MANNER.

Discussion followed. Mr. Bert Cole indicated his concerns with the operation of
state government, stating the State Finance Committee shouid work in the interest
of operating agencies. Mr. Lofgren explained the meetings with the State Finance



~for: dlscussuon ‘at the: Decemberxmeetlng

By Quarters''; .dated October 29 1973, an
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Committee staff. ‘had cleared up- the matter at: this point and there ‘would be = - |
better communrcatlon between ‘JAC :and: the ‘State Flnance Commlttee in the: future

so that this type oF SItuatlon would not agaln present ltself

“n dlscu551ng the lnterest on the bonds, Mr Francns conmented on House Bili :
189 (Referendum: 28). which had. passed- the: 1972 Legsslature (Chapter 129, Laws oo
- of 1972~ RCW .43.83C), and: cited: Sectlon 3 ; P

“The proceeds from the sale of bonds authorlzed by thls act, and any
~interest::earned on. the interim investment: iof: such prooeeds,fshall ‘be -
eraide ed :in :the: state and: local improvemerits -

1pghtreby created in the: genena] fund+-and:shald be used exc]usnve]y for-

~.the.purpose specnfled in_this act and for:the payment of the expenses
,,lncurred i the :ssuance and sa]e of the bonds L P

‘He explalned that out of Referendum 28 the IAC would recelve the lnterest on the
investment of.those bond:!proc¢eeds; whereas .the JAC: does ‘hot receive thls from
¢Referendum 18: because:of ..the language of: ‘that: partncUtar bond bill. Bsshop
 stated- this was a very. significant change in that the: |nterest wull ‘how: go '
,toward the purpose for which the bonds had been authorized. -He asked that the.
Administrator.include information:on the lnterfund Loan and the lnterest pald S

THE CHAIRMAN CALLED FOR QUESTION ON THE MOTION AND IT WAS CARRIED B .

ll A ;5 Flscal Report = Blenn!um M Kenn Cole referred to the tabulatlon :
entjt =d !'Report of Agency Operating. Expense and Receipts; 1971+ 73 Blennlum,,,~;
‘ d-VStatement of: Operating Expense.- 1971 73
Biennium'!i Total: expendltures for the biennium: for .t ~operation: of: the 1AC:

were $629 156,02, wnth net operatlng expense supported from:Init. 215 source

,belng $559 828 L2, CroEgE helind S ST L Y sy o

il B.l PrOJects Status Report Roger Syverson, Chlef PrOJects Admunlstratlon Div—
ision, referred, to‘memorandum of staff dated October 29, 1973, entitled "Status of
“Current PrOJects” He noted that there were: current]y 139 loca] agency prOJeCtS V;L”r

- fstaff on |ts excellent work ln vnew of the heavy work]oad The Commlttee

and “154 current PO € f f !

»_Recreatlon c Jmissaon, 45.«;Dur|ng thefperlodsJuly 1521973, through September 3,0

1973, six locat agency pFOJeCtS and 8 state agency projects had been closed. Mr.

Lofgren asked the status of Mayfield Lake, Lewis County, Project I1AC #68 -066D

~ since the project report -had been completed for the Committee's: review.  Mpiiia
Syverson stated the’ matersal requlred had “HowW: been received and: the prOJect’shouId o

be c]o ed by December :

Mr, FranC|s commented that there werea- total of 293 current loca] and state agency
projects and that with Commlttee action at. this meet ing; the ‘number would: exceed:
200 == or ‘over 75 each for ‘the four project officers. He compllmented the[project

e B ] a. Adm|n|strat|ve Actlons The follownng Admlnnstratlve ACtIOﬂSLWeF~w';:
‘ reported by Mr Francns o S TR 77»,

1 Caty of Moses Lake, Cascade Park Developmcnt IAG #70 0630 Cost‘jncreaset”~
: iof 9. 5% (86,405} approved. by the Administrator. and BOR to offset cost over-runsi
due to hlgher Tabor and. mate_rlalc costs. Revised funding: ,$73,805 total; TAC

=8~
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- $18, hsl 25, BOR $36 902 50; Local $18 h51 2:

‘V2.r Clty of Pacnflc = Pac1f|c Park Development vvvvv IAC #70 Ol3D Request for l5/
.cost increase. denied: by the Administrator because a'large portion of the:cost

over-run had: been. incurred by the City after the expiration date of the Project
Agreement and some. of the costs were outsnde scope of the IAC prOJect due to “

;lnvolvement of. HUD

53 Clty of Spokane, nghbrldge Park Acqulsltlon, IAC #69 l05A Reductlonllnufunds'b
\onlthls prOJect was: caused by over= estlmated relocatlon costs. The: Admlnlstrator .

o cost of .the project: ' g et
i -Property-acquisition $875 022; Relocation $385 000-- totalf$l 260 022 T
: BOR will fund $822 Sll and: local agency $h37 5]l Cginab S

L. Thurston County - Eld Inlet. Acquusntlon, IAC #73 OZSA It was necessary to
purchase reversionary: rights.on the Bush:Act tidelands held. by the Department.of: - .
Natural Resources.for.an appraised value of $2, 500, Cost xncrease of 76/ ($2 500)’
was.therefore ‘approved by the Administrator. ~

. However,. a second cost increase-for:$2,000 to. pay over: approved appralsal amount
r.a: parcel called “Metropolltan Homes” was: denled by the Admlnistrator due to in-
icient. justification. - - -
Rev;sedﬁfundlng $330 300 total lAC $88 725, BOR $159 000 Local agency $82 575- :

VASQQ‘Port;ofiKalama Kalama Park Development, IAC #72 020D: Increased fundlng of

the access roadway was denied by the -Administrator. Orlglnal,fundlng to remain

~the same:. $275,790 IAC - with total cost $432 506

v, G;ifParks and Recreatlon Commission - Green River Gorge - Black Diamond IAC #7# 507A
and-Quadrant. Site.lAC #74 506A; - Cost: increases were.: approved by the Administrator .

{per: BOR requirements) in‘order

ow -Parks: to.pay. the approved appralsed ‘amounts:

_ to reta|n the: ellglblllty of .these sites to receive: LWCF towards future deveIOpment

- Black:- Dlamond “Increased- $5,250 - $l96 000: total .
Quadrant »{A; Increased 3, 227 = A7 OOO “fotal -

r,"

II C Plannlng Status Report Mr Jerry Pelton, Chcef Plannlng and Coordlnatlon

' D|V|snon, referred to Plannnng Status.Graph dated: October:29; l973, noting: completlon
_of the State Tralls Program and -ATV-Guide)ine document The - Marane Shoreforms

lnventory, PhaSe A4l wnll be. completed by January 74

7ll-C;2;r:State»Tra1ls Program: ' Mr. Pelton announced there wouldibe a- Traxls Sympo-

sium:held March 30-31,.- 1974 - (tentatlve dates) incooperation with the: Washlngton.
State University and other organlzatlons Public agency: personnel-and trail: isers
will be invited to the:Symposium. In reporting on ‘the status of the State Tralls s

-Commlttee work Mr. Pelton ponnted out the tollownng

l,‘-Bicycle Traal Corr|dors = ReView has been completed wnth*tecommendetnon
‘,*that two -additional corridors be.identified. in “the Trai lan. Aﬂav~r~4"
sprioritized. list of factors will be. developed ‘through: the: Blcycle Sub~r"~
~scommittee to be.considered in blcycle trail development. ' S

2. Foot and Horse Trall Corrldors - Seven addltlonal corrsdors have been ;t,
~recommended to. staff by the Foot horse Trail ‘Sub= commlttee b
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3. Water Trail Corrldors - The Water Trall Sub comm:ttee is obtalnlng lnput from
' -approximately’ 20 group; whdsenlnterest will be affected b Fail
cocorridoriprogram. - Subsequently, a revised set of lnltlal t
'wvdors? WIII be recommended for lnclusuon |n the State Tranl P]a

“Hoc. 6 Local Comprehensnve Plans~- CIP' st Mr Pelton referred to memorandum of staff

 ''Local Comprehensive Plans'' dated October 29, 1973, and stated of more than forty

uréeleven Yocal- -agencies :submitteds new. plans, three submitted: supplements to

7+ 1ocal: projects-submitted: for ‘consideration by staff during:'the current’ funding cycle,
50%- requured additions or changes in order tormeet: current: plannlngyrequlrement“?
“ing :
“plans,. and the. remalnlng appllcants submitted up-dates: to" their CIP's. “A dditional
10 communities are preparing new or rev»SIng old comprehensivVe plans in antncnpation
of submlttlng prOJects at a Future date

Ry

Il C 5 Demand Study Mr Pelton referred to memorandum of staff ”Demand Study,“

. dated October 29, 1973, and explained the need to havée curreat demand ihformation.
The: data now used for SCORP has become outdated to a-point where' contlnued usecould
.give erroneous :impressions of..type and ‘scope of activity: demand “ Planning: staff

- asked<support: of the Committee in' approving:a“Supplemental” Budget request through

OPPFM  to the State Legislature for an amount not to exceed. $50,000 for the purpose

v ofupdatingicertain élements of ‘the 1967 ‘Demand: Study and for -other: demand: related

research. Mr. Pelton noted |tem lll B “Supplemental Budget'" on the agenda would be
further:clarified: by Mr. Francns later in:the day. +in, response ‘to a questien from )
Mr. Bert Cole; Mr. ‘Pelton stated. ‘that the snowmobile program is primarily one ofs <¥"xQ
State Parks and Recreation Commission ‘and’ any data ‘in that category would be obtalneo A
.through State Park° R ) / o : e ‘

'tlnventory Phase II"‘Mr Robert Lemcke,,Prooram Coordlnator,

: ‘ ’7Marlne Shor 5
.rreferied to: memorandun of staff, dated: October 29, 1973, “Marlne Shoréeforms: lnventory-
Phase 11"~ and:stated.a: personal service contract-had'been entered” into with Mr.

Wolf Bauer for the inventory ‘of ally 5|gn|f|cant, undeveloped Class accretion
beaches. in Puget Sound, Hood Canal, San Juan lslands; and:Straits of " Juan:de’ Fuca,,
at a cost not to exceed $3, 000 (as approved by the Committee at its May, 1973 -
meetlng) ~Bauer- had: compteted:the aerlal survey and.. |s now:in the: process of
splacings: lnFormatlon ‘on inventory forms.  This work" shouldbe completed by 1ate
'December ~Staff will make this" |nformat|on -‘available to all vnterested agencnes ‘and’

wills |ncorporate it into SCORP and ‘the on=- QOIng plannlng program

A G i Skaglt ‘River Study ‘Lemcke referred to memorandum of staff dated Oct-
ober: 295 1973, :'Skagi t River: Study“, and’ lndlcated that responses t0 the" Draft
~Field ‘Report-and Draft Environmental: Impact Statement ‘on: the Skagit River: Study
_were fiow being-analyzed: by the: Study Team: - There: appears: to’be: ‘cohcurrence gen-
erally with the Alternative D c]aSSIflcatlon (whlch recommends ar recreattonal

'-rc1a55|f1cat|on on:the Skagit River from the pipeline crossxng at Sedro Woolley -

upstream to: Bacon: ‘Creek -and a scenic. classnflcatlon on- the: Cascade, Suak:and’
Suiattle Rivers. ) The public review draft- report will be issued’ in late December
or early January, followed: by publlc hearlngs . Aresolution stating: theilAC:

~ position-on the Skagit River will be-an. agenda item for the December, 1973 IAC

meetlng lh Olympla ey, k o : o ‘ <:\\

e, 7 Snake Rlver Hell's Canyon Natlonal Recreat:on Blll Mr.«LeWIS Bell reported ~
on the current bill before Congress sponsored by Congressmen from ‘Idaho and Orégon
' wh:ch would desagnate Lhe Snake River~ Hell's Canyon arca as-a National- Recreatlon :

_]G_




(;f)

‘THEREIN; AND‘ ALSO-THAT ‘THE. ADMINISTRATOR BE AUTHORIZED TO 'PROVIDE SUEH DAT
‘OF THE! AREA TO BE AFFECTED MRS LEMERE SECONDED THE MOTION

Mr. BeII explalned that the WashlngtOn portlon ‘is astrip. anng the westtsnde"f
. of the Snake River ~- approximately 1/4 mile wide -~ which would be dESIQnated

. .:and. (2) pro_aec+ post audlt rcsponsubzlltae to be conducted b
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' Area (S 2233) Hearlngs will be held in Lewsston, ldaho and LeCrande, Oregon

