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BACKGROUND

The Puget Sound Partnership is a Washington State agency established in 2007 to lead efforts to
protect and restore Puget Sound and its spectacular diversity of life, now and for future generations.
The partnership will create a long-term plan called the 2020 Action Agenda by September 2008. The
2020 Action Agenda will identify and prioritize actions, name those responsible, identify funding,
track progress, and report the results publicly.

The Puget Sound Partnership (PSP) identified six goals as essential for creating a healthy Puget Sound
by 2020:

+ A healthy and prosperous human population supported by a healthy Puget Sound that is not
threatened by changes in the ecosystem

+ A quality of life that is sustained by a functioning ecosystem
+ Healthy and sustaining populations of native species in Puget Sound, including a robust food web

+ A healthy Puget Sound where freshwater, estuary, nearshore, marine, and upland habitats are
protected, restored, and maintained

+ An ecosystem that is supported by groundwater levels as well as river and streamflow levels
sufficient to sustain people, fish, and wildlife, and the natural functions of the environment

+ Fresh and marine waters and sediments of sufficient quality so that the waters of the region are
safe for drinking, swimming, shellfish harvest and consumption, and other human uses and are not
harmful to the native marine mammals, fish, birds, and shellfish of the region
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Agenda. To develop the Action
Agenda, the PSP will work with local watershed groups, tribes, cities, counties, special purpose
districts, and the private sector in the Action Areas to do the following.

+ Consider scientific information on the ecosystem risks in their area Identify key actions to address
these risks

+ Evaluate existing programs and plans
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« Recommend area-specific actions, programs, and strategies for adoption in the Action Agenda

In addition to the Leadership Council, the PSP is also creating an Ecosystem Coordination Board. This
board will advise the PSP’s Leadership Council on carrying out its responsibilities. It will be made up
of 27 individuals representing specific interests around the Sound. Nominations for the board will
come from various groups and organizations that are responsible for selecting qualified candidates.
This selection process is already under way. The board will consist of the following representation:

« One member from each of the seven Puget Sound Action Areas

+ One member from each of the following: a county, a city, and a port district

« Two members from each of the following: general business interests and environmental interests
+ Three members from each of the following: state government, tribes, and federal government

« Four state legislators (one representing each caucus in each chamber)

On July 26, 2007, the King County Council approved Ordinance 15869 directing the development

of a preliminary work program, expansion of water quality monitoring programs and scientific
studies, and analysis of reorganization options to allow King County to support the work of the PSP.
This document presents the preliminary response to Ordinance 15869 due on September 16, 2007.
The final version will be submitted to the Council for approval by January 1, 2008. This preliminary
response attempts to document what has been done to-date and to project how King County will work
over the next few months with the PSP to identify and prioritize actions that will move Puget Sound
recovery forward. The January 1, 2008, final work program will provide a more in-depth response and
will be informed by comments from the Council and by discussions with the PSP.

The next three sections of this report respond to the three sections of Ordinance 15869 and their
associated assignments. (The italicized text at the start of each section and each subsection reflects
language from the ordinance.)

SECTION 1.
DEVELOP AWORK PROGRAM

The Executive and the department of natural resources and parks is directed to develop a work
program to address the manner in which King County will coordinate with cities and other
governmental agencies in the county to assess the role and responsibilities that local governments
will have under chapter 90.71 RCW and other laws of Washington as stipulated in Engrossed
Senate Bill 5372 including potentially responsibilities to participate and expand the functions

of local watershed groups. The program shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

A. A public information or communication plan for local elected leadership and appropriate staff
within agencies and departments of cities, ports and tribes regarding Puget Sound activities

The King County Department of Natural Resources and Parks (KCDNRP), in concert with the
Executive’s Office and the new Puget Sound Partnership, will prepare and include in the final work
program a detailed communications plan for integrating our work with the extensive public education
and outreach plan under development through the PSP. According to the PSP, approximately

25 percent of the region’s population has a high awareness or concern about the Sound’s
environmental health. The proposed communications plan will include (1) public education and
outreach efforts that are under way, (2) a plan for communication and collaboration among the many
local jurisdictions included in the South Central Puget Sound and Whidbey Island Action Areas, and
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(3) objectives, goals, key messages, strategies, timelines, metrics, and other essential elements that
will incorporate the messages and strategies from the PSP public awareness and education effort. We
expect to work closely with the King County Council and other local elected leaders to seek input and
review of the communications component of the plan. We want to ensure that it serves as a model for
how other local jurisdictions can integrate their communications and public education and outreach
efforts with the PSP’s Sound-wide effort.

King County has been reaching out to the public for many years regarding the importance of
protecting the region’s water quality through campaigns involving natural yard care and pesticide
reduction, recycling, wastewater treatment, habitat protection and restoration, eco-consumerism,
green building, swimming beach monitoring, proper disposal of hazardous waste, and much more.

KCDNRP uses survey results to help plan and carry out efforts to protect water quality and to
communicate with the public. The county conducts an annual Water Quality Survey and a biannual
Environmental Behavior Index (EBI) survey to track public awareness and attitudes on water quality
issues and programs. The Water Quality Survey takes places in December of each year, with findings
available soon after. The next EBI survey will next occur in May 2008; findings will be available in
June.

KCDNREP is already folding its extensive public education and outreach efforts related to Puget Sound
water quality into PSP efforts. The county is currently represented on the Puget Sound Education,
Communication and Outreach Network (ECO Network) and the PSP’s creative advisory team,

which participated in the development of the Public Awareness and Engagement Plan, and plans to
participate in the PSP launch of an outreach campaign in 2008. Participation in these groups provides
the opportunity to coordinate our activities with other agencies and organizations involved in Puget
Sound protection, to review materials, and to provide expertise in the creation of messages and
materials.

An example of our current efforts to integrate our work with Puget Sound recovery efforts is the link
on KCDNRP’s Web site at http://dnr.metrokec.gov/soundtips/ and a companion brochure, both of
which identify actions the public can take to play a role in the recovery and protection of Puget Sound.
In addition, a variety of brochures (Sound Tips, Environmental Behavior Index), outreach events (Earth
Day Expo, Puget Soundscape, Mud Up, Northwest Flower and Garden Show, Duwamish Alive), Web
links, and news releases reach thousands of Puget Sound citizens and have provided effective tools

for conveying key messages. For example, since January 2006, KCDNRP has issued approximately
160 news releases that address a wide range of subjects related to PSP core messages. KCDNRP will
continue to integrate our efforts with emerging PSP public education and outreach efforts.

Existing inter-jurisdictional venues provide more opportunities to communicate and collaborate with
cities and other governmental agencies in King County and beyond:

+ In Fall 2007, KCDNRP is convening representatives from many of King County’s cities and
jurisdictions to consider collaborative compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) public outreach and education requirements. Collaborative efforts are new to this
version of the permit for municipal stormwater and are being encouraged. Meetings are taking place
this fall with the goal of developing a regional education proposal by the end of 2007.

