SPECIAL MEETING OF THE IAC JUNE 16-17, 1975 EVERETT, WASHINGTON
ELKS CLUB MEETING ROOM

Meeting was to be April 28-29; then May 26-27; but due to Legislature
was changed to June 16-17, 1975.
l. Opening of meeting, determination of quorum, introductions
a. Lack of quorum - until 10:32 (arrival of Don Moos, Director of Fisheries)

Il. Fiscal Status Reports

A. a. Disbursement Record - Local Agency Projects 12-1-74 thru 4-30-75
b. Summary Form - Disbursement Record
c. Init. 215, Distribution Control Sheet
d. Local Project billings report
e. LWCF Cumulative Report of Apportionments and Distribution
f. Fund Summary, May 31, 1975

Approval of Minutes - Dec. 9-10, 1974
Approval of Minutes - Feb. 26, 1975

g. Non-budgeted ORA Expenditure DNR $20,000 APPROVED BY IAC _
h. Land and Water Conservation Funds report - reapportionment $67,000 for State of Wash.

B. Project Status Report

>

a. Administrative Actions

Poulsbo, Liberty Bay Park 73-050D $46,965 Cost Inc. APPROVED
Vancouver Lake, Clark Co. 73-075D Cost increase DENLED

Seattle, Atlantic City Boat Ramp 72-012D Cost Increase DRENIED
Pullman, Palouse River Pk. 74-011D $9,340 Cost increase APPROVED
Naches P&R Dist., Applewood Pk. 74-034A $2,208 cost increase APPROVED

Chelan, Lakeshore Pk, Phse Il 72-036D, Reduction in cost and scope APPROVED.

o W N-—g

Il C. Planning Status Reports

[¢]]

Washington State RecreationTrails - ATV Corridors. NOT APPROVED ---held until
August or December IAC meeting.

b. Pacific Crest Trail report
c. Demand Study report (Questionnaire and Survey form distributed)
d. Local Agency Plans report
e. Regional Origin-Destination Travel and Expenditure Survey
f. Governor's Wilderness Task Force report
Permit Presentation - Bert Bowen -- Lynn Martin, Parks and Rec.

Lloyd Bell, DNR
James Brigham, Game
Jim Webster, King County Dept. of Parks
MOTION re having legislative bodies look into and study environmental factors placed
upon state agencies and private agencies =-- MOTION FAILED.

Procedural Guidelines - Questions of Odegaard in re.

FH1A.  Technical Advisory Committee - Wilson, Webster, McCartan, Hutsinpiller appointed.
APPROVED,



11 B. Dept. Game, Nisqually Delta-Luhr 70-606A, Conversion of Use  APPROVED.
11l C. Project Changes:

1. Local Projects
a. City of Everett, Forest Park Pool, IAC 74-046D, Cost Inc DENIED.
b. City of Tumwater, Deschutes River Pk 74-028A, Reduction in Scope
P VED, S 6,600 WITHDRAWN
c. City of Seattle, Queen Anne Hill Viewpoint, 74-028D, Cost Inc.
APPROVED. _ $7,471.65
d. King County reinstate expired Contracts - 7 projects - to 12-31-75
City of Spokane (Central Riverfront 73-019D, and 72-0L0A) reinstate
expired contracts to 12-31-75 _APPROVED
e. Chehalis, Stan Hedwall Pk 72-021D, Reduction in.Scope APPROVED.
f. Mercer Slough, City Bellevue/State Parks, 73-026A APPROVED $67,400
additional cost.

11l 2. State Projects

Parks and Rec. Fort Canby 71-504 $620,000 from 75-77 Capital Budg. APP.

Game, Skagit R. (Kathman) Boat Launch 73-625D withdrawal APPROVED.

Game, Bogachiel Riv (Wilson Bridge) 73-619D, Cost increase APPROVED
$8,024

O oW

d. DNR, Howell Lake 73-721D, Cost Inc. $10,000 APPROVED

e. DNR, R. F. Kennedy Boat Dock 73 723D §423 0 APPROVED cost inc,

f. DNR, Indian Caves Camp and Picnic Area - |thdrawal APPROVED. 73-700D
g. DNR, Snohomish Pilchuck Rec. Area - 73-0 - DELAYED TO AUGUST.

h. Town of Tenino, 70-026A and 71-935D - APPROVED relocation RR _depot.

111 D. [IAC Operating Budget, 75-77 report

E. JAC Capital Budget 75-77 report
a. 1976 Supplemental Budget

b. Blakely lsland

F. Leglslation report

G. Arts Commission 1/2 of 1% - report - staff to check into same.

H. Procedural Guidelines
a. 03.03.020 Limitation on Applications - DELAYED TO AUGUST or until
Guidelines revised.

b. 05.03.000 Ineligible Dev. Projects - (1) - APPROVED.

c. 05.15-000 Architectural Barriers Act - APPROVED to add signing parag.
d. Implementation - BOR Letter of Agreement - APPROVED TO SIGN BY ADMIN.

making agreement update between IAC/BOR
IV NEW BUSINESS

Funding Schedule Considerations - Biennium - Stan Francis report

Discussion in re funding - MQTJION OF COMMITTEE TO FUND S$4. Million at June meeting;
and staff to have funding formula for rest of biennium at August 1975 meeting.

A, Local Agency Projects presentation.

a. Referral of Tables | thru V(a) - R. Syverson
b. Comments on various projects:
1. Lewis County, Shaefer Pk.



Warden, Volunteer Park

Whatcom Co., Tennant Lake

Kitsap Co., Salsbury Point Co. Park
Langley, Phil Simon Pk.

Winslow, Eagle Harbor Pk.

Clark Co., Wintler Pk.

White Salmon, White Salmon Comm. Pk.
Bainbridge Is., Park Dist., Battle Point Pk.
10. Lynnwood, Lynnwood Swim Pool

11. Mesa, Poe Park

12. Skokomish Indian Tribe, Skokomish Rec. Area
13. Quincy, Quincy E. Park 1l

1h. Walla Walla, Vets. Memorial Pk.

15. Lacey, Hicks Lake Pk.

16. Everett, Boat Launch Facility

17. Selah, Wenas Athletic Pk.

Comments
made on these
projects only.
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Local Agency representatives comments:

Robt. Broyles, Proj. Coord. Consultant Asotin Co. - Rec. Center
Harlow Stordahl, Mgr., Port of Kalama - Transient Boat Facility

Ray Jenson, Director P&R, Selah - Wenas Pk.

Gordon Schultz, Chrmn, P & R. Comm., Lacey - Hicks Lake

Robt. Giesen, Mgr., Port of Skagit County - LaConner Marina

Madge Long, Naches P&R Dist. Applewood Pk.

Sam Maxson, Director Parks and Rec., Walla Walla - Veterans Park
John Belford, Mgr., Port of Everett - Marine

Robt. Woerner, Consultant, Landscape Arch, City of Tekoa - Golf Course
10. William Mahan, Kitsap Co. Comm - Village Green

11. Gary Peterson, Skokomish Indian Tribe - Skokomish Rec. Area

12. PRoger Loscehn, Lake Forest Pk, City Councilman - LFP Tennis Courts
13. Sid Hansen, Town Treasurer, Town of Clyde Hill - Clyde Hill Pk.

W ooV Fw N —

MOTION TO APPROVE LOCAL PROJECTS -- (various amendments; motions; etc.)35 projects
funded - listing on pages 43-4k of these minutes.)

IV. B. State Agency Projects
APPROVED - Pages 42-45-46-47 APPROVED IN TOTO
August Session - explanation

V. Administrator's Report - and next meeting at Westport, August 25-26, 1975

Adjourned L4:30 p.m.
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Minutes - Page 2 = June 16-17, 1975

Natural Resources, Department of .- ' . . E (”ﬁ7
Al 0'Donnell : : ‘ .
Ltoyd Bell-

Park and:: Recreatlon Commlsslon SN L ‘ .

Lynn Martin ey o :
Tom Franoe

Program Plannlng -and Flscal Management
-None T

LOCAL'AGENCY TECHNlC‘AL@ ADVISORY COMMITTEE. MEMBERS PRESENT:

Robert- WIlder, City-of.Seattle,. alternate for Dave Towne, Supt Rarkszand;Recreations
Kenneth-Hertz;: Director, Parks and:Recreation, Whatcom Gounty . .. = = -0 0
William Hutsinpiller, Director, Parks and Recreation,. Yakima -

Art McCartan, Chairman, Whitman County Parks Dept., Pullman -

James E. Webster, King: County Park-and:Recreation, Seattle . ..

E. E. Allen, BOR, alternate for Maurice Lundy, Reg Dlrector, BOR Seattle

:':, Meeting called to-order determlnatron of guorum, introductions.: Chairman Bishop called.

the meeting to order at 10:16 a.m.; He noted the June 16~17 Special meeting had been called
in place ‘ofthe regular April.28- 29 IAC meeting which had been changed to May 26-27 due to
continued session of the State Legislature and the need for Committee members and staff v(j*
“to'remain in Olympiai‘to consider budgetary and other legislative: items. Mr.. Blll Jones, .- ‘
_Everett Park and Recreation Department representative, was introduced. Due to lack of ‘a
quorum those items requiring no action of the Committee were initially. dlscussed

A, Fiscal Status Reports Mr. Kenn Cole, Agency Accounts Officer, referred,to Flscal
reports as follows : : - 5 . .

Dlsbursement Record - Local Agency Projects, Dec. 1, 1974 thru April 30, l9§§'fyAs of April
30, 1975, 365 local agency projects had been approved by the Committee; 263 closed; and .
102 currently in progress. Thirty-two prOJects were closed within the last flve months'

Disbursement Record-Summary Form: 88 vouchers were processed From December 19, l974
" Through April 30, 1975, and 32 projects were closed; $3,104,468.12 was expended from |
the Outdoor Recreatlon Account. Slnce 1973 $9, 922 8&7 69 was expended From the Accounttﬁ

Initiative 215, Dlstrlbutlon Control Sheet: The six- month perlod snnce the last reg " 5

meeting of the IAC (December, 1974) indicated $551, 940.43 had been transferred from the’“

Motor Vehicles to the IAC; of this $186,921.65 was expended for operations, leaving . ..
$365,018.78 available for distribution to local agenC|es, and the departments of Game, .
DNR, and Parks. At present, balance in the fund is $601,613. In response to questlons;L

of Mr Bishop, Mr. Cole explained the percentage.of .gross tax was raised from; 86 to.
1.03 through the 1972 Motor:Vehicle Fuel Tax Study, which was: effective. July l l973

Mr. Francis stated the study would be -undertaken every four years, the next study to

be made during the calendar year 1976. Leglslatlon to amend the Taw which would have .
implemented the study July l of the calendar year in WhICh it was conducted falled ‘to e(:\
-pass the Leglslature : - . i . NG
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~vouchers pending. . He :stated, however, that concerted: efifort :in:
weeks to relmburse local agenCIes in the - amount of at least $l;

Minutes - Page 3 - June 16-17, 1975

Local .Project-billings:: Mr. Bishop:asked the status of reimbursement :payments to
local agencies: 'Mr. Cole said he had been current-but now:had about fifteen

‘the next six
;000,000 would be

made, inasmuch as the reappropriation for grant-in-aid had been. underestlmated

by approxlmately thIS amount,

VLWCF Cumulatlve Report of Apportlonments and Dlstrlbutlon Mr. CeIe brfefly explained

. “The neticumulatively available for: prOJects ‘as cof ‘May 31, 197
.- The FAC- records: and those of the Bureau of:! Outdoor Recreatlon ar

the import of the Land and Water ConservationFund report delineating the apportionments
and: dlstrlbutlon of :the funds:since 1965 to. local agencies,-Game;#DNR and Parks.
as:. $19;668,647.51.

g balance‘as_of,

that date

Fund Summary, May 3] 1975t hunaing in/thehamountféﬁ—$87}ld};859;96 Frem‘all sources

vApproval of Mlnutes, December 9 ]0
rthe Commlttee for con5|derat|on R

(LWCF, Ref. 11, Ref. 18, Ref. 28, and Init. 215) was indicated on the Fund Summary
for May 31, 1975, with $80,505,457.57 presently-approved for LAC projects by the
Committee; leaving a balance 6f $6,598,402.39 available for projects-at the end of
May, with apprOX|mately $6 million of: thlS approprlated for use by State agenC|es

With the arrival of Don Moos, Dlrector, Dept. of Flsherles, at IO 32 a.m., the

< Chairman declared a -quorum; and ‘introduced Mr.Moos.' Other  introductions were:

~7Gar§‘Tranter, Senate-Staff-member-- S
Joe Miller, City Mgr., City of Bellevue . :
Nancy RlSlng, ‘City of Bellevue ~:Mayor pro-tem

Mr. Stan FranCIs, Admlnlstrator, IAC, |ntroduced new staff members

"*z@ Davud Grant Recreatlon Resource Offlcer, PrOJects Admln D wision

Ronald: Taylor,‘Recreatlon Resource Officer, Projects Admini:Division
Jerry Monasmith, Intern - working: wiith-Thermal:Power -Plant.Site Evaluatlon
A Councnl - assnstlng the Admnn;strator of the IAC

followrng correctlons were referred to

i

(l) MICkI Brostrom

‘(a) Page 13, last paragraph, line 3: Follownng‘the words "....a 26/
i icost |ncrease“ INSERT the fOIIOW|ng Wi rather than the I6/ nncrease
- requested W G e R r g e

(b)Y - DELETE ‘THE REMAINDER iOF THE PARAGRAPH (whlch continutes ion page 14)-
~ -and. INSERT:: the folIOW|ng word ing w1th changes as underlined or as-
- deléted:

", ...and (2) she felt at some time it was going to-be. ‘necessary to
wwcarefully consider cost. increases on: local and-state-sgency projects
S ibecanse- the—grantfng-of same~atiotted-montes-whieh-shoutd-more-appro-
:}prfate+y be= p+aced tn-use-for-new-recreationat- proyects ~of-the-+AEs
“IAC has an obligation .to all local agencies to make avallable funds.

go as far as possnble and the automatic granting of.increases makes
';approval of any-given.project virtually a. blank check‘upenallzung

all other: local: agenC|es applylng for funds i
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- c)::Page:19, first paragraph, top of the ‘page beginning with ''.....on:
. the cost increase' INSERT the following: ''....and questioned the’
.reductlon in Aumber:of camping sites to reduce costrwith no reduc~
Cofion 'inh: snze or srope of. the lnterpretlve center Wthh ns the maJor
eost o e - : P SRR e

(d) To clarify that it was Mr. Odegaard:who made the comments Wthh fol-'
"*'~Jow this . lnsert the follownng changes are: necessary!»'~?f S

_t_,‘

-a;”Hewever, she Mr. Odegaard po:nted out? that each state agency has
[+ certainistatutory responsubulity “State Parks! responsublllty does
L ooonoteinelude mere ly camp inig faCI]ItIeS Since: there:must ‘also ‘Be day-use
"faC|l|t|es for the public. She He felt that (etc. etc. thru’item:
L). She He suggested the Commlttee allot the $620 000... (etc. etc.
' ﬁ-to end of paragraph) " Fhend S T R

e (2 ) Bert Cole (by Al O'Donnell)

(a) - On page 142, State PrOJects iNDNR'; Two': Tralls; TwovTrallheads,
ol #71=704D: - Cost Increase,;llne 1=+ after word *'remaining'.change
Il3 6II tO II3 l‘ll
-a;(b)faOn ‘page . 3h IV ‘ci 2 Department of Natural;Resources Tree Phones

Line 1, change ”60“ to ''59.2'",
(c) On page 35, g. Mclane Creek - llne 2, change “hl“ to: ”hl 86“ (j\
~h.” Bald Point Vista = line2, spell Tahuya:insteadiof Thuya® -

- (3) Adele’ Anderson: = - s " TG e h s T d
B (a)~ Page 10 - thlrd paragraph of the motlon regardlng Fort Canby, change
e T read PEIVE MEMBERS VOTED “FOR ‘THE:MOT :ON; MR- “ANDREWS, :MRS i BROSTROM
" /AND“MR: “BI-GGS :VOTED "IN THE NEGATIVE." (Deletlng Mrs Andéﬁsoﬁ‘s name
~isince she had voted For the motlon ) - B

(b) Page 29 - 7th paragraph IangUage change of last sentence "Buring-

W the<erisuing*dtscdssiony-etes=rr Mo, o0 Mitiwas - brought "outthat "

o the citiés of Rosalia, lIssaquah, Buckley, Langley, ‘and others were
before the Committee for the first time and should be consndered for
fundlng ' ; PED

IT WAS MOVED BY MRS LEMERE SECONDED BY MR ODEGAARD THAT “THE: MINUTES OF THE DECEMBER
9-10, 1974 MEETING BE APPROVED AS 'AMENDED. MOTION WAS CARRIED.,

Approval:of ‘Minutes, Februa;x_26'”l975 "The following corrections 'to the February 26,
1975 minuteswere ‘referred:to ‘the Commlttee for :congideration: i .-

3 ( ) Charles Odegaard Commr g e Ba T RL el D BT '
(a) Page 2 paragraph ll “item i (4) ~PExténded Future Development pro-.
~gram™: ADD “the" fOIIOWIng ltem'-—'“Development rofhiking and fire
‘control tralls between Armltage Bay, Spencer Lake%and Thatcher Bay. n

‘( ) Mlcaela Brostrom Lf* ‘ T S e L wel R ; (~)
“(a) Page 6; paragraph 3, change sentence ‘to read =MAtotal of $850,000
is the amount State Parksgwou]dkneed to -'return' to the other-state
agenctes-in-the-1977-79-btenntum balance of unallocated funds avail-
able for distribution to the participating State agencies in their

o
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Addltlons DeIetlons to the Agenda Mr FranC|s made the foIIownng deIetIOns
‘ June I6 I7, 1975 agenda Co T T T TSRS I LI - Pr oh

-his epranatlon,;

PagetS'--Minutesr- June 16-17, 1975 TR [ T R

I977 79 blennlum budgets "

1T WAS MOVED BY MRS LEMERE SECONDED BY. MRS ANDERSON THAT THE MINUTES OF THE e
,FEBRUARY 26 I975 MEETING BE APPROVED AS AMENDED MOTION WAS CARRIED : i

k DeIeted Local Agency PrOJect”.,Kltsap County, Falrgrounds Park DeveIopment
(Withdrawn at request of Kitsap. County) : :
DeIeted State Agenc, PrOJect =~ Dept. of, Game, BTg Buck Ranch

There were no additions to the agenda for dlscu5510n purposes at the SpecnaI Meetlng

e

_Mr. Ralph Mackey, Washlngton State Parks and Recreatlon Commnssuon member, was" antro-I

duced by t?e Chalrman, as weII as John. Blggs, Dlrector, Department of . Ecology (arrived
10:35 a.m

II A (contlnued)'FMNon-budgeted“DRAUERpehdItUre Dept.COFTNaturaIIReaourceéFISQO;ODO):
~ Kenn Cole referred to memorandum of staff dated June 16, 1975, and reviewed the
need for a Committee motion to enable IAC staff to commit an; expenditure of .ORA monies

into its, flscal records. (since there was: no. ”PFOJeCt” processed thru. the Committee

to establish such record), and to reerct a reduction in funds available for dlstrubu-
tion by the Commi ttee from Ref. 28 .funds;:due to a:line-itemmed: approprlatlon to:

DNR of $20,000 f - the ORA to- prov;de certaln recreatlonal facilities. ‘Following
ITEWAS MOVED BY MR DDEGAARD SECONDED BY MRS LEMERE THAT '

’WHEREAS THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON WITHIN CHAPTER IIA LAWS

, OF “¥§TEXTRAGRD INARY. SESSION: 1973, "AUTHORI ZED THEvEXPENDITUREFOF $20, OOO,FROM

~THE OUTDOOR RECREATION ACCOUNT-ADMINISTERED BY' THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ‘FOR
* OUTDOOR RECREATION TO BE USED TO ”DEVELOP PUBLIC CAMP FACILITIES”, AND

WHEREAS THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES REQUESTED AN ALLOTMENT 0F FUNDS
- FROM- THE OUTUOOR RECREATION ACCOUNT FOR THAT :PURPOSE, ‘AND' o

,WHEREAS SUCH ALLOTMENT WAS APPROVED BY. THE OFFICE OF PROGRAM PLANNING AND
FISCAL. MANAGEMENT AND: . :

_WHEREAS,, FUNDS HAVE SUBSEQUENTLY BEEN SPENT FDR THAT PURPOSE FROM THE OUTDOOR
 RECREATION. ACCOUNT; - : , o o

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE INTERAGENCY ' COMMITTEE FOR 0UTDOOR .
. RECREATION RECOGNIZES THIS COMMITMENT : FOR-EXPENDITURE: OF :FUNDS~FROM: THE 0UTZ At
_ DOOR- RECREAT ION ACCOUNT AND . INSTRUCTS ITS STAFF TO RECORD:SAID EXPENDITURE IN-

. THE. FISCAL:RECORDS OF :THE INTERAGENCY -COMMITTEE-AS' A MISCELLANEOUS 'CHARGE"
_TO THE: ACCOUNT 'MADE OUTSIDE THE REGULAR' IAC FISCAL PRDCEDURES AND FOOTNOTED
,ACCORDINGLY 0% s e i b nr

) MOTION WAS CARRIED.