The Lewiston Hearlng Is .on. December 19, I973‘

‘MR BELL MOVED ‘THAT: THE ADMINISTRATOR OF THE IAC BE: AUTHORIZED TO ATTEND THE
HEARING: IN- IDAHO: ‘ON--DECEMBER 19, ' 1973%, “TO STATE: THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE""

FOR OUTDOOR ‘RECREATTON, STATE OF WASHINGTON APPROVES "OF THE BILL “AND THE CONCEPT o

FACTS AS ‘THE ' INTERAGENCY" COMMITTEE ‘MAY ‘HAVE REGARDING THE" WASHINGTON PORTION T

A

as a National Recreation Area under "this bill and would Ffurther: deauthorIZe the 7
Asotin Dam. Mr. Andrews asked if. the contents of the bill had been revneWed by ‘“

’the Interagency Commlttee The secretary ‘was asked to research the mlnutes

MR. ODEGAARD MOVED SECONDED BY MR BELL “TO TABLE: THE MOTION OF ‘MR- BEEL ALLOWING
THE SECRETARY TIME TO RESEARCH THE MINUTES AND REPORT BACK TO THE COMMITTEE MOTION

‘ WAS TABLED

LR A
S~ [

SNER| A Procedural GuldeIInes :Mr MIIt Martln, Assnstant Admlnlstrator referred
to memorahdum of staff dated: October 29,1973, "IAC" ProceduraI Guidelines = Changes,

AddlthnS and Deletions''. He reported that the: guldellnes on’ ”redeveIopment“ and
"interpretive centers'' would be brought to the Committee for consideration in. December.
Also; - there had been two meetings of ‘the IAC durlng ‘which changes_to the Prccedural

*GuudeI:nes had “been dlscussed

~May 29+30, 1973 'Pullman. - Local Agency‘FundIng Formula SN N SIS

July 23- ZA BeIIlngham - Adminfistrative Complexes; B
1973 T ~_ Project Billings; Project Change Orders; .
TR '7»~' Chapter 9, Revnew of TotaI Chapter, and
»‘RedeveIopment : : :

The 1AC-Technicatl: Advisory Committee " had met in OIympia on August 21,1973 ~and -
September 11-12, 1973 for ‘the’ purpose of -complying wnth Committée dlrectlon ‘to
review these gu1deI|nes and recommend new gundeIlnes for revnew,/conSIderatlon
and approvaI by the Interagency Commlttee , C :

Mr. Bert Cole expressed hIS apprec1at|on for the cIose cooperatlon thCh ‘had“ been

‘given by Mr. Martin with the TAC in regard to the gusdellnes “Mrs. Lemere also

stated ‘the members of :the TAC -and the local members of that Committee as well as’
staff of the 1AC gave a great deal of their time to these critical matters and.

“‘deserved credit for-the work that was accompIIshed -0n behal fof “the Commlttee,

Mr. Lofgren thanked the TAC members, 1AC staff and aII those concérned in the: changes
to the Procedural. GUIdeIlnes, stating this was an. exceIIent method to update and
streamIine the gu1deI|nes procedures from tlme to tlme -

T.I cor 1d 5No./l = Chapter 9, Bnlllng Procedures Mr. Martin reterred to
memorandum-of | staff dated -October’ 29, 1973, “Chapter 9= BIIIlng Procedures”,»and

" noted. the proposed - thIIng procedure guidelines changes would: reauce ‘the amount f.

of 1AC time requ1red’towreimburse project funds te ‘local agencies and: expedlte :
the ‘closure of pro - through: - (1) Local agency cert|flcat|on ‘of “its expénditures
"h‘JState{AudIth s -

~.L'
w

Later it was’ determined hearing dates were December IAHIS;QI913I"<’ o
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~Office. IT WAS MOVED BY MR. ODEGAARD; SECONDED' BY MRS. LEMERE THAT =

THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE -TECHNICAL - ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND THE INTERAGENCY

, ) NTLF L_:IN THE REVISED GUID S'PRESENTED*TO‘THE- NTERAGENCY
COMMITTEE'ON OCTOBER 295 1973 “BE ‘APPROVED 'AND .THAT.THE: “PROVSIONS N .CHAPTER ;
NINE OF THE REVISED GUIDELINES WILL BE APPLIED TO LOCAL AGENCY DEVELOPMENT
'&PROJECT BILLINGS- SUBMITTED SUBSEQUENT ‘TO: OCTOBER 3I

aMOTION; VSJCARRIED‘T

2,' Recommendatlon No 2 = Admlnlstratlve Complexes Martln referled o ‘memo-
randum .of staff dated’ October 29,1973, entitled ”Admlnlstratlve Complexes“ and
sreported on the:-findings of ;the TechnlcaI Advisory: Commlttee .concerning. this
'JsubJect The LAC=TAC.. had met on“September 11=12,1973, and _determined that
employee hous:ng should not be eligible for 1AC fundrng HOWever, admlnxstratlve
complexes defined as ''those facilities necessary to effectively administer and

”-gmalntaln a recreatnona] area -even though, said: Fac:Ilthes,maysnotfbe dlrectly

“the}genera] pubIlc and which- would ~include equipment storage, minor:
cilities, office, and first-aid space wouId be eligible for: funding

47w1th|n the ;scope of the pro;ect»—- in. reIatlon to its, cost, space, etc.'l . There~ '

; fore the IAC TAC recommended the foIIownng Procedural Guudellne changes

"PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES SECTION 050 02, 010 Eligible Development ongectslé"
Sub Sectlon (II),(IS amended £0 read : S DTN Y AN S P

‘Support faC|I|t|es necessary to effectlvely admlnxster, protect

~and'maintain a recreation area for. the: health, safety and. welfare’
of fac:IIty ‘users such as fences, signs, erosion control works,

- ‘equipment storage, .minor. repalr facilities, office, first: ald, and

'~|nformatlon and lnterpretlve sngns (not structures) My ;

”PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES SECTION 050 03 OOO InellglbIe DeveIopment PFOJeCtS =
Sub-Section (5), is amended to read, 'Constructlon of - and furnlshlngs for,
'; employees reSIdence bk _1(- T A v el R e e

Mr., Martln stated the IAC Admlnlstratlve CompIex Sub Commlttee (apponnted JuIy,
I973) had met on October .11, 1973, with Omar Lofgren; Mrs

Lemere. and . CharIes LA

Odegaard.:in attendance.. (Mr,;Lewus Bell. and‘Nr Jack RottIer were unabIe to. attend )

At that tvme the Sub Commattee had con5|de ‘ed - the: foIIowrng

uI. Mr. Odegaard had recommended that resndences ln parks be an. aIIowabIe
cost subject -to the (sponsorlng)agency having filed a proper by adopted (housnnq)
“plan. .- The Sub-Committee members discussed this. thoroughly and after conSIderlng
" the.. entlre matter. of undlng admlnlstratlve conferences=~vpros and cons,

'EZE' The maJorlty of the members present recommended the fo]IQWIng gundeIlne
. for consnderatlon of the entire Interagoncy Commlttee in Oftober S

”°UPPOR : ACI TIES EQSARY TO EEF TIVELY ADMINISTER PROTECT
. AND- MAINIAIN A RECREATION AREA FOR THE HEALTH SAFETY.- AND- WELFARE OF

C)




Minutes - page 13 - October 29-30, 1973 =

FACILITY USERS SUCHTAS'FTNCES STGNS, EROSION CONTROL WORKS e
" EQL ' NOR REPAIR FACILITIES, OFFICE, FIRST AID, AND .
‘TERPRETIVE SIGNS (NOT STRUCTURES) e considered .

ieand‘recommeh< Ion of the IAC that the actlon of the IAC TAC and IAC Sub Commlttee

is ve Complexes be accepted Mr Odegaard dustrlbuted a memorandum i
dated October 23, I973,,ent|tIed Park; Employee Housing'' (APPENDIX MAN to. these:

;mlnutes ) 1t was his contentlon “that the personnel living in a park are there to

provnde twenty-four hour surveIIIance and. the JAC should znslst on: the provision:
of . housnnq N those areas where itis necessary to have such tWenty four hour s
surveIIIance - oo N Ll

MR, ODEGAARD MOVED TO AMEND SECTION., 05 02:010:- ELIGIBLE DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS
- SUB SECTION (II) OF- THE PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES TO READ : (CHANGES IN ITALICS)

“SUPPORT FACILITIES NECESSARY T0 EFFECTIVELY ADMINISTER PROTECT AND

‘ MAINTAIN ‘A RECREATION AREA FOR THE HEALTH, SAFETY AND. WELFARE OF FACILITY
USERS SUCH AS FENCES, SIGNS, EROSION CONTROL WORKS EQUIPMENT STORAGE,,

INOR REPAIR FACILITIES OFFICE FIRST AID, AND INFORMATION AND INTER— 4

,,PRETIVE SIGNS (NOT STRUCTURES), AND PARK EMPLOYEE HOQUSING . WHERE THE PERSON
LIVING IN THE HOUSE WORKS IN THE: PARK AREA, "

AND “TO AMEND SECTION 05.03.000 - INELIGIBLE DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS - SUB- SECTION _

(5) OF THE. PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES TO READ: =~ (CHANGE IN ITALICS) =

1: | | . (DEIETE) - . . . -
'TION OF AND. FURNlSHINGS FOR, EMP£Q¥EE-BESJDEH€ES-—AND
[1VE COMPLEXES W A

THE MOTION WAS SECONDED BY MR BERT COLE
DISCUSSIOH foIIowed éMr. Crouse feIt such a motIon lf passed wouId be dlscrlmln-

atory insofar as the Department of Game was concerned. He felt ‘the motion-should
not ‘be limited to. park personnel only.. . Odegaaid explained that his motion

: wouId include all state agencies. and IocaI -agencies -involved. in. fundung from: the

'IAC,- the word ”park“ meaning, cIt|es, countles, state agencies =-+all to be. treated
equaIIy Whereupon MR. CROUSE. MOVED TO- AMEND . THE MOTION TO INCLUDE. THE WORDI'NG -

“AND STATE AND LOCAL AGENCY HOUSING“ RATHER THAN “PARK EMPLOYEE HOUSING“

Mr;.Lewis-Be]];referred to(h|s discussion with Mr. Walter Howe>|h“1970 (at that

time Director of OPPFM) and stated he would oppose -the motion on the basis that . .

the 1AC should not - fund these types. of. facnlxt:es, that state or local agencies ..’
could do so wnthun their. own -traditional funds. It was -his feeIIng these types -
of faculltles were not actuaIIy recreatlonaIIy orlented and therefore not quaII-ﬂ
fned for use of IAC grant- jin- a|d fundlng - S iy

There folIowed dlscu5510n on seasonaI park emponees ‘as opposed to the pthanenf : -
employees who are in isolated park areas. - Mr. Odegaard stated the Park.and Recre~
ation: Commlssnon had adopted a policy through reguIar laws of . the state at open..

’,meetlngs of the Commission Wlth regard to permanent personneI housnng for those.
people who live year-round in a park. The Commission fee]s traller housnng should
not be utilized- because of adverse weather conditions and park persons should not’

live in sub-standard housing, that a frame buildihg (house) has a greater iife
-13-

s




.~ passed by’ the voters for. employee housung Odeqaard state,”
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expectancy with less repatr " Mr. Crouse did not agree with prOVISlonLOf employee
housing. from IAC grant—nn aid Funds Mr. anhop ‘also obJected‘l ng'the ‘
definition was-too broad in nature ' He conceded. there were cert parks in - .
the State of Wéshlngton with Very remote locatlons ‘which would require twenty-four
hour surveillance to protect the .property of the state, ‘etc. However, he felt

the Committeé should carefully ‘determine. the gU|del|nes as to the extent tovwhlch -

funds-‘from" the Outddor Recreation Account would be utilized for that purpose
“Should the IAC fund cities, counties and state facnlltles of this' type, the Outdoor
Recreatlon Account?resources could be- completely exhausted in a much shorter ',
tlme peFIOd !t ‘was ' hlS feellng employee housnng should be carefully evaluated

*At thlS point” Mr Martln remlnded the Commi ttee that the Bureau of Outdoo e
ation will not fund employee housing in any of the projects since thelr
states BOR funds -are not to be used in. thrs respect '

Mr. Andrews" asked whether employee hou5|ng would be an lncreaS|nq factor -—‘was
there a real: need for it onthe" local level: as well as state? Mr. Martln ‘stated -
as a specuflc statement. the TAC had 1nd|cated that regardless of which way the
decision’ mlght ‘go,: they were unanlmous |n thelr decision not to" fund h‘ it
for" employees at the’ local agency ‘level. Mr, James Webster of the Klng
“Park and Recreatlon Department, stated ”unanlmous“ was not completely accurate
Mrs Blalsdell felt the TAC could not make this type of statement for. all local
agenCles when.:all local agencnes ‘had “not been- consulted Martln stated no
obJectlon had been made by members:of the TAC when the dectsxon had been reported
back to !t by the Sub- Commlttee

There followed consuderable d:scussron on State Parks"' need for permanent housnng
‘Mr. Bert Cole asked about: the. provisions |n the Referendum 28'bond issue recently
the
funds. ‘given to State Parks would be used’ to replace éxisting trailers with resi-
dences for park employees and that the’ public had voted favorably on the |ssue ‘
However, he stated, there were not sufficient flunds within that program to cover’
all of the needs of State Parks for permanent housung Mr. Lofgren then asked Mr.
Franc:s to read the SpeC|Flc reference |n Referendum 28 pertalnlng to“State Parks
Fundlng v c R

RCW Aj 836 OAO Admlnistratlon of Proceeds Divi§ion ‘into ‘Shares-Use Yof Funds,,
Sectlon (3): ”Fhlrty percent of such proce‘ s shall be allo ated to R
' the state parks and recreation iission, ‘subject to Tegis-
"*latlve approprlatson for ;mprovement'of7ex1st|ng state parks

~and - the acqu15|tion and preservation of hlstorlc sxtes and

. bu1ld|nqs " : .