+ Under the terms of King County’s NPDES permit for municipal stormwater, the county submits
annual reports to the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) that include an analysis of
public education and outreach activities. The annual report that documents 2007 accomplishments
and a surface water management plan that documents plans for 2008 will be prepared for internal
review in December 2007, for public review in January 2008, and for submittal to Ecology per
NPDES permit requirements by March 21, 2008.
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+ To support the salmon conservation planning effort, KCDNRP participates in the development of
work products, including public education and outreach materials, under the interlocal agreement
construct that involves cost sharing by more than 45 cities and jurisdictions. Work includes
advocating for salmon priorities and funding; coordinating between multiple diverse parties;
running programs, tours, and workshops related to watershed health and salmon recovery; and
tracking and monitoring implementation of actions.

B. Strategy for assembly of elected officials, agencies and experts in King County to
share information and research regarding Puget Sound and its tributaries

KCDNRP proposes two potential venues to assemble elected officials, agencies, and experts in King
County to share information and research regarding Puget Sound and its tributaries:

 Joint Watershed Assembly. The Water Resource Inventory Area (WRIA) 8 (Lake Washington/
Cedar/Sammamish) Salmon Recovery Council, the WRIA 9 (Green/Duwamish and Central Puget
Sound) Forum, the Snoqualmie Forum, and possibly the WRIA 7 (Snoqualmie/Skykomish Forum)
are currently considering convening a joint watershed assembly for their leadership. This meeting
would serve multiple purposes, such as affording opportunities for the WRIAs to share successes
to-date, tools and unique approaches, and challenges in implementing their individual salmon
recovery plans. The meeting would also provide a forum for discussing Puget Sound actions already
completed, future needs, and ways that the WRIAs could work together on PSP priorities in the
future. Invitation of WRIA 10 (White/Puyallup) representatives will also be considered.

* King County/PSP Joint Event. We propose that a jointly sponsored event be held between
King County and the PSP after the appointment of the Ecosystem Coordination Board and the
identification of the board representatives for the South Central Puget Sound and Whidbey Island
Action Areas in early October. The event would be convened by the two representatives on the
Ecosystem Coordination Board. Its purpose would be to share views on actions under way and
discuss how local jurisdictions will participate in the development of the Action Agenda.

C. Proposal or options for coordinating and identifying countywide priorities for action and funding
from available resources to support implementation of plans, specific projects and programs

Maintaining a healthy Puget Sound has been a local and state interest for many decades. Numerous
federal, state, and local programs work to improve the Sound’s water quality, habitat, and wildlife.

King County is a leader in environmental protection and will work with the region to improve our
overall performance in this arena. KCDNRP and other King County agencies currently administer
numerous programs that support PSP’s vision and goals. Many of these programs offer award-winning
and innovative approaches to managing natural resources and public infrastructure. KCDNRP
proposes to coordinate and identify countywide priorities for Puget Sound actions and funding
through these existing and successful collaborative programs.

The PSP has stated that “A system-wide approach that addresses all of the complex connections
among our land, water, and web of species offers the best hope for achieving multiple and connected
needs for people and natural systems in Puget Sound.” The following text describes the many King
County programs that support the PSP system-wide priorities; the illustration on the next page
demonstrates the breadth of linkages between the programs that the county already administers
and the priorities of the PSP. This web of linkages provides a great foundation for increased efforts to
protect and restore Puget Sound.



EXTENSIVE LINKAGES BETWEEN
KING COUNTY PROGRAMS AND PSP PRIORITIES

for illustrative purposes only

Puget Sound Partnership’s
Essential Priorities for a Healthy
Puget Sound by 2020

Protect Puget Sound Habitat

Restore Damaged Forests, Rivers,
Shorelines, and Marine Waters

Accelerate Control and Clean-up of
Toxic Pollution

Significantly Reduce Pollution from Human
and Animal Wastes and Other Sources

Significantly Reduce Polluted
Stormwater Runoff

Ensure Adequate Water for People, Fish
and Wildlife, and the Environment

Protect Ecosystem Biodiversity and
Recover Imperiled Species

Build and Support our Human Capacity to
Protect and Sustain the Environment

King County Programs &
Partnerships That Directly
Support PSP Priorities

Local Hazardous Waste
Management Program

Watershed forums and salmon recovery
plan implementation

Stormwater management program and
service agreements with cities

Landowner incentive programs

Rural, farm, and forest
stewardship programs

Environmental regulations
and policies

NPDES permit for wastewater discharges

Industrial Waste Program

Reclaimed water production, application,
infrastructure planning, and construction

Contaminated sediment
cleanup programs

Combined sewer overflow (CSO)
control program

Monitoring marine and freshwaters for
water quality, water quantity, sediment,
and biological resources

Habitat restoration

\® Habitat protection and
land conservation

Best management practices for
capital and maintenance projects

Natural Yard Care program

Mitigation and adaptation for
climate change

Regional water supply planning

Onsite sewage program
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Local Hazardous Waste Management Program. The Local Hazardous Waste Management
Program (LHWMP) is a regional program that complements other county efforts to protect water
quality. LHWMP brings together resources from four local government agencies and 37 suburban
cities to protect and enhance public health and environmental quality by helping citizens, businesses,
and government reduce the threat posed by the production, use, storage, and disposal of hazardous
materials. The program provides collection and recycling services and offers public outreach aimed at
proper handling and reduction in use of hazardous products. In 2006, the Program collected 2,970
tons of household hazardous waste from more than 52,400 customers. Also, more than 260,400
gallons of used motor oil were collected at public and private collection sites throughout the county.

Watershed forums and salmon recovery plan implementation. King County is the service
provider for three watershed forums whose primary task is to facilitate implementation of their
respective salmon recovery plans. These plans are part of a regional Puget Sound salmon recovery
plan and identify specific actions, including site-specific habitat protection and restoration projects
and programmatic actions such as shoreline management programs. King County is also a local
member of these forums and is implementing priority actions from these plans. In 2006, the Water
and Land Resources Division (WLRD) spent close to $3 million on habitat restoration including
actions in the Snoqualmie, Cedar, Green, and White River watersheds and a small habitat restoration
project granting program. The watershed forums and councils are successful examples of how multiple
jurisdictions can join together and leverage resources and expertise to address complex environmental
challenges.

Stormwater management program and service agreements with cities. Stormwater services
are the nuts and bolts of basic environmental management. King County is the stormwater service
provider for all of unincorporated King County and the contract service provider for several
incorporated cities. In addition to maintaining, inspecting, and retrofitting stormwater conveyance,
flow control, and water quality treatment facilities, King County Stormwater Services maintains
and facilitates effective application of the county’s stormwater facility design standards for new
development and redevelopment (contained in the Surface Water Design Manual) and does the same
for the county’s stormwater source control requirements for existing development (contained in
the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Manual). In addition to use in unincorporated King County,
these manuals have been adopted by several incorporated cities. To reduce pollution, King County
Stormwater Services also inspects many businesses each year to enforce compliance with the county’s
source control requirements.

Landowner incentive programs. A number of landowner incentive programs protect Puget Sound
by maintaining increasing portions of the landscape in healthy forest and farmland. Through the
Farmland Preservation Program, King County has acquired development rights on more than 13,000
acres of high-quality farmland. The Timber Land Program and the Public Benefit Rating System
provide property tax incentives to encourage private landowners to voluntarily conserve and protect
land resources, open space, and timber. In 2006, a total of 1,093 properties (10,514 acres) were
enrolled in these two programs combined.