(;;) ChaIrman Bishop Introduced to the ComnIttee and the audIcnce Mr MIchaeI Ross,

new: member of the IAC apponnted by the Governor (Arrlved 101 46 aume )




Page -6~ - Minutes June 16-17, 1975

Land  and Water Conservation Funds: Mr. Francis referred to memorandum of staff ''Land
and Water Conservation Funds", dated May. 26, 1975, with attached copy of a_ letter. .
from BOR“Director Jareés ‘Watt concerning the reapportionment to the states of deob-.
ligated funds .or‘the baSis"dF’nééd.““Dédﬁfigated”amGUQ;s'eligfbié for reappointment
Will occur when a project is cancelled before work is begun or when projects are . .
completed. for less -than the améunt'originaTIV,obﬂiéatedfggedriently,'ihéf,E te of -
Washington has available approximately $67,000 of deobligated funds, and these monies
can be used to assist in funding projects at the June -meeting. Mr. Francis stated

to raeaiveﬁthedFY\75%deobiigateﬂifunds,:a’s%afe3mU§f”HQVe’evidentéfsﬁbhiﬁg'fhéf
currently available funds have been comitted; and the ‘state may request through

the Regional Director of BOR' any portion or all of “the funds by justifying the need
in-writing. : ' o :

R :

Y B, Pr0jéct:Status Report: Roger Syverson referred to mémoranQQm of staff dated
- May 26,. 1975, "Project StatusrReport“*which:}hdiCated”SJ*TGéalfaQénpy’prdjééﬁSiang;]O

state agency projects: had been cldsed out sincé December 1,°1974,

Administrative,Actions: The following administrapiye'actipns were reported to the
'Commkffé?:f[i7;; SRR IR RS S TSR LA EE

e ibéulébo;fLibertyuBéy Park, 73-050D - $"46;965”¢bst;ihﬁfééséiépproVédf;l

0 9516,615: 0 5 1117,412/50° 28 $234,825° BOR $135,223.75° 215" $ 129,153.75 Loca:

b.. Clark Co., Vancouver Lake Dev. 73-075D Cost increase denfed.” =~ .

€. Seattle; ‘Atlantic City Boat Ramp 72-012D Cost increase denied. =~ (\“ﬁ
d. Pullman, Palouse River Pk. 74=0110" $9,340 cost' increase approved. - a

$183,776: ~ $  45,944.00 28 91,888 'BOR $ b5,94h Jocal

e. - Naches PER Dist., Applewood Pk. 7h-034A -4 4208 cost. increase approved.
TS BB 8 11,114.500 28 £ 22,229 BOR e o an S A1,114.50 Tocal

.- (Deleted; construction: of Ffloating breakwater) = 1 1
$263,400.06 $ 197,550.05: 18 TR o

f. Cit;vbf'éhején,'Lakeshbfé“PE,’Phse\ll 72-036D Reduétionrin‘cost énd scope approved. |
S8 165,850,010 Tocal

Mr. Ross; asked why. the City of Seattle's request for cost fihcrease. of $13,498 was
denied by staff of the IAC. Roger Syverson, Project Administration officer; pointed
out: (1) Though funded by the IAC in May 1972, construction on the project had been
consjderably delayed through action by Seattleand staff felt this ‘had taused ificreased
cost on the project. (2) Redesign of the project also took placé after I'AC:‘approval
and had takep,more time to implement.
Mrs. Lemere asked whether - the Design Commission of the City of Seattle ‘Had'been ¢ton-
sulted on this particular project and other Seattle projects.: Mr. Syverson stated

in the past;the;Seatt]e;prdﬂects;were?reviewed?by’theNJAC;priorato.going%béféré:the
Design Commiitée;'but"latelyxthis:policyihad;béen changed’and all"Seattle projects are
now reviewed by the Design Commission prior to coming to the IAC for funding consider-
ation. Mr. Ross stated he was satisfied with the answers given by staff. Mr. Robert
Wilder, City of Seattle, commented the cost increase on the project‘actually was an
internal problem and should be resolved at that level. ; (5)

It c. P1éﬁnfnéjStéfuszeportg:, Mr., Gefé]dfPeJton, Ghief,‘Planning?andfCoorQihatioh
Section, referred to Planning Graph, dated May 26, 1975, and accompanying memoranda
relating to ATV Corridors, Pacific Crest Trail, Demand Survey, Local Agency Plans,

-6~
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and OriginEDestination Study, of same date.

L Mr. Pelton, a55|sted by e
Trails Coordlnator, Greg Lovelady, presented the proposal for adoptlon of ATV
Corrldors as’'outlined in ‘the memorandum. An overlay map was dlsplayed ‘to the Comj‘:
mittee indicating (1) Water corridors, (2) Foét and Horse Trail Corrldors, (3)
Bicycle Corridors -- all adopted by the Committee on December 10, 1973, as OfflCIalg
corridors for the State Trails Program.’ “Added to the map were’ the A11-Terrain -
Vehicle' Corridors’ currently belng proposed for Commlttee adoptlon as addltlons to'”v
the Trails Program. : ; *

The State Tralls Advxsory Commlttee me t. on. March 6 l975,,to rewéfw the flnal
results of a study dedlcated to establlshlng ATV corrldors The

_recommendations ..
‘were adopted by the Tralls Commlttee ‘Agencies. involved xn developlng the: study,,,
and’ pr0posed corrldors were: U. S, Forest Servnce, Bureau of Land Management ;
Department of Game, Department of Natural Resources, lAC four wheel drlvers N
and motorcyclists. - : '

Follownng the presentatlon, ‘several questlons ‘were asked by ‘the Commlttee CMr
Ross was concerned with the present energy sntuatlon and whether the, survey made -
for use of ATV trails had indicated these areas would be used and were, in fact,
_needed. He suggested staff develop an energy impact for ATV trails. Mr. Pelton
p0|nted out that the corridors were only an initial phase of the plannlng process - .
in order to determine’ re]atlonshlps with other uses and areas .of primary. need. -
Energy impact would more properly be a primary con5|derat|on durlng the |mplementa-'
tion phase A . : e L

Further /Mr. Pelton noted the proposa] by staff was merely to designate potentlal

trail areas, For Future consideration 'in developlng a StateWIde ATV npetwork of .
trails.’ .ln response to a question from Mr. Bishop, Mr. Pelton stated about $1.5

mllllon was generated per year from gasollne taxes and ATV regustratlon fees

Mr Blggs was concerned with the expansnve area of the corrldors as |ndlcated on
themap and asked the ! boundarles involved. Mr. Pelton replled there were no bound— .
aries as such at this time, that the corridors were being designated 'to enab]e' i
incorporation into the Washlngton State Recreation Trails Program, 1974. Mr.
0'Donnell pointed out that while there appeared to be. overlapplng between the

ATV trails and other types of trail corridors; that the Taw did requnre separatnon
of mechanlzed tralls from foot and equestr:an tralls He assumed that when im=
plementéd thére would be separate individual trails for the ATVguse and the”other
types of users. There followed some dlscu5510n regarding separate hou: use

for some of ‘the establiishéd trails. “Mr. Pelton stated where tralls{c y parallel
each other there should of necessity be ancillary facilities For all trail users

-- such as parklng, restrooms, etc '

Mr. Crouse 1nqu1red whether a Tocal” group could desngn an ATV trau
within ‘the corridor, would it still be ¢onsidered as an ellgible prOJ,
funded by the Committee? Mr. Pelton noted that ATV funds are on a block 'grant.
formula basis and not by project as are other IAC funds.~. He stated, however,
that “a ‘local trall would riot need to fall within the tra:l corrldors to be- funded ;
but if ‘the community wished it designated as a part of the State Trail’ Program,
then it would need to be withih the trail corridors established as part of the
State Trall Plan :

Mr. Biggs felt there wasistijl a broad license being provided for the proposed’
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ATV corridors and he suggested the boundaries were much too expansive. Further, ‘(i\f
environmental aspects ought to be considered on all trails, not only the ATV .trails., o
Mr. Pelton then explalned adoptlng the ATV corridors would be only the Flrst :

step towards. establsshlng a future State Trails System; it wou id probably take

some 15 to 20 years before a statewnde system of trails. could be. fu]ly lmplemented.{

understood ‘what dlrectlon is belng taken in plannlng the corrldors

At this point, Mr. Pelton called upon Mrs Loretta Slater, Chairman of the State
< Trails Commlttee, for remarks She explalned the attempt of the Commlttee to lay_,,

teres' k in mlnd, as well as |nclud|ng the enVIronmentaI |mpact of theb
trails on “the specnflc areas under dlscu5510n S Mr. BIShOp suggested settlng asnde,f
discussion 6f the ATV c¢orridors to the August meetlng Ross then asked if o
special interest groups, such as the Wheat Grower's Assocvatlon and" Cattlemen's
Association had been contacted about  the establishment of ATV corridors. He was
assured these groups were knowledgeable about the actions of " the State Tralls Com-
mittee and, in fact, some of the members on the Tralls Sub Commlttees were also
members’ of these groups ' : ~

IT WAS MOVED BY 'MR. BIGGS; SECONDED BY MR. ROSS, THAT THE IAC INCLUDE ON ITS AGENDA
- FOR THE AUGUST 1975 MEETING A PRESENTATION ON’ ATV CORRIDORS. -

MOTION WAS CARRIED. (See last page of these minutes - Committee decided December I97{WTJ

Al 0! Donnell suggested this discussion should lnclude the entlre State Trat]s Act
its lmport on the ATV corrldors and other speclflcs regardlng state tralls

Pacnflc Crest Trall - Mr. Pelton referred’ to memorandum dated May 26 1975, “Pac-
lflc Crest, Trall”, and reported the following actions had been. taken by. the Pacific,,
Crest Traul Councnl - Washlngton Sub~-Group: concernlng the 14 mile. sectlon of trall
located south of the Glfford Plnchot Natnonal Forest n Washlngton State ' :

a. A tratl route as wel] as: prlmary and secondary trallheads have been t,'
tentatlvely selected;

w’fb. An impasse was declared -- regard|ng the governmental entlty that should
’ assume the leadershlp responSIblllty in comp]etlng this sectlon of the
) tran] ,
“q;' Inv ed agencnes are to present the matter to‘those offlcnals deemed

appropr]ate For flnal resolutlon of ‘the lssue

A copy of the letter from Governor Evans to- John R. McGUIre, Chlef USFS " dated May
14, 1975, was distributed to each Interagency Committge member for review. This
letter requested that the Forest Servni: assume. ‘the lead agency responsnblllty for
this segment ‘of the trall - , L : -

3. .Demand Study | The Demand'Su ¢ W;Questlonnalre and Telephone Inqulry Sheet were/
dlstrlbuted to each lnteragency .ommi ttee member for review. Mr. Pelton referred. . . .
to memorandum of staff dated May 76 ]975 ”Demand Survey“, reportlng the. Fo]]ownng (;)

a. Actua] survey was lnltiated on May 15, 1975 with Washlngton State Unlversnty ,

,r,‘ .
!

/ 7 | R ” : -8-
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“Special Research Center administering the survey. A total of 10,000

“households ‘will eventually be contacted by telephone, and of the" present
2,000° houdéholds thus far ¢ontacted, 75% have ‘agreed to'participate’in-the
5study The 'study requests each household contacted to complete ‘the o
questlonnalre concerning their participation in'outdoor recreation actl-
‘vities for a selected two-week period for each member" of ' the household.

" The survey will be conducted from May 15, 1975 to May 14, 1976, thus.
assurlng that all seasons and days of “the year are sampled : P

b. Mr. Pelton also advised that 'in- return for partlc1pat|on in the survey
the National Park Service is providing staff and computer services for
the demand survey, amounting to approximately $30 000 worth of work WhICh

' would nhot otherw:se have been possnble AR 5 '

Mrs. Anderson suggested that telephone interviewers identify themselves as calllng
concerning a: state sponsored demand study program and not merely one that ‘is being

_conducted through: a unlver5|ty Mr. Pelton stated that this was considered, but

since the ‘interviewer: is asking for demographic information.only, that it was
thought they would glve it more freely to a university than a state agency. “'The
survey form, however, is identified as ‘being a state survey Mr: ‘Pelton “indicated
hlS staff would look at the lnterVIew process agaln ‘in v:ew of her sugqestlons

cc.ftMr. Pelton noted the survey W|ll ‘only ‘be statlst|cally rellable at thej
county level, as it would be too costly a pr09ram to obtaln suff|C|ent
~data For ‘reliability below" that Tevel. : -

ko Ldeal ‘Agency: Plans: ~ Mr. Pelton reférred to memorandum of ‘staff dated May 26,

19755 YLocal ‘Agency” Plans”, stating ‘the ‘Planring Division preseéntly has on file
150 Local Plans; of these, 55 were prepared prior to 1970 and must be updated;
114 -are from |ncorporated cities; 27 county plans; 7 port districts; 1 school

Tdistrict (Manson), ‘and“éne ‘Indian Tribe ‘(Skokomish).* Three additional Tribal

plans lack only an Action Program segment (Six-Year Capltal improvement Plan)

“to receiVe‘plannlng‘elrgibllltYdftlnterlm ‘planning was granted to Aberdeen),- Pasco
and one county (Thurston) for the “June funding session only. Further eligibility

is contingent upon the submission of their required materials still lacking from

[y

thelr plannlng documents o S v )

~Mrs Anderson asked the deflnltlon of "interim ellglblllty She was- advused
' agenCIes ‘may apply for planning eligibility and be 'In processiof:putting thelr

plan ‘together and ‘are making an honest effort to complete a:full plan up .to ‘the

“time of ‘théir appllcatlon for: grant-in-aid assistance. Interim ellgnblllty is
‘only given to an agency ahead of 'submission- ‘of an application. The 30-day 1limit
.for a plan to be on file with the FAC prior to application still applies as out-

llned ln the Procedural Gundellnes

Mr. Odegaard 1nqu:red whether there weren't other state agenc:es |nvolved in

" assuring that local agenC|es have similar plans, such as the 0ffice of Community

Development, and could not’ those plans as approved through these agencies
be acceptable to the 1AC, rather than having an entirely new plan processed
through thée IAC for ellglblllty to participate ih the grant-in-aid program.

"Mr. Pelton replied IAC works closely with OCD, which agency has the responsnh|l|ty

for the Local Agency 701 plans. Where al local agency already has such a plan

..9..

Tl
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approved; the IAC only requires completion of an Action Program. and :any ;other
recreation -elements not.part of the 701 plan thus. maklng the local .agency
ellglble for the grant-in-aid appllcatlon process. . Both Mr. Odegaard and

Mrs. Mylrone commented on the fact that Jlocal agency.. plans are on file in other
agencies, and the nghway Department maintains an_index of these.plans which is
‘distributed to other state agencies upon request. Mr. Pelton acknowledged

that the [AC does make use .of ‘these completed plans wherever poss,ible, keeplng
in mind the requirements of the 1AC Procedural Guidelines for a speC|f|c Action
Program element. He noted that many ‘types of local plans are for a specific
purpose such as sewers, streets, etc., and do not. |nclude the elements neces-
sary for. a recreatlon plan ‘ ' :

5:7 Reglonal Orlgln Destlnatlon Travel and Expendlture Survey hhr.Ahelton re-
ferred to memorandum of staff dated May 26, 1975, and noted: B

(a) On May 9 l975, a grant to the Pacnflc NW- Reglonal CommISSlon for. an
|nter state origin-destination travel and expenditure survey had been presented
by . lAC .staff on behalf of the Reglonal Commission Recreation Task Force. The
~survey was. desugned to.further a data collection and terminology standardization
program that the three state SCORP planning agencies. (IAC, Dept. of Highways,
for-Oregon, .and Dept. of Parks and Recreation for ldaho) had been engaged in for
the past one and one-half 'years through the Recreation Data Sub-Committee of the
Pacific Northwest River Basins Commission.

(b) The proposal was for $216,384 to enable the three states to: | (mt

, (1) ; Conduct a year long origin-destination travel and expend iture survey.
< (2) . PrOJect travel :and . expendlture patterns by geographlcal locatlon
ERET . fcounty). .. -
. (3) . Analyze the Feasnblllty of malntalnlng current. orlgln destlnatlon
~trayel.-and iexpenditure . data through some, process of. annual update

~The IAC. was unoFFIC|ally lnformed that ‘the prOJect request had been denled , How-
ever, -‘Mr. Pelton stated other potentlal sources would be considered and it mlght
be;posslble to ‘fund :the program in another manner. :

5. Governor's WIlderness Task Force: Mr. Pelton reported that the lAC Plannlng
Division has provided: staff coordlnatlon for this Task Force.since. its inception
in.1972. All IAC member agenc.ies have representatlon ‘on the Task Force. Mr.,..Pelton
: lndlcated that recommendations on the proposed. Alpine Lakes Wilderness . ln ‘the ;.
central Cascades had been prepared and forwarded to the Governor. He noted that
Congressional hear|ngs on Alpine Lakes were. scheduled for Seattle -on.June 28th

and. that the Governor was éxpected. to testify. PR : o

6. BOR Planning: Mr. Francis read a letter from Maurice. Lundy, Reglonal Dlrec—
‘tor, :BOR, dated June 6 1975, commending the. IAC and -its: Planning Division.on the
plannlng efforts under: Option || being made through that DlVISlon -.BOR has. author--
ized continuation of the plannlng effort under Optlon L. . ,ff-,,t_

Permlt PreSentatlon Upon reconvenlng From lunch Mr BIShOp called upon Mr Blggs <;)
. ‘to preface. the discussion. concerning permits == a subJect which: had been requested

to be on: the agenda For Committee lnformatlon during dellberatlohs ‘at. the December

9~ lO 1974 meetlng .y

! ' I
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Mr. Blggs stated (1) The Commlttee had many times dlscussed the need for envnronmen-

tal pérmitsiand the delay in time to 'secure them -- thosé rég ited
ment of Ecology as ‘well ‘as -those required from other agencies~and ‘organization

7(2) Two :years ago ‘the ‘State Legislature ‘established-an environmental coordination

statute to bring applicants together Maround the table” for permit dlscu5510ns
However, this process has not been used ‘both ‘at the level of ‘Tocal government

nor at the state ‘level. (3) “ The Department of Ecology was |nterested in explalnlng
the methods- involved ‘in-the coordlnatlon ‘procedures for: the onée-stop permit
procedure system Mr Blggs called upon Mr Bert Bowen of hlS department

Mr. Bowen, usnng the overhead prOJector for sllde program,_lntroduced ‘the subJect

by outllnlng ‘the procedures necessary under the “ECPA’ (Environmen '“Coordlnatlon

“Procedures Act) ‘The Act was designed‘to, ‘establish a process for envirg mental

coordination; ‘provide public forums; ‘coordinate judicial réview: provide’ Permit
information and optional procedures. Agencies using the ECPA procedure may obtaln
informationas to: rules, ‘regulations; public’ hearlngs ‘from DOE. “Coordination i's
handled through information officers’ within a county=- -wide’ program il each'iounty has
a subsidiary office of .the Department of“Ecology: ‘Thede “informat ion’ oFflcers

assist applicants in obtaining permits and/or obtalnlng information about permits.
They are ‘also’able to assist with master appllcatlons for prOJects The: master o
appllcatlon ‘is |n|t|ated at the county level ‘ - EEER R

_ then outllned the master appllcatuon procedure and explalned how DOE
aSSFStsﬂln'coordlnatlng the permit. process required of agencnes - DOE prepares

- public” notices -- for public hearings =-'to inform the: publlc of  theé project; then

chairs’ the hearings with agencies ‘involved. There are: approx1mately 34 permlts

~ which may.. be: reV|ewed or:-screened to see: ‘if ‘they.are applicable ‘to projects. An

appl|can before beginning a project or 'starting constructionineeds to know:
(1) Agencxes issuing permits - which ones are required; (2) Where are they obtalned?
(3) ‘When:should they be obtained? (4) In what order should they 'be ‘obtained? (5)

. What information is required for the permits needed? - (6) What are® the desngn re*f

quurements of the pFOJeCt? and (7) When can constructlon beg:n?