Charles Murphy, Asslstant Attorney General, ‘was ‘asked for h|s lnformal oplnlon
as to the ‘intent of this section. Mr. Murphy stated this wou d‘not prohlbat -
State’ Parks and RecreatlonCommlss;on from" usnng ‘the funds for construrtlon of
employee housung, fenovation-and ‘improvement of same. ‘At this pOlnt MR, ODEGAARD
SECONDED MR.- CROUSE'S AMENDMENT TO THE MOTIONTO INCLUDE THE ‘WORDING TAND STATE
AND LOCAL AGENCY HOUSING” RATHER THAN “PARK EMPLOYEE HOUSING“ .

1Mr Mackey, Park and" Recreatlon Commnss:on member was recognlzed by the Chalrman
He stated the Park and Recreation Commlss!on had voted unanlmou; y to present lts

=i

-,
" ,l
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v:ews -on thIS subJect 1o’ the Interagency Commlttee He indicated since:!lAC: 3
has the prérogative of approving or dlsapprovnng a project or ‘elements. wuthln
thataprOJect, it would still have theright to delete any item.within a; State

! proJect If it.so desnred “Mr.- Andrews agreed and” stated “he- would
support the amendment to the motlon for that reason. Vo :

fW'ON WAS CALLED FOR ON THE AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION MADE BY MR CROUSE :
MR. BELL. AND MR.. BISHOP. VOTED IN-THE NEGATIVE; SIX MEMBERS VOTED IN THE AFFIRMA-
TIVE THE AMENDMENT TO. THE- MOTION WAS PASSED BY: THE COMMITTEE ; Y

QUESTHNIWAS "CALLED ON THE AMENDED MOTION OE,MR. ODEGAARD. L MR ODEGAARD AND H‘i
_ MR. ANDREWS: VOTED..IN. THE AFFIRMATIVE; SIXfMEMBERS VOTED IN. THE.NEGAT|VE . THE - :
MOTION FAILED FOR LACK OF A MAJORITY ' T S e G s

T wAs THEN MDVED BY MR. BISHOP, SECONDED BY. MRS. LEMERE TO APPROVE THE STAFFISz

RECOMMENDATION CHANGING THE PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES SECTIONS 050 02 0106 AND £
.050.03. OOO AS FOLLOWS v_.' - D

"PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES SECTION 050 02 010: ELIGIBLE DEVELOPMENT -
PROJECTS - SUB SECTION (11) IS. AMENDED TO READ o

'%UPPORT FACILITIES NECESSARY TO EFFECTIVELY ADMINISTER PROTECT
AND MAINTAIN A RECREATION AREA FOR THE HEALTH, SAFETY .AND WELFARE
OF FACILITY USERS SUCH AS FENCES, SIGNS, EROSION CONTROL :WORKS , EQUIPMENT
STORAGE, MINOR REPAIR FACILITIES, OFFICE FIRST;AID, AND«INFORMATION .
. AND INTERPRETIVE SIGNS (NOT STRUCTURES) N N

L“PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES SECTION 050, 03 000 INEL1GIBLE: DEVELOPMENT PRO= 17 1)
JECTS ~ SUB- SECTION (5), IS AMENDED - TO READ .*CONSTRUCTION "OF . AND 'FURNISH=" "
INGS “FOR EMPLOYEES RESIDENCE mo ' o

QUESTIN !As‘CALLED FOR ON THE. MOTION MRLLDDEGAARDLNOTEDL|N;THE<NEGATEVE;r MOT ! ON
WAS CARRIED BY MAJORITY VOTE '

The Commlttee recessed at nooni.or sIIde presentatlon oF EXPO 74 by Mr Jack e
f{EXPO 74 durlng the Iuneheon . :

Garrlty, PubIIC ReIatlons Dtrect

The IAC meetlng reconvened at 1 06 p m.

 Tabled Motlon Upon reconvennng the- meetlng, the Chairman: asked Mrb Bell to comment.

on the" proposed motnon he :had made:conpcerning Commlttee-approval of “the ‘Adminis=--
trator's ‘presence-at a: meetunq ine Idaho in-December . regard:ng “the" Snake River-Hell's
Canyon National: Recreatlon Area. ‘Bell stated research of - ‘the minutes indicated’
‘the Committee had not revnewed any prevnous or the .current:Snake: River- Hell's

- Canyon bill. He suggested a copy of the current bill (map and content) be. sent

towthe. members of the Committee requesting their written or" ‘telephoned approval
of the Adanlstrator appearing at the ldaho hearing to ofFICIaIIy testify in
favor of the bIII for the Interagency Commlttee , i

At thIS p0|nt Mr. Odegaard asked If members were Iegally able to vote or: take this
kind. of -action over ‘the teIephone of in writing rather than at’ an. Open:Public Meeting.
Mr. Murphy stated the ‘action could be in writing and the: Commlttee could formalize
‘this by:motion at:its December 11212, 1973 meeting. Mr. Lofgren: instructed the
Adninistrator to request comments in wrltnng from the IAC members and place this:

item on the agenda for the December meetlng
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zHIS MOTION PENDING ACTION AT THE DECEMBER MEET‘NG e

MR BELL WITHDRL

3. Recommendat N ;23 = ProJect BlIIlngs Martnn reFerred to memorandum1~
‘of ‘staff, ‘dated-October 29, 1973, ”PFOJeCt BlIIIngs“,'and stated the “IAC=TAC
had- taken action at its September A1-12,-1973," eting to esta “a procedure
that Fack:of |n|t|at|ve of a final blIIIng doc ent to the IAC within
"perlod wouId result In'staff" recomme:datlons* ':the Commlttee to c’os
agéncyprojects at the. theh‘current rexmbursem nt IeveI and not: ac ept
' appl;catlons from state agenCIes for new prOJeCt Fundlng MEL r
motlon ln the memorandum Yo ‘

: Mr. Francls referred to wordlng of the motlon per nlngvt those
escrow: (Item 1 A). He suggested delétion: :of. the' wordlng snnce he wa
this. wordzng would affect escrow. Also he suggested that the: mot:o
‘effective date of January 2, 1974. "Mr: Odegaard and ‘Mr| Lofgren su
~matter concerningiesdérow: couId be ‘adequately Téd by the’ Admini :
authority ‘and it was not .necessary to change the wording. -~ Members' of the>Comm|ttee

;agreed however they suggested the effectlve date not be |nc uded ln the motlon N

_Mr Kenn Cote noted the motlo fshouId conta,n addltlonaI wordlng in ltém 1B,
o :nclude ”whlchever occurs Iast,,bso that the paragraph wouId then read o

"B.o A- deveIopment prOJect iss consldered compIete on: the date the o

- final contract retainage is releéaséd or ‘the date final IAC LR Sl
“inspection- determines: the project has" been developed T MR S , ,(; )
comleance wnth the 1AC grant - contract whzchever oceurs” Zast TE ' : 7

'IT WAS MOVED BY MR

BISHOPO“SECONDED "YVMR ANDREWS fT AT

S‘I FOLLOWING PROJECT COMPLETION THE AGENCY WILL SUBMIT FINAL BILLING

A,"AN ACQUISITION PROJECT IS CONSIDERED COMPLETE ON THE
o :DATE DEEDS: ARE REE?RDED OR" THE DATE”'HEY ‘PAY THE COURT

‘ ; R:THE DATY THE SALES CONTRACT' 1S LEGALLY " B R i
. - BINDING BEYOND THE\ CONTROL OF TH;fSELLER SUCH AS IN RS
- ESCROW. o Co

‘:BfASA DEVELOPMENT PROJECT I §. CONSIDERED COMPLETE ON THE
.~ 'DATE THE FINAL 'CONTRACT RETAINAGE Is" PELEASED OR- THE
DATE EFNAL “FAC /ENSPECTION DETERMINES ‘THE PROJECT HAS™
S BEENE'EV LOPED™ [N COMPLIANCE WITH THE IAC GRANT 'ONTRACT
5-5WHICHE CCURS LAST R SRR

2. IF AN AGENCY FAILS TO SUBMIT FINAL BILLING INfActoRDANcE;wITH*THE<ABQV,vﬁ

- DIRECTION: 7 | 7 e |
* THE ADMINISTRATOR WILL S0 NOTIFY THE AGENCY IN WRITING BY REGISTERED |

© o OMATLAND' IFTHE-AGENCY DOES NOT COMPLY WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER RECEIVING R
- NOTICE, THE. ADMINISTRATOR MAY: {57w » b Gl ,51 A

A IN THE CASE OF LOCAL AGLNCIES = CLOSE THE PROJELT AT IHE IXISTING
: FUNDING 'LEVEL.. B ;

.A _"|76..




IHSF

o

o

CMOTION WAS CARRIED

~staff dated October 29, 1973, "'Change Orders” of suid
- had” been-re-reviewed by the |AC-TAE" and staff. Recommendatnon ‘

‘ deveIopment needs ldentlfled through the norma] pIannIno program were maJOr ’ S
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B TINGTHES CASE OF! STATE AGENCIES - REFUSE TO ACCEPT FURTHER APPLICA- e
TIONS UNTIL FINAL BILLING "HAS" BEEN" SUBMITTED T , S ;ff'L§

VAt it Zemal T o AT N

hzﬁ RecommendatmnvNo 4 Change Orders M Martnn referred to memorandu .

for: adoptton included clarnflcatlon of "the guudellne as it dppe
Procedural Gundel:nes recommended to the Commlttee on June 22 "

”08 IO 001 CHANGE ORDERS

“Any sngnnflcant change orders shall be  in wrltlng and’ subm:tted to IAC
~for: approval- prior to execution Justnflcatlon for the change orders :
must be provxded At Vf"'v ,;~ _'» : e

/‘IT WAS MOVED BY MR. 'CROUSE; SECONDED ‘BY MR. COLE THAT THE ' FOLLOWING PROCEDURAL
: GUIDELINE BE APPROVED BY THE COMMITTEE TO BE EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY ‘ "

08 IO OOI CHANGE ORDERS

. ﬁCONTRACT CHANGE ORDERS MAY BE IMPLEMENTED AT THE DISCRETION OF
: THE PROJECT SPONSOR WITHOUT PRIOR IAC APPROVAL AN

éégzs;rALL CHANGE‘ORDER DOCUMENTS (MACHINE COPIES ACCEPTABLE) HUST 'BE
- suBMl E S :

3. JUSTIFICATION ‘FOR THE CHANGE ORDERS MUST BE PROVIDED IN WRITINGI
: THIS -JUSTIFICATION SHOULD INCLUDE AN EXPLANATION OF THE SITUATION -
”ZNECESSITATING A CHANGE THE EFFECTS oF THE CHANGE AND THE ALTERNA-
TTIVES. REVIEWED CFFTHE CONTRACT CHANGE ‘ORDER 'RESULTS INA SIGNIFI—
- CANT'CHANGE "IN THE ‘PROJECT SCOPE, A" REQUEST TO: AMEND SECTION (5)
“;0F THE IAC PROJECT CONTRACT SHOULD ALSO BE INCLUDED T

. A. REIMBURSEMENT OF COSTS INCURRED T0 THE SPONSORING AGENCY THROUGH
V.IMPLEMENTING A CHANGE ORDER IS SUBJECT TO THE APPROVAL OF THE .'. Y
:“IAC ADMINISTRATOR s B

‘MOTION WAS CARRIED

5. Recommendatlon ‘No . 5”4"LocaI'Agenc9'Fund|ng Formula: “Mr. Martln refer‘ed
to memorandum of staff dated October 29, 1973, “Loca] Agency Fundlng For IR K
Recommendat ion of staff was’ ead to the Committee. ' Discussion followed. ‘
Martln epralned ‘the lntent of the recommendatlon A need to ldentlfy and pro* '

"VIde a ‘funding” formula on'a’ matchlng ba5|s that would Iend an'’ Incentlve to “the

SCORP

- g ;

Mrs Lemere asked what would happen if: SCORP would change or. be revused Mr

~ Pel'ton stated that the priorities contained “in SCORP were adopted as Commstteejﬁ“

policy and are- not the same thing as ‘identified need. - Statewide acquisition and -

ag-
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~considerations.
-on-going docun r :
if:and when'it'SO’desires.