Rural, forest, and farm stewardship programs. The rural stewardship program assists property
owners in meeting the high standards set by the Critical Areas Ordinance for protecting the resources
on their land when the flexibility of the code is insufficient to allow reasonable development. The
program has provided assistance to 84 landowners, representing 500 acres, who want to improve

the resource quality of their property. The program has approved 12 rural stewardship plans on

41 acres. The county’s forestry program conserves forestland and improves forest health. Through
direct assistance to landowners, the program encourages forest retention and stewardship. The
program has affected 11,500 acres of forestland through forest stewardship courses and approved
forest stewardship plans. The forestry program is also working with communities to develop forest
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fire prevention plans. The agriculture program, in partnership with the King Conservation District,
encourages farmers to develop farm management plans. The program has provided cost sharing,
has assisted with implementation of best management practices to improve water quality on 247
farms, and has partnered with farmers who have restored riparian areas along over six miles of the
Snoqualmie River.

Environmental regulations and policies. King County Comprehensive Plan policies and
supporting regulations, including the Shoreline Master Program, Critical Areas Ordinance, Drainage
and Water Quality codes, and Clearing and Grading standards, all serve to protect the natural
environment and preserve normative functions that keep waterways and the Puget Sound clean. King
County has a long history of using best available science to establish standards and practices for its
regulations. It is anticipated that continuing to update and ensure compliance with these regulations
and policies will be one of the measures that the PSP uses to identify a jurisdiction’s compliance with
the 2020 Action Agenda.

NPDES permit for wastewater discharges to Puget Sound. King County’s treatment plants and
associated facilities continue to comply with the terms and conditions of their NPDES permits and so
are in compliance with the Washington State Water Pollution Control Act, the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, and the Federal Clean Water Act. Despite unusually heavy storms, neither the West Point
nor the South Treatment Plant experienced exceptions to NPDES secondary treatment permit limits
in 2006. Both plants received the National Association of Clean Water Agencies (NACWA) Platinum
Peak Performance Award for operating five consecutive years with no permit exceptions. Two new
treatment plants—Brightwater and Carnation—will feature advanced technology to produce highly
treated wastewater that exceeds NPDES permit limits.

Industrial Waste Program The Industrial Waste Program ensures that industries treat

their wastewater for harmful substances before discharging the wastewater to sewers whose
contents ultimately reach Puget Sound. In 2006, 128 permits and 302 industrial waste discharge
authorizations were in effect, 376 inspections were conducted, and 70 Notices of Violation were
issued. One indicator of the program’s success is the reduction in the amount of mercury in biosolids
produced at the county’s wastewater treatment plants. The amount of mercury in the biosolids has
decreased by over 50 percent since Industrial Waste began its Dental Waste Program.

Reclaimed water production, application, infrastructure planning, and construction.

In 2006, the county produced about 255 million gallons of reclaimed water for onsite use at

the West Point and South Treatment Plants and for offsite uses, including habitat restoration,

near the South plant. The Brightwater plant will produce water that meets state reclaimed water
standards, with the goal of distributing the water to customers for reuse and reducing the volume
of wastewater discharged to Puget Sound. In 2011, the Brightwater “backbone” system will be ready
to convey reclaimed water west and south of the plant. The county continues to work with the state
Departments of Health and Ecology to ensure that the design and construction of the backbone
comply with state standards. In 2007, the county served as a co-sponsor of a Reclaimed Water
Workshop. In addition, the county will produce a reclaimed water feasibility study by the end of
the year that will help identify potential users, technologies, and funding sources. As a part of the
study, staff met with representatives from local jurisdictions, water and sewer districts, parks, and
businesses to discuss reclaimed water opportunities.

Contaminated sediment cleanup programs. King County is carrying out a sediment management
plan developed in the late 1990s to clean up contaminated sediment near CSO outfalls. In mid 2007,
design was completed for cleanup of the old Denny Way CSO site in Elliott Bay; cleanup is scheduled
for November 2007-January 2008. The county continues to work to improve water quality in the
Lower Duwamish Waterway through actions such as reducing CSOs, restoring habitats, capping and
cleaning up sediments, and controlling toxicants from industries and stormwater runoff. The county
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is participating in two early action sites to clean up portions of the waterway earlier than required.
Post-cleanup monitoring at one of the sites is providing critical information on cleanup alternatives
for the Lower Duwamish Waterway Superfund Site. The discovery of accumulations of phthalates

and other chemicals during monitoring led to formation of the Sediment Phthalate Work Group,
composed of representatives from EPA, Ecology, King County, and the Cities of Seattle and Tacoma, to
examine the occurrence, sources, risks, receptors, source control, treatment, and regulatory aspects of
phthalate sediment contamination.

Combined sewer overflow (CSO) control program. In response to the Clean Water Act of 1972,
Metro adopted the Combined Sewer Overflow Program in 1979. Since adoption of this first program,
Metro and then King County have prepared plans to respond to evolving CSO regulations, including
the Ecology’s “control” standard of no more than an average of one untreated discharge per year at
each CSO location. King County’s CSO facilities are regulated through West Point plant’s NPDES
permit. By May 2005, with completion of the Mercer/Elliott West and Henderson/Norfolk facilities,
about 17 of King County’s 38 CSOs were controlled. The remaining 21 uncontrolled CSOs will meet
state standards between 2012 and 2030. The schedule for completing the CSO control projects was
set to reflect priorities for protecting human health, the environment, and endangered species. The
schedule calls for completion of the highest priority projects near Puget Sound Beaches in 2012.

Monitoring marine and freshwaters for water quality, water quantity, sediment, and
biological resources. King County runs a monitoring program for freshwater streams, lakes, and
rivers and for the marine waters of Puget Sound. The components of this program, along with other
regional monitoring programs, are summarized in Attachment A. The program samples water quality,
sediment quality, stream flow, physical properties such as temperature and weather, biological
resources, and other media. While this program represents a very significant and long-standing
financial contribution from King County, we recognize that in order to track our progress on achieving
the PSP goals for Puget Sound by 2020, gaps in location and type of monitoring will need to be filled.

Habitat restoration. King County dedicates significant funds and effort to restoring aquatic
habitats, using both local dollars and grant monies from state and federal sources. For example,
in 2006, Water and Land Resources spent $3.1 million on habitat restoration, completing over 15
projects throughout the county. Most of these projects are specifically called for in WRIA salmon
conservation or other regional plans. Recent examples have included the Auburn Narrows Side
Channel Connection project, which created 1,600 linear feet of off-channel habitat and 55 acres
of replanted riparian areas along the Green River; the Lions Club Side Channel project along the
Cedar River, which created over 30,000 square feet of side channel habitat; and the 10-acre Lower
Raging River Floodplain Reconnection project. King County’s Wastewater Treatment Division is
also contributing substantially to habitat restoration, protection, and land conservation as a part
of the mitigation program related to the development of the division’s new Brightwater wastewater
treatment facilities. Efforts include $38.5 million in habitat mitigation at various sites in King
and Snohomish Counties and other adjacent jurisdictions, including a 43-acre salmon habitat and
reforestation area on the Brightwater site in the Little Bear Creek basin.