Mr. Bowen stated the procedure through DOE assnsted in three ways: (1) Produced :

~-and had available from other agencies' ‘the information’ requnred for permlts,, 4
(2)- Information was available on: regular basis as‘to’status of ‘each ‘project. belng{

assisted" through DOE; ‘and " (3) at least six months prlor to constructlon, all of

'the necessary permlt elements and specual work necessary had been: coordlnated -

At completlon of Mr. Bowen's presentatlon, Mr, Francis |nt he three state'
agency representat;ves and ‘one local agency representatlve to make permlt presen-”
tatlons o frae : A

“iLyan Martln, Parks and Recreatlon Commnssuon
‘Lloyd ‘Bell, Dept. of Natural Resources

S James” Brlgham Dept. of Game : e AT

‘ ,,James Webster, Klng County Dept of Parks BRI

Lynn Martln, Parks and Recreatlon Comm15510n Mrs. ‘Martin exhibited on the overhead
prOJector a flowchart indicating timing involved: |n the beginning ‘of a ‘grant=in-aid

~project. Chart Two outlined the necessary ‘steps ‘in .obtaining 'a shoreline manage*
““ment.permit -= a minimum of 9k days' to process = She pounted out ‘it takes much -
" longer than 30 ‘days to: obtain the permit.... somtimes ‘it is over: a'year“ Chart =
‘Three* listed the various” permits required for State Parks: proJerts ‘MEg, Martin
outlined each permit and gave a short explanatlon of the tlme Involved |n completlng

the process of obtaining each one.

. /
a




_,»,EAt_concluslon@of Mrs
s £90% [ :

control. factors which are now required to determine whether. some of. the e]ement

: 4 //4//7 /975"
finsert - approVed 8-25-75:

Martln s presentatlon, Mr.

y?to pursue on their own.'

‘permits. tvmust

{(Some doinot -

~apply .to every. campground but normally there are’ 17 permlts lnvolved ). - DNR: fe]t there

must be:controls, especially environmental permit contrels, and: felt: the present:
system. though workable could.be. improved.upon..  He noted the need .to follow the ..

' dlrectlons wuthln the. SCORP whlle at ‘the;same time providing the most satlsfactory
envnronmental ‘control. on acqu|5|t|onand development of projects as possible.. -He. .
distributed to the: Commlttee proposedrevisions to:the State and Loca1,Proceduralgq

Gundellnes Wthh would better coordlnate state and local growth_factors in the

recneat onMSltes and’ prOJects,vworklng together rathervthan on |nd|V|dual bases

At the concIuSIon of Mr, Bell's presentatlon, Mr Francts stated the TAC and staFf
would review ‘the DNR suggestions ‘along with others belng made to. update and further
'reflne the- Procedural Gunde]lnes of the .IAC. : : o R Cadue
-James Brlgham Department of Game Conflnlng hlS remarks to the permlts requrred
for development projects funded through the |AC by the Dept. of Game, Mr.. Brlgham
commented on the ‘boat launching facilities placed on various bodies of water by the
Game “Department .. :Rermits he.referred .to weres . Shorel ine management, Corps of Engrs.
Flood ..Control,- and Hydaulic permits.  He noted. an 89. to- 9% days wait for .obtaining
a.shoreline management permit, with the Game Department. averaging 120. days. from.:the o
time .of .initiating the appllcat|on to actually being able to commence .construction ( /
on projects.  Corps permits. average a:waiting period of- about 120 days alsoy Flood
control 3 weeks walt, and hydraulic: permits, one or two weeks . waitlng per io -

‘,James Webster Representatlve forvLocal Agencnes Webster remarked the state ragencies

had. covered comp]etely ithe ‘necessity. for permits and those which are- requtred that
the local agencies were. in.much ‘the same.position.  He. expanded -upon the .various other
permlts, i.e., coast guard water rlghts, FAA permlts, bU|Id|ng permits,. etc.

Chalrman Blshop asked for dISCUSSIOH Mr Blggs noted the emphasns belng placed on
the length of time. to, obtaln permlts whlch most. felt has been. caused by. the" Shorellne
Management Act.. . The Act, he ‘stated, .does call for approxnmately an 8h-day; perlod to
allow:for necessary publlc hearlngs or.public. meetlngs, and, to .obtain publlc input
and comment on contemplated projects. The hearings actually have nothing to do with
obtalnlng the permlt itself, but.are a; ‘necessary . element in assuring the public of.
out,. nNot only as to. envuronmenta] aspects, but other. Factors as.well. Further,
most of "the permsts ment|oned in the presentations by state and local agenC|es
representatives were not new’ to the. present .program,.:but have been:required for. many
years. He explained: the envuronmental process within his agency as:mentioned by Mr.
Bowen,, whereby an-applicant may request and receive service from the:- Department of
Eco]ogy in rev1ewung and obtaining permits. required for.icertain.projects. 'He urged
that ‘state agencnes as well as local agencnes avall themse]ves oF thls service.

;Mr. Odegaard then pon ted out the constructlon t|me InVOIVed for most pFOJeCtS and
edullng ofi staff..in. reVIeWIng, evaluatlng and qualifying projects for parti- .
tion in the grant-in- aid program. . All. of these matters take-time. He suggested (;g)
the Commlttee direct a- leglslatlve committee to work with federal,‘state, local, »
private ‘and those ‘agenciesin state government-in reviewing. those permits and other

could not be comblned or deleted, etc.

li
©
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MR. ODEGAARD MOVED, SECONDED BY MRS. ANDERSON, THAT THE INTERAGENCY- COMMITTEE
REQUEST THE PROPER LEGISLATIVE BODY:TO MAKE AN INTERIM- STUDY". INVOLVING: THE:-

PROPER PEOPLE FROM PRIVATE ENTITIES PUBL.IC AND STATE GOVERNMENT, AND THE VARIOQUS
LEVELS OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, TO STUDY THE MATTER OF CONTROL FACTORS PLACED UPON
THESE ENTITIES: PERTAINING TO. ENVIRONMENTAL AND OR OTHER TYPES OF PERMITSAND
MATTERS OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERN IN -ORDER TO. COORDINATE AND- IMPROVE ‘THE SYSTEM FOR

“ALL THESE INTERESTED AND INVOLVED GOVERNING BODIES.

Mr. Moos suggested taklng the: matter to ‘the Governor § -Sub- Cablnet on NaturaI
Resources:rather'than through a Ieglslatlve committee, and advise state agencnes .
of the procedure available through the Department of Ecology. Most' agencies are .
not aware of the service as outlined by Mr. Biggs. In the following discussion,

it was. brought out that local agencies need to be made aware of the procedures -

also and this might not be'the case unless & IeglsIatlve body was involved to make a
thorough study. Mr. Ross felt the Ieglslatlve process would"” heIp ‘resolve more

than just the permit problem and there would be opportunity to reVIew the whole
gamut of environmental controls. Mr. Odegaard agreed, but felt the Governor's
Sub-Cabinet on Natural Resources couId also be involved as one of the groups |n the
study.

,,;Carl Crouse stated. he ‘would vote against:the motion. It was His FeeIung the Inter-
,agency:Commnttee was formed. to assist governmental entities in acquiring and/or

g , outdoor . recreatuon land- and it was not:its responsibility to lnvestlgate

f this. nature However, he did feel: the matter should be: reviewed to'assist
in maklng it easner for local governments to work within the system; how this shouId

be..done was the. questlon Milla Mylroie pointed out there was aIso ‘a Governor 5

H,Transportatlon Su"—Cablnet Wthh should: be lnvolved

,'QUESTIO‘;WAS CALL¢D;FOR ON THE MOTION THREE MEMBERS VOTED I'N. FAVOR FIVE VOTED
;AGAINST oy :

THE M(TION FAILED DUE- TO: LACK OF A MAJORITY VOTE

,Mr Blshop stated the Interagency Commlttee members servnng on the Governor s Natural

Resources ‘Sub- Cablnet should bring the: problems:discussed before that Sub-Cabinet'as a

start toward resolution of some of the legislative -amendments: and/or action which

might be required to effect relief for state and local agencues in the many envnronmental

contro]_factors presently: in_the laws.

- Procedural Guidelines: Mr. Odegaard inquired ahout therlntentlons of staff in havung

the Procedural Guidelines rewritten or revnsed Mr. Francis stated there was an'
on-going need to have the guidelines reviewed and updated by the TAC and-staff,

and a process by which this could be accompllshed .Mr. Ross asked -that. there be input
from the various Indian Trlbes who, are qualified rec1p|ents New. - Iaws and procedures will:
be. lncorporated lnto the gundeIlnes through the proposed review and study :

I NEW Technlcal Advisory Committee: Mr; Francls referred to memorandum of staff
dated June 16, 1975, !'Technical. Advisory Commjttee.appointments: - prOposed“, ‘and:
gave an ‘overview of the functions of the Committee at present,: the role:of  the ",
Administrator, and qualifications and terms of the members. The foIIownng recommenda-
tlons were made for appoontment to the TAC - s :

(1) Barney W|Ison, Dlrector,vParks and Rec , Kent - to flII‘remalnlng term oF

o Dick Mullins. (Term to expire May 22, 1977)

(2) James Webster, Asst. Direttor, Park and Rec. Dept., Ktng County - reappolntment
: to May 22, 1978. (Represent county' 50,000.-or more populatlon Yo

(3) Art McCartan, Whltman County Park Board - reapponntment to May 22, I978

(Represent county of under 50,000 population.)
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',(4) Blll Hutsinplller, Supf ‘Park aj
A May" 22, 1978 (Represent Clﬁy o

;-All ofﬂthe.above appountment lwer
ﬁ\ﬁGItleS and/or the Washlngton

EXPIRE MAY. 22,0977
1 MAY: 22,1978 -

'MAY. 22,.1978 ‘

%

" MAY. 22

Hatlthe meetcng

o5, VWllla Myqule, and

t

lll B. Dept o,;Game, lequally Delta luhr IAC #70 606A Conversnon of Use: *Mr;f IK{E
Francis referred ‘to ‘memorandum. of staff dated June 16, ]975, ‘coricerning ‘the lequally
Luhr, Dept of‘Game prOJect The" Commlttee had dlrected the Adm;nxstrator ‘

¥ 5 To7k ) “A.brief History
-of Game and:. the Evergreen State:College, the
ontage b laccessib

s, had been held wnth all_partses concerned

‘ : StaFf recommendatlons are’ |nc1uded
h',fOIIOW|ng motton as’ passed by”tle Cemmrttee. ‘

. . SRR 'NTER UTIL!ZING APPROXIMATELY 900 SQ FT
0R10F THE STRUCTUR"“FOR,S‘ME , - o e ek

(3) T0 REMOVE THE EXICTING STGN"- DISCOURAGTNG PUBL#C'ACCESS TO APPROXI? TELY
ONE-HALF' OF THE BEACH AREA AND REPLACE IT WITH A SIGN DESIGNED TO INFORM THE

PUBLIC OF THE. PROGRAM ON THE SITE AND THE SCHEDULE OF THE INTERPRETIVE CENTER,
AND.
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. WHEREAS, IT APPEARS THAT . ALTHOUGH ACCEPTANCE
“ITALSO IS SUBSTANTIALLY DEPENDENT, |

: AMENDMENT OF THE LEASE FOR USE:OF T

T

. the City of Everett mlght have been 151
" with" the original ‘cost fi

"MBTION WAS CARRlED

(&) 7O KEEP THE GATE [N THE ﬁ \CE

ACCESS TO THE PORTION'

BETWEEN THE DEPARTMENT -0
FORCEMENT: OF “THE "AMENDED SE ’ S AME \
OF THE INTERAGENCY: :COMMITTEE CONTRACT TO REFLECT THE "TERMS
LEASE DOCUMENT

THAT “THE PROPOSAL SUBMITTED BY THEiDEPARTMENT*OF?GAME AS.CONTATNED?TNfTHEIR M'
6, 1975, LETTER EMBODYING THE. FOUR MAIN POINTS -LISTED HEREIN IS B
RESOLUTION OF THE NISQUALLY-LUHR'S CONVERSION PROBLEM FO

MOTION WAS CARRIED

'jP,@Qect Changes e L e
‘Local Projects: a. Clty of Everett

Increase: Mr. Syverson: outlired per? 3
l975,jconcern|ng the City of Everett, F
(1AC ‘assistance);

Forest Park Pool

e-of $3
ing firms ‘and subsequently
outdoor concept to |ndoor/outdoor and (2) if, ¥ ~
been placed upon conformange with” ‘the' or!guna] bU|1d‘ng size” prOJectlonS'
therefore did not recommend” the costincrease. . Mr Elmore, Clty oF
on the City"'s desire to have an encloseéd” structure :

ming activities. He recognlzed the‘ fme span of redes:gnlng and |nf1 i
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b. City of Tumwater, Deschutes River Pk, IAC #74-028A, Reduction, in Scope: Mr,
Syverson referred to mémorandum of staff dated May 26, 1975, concerning reductlon
in scope for ‘the City of Tumwater's Deschutes Way Park TAC #74-028A. .The City
had requested elimination of a .5 acre parcel which it had been unable to acquire,
and whnch it FeIt wou'ld Tead to lengthy condemnatlon and the parCeI was not actually
necessary for ‘the overall park snte e

TR T R o sl

IT WAS MOVED BY MRS LEMERE SECONDED BY MRS ANDERSON THAT ’

WHEREAS,, THE CITY OF TUMWATER HAS IN GOOD FAITH PURSUED ACQUISITION OF 90/
OF THE . LAND AS APPROVED BY,- THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON: OCTOBER 29, I973 AND

WHEREAS, NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE OWNER OF PARCEL #1-A TO DATE HAVE BEEN UNSUCCESS-

- FUL AND THE CITY HAS REQUESTED. WITHDRAWAL -OF .IAC FUNDING AND "ALL: OBLIGATIONS .ON'THE
'PART OF THE- CITY OF TUMWATER FOR PARCEL I =A AS CONTAINED IN IAC CONTRACT #74 OZBA

AND,
WHEREAS, THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT IN ALL OTHER REGARDS WILL REMAIN THE SAME AND
THE DELETION OF THIS PARCEL WILL NOT HAVE UNDUE ADVERSE EFFECT UPON THE' TOTAL
PROJECT e L | "

NOW, THEREFORE BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION

THAT THE FUNDS'IN THE AMOUNT OF $6,600 PREVIOUSLY OBLIGATED BY THE INTERAGENCY -
COMMITTEE FOR THE ACQUISITION OF PARCEL |- -A OF 1AC. CONTRACT #74-028A ARE HEREBY . ”
WITHDRAWN AND THAT THE REVISED COST FIGURES FOR THIS PROJECT ARE"AS FOLLOWS J <:'

o TOTAL COST “L j: ' REF 28 j ‘ 1 LWCF ’“iff LOCAL
5 55 !+9o S $13 872 50 e $-‘27,,745, $‘13,_8‘72'-"50:

"MOTION WAS CARRIED

Odegaard asked whether the park wouId be a VIable prOJcct W|thout the corner

»parcel and was assured by staff that it would be..

;c. Clty of Seattle, Queen Anne Hill VleprInt IAC #74 029D Cost Increase Mr

Syverson: referred to memorandum of staff dated May 26, 1975, explaining, that the

City of Seattle was asking for approval of force account work above and beyond
contracted construction and the contracted design-and englneerlng The City had
requestéd an increase of $10,460. 1; however, staff supported an increase of. 87 471,65
'since this amount reflected the approval of 11 of the 12 change orders and the force
accounit:. ‘labor: of $A 689 Force account desngn and englneerlng wa's not rec0mmended

for approval
o

IT WAS MOVED BY MRS ANDERSON SECONDED BY MRS LEMERE THAT

WHEREAS “THE CITY OF SEATTLE HAS, IN“GOOD FAITH, PERFORMED WITHIN THE SCOPE
OF THE PROJECT CONTRACT APPROVED ‘BY THE IAC ON-* DECEMBER 17, 1973 AND C.L :

WHEREAS IT APPEARS THAT GRANTING THE TOTAL REQUESTED COST . INCREASE WOULD RESULT IN (:
DOUBLE PAYMENT FOR THE SERVICES OF DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION SUPERVISION AND WOULD

NOT BE WARRANTED AND

WHEREAS CERTAIN OTHER PORTIONS OF THIS COST INCREASE REQUEST DO APPEAR TO BE
ADEQUATELY JUSTIFIED TO THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE 2

. ]6_
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KING COUNTY  ~ SEAHURST PARK - 71-044D 12-31-74 "

NOW THEREFORE BE T RESOLVED BY. THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION}

THAT AN INCREASE. IN THE TOTAL COST OF THE QUEEN ANNE HILL VIEWPOINT PROJECT

“(1AC #74-029D) 1S APPROVED IN THE AMOUNT OF $7 ;471 .65 CONTINGENT OPON APPROVAL

OF THE BUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATION FOR 50/ OF. SUCH INCREASE

"FURTHER THE REVISED FUNDING FIGURES APPROVED FOR THIS ‘PROJECT. ARE AS FOLLOWS

- TOTAL—COSTi -\,.[»_ REF. 28 . . = LWCF - - LOCAL o ST
g mosses Smoma s 6,082 S 33,092

MOTION WAS CARRIED. =

ty

d. King County, Reinstatement of Expired IAC Contracts ~= and,

~City of Spokane, Central Riverfront Dev. ) 1AC 73-019D, 'Reinstatement OF'
Expired Comtracts: ~ v 7 0 Y JAC . 72-0L0A" ‘

! Mr.'Syverson referred to mémorandum of 'staff dated May 26, 1975, concernlng relnstate-

ment of séven King County prOJects and “two City of Spokane‘prOJects since the prOJects

had explred on dates indicated in thé memorandum. Staff recommended extension in

each: case to December 31, 1975. Mrs. Anderson asked if this would allow enough- time

“for completion.of the prOJects,"and was assured that it wouId, as most prOJects N

were almost” completed and "Tacked only ‘some ‘acquisition and ‘some deveIopment'--‘not

enough to ‘extend the date further than December 31, 1975, in- response to Mrs. ‘Ander-

son's question whether staff had any written criteria concerning renewal of explred

contracts, Mr. Syverson stated at the present time each project is screened by staff

“but there there are no- spec;flc gutdelunes to ‘establish whether or not a prOJect
:contract should ‘be' extended Mr . BlShOp suggested the’ Admlnlstrator have the Techni-
cal Advisory Committee review this matter when they revnew the Procedural GU|deI|nes

and other criteria.