“Mr. Bert Cole expressed hlS concern that many smal]er communltles have not yet v
ncome;to the A . ;

rc
_ n C to. alt,an appll v ;

SE the IAC grant—ln ~aid assnstance program.:He did not feel the formula shouid be
“revised: to: discourage new community partnc;patlon Mr. Bishop and Mr. Andrews
.agreed e ey :

tMrs. Mylroie poit d out, to the Committee that the IAC TAC would ]lke to. promote
the most;n’} d projects.in. the. s.in funding
to those: the hlghest prE ity Mr Blshop, notlng acquusltjon of . .shore=- .
lines was. being proposed at 75%- 254,|nquzred how many- counties did not ‘have shore-
: I . include-saltwater, freshwatery various
'/¢wou1d ‘be. appllcable tosall.

A

countles and any loca] agency havrng shorellnes of -any type wuthln its JUFISdICtIOﬂ

lAC had been taken
|nstance : Had

a decreasnng scale of funds that'ntywould p1ace in these partlcuTar prOJects and <:ﬂﬁv:
a tate of partlclpatlon %hrchbwou]d be the

i | jing.
prOJects could.stll] be funded because thls method oF prlorltlzlng encou ages
such’ fundlng , prus e . o -

Commlttee so*desnred

Mr. Dick‘Mu]lins,'Park,and Recreation Director, C:ty of Port. Angei,‘uywas} ecog-
nized by the Chairman. He expressed his concern for the smaller Ioca] agency

He felt the lnlt1a1 appllcatlon should have a certain guarantee
fundxng

‘Mrs. Macgee WO1cott'kPark Board Member, ProsSer, Washlngton, was: recognazed by the
Chairman and stated she represented a smaller community planning.a project for
submrss:on to :the 1AC and would, probably be requestlng}7;/yfund|ng .She felt ...~ (:;ﬁ

~smal] communxtles wouldureqUIre thls addltlonal assistance. .o e b Lo !

M. Lofqrcn’askc”gm Kcnn, ole ,Jat effect there would beron FAC fund:nq xn;djfi
vg;respect to the accountlng aspect if Mr. Lew Bell's suggestlon were Followed ..,

-18=




~OCTOBER 29, 1973,
~ JANUARY::2, 1974, "

that the Commlttee would retainithe rlght ‘and - prerogative tovary
" If facts would so indicate. Mr. Cole stated this action ‘could

" Minutes - Page 19 - October 29-30, 1973

e handled as in

the past: when the Committee had resorted to‘a devnatlon from the recommended fundnng

- of "staff. VIt woGldinot présent a problem

Al

to! enable

.In response to. Mr

Odegaard's ‘question : concernlng Ilmlted federal”_,
Frafcis ‘replied ‘the Outdoor ‘Recreation Account is'a ic6-mingled fund
J”necessary forlAcpolncrease monies from 'state funds for- Yocal - pFOJectS'l

“federal monies were . reduced by Congress. :

‘Mr. Martln then exp]alned the tlmlng of the proposed Fundlng Formula had been set
*IocaI agencnes to make changes |n thelr budgets ‘prior to Flnallzatlon

FolIownng considerable dlscu5510n on the funding formula, 1T WAS MOVED BY MR,
ODEGAARD, “SECONDED BY MR. BERT COLE 'THAT ‘THE MOTION AS “IN THE. MEMORANDUM ‘OF -

Discussion foIIoWed

‘BY STAFF, 'BE" APPROVED’ EFFECTIVE JANUARY 2, 1975 RATHER THAN

MR, ANDREWS -AMENDED THE MOTION TO INCLUDE FUNDING FORMULA OF "UP TO 75% ~ 25% FOR
THE F1RST THREE PRIORITIES WITH :UP: TO 60/ AO/ FOR THE REMAINING FOUR *SECONDED

'BY MR CROUSE

Mr. Odegaard lnqu1red how - often“SCORP plan would be changed, and Mr. PeIton‘repIIed
possibly within: three to five-years, but there is no actual set time. "The Commit-

SCA

*‘teﬁihas the:‘option of determlning changes in' pollcy and: amendments to the - ex:stlng
RP. . :‘Eligible agencies ‘and those: !nvo]ved in the grant-in-aid progradm of the :

LAC: wouId be glven suffncuent notlce of a change ln pIIOFItIeS

QUESTION WAS CALLED FOR ON THE AMENDMENT TO THE MOTJON (FUNDING OF- up- TO 75/ 25/
FIRST THREE PRIORITIES. AND UP TO '60%-40% FOR REMAINING FOUR.) MR ANDERSON AND ™

MRS. LEMERE VOTED IN THE NEGATIVE THE AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION WAS PASSED 'V”ff

QUESTION WAS THEN CALLED FOR ON THE MOTION AS AMENDED MR ANDERSON VOTED IN THE
NEGAT IVE AND ASKED THAT HIS VOTE BE S0 RECORDED BY MAJORITY VOTE THEVCOMMITTEE
PASSED THE FOLLOWING MOTION ' R SN AL R L

THAT: THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION ADOPT' A FUNDING B

FORMULA FOR APPROVED: LOCAL AGENCY PROJECT APPLICATIONS THAf 1
FUNDING. OF THE TOTAL PROJECT COST: ON THE FOLLOWING PERCENTAG St

UP TO 75% - 25%

'”PRT9>75%~—t25%:

;TUP TO 75/-— 25/-

: UP TO 60/ -~AO O

‘UP'TO 60% - 40%

'”L:PROVIDE

LOCAL SPONSOR FOR PROJECTS CLASSIFIED AS “ACQUISITION OF SHORELINES“v

SPONSOR FOR" PROJECTS CLASSIFIEl AS ”DEVELOPMENT OF LOCAL RECREATION

AREAS".

SPONSOR FOR PROJECTS CLASSIFIED AS “DEVELOPMENT OF SHORELINES”'

SPONSOR FOR PROJECTS CLASSIFIED AS “ACQUISITION OF LOCALLY SIGN|~
FICANT FEATURES” S

SPONSOR FOR PROJECTS CLASSIFIED AS “ACQUISITION OF * LOCAL RECREAT!ON
AREAS"! . ,

N

u(cohtihued next'page)? ; S ‘-IS-O
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T = ‘ | ) , R
L 80% = 4o% - SRONSOR~FOR»PRQJEQTS&QEASSIFIEDJASs”TRALLiACQUISkTIONﬁANpl;e,je#: ' (::/

- 60% - L0% SPONSOR FOR PROJECTS CLASSIFIED AS ”ACQUISITION AND DEVELQPMENT OF
: REGIONAL RECREATION AREAS "

O 3 E.:l ¢FECT FOR PROJECT APPLICATIONS CONSIDEREDUFOR
‘>PFUNDING ASSISTANCE AFTER JANUARY 2, I975 EXCEPT. THAT . PROJECT “APPL1CATIONS
; : ONSIDERED FOR. GRANT IN=ALD. ASSISTA WHICH:ARE -ELIGIBLE .
OfFUTURE MEETINGS FOR F

Sle ~PMP,€M|It Martxn referred to 51
memoran,u g ff'dated October 29, 1973 -UIAC ‘Supplemental-Budget Reques
Blennrum”, and noted the Intent to submit the budget request for tWo reasonst il

‘(II‘ To obtaln funds in an amount not to exceed Sh7, 350 for SCORP
Demand Study Update and -
AJE'}(z) To Carry Over grant approprlatnon Of grant in. ald funds in:an }}:f<
‘ . amount not to exceed $4,456,955.18. : e

;zMr Pc]ton explanned that -the funds. lnvoIved in-the, Deinand- Study update would: bei: N
.for temporary. personnel: and their aSSOCIated ‘operational costs..: In response to - (Z,I
~questions. of the: Comm;ttee, Mr..Kenn. Cole. epranned thevcarrys OVEI grants approprl-

- ation of, $A + muIIlon HT WAS MOVFD BY: MR BISHOP SECONDED BY MRS LEMERE THAT

THE INTERAGENCY. COMMITTEE APPROVES THE SUBMISSION OF A SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET
REQUESTSWHICH IS CONSISTENT WITHTHE: POLICIES AND :GUEDELINESESTABLI.SHED. BY.
THE .OFFLCE OF THE. ‘GOVERNOR. FOR -SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET:REQUESTS, 'AND " THEREFORE*.;T'“
DIRECTS it E;ADMINISTRATOR TO FiLE THE REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION TO THE OFFICE OF -
PROGRAM PLANNING AND FISCAL MANAGEMENT -TO SUPPORT AND JUSTIFY THE INTERAGENCY
COMMITTEE. FOR: OUTDOOR RECREATION S 1973 75 SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET REQUEST FOR

:(T)v STATEWIDE COMPREHENSIVE OUTDOOR RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE
: PLANNING FUNDS IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $47 350 = DEMAND STUDY

: (z) A CARRY OVER GRANT APPROPRIATIONVOF GRANT I
: AMOUNT NOT.. TO EXCEED, $A 456 955 18 ey

,}qMOTION WAS CARRIED

: ;17III C, . F éuatlon Systemn: —vLocaI Aqencnes “Martin: referred O memorandum ‘of
“7staff ‘dated Octcber 29, 1973, “Loca! Agency PrOJect EvaIuatlon System”, and re-.
ported on the review of TAC of the system in response. to request of the Commtttee
at its July: 24, 1973 meet:ng Certain recommendations: gs noted in the memorandum
wer "approved and made a part oF ‘the: system through revision. The revised Evalu~ -
tion System document was dlstrlbuted tothe TAC: at idts:Septemberil2, 1973 meeting o
,and”was acknowIedged as acceptable. Mrs. Lemere: asked that: copies- of the final ‘(é;)j
‘;aEvaIuation System document be sent to Lhe members of the Interagency Commattee <

~20~
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{11 D. State Agency - Pro;ect Cost- Increases: Fo]lowgng an.explanation by Mr,
. Glenn’ Moore, PrOJect ‘Officer, of the memorandum of 'staff dated October.
the ‘Interagency Committee members authorlzed cost lncreases,retroactlvely to
certqin projects as . included in the;motion:belowlfor“the foILowing reasons:

1. State agencies had aIreadyaconsummated purchase of ‘these” propertleszyfy
wnthln a reasonable lncrease over appralsed pr|ce (I IO/)

:2. The -"'belated claim" procedure is lengthy and costly in terms of
. agency, IAC, -and Ieglslatnve times and doIIars N IRIE ST R

\ 3?“ By Commnttee actlon the prOJects can. be cIosed to the sé»}gféctién‘ o

of future audits.
IT WAS MOVED.- BY MR ODEGAARD SECONDED- BY MRS LEMEREKTHAT

WHEREAS THE BELOW LISTED FIVE ACQUISITION PROJECTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED BY
THE STATE AGENCIES INVOLVED WITH THE‘EXCEPTION OF APPROVAL OF THE FINAL BILLING
BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE AND o : :

WHEREAS T APPEARS THAT THE ACQU!SITION COST INCURRED ABOVE THE APPRAISAL VALUE
EN: EACH CASE APPEARS TO ‘BE REASONABLE ' ' . , e i

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR THE REASONS
e LISTED ABOVE, THAT A COST INCREASE TOTALING $21,615 BE GRANTED AND DISTRIBUTED
}(; ) T0 THE PROJECTS LISTED BASED ON THE DOLLAR AMOUNT PAID ABOVE APPRA| SAL IN EACH
- 'CASE AS "SPECIFIED. E ~ o

:Zsf Aggggx,,,{fﬁ’ PROJECT ;PARCELS“FNVOLVED{j. © mMOUNT PAID
S T _ABOVE APPRAISAL
GAME = 67-69 SWA (BOR) 3. :$.,,3’?09;w-;~1v
) | 67-69 SWA Stage 2 3 Wk
'lequaIIy Delta-Luhr 1 3, 675:,,,,H.
PARKS - . Gfeeﬁ'RIVe“*QOEQE;-EJeIIQm 7 ];J,; S e 9,000

o CToTAL . §TIIEIS

MOTION WAS CARRIED. S o .
S E. Project: Changes : Mr"RogerrSyversoh,’ChrePzProjedt OFPicer,dreferred‘to
:varlous memoranda from staff dated October 29, 1973 concerning six prOJects

Staff recommendatlons and Commlttee actlon were as foIIows . .