Habitat protection and land conservation. King County routinely acquires high-quality habitat
areas as a means to protect critical resources. These acquisitions augment the landowner incentives
work described above by bringing lands that are highest priority for long-term preservation into
public ownership. The county’s current inventory of protected lands includes 6,200 acres of ecological
lands, 3,500 acres of forestry lands, and nearly 100,000 acres of conservation easements where the
underlying property ownership remains in private hands but the county-owned easement precludes
development. These acquisition approaches have been a priority for well over a decade, dating back to
the Waterways 2000 program. In 2006, 950 acres were acquired for a total of $8 million, using both
local funding such as Conservation Futures, and a variety of state and federal grants.
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Best management practices for capital and maintenance projects. KCDNRP strives to use
techniques and take precautions that minimize adverse impacts to water quality and habitat.

It practices environmental mitigation measures, including best management practices, that are
consistent with the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and incorporates these measures into
design plans and construction contracts. For example, the WLRD Capital Improvements Projects
group takes specific actions to minimize turbidity during construction near and in waterways, works
with certified erosion control specialists, and establishes fueling pads that protect sites from any

fuel contamination during equipment refueling. King County’s DOT has an approved maintenance
manual that establishes standards for reducing environmental risks associated with construction and
maintenance.

Natural Yard Care program. The Natural Yard Care Program provides education and training to
residents throughout the county. The program emphasizes the following behaviors: build healthy soil,
plant right for your site, practice smart watering, think twice before using pesticides, and practice
natural lawn care. Thousands of people have participated in this training over the last several years,
and follow-up surveys indicate a continued improvement in and use of natural yard card practices.
The program measures behavior change through several mechanisms including the Environmental
Behavior Index (EBI).

Mitigation and adaptation for climate change. A King County interdepartmental group
developed and presented to the Council a comprehensive Climate Change Implementation Plan in
February 2007. The plan identifies potential impacts in King County from climate change, ranging
from likely increases in stormwater and flooding resulting from increased frequency and intensity

of storms, to stresses on water supplies and instream flows resulting from reduced snowpack and
earlier runoff, to effects on vulnerable infrastructure resulting from rising sea levels. The plan outlines
a set of mitigation and adaptation goals and strategies that will substantially reduce the county’s
contribution to greenhouse gas emissions in the region, achieve the goal set by the county executive
of reducing emissions by 80 percent by 2050, and implement measures to anticipate and prepare

for expected impacts to county facilities and programs. The mitigation strategies are focused on
transportation investments, such as hybrid or clean fuel vehicles, and on trip-reduction programs.
Adaptation measures include increased production and use of drought-resistant reclaimed water for
nonpotable purposes, revising design standards and investment strategies for major capital projects,
and generally using King County as a “living laboratory” for innovative approaches. King County is
also developing information and tools—such as the just-completed “guidebook” for developing local
government climate change strategies—to assist other governments and agencies in accelerating their
climate change activities and planning.

Regional water supply planning. In 2005, the county signed a memorandum of understanding
with Cascade Water Alliance to work together on water resource and water supply planning. The
members of Cascade Water Alliance are five cities and three water utility districts in the fastest
growing parts of the county, where it is critical to address the challenge of maintaining adequate
water supply for people and adequate streamflows for fish. As a result of the memorandum, the
county convened a multi-stakeholder group that defined technical questions that are currently
being considered by seven self-selected technical committees. The reports from these committees
will be analyzed and synthesized into a single report that will include recommendations on how to
incorporate what has been learned in this process. One expected outcome will be for the county and
Cascade Water Alliance to undertake a coordinated water system plan that will address demand and
supply alternatives such as Lake Tapps and reclaimed water.

Onsite sewage program. PSP has identified the reduction of animal and human waste as a top
priority. Public Health - Seattle & King County helps to ensure that over 115,000 septic systems,
including 192 septic systems in Seattle, are safe. Septic systems treat wastewater when homes and
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buildings are not connected to public sewer systems. Proper operation and maintenance of these
systems and replacement of failing systems help reduce nutrient loading and pathogens that can
impair water quality.

The PSP is in the early stages of its creation and in determining its focus areas and actions. King
County expects to work closely with state and other local governments over the next one to two years
to ensure that the county’s programs and priorities nest within state priorities. We will work with the
PSP through Action Area events, the Ecosystem Coordination Board, and the Leadership Council to
bring forward our local concerns and priorities. As the PSP’s Web site states, “The Partnership’s first
biggest task is to collaborate with governments, tribes, scientists, businesses and citizens to create
that long-term plan—called the 2020 Action Agenda—by September 2008.” King County anticipates
contributing specific recommendations and actions for inclusion in the Action Agenda.

The PSP describes the process for creating and adopting the 2020 Action Agenda as follows:

+ The law stipulates the PSP develop the Action Agenda based in part on existing plans, including
those created by watershed groups and other local level processes. The PSP will organize the work
of creating the Action Agenda at the local level into seven geographically diverse subregions called
Action Areas.

+ The PSP’s executive director will then invite appropriate tribes, local governments, and watershed
groups to compile existing watershed programs relating to the health of Puget Sound. Participants
should work to identify applicable local plan elements, projects, and programs, together with
estimated budgets, timelines, and proposed funding sources, suitable for adoption in the Action
Agenda. This may include assigning priorities to plan elements, projects, and programs.

+ The Leadership Council will decide on a structure and process for building the Action Agenda and
organizing the seven Action Areas. The Ecosystem Coordination Board and the Science Panel will be
involved as well. Public participation and input will be welcome in these decisions. The Leadership
Council will consider these issues during summer 2008. A draft Action Agenda must be created, sent
out for public comment, revised, and then adopted by September 2008.

KCDNRP is prepared to respond to PSP’s call to action. King County has already identified a few
principles to guide the development and implementation of an Action Agenda (Executive Ron Sims
July 17, 2007, letter to the PSP):

¢ Advance salmon recovery plan implementation. Energize and increase the probability of
achieving salmon recovery goals. Increase funding to help achieve the 10-year goals.

o Address gaps in Chinook Recovery Plan. Address gaps such as instream flows, habitat
protection, integration of habitat, harvest and hatchery management, and adaptive management
and monitoring. Respond to the listing of steelhead under the Endangered Species Act.

o Establish and act on science priorities. Incorporate initial analysis of monitoring programs into
the broader Puget Sound-wide development of indicators and measurements of the PSP’s goals for
a healthy Puget Sound. KCDNRP’s initial analysis of existing environmental monitoring programs
conducted by King County and by state, federal, tribal and local agencies—including tentative
identification of gaps in these programs—is included as Attachment A to this preliminary work
plan.

In addition, it is recommended that King County representatives in the watershed forums bring
forward a request and/or recommendation that these inter-jurisdictional forums dedicate time to
consider how they could expand their role in coordinating and funding priority actions for Puget
Sound recovery.

10
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In the next few months, KCDNRP will be tracking PSP activity. The schedule below shows how the PSP
intends to move its work program forward and, in parentheses and blue text, how King County could
respond or participate in specific milestones and actions.

Schedule of Near-term PSP Activities

Fall 2007 Winter/Spring/Summer 2008

+ Develop an organizational chart and job descriptions,and
hire staff. The PSP is combining the staff and functions of
the Puget Sound Action Team and the Shared Strategy and
adding a number of new functions.

