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	At its 3 June 2009 meeting the Committee of the Whole amended the proposed ordinance and reported it out of committee by a vote of 7-0 with a Do Pass recommendation and with the direction to expedite it for consideration at the next meeting of the Council.


Summary

Proposed Ordinance 2009-0348 (Attachment 1, pp. 5-7 of these materials) would place on the November 2009 general election ballot a charter amendment recommended by the 2007-2008 King County Charter Review Commission (CRC). If the proposed amendment is placed on the ballot and approved by the voters, it will amend Charter section 800 to (1) make clear that the County Executive’s appointments to the CRC are subject to Council confirmation and (2) require the Council, after receiving the Charter Review Commission’s report and recommendations, to “consider the commission’s report and recommendations and decide at an open public meeting how to proceed on each of the commission’s recommended charter amendments.”
The CRC’s vote was 19-0 in favor of the amendment, with two members absent.

BACKGROUND

The proposed charter amendment has two parts, both of which are related to the charter review process established by Charter section 800:
Council Confirmation of Appointments to CRC

During the 2007-2008 CRC appointment process there was a lack of clarity regarding whether appointments to the CRC were subject to Council confirmation. The County Prosecuting Attorney’s office held that the clearer interpretation was that the appointments were subject to Council confirmation. The CRC accepted that view with Executive and Council concurrence. The proposed language implements that recommendation.
Requirement of public Council decision on each charter amendment recommended by CRC

The CRC has recommended a charter amendment that would require the Council to consider the CRC’s report and recommendations and “decide at an open public meeting how to proceed on each of the commission’s recommended charter amendments.”

This requirement was based in part on a similar requirement regarding Council action on recommendations of the county’s regional committees, which the CRC proposed would be satisfied by “approval, rejection, amendment and rereferral, postponement or any other action of record during a council or standing committee meeting.” The Council approved this requirement in Ordinance 16205 (placing the regional committees charter amendment on the ballot in November of 2008) and Ordinance 16301 (implementing the regional committees charter amendment by amending Council Rule 7, which governs the regional committees).

THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION

Proposed Ordinance 2009-0348 (Attachment 1, pp. 5-7 of these materials) would implement the CRC’s recommendation.

The legislation would add two sentences to Charter section 800:

1. “Appointees shall be subject to confirmation by a majority of the county council” (p. 6, line 19, of these materials).
2. “The county council shall consider the commission's report and recommendations and decide at an open public meeting how to proceed on each of the commission’s recommended charter amendments” (p. 6, lines 21-23 of these materials).
PROPOSED AMENDMENT AND COMPANION ORDINANCE

Councilmembers Ferguson and Lambert, who are co-sponsors of Proposed Ordinance 2009-0348, are proposing an amendment and a companion ordinance that are intended to track the analogous provisions in Ordinances 16205 and 16301 (the regional committees legislation referred to above).
Proposed Amendment 1 (Attachment 2, p. 9 of these materials) would insert the words “as provided by ordinance” at the end of the second sentence to be added to Charter section 800. This would track the corresponding language regarding the regional committees in Ordinance 16205 (p. 14, lines 107-108 of these materials).
The proposed companion ordinance (Attachment 3, p. 11 of these materials) would implement the proposed charter amendment by adopting a new Council Rule 33 providing:
Rule 33: Upon receipt of a report and recommendation of the charter review commission pursuant to charter section 800, the county council or a standing committee thereof shall consider the commission's report and recommendations and, in an open public meeting, take such action on the commission's recommended charter amendments as it deems appropriate, which may consist of approval, rejection, amendment, postponement, or any other action of record.

This would track the analogous language in Ordinance 16301 regarding Council consideration of regional committee recommendations (p. 16, lines 210-215 of these materials).
INVITEES

1. Charter Review Commission members
� Ordinance 16205 amended Charter section 270.30 to read in part: “Each regional committee may develop and propose directly to the council an ordinance or motion adopting, amending or repealing a countywide policy or plan within the subject matter area of the committee. . . . [T]he council shall consider the proposed legislation and take such action thereon as it deems appropriate, as provided by ordinance.” (Attachment 4, lines 100-108, p. 14 of these materials). Ordinance 16301 amended Council Rule 7 to provide in part: “Within one hundred twenty days of introduction by the committee, the council or a standing committee shall consider the proposed legislation and take such action on the proposed legislation as the council or standing committee deems appropriate, including approval, rejection, amendment and rereferral, postponement or any other action of record during a council or standing committee meeting” (Attachment 5, lines 210-215, p. 16 of these materials).
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