() Cxty of SeattIe,vFauntIeroy Park, #70- OL5A - ~'Change in Scope: “The | City of
Seattle had requested a reduction in “the Fauntleroy Acquisition project from 39 -
acres to approxamately 34, 5 acres “which action had previously been. approved throuqht
). to . a new: vaIue of '$239, 9&9 A return oF §A6 DI2 75 to the IocaI share of the '
outddor Recreatlon Arcount is lnvoIved : S

N T uas MOVED BY MR. BISHOP, SECONDED BY:MRS.TLEMERE THAT ,_ggﬂh R

WHEREAS, THE CITY OF SEATTLE HAS REQUESTED A REDUCTION IN THE FAUNTLEROY -
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£ 39 AC REs TO ARPROX IMATELY 34

WHEREAS THETR~REQUEST APPEARS ADEQUATELY JUSTIFIED AND HAS BEEN APPRQVED BYCCT'“
- THE DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN%DEVELOPMENT AND

WHEREAS THE ACTUAL COST AND HUD PRTCE‘CONCURRENCE FOR ‘THE PROJECT NOW APPEARS
'TO BE $239 949,._

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE THAT THE' REQUESTED
REDUCTION IN SCOPE 1S APPROVED AND THE 25% IAC CONTRIBUTTON |< REVISED DOWNWARD
FROM $106,000 TO A NEW FIGURE OF $59; 987 25 ’ h

MOTION WAS CARRIED. . . ¢ . C

(2) Park.and: RecreatlonCOmmlSSlon ‘Blake : Island W'thdrawal (IACL#71 5060):.
Blake, lsland development project was. approved May 23, .1971; to date -
incinerator has been constructed; the ‘Army Corps of * Englneers has-.w dra L
from participation .in the project (to construct ‘Breakwater and. entrance channel)
because project did not meet the minimum. quallfgcatlons necessary to allow Cor s
expenditure, State Parks will enter into a design scheduled to be .comp:
May 1, 1974. Since the IAC project agreemént . explred Augu&t 1, 1973, staff
recommended w;thdrawai R o - , L e .,”~

Odegaard asked that psovxso be ;ncluded w1th:n the motlon that Otate ParkS" <: i
would not need to pay back ‘the $),000 involved in the project to.the IAC, but could g
retain it within the project until such time as it would again ‘be funded through

the lAC, at which time the. funds. would .be considered as retroactive to.the project.

MEs " . f'ated there would be-no prob]em in p]aCIng ‘this on the: boéks of

‘ the IAC for later lnvolvement ln ‘a new Blake- lsland prOJect :

T WAS MOVED BY MR. ODEGAARD, SECONDED BY MRS. LEMERF THAT S

WHEREAS - THE 1AC ON_MAY 23, 1971, APPROVED THE BLAKE [SLAND DEVELOPMENT PROJECT
(#71- 506D) FOR 5)52 059, AND S R e bR

WHEREAS THE PROPOSED COST. SHAR!NG FROM THE ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS WILLTNOT BE
AVAILABLE TO THIS PROJ%CT AS 1T DOES NOT MEET MlN!HUM REQUIREMENTS OF THE: ARMY
CORPS, AND : k S e B

WHEREAS THERE HA%;NOT BEEN. SAT{SFACTORY PROGRFSS TOWARDS iMPLEMENTING THIS PROJECT

NOW, THEREFORE BE T RESOLVE’;'THE IAC HERFBY:WITHDRAWS'THE BLAKECISLAND D
vMENT PROJECT (#/l 505D) AND AUTHORIZES THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY
DOCUMENTS WTTH THE PARKS AND RECREAT!ON COMMISSION TO TERMINATE THE PROJECT

. ;W!lH THF PROViSO HAT THE §5 000 lNVOlVED IN'THE PROJFCTEAT THIS’TIMF WILL BE fj
RETAINED. ON THE BOOKS OF THE .IAC PENDING RETURN OF THE PROJE WH T =
THE” $J,OOO WILL BE CONSIDERED A PART OF THE PROJECT EXPEND!TURE;AC A RETROA‘

i,

CITEML , : | | S PN

\Q;MOTEON.WAS CARRIED.

j(}i' Park% ahd Prc Comm,s von, Flamnwd feyser State Park, #7] bl?D and #71 5160

wﬂe}eted £ rom the dgenda
o . _22-.
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V(A) Parks and Recreation Commissbn, . Horsehead Bay Spit Acquisition,. Wlthdrawal;

(IAC #73 503A) Negotiations with the owner have not been successful on this
! ,emnatlon did, not seem Justlflable,étherefore sﬁaff recommended

IT WASJM IED‘D MR. COLE, SECONDED BY MR BEL;ITHAT

‘WHEREAS, THE FAC ON AUGUST 29, I97? APPR VED THE HORSEHEAD BAY SPIT ACQUISIT]ON

PROJECT (#73 503A) FOR $22,500 INITIATIVE. 215 FUNDS AND .

‘ WHSREAS” NEGOTIATIONS WITH . THE ONWER HAVE NOT BEENVSUCCESSFUL-AND CONDEMNATION

DOCUMENTSETERMINATING THIS PROJECT THEEFUNDS HER RELEASED ARE TO'BE‘REALLO-
CATED TO THE PUGET SOUND BOATING PROGRAM™ IN 'THE’ '1973-75 CAPITAL ‘BUDGET "AS

EAPPROVED FOR: THE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION

(5). Department of . Game, Stillwater WRA Development (IAC #73 605D) _.Due to unfore-

1'Iseen‘pro‘bIems encountered while undertaktng “the construction associated with this

prOJect, hlgher costs than originally estimated were. |nvoIved Staff recommended

a cost” Tncrease of 57, 450 Referendum 18 funds.

.IT WAS :MOVED BY MR 'BISHOP, SECONDED BY MR. BELL THAT

tNVNOVFMBER 28 ]972’ APPROVED THE,STILLWATER WRA DEVELOPMENT

- WHEREAS;, VARIOUS UNFORESEEN PROBLEMS HAVE BEEN ENCOUNTERED WHILE UNDERTAKING THE -

CONSTRUCTION ASSOCIATED WITH THE SUBJECT PROJECT HAVE RESULTED IN COSTS BEING
HIGHER THAN ORIGINALLY ESTIMATED '

NOW THEREFORE BE IT TSOLVED THE IACS HERE YIGRANTS A COST INCREASE OF $7.,450, 450, .
REF, 18, TOWARDS THE STILLWATER "WRA DEVELOPMENT;PROJECT (#73 605D) WITH THE PROJECT
SCOPE REMAINING AS ORIGINALLY APPROVED.” , .

MOTION WAS’LARRIED-

(6) Department of Game, Lower 'Méthow River' DeveIopment Withdrawal (IAC #71 605D) :
Staff advised the Department of Game could not develop the Lower Methow River site
since a portion of it is ownéd by the Washlngton State Department of nghways and -
the property must be dcquxred from that dgency at a later” date.

1

IT WAS' MOVEDJDV”MRS;ﬂLEMERE SECONDED BY MR COLE, THAT ,”,““ S

WHEREAS, THE 1AC-ON MAY 23, 1971, APPROVED THE DEPARTMENT OF GAME S LOWER METHOW

J‘RIVER DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (#71 605D) FOR $9, OOO REFERENDUM I8 FUNDS AND

'/WHEREAS;”IT{HAS BLEN DETERMINED THAT THE DEPARTMLNT OF GAME CANNOT DEVELOP THE "0 -
SITE SINCE A PORTION OF THE SITE 1S OWNED BY THE WASHINGTON STATE DFPARTMFNT OF = -

HIGHWAYS AND 1T 1S NECESSARY FOR THE DEPA \RTHENT OF GAME TO ACQUIRE THE.PROPE(TY




)“‘““tes - page 2h - October.29?30, 1973 M

i thevDNR Lease Program

‘ 5.:>Rev1510n of ail these documcnts wsi] proceed and staff wan

NOW, THEREFORE,,BE 1T RESOLVED, THEﬁlAC "HEREBY- WITHDRAWS

" “RIVER DEVELOPMENT PROJECT- (#71-605D) "AND AUTHORIZES THE" ADMINISTRATOR T0 EXECUTE
- THE NECESSARY: DOCUMENTS. THE, FUNDS . RELEASED FROM.-THIS PROJECT ASEAWRESULTQ‘
~ OF THIS ACTlON ARE -TO- BE REALLOCATED TOTHE FRESHWATER DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM,

_;REG!ON V[I IN THE 1973 -75.CAP] ’ .

,4; T

L,BUDGET, AS APPROVED

MOTION WAS CARRIED.

IT WAS MOVED BY MR ~ODEGAARD, SFCONDED BY MR ANDREWSETHATTTHE REQUEST OF WHATCOM/
COUNTY 'FOR A COST |INCREASE OF $65,880 BE APPROVED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE
WITH REVISED FUNDING ‘AS FOLLOWS:

TOTAL COST

MOTION WAS CARRIED.
11 E. Department of Natural Resources, leabe Program;. Mr.,

to memorandim of . %taff dated .October 16, , [ ] L
Projects' and reported -on the’ foITOW|ng agreements reached” rela ive to rev:s:ons

~+ from the Outdoor Recreatlon Account via the IAC'and that permltted
unses of the leased propertaes were. therefore subJect to. terms‘and

TELOf the Tcase acqu:sntion40f the propertles §¢5¢%Q:,“

2. Cancel]atlor of lease by the Trust will be subJeet to reVIew and i
" could-be held .in-abeyanhce by action of.the 1AC for. period of one- - year'
lrlf DNR fa:]s to comply with: the lease terms void s G et 1)

L?-It was agreed IAC proJect contract was ln nee of revi
H,"eFTect these concerns. ' '

b, It was. agreed that the Recreation Road Agreement between Lhe FAC.
apd DNR should be rev;ewed to insUre it was-&till an’ adenuafe and R
%Vlab]e document g : N : .

.h::e%ultc of. these revx;uonq to the IAC ln Decemher 1973 for recommenda—. (gg)
. tion of. app:oval SREITR I R S , '
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{

,Vehlcle Amendments - Mr Lofgren called upo Mr ¢ Rich :
Tranls Coordnnator, ‘Planning ngnsnon, for exp]anatlon of: the *ATV: program ‘andi e
guidelines as noted in memorandum to staff of October 29, l973,_UGundeI|nes for
ATV Funds.'" Mr, Costello briefly reviewed the amendments’as’ proposed. in.the
July: 23,1973 4 memorandum and - the - invo lvement: ‘of:: the ATV “Sub=Committee of the .-
TAC 'in the we-draft .of the proposed-amendments and iprogram igoal ‘statement.

-Mr. .Costel Lo noted -the ramendments. had: been; forwarded: toithe: Sub~Gommit tee

- for study and that the amendments. proposed, had- been approved by the: Sub-

Committee. . The Interagency Committee discissed 02, 121.000.6f ‘the Al “Terrain Vehncle'

Guude]lnes drsubm|551on deadlnne for funding. The sectlon was found to permlt
' ¥ ‘ ther‘brogram budgefi X3 s the consensus
eed “and*sho d”bedlnserted

THAT THE ALL TERRAIN VEHICLE GUIDELINES AMENDMENTS AS PROPOSED IN MEMORANDUM OF. STAFF'

* DATED.:0CTOBER 29,1973, "“GUIDELINES FOR ATV FUNDS'*BE- APPROVED BY.THE INTERAGENCY.
"COMMITTEE FOR INCLUSION IN THE ALL-TERRAIN VEHICLE GUIDELINES APPROVED BY THE
COMMITTEE ON JUNE: 22 1973

MOTION WAS CARRIED

i]

AL%B 55 pi m‘ the: Commlttee recessed for tour of EXPO 74 Slte and certaln park and

recreatlon sntes of the City and County:.:

TUE°DAY ) OCTOBER 30 1973

: jChalrman Lngren reconvened ”he‘meetlng at 9 OO aum. Tuesday,vOctober 30 1973,
~xand called for agenda ltem lii H CRCERTE . .