* Recruit and convene the Ecosystem Coordination Board,
composed of representatives from the Action Areas,
business, environmental interests, and local, state and
federal agencies. (King County may make
recommendations for membership.)

« Recruit and convene the Science Panel (nine members).
Nominations will be made by the Washington Academy of

+ Develop the 2020 Action Agenda. The draft is due by July 2008, and adoption by
Leadership Council is scheduled for September 2008. (King County will
participate in regional and Action Area processes to help develop the agenda.)

+ Establish environmental indicators and benchmarks. This will be an iterative
process, with some numerical indicators and benchmarks available
immediately and others under development. Some indicators will remain in
narrative form.This task is the responsibility of Science Panel, with interaction
with the Ecosystem Coordination Board and Leadership Council.

(King County’s existing data sets can be used to support this process.)

+ Develop and launch an accountability process for the $400 million state budget
authorized for Puget Sound.

Sciences. (King County may make recommendations for

membership.) « Develop a strategic science program, due for incorporation in the Action

Agenda by July 2008. (King County’s monitoring efforts will aid in identification
« Integrate salmon recovery functions and Shared Strategy of regional science gaps during development of this program.)
transitions into the PSP. (King County as a participant and
service provider for watershed forums will be a resource

and advocate for this process.)

+ Develop a biennial budget request for the Governor and State Legislature
by June 2008.

+ Oversee implementation of the 2007—2009 Puget Sound Conservation and

+ Conduct a programmatic review of funding needed prior to Recovery Plan and state funding plan.

state legislative session. (King County through various
avenues could advocate for reasonable appropriations to
support Puget Sound recovery.)

+ Develop and launch the Puget Sound Education and Outreach. (King County as
amember of the ECO Network can play a role in this campaign.)

Additional King County milestones: Additional milestones:

+ KCDNRP to support a multi-watershed forum event. * Prepare a State of the Sound Report by November 2009, and each odd

+ By January 1,2008, KCNRP will submit final responses to numbered year thereafter.
Ordinance 15869 to the King County Council. * Publish a Puget Sound Update in April 2010, to be prepared by the Science

Panel with staff support.

+ KCDNRP to convene Puget Sound Team.

D. Preliminary plan identifying the entities and funding sources
with capacity to research the role of aquatic reserves

The county will collaborate with the PSP to encourage the formation of a task force under the
Ecosystem Coordination Board and the Science Panel to research both the science and policy issues
related to the establishment of marine reserve areas in Puget Sound. It is recommended that this
task force be led by research staff from the University of Washington’s School of Marine Affairs, with
assistance from other university departments, and that it include representation from the tribes,
Washington State Department of Natural Resources, Washington State Department of Fish and
Wildlife, Northwest Straits Commission, and local government.

It is further recommended that the task force consider models of marine reserves both in North
America and elsewhere in the world, including the uses permitted in existing reserves and how both
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existing and future reserves could support and balance the six goals for a healthy Puget Sound from
the legislation establishing the PSP.

This work should be accomplished over the next 12-18 months in parallel with the efforts of the PSP
to develop the detailed measurements and necessary actions needed to achieve its goals for a healthy
Puget Sound.

SECTION 2.
SUPPORT A SCIENCE-BASED ECOSYSTEM APPROACH

A. The executive and department of natural resources and parks should report to the
council how King County and other local agencies will be coordinating and conducting
adequate testing, monitoring and studies to support the science-based, ecosystem-
wide approach to protecting and restoring the health of Puget Sound.

B. The department of natural resources and parks will prepare and submit to the council:

1. An assessment of King County’s current role and responsibilities for
monitoring, modeling, data management and research with regard to its water
pollution abatement and water quality management responsibilities

King County has monitored the environment for over 40 years. During this time, the

knowledge gained from proactive environmental assessment has resulted in more cost-

effective expenditure of public funds and has helped our county avoid environmental problems
and maintain public health and safety. Without the valuable baseline data collected over

the past four decades, tracking progress toward long-term goals and projecting the long-

term environmental response to management decisions and actions would not be possible.
Consistent environmental assessment is also essential for the development and informed use of
environmental indicators, such as those developed through KingStat, and of Puget Sound-wide
indicators for the PSP.

The PSP calls for increased monitoring related to its six goals in order to identify problem areas,
focus actions to address these problems, and then track our progress toward a healthy Puget
Sound. The geographical scope of the PSP includes both marine waters and watersheds draining
into Puget Sound. King County’s Water and Land Resources Division (WLRD), through its
existing Science, Monitoring, and Data Management Section, conducts broad environmental
monitoring throughout the county. WLRD is in a technical position to fill monitoring gaps
related to the PSP’s six goals but will not have the financial capacity from existing King County
sources to meet these needs in future years. KCDNRP will strive to obtain funding for the
following regional monitoring gaps through state, federal, and private funds from the PSP:

» Gaps in our understanding of Puget Sound and freshwater quality. In order to
prioritize actions for cleanup and prevention, the amounts and sources of pollutants from
septic systems, wastewater treatment plants, and other related sources such as stormwater
must be assessed. The amount and timing of flows in rivers and streams and the withdrawals
or diversions from them affect habitat and contribute to water quality problems, particularly
high temperatures. King County currently monitors water quality in Puget Sound monthly at
six offshore outfall sites, nine offshore ambient sites, six beach outfall sites, and twenty-two
beach ambient sites. In addition, King County maintains a network of freshwater sampling
stations in rivers, streams, and lakes. King County, along with other federal, state, and local
agencies, maintains gauges that track flows at important points in the hydrologic system and
maintains a Web site that provides real-time flow data. Despite these monitoring efforts,
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our understanding of water flows and water quality in both Puget Sound and freshwater
environments remains incomplete because of gaps in the location and frequency of sampling.

» Gaps in our understanding of habitat protection approaches. We need to assess the
effectiveness of actions taken to protect habitat such as the Shoreline Master Plan and
Critical Areas Ordinance (CAO) in protecting important habitats that support salmon and
other marine, freshwater, and upland species of concern. King County currently monitors
riparian, riverine, and marine nearshore habitat and is developing a program to monitor the
effectiveness of the CAO. However, more information is needed about the wildlife present and
the condition of the habitat. Gaps in the location and frequency of sampling hinder our ability
to better understand land uses, geological conditions, and biological resources.

» Gaps in our understanding of toxins polluting our waters and sediments. The
amounts and sources of toxic pollution from water and air entering Puget Sound should
be assessed so that prevention and cleanup actions can be prioritized to address critical
problems. Additionally, much uncertainty exists in our understanding of emerging toxics
issues. All of this information is critical in tracking the success of actions and making
corrections to our toxics management regulations, cleanup strategies, and education efforts.

The PSP supports the issuance of NPDES municipal stormwater permits. The county’s permit
will require a significant amount of new monitoring, including additional water quality
monitoring, to determine if desired results are being achieved. Some of this information

will be gathered through our new stormwater NPDES monitoring program, but there is
insufficient information on the larger geographical scale and in areas not covered by Phase 1

municipal stormwater permits.