IT WAS MOVED BY MRS LEMERE SECONDED BY MR.: ODEGAARD THAT

' WHEREAS CERTAIN LOCAL AGENCY PROJECT CONTRACTS HAVE INADVERTENTLY BEEN ALLOWED

TO EXPIRE AND

WHEREAS THE COMPLETION OF- THESE PROJECTS IS PRESENTLY BEING VIGOROUSLY PURSUED
BY THE LOCAL SPONSORING AGENCIES AND IT APPEARS TO BE IN-THE BEST INTERESTS OF -

~ THE STATE AND THE SPONSORING AGENCIES TO REINSTATE THESE EXPIRED CONTRACTS ON- A
"0 PROVIDE A CONTRACT

RETROACTIVE BASIS JO THE DATE OF EXPIRATION AND, IN ADDITION
EXTENSION FOR EACH PROJECT TO ALLOW FOR COMPLETION P

NOW, THEREFORE BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE THAT THE FOLLOWING ,
PROJECT CONTRACTS ARE RE INSTATED ON'A" RETROACTIVE BASIS TO THE DATE OF EXPIRATION
AND ARE EXTENDED UNTIL DECEMBER 31, 1975:

SPONSOR  PROJECT ~ CONTRACT ~ DATE OF - DATE OF .
T - - ' : RETNSTATEMENT ©  EXTENSION

KING COUNTY E. GREEN RIVER 111 _ 70-077A 12-28=74 70 12-31-75

KING COUNTY - HIGHLINE PARK 1 72-063A . 12-30-74 . v : |
KING COUNTY ~ N. GREEN RIVER I 69-132A 12-31=74 " (BOR)

KING COUNTY N. GREEN RIVER {1 72-042A 7-31-73 - n

KING COUNTY. LUTHER BURBANK = . 72-063D 5-22-7h4 . u_ »

KING COUNTY SACAJAWEA . 73-061D 2-28-75 no (BOR)

_]7; ;
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| CITY. OF SPOKANE  CENTRAL RIVERFRONT 72-0h0A  4-30-75 ‘DEC. 31, 1975 (-
| CITY OF SPOKANE  CENTRAL RIVERFRONT (73-019 - 8-29-7h LT

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT THE ADMINISTRATOR IS DIRECTED TO PROCESS THE
NECESSARY DOCUMENTS TO EFFECT THESE 'ADJUSTMENTS.

4MQTI0N"WAS‘CARRIED.

e, City of Chehalis, Stan Hedwall Park, IAC #72-021D; Reduction in Scope: Mr. Moore
referred. to memorandum of staff dated June 16, l975,\and explained the reduction in
scope ‘being requested by the City ‘'of Chehalis for its Stan Hedwall Park ‘development.

“In inspectrng and rev:ewung the Clty S prOJect, staff learned that either a maJor
red: o] e-required to remain within the approved ‘total cobt,

a3 I ] )) -wo e needed to complete the project as well »
“as with a lesser reductlon in. scope Staff advised -the City on April 15, 1975, ..
~that the cosf - |ncrease was: not adequately jus 'fled and .that the Clty should proceed

with completion of the work lnltlated but not yet completed ‘to date,. "Staff. Felt

~sufficient funds. remalned In the prOJect as approved . to accompllsh thlS work Staff

r”_‘consulted wnth the City and approved of certaln elements which: would provnde a.

, -could be determlned and presented Ce

'quallty park in keeplng wuth the lntent of the prOJect as- approved

’ Mr Moore stated staff was recommendlng the requested reductlon in. the prOJect scope,
’rhowever actlon relatlng to the requested’ cost, increase was. not. recommended at <this
time,. but would be . held until the August l975 meetlng at WhICh tlme actual costs..

e

In response to questlons of . the Commlttee Mr Francns commented on, the prOJect and <;*
_..attempts to generate local. . cooperation (Iocal labor) by, the City officials. Staff,
owilE conttnue to work WIth the Clty of. Chehalls Antrying to: resolve the cost: ihcrease:

- problem

T WAS\MOVED BY MR. 0DEGAARD~ SECONDED~BY MRS, ANDERSON, THAT .

‘WHEREAS, ..ON MAY. 23, l972 THE 1AC: APPROVED AN: APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY THE CITY OF
CHEHALIS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF STAN HEDWALL PARK (#72 02lD) AND

' WHEREAS DELAYS IN- CONSTRUCTION HAVE RESULTED: IN: COSTS TO EXCEED ESTIMATED COSTS
v BY SOME 36%, AND , , S :}.
fWHEREAS THE CITY OF CHEHALIS HAS REQUESTED A REDUCTION IN SCOPE TO HELP KEEP THE
PROJECT cosT WITHIN THE TOTAL APPROVED COST NOW

) IVTHEREFORE “BEIT RESOLVED THE IAC HEREBY. APPROVES THE . SCOPE REDUCTION ;‘ |
. IREQUEST WITH THE REVISED PROJECT SCOPE- TO PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING ELEMENTS'

UNDERGROUND UTILITIES I ‘
~ SEVEN DRINKING FOUNTAINS - CH e

. IRRIGATION SYSTEM : : o P e
PARK ROADS "
PARKING . LOTS:

. LANDSCAPING

~ " FENCING .

- _FOUR RESTROOMS

(Motion contlnued - next-page)

®a

..]8..
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| ':(2) "THAT THE~ INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ASSIST THE CITY OF BELLEVUE TO THE

1974 the IAC had approved a $620,000 cost increase for the Fort Canby Dev. Project.
. However, it was determined this approval was inappropriate as the action taken
" resulted in an over-commitment of appropriated funds, established by the: State

- ONE KITCHEN SHELTER INCLUDING RESTROOM FACILITIES

50 FIRE PITS
30 CAMPSITES , e -
SI1X BASEBALL FIELDS (TWO LIGHTED) o N e o
CPLAYGROUND. - R
FOOTBALL FIELD (NOT LIGHTED) = = RN R

' AND AUTHORIZES THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY DOCUMENTS

MOTION WAS CARRIED

f. Mercer Slough;icrty;df Bellevue/State Parks, IAC #73-026A: Mr. Moore referred-
to memorahdum Of staff dated May 26, 1975, and reported on the ‘status of the Mercer
Slough Project, [AC #73-02%. The motions of ‘the Committee as passed on‘this '
project (Feb. 26,1973; May 2-3, 1974) were reviewed. Based on these motions, the
City is required to acquire all the parcels in Phase I and the project cost to be
borne by the IAC is not to exceed $764,815 ($735,015 for tand and $29,800 for reloca-
tion) with any additional costs to be borne by Bellevue and/or State Parks. An
additional :$67,400 cost .increase to meet higher costs of acqu:sutlon due -to reVlsed
appraisals and estimates for Parcels 3-4, 11 and 12 was now required to assist in
this project. "Mr. Francis, Mr. Joe MlIIer, City Mgr., Clty of BeIIevue “and Nancy
Rising, Mayor pro=tem, Clty of BeIIevue were asked to ‘comment on ‘the prOJect.

‘Because of complexlty of the cost lncrease and cIarlflcatlon requnred for Commtt-

tee members, L

I WAS MOVED BY MR BIGGS SECONDED BY MR MOOS THAT CONCERNING MERCER SLOUGH

(1) THE ALLOCATION OF MONIES BE APPROVED LESS THE CONDEMNATION PARCEL SUIJECT
TO THE VARIOUS PROCEDURES OF THE FUNDING THROUGH STATE PARKS (LEAVING THE
REMAINING PARCEL UNTIL A~ LATER TIME) ,

Lt

EXTENT THAT 1S POSSIBLE;

(3) THAT STAFF OF THE FAC PREPARE A BREAKDOWN OF THE FUNDING OF THOSE PARCELS AND OF

" THE PROJECT AS A WHOLE OMITTING THE "ONE PARCEL NOT FULLY DETERMINED AS, TO COST FOR
/'CONSIDERATION OF- THE COMMITTEE ON- TUESDAY JULY I7, I975 ' ; : :

T ek edy

MOTION WAS CARRIED

7':I|| 2. State PFOJeCtS “Parks and Rec.’ Comm}g*Fott;Canby; IAC'#7I550h{fﬁMr. Moore

referred to memorandum of staff dated June 16, 1975, and noted that in December

Legislature, for State Parks' 1973-75 biennium. Although Parks had enough cash
available to cover the cost - increase, their 1973-75. approprlatIOn was not Targe

" enough to give them the authority to commit the funds. -« Staff therefore recommend-

ed that the !AC reapprove the $620,000 cost increase from approprlated funds as-
,establlshed in the 1975 77 CapltaI Budget g

y : : N . .‘/

"‘,?:,
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IT WAS MOVED BY MR. CROUSE, SECONDED BY MR. MOOS, THAT . (ff&

WHEREAS, ON DECEMBER 9, I974 THE IAC APPROVED AN ADDITIONAL $620 OOO
 TOWARDS THE- “FORT CANBY DEVELOPMENT PROJECT. (#7] SOAD), AND _;,;a

WHEREAS, [T HAS SINCE BEEN DETERMINED THAT APPROVAL OF THE COST INCREASE
' EXCEEDED THE APPROPRIATED FUNDING AVAILABLE TO. STATE PARKS FOR THE 713-75
BIENNIUM

NOW THEREFORE BE 1T RESOLVED THE 1AC HEREBY APPROVES THE $620 OOO COST
'INCREASE FOR THE FORT .CANBY PROJECT (#71-504D) FROM APPROPRIATED. FUNDS

‘AS ESTABLISHED: IN. THE- 1975-77. CAP I TAL- BUDGET, ‘WITH THE: UNDERSTANDING THAT
: SHOULD THE BIDS COME IN AT A HIGHER' AMOU:LiTHAN THE. APPROVEDi OTAL PROJECT
,,COST THE STATE: PARKS: AND RECREATION COMMISSION - IN' ACCORDAN :
3 PROPOSAL WOULD NEED TO SCALE DOWN THE FORT CANBY DEVELOPMENT PROJECT WITHIN
THE MONIES APPROVED FOR IT +3 ,

-

;f'MOTlQNIWASVCABRIED, .

'b." Dept. 'of Game, Skaglt Rlver (Kathman), Boat LaunchnDev i IAC #73 6250

df_ Withdrawal : Moore-referred .to .memorandum of staff dated May. 26, 1975, ﬂ,
, 'concernlng the Skaglthlver Boat Ramp. DeveIopment prOJect on- the Skaglt RlVer

in Skag|t County The site was acquired for $25 822, 50% LWCE ;. . and with'
7 Inltlatlve 215 fundlng from the FAC. Constructlon draw:ngs for the prOJect f ,
.were made, and ‘in developlng these, it was determined it was not feasible.to. ~
locate the boat ramp at the location originally’ identified. . Relocation of the . (:/'
ramp to a better location on the site was not p055|bIe snnce Game had not

acquired sufficient lands’ from private" prOperty owners. Negotiations Were not

successful and the Dept of'Game determlned to wnthdraw the prOJect.

IT WAS MOVED BY MR. ODEGAARD SECONDED BY MRS BROSTROM THAT

WHEREAS, THE IAC ON MAY 29, 1973 APPROVED. AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
_GAME FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF A BOAT LAUNCH FACILITY ON'THE, SKAGIT RIVER, PROJECT ‘
#73-625D, AND }

WHEREAS, 1T HAS BEEN DETERMINED THAT IN ORDER TO PROPERLY PROVIDE A BOAT LAUNCH
_ FACILITY AT THE SITE ADDITIONAL LANDS WILL NEED TO BE ACQUIRED NECESSITATING
A LENGTHY DELAY IN IMPLEMENTING DEVELOPMENT,

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, THE IAC HEREBY WITHDRAWS THE SKAGIT RIVER - KATHMAN
] PROJECT (#73~ 6250) “AND AUTHORIZES THE ADMINTSTRATOR TO EXECUTE. THE. NECESSARY DOCUMENTS.
“THE FUNDS: HEREBY RELEASED ARE TO BE CONSTDERED FOR APPROVAL FOR DEVELOPMENT OF BOAT

;_wLAUNCH FACILITIES WTIHIN REGION 3 DURING . THE I975 77 BIENNIUM

:'MOTION WAS CARRIED o - v?ji'

‘Mercer Slotigh: . At this point, Mr. Bishop stated the motion relating to the Mercer
Stough project, ‘though it did authorize. the staff to proceed with’ the cost in- (;) ,
crease involved, it was not clear to. some of the Committee members. . Mrs. : ' ol
Anderson had asked that there be a breakdown-of costs available for review of
the Committee prior ‘to FInallzation of the motion as approved. Staff was directed
to bring before the Committee on Tuesday, June 17, 1975, a prepared -motion

4 ; ‘ : : ‘

' -o < 7‘ ' » ’ V -'20_ )
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~ WHEREAS, THE DEPARTMENT OF GAME HAS REQUESTED AN $8 024 (25%) INCREASE'IN THE TOTAL
~ PROJECT COST, ey , .

- TO A NEW TOTAL COST OF $39 992, WITH REVISED FUNDING OF $19,996 REFERENDUM 18

d. DNR HoweII LakerDeV.; 1AC #73-72ID, Cbst‘IncreaSer Mr.»MoérewOUtIIneditHe g
to add crushed ro¢k surfacing: to .the: ‘internal park roads and parking areas, and
*IT WAS MOVED BY MR CROUSE SECDNDED BY MRS LEMERE THAT

, WHEREAS THE IAC ON MAY 29, I973 APPROVED THE HOWELL LAKE DEVELOPMENT PROJECT ,
- (#73- 72ID) AS ‘SUBMITTED. BY THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES FOR A TOTAL COST OF-

_iCONTAMINATED BY: VANDALS

 THE AMOUNT OF $IO 000 TOWARDS THE HOWELL LAKE DEVELOPMENT PROJECT, INCREASING THE‘

MOTION WAS CARRIED.

_lndlcatlng the varlous fundlng Tevels. " Mr. Moos' ponnted ot iE necessary the

‘Committee could revetse its action: shouId there be a need to do 50 after -

~reV|eW|ng staff' proposals on Tuesday

Dept of Game, Bogachlel ‘River “(Wilson' Brldge) IACT#7B-6I9D; Cost'IncEéééeQ

I"Mr Moore: referred to memorandum of staff dated June 16, 1975, for a cost increase

on the Bogachiel River (Wilson Bridge) Boat Launch PrOJect in the amount of
$8,024 to cover additional costs encountered durlng constructlon asa: resuIt
of addltlonal gravel and rlprap requ1red .

1T WAS MOVED BY MR ODEGAARD SECONDED BY MRS ANDERSON THAT

| WHEREAS ON MAY 29,¥I973 THE IAC APPROVED AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY THE DEPARTMENT :

OF .GAME FOR DEVELOPMENT "OF -A“BOAT, L:AUNCH: FACILITY ENTITLED ‘BOGACHIEL RIVER - (WILSON
BRIDGE) ( #73 6I9D) FOR A TOTAL COST OF $3] 968 50% REFERENDUM I8 and 50/ LWCF AND

WHEREAS ADDITIONAL GRAVEL FILL AND RIPRAP BANK PROTECTION REQUIRED AN EXPENDITURE
OF:- $8 024 OVER THE APPROVED TOTAL COST ANl - L T o

REASE IN THE
NOW, THEREFORE BE .IT RESOLVED, THE IAC HEREBY APPROVES A COST INC
AMOUNT OF $8 OZA “TOWARDS - THE BOGACHIEL RIVER - (WILSON BRIDGE (#73-619D). PROJECT

. )€ AND AUTHORIZES THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY
DOCUMENTS e :

'MOTION WAS CARRIED

request for a cost increase in memorandum of staff dated June 16, 1975, for the
DNR Howell Lake Dev. Project. An additional $10,000 is needed to provide funds

to redrlII the water weII

§21, 092 (50% LWCF 50%° REFERENDUM “18), ‘AND

WHEREAS “THE DEPARTMENT OF ‘NATURAL RESOURCES HAS REQUESTED A COST INCREASE OF
$10,000 TO PROVIDE FOR CRUSHED ROCK SURFACING ON THE INTERNAL ROADS "AND PARKING
AREAS -TO REDUCE ‘SEVERE -DUST" PROBLEMS:AND TO REDRILL THE WATER WELL WHICH HAS BEEN

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED ‘THAT THE - IAC HEREBY APPROVES A COST INCREASE IN

TOTAL PROJECT COST 10 31,092, 50% LWCF AND 50% REFERENDUM 18, "AND AUTHORIZES THE
ADMINTSTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY DOCUMENTS '

,TAIT




€. DNR, R. F. Kennedy Boat. Dock IAC #73- 723D Request for. . Scope -and: Cost - ln- '\C:/{

IT WAS MOVED BY MRS LEMERE SECONDED BY. MR ODEGAARD THAT,;;P'}ff’v”,C:

e }DNR,;

" due to the fact that'publlc access to the site

';tnon when feasuble e ;:H&5ijﬂ;Aa,
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b

crease: Mr Moore referred to memorandum of staff dated. May 26, 75, and. stated
DNR. requlred $4,320 additional funds to pr',lde for lnstallatlon of boat tie up
ralllngs, 20' approach ramp and topper float: boom logs for protectlon of the

~docks .in theR. . F. ‘Kennedy 'Boat. Dock project. These items were not, included
Lfeln ‘the- project; however, actual se’ F'I_'"ZQ' DHI¢3$¢$;th§; are fieeded.

/'_,

WHEREAS THE IAC ON MAY 29, 1973 APPROVED THE R F KENNEDY BOAT DOCK PROJECT
(#73 7230) AS SUBMITTED BY DNR FOR A TOTAL COST OF‘

» :WHEREAS DNR HAS REQUESTED AN ADDITIONAL $4 320 BE APPROVED FOR THIS PROJECT TO
LL'PROVIDE FUNDS ‘FOR" THE CONSTRUCTION OF TIE RAILINGS APPROACH RAMP AND TOPPER’
"C FLOATS FOR PROTECTION OF THE DOCKS AND B :

LNOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THE IAC HEREBY APPROVES A COST INCREASE IN THE

AMOUNT OF $k, 320 TO'BE USED'TO- ‘PROV I'DE " TH FOREGOING ATEMS MITH (THEREVISED "

ECOST BEING 333, 0! 040, 50% LWCF AND 56%° INFTEAT WE #2715 FUNDS AND AUTHORIZES THE
_QIADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY DOCUMENTS

— MOTION WAS CARRIED

F Indlan Caves Camp»an
referred'to‘memora dui

roject

’é\not provuded under
current. access agreements with private owners. Since there has been no expendl-
ture for construction on the project, DNR requested withdrawl oF_Its development
project (#73~700D) .. The agreement providing for the lease, however, Will remain -
in force (#73- 707A) to prov:de for consnderatron of a future development appllca-

FIIT WAS MOVED BY MRS ANDERSON SECONDED BY MR ODEGAARD THAT

WHEREAS THE IAC ON NOVEMBER 28, 1974, APPROVED AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY THE

‘DEPARTMENT OF -NATURAL RESOURCES: TOWARDS - DEVELOPMENT OF: THE INDIAN CAVES CAMP AND
o PICNIC FACILITY PROJECT #73 700D AND

'fg;WHEREAS IT HALRBEEN DETERMINED THAT PUBLICwACCESS T0 THE SITE IS NOT PROVIDED

UNDER TERMS OF CURRENT ACCESS AGREEMENTS WITH" PRIVATE ‘OWNERS AND;;‘:*

FWHEREAS THERE,HAS BEEN No: EXPENDITURE FOR CONSTRUCTION ON THE PROJECT

,&BE‘IT RESOLVED THE IAC HEREBY WITHDRAWS THE INDIAN CAVES CAMP

VFAND PICNIC:AREA PROJECT #73- 7OOD AND AUTHORIZES THE ADMINISTRATOR 70 EXECUTE -

THE NECESSARY DOCUMENTS ‘ ) A R L.