Pk H Parks and Recreatlon Comm155|on, IkeﬂKlnswa State Park (#74 505D) : Mr.

—FranC|s reported onsthe memorandum 'dated .October:129, 1973, MikeKinswa State Park't,

rand ‘the three points of the motron of July 23, 1973 by the Commlttee approvxng

”tLWIth provnsos

:That ainon# revokable permlt on : the Iand of suffrc:ent%duratlon
- to-amortize the development be provnded and be Satrsfartory to the =
"v9~'ﬁAdm|n|strator and the IAC Chasrman,/ ' sl T e P Rl e e

. 2.5»¢hat IAC ffaff revnew the Federal Power CommlSSIOn Ilcense to determlne
e it dis satisfactory that Crty of Tacoma had not commltted ltself S
to pay for the project; O S F : ; SRR : Ry

-3 That the- Federa] iPower Commlas:on decision on the llcense be reoelved
'before the 2bove two actions: take place. Eoatne et oy

Mr. Francis read 1tems (A) and (B) of :the memorandum pertaining o -the FPC lease
or use- permlt and his findings in researching ithe datainvolved. He likewise «
reported on use-permit conditions (Items [1] thru [9]) and reésponsibility of

- Tacoma City*light for financing of developments at ‘the State Park (Vtems 1]

L thru-[6]); plus  the Federal Power Commission decision on:the:

evised: Exhibits

R, items (1) thru ())‘ {NOTE:. A-copy of ‘the Administrator s memorandum on

-25~.
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this actlon wnll be pFOVlded w:thln the Ike Kinswa IAC #74 5050 PFOJeCt Flle
> referenge Mr‘” rancis ' recommend—

v} kO e U Yo
‘State Parks by eyecutlng the 1962 use- permlt agreed to construct May=~
field Lake State:: iPark, now - Tke: Kifswa: State. Park,. at: no costivtorithe !
City (Tacoma City Light). By so doing, they relieved Tacoma City
wonlightt of iany financial ‘responsibility. : Thereforé, Tacoma Cityst
. Light has mo: FlnanCIa] responsnblllty for the deve]opment of Ike PR
"KIHSWB State Park. ' : : i SR L RS RN

i

il;Federa] Power CommJSsxon decision on,the Ethth R-

With a final decision a year to three years away, |t does not seemr
practical:to hold up the" development of: ikc Klnswa State Park~Untsl
this final decision’ ss Forthcomlng ‘ ! S ERREE B S

Recomnendatlon

That bke Klnswa Statc Park prOJect havang been condxtvonally approved

Catothe July-1973° TAC meeting, and ‘cond:itii ons: nowhay ing beeh sresolved: tot

- the satisfaction of the Administrator and the 1AC: Chairman, that State

.. Parks and Recreation Commission be authdrized to proceed with con-
fjt!structlon provided that the ‘suggested use- -permi anguage:a ubmitted:

eby State Pa:ks S»adoptcd by the Tacoma Clty nght Board-o Dlrectors

e

IT WAS MOVFD BY MRS LFMERL SECONDLD BY MR ANDREWS THAT THE ADMINinzATOR S

'r’RECOMMENDATION CONCERNING THE CONDITTONAL APPROVAL TO PROCEED WITH CONSTRUCTION

OF THF IKE KINSNA STATE PARK PROJECT BE ACCEPTED BY THE iNTERAGENCY COMMITTEE

£

'DISLUSSion Fo}lowed Mr Lewus Bell waS'@pDosed “to the motlon and questloned

Mr. Francis on the lnv01vement of the Tacoma City Light and City of Tacoma. It
~was this feeling the City ‘of ‘Tacoma ‘should:be‘assisting wsth ‘thid-recreaticn aspects
- of this: PFOJPCt = QUEST ON::WAS: -CALLED FOR 'ON- “THE M@TTON MR BELL VOTED IN THE
NEGATIVE-, THE MOT!ON CARRIFD BY MAJORiiY VOTE.: : .;,':ué R

CBEE b -Legislation: An: era] report ori the 1eglsTat|vc situapion: insofar -as 1AC
is concerned was given by Mr, Francns He commented on the followsng

~HB 87 i~ Refund of . the marine: gasellne tax.
HB 582 -<State Rlvers btll 3 «

“mar Lofgren aspo&qted M . Andcr son: Lo thc Sub Comm!ttee o Leqrs?atlon to repiafe
CMes ‘MWard (former director of Commerce and Econi DeVe!opment) e oAndérson will
serve- wnth M Be!l and Hr.l Bxshop on ‘this-sub~committee: ‘Mr. Lofdrén ‘than

(>

-26-




bqlstrator

~,'mBudgetS"

the: Sprlng

Minutes - Page 27 - October 29:30, 1973¢%80 7% saiuind = S8 sk o o

Odegaar ;polnted out such comments weré idué by ‘November: 5t‘»,,
Commission. The Admlnzstrator was asked to take |mmed|ate aétion:on? thls matter

Fhmre i

S E e et B Padie pad b Cripy b d

;2. The schedul:ng of a specual IAC meetlngrﬁn June, 1974
e adoptlon of the Capltal Budget .

; NOVEMBER 13; 1973 LAC: Flscal ‘Sub- Commlttee revuew and approve

B E Capntal Budget Instructlons pit :
NOVEMBER 19; ]973 1975-77 Capital Budget Instructlons malled to
" : - State *Agericies <

fafAPRlL%P; ]974 Sta te Agencues SmeIt Capital Budget requests
‘ -{to “the “lAG i

"APRIL l to APRIL TAC Staff review and evaluate agency Capital Budget
1530, 71974 [o0i Lo Requests o i :

i1 to MAY - IAC Staff review: requests and prellmlnary Capxta]

97k Budgets with agencies - ’

i MAY 13,1970 - et BACEH “Fiscal: Sub-~ Commlttee rewiew proposed Capital
R Coosed paiBudgets coov it

Special IAC meetlng to: adopt Caplta] Budget
: iSubmat 1975 77 IAC Capltal Budget to OPPFM

i

Loygra,!

“(Later oning the meetlng, Mr AndreWS asked to be relteved of thls responstblllty

as his schedule:would: not aliow hlm to: attend the meetlng,r MR TOLLEFSON was"
then apboxhted;rn~hts stead T e cat Ry : .

A prellm:nary'date was selected for the flrst meetlng of thls sub commlttee e

“November 13, 1973; however, after discussion it was agreed this date would be

screened further by the Administrator. Mr. Odegaard suggested a member of

~OPPFMyalsosratténd: the meet ing on capital ‘budgets. “Francis nioted that TAC

staff. had been: worklng closely: W|th OPPFM and- would have a representative From

that agency at the:budget meeting: Lofgren stated it was:too early to schedule -

a budget mectlng in June, ]974, and that thlS matter woa1d be taken up Iater ln ,'

IV B. Local Agency PFOJeCt Presentatlon Mr. Roger Syvefson referned to memoei ‘
randum of staff dated October 29, 1973, “Local PrOJect Comsuderat:ons”; and noted

-27~
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a total.of 43 local &agency prOJect appllcatlons had been processed by staff
the . ( ¥£ Mq;f@ur were ‘withdrawn;. 8 were : iicady

FY-74 ”
1‘CURRENT BALANCE‘g;gs

SOURCE. |

349.50.

wier 731,801.85

' 671, 15
Init. 215 . 418 495,53 43,707. 25’ 374 788 28
Ref. 28. ... .-110; 502 1&,?_ o 442 022 oo

?'331 ,519. 86

If staff recommendatlons Were approved, the followung fundnng wou!d be avallable '
for.local. ‘agencies: Dol e By T RN AR

WCE§ 2,768,045.35 FY 7he75

Ref. 28 - 2’739’230;\1:45;:.,);;;} M s e

Inlt 215 : 624,788.28 ; nr "

Mr. Syverson explalned Tablet:

l‘w““Thlrty One Local Agency PrOJects Evaluated by Staff” ST =
thru Vit (: )

bl MProjection. of «the 31/ Projects into Priority (Cldssifications
L YThe Thsrteen PrOJL”tS Recommended for Fundlnq By StaFf”

The fact that Yaklma and Klrkland Were at 25/ Fqnd:ng level “exp alned;'these

were nOt ellglble for LWCF: fundlng : ; G B '

: Mr . Bert: Cole lanIred whether IAC was:. maxlmlzlng>|ts matching. capabllxttes with

BOR - funds, and Mr. Anderson: asked questions congerning the funding formula adopted

at the October 29th session. -- : could staff still recommend 25% knstedd of minimum

of  60% on. ¢ertain of these. prOJects7 “Omar replied - this would: be possible as

,’fundlng would be ”up ‘to'' 75%. . Mrs. Lemere stated if LAC. ‘was goung t0 maximize

LWCF money.. then: the 60%-~ 40/ ratlo adopted “at the 0ctober: 29thtsless o would! mear

the Committee would have to fund prOJects on different terms. It would not b possi -

ble to-use 60%-40% if mateching with BOR. ~ Mr. Francis Porrected her: jinpression and
‘stated BOR funds are now 50% of the plOJ?Ct - The Committee would have the option

_of  funding. 50% BOR and . 10% state. mon F'esi:; He explained th it the ranklhg ofithe!:
prOJect does not take into: consuderatlon i any: manher whatsoever the “source’ #n

from which those pFOJeCtS mlght be funded. They are evaluated on their own <
merits and staff then begtns to ook for the source of funds most applicable to '
that: prOJect ~He.noted ten::in: the llstlng of prOJects were: elng eifor LWCF

three were . .not: e 3 ey lien e

- Mr. Qfgr\n requested local agenctes wrshlng to speak in bohalf of their
do. sofollowing. the. total. presentation of the 3l . projects- by! asking:fér::
'/thon from. the chasr, Jtat ng: name, tntle, prOJect, and sponsor prlor to"

Slldes were ;hown of the 33 pro;ects by the Progect Admlnistratlon bectlo ‘staff
Specific pFOJPCTC having pertlnent questlons from the- Pommtttee members are .
-nuluacd i the |otG901n9 ST PSSR B CeE el
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. Roger ‘Syverson-stated |t ranked low on. thequesttonof the access.to the site. and:

the: degree of " opportunlty “for pub]lc involvement in formation and review-of the
project. Also, thére were only schematlc drawings avajlable.at:the time of

revaluatlon Mr. Lofgren stated it was possible for staff to work with the

local ‘agencies havung projects not.recommended and.they: could be re- submitted
to the Commlttee at’'a later time. Mr, Bell. felt the docal .agency:should be to]dxi'
why the prOJeCt had” not been recommended that staff should meet with them: and. o

‘go over thelr evaluatlon score. Mr FranCIs stated this would be done at thes

request of the local agency

LT U

Coulee City, Community Park: Mr Odegaard noted the' cooperation wuth the. Bureau

offlce

“of Rec]amatton and compllmented the City.on belng a part of this type of coopera-“

! : Y

tive’ prOJect B 7 RS T A IR b TR A

City of Kirkland, Marsh Park: The project. lnvo]ved nine parking stalls and moorage
for-six boats. Mr. Odegaard discussed this fact w:th staff, vnqulrlng whether 215

g Cbétf ; SR
C:ty of LongVIew Gearhart Gardens Mr Greuse asked if the Department of Game

“had been consu]ted concerning ;the joint opportunity for development Jim.Brigham,

Department of. Game, stated. contact had : probably been on a.regional basis with-the
he Department of Game. in that area., SEE

Mason County; Mason Lake Bert Cole noted Mason County had not yet had an appllcatlon
approved and fe]t the 1AC staFF should encourage thelr part|CIpatlon

Oak Harbor Oak UanOI Marlna Mrs Lemere lnqunred whether the Admunxstrator had
hecke, ‘ ging, the percentage concerning .Init. 215 money. : Mr.. Francis
: een successfully accomplished three years ago when percentage had
been changed to 50~ 50. it was his feeling the climate was now good for an approach
to the Legxslature and, this would -be an.item he .would be discussing. with the FAC
Legislative Sub- Commlttee ln December There. fOIIOWed discussion, concerning fundlng

of the 0Oak Harbor Marina: prOJeCt wuth IAC Funds.} Mr. Bell . reiterated the need for

staff to give to ‘the Commlttee at the . IAC meetings meanlngful reasons why prOJects

ranked as they dld on. the Evaluatlon System ’ - e e R S
Klng County, nghlands Communxty Park In response to a questlon of Bert Co]e, Mr.
Syverson replied that Housing and, Urban Deve]opment Department IS no. ]onger involved -

cdin. the open space fundlng program e e Uy

Naches Park and Recreatson DlstrICt'? AppleWOod Pa}k' er; Odegaard |nqu1red whether