* Gaps in our understanding of native fish species. While both King County and state,
federal, tribal, and local jurisdictions maintain numerous monitoring activities, various
studies have identified gaps in our understanding of native fish populations. For example,
the Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Plan identifies the effects of freshwater and marine water
quality on Chinook production and survival as an area of high uncertainty. Other identified
gaps are the monitoring of instream flows, of nearshore habitat and water quality, and of
the potential impacts of climate change on salmon recovery. The WRIA 8 Chinook Salmon
Conservation Plan describes environmental monitoring as a basic need when working on
complex problems like salmon conservation and identifies gaps in the monitoring of habitat
and watershed conditions necessary to assess progress toward desired results, to determine
what is working, and to adjust actions if needed.

2. A preliminary plan for working with state and federal agencies to identify additional
monitoring, modeling, data management and research required to systematically monitor
and measure cumulative changes to ecosystem components and their interactions

KCDNRP intends to continue King County’s participation in regional Puget Sound monitoring
and assessment efforts such as the Puget Sound Assessment and Monitoring Program
(PSAMP), the Puget Sound Nearshore Ecosystem Restoration Program (PSNERP), and the
Pacific Northwest Aquatic Monitoring Partnership (PNAMP). Nearly all of the agencies that
are currently monitoring the freshwater, marine, and upland environments of Puget Sound are
involved in these efforts.

Members of the county’s science staff have served as core participants in these efforts and will
be working to incorporate this work in the assessments and tracking needed by the PSP. In
addition to existing science plans from the above groups, which are limited in scope, the PSP
Science Panel will direct the development of a Puget Sound-wide science plan. King County
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science and policy staff will assist in developing this plan and in ensuring that existing King
County environmental information is incorporated into the plan.

3. A preliminary plan identifying the steps, investments and potential funding sources necessary
to expand the current water quality monitoring network within King County that is sufficiently
integrated into the Puget Sound assessment and monitoring under the auspices of the Puget
Sound Partnership and based upon King County’s current sampling and field data collection

A number of possible strategies exist to improve the present funding environment for King
County monitoring, including the following:

+ Pursuing federal, state, and private funding for regional monitoring efforts through the Puget
Sound Partnership, the Puget Sound Assessment and Monitoring Program, the Puget Sound
Nearshore Restoration Program, and the Pacific Northwest Aquatic Monitoring Partnership.
King County’s long-term participation in these groups and the added focus from the PSP
should result in increased Puget Sound-wide funding.

+ While the statutory possibility exists for expanding funding from existing sources such as CX
funds, the wastewater fund, and the surface water management fund, each of these funds
has its own unique legal and funding constraints and monitoring must compete with other
demands for these funds.

4. A preliminary plan for working with state and federal agencies to identify potential science
gaps and recommend research priorities for uplands and waters within King County

King County, through its membership in regional monitoring efforts identified above and its
representation on the PSP and directly or indirectly on the PSP Science Panel, will be working
to identify science gaps that will need to be filled in order for the PSP to track progress toward
a healthy Puget Sound. The identification of these gaps and recommendation for a science plan
will take place in 2007 and 2008, with the Strategic Science program adopted into the PSP
Action Agenda in July 2008.

5. A preliminary list of potential projects to be nominated for inclusion in the state-sponsored
Puget Sound science program and Puget Sound science activities of federal agencies that
can be part of an integrated research agenda and Puget Sound science work plan

KCDNRP feels that a number of steps must take place before a meaningful list of science
proposals can be developed. These steps include the appointment of the PSP Science Panel and
the Ecosystem Coordination Board and the identification of measurable outcomes under the
PSP goals. The next science-related step will be the development of a Science Work Plan, under
the direction of the Science Panel, which will identify monitoring proposals.

14
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SECTION 3.
ANALYZE AND PROPOSE OPTIONS FOR REORGANIZATION

The executive shall analyze and propose options and recommendations for reorganization
either at the executive level or within the department of natural resources and parks to create
an organizational unit or division that is tasked with being the internal coordinating agency
for all King County activities related to improving and restoring the health of Puget Sound.

During fall 2007, King County will establish the Puget Sound Team, an interdepartmental and
interdisciplinary workgroup similar to the King County Climate Change Implementation Team.

The Puget Sound Team will be charged with aligning and coordinating all of King County’s work

that affects the health and recovery of Puget Sound, including policy, operational, technical, and
intergovernmental relations efforts. In addition, the team will have a strong communications and
outreach component that will be closely coordinated with the public awareness campaign launched by
the PSP. The team will include, at a minimum, staff from throughout KCDNRP (Wastewater Treatment
Division, Water and Land Resources Division, and Director’s Office), the Roads Division of the
Department of Transportation, the Department of Development and Environmental Services, Public
Health-Seattle & King County, and the Executive’s Office. Other departments and divisions will be
included as needed. KCDNRP will be responsible for convening and staffing the team. One of the team
members, David St. John, Water Resources Special Projects Manager in the KCDNRP Director’s Office,
will be assigned to the PSP for 50 percent of his time during the development of the 2020 Action
Agenda. The team members will be identified in October 2007 and will begin meeting as soon as
feasible. The full roster of members will be included in the final work program that will be submitted
to Council in January 2008.

KING COUNTY
EXECUTIVE'S
OFFICE
DEPARTMENT OF
DEVELOPMENT AND PUBLIC HEALTH-
ENVIRONMENTAL SEATTLE &
SERVICES (DDES) KING COUNTY
O D,
A
WASTEWATER TREATMENT ROADS DIVISION OF
DIVISION AND WATER & LAND DEPARTMENT
RESOURCES DIVISION OF THE OF TRANSPORTATION
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL (DOT)
RESOURCES AND PARKS (DNRP)

DNRP WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
CONVENING THE TEAM

This organizational proposal will have no impact on the budget. While the current team structure
and operations will have no additional budget impacts during 2008, future budgetary impacts will be
evaluated and, as appropriate, included in executive proposals for 2009 and beyond.

Similar to the county’s efforts to address the impacts of climate change, many of King County’s
operations have a role in recovering and protecting Puget Sound. It is critical that we build stronger
coordination among these existing operations rather than creating a new organization, division, or
unit. The individuals who will serve on the team will all have direct responsibilities related to the
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protection of Puget Sound in addition to the other duties they perform for their departments. The
extent and diversity of their knowledge and responsibilities will enable them to lead and understand
the complexity of actions and strategies needed to protect and recover Puget Sound.

The Puget Sound Team will structure its work to provide both technical expertise and strategic
guidance to the PSP as the PSP moves forward with development of the Puget Sound-wide Action
Agenda, including a timeline and implementation and funding strategies to achieve the outcomes. The
team will coordinate with a number of entities:

« It will inform and be informed by the yet-to-be-appointed Ecosystem Coordination Board. The team
will need to provide the Ecosystem Coordination Board with an understanding of the regulatory,
operational, technical, and funding roles and responsibilities of local jurisdictions in Puget Sound’s
recovery and protection.

« It will coordinate closely with and participate in the Washington Association of Counties’
(WSAC) Coastal Counties Caucus. This coordination will continue a successful coordination
effort undertaken by King County staff during the past two years. The Coastal Counties Caucus
is expected to serve in a coordinating role for counties, and the Association of Washington Cities
(AWC) is expected to play a similar role for cities in the Puget Sound area. Both WSAC and AWC will
nominate one member each to the Ecosystem Coordination Board.