'r,MOTION WAS CARRIED S sl T e :JPV4;i;,T“ 3 @,




o
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: MOTION WAS CARRIED
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g. City of Snohomish, Pilchuck Recreation Center, IAC #73-084D, Cost Increase:
Mr. Syverson referred to memorandum of staff dated June 16, 1975, and explained
the present status of the City of Snohomish!s:Pilchuck Park Development project.

‘Staff recommended a cost increase of $20,515 ($I0 257.50 LWCF and $5,128.75°

Ref. 28) be approved contingent upon the approval of BOR for:50% of said
increase and amendment in scope as outlined by the staff. The City had: requested

-a total-cost increase of $68,398. together with -adjustments in scope of the:

project contract. However, staff felt granting the total cost increase. wouId

Tesult in double payment of some archltectural and englneer|ng serVIces etc

- Mr, RudoIf Gast, City Manager, City of Snohomlsh was recognlzed by the Chaxrman

He gave his explanatlon of the status of the project and the réasoning for: the

City's requested cost increase of $63,398. Questions were asked by Commiftee

members of staff and Mr. Gast. Because of differences in opinion between the

. 1AC staff and ‘the City of ‘Snohomish officials, ‘the Chairman directed :that. the

matter be héld over and that staff meet with the City of Snohomish to - re-review:
all aspects of the cost increase and adjustments to scope of the pFOJeCt4 bring-
ing the matter back to the. Committee For review at the August 1975 IAC -meeting.

h. Town of Tenlno Tenlno Park, IAC #70-026A and #7I 035D Mr:'ErancTs reViewed

memorandum. of staff dated -June IG; 1975, concerning the City of: Tenino's request

- to relocate its historical railroad depot to a site at the west end of the Tenino

Park site (a site which had been partially developed with Land and Water:Con=
servation Funds) The BOR had given verbal approval for usage of the site in

sthis manner. :.Mr. Francxs asked.for Committee approval and concurrence ln reIocat-
,,lng therraIIroad depot wnthln ‘the: Tenino Park sites : = :

TTIT WAS MOVED BY MRS IEMERE SECONDED BY MR BIGGS THAT

tWHEREAS THE TOWN OF TENINO 18 INTERESTED IN RELOCATION OF ITS HlSTORICAL !;g
’ RAILROAD DEPOT; AND , N

N

OF THE.
. WHEREAS, THE DEPOT.1S PROPOSED TO.BE RELOCATED UPON THE WEST END v
© TENINO PARK SITE (A SITE PARTIALLY DEVELOPED WITH LAND - AND WATER CONSERVATION

FUNDS), AND N EORSTRE i

| WHEREAS THE BUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATION HAS VERBALLY APPROVED USAGE OF

THE TENINO PARK SITE FOR SUCH RELOCATION AND WILL FOLLOW UP WITH WRITTEN

"“APPROVAL IN THE VERY NEAR FUTURE

FOR OUTDOOR S
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ‘
RECREATION HEREBY APPROVES OF THE PLACEMENT -OF . THE RELOCATED TENINO RAILROAD
DEPOT AT THE WEST END OF THE TENINO PARK SITE AND CONCURS IN TS, USE AS AN
HISTORIC INTERPRETIVE CENTER , o

I,'

i;flll D, IAC Operatfng;Budget I975‘77‘ Mr. CoIe reFerred to memorandum of staff
dated June 19, 1975, and reported the foIIowung pertlnent facts regardlng the

IAC Operatlng Budget for I975 77

$818,732 agency operating -expense -~ represents a-3%.cut by the™

< (1) One additional permanent position authorized for the'agenCy‘-rﬁRRS'II.
(2). i
o Leglslature of the _projected Agency Operating Expense (approx $25 OOO)
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<

‘ {<fﬁi(3) IAC Operatlng Budget Comparlson 1975 77 SRR 3;'1,j'\“ NI eI <f\
g Commlttee approved{“ éMGovernor{s”Budgetfyhy- ’Legjs]ative;Approp
Full tlme eQUlvalents » ’— -; P e : . T S s
C(FTE) (man-years) =~~~ 205 . Qg0 g

j:'Agency Operating- Expense $ 885,808« i f'g-*$'8h4,034 el 3 $ 818 ,732

Grants -from Ref. 11,

‘Ref. 18, ‘Inity 2]5

BOR/LWCF ATV (reapp - . _ o 9 o . r
) ey 27 982 025 - - 14,913,815 - o "*‘”13 937 281

7 210, 000

, FncTu eswATV fundlng atih 61' of.gross\motOr,fueihcollections for both state
f and local agenC|es A T KL

2 lncludes ATV fundlng at ] of gross motor fuel col]ecthns for distribution
to only Iocal agencles ' S B t L ;

Mr. Franc:s and Mr. 0'Donnel’l commented upon the ATV fundlng Mr ‘to]e statéd
‘allotment: distribution information: for the 1975 77 IAC Operatlng Budget would be
deVe]oped for the August 1975 FAC meetlng : .

R E. IAC Capltal Budget - 1975 774 E; Robert Lemcke, Capltal Budget Coordlnator,
‘reported on memorandum of staff dated June 16,1975, 111975-77 "1AC Capital Budget''. (j\

The changes made by the Washington State Legislature included ‘deletions of Blakely
Island ($1;700,000) for State Parks; and additions of ' $1,163;520 for that agency;
no changes for the Dept. of Game; one addition for the Department of Fisheries
($4,500 for Artificial’ ‘Reef),’ and a $125, OOO add»tlen for the Dept of Natural
Resources for County Line. : : SN

Lemcke also noted that $1.5; mllllon under “Grants to Public: Agencnes“ had been

;lncluded in the Operating Budget. == but this amount ‘includes 50% of ithe: appropri- -

ation for Wallace ‘Lake addition for ‘State Parks ($250,000 with $125,.000  frofi : LWCF) ;

‘ therefore, the remalnder in the ”Grants to Publlc AgenC|es” WIII be $1,375, OOO

1976 Supp]emental Budget Further Mr Lemcke noted the agency had requested

$300,000 (state agencies share) of 'extra' Initiative 215-funds which :had .accumu-

- lated .in the ORA.' This appropriation was not made by the Leglslature However, -
“at the August 1975 IAC meetlng, staff will recommend ‘a tentative: dlstrlbutlon of these

funds, subJect to’ approprlatlon authorlty belng granted under an antucnpated

”1975 =77 supplemental budget request.

Blake]y ls]and The Commlttee discussed the B]akely Island prOJect Wthh had been
approved as an addition to the Capital Budget at the February ' 26; 1975 1AC: meetlng

- The reasoning of the: Leglslature was not clear although there had been some

funderstandlng ‘that Initiative 215 funds should have been used if the prOJect had
jbeen approved ‘through the Leglslature ' .. Bishop suggested that: the IAC Adm|n|s-
trator work with the House and Senate Ways and Meéans: commlttees toward a better
understanding of the Blakely lsland pro;ect what |t entalls, the beneflts ‘to.the (;)
‘recreatlng publlc, etc i L
Mr. Crouse felt Ilne ltemmed prOJects should be’ held to ' mlnlmum and fhat the
IAC should work ‘through OPPFM in evolvnng its Capital and Operatlng budgets;
/ .

..2‘1_}_
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otherwise, he felt IAC flexibility might be jeopardized. At this point, Mr.
Odegaard explained the projects of State Parks -- General Fund items which had
been transferred over to the Outdoor Recreation Account by legislators.

The meeting recessed at 5:15 p.m.

TUESDAY JUNE 17, 1975

Chairman Bishop called the meeting to order at 9:10 a.m., and introduced the
following persons:

John Belford, Port Manager, Port of Everett

Frank Bennett, Director, Dept. of Community Development, Everett

Honorable Pat Wanamaker, State Senator

E. E. Allen, Asst. Regional Director, Bureau of Outdoor Recreation

Thomas Wimmer, past IAC member and currently member of Seattle Park Board
and the Appeals Board

William Dietrich, Chairman, Park and Recreation Commission, Whatcom County

Attendees were advised if they wished to address the Committee, a Participant
Registration Card was available to be compieted and returned to the secretary.

Mercer Slough Project: O0ld Business from the previous day's agenda concerned
adoption by the Committee of staff's recommended motion regarding the Mercer
Stough Project as follows:

IT WAS MOVED BY MR. BIGGS, SECONDED BY MRS. ANDERSON THAT

WHEREAS, THE IAC ON MAY 2, 1974 APPROVED THE MERCER SLOUGH JOINT PROJECT
PHASE | FOR A TOTAL PROJECT COST OF $764,815, OF WHICH $735,015 IS FOR LAND
ACQUISITION AND $29,800 IS FOR RELOCATION BENEFITS, AND FUNDING OF WHICH WAS
APPROVED AS FOLLOWS:

LWCF REGULAR APPORT!ONMENT : $ 191,203.75
LWCF CONTINGENCY RESERVE 191,203.75
STATE PARKS & RECREATION COMMISSION 191,203.75
CITY OF BELLEVUE 191,203.75

WHEREAS, 1T HAS BEEN DETERMINED THAT AN ADDITIONAL §§Z¢599_WILL BE REQUIRED

TO MEET HIGHER COSTS OF ACQUISITION DUE TO REVISED APPRAISALS AND ESTIMATES

FOR PARCELS 3-4, 11 AND 12, NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE INTER-
AGENCY COMMITTEE HEREBY APPROVES A COST INCREASE IN THE AMOUNT OF §67,400
TOWARDS THE MERCER SLOUGH JOINT PROJECT (#73-026A) INCREASING THE TOTAL APPROVED
COST TO $832,215, OF WHICH $802,415 IS TO BE USED TOWARDS LAND ACQUISITION AND
$29,800 1S TO BE USED TOWARDS ELIGIBLE RELOCATION EXPENSES. FUNDING SOURCES

FOR THE COST INCREASE OF $67,400 ARE AS FOLLOWS:

LWCF FY 1976 REGULAR APPORTIONMENT $ 33,700
STATE PARKS & RECREATION COMMISSION (REF 28) 16,850
CITY OF BELLEVUE 16,850

SUBJECT TO APPROVAL OF THE BUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATION TOWARDS THE
RECOMMENDED INCREASE IN THE LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND CONTRIBUTION, AND

_25_.



- MOTION WAS CARRIED.

S F. Legislation: Due to, the: time elemen

-of artvln‘new bulldlngs

. Committee members agreed - art ObJeCtS WJ

eE T NpAEEAEAE
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FURTHER‘ THAT, THE 1AC REC

the Chairman did not ask For exten= -
“June 16, 1975, on Legislation, but

sive review of the memorandum from staff dat

wfrequested whether any- Committee members .had -quest.ions;: concerning any:of- the items
listed therein. There belng no . questlons the Chairman proceeded to the next:
~agenda item.. :

e "”iféWihg}éctiéé{oh;tEQSéibi1ls

deAH Terraln Vehlcle Law - Became Chapter 3 ;
~ Session 1. Requires one percent of smotors vehlcle fuel tax
;,'revenues .to be: depOS|ted in, outdoor.gecreatlon ;acecount; auth-
~orizes IAC to use ATV monies for necessary admlnlstratlve and
. i_coordlnatlve expendltures 7 ; it
fg Elm ate. motor vehicle. fuel tax refunds. Dld not pass.ru~r'
Capltal Budget - State Agencnes Passed.
Fue].. Tax Study = amendlng.;Dld not pass.
‘ i Parkl"

Account ;Easseda

Sub-HB 855 4'State Agenc1es Operatlng Budget - Passed : i
SB 2132 - Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers - Dld not pass

. )
"SB 2348 - Trails expenditures. Passed. ; C:
Sub-SB 2692- Establishes standards for buildings and facilities - accessxble

.. .. to handacapped Became Ch er, IiO Law f 1978, Ex. Sess. 1

Sub SBfléh2j’Estab1ﬁshe | Umb i ¢ Chapter 48 Laws

7

Sub—éBiéﬁlée‘Exchang S state “lands. and non= state Tands - Be
©°Laws of 1975, Ex. Sess. 1. ]

LG, Arts Comm:ssuon 1/2 oF 1%: Chapter 775, 1974 ’aw of;wﬁ“hlngton, Ist Extra-’
ordinary Session. = - 3 o
Mr. Francis reported on the memo randufi- dated lune ]6 197:, co,cernlng the 1974

legislation allocating oné- half. of one percent of State Approprlatnons for works
ldellne ﬁadopted by the Arts Lommission and:

. Rrancis presentatlon,‘and d| ﬁ:lon by the Commlttee,‘the Cha;rman

- referred this matter to the IAC Leglslatlve\Sub ~Committee for’ further review and

study to resolve the prob]ems outlined. in the memorandum, . Mr. BIShOp and the
n tJects should be considered, but

there should be some relief for state agencies in. regard to the smaller type

structires. In place of Mr. Lewis A. Bell, Mr. Bishop appo:nted MFs. Micaela 7%

Brostromto the Legislature Sub-Committee whlch tsmnow composed of JOHN,LAR§EN,
CHAIRMAN WARREN BISHOP MRS MICAELA BROSTROM : TR

Alll H Procedural Gundellnes Mr. Robert Lemcke referred to memorandum of staff o
dated May 26, 1975, and presented three revisions to the Procedural Guidelines, which t

"sig§f:

‘lZES A COST INCREASE MAY‘BE REQUlRED T0 ACQUIRE (o”“

e
e
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" had been revnewed and concurred in. bY the Technlcal AdV|sory Commlttee

03 03 020 leltatnon on Appl|catlons App]ylng only to loca] agencnes, thlS
proposed guideline would Limit the- number of project applications coming. to the
IAC: (1) Local governmental units with populations in:-excess of 100,000

could have no more than two pending for any IAC meeting;
‘(2)‘Local governmental units with populations of less than 100, 000
. could have no more than one appllcatlon ‘pending for any IAC meetlng

FolIOWing Mr. Lemcke's presentatlon of the lntent of the gundellne {to help
reduce workload of staff, processing time, improved higher priority. projects.
submltted, etc.), the Committee members made the follownng observatnons

. Mr Biggs felt- the ‘Procedural Gundellnes should continue to be flexuble, -
"that the Committee should not tie itself down to where it would not be
possible to consider and fund unusual projects, or prOJeCtSWthh may un-

- expectedly. arjse and whlch should be consndered because of thelr worth
and avallablllty : AR 5 S e :

Mr Odegaard shared Mr. Blggs| concerns He'p01nted 0ut"that'the'3tate' :

"Plan, with. the various reglons, ista deflned document -and staff already

~has procedures. to follow in promoting and u]tlmately bringing to'the’

“Committee prOJects for fundlng He felt the local agencues should not be e
n,‘«restrlcted in. this manner. AL e 5 - RUNOR S AT ERTRAN RON H o s

<;j' ‘ Mr Blggs suggested that the staff develop ‘some type of varlance proposal; :
s ;ﬁyand bring it back to:the Committee in August under which: if:an appllcant"'
whad an appilcatlon which came into conflict with the QU|de1|nes, that
~that appllcant would have avallable some type:of procedure which would
~ultimately bring the project before the Committee for consnderatlon He
oy d|d not want -to become enmeshed -in strlct gundellnes : ert PERYES

Chalrman Blshop then stated the matter should he held in abeyance untll such; :
time as the. Technlcal Advnsory Committee had: opportunity to-again review the'l‘=
'matter |n lught of thercomments and remarks made by the" Commlttee members

Mr. Lemcke noted the other two guidelines whlch had’ already been admlnlstratwvely
approved. by he: TAC ‘were;, belng presented Only as a matter of |nfo“mat|on £0 the
Commuttee s v : RR Ny , , e .

:,j»(«‘ii o

05 03 000 Ine1|g|ble Development PrOJectsf |

(10) Development projects on land acqutred after January 2, 19715 thZ i
.~ not be eligible for LWCF (BOR) assistance unless the: sponsor,can
.. provide: assurances. that it has. or will make all payments and. pro—4 T
vide all assistance and services vequired vinder Part 645 of the ‘
BOR Manual. with respect: to.uniform reZocatton asszstance and reaZ
property acqutsttzon policies. Ll - : . ,

05 15 OOO Archltectural Barrlers Act: (Amended to add paragraph on signing).

ATl butldzngs butZt in accordance with the standards and speczf%ca—

‘tions set forth inm RCW 70.02 or containing facilities that are in
: aompZtance therewith, shall display the following symbol, which is white -
on a que background tndtcattng the Zocatton of such fdctltttes designed
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)

..+ for. the handicapped When a butldtng eontaing an-entrance

other than the main entrance which is ramped or level for use
by handicapped persons; ‘a stgn showing ‘its Location shall be

. posted-at or near the main- emtrance whzch shaZZ be vtszble o

;af¥om the adgacent publzc szdewalk or: way

§

IT WAS MOVED BY MRS BROSTROM SECONDED BY MRS LEMERE “THAT THE PROCEDURAL

GUIDELINES REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ‘AND AD-
 MINISTRATIVELY APPROVED BY THE STAFF OF IAC BE ACCEPTED BY THE INTERAGENCY

COMMITTEE (05. 03 000 [IO] AND.- 05. IA OOO ‘S 1GN ENG: PARAGRAPH) - ’

MOTION WAS CARRIED

ProceduraI GutdeI|nes =~ Implementation: Mr. FranCIs revrewed memorandum of staff

dated June 16, 1975, and letter from the Bureau of OQutdoor Recreation concernlnq
a continued ”Letter of Agreement!' on:site lnspectlons of BOR" funded prOJects
The Letter of Agreement: formalizes for Bureau purposes the procedure” IAC staff
has followed: in. implementing 1AC ProceduraI GundeInnes 07 05 000 Slte Ihspec-
tions (State and- LocaI Gundelines) j*w .

" Mr., Crouse suggested consoIIdatlon of Site lnspectlons ‘wherevér possible with
other involved agencies == to hold to a minimum the necessuty for muItIpIe e
inspecting -of the same site. “Mr. Efancis and MriAllen; BOR, agreed to' thls

- procedure.

“Mr. Crouse said other:agencies ‘make ‘these types of - lnspectlons and

~he would. hOpe they, too, could be:involved on |nspect|on trlps

IT WAS MOVED BY MRS.. LEMERE SECONDED BY-MRS BROSTROM THAT THE INTERAGENCY
COMMITTEE -‘APPROVE. :OF "THE. " BUREAU OF .OUTDOOR ‘RECREATION" ON SITE INSPECTION
LETTER OF - AGREEMENT ANDAUTHORIZES'RFADMINISTRATOR OF THE INTERAGENCY ‘COMMITTEE
TO SIGN THE DOCUMENT AS STATE. LIAISON OFFICER FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
MOTION WAS CARRIED

"1V NEW BUSINESS : : i S i AT :
Funding Schedule. Consnderatlons s Blennlum CMr. Francns referred to memorandum of .

staff dated June 16;- I975, outllnlng the: recommendatlons as to the funding

',scheduIe and dollar amounts for:each: fundlng session of the TAC starting with
June 1975 meetlng and-carrying ‘thriough: to Aprll 1977 The amount of money
avallabIe is estimated as foIIows

¢

)

-~ 28w
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- ments: of -BOR ‘money are.not. usually known until October of each year, ‘and:sshéuld not .