“the project would: stand on its own if the donations were not within the. prOJect

Mr Moore repiled it would and upon con:ultnng the Assistant Attorney Genera]
-Charles Murphy, staff's statement ‘was substantiated. "Mr. Francis explalned

the Naches Park and’ Recreation District, invofvement in the prOJect that the prOJect

would  be a joint venture between the Communlty Development Dept. of the University

of Washington and the Town of Naches. - The Swimming Pool Association involvement .

was -discussed.. Mr. Pelton compllmented the Town of Naches on its excellent'
rogrammlng and plannlng for this project, and noted that their comprehensive plan

was excellent and complied. with rORP Mr. Francis stated if necessary ‘the Project

~ Contract could include reference to the deed and the other prob]ems the Commlttee -

had dlscusSed

- Mercer ls)and 'Bike and Pedestrian Path: Mr. Bert Cole lnqusred the reason for the

~h!gh cost. of p]annlng and engineering, aimost 20% of the pro;ect Mr. Syverson
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trwalls,frlprap, efc.

r‘COMMENTS FROM THE_ AUDIENCE: it s

rveway CI’OSS | ngs, reta lnln

stated;there would be a consnderab]e amount of dri .
;N th}s prOJect thus maklng the costs hlgher than would o

be appérent in oth

Artz;. PrOJect OFflcer, stated the t
close to thé shoulder of the hill and"i g Wi
project. . Mr. Andréws advised Mr. Artz of the avallablllty of taln hlghway Funds

f?r tralls along highways should. thlS prOJect fit-into that type of “program
p annlng ,

At the conclusnon of the ‘project presentatlon, theyéheirmén:éskedrtor”cdmmentS'm;;
from the audlence. . T TR T e

Mr; Rudolph Gasr Clty Manager City'ef Snohomish e Pilchuck Park:. MrziGésT/Brbdght

out several p0|nts he felt were pertlnent to the Pn]chuck Park prOJect

s ,]: 'Staff repOrted Clty not ready to” proceed oh the prOJect M Gast
7 stated ‘thé City was ready 'to proceed -and ‘that" prob]ems concernlng
the diking would be taken care of. - Prellmlnary drawings-are avan]abie
from the public utlllty dlStFlCt and flnal constructlon draw;ng< wxl]
- be comp]eted soon S ‘

2. Staff did not have enough information on some of . the constructron detaels.‘ <;J}’
S Mr, Gastofelt it was” prcmature to ask for: greater detau! than had a '
*,fbeen submitted at this point-on’ the’ prOJect He felt requests from

o concernlng precnse cost oF llghtlng,retc ;- were lr?elevant :

3. Staff noted absence of ev:dence as to the degree of cooperatlon wnth

“+ " ‘other -agencies. “Mr. Gast ponnted out “the City of Snohomish had the

g backlng of ‘all agencies concerned Shnohomish ‘Co.: P]annlng Dept

‘ Snohomi'sh County - Utility District; French Creek Dike District; _
. DNRj Dept. of Ecology, Snohomish Athletic Councu) ‘Kiwanis group, etc.
: Publlc hearnngs were: a]so held on the prOJect , '

b Mr. Gast pounted out “thi's would be a reglonal 1acallty, nealest recrea~
tion area'is five miles away at Lake Stevens. 'Other recreaticn areas nearby
~woyld not provide 'the type of recreation facilities that Snohomish needs
‘Scope ‘of project will benefit not only the Clty of Snohomlsh but'many
people :n the reglonal area.”“

5. Mr Gast asked the IAC to al]ocate iarger percentage of ava:lab]e Funds<‘7
O to thts prOJect when recommended by the staff, -

Mr. Al Koetle, Mayor Oak Harbor re 0ak Harbor Mar inat 'Mr Koet;e pornted out

the marina had beeh listed as a number one project by the” Puget Sound Task Force o
for-boat facrl;tles, and that it-was ‘the thlrd time the- pFOJeCt had been con5|d~ e
ered by ‘the ‘1AC. “Needs of peop]e in the area were cited, as' well as use OF the * =
project once built for boaters. = Mr ‘Koetje felt the pro;ect was”- vital ‘to the (;;

» area. He asked for consideration and endorsement of the Comm:ttee for the Dak
,rdarbor proxect :

“Mr. Odegaard and_otherAﬁemher' of the Fommlttee asked questions oF Mr. Kbetje Coi32-
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“to determlne the extent of the prOJect and the need For the marlna in that

partlcula reay

C]yde Caldart EityECouncilman;TPOUHSbo re'Euberty’an"EarklprOJect; Mr

~ what" would ‘be needed to,, bring the leerty Bay Park projéct: up to standardsyfor
funding., ~He mentioned.the possibility of ‘30,000 people using the areg - |

o Mr. Syverson stated this fact had been brought out ‘d@t the TAC meeting-and ii

“i- had been dlscussed thoroughly. Mr. Lofdgren suggested staff work with thi
_communlty on ItS pIOJect, as we]l as other communltles requestinq such ass:

Caldart asked for a marked copy of the Evaluatlon Score Sheet concerning the
Liberty Bay Park Project so that he.and his. staff would be ‘able. to determine.

;r‘Harry Kelsey, Mayor C;ty oF Lohgview, re LonQV|ew Municnpal Go]f Course prOJeCt

ﬁrvthe pOSSlbl]ltY ‘of 'the City floating bonds For ‘the prOJect

Mr. Kelsey,pounted out the population of ‘the Lgfigview area dnd the need for the -

f¥—pr0Ject proposed by the City of Longv1ew Theré are-at ‘present no public golf

facilltves ‘available to recreationists in the area. He urged conSIderatlon of

‘the Commlttee and stated a.delay in construction will cause -increased costs later:

Lofgren commented on-the feasibility study and comments were made con erntng

;-'Kent Hamllton, Actlng Dlrector Thurston County. Parks and Recreatlon, re Elbow ;;

Lake Par}‘

'Mr Hamllton brought out scveral pOIhtS concerntng the Elbow

gWo 1d p]an to purchase 80 acres and ‘come back ih l97h for 240 acres -- ?}
ithus maklng @ 320 acre prOJect : : , ot

J; fPosstblllty of 1,100 acre project due to invoivement of DNR == DNR Lands:--
- »jpruvate owher has lands nearby whrch may be purchased e ; _ j;

rfj;’@Property muft bc plcked up thIS year or may not be avallable. annd wi}jibe
‘ offered to pr:vate purchasers 1f County does not obtaln it B

ﬂ: VTelegram had been recelved concern:ng the prOJect whereln a $é),000
:payment had been requested by owners oF the land ' .

Fo]lownng comments “from. the above persons, ‘the Chanrman ca)]ed for a motton on
the ]ocai agency pro;ects ! : , : ,

1T WAS MOVED BY MR ODEGAARD SECONDFD BY MRS. 'LEMERE THAT”

THE LOCAL PROJECTS AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFF AND LISTED ON PAGE 34 OF THESE MINUTES
BE APPROVED FOR FUNDlNG

THAT THESE lOCAL PROJECTS ARE FOUND -TO-BE LONa!STENT WITH THE STATEWiDE OUTDOOR
RECREATION AN3 OPEN SPACE PLAN AS ADOPTED BY " THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON- FEBRUARY
26, 1973 AND i,

~THEfYNTERAGENCY,COMMlTTEE I LTS APPROVAL OF THESE PROJECTS FOR’FUNDING’AUTHOR!ZESVrrr~r .

THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE'S PROJECT AGREEMENT INSTRU-
MENTS WITH THE 'LISTED PROJECTS SPONSOR AND TO DISBURSE FUNDS FROM THE OUTDOOR
RECREATION ACCOUNT "IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED THAT WHICH HAS BEEN LISTED FOR.
EAGH PROJECT, UPON EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT AGREEMENTS BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY
AND: UPON PERFORMANCE BY THE SPONSORINu AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND- CONDH’!ONQ :
MOTION WAS "ARRIED
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—" ' There was'some dis¢us$iohﬂtb;add'“TTOUrteenth PFOJeCt and T WAS MOVED BY MR
‘ ,ANDREWS,:SECONBED BY?MRSATLEMER‘ TO ADD THE CITY! OF OLYMPIA WOODRUFF PARK,
'FOR FUNDING AT THIS SESSION, ' 0 o T Ve

However, following comments of the staff and members of the Committee, it was
~determined this would not be advisable at this time due .to’ llmlted funding. - The
~<Committee discussed the $18 million ‘Special Contingency’ BOR funds and staffls |

intent to bring to the Committeein December certain pro;ects which would: quaInfy

for those funds. Mr. Odegaard asked M. Francis for an actual . /figure of how .

much money wouId be available from LWCF if the contlngency money. ! were not in-

volved.: “Francis replied about$905000 only: At this point ‘ Lemere
cwithdrew her support.of. the motion: oF Mr.- Andrews ‘to-fund" Woodruff Par but
asked that her second to the motion remaln QUESTION WAS CALLED FOR ON THE -

MOTION THE MOTION FAILED o

Mr Lofgren commended ithe: ]oca] agencies on’ the flne pro;ects presented &t the )
meetlng and’ IAC staff for the good work Whlch had been done ln evaluatlon of .

Resolution, Fred Overly, Memorial: Lofgren suggested” the Commlttee pass e
‘a Resolution in memory of Fred! 0ver]y, Former Regional Director of th eau of '
Outdoor Recreation, Seattle Regional Office, who'had passed away recently.

"His contributions in the outdoor recreation field were limitless and his exper-
Vtiise in that fie]d will: be mlssed The Commlttee passed the foIIow:ng resqutlon

’ i\ ‘yj <o : E*‘ - = -," S S . N } . 77 ~‘ \‘ : -
_<l,x{ T "zria~}'}i : IR 1 Resqutlon _ii‘f ,~ S ; “Vﬁ""

WHEREAS THE INTFRAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTOOOR RECREATION DESIRES - fO
EXPRESS ITS DEEP SORROW AT THEDEATH 'OF -AN‘ESTEEMED ASSOCIATE "FRED
OVERLY, FORMER REG!ONAL DIRECTOR OF THE-BUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATION
PACIFIC NORTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE, SEATTLE WASHINGTON AND - '

I WHEREAS,,. : HE. HAD SERVED. IN. AN ADV ISORY CAPACITY ON THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE’S
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE GIVING FREELY OF HIS WEALTH OF KNOWLEDGE AND
EkPERIENGE “AND, ‘

WHEREAS, THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE DESIRES TO RECOGNIZE HIS EXCELLENT,

ENFRGETIC AND -INTELLIGENT SERVICE IN THE FIELD OF OUTDOOR RECREAT IONAND
- HIS EXPERTISE -IN THE: PARK. ‘AND - "RECREATIONAL FIELD DURING H1S: MANV VEARS

. OF DEDICATED SERVICE IN THE INTERESTS OF: THE GENERAL PUBLIC, ‘

NOW THEREFORE,WBE IT RFSOLVED THAT THE MEMBERS AND  STAFF: OF THE !NTERAGENCYVT
COMMITTEE FOR OLTDOOR RECREATION HEREBY PRESENT THIS FORMAL EXPRESSION OF §

[

S

AAN~WHO WAS.EQTEEM{DJBY HI uAS&OCIATES

i KLOVED BYﬂHlS DRIENDS ANDIRE
‘SPECTED BY ALL. : -

o RESOLV"D FURTHER, THAT A COPY OF THIS RFSOLUTION BE- TENDERED TO HIS IMMED~ “'LT
FATE" FAMILY AS AN EXPPESSION OF THE INFERAGENCY COMMITTEE S HEARTFELT SYMPATHY

OMAR® LOFGREN, CHAIRMAN ==  STANLEY E. FRANCIS,‘ADM! ISTRATOR
LEWIS AL BELL SRR WARREN A. BISHOP" R e

MRS. MADELINE'LEMEHE ) JACK ROTTLER . ‘
: » (see next page) . : , ' : -35~
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CARL N. CROUSE BERT L. COLE
CHARLES H. ODEGAARD GEORGE H. ANDREWS
THOR C. TOLLEFSON ROBERT ANDERSON

JOHN A. BIGGS

IV. C. State Agency Project Presentations:

1. Dept. of Game - Oak Creek WRA and Desert WRA: Mr. Glenn Moore referred to memo-
randum of staff dated October 29, 1973, "Department of Game Projects', and noted
there were two projects to be considered by the Committee:

a. Qak Creek WRA - Acquisition of land totalling 455 acres as an addition
to the Dept. of Game's Oak Creek WRA, Yakima County, for a total cost of $2% 50, 000,
Ref. 18 $102,500, LWCF $102,500.

b. Desert WRA - Acquisition of 240 acres located in Desert WRA, Grant County,
for a total cost of $36,000; $18,000 Ref. 18 and 518,000 LWCF.