« It will coordinate closely with the WRIA salmon recovery efforts. It is anticipated that because of
their existing successful multi-jurisdictional forums, the WRIAs groups will be the primary venues
for coordinating efforts with King County cities.

Meeting monthly beginning in fall 2007, King County’s Puget Sound Team will focus its initial efforts
on an evaluation of how it can best facilitate a close collaboration with the new PSP and on completing
the final work program required by Ordinance 15869. Environmental consultant Ryan Dicks has been
retained to facilitate the development of a final work program and ensure that it is integrated with the
work of the PSP. In addition, the team will work with the new PSP agency and with other jurisdictions
to ensure that King County’s expertise and knowledge of Puget Sound are used to do the following:

+ Work in partnership to identify draft 2020 Action Agenda priorities

« Set priorities for countywide projects and technical studies that will help obtain state and federal
funding via PSP in the 2020 Action Agenda

+ Assess the county’s readiness and resources to contribute to the necessary environmental
monitoring and studies that are required as part of the PSP

+ Coordinate communications and meetings with PSP and local jurisdictions in King County
+ Coordinate all county programs related to the restoration and protection of Puget Sound

+ Collaborate strategically with the new PSP agency to evaluate new and expanded funding options
and opportunities for establishing partnerships with diverse stakeholders

During the next 12 months, the team will also work in collaboration with the new PSP executive
director and PSP staff to evaluate effective policy and regulatory options for Puget Sound that
promote protection and recovery. The team will evaluate the extent to which such options will require
policy, regulatory, or organizational changes for King County.

We look forward to a careful evaluation of this organizational structure upon completion of the 2020
Action Agenda and as the PSP moves to implement the agenda. At that time, we may determine

that a different organizational structure is needed to ensure that we aggressively implement our
responsibilities under the Action Agenda.

16



17

RESPONSE TO ORDINANCE 15869—

J

)

/;L%Y

PLANS FOR SUPPORTING THE PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP

Cou
PRELIMIN

i

"J1 uo sainssaid

snotrea 03 durpuodsai ST 31 MO pU® PUNOS 313 JO YI[eay
a3 Surpuelsiapun o3 Juelrodulr st awr) YItm adueyd L))
Moy pue ‘gam pooj a3 jo syusuoduod a3 Surpuelsiopun
‘s[eurtue 1a81e] pue ‘(uopueidooz) sfewrue [fews ‘(aed[e)

UON "auop 3ureq Jo0N syued [fews jo pasoduiod st gampooj punog 3a3nJ daM pooq
-aoe[d 03 aoe[d
A3o100g ‘O £q ATqauowr | wroxy A[qe1apisuod Area ued pue ‘punos ay3 03 syndut paziedo| Ayren)
‘N pardures suoreso] zg JO 2AT3DaR1 ST punog 393ng ut £317enb 1a3em surpIoys 19)E\) dUI[PIOYS
punog 398ng
£3or00q "3 49 ATqauowr pajdures JO Y9y [[BISA0 JO SAIIBIIPUL ST pUE ‘punos a3 03 syndur Ayien)
) SUOTII®I0[ 910YSJJO 7T ITe J0 2A1Idaa1 ST punog 393ng ur £31enb 1a3em 210YsFO 193\ 2I0YSHQ | punog 3193ng
JuawaSeUrRU BIRP ‘urezdoid duriojruour
paau pnom sweidord maN Aue J0o JUIWIA[D [EIJUASS? Ue ST JusIodeuew ele(] | Judwadeuey ele(
"SUOTIIPUOD
[B20] U99M]2q UOIILIIUIISIJIP 10] SMO[[e suoijedo] aydinu
e Surrojruowt Ayiyenb a1y -ooe[d o3 ave[d woiy A[qerapisuod
VVDSd | “Surrojruowr eaxe ueqin A[uQ | saLrea pue ‘Ajuno)) ury urgim pazipedo] A[y3ry st Ayenb ary Arend Iy
"gam pooj a3 Y3NnoIy} UOTIe[NUINIIL0Iq
[eorway 10 /pue £3irenb 1ajemuriols 3oedwr ued pue a2Inos
‘ypnw jou Ing | uonnfjod Jueyiodur ue Juasaidai ued SATPO( 193EM DELINS 0] uonyisoda(g
vdaasn ‘Mmn ‘Buroguo yo1easar aurog 10 punoi3 a3 03 a1aydsourje a3 wioij uorisodap resrway) susydsouny
‘suralyed 19yjeam
nds [B20[ U92M]2q UOTIRTIUIIDIJIP 10J SMO[[e Suorjedo] afdrmuu
‘SHSN ‘DM | £I[IqeLIRA [E20] PUE)SISpUN e Suriojruowr 1ayjeap) "aoe[d o3 ave[d woiy A[qerapisuod SUOITPUO)
‘M0 ‘VVON 03 98e19A00 JUSDINSU] saLreA pue ‘Ajuno)) Sury uryym pazifedo] Ay3Iy St 1oyIeap) | I9UIeIN\ PIZI[RIO]
SI9Y30
‘YMD "S9ATIBIITUI S IATINIIXD
‘nds ‘O3 ssaippe 0] Aouows pue "suOTIIPSLIN{ [[e 103 d3ua[eyd B
‘“A3o100q JJe1s [eUOTIIPPE SN P[NOD | SI 2DUIIDS 9JB[SUBI} PUB A\ () YIIM 9]BUIPI00D 0] AJIqY "UOIZaI
‘MN O ‘M £q yrom Surodup ur a8ueyd a3ewWI] uo asnIadxa ferjuelsqns sapraoid pr 0 auey) arewr)) | azdydsouny
éBuroq
Ap3uarin)
ST oyM snje}g JUILIN) LArewruing weiSoxg | LiroSaze)

£yuno) Sury] 0] [eUI]Xd SIIIIAIIDE 0] UOIIIPPE UI sa13IAIIde A3uno) Sury pasodoid pue Juaiind ssapnpul

AAYWWNS WYIDOUd DONTIOLINOW JAISNIHITIIWOD YV INIFWHDVLLY




18

RESPONSE TO ORDINANCE 15869—
LANS FOR SUPPORTING THE PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP

J

)

1ty
RELIMINARY

Cvu

Ky

‘JuswIISeURW BIEP
paau pinom surerdord maN

‘wrexdoid duriojruour
Aue Jo JUSWIIS [RIIUISS UE ST JUIUISSRURUI BIR(]

juswadeuey eIE(]