CLWCF (%2, 857 035 less the loans from the state ‘agency ‘side of $175,128) wou]d be -
.available and would require matching with. $1, 340 953 of state:money. Total: ‘

,%‘$h 022, 850 in addltlon, $592 965 is antncnpated from Inlt 215 SR =jj%<
‘ RESERVE L LWCF : $ 2 68] 907 ) .?fw '<hfhf;ffﬁr;fg? :
| CREF.28 1, 1340,953 . );d 4§ 4,615,825 0
INIT. 215 , 592 965 )i el e L

For purposes of Flexnblllty (to accommodate prOJects WhICh may not be ellglble for o

'Y,Mr Blggs felt the proposa] for Fundlng was too stereotyped “that it dld'not

CSource .ol 73275 T e IBRPT T
e . ‘Remgining . Projected oo oo
-+ Referendum 28 . ', § . 85,820 - $ 5,000,000 ©$ 5,085,820 .
Lodnitiative 215 . o 601,613 - - - 5925965 1,094,578 counu
< LMWCF .= Regular .-~ (5,128) -~ -.2,857,035 ' 2y 851 907,[ i |
Apportionment , , b ST | -
, DNR “Loan 170 000 ( 170 000 ) » .
~ - FY. 75 Deobligation: 67,000 i Rtk
T I AP s ;fs 919 305_ ; s 8 280 boo

0f the above total,;$2 857 035, Ads LWCF money antICIpated for 1975 77 Apportlon-

be al]otted until ‘the. December meeting. . Mr. Francis stated- a'.net total of *$2,681,907 )

LWCF. and. 215) . Francis-recommended the- reserve: amount:be increased to- §5
mllllon Wlth $5 mjllion reserve, this leaves apprOX|mater $4 2 milllon avallv
able for dtscretlonary scheduling and use. TR B S
Mr . Francus prOposed the followang schedule and fundlng levels 7

. JUNE (APR) 1975 $ 4.0 million iw-f"(“j»[»/' SRR S

CAUGUST.. .. :1975 - - .=0= . S N REREE L
- DECEMBER = 1975 2.6 :” E I BT s
~APRIL 1976 -0- .
AUGUST - 1976 Lo=0=
. DECEMBER ..1976....- . 2.6. '
i s APRIL - 19775'. s aoe.,—; i H

have. enough. Flexubnllty or.give any opportunity to addressing worthy prOJects or

‘unusual projects which mlght arise. He questloned whether; the monies would be:
~sufficient to meet inflationary costs later on. - Further, it was his opinion that
.~ the local -agencies had waited for an August session of: the Commnttee and had plan--

ned :to present projects for funding.consideration at that time. He questloned

b,whether $5 ml]llon should be set aside at this time -~ perhaps- thlS would ‘also
narrow opportunities for reasonable review of prOJects “and would be locklng the"

IAC into lnfleX|ble system of rules and patterns

‘Mr Odegaard brought out the need for the ]ocal agencues ‘to go to b|d in order ‘to

commence .their projects., Funding in December, he said, would: be too lateﬂ—-‘August
would bea.better month .for local agencies. Mr.40degaard also commented on: the™

;23; B




. Mr. Ernie Allen, BOR, said it was not possnble to give any better reading in

- budget, ‘thisis not possiblé. October would be a better month to anttcrpate

. the ‘State of Washington. - This could:cause the ‘local- agency ‘a period of uncertainty
c.and, would necessarlly ho]d up any actlon by the local agency untll funds (BOR)were

“Mlke Ca]dwell Clty Councslman~~Lynnwood, explalned the situation of his" Clty

" He felt iAC should adhere to ltS Fundlng schedu]e approved by the Commlttee

,/these prOJects as<well as new ones coming “in.  He’ suggested ‘having one fundlng -

With contractors atslower: rates.

1accommodate this change; but noted that either October: or November would be
‘pOSSlb]e r« Biggs reiterated his objection to once-a- year: funding and the:’

Page 30 - Minutes - June l6-l7,-t975

an estimate, fairly accurately, using past apportionment.levels to the State of
Washington. Mr.-Odegaard suggested that $6.6 million. could be authorized for -
funding at: thlS meeting -- funding all of the projects being conSIdered He ‘
asked to hear from the BOR:-about fundlng in August, as well as some of the local
agency representatlves ‘

LWCF funds: Though they are not known at the present tlme, the staff can make ' (ﬁet
a

August on', LWCF amounts allocated to the states. ' Until Congress acts on:‘the

. this -knowledge.

AVFrancis stated”the IAC could est|mate :

' questlon,vM

timate and then allocating the funds’ as they come in. BOR monies could be placed
within projects pending available money for allocation. However, these funds..
could not be signed off until BOR funds were actua]ly apportloned and ava:!able to

actually avallable

At thrs ponntr Odegaard asked For comments From local agencues as to the fundlng
proposal. Mr, J|m Webster, King County, stated (1) his agency is plannlng a

project in August; (2) agreed December is not a good month for going to bid;

(3) disagreed with. the suggestion that all of ‘the TAC funds should be commltted -
at this meeting because local agencies have projects already prepared for the (:}
August meetlng and it would place a hardshlp on the Iocals B

|n attemptlng to receive grant=in-aid:assistance  in l97h ‘when the August meetlng
was cancel led, ‘and discovering later the project 'was ineligible for BOR funds.

Mrs. Anderson lnqulred whether meetlng dates of the Commlttee were set and could".
not be’ changed Mr. Bishop explained the meetings were set up in the Washington
Admlnlstratlve Code but they may be rescheduled through direction of the Committee
under the Public Meetlngs Act, with proper: notlflcatlon belng made to the public
and those lnterested in the meet ings. : /

Mr. BIShOp also po:nted out- the dl]emma faced by the Commlttee in attemptlng to fund
local ‘agencies at each of the IAC quarterly sessions due to limited funds. . As
a result, projects are carried over to another meeting, taking staff time for ,

session for locals each year; at a tlme when the maxumum resources avallable for
all ‘of ‘the:. prOJects wou]d be known . : R

‘7'nold ORB Renton, wa's asked for h|s comments on the proposed funding
suggested early: fall or early summer: ‘as the best time for fundlng
is adequate time for locals to prepare For Dec Jan 8 Feb blddlng

so that -

R A N T : L : f’}*
Mr. Francis noted the change in flsca] year of the Federal Government from July 1 ,<;7
for. FY. 76 to. October 1:for FY 77. ' He had proposed a December: Fundlng meetihg to

R R
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IV A. Local Agency PrOJects
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|nflex1b|Ilty |t wouId cause in the grant- In-ald program. At this point, Mr. S

Crouse. stated (1) jt wouId be a disservice to the local agencies for the:

Committee to, approve once a year fundlng and. canceIIatlon of -the August meetlng

“since it had aIready .gone on record as, prOpOSIng an August 1975 funding session;

(2) Local agencies, therefore, had prOJects already on tap for submittal to the
Committee and.(3) some local agencies might not .be in a. p05|t|on later on to

,"acqulre or. deveIop those prOJects which they were submlttlng © Mainly: he was:

concerned’ with acqulsntlon prOJects where - it wouId be necessary to: secure

- property due to opt:ons and WlIIlng seIIers.:

7 ©

AT WAS MOVED ‘BY=MR. ODEGAARD SECONDFD BY MR 'ROSS; THAT THE - INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE
- FUND, $4 MILLION FOR LOCAL AGENCIES AT THE JUNE- I975 MEET ING “OF THE 'AC;. AND FUND
$2 5 MILLION FOR LOCAL AGENCIES IN AUGUST I975 AND

" FURTHER, THAT THE STAFF: PRESENT TS RECOMMENDATIONS To THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE
-._ FOR CONS IDERATION OF THE MOST PLAUSIBLE FUNDING FOR LOCAL AGENCIES FOR THE '~

REMAINDER OF THE: BIENNAUM AT THE AUGUST 1975 MEETING AND CONSIDER THE MECHANICAL

ASPECTS INVOLVED: g i : SRS

.- Mr Francts cautloned there ‘would: not be assurance of BOR funds at the August |
k meetlng . Mr. Biggs and Mr. Odegaard felt staff would have at . least-a. broad scope

of this’ fundlng and couId recommend fundlng ”subJect to avalIabIIlty of BOR
funds” as has been done by the Commlttee prevnoust : :

’QUESTION WAS CALLED FOR ON THE MOTION AND IT WAS CARRIED

- ,u

- Local’ Agency Funding Cons1derat|ons Mr. Syverson referred to memorandum of staff
. dated June 17, 1975, noting staff had processed a total of 48 local appI;cathns,‘

returned six.due to technical problems, and was present!ng ‘the remaining Lo
for. fundlng consnderat!on. Due to the prevnoUs motion of the Commlttee concernlng .
$A m|II|on fundlng, further epranatlon of: the memorandum was not made ot

‘M Syverson referred to TabIes I thru, V( )

‘LocaI PrOJects presented in order of ranklng

Table | -
TabIe‘II - Local PFOJeCtS by . prlorlty category
Tabte THI - Local Agency Evaluation Ratings

.;TabIe RV - i LocaI Projects. recommended - for funding .-
Table V. - Local Action Program 1975-77. (Revised 5-8- 75)

TabIe Via) - - 1 'TImpact of staff recommendatlons on.75- 77 Local Actlon Program

5

FoIIownng this reVIew, staff made the:slide presentatlon of IocaI agency PFOJeCtS
‘,Pertlnent comments on certaln of these projects - foIIow St 5

Lewis County, Shaefer Park - Mr Odegaard lnqulred as to facnlltles being provnded
for the handicapped. Mr. Dave Grant, RRS, replied’ ‘there would be a restroom,

rcovered ‘sidewalks, and plChIC tabIes geared to uselbylthe handlcapped

Town of Warden, Volunteer Park: In repIy to Mr Ross lnqu1ry as to the estlmated
use of the park in the Town of Warden, Mr. Grant replled there were moexnstlng |

‘park facilities in the area at present; the park would receive use- of per50ns

in the lmmedlate area as well as traveIers
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by Mr. Ross. Fol]owihg'theféXpTanation; Mt,7RQs$7sfétédthé‘wQuld»like:to see some
sort of 'use study" for all future’ park proj ects considered by the Committee ==
h?WJmahyjpeOpjgjwould.behefitVfrdm‘the,paﬁks being acquired ard/or developed.

Kitsap County, Salsbury Point Co. Park: ' Impact of Trident was discussed on this
project. Mr. Odegaard also inquired how many boats, car-trailer parking, etc.,
would be’included 'in this project since State Parks had been asked to initiate

boat launching sites in the area. Mr. Syverson replied there would be no special
tie-up facilities --, that boats could be pulled up onthe shore. Mr. Odegaard asked
' : u eof boating ‘information he was-interested in on‘this: particu

City of Langley, Phil Simon Park: Staff was unable to reply to questions of Mr.
Odegaard. concerning how many boats could be handled: for-access to . the water and how
many from a destination point.of view. This information was to be supplied to him
later by staff. In reply to Mr. Ross, Mr. Syverson stated .the project would have
an all-round year use, and that a higher priority rating is given to boat: Taunching
projects because some available IAC funds are restricted to such use. Mr. Burk

~ noted this would be the only usable launching area in the south part of the island.

City of Winslow, Eagle Harbor. Park: Mr. Ross asked for an explanation of the ¢ost
“benefit ranking factor.” Mr. Syverson replied this was a’ very general and somewhat
subjective criteria, that the recreation field in general does not have good cost
benefit ratio information which can be applied to every type of recreation project.

The Evaluation Team attempts to détermine if cost estimates are reasonable in

~each particular project. Mr. Odegaard offered this”typgioF,informat}pn”to‘thq.

IAC staff if they would like to obtain it from -the Parks.and Recreation Comnission's
office. : ‘ ' - - '

«:Clark County, Wintler Park: PoSSibiiity'bfrihit;‘215‘Fdnds‘within this prpjéci‘was
‘questioned by Mr. Odegaard. Mr, Syverson-stated this was a development project

"~ and should be funded from Ref. 28, whereas 215 funds are normally used for acquisition .

or development projects with more specific boating elements, benefits or facilities.
The low ranking on "ability to proceed" was questioned. Mr. Syverson stated pro-
Jects are rated according to their degree of readinéss to' proceed. Projects having
preliminary planning only are ranked lower, Mr. Francis explained the waiver of
retroactivity procedure whereby a sponsor may proceed at his own risk and still
retain eligibflityrfOr funding of a project at a’forthcoming meeting of the IAC,

White Salmon, Whitejsalmdn Coﬁmunfty*Parké Cbﬁp]iméntS*were'gTven to the*City‘of
‘White SaTmon”officiaIS'by5Mf}_A1"OJanneTT; DNR," for their keen interest ‘in the-
'project'andrthe3strong'10cal'§uppoft‘beihg'giveﬁrto”i%.v / o

" Bainbridge Island Park DistrTét,’Battle Point Park: Mr;}Burk'advised_théré:w0y1d
beaccess to.the tidelands north of the site; that the county owns a narrow strip
- of land which. is available. ' ‘

City"oF'Lyhnwéod; Lynhwood Swim Poot: ME,-Odegaard questionéd the'$14;560'Figyre
included for '"bonds and set up fees''. It was explained this is included in all of

the development projects and is placed in the bids usually but is not generally

spelled out as a separate item on the project resume sheet.

e

Whatcom County, Tennant Lake:  Mr. Taylor was asked td’tbmﬁenf on the use of this patk

)

.,

()




Page 33 - Minufés -‘June 16-17, 1975

cityiof Mesa, Poe Park: ,ln_feply to Mr.;Ross';anulryg:Mr;iSyyersdn‘ekbiaihedy

. for. Mr. Odegaard :that ;this project was appr

Yaccess for all ages! to. the . park meant the facilities in. this smaller ¢commun ity
would be available and usable by -small children, youth, and the older gitizens.

Staff gives credit to general use of a park of this type and especially when

-located -in a -small community where there may -only. be.one park area available and
“must therefore be geared: to meeting the .needs of ‘a large cross-section of age . -
. groups. ‘. : ro ' SR Lo '

R

' Skokomish Indian Tribe, Skokomish Recreation Area: |t was determined by staff.

‘ oximately.a mile away from the Nalley
property and- the public would have access to the proposed Skokomish Recreation .
Area... T I N L e U R SIS NP e i e e

Town of Quincy, Quincy East Park 11: . Three points were given to.this project .

Gty oﬁéLatey,aHickstake.Rarkr er;‘Biggs inquired why this projeCt was-not. being .

for"use by handicapped persons& In response to Mr. Odegaard's .inquiry, Mr, = -
Syversén stated an automatic three points is given in- this category to those

projects wherefxrailﬁ_and.paths,are‘surfaced for wheelchairs and: are thus avail-

able for use by certain typeszqf»haﬁdicapped persons to a .greater degree. . ..

ity of Walla Walla, Veterans Memorial Park: Mr. Ross was interested in alternate
'fUnding:fOrythis,projectgand,aSked_whethes“the Highway‘Depantment;could not ...

assist in funding the project since it had -taken some of the land for Highway use.
Mr. :Syverson explained the Dept.. of .Highways had already.given 4 acres . of :land:

‘to:the Gity in replacement and $160,000 to construct replacement:facilities. :The
: Cityvhadfalréady»expended«this~amountiandgrequired,additional funds. to.complete

the park.

. recommended. for -funding. : Mr. Burk replied the funding ‘level for the meeting had

__of available dredging spoils during the fall of 1975, The time element was

been reached at project #31. Mr. Biggs pointed out the last three (#31, 32, 33)
had scored the same (203 points), and asked how staff could justify one of :these
over the other ;two. « Staff replied this was,strictly a monetary cgnSIderatTQh;;

_since these projects were all.grouped-at'the'1Qwer>limitsVOFIpngrammed_fUndihd.

Mr. Syverson explained.there was a building on the property ownedpbyyailocaJ7jl/
church which was.a point-of discussion with-Lacey.  -. . e L : -

At this point the Chairman suggested quest tons dh}this;projecf, qsnwejl asfalljof;

‘the others, be held to-a minimum to allow staff to .continue project presentations

-due’to .the time element.

:?QrtQéf‘éverétt,aBd7t¥LéﬁnchfFa¢i1i£Y:5aTh?S?Pr0jé9t was being,recommended by
_staff at a lesser .figure than indicated on the resume. Total cost of the recom-

mended project would be $521,000 rather than $1,063,000 - with $390,750 of _Init.
215 funds to be funded for the project. Due to Corps of Engineers involvement
and deadlines, . .it-was necessary to.construct the.diking in order to take advantage

" crucial. Mr. Odegaard asked if the 1AC assumed this,ob]1gation,,wou{d4theﬁpdéﬁ :

of Everett agree to returning IAC funds should it not be able to complete .the .

project? Mr: Syverson replied the Committee could make this -an added. obligation if it

was_ thejr desire.

In reply to -Mr. Biggs"queétion that the project ranked. 37th and ‘was still being
recommended by staff, Mr. Syverson noted the need for boating use in the Everett
area and~it would be logical to commence: the major part of the facility since .=
the Corps was ready to.proceed and -required a.spoils disposal area. Mr. Biggs

-33-
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i stated he was pleased to. note thIS comment of staff since it madé valld his: i5} ~;“}
“dpointrof view:ithat there are tlmes when specna] consnderatlons must be glven to -
worthwhnle prOJects AN N e S R

Staff noted, also,fthat the Env1ronmental lmpact Statement on the: Everett prOJect
. Was; adequate and the project had been recommended in thlS respect.

Mr. Ross asked about the cost beneflt ratio and staff's determlnatson of |t
- Staff ‘explained economic factors in‘the area could have given a’ hlgher ranking
‘“to ‘the ‘boat" launch” facility; ‘and the need for th|s ‘type'of facility was" essentlal
Al'so, projections made by a financial consultant had indicated approxlmately
$200,000 of the project in the future could be supported ‘through revenue bond

: WhHen -the ‘Port’ presents an appllcat|on’for further development of - thlS
;pect that lt would reflec 1200 000 flgure comlng from

'revenue bond'sources

Clty oF Selah Wenas Ath]etlc Park Mr Bnggs asked why the prOJect was ‘not Fec-
ommended; ‘iR what partlcular areas was ‘the project déficient? ‘Staff noted (1)~
the park” ‘acquisition was not a ma jor need in the area at present time since there
- weré other areas available for public use; (2) ‘accofding to SCORP, needs for ‘this
' type of outdoor recreatlon facnllty in the Yaklma County reglon were not lmmedlate

Mr Blggs felt Selah was deFIC|ent in recreatlonal ‘areas and shou]d be coﬁsnder—

Gred for assistance.” It ‘was. then brought out that the Selah project was a good +
.. project but due to lack of funding ability and other more: ‘sutstanding: prOJects, .
it was not being recommended by staff for funding at this. meeting. : ’ <;)

;15Local Pro;ect presentatlons were “goncluded: at 1:18 p.m., “followed by comments from
‘Ethe follow:ng 1oca1 agency representatlves ]lmvted by the Chalrman to the

‘Local Agency Comments et G s D 7"3\ i ‘
. Harlow Stordahl, Manager, Port of Kalama : (TranSIent ‘Boat Facullty)
Felt staff -had not given ‘the project due consideration but could appreciate their
’efforts ‘The transient boat’ facility had been started: through ‘[AC .grant=in- ald

- assistance and he asked the Commlttee to consnder contlnued Fundlng Lo

‘ Robert Broyles, Pro1ect Coordinator Consultant, Asotln County ‘(Recreatlon‘Center)
'Felt merits of project were overiooked by staff “the ‘recreation center would" be only
~one of its kind for 14,000 persons in the area; specifically” desngned for ‘senior
citizens and .the hand:capped because of Tack of facilities for these people; - have
funds - coming from Referendum- 29 and - from local mental heal th group, and $116 000
in donated materials and labor; ‘the land is: donated Felt the year round faC|]|ty : \
;fwas needed and hoped to receIVe fundlng in August ,

f’Merlln Sm|th Commerce and Economlc Development Dept ’ lan|red why staff took
-points away From ‘this ‘project-and the Kalama project for ”negathe characterlstlcs“
Mr. ‘Rom Taylor RRS,,replled ‘the minus flgure for ‘Kalama was accordéd to: ‘planning
crlterla relatlng in part to the locat ion<of ‘the- ramps ;and no restrooms in - the:
- project; however, staff could work with the Port of Kalama and resolve their’ desngn
*problems Asotin County. negative points reflected the staff's concern for main- -
tenance of the eXIstlng park facility and lack of any budget for malntenance IF (;D
~th|s addltlonal prOJeCt were funded S ‘ '
Mr. Ross fe]t the “TAC Evaluatlon System appeared to be having a negatlve effect
upon good prOJects, and if ‘the local agenCIes desnred funds from the 1AC, ‘the-

i
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'Evaluatlon System affected the de5|gn|ng of their- prOJects He. had the feellng
‘the evaluation crlterla was causing Tocal agenC|es to: deSIgn their prOJects to

fit requirements of the Evaluation System and not- necessaruly to affect what. they

/really desired. Mr..Syverson replied staff did have ‘certain desvgn factors to

consader, that this is a part of the overall review. procedure for pFOJeCtS,

such ‘as making facilities more- acceSSIble for handvcapped -- assurlng Fac1l|t|es
meet requnrements within the Taws of the State of Washington -= “and meetlng .
economi¢ needs of~areas -- minority area needs -- etc. All of this is wnthln"

the Evaluation System and there needs to ‘be thIS klnd of system for staff to
,follow : , . : e

At this ponnt Mr. Ross suggested taklng 5 or 10/ of the |AC Funds ~and placnng

“them 'in a “contingency fund' or ”dlscretlonary fund", to? enahle thelnteragency
“Committee !tself to allocate funds for special projects which merit assistance.
‘Mr. Francis explained the Committee already had the flexibility to make a .

decision outside of staff recommendatlon or the Evaluation System. - However, the
System is a decision-making tool for staff. It is recognlzed there is compe-
tition between projects --'comparlsons must be made =~ and there needs to be"

a system to meet those conditions. - The’ Evaluation System gives some forty dlf-
ferent items. and represents the’ col]ectlve thinking of the Evaluation Team.