IT WAS MOVED BY MR. COLE, SECONDED BY MR. ODEGAARD, THAT

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS SUBMITTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF GAME ARE FOUND TO BE
CONSISTENT WITH THE STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE FLAN ADOPTED
BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON FEBRUARY 26, 1973 AND

THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE APPROVES THESE PROJECTS AS RECOMMENDED FOR FUNDING AND
AUTHORITZES THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE THTERAGENCY COMMITTEE'S PROJECT
CONTRACT INSTRUMENT WITH THE LISTED PROJECTS! SPONSOR AND TO DISBURSE FUNDS

FROM THE OUTDOOR RECREATION ACCOUNT IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED THAT WHICH HAS
BEEMN LISTED FOR EACH PROJECT, UPON EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT CONTRACTS BY THE SPON-
SORING AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS THEREIN

DEPARTMENT OF GAME

DESERT WRA (COLSON) REF. 18 $18,000 LWCF $ 18,000 S 36,000 TOTAL
CGAK CREEK WRA (WENAS) REF. 18 102,500 LWCF i02,500 $ 205,000 TOTAL

MOTION WAS CARRIED.

Mr. Odegaard inquired if state agencies were aliowed to pay less than the ~appraised
price for property as had been the case with the lepartment of Game project. Mr.

ndicating difference in value signed by the owner.  H 7
hovs-tre—For omplovens in the ars ;—£h+4—441 o = 4 .*5+n4@ﬂqan£&¥—{+W?rﬁ votxid Berin
A\ﬂ ’v Use of *‘i"’ L h CLLLSE h‘““‘th@ Hux e-CEopret e eh e ’]IEs-J._. would be—femove
g Hﬂw Lewiy, o ,Wwf' s A Gitrnd Lt e er g, ALY, CEE
77[2"”5”6‘"*43‘”’ A A ;hf« m/m ; (@w& Coeete s J 7 Phawsbty )  Fraitdinige Sectplicar 4O
ijjubﬂ/‘/ 2. \]Lei o ;> ar ke and [ acr :4..;1 fon Commics ] fgom e 75 je H_; Mr. HMHoofe z
referred 1o wmemolanium OF statf dated OcCtobor ! l,,”
ﬂ“”%%d Phase i*“, and stated Phase 1! involved the u«uh:sitigu o
Aﬂﬁﬁ/ J to the existing 6 5 ~anre 25-Mile Creek State Park, at $657,0¢
/&wmg funding. T WAS MOVED BY MR. COLE, SECONDED BY MR. BELL, T
o

L/J l&é{rungis replied this was permissible as long as the agency oh,ulnod a letter

Twenty-~rive Mile Creek,
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ADOPTED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON FEBRUARY 26, 1973, AND

THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE APPROVES THIS PROJECT AS RECOMMENDED FOR FUNDING AND
AUTHORIZES THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE'S PROJECT

CONTRACT INSTRUMENT WITH THIS PROJECT'S SPONSOR AND TO DISBURSE FUNDS FROM THE
OUTDQOR RECREATION ACCOUNT IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED THAT SHOWN BELCOW,

UPON EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT CONTRACT BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY AND UPON PERFORMANCE
BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS THEREIN.

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION

TWENTY~FIVE MILE CREEK PHASE I} $657,000 REFERENDUM 28 FUNDS
MOTION WAS CARRIED.

V. Administrator's Report: Mr. Francis reported on the following to the Committee;

1. NASORLO - Annual meeting to be held in Spokane, September 1974, in
conjunction with EXPO 74, He asked cooperation of state agencies in
this respect.

o
.

JAC Staff - Student interns will be on staff beginning in January 197k,
Two at no cost to the agency; a third may entail some additional cost
which can be adequately taken care c¢f through existing operating funds.
Interns will be working in the area of administration, legislation,

photography, research and statistics, and planning.

3. Rec. Res. Specialist | - Announced appointment of Fred Wagner to this position,

4. Rec. Res. Specialist IV = Position will have interviews Novembar 1-2, 1972,
and selection will be made thereafter.

Recognized Jerry Pelton as a newly elected national board member of
the American Parks and Recreation Society, branch of NRPA.

AU

6. Recoygnized Charles Odegaard's current position as President of National
Association of State Parks Directovs and President-Flect of Nationa)
Conference on State Parks.

/. Cheated Majority Flver: Anncunced there would be information on this public
relations item ar the December meeting relating to how Initiative 215 funds
had been utilized throughout the state.

MR. BERT COLE MCVED FOR ADJOURKNMERT, SECCNDED BY MRS. LEMERL.

RATIFIED BY THE COMMITTEE

(lar é@wefjé// /ﬂ -/ - A
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

4800 Capitol Blvd.
Tumwater, Washington 98504

Phone: {206} 753-7140

Danie! J. Evans, Governor
Omar Lofgren, Chairman

PARTICIPATING AGENCIES

Department of Commerce and
Economic Development

Director

Department of Ecology
John A. Biggs, Director

Department of Fisheries
Thor C. Tollefson, Director

Department of Game
Carl N. Crouse, Director

Department of Highways
George H. Andrews, Director

Department of Natural
Resources

Bert L. Cole, Commissioner
of Public Lands

state Parks and Recreation
Commission

Charles H. Odegaard, Director

CITIZEN MEMBERS
Lewis A. Bell

Warren A, Bishop
Mrs. Frederick Lemere
Omar Lofgren

Jack Rottler

ADMINISTRATOR
Stanley E. Francis

RESOLUTION -

WHEREAS, THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION DESIRES
TO EXPRESS ITS DEEP SORROW AT THE DEATH OF AN ESTEEMED ASSOCIATE,
FRED OVERLY, FORMER REGIONAL DIRECTOR OF THE BUREAU OF OUTDOOR
RECREATION, PACIFIC NORTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON,
AND

WHEREAS, HE HAD SERVED IN AN ADVISORY CAPACITY ON THE INTERAGENCY
COMMITTEE'S TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE GIVING FREELY OF HIS
WEALTH OF KNOWLEDGE AND EXPERIENCE; AND

WHEREAS, THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE DESIRES TO RECOGNIZE HIS EXCEL-
LENT, ENERGETIC AND INTELLIGENT SERVICE IN THE FIELD OF OUTDOOR
RECREATION AND HIS EXPERTISE IN THE PARK AND RECREATIONAL FIELD
DURING HIS MANY YEARS OF DEDICATED SERVICE IN THE INTERESTS OF THE
GENERAL PUBLIC,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 1T RESOLVED, THAT THE MEMBERS AND STAFF OF THE
INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION HEREBY PRESENT THIS
FORMAL EXPRESSION OF ITS GRIEVOUS LOSS IN THE DEATH OF FRED OVERLY,
AND DO HEREBY NOTE IN THE OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE INTERAGENCY
COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION THE PASSING FROM THIS LIFE OF A MAN
WHO WAS ESTEEMED BY HIS ASSOCIATES, LOVED BY HIS FRIENDS AND RE-
SPECTED BY ALL.

RESOLVED, FURTHER, THAT A COPY OF THIS RESOLUTION BE TENDERED TO
HIS IMMEDIATE FAMILY AS AN EXPRESSION OF THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE'S
HEARTFELT SYMPATHY.

OMAR LOFGREN, CHAIRMAN
LEWIS A. BELL

MRS. MADELINE LEMERE
CARL N. CROUSE

CHARLES H. ODEGAARD
THOR C. TOLLEFSON

JOHN A. BIGGS

STANLEY E. FRANCIS, ADMINISTRATOR
WARREN A. BISHOP

JACK ROTTLER

BERT L. COLE

GEORGE H. ANDREWS

ROBERT ANDERSON

COPY OF RESOLUT!ON PASSED AT THE OCTOBER 29-30, 1973 INTERAGENCY

COMMITTEE MEETING, SPOKANE, WASHINGTON.
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' October 23, 1973

TO: Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreation ,
FROM:_, Charles H. Odegaard, DirectorggégégiigeVi ' , ,
RE: Park Employee Housing |

‘The following is submitted on behalf of the Washington State Parks:
and Recreation Commission in a sincere request for the IAC to o
amend procedural guidelines, .05.02.010 and .05.03.000, both deal-
ing with park employee housing, so that the park employee housing
becomes an eligible cost. . : ’ '

' Before,méking~the requested action I should like to explainvﬁhy
the Pa:k$ Commission believes you should so act.

1. Is park personnel necessary? -

.Personnel assigned to a specific park area is not necessary.
in all cases. In fact, of the 175 separate park areas only
83 have permanently assigned personnel. .This staff is. -
‘necessary for the protection of areas, facilities, and
users as well as to provide a more worthy outdoor experience. .

2. Is it necessary that park personnel live in the park area?

~We believe it is. We believe that at certain selected .
~parks it is necessary for park personnel to be in the park
at all times and that is is less expensive for fewer person-

nel to be employed and to be available and on call as

needed as a result of in-park housing than for ﬁore:employee55 r

to work shifts in order to provide the same service without
. resident housing. We also believe it is more effective and .

of greater service to the public.

~3. "It is worthy .of note that in his letter of March 3, 1971
©  Walt Howe, Director of OPP&FM, wrote Lewis Bell, Chairman
of the IAC, "It (the budget) is prepared by this office in
concert with and as personally directed by the Governor."

pimgia’

o
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and, "The so called administrative units are an tntegral
part of theirecreational“pnojeetslprqposed_gnd are necessary
to have a complete funetional reereationagl faceility whiech
can be enjoyed by-all of the state citizens and visitors.
Just as a comfort station or a parking lot in and by :
themselves would not be considered by most persons to be

a recreation facility, they are in many cases ‘a necessary
integral part of an overall recreation project and are -

funded from Outdoor Recreation Account funds. The same is

true for the administrative facilities which have been

- proposed. Without them, the park developments proposed

would be inoperable.”
What does the IACfTechnigal Advisory Committee state?

In Mr. Francis' memo of September 27, 1973 to the IAC

Administrative Complex Sub-Committee members, he states

that the IAC Technical Advisory Committee recommends, in
essence, that the IAC not fund park personnel housing.

What the memo did not relate and what is to be found on
page 2 of the September 11-12, 1973 Technical Advisory
Committee minutes is, "The primary reason for this decision.
was the belief that most employees in park. housing pay
lower rental rates than normal, which is considered a part
of their salary or benefits. The capital cost of "housing
then actually becomes a way of subsidiaing the agencies

8alary and operating responsibility. It was not felt .

that this was an appropriate use of IAC funds."

It ShOuld“beiﬁoted that the rent (i.e., agency incomeiﬂ
charged should be:no more of a factor here than income from
timber for an IAC financed logging/recreation road; than

.income for a fishing license to fish on IAC financed waters;
or income from a campsite provided by IAC funds. Further,
it should be noted that all state agencies come under the

same Department of Personnel rules on charging for state
housing and, additionally, that State Parks' income for
housing goes to the General Fund. L

What is the IAC's préséntwpoliqyyasbit,re;atesrto'paying ﬁ

. for housing for personnel necessary to service the area.

users and to protect the varied investments that the IAC
funds? S ’

1

It is inconsistent.

If you build, the project is considered?;neligible,

If you buy 1and'includingbh0using,'even if thé;houéing'is,‘

more expensive, and even if you charge the same rent or
none at all, the IAC funds it. I : :
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Fellow members, personnel in outdoor recreatlon areas are needed

“to protect the public's 1nvestment as well as to serve the publlc.

. In some cases the personnel should llve in the park to provrde

twenty-four hour surveillance. Where this is true, the IAC: should :

insist on the prov1510n of housing.

We in State Parks are only requestlng that the JAC prov1de 1tse1f
the opportunlty to consider park personnel housing when con51der1ng
other prlorltles for distribution of its funds.

To that end, I move that sectlon 05 02.010 - Eligible Development
Projects - sub-section (11) be amended to read -- starting after

the word structures, ”.. .and park employee houstnq where the person B

sztng zn the house works in the park area.

‘Also, sectlon',OS 03.000 - Inellglble Development Pro;ects - sﬁb—s-
- section (5) be amended by deleting reference to the constructlon ‘

of employee. re51dences.
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