The decision and ultimate funding of the projects rests with : the lnteragency -Com-
mittee’ whlle revnewnng staff: recommendatlons

Mrs. Anderson suggested thls topic should not be discussed at thIS tlme, but held

.for later resolution. Mr. Bishop noted ‘several members of the Committee had -

asked to spend :some " tlme on the wvarious matters concerning-the [AC == i.e.,;
Evaluation System, decision-making process, procedural guidelines, etc. He
suggested this could be done at the August 1975 meeting, and agreed there was.a
need for these items to be considered espeC|ally when there ‘have ‘been new: members
placed on the Commlttee :
Mrs Brostrom asked staff about provusnons for the handlcapped wnthln the Asotun
Project.. There were none ‘that staff could évaluate.  However, the school building
nearby would be used for programs for the handicapped, but: that building is:not

eligible for. IAC funds and therefore warranted- o points in the evaluatnon

Ray Jenson, Director Parks and Recreatlon, City of Selah (Wenas Park)
‘Wanted the Committee to be aware that the proposed Wenas Park appllcatlon is within

the ‘in=city bike route,. and within- the last couple of months, the County of Yaklma

"had .informed the City it could begin.looking .into a bike route betiween Yakima

and Selah, which would the make Wenas Park a bike-rest-stop. for persons using the
route. Further, though the: appllcatlon wasnot. being recommended by staff for
funding, the City was interested ‘in having an August meeting ‘since the owners of
the property will not be able. to extend the option agreement-on the: property much

g longer. Mr. Pelton stated the [AC Plannlng Division was aware of the proposed

bicycle trail route and has been worklng with the group ‘in: Yaklma County ‘on same

‘ Gordon- Schu]tz, Chalrman, Park and Recreatlon Commnssnon, Clty of Lacey (chks Lake);

Mr. Schultz stated (1) there had been an error in the presentation -- 950 feet
of waterfront is in the project as opposed to 95 feet. (2)  The property was
available ‘in -the summer of 197h4; application was submltted in January,’ but therc

~had been no fundlng seSSIon of the: [AC untll ‘now. (3) - An: optlon expires in:

3 : | . - B - o “i]—~35;
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September, most of the lake is reSIdentlaI development and Iand wouId seII qulckIy
for private purposes if not acquired for part site. (4) The property owner desires
- the land's use as- park and recreation area. and the. -building on the site is worth

O

’ retalnlng for public use. Staff determlned onIy 25/ of the bunIdlng would be justi~

fied for recreational purposes; City of ‘Lacey dlsagrees (5) . Waterfront owner
“will donate part of the land, and the Clty can't afford tO‘prOVIde more. than 25%
of the totaI cost of the site. Felt the buIIdlng justified itself in total as.

a support Facnllty, yet staff recommended only 25% or destroysng it if it were.

to be: fuIIy funded. Felt: ‘the guldeIInes should be changed in this. respect.. ...
'Bulldlng WIII .be used for students in local school d|str|ct for |nterpret|ve pro-'
»,grams,,there wnII be JOInt use of these faculltles There will be day-camp use
for retarded. persons aIso.. (6). Asked" = th Commlttee ca/efuIIy conslder the ,'
Llacey PrOJect retalnlng the’ buIIdlngﬂ_ym ’n?support fac'IIty

. Lewns A, BeII Resqutlon Chalrman BIShOp lnterrupted comments from IocaI agencnes
at. this ponnt to read a resolutlon -proposed .by_the [AC members in honor of Lewis
A. Bell. “Mr.. BeII was lntroduced, and ‘the, Commlttee passed the foIIownng resqu-
t(on : ; _ ‘

-WHEREAS LEWIS A. BELL, FORMER CHAIRMAN OF THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR
OUTDOOR ‘RECREATION, STATE OF WASHINGTON, HAS SERVED ON THE. INTERAGENCY
COMMITTEE THE PAST EIGHT YEARS AS A MEMBER OF THE COMMITTEE. (APPOINTED
- BY THE GOVERNOR IN.1966) ‘AND- HAS ASSISTED THE CITIZENS OF THE. STATE:OF
CWASHINGTON “IN THE ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT O 'OUTDOOR RECREATION SITES
HE'AND FACILITIES AN
 WHEREAS, THE SAID INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ‘FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION. MEMBERS.
WOULD LIKE TO RECOGNIZE H1S DEDICATED AND OUTSTANDING SERVICES RENDERED
TO THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE DURING THAT TIME: IN-THE PROGRAM OF “THE
“INTERAGENCY "COMMITTEE AS WELL AS* SPECIAL ‘ASSISTANCE IN FORMULATION OF THE -
“WILD: AND SCENIC' RIVERS STUDY AND REPORTS, AND WISH HIM WELL INHIs: FUTURE WORK

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVFD THAT IN RECOGNITION oF HIS ASSISTANCE TO THE
”INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE N PERFORMING HIS RESPONSIBILITIES AND DUTIES AS
+/A-MEMBER-AND -AS' CHAIRMAN OF THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE, THE COMMITTEE FOR
. OUTDOOR RECREATION DOES HEREWITH EXTEND ITS. THANKS AND APPRECIATION TO-LEWIS
~ A. BELL FOR HIS SERVICE IN THE FIELD OF OUTDOOR ‘RECREATION -WHILE SERVING
'ON THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE

';'RAND RESOLVED FURTHER THAT A COPY OF - THIS RESOLUTION BE SFNT TO THE e
-+ GOVERNOR: -OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON WITH A COPY: AND LETTER -OF APPRECIATION
T0 LEWIS A, BELL , L

?STANLEY E: FRANCIS ADMINISTRATOR WARREN AL BISHOP CHAIRMAN -’U

MADEL FNE' LEMERE SRR -~ ADELE ANDERSON
MICAELA,BROSTROM P ¢ GEORGE H. -ANDREWS ‘-
CARL 'N. CROUSE = - . ~ "+ JOHN"S.. LARSEN ,
‘CHARLES 'H. "ODEGAARD " © oo BERT'L. COLE.-. =~ =+

DONALD W. MoOS ~ . - “MICHAEL: ROSS -
JOHN A. BIGGS e i

’

RESOLUTION WAS PASSED IT BEING MOVED BY- MR BIGGS AND SECONDED BY MRS. LEMERE
THAT. THE COMMITTEE UNANIMOUSLY ADOPT.-THE RESOLUTION
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Uwillassist in reducung the pressure on other boatlng proj
: The Port Comm155|on has reserved about. Flve acres of ‘land an
‘camplng area will be’ added in ‘the future.” Noted that“Reglon Ill of the state
‘had only two pFOJeCtS on’ the’ fundlng consideration llstlng -~ one at’ Langley and
- one at LaConner The Reglon has recelved $400 000 out of $64 000 000 expended

CMr Merlln Smlth asked why the dredge spouls needed to be pald For wfen’the
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'5Mr Bell’ thanked the Commlttee members for thelr actlon and. spoke of hi's f;’f
‘ keen lnterest ‘in the Interagency Commlttee and 1ts activities over the past

elght years (Local agency representatlves continued their comments. )

Robert Glesen, Manager, Port of Skaglt County " Was surprnsed at staff's recom-

mendatlon to not fund the project: (LaConner Marlna),'one of the maJor purposes

smelt f|sh|ng opportunlty and “derby” held in the area. Felt would be‘vutal

“park not” ‘only for" recreatlonal purposes but would prov1de fishing for cnt|zens

Constructlon has been proceeding with waiver of retroactnvnty Boatlng aspect

it lSuhOped a

in the state

In response to Mrs Brostrom's questhns as to costl Mr . Gleseh"stated'thelik
total project cost would be $2,311,420, which would include dredglng, ‘transient
floats, etc., and the $224,748 from IAC grant-in-aid assistance was requlred for

certaln elements t Obllgatlon bonds would not produce the necessary revenue

- "Madge - Long, Naches Park and Recreatlon DIStFlCt (Applewood Park)

Naches. was funded by 1AC in 1973 for achIS|t|on, now desired development money
ALl matchlng money has been raised by community’ people who. understand need for
the pro;ect School Dlstrlct is plannlng to build a new school adJOlnlng the
park. N ches" appllcatlon was carried over. to this session of the IAC; cost.

‘ ~alSlng the property and brlnglng it before the Commlttee agaln«would
actor as well as cost factor. ‘Eastern Washlngton ‘has ‘extreme ‘heat, and

“the’ cntuzens reqU|re shaded park areas. Felt persons in rural areas do require

park ‘facilities as well as those in the city for leisure tlme actnvxtnes Urged

- fundlng by the IAC so that the Clty could begln development

Sam Maxson, Dlrector Parks and’ Recreatlon, Clty of Walla Walla® " “Answered ‘Mr. Ross'
questions concerning the Dept. of nghways and the replacement costs.  Stated

the City received sub- standard Fi11 -= and" $l60 000 in actual funds 'Now need
additional ‘money from the IAC to complete the" facility and make lt the type oF

park envusaoned in the project appllcatlon o (Veterans Park) - ‘

... John, Belford Manaqer Port of Everett: Re- emphaSIzed ‘the. |mportance of the
:g~Comm|ttee s taklng Favorable action on the Port of Everett's proposed prOJect
' Need to use dredge SpOllS when they are avallable (Maruna) e

Corps of’ Englneers needed to find' a place in which” to depos:t the BelFord
stated it was the Port of ‘Everett's responsibility to provude dredge sp0|l s»tes
for the river, that there was no cost |nvolved for purpose. of the dredge spO|ls

“Robert Woerner, Consultant Landscape Archltect City of Tekoa Thanked staff

for” preSentatlon of the project and for interest in assisting wnth ‘the prOJect

- Introduced Tekoa representatives: Wlllnam ‘McComb,” Clty Counculman, .City ‘of Tekoa

and Mr, Waldo Hay and Mr. Dave Cohn . (Golf Course)

.NZ‘?...
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- (Village Green) - , : .
William Mahan, Kitsap County7Comm15510ner Answered questions copncérning Trident dfréd'
by Mr. Blggs preV|ously - County . attempted to obtain special funding but fajled to .
recelve it. The project entalls acquISItlon of Village Green Golf Course )

,Gary»Peterson, Skokomish lndlan Tribe:  Gave: hlstory of the proposed-project; no

comparable facul|ties available in the area; the closest recreation site beung
“about 10 miles away Answered questlon concernlng tennis courts;. felt the project
. was, extended as far as .t could go and could not. |nclude these at thlS time,. Will
_be second Indlan Trlbe prOJect Funded 'lf approved (Skokomlsh Recreatlon Area)

S _ dy ¢ nternlng'tennls courts lndlcated an addltlonal IOO courts
are reqUIred |n this Klng County area; project has excellent . access. and. there is
park space already in exustence with correlation with school program; Lake Forest
Park was-chosen as award winner.for 1975 in this type of facility; and the project

has had commendable volunteer citizens effort behlnd It. ; :

,f‘Sld'Hansen, Town Treasurer Town of Clyde HIII (Clyde HIII Park)

Advised this was first Fundnng for Town of Clyde Hill, Park will prOVIde facnlltles
-‘for children and ‘adult ¢itizens.  Thanked staff for assnstance in preparlng appli-
lcatlon AppreCIated belng recommended For fundlng by staff C

7fAt conclusnon of thaLocal Agency representatlves presentatlons, Chalrman Blshop ‘
7suggested Commlttee members restrict their review of the prOJeCt llstlngs to. | (i/ﬁ

v only thosa prOJects ‘which: ‘staff has recommended taklng up others followsng ‘that
,decusnon It any member had speC|f|c questlons on a. partlcul FIPFOJeCt, that project .
could be removed from the llstlng for separate action. He then called for pro=

IfdJects Wthh the. Commlttee ‘members . felt should rbe removed from the” staff llstlng
~ :fifor later d|scussuon (prOJects 1 thru 3l, plus the Port of - Everett PrOJect)

‘MR ODEGAARD MOVED SECONDED BY MRS LEMERE TO APPROVE STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ofF

-‘¢THE LOCAL AGENCY PROJECTS LESS THE FOLLOWING THREE:

PORT OF EVERETT BOAT LAUNCH KITSAP COUNTY VILLAGE GREEN AND :
TEKOA TEKOA GOLF COURSE ’

‘THESE PROJECTS TO BE HELD FOR LATER DISCUSSION

| MR. BIGGS AMENDED THE MOTION T0 ALSO SET. ASIDE THE LAKE FOREST PARK. TENNIS COURT
‘PROJECT ~

MR, ODEGAARD ACCEPTED THE AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION. “THE LAKE ‘FOREST PARK TENNIS
. COURT PROJECT WAS ALSO REMOVED FROM THE LISTING OF RECOMMENDED PROJECTS :FOR
‘LfSEPARATE CONSIDERATION "7_ oo - | o LU
LIQUESTION WAS CALLED FOR ON THE MOTION AND IT'wAs‘CARRIEDT

F.MR ODEGAARD THEN MOVED TO REINSTATE THE LAKE FOREST PARK TENNIS COURT PROJECT
TO THE LISTING OF RECOMMENDED PROJECTS » MR ROSS SECONDED HIS: MOTION

_Mr. Biggs stated he should have the prerogatlve of setting aSIde thlS pro;ect
for Separate discussion ‘and explalned his reasonlng, It had an evaluation score
of 203 along with two other projects ranking the same (City of ‘Lacey and City

-~

N —38- ‘II




~‘would have'béen;$3;953,8§9r';

'on projects imp1emeﬁtatioh.’

 separate discussion. MR. ROSS WITHOREW HIS MOTION. N

Mr. Moos,étateq’the‘C?ty of LéCey was‘shdft/QFVfunds,Land'it was a useful

TR TS SEE e EIRt e BN - : R s
kima- [Lions Parkl), and he felt all three should be_given due consider~" -

;“*iéiidﬁfbyfthefCommitteezviFurtheEthe~stated~it was>equally,logicél-tcﬁréiieW?
. Thurston County's Guerin Park-project as well as Lake{Forest“PaFk'Sincéf S

Lacey;¥Yakimé;PLakefFOr¢St Eafk;had?all*received“the“éamé‘rahk{ﬁgidf*203“f:5v .
and the Guerin Park'projectrhad‘beeninext_with”a 200’ ranking and should 'probably

“'be considered. My Biggsj3ugge§tédraIS65tﬁat7Néchés*shou]d‘fede?VequnsideFf

ation astell*as¥the;Se}éhﬁprojecﬁ.“ﬁDTé;USsibh5FGIIOWéq:UA SN

Mr. Ross agreed that the Lacey and Selah brojects shdu]d»be-consideréd;

er-?Odegaard'and?M%s::Andersdnquked<the*dorlaﬁ figdreé:fOIIQangi%HefMinoﬁi
‘as approved by thé Committee, fo?ySyveroﬁfrepOfféd*as folTowss “With Tekoa;,

Vil]agé'Green and the Lake Forest Park projects -out of the recommended listing

- of staff, it'woutd;reduce:ReF.fZB’by‘$l75;]23 aﬁd'reducg the tota]”StdﬁF recom-
~mendation. to $3,066;159. ‘However, the Pdrtfof‘EVerett'wasVstrictWy“215 money

($390,750) and would not reflect in the local project table being discussed .

at the time. lf'staffis;recqmméndation'had'been’acgepted5 the total funding

Mr. Moos a]solfévorndifﬁnding those,projects'réhkihg 203'(Lacey;‘Yékfhé Lfoh§1
Park and the Lake Forest Park Tennis Courts) and inquired,whether‘there was

- any ''contingency.‘money" avai]ablé'tbrtonsider*ih’discuSSing'alr of “the ‘projects.

Mr., Frapcis_stated there was no contingency‘money:as such, but,th¢£CQmmjttee

“always“hadatﬁérprerogatjvé of‘fuhding'projeCts against monies which would be
'availahjgjanSJQering'their]discuss}OthQF Monday's meeting. However, as he
" had previouslyrpointed»out, this leaves local agencies Withoutmonies for some

e their options and' might have other ddVéFsgfgfféCfs

 THE CHAIRMAN THEN CALLED FOR THE QUESTION ON THE MOTION T0 REINSTATE LAKE FOREST

PARK TENNIS _COURTS PROJECT WITHIN THE RECOMMENDED LISTING OF LOCAL AGENCY

" PROJECTS. MOTION WAS CARRIED:

“At this psint, MR. ROSS MOVED To bENY«THE'PORTROFvEVERETT”PROJECT'aﬁd*WééTf“'

informed by the Chairman it had already been set aside in the previous;m@;ion for

MR. BIGGS MOVED, SECONDED BY MR. ROSS, To7APPROVE‘THETCiTY’0F”LAcEY*sgﬂjCK§'LAKE
PROJECT INCLUDING FUNDING OF THE BUILDING WHTCH COULD BE USED WITHTN THE RECREA-
TIONAL PROGRAM. .~ e e RS e

advised he had personal knowledge of the building; that it could . serve aivery

Mrs. AndeﬁSOh;félt7fhé Bqudfhgqjﬁ thé*Lacey~project'shbu1drbe exclﬁded,izMr:ﬁBiggs'

useful purpose if it remained on the site; perhaps programs could be worked out for

retarded and handicapped persons, and for the elderly people: ‘Since’it is an
existing structure and in good condition, Mr. Biggs felt it should. remain on the

site.  Mr. Syverson explained: 1AC policy on the matter?of:remOVIhg\bhewbuildﬁﬁg'

 which i5fba§Jcally,related‘tOgBQR:gqldelfhes-where agpresent»Sthuqtute;canroﬁly‘

be one which provides,support~facilitiestand;rgcently;interpretive?banters,:

have become eligible. Staff felt it could not justify the purpose of the’

structure using Outdoor Recreation Account -funds. . Staff made the judgment that

. 25% of the cost. would: be for outdoor recreation and made its recommendatioqs-
.on that basis. " If the building were to .be scrapped and,tornwdowq,iFhQ'prgJegt

would then be eligible for 75% funding from the [AC,

_?q_",
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r

ilding in the rlght place to be utlllzed w1th|n a park s:tuatuOnQ' He é%ked
ommittee carefully examine whether it should adhere to p‘li y an:

: prOJect and .mpor”ta‘nt to Q )
~of the park, but‘lt was not approprlate«for it to. be. funded through
.4on funds SInce it was'a bunld ;not dlrectly related to outdoor

;5rDo]lar figures on’ fun, ng.. thus far were then glven by Mr Kenn Cole din response
~to queatlon of Mrs Anderson Co .

i




VIOIPROJECT TO THE 'RECOMMENDED LISTING OF PROJECTS

| PROJECT.

- to capitalize on any dollar savings. “Further, the Port of Evere
- submitted predIcated upon fundIng pOSSIbIIItIeS at this meetIng;.t
officials have worked. through‘ s-of LEhgjiiee Yol the oppohtunrtylforithe
saving of . $620,000 will b - n take : i i th t
result that there wouId ‘then be an. reased co§t fac

',_ALL FUNDS. REIMBURSED T0. IT BY- THE
'RECREATION FUNDS

: THE APPROVED FUNDING FOR THE PORT OF EVERETT TG BE AS FOLLOWS

. ,:{sigg],poo ;ﬁ,

‘THE PROJECTE“

- MOTION, WAS. CARRIED (Fundlng on thl

B THE NACHES PARK AND RE ,EATJON DISTRICT PROJECT APPLEW

-HTHE VOTE WAS SEVEN YEAS ONE OPPOSED MOTION WAS CARRIl

Pege 5y - MinUtes - June 16-17, 1975.

MR ROSS *MOVED, SECONDED BY MR... ODEGAARD T0 ADD THE CITY OF SELAH'S WENAS?PARK

THIS MOTION WAS SET ASIDE BY THE CHAIRMAN N4 ORDER TO DISCUSS THE PORT OF EVERETT

prOJect The other th port prOJectg were notT

Mr

later date,. w\agreedIWIth Mr FraneI$

MR- ODEGAARD MOVED

SECONDED BY MRS

ACCOUNT, REGARDLESS OF - WHETHER THO ;

TOTAL '»,"v,' o INITIATIVE 215

$ 390 750

QUESTION WAS CALLED FOR ON. THE MOTIONg.Lst{YEA$;;QNE?NAY;EQNE?AB
project was later change

28 and $h2 750 BOR )

Mr. BIggs stated he was Impressed WIth the Naches Park‘and Recre tion's prOJect
and their potential park facilities,, and MOVED, SECOND 'TO‘FUND :

TOTAL

REFERENDUN?ZS'*VVZTﬁ; £ ~NACHES 'PeR DIST.

S50 5 678 197,500

“Mr. Francis pOInted out this'was a ‘two year prOJect For the Nach”_"fﬁ ’éhH:Ree-‘

reatlon District in brIngIng about acquisition of the in-holdings. between the two

ekl
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t;parcels of land acquired. == entlre park sute wouId now be developed and be avanlag:

for this. community. ' .
ik responSe to Mrs. Lemere s question-on the presentfundlng, Mr. Cole stated

the Committee had funded approximately $245,000 bezond the project expend:tures

recommended for thIS partlcular meetnng by staff _ - :

MR CROUSE MOVED SECONDED BY ‘MR, ODEGAARD T0 FUND AS MANY ‘AS POSSIBLE OF THE

LOCAL: AGENCY- PROJECTS "‘APPROVED- AT THE' MEETING AGAINST BUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATION ‘

MONIES WHICH WILL BECOME AVAILABLE WITHIN THE NEXT SEVERAL MONTHS o

MOTION WAS CARRIED i
As a resuIt oF Commlttee actlon, the local: agency prOJects as listed on page 43
and age Ly of these mlnutes were approved for Fundlng by the foIIownng motnon

THEREFORE THE COMMITTEE BY ITS ACTION AT THIS MEETING APPROVES AND’ AFFIRMS

THAT : THE PROJECTS AS LISTED 'ON" PAGES 43-L4k OF THESE’ MINUTES ARE" FOUND TO BE"

- CONSISTENTWITH THE STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREATI-ON AND OPEN SPACE PLAN AS ADOPTED
: BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON FEBRUARY 26 1973 AND

, THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE IN ITS APPROVAL' OF THESE PROJECTS FOR FUNDING AUTH-

“ORIZES THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE. THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE'S PROJECT CONTRACT
CINSTRUMENTS: WITH THE LY1STED PROJECTS 'SPONSOR “"AND TO D I'SBURSE FUNDS “FROM THE -

OUTDOOR RECREATION ACCOUNT UPON EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT CONTRACTS BY THE <i\é
SPONSORING AGENCY. AND "UPON PERFORMANCE BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE TERMS ’
AND CONDITIONS THEREIN.

1

MOTION WAS CARRIED. AN U R

IV, B. - State Agency Project Presentations: Upon reconvening at 3:35 P.M.

~ the Chairman called for action on the State Agency Projects belng recommended
for funding. The Committee members had had opportunity to review all of the
state agency pFOJeCtS prior to-the meeting and opted to excuse staff From the
sllde presentatlon due to the time eIement '

AT WAS MOVED BY MR ODEGAARD SECONDED BY MR. ROSS THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE
FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION ADOPT ALL OF THE STATE AGENCY PROJECTS AS RECOMMENDED
BY STAFF FOR THE DEPARTMENTS OF GAME, NATURAL RESOURCES, ~AND THE PARKS AND RECRE-

: ATION COMMISSION AS INDICATED IN THE FOLLOWING MOTIONS o

,,V\’

STATE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION

: THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS SUBMITTED BY THE STATE. PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
ARE FOUND TO BE ‘CONSISTENT WiTH ‘THE STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREATTON AND OPEN- SPACE
_vPLAN ADOPTED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON FEBRUARY 26, 1973, AND

~ THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE APPROVES THESE PROJECTS AS RECOMMENDED AND AUTHORIZES
“THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE'S PROJECT CONTRACT INSTRU- _ )
MENT WITH THE LISTED PROJECTS' SPONSOR:AND TO DISBURSE -FUNDS FROM THE.OUTDOOR ~
RECREATION ACCOUNT IN THE AMOUNT WHICH HAS BEEN LISTED FOR EACH PROJECT, UPON -
. EXECUTION OF 'THE PROJECT CONTRACTS BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY FOR EACH PROJECT,
AND" UPON PERFORMANCE BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS
THEREIN .

__(See continuation page 45) . .
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75-503A.

75-503A°
75-505A
75-506A
75-504D -
"76-501D -

v76-5oog

:%SUMMARY OF PROJECTS :

Green River Gorge, Kumner, Phase II o -8 63 325 50 Ref 28
" Green River Gorge, Jellum v 73~ 75‘Bien. o2k 057 50 "
“Green River Gorge, Palmer [1~ ~ 73-75-.Bien: 82,125.00

iPége Ls - MInuteé'- Juné I6*I7, 1975 ‘ 'jVL-“

PECIAL PROVISO

GREEN RIVER GORGE - KUMMER - PHASE Il APPROVED ON THE BASiS: THAT THE RESJDENCE
1S T0 BE USED AS A RANGER'S RESIDENCE; THAT THE BARN 1S TO BE-USED FOR STORAGE
OF EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS FOR: MANAGEMENT OF THE AREA; AND THAT ALL OTHER

‘BUILDINGS ARE TO BE REMOVED : : ~

‘Rockport Dev. Phase |1 <« 73=75'Bien. " 50, 000.00

“Green River Gorge - ?@Aﬂﬁ%7lll 75=77 Bien. =2 vh6 %;;gguju;g_,:fgﬁTé¥?::
“Lower Crossing. ‘ 75-77-Bien. 221. ) o
| | gpancs - T

)

" MOTION WAS CARRIED.

DEPARTMENT'OF;NATURALIRESOURCESPj"‘"'

e

_ ’THF FOLLOWING PROJECTS SUBMITTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF - NATURAL RESOURCES - . 5‘;{ 3$l
e ARE FOUND TO BE-CONSISTENT WiTH THE STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREAT|ON-AND- OPEN SPACE
'PLAN ADOPTED BY. THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON FEBRUARY 26 1973, AND

“THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE APPROVES THESE PROJECTS AS RECOMMENDED AND AUTHORIZES
THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGENCY. COMMITTEE'S PROJECT CONTRACT

INSTRUMENT WITH THE LISTED PROJECTS' SPONSOR AND TO DISBURSE FUNDS FROM THE
OUTDOOR RECREATION ACCOUNT IN THE AMOUNT WHICH HAS BEEN LISTED FOR EACH PROJECT, ..
UPON.EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT CONTRACTS BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY FOR EACH PROJECT,

- AND UPON. PERFORMANCE BY. .THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE _TERMS AND CONDITIONS THEREIN

‘ ;§a§§;SPECIAL PROVIS0S: “f;,'

- 75-730A.

75-729D

75-728D

75-727D

| 75-726D -
75-723D..

75-724D

7 v}°D

- 75%725D

75-731D
75-732D

;FOSS COVE = EAILE;CLIFF APPROVED WITH THE UNDERSTANDING THAT DNR Wi

CONT INGENT UPON THE. TIMELY COMPLETION OF THE, RECREATION MASTER PLANSVONyALL MULTIPLE USE-
AREAS WITHIN WHICH INDIVIDUAL ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS. AR -LISTED BELOW
AS. REQUIRED BY SECTION 03. IO OOO OF THE IAC PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES'

'"CAPITAL BUDGET‘REQUEST

N:APPROVED ON. THE BASIS THAT THE. DNRTWILL
"OBTAIN A FIFTY-YEAR EASEMENT FOR THE

YACOLT, MUA TRAIL DEVELOPMENT .
CAPITOL. 'OREST MUP SANDY . HOOK TRAIL DEV

- CAPTTOL FOREST MUA CEDAR .GREEK TRAIL DEV.

“TRAIL COORIDOR;AT T;TO THE OUTDOOR

CAPTTOL FOREST MUA SKYLINE TRAIL DEV. ,
 RECREATION ACCOUNT AND. THAT, IN THE

CAPITOL. FOREST MUA L.OST VALLEY TRAIL DEV.

"EVENT THAT MANAGEM NT ACTIVITIES
OF THE DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCES DESTRO\

CAPITOL FOREST MUA MIMA FALLS TRAIL DEV.

SULTAN-PTLCHUCK MUA ASHLAND LAKES TRAIL DEV: " OR SIGNIFICANTLY IMPAIR RECREATIONAL USE

OF THE TRAIL OR A. PORTION THEREOF DURING -

TAHUYA MUA GREEN MOUNTAIN TRAIL DEV:

TWIN FALLS CAMP ANDLTRAIL

';THIS FIFTY- YEAR. PERIOD THAT TIMELY
“TRAIL RELOCATION OR® REPLACEMENT WiLL
- BE PERFORMED BY THE DEPT. OF NATURAL

N

BOULDER LAKE CAMP»AND TRAIL

RESOURCES -AT NO COST TO THE OUTDOOR

RECREATION ACCOUNT. ek

O SO S VM IO S




 75-730A
75-736A

- 75-734A
75-733A
75-735A M
75-737D
-75-739D
7527400,
75-7380 "0

75-729D
75-728D
75-727D
" 75-726D
75-723D

#5-724D -

75-722D

75?7250v

- 75- 73ID
- 75-732D .

VE 75 655A COWICHE WRA:

_Page 46 - Minutes - June 16 -17, 1975

1SUMMARY OF PROJECTS

" Yacolt MUA - Ed Haase Acq. I 12,8h8-4
Tahuya MUA - Twin Lakes Acq. - 6,595
Tahuya MUA - Toonerville Acq. 4,068.

f,MapIe HoIIow Dev.

.Yacolt MUA Trail Dev T

Capitol Forest MUA. .Sandy Hook Trail Dev.
- Capitol Forest MUA Skyline Trail Dev.
‘Capitol Forest MUA Cedar Creek Trail Dev.
Capitol Forest MUA Mima Falls Trail Dev.

Ca ?ltOI Forest MUA Lost Valley Trail Dev.

tan-Pilchuck MUA -Ashland Lakes Tratl Dev .

Tahuya MUA Green Mountain. TralI Dev.

, TwLn-FaIIsACamp'and TraII
"Boulder Lake Camp and Trail®

‘MOTION ‘WAS .CARRIED."

DEPARTMENT OF GAME,HC‘

Foss COVe, Fagle C1ifF S 9,52k

‘Middle Fork SnoquaImle River - Mine Creek Acq.F
Sultan-Pilchuck MUA -'Upper Basln Dev. 27,000

50,945 Ref.

50,140
21,145
24,815

7,104

31,390
,»27 A9I
22,52k
75,320 Ref.
63,217 Ref.

‘

v
i

it

o

$ 71 476 215 $81 000 LWCF

- IZ 88
== 6,595
ce- 0 b068.50
E :"\-,_‘ o T 7 ]O 9’*5

o

T -
SRR 26,0200 0 e
=== 70,0000,

18

18

" {‘\\}

© THE FOLLOMING PROJECTS SUBNITTED BY THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF GAME ARE FOUND TO

“BE CONSISTENT WITH THE STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE PLAN
‘ADOPTED BY JTHE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON FEBRUARY 26,

1973, AND

THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE APPROVES THESE PROJECTS AS RECOMMENDED ,

AND AUTHORIZES THE ADMINISTRATOR. TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGENCY. COMMITTEE s

PROJECT CONTRACT INSTRUMENT WITH THE LISTED PROJECTS' SPONSOR’ 'AND’ TO DISBURSE
_‘EFUNDS FROM . THE QUTDOOR RECREATION ACCOUNT. IN THE AMOUNT WHICH HAS BEEN LISTED

.. FOR EACH PROJECT UPON EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT CONTRACTS BY. THE ‘SPONSORING AGENCY

SPECIAL PROVISOS

IV‘AND UPON PERFORMANCE BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS THEREIN

RECOMMENDED ON: THE BASIS THAT THE- STEEL ROOFED HAY SHED

_‘»WILL BE USED FOR. BIG GAME FEEDING OPERATIONS; THE LOADING SHED WILL BE
~ . USED TO PROTECT GAME. DEPARTMENT EQUIPMENT - USED IN, THE OPERATION OF THE

=" 'AREA; ALL OTHER BUILDINGS AND CORRALS WILL:BE REMOVED AND THAT THE OLD
N CABIN AND SILO WILL BE RETAINED FOR HISTORICAL PURPOSES 1F, IN_FACT

- THE STRUCTURES HAVE HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE

,.'AND FURTHER THE AREA MAY BE SHARECROPPED AND GRAZED FOR MANAGEMENT
_]PURPOSES PROVIDED THAT PUBLIC USE OF “THE AREA WILL NOT BE UNDULY RESTRICTED.

7

755653A SUNNYSIDE WRA APPROVED ‘ON THE BASIS THAT THE RESIDENCE WILL BE UTILIZED

AS A WRA MANAGER'S RESIDENCE THE BARN AND OTHER OUTBUILDINGS WILL BE

o ' . wlphy - |
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'IT* N -;USED IN MANAGEMENT OF THE AREA AND THAT SHARECROPPING AND GRAZING OF. THE risy
LANDS WILL BE USED AS A MANAGEMENT TOOL PROVIDED THAT PUBLIC USE OF THE
LANDS TO BE ACQUIRED WILL NOT BE UNDULY RESTRICTED AS A RESULT OF ANY .-~

«JSHARECROPPING AGREEMENT RO N S

- 75-649A CHEHALIS RIVER
7 AND o APPROVED WITH THE UNDERSTANDING THAT SHARECROPPING R
75-657A OAK CREEK WRA: OF THE LANDS TO BE ACQUIRED WILL BE USED AS A MANAGEMENT TOOL :
. ‘ ”wqw.kl,PROVIDED THAT PUBLIC USE OF THE AREA WILL NOT BE: UNDULY RESTRICTED
E,AS A RESULT OF ANY SHARECROPPING AGREEMENT [

75-651A SKAGLT RIVER-BALD EAGLE: - APPROVED ON THE'EASTS7TNAT“PUBLTG USE OF THEILANDS ,"'“
TO BE ACQUIRED HAY BE REGULATED FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH FEBRUARY. OF EACH YEAR
TO. PROTECT THE BALD EAGLE HABITAT. ; ST : :

R '
o ‘““““f?ﬁ SUMMARY OF PROJECTS:

‘I 75-648A Lake Bosworth . o ‘ (73 75 blennlum) "~ Ref. 28 - § 9,500 -

75-656A, Gloyd Seeps WRA (73-75-biennium) Ref. 28 . 13,000 -
76-602A Tennant Lake - Phase 11 (75-77 biennium) -~ Ref,.28 .. - 76,500
76-601D Cherry Valley WRA Phase! Dev. (75-77 biennium) = Ref. 28 2h,100

- 76-603D Skagit River BoatiLaunch'Dev.3(15177 biennium) . Refi: 28*f','if 29,000 5

~. 75-655A Cowiche WRA o D, Refe 28 i o T 372 500

) 75-6h9A Chehalis River . T e RS ReplegT 19,17% o
75-657A 0ak Creek WRA B o Ref.. 28 -7 S
75-651A Skagit River-Bald Eagle , , " Ref. 287

75%653A Sunnyside ‘ . LWCF $ _93}900 | Réﬂy

MOTION WAS CARRIEDL

Follow:ng the State Agency motions of approval Mr. Bishop opened the discussion to
funding of one more local project.  He was ‘advised there was Initiative 215 money
available -- approximater $66,000 which could be used. Mr. Giesen desired to
have the Port of Skaglt s project consudered by the Commlttee -

IT WAS MOVED BY MR M00S, SECONDED BY MR. ODEGAARD, TO FUND THE SKAGIT COUNTY
- LACONNER MARINA- PROJECT TO THE EXTENT: OF INITIATIVE 215 FUNDS AVAILABLE AT THE
‘CLOSEOF THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE DELIBERATIONS

Mrs. Anderson feIt it-was not’ approprlate to use all of the Inlt 215 funds in 5
- one funding session, and the Committee should fund only those projects which are.
~‘considered by staff to be viable. Mr. Ross also spoke in opposition to funding .
the project, stating local agency project sponsors’ had already been heard ‘and
" local projects had already received funding action:from the Committee. Since
most of the local agency representatives had already left the meeting, It would
not .be appropriate to. fund another project and Could possibly.leave a poor impres~’
z:;> sion if the Committee were to take up act:on on local agency prOJects in this manner.
Mr. Odegaard felt $66,000 mlght not be of vaIue to the Port of Skagit or make it
a.viable project. Mr. Blggs also stated it was better to fund-on merit of a prOJect
rather than as a matter of fiscal need and monies being available at the end of a

/
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funding session. Mrs. Brostrom suggested re~consxder|ng this project in Auqust 7 ,;fff}
Mr. Moos agreed with comments  of the Committee AND WITHDREW HIS. MOTION TO. FUND g

SKAGIT COUNTY'S PROJECT MR ODEGAARD WITHDREW THE SECOND TO THE MOTION

August Sessuon Mr. Brshop advused there' Would be a fundtng sess1on in. August

and discussion of FAC ,policy, Evaluation Criteria, Procedural Guudellnes and
‘various other matters which the'Committee might - ]lke to review. He, . suggested the‘
Administrator delete some of the reV|ew ntems from the usual agenda to accommodate
thrs type ef se55|on : , i - ,

“Vi‘ Admlnlstrator s Report: . Mr. >Francrs
agenda material for the August meet»ng, the:preSen, n Trails: and: ATV corridors .

'could be better accommodated if held over until the Dece w197 ’eeting 1t

& ‘consensus. oF “the Commlttee that thls would be more approprla

wréed'becaUSe oF*the SPeC'a] handling of

e:next~meet|ng of the IAC W be at the Ocosta Jr’-Sr hlgh Schoo] at Westport
Commxttee members were advised to make reservatlons ear!y in regard to motei space

The meeting adJourned ‘at . 4:30 p.m.

R/-'\“TIF}IE) BY TH COMM!TTEE
257 N5 mmw&(
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