"SI9WNSUO0D YSY[[Ys 10J £19Jes 9Insua

"SUIXO0] 10] d[ay 03 ‘Ysy[[eys uI uorE[NWNII. UIX0] pue suroo[q [edre swoorg
MIAM ysyeys Sunsay Aq auo( | [nyurrey yoer} o} paudisap st uriojruows woolq [es[e [njuire €31V yuLrey
£3o100g ueid yqg Suisn "saypeaq SUTWWIIMS 1B BLI9IOB( JO S[AAS] A3Teayun
) £3o100qg pue Dy £q auo( | Areriusjod 10939p 031 pausIsap ST SULIOITUOW DB SUTWWIMG yoeag Surwwuimg
“punos ay3 03 syndur [esrwrayd 03 anp
‘MAdM pue srewrtue pue sjued Jo yi[eay ay3 Jo JusuIssasse ue sapraoxd UOTIE[NWNDOEOIY
MAAM O3 £q auop y10M dUIOS sanssy) [ewue pue Jued UT UOTIB[NWNIOEOI] [EITUIAY) [esTway)
'S931S (Fuerqury)
A3o1007 | dymads Je I0M dWIOS ‘seaTe "9TeDS [[eWS B JB YI[ea] WI)SAS00d JO | $31BI]91I2AUTOIBIA]
) Auewr ur Sunyoe] 9819400 | 10JEITPUT S[ENTEA B 91B S9JBI(IIIAUTOIIBUI JIYIUS] JUSWIPAS | DIYIUdY JUSWIPAS
(SHAdN)
‘wrexdoxd Suriojruour qurod 19\ 103 ruridd SHQIN | S9181q9119AUTOIIRIA]
NI | 30 3xed se )y £q pajonpuo) QLM Y3 3o 1xed a1e S9]e1(a31I9AUIOIIBWE JTYIUS JUSWIPSS | JIYIUG JUIWIPIG
sossauIsng
‘9[313e3g Jo "S9IJIATIOR PUE S9ZIBYDSIP I19JEMULIO]S
1104 430 pue ‘Tedodrunw ‘Terrisnpur woij pajoedur usaq A[[es1103s1y
1029 ‘O3 ' BaIe UBQIN JOU Inqg 9ABY SEITE 39S} Ul SJUSWIPIG "seare paziueqan ATydy A31EnD) JusWIpPag
CJRBLEIN ‘s9]1S [ENPIATPUI 10] dUO(] ur £317enb juswirpas s3oapa1 L3penb jusawirpas eare ueqin B3Iy UeqIn
A3o100g "S92INOS [[e WOIJ Punog 3a8nJ Ul UOTJB[NUINIIE. AyrenD
) "A30100q £q pajonpuo) [e2TWaYD [[e12A0 S309a1 A3Ienb JuawIIpas JUaIqUIY |  JUSWIPIS JUSIqUIY
£301027 ‘Sq
uo suon "JejIqey a10ysIeau ayj uo joeduwr [erjueIsqns
-o1pstn( "9s[a@ yonwi 30U Ing ‘O Sey JejIqey] AUI[aI0YS 3], "punog 393nJ o3 Juadelpe
T®20[ [TV £q auop 3uraq y10M dUIOG A[@rerpauruur seare puerdn 2t} s399I 1€IIqRY SUI[RIOYS JelIqe]] QUI[2I0YS
‘sagduetp pue
‘Burrojruowt oymads-a31s S9TITATIOR JUAIYJIP JO A1a1reA  wroiy 3oedur o] a[qrdadsns
£3o100g ‘“A30100q £q 981900 A[rer>adsa are s1a1em MO[[eYS s3], "9AI[ sa1ads auLrew Jo panuuod
) $se13[99 UO }IOM dUWIOG | UOTIBIJUIUO0D }S9)ea1d 93 219UM 93 ST JeJIqey] 2I0YSIeau 9], | IeIIqef] 210YsIiea) | punog 3adng
éuroq
Ap3uarm)
ST oy M snje3}g JuaLin) LArewruing weadoxrg | LxoSaze)




19

RESPONSE TO ORDINANCE 15869—
LANS FOR SUPPORTING THE PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP

J

)

1ty
RELIMINARY

Cvu

Ky

“wraty) uo sainssaid snorrea 01 Surpuodsax axe 93 Moy pue

"D)] woij ejep saye[ a3 Jo y3reay] ay3 Surpuelsiapun o3 Juejrodwr ST 9w}
awos ‘() £q e3ep dLI03sTY y3mm a3ueyd £9y3 Moy pue ‘qam pooj a3 Jo syuauodurod a3
) ‘nds \E suonednsaaur m:%ﬁﬁmamwﬁb ‘s[euriue Mwwhﬂ pue A:Bxcﬂmoowv s[ewitue oM
‘MN ‘nds Areuruurpaad swog | [rews ‘(aed[e) sjuerd [ews jo pasoduiod st qgampooy axer a31e] poog axeT a8xe]
“310ddns Surepow ‘sprepue)s Ay7enb rejem Sunesw
pue Suriojiuow [erjuelsqns 103 sued yuawadwr pue do[aaap 01 L1essadau s JurEepow
) pue Surpraoad JY] ‘STQIALL | pue SULIOITUOIN 10V IoTep| Ued[D 33 Aq PIZLIOYINE Se SATPOq Surepows pue
£3o100g 103 o[qrsuodsaz A30700g | 193eM pairedur 10 padojesap are speoj A[rep winwixew [el0], | Surrojruow TQIALL
Jruriad 193emuriols SHIAN redorunu | A3Teny) 193emuio}s
UON "pa10jTuOuW 0N mau a3 £q pazxmbaz st Surrojruows Aypenb reyemuriolg redoruniy
*sa1nso[> ypeaq jo sasodind atj) 103 saydeaq
‘spunj Surwuims Je eL19)o€q JO S[PAI] AYI[eayun A[eriuajod 10939p
)| ALm Suisn DY £q auog 01 paudtsap st urtojruowt st £31enb 1a1em yoeaq JuruIImg yoeag Surmuimg
"paiojruowr
A[Tenioe axe (paipuny [eI2A9S "9)e[ 93 punore Aend)
NI JO INO) saye[ OE UBY] SS9 Seare WOIJ JJOUNI 03 paje[ax st AJ1Tenb ro1em axe[ [rewg 19)B\\ 9B [[eWS
“9xe[ 23 03 SurureIp
MO DI saLreIngri} e Surpasj seare WIOI} pue ‘9ye[ 29U} punoie Aend
‘“A3o100q ATV Seare WOJJ JJOuni o} pajeyai st AJ17enb 1a3em axe[ a81e] Ia7e)\) e a81e]
“Ay1renb 1a1eM
uo speox £3unod jo sjoedwr
$S9sSE 03 A3UNO0D 2IIJUD
suon S19A03 SULIO}TUOUWI UOISIATP
-orpstn( speoy ‘QY'IM £q puefs]

I9U10 QX | UOySEA U0 IO ()T 10 / UI 30U "90BJINS PUE] WOLJ Ayrend
‘“A30100q | INq ‘G @ 8 SYYM Ul 93e1910) Joun o3 payuI] A[30311p ST £317enb 1a1em wrear}s pue I9ATy | 193e)\) WIS /IATY
SUOTIIp

-sun( 19130
‘nNds ‘O ‘Juawadeurw JeJIqeyY
‘A3o1009 ysy pue ure[dpooyj 10 pue SUOTITPUOD IayJeam 0] puodsax
‘Sosn 9ATIDY | SUISEq MOY PUBISIIPUN 0 PIIOITUOUI ST MOJJ UTBIIIS PUR ISATY | MO[] WEIIIG/IOATY | I91emysai]
éBuroq
Ap3uarm)
ST oy M snje3}g JuaLin) LArewruing weadoxrg | LxoSaze)




20

RESPONSE TO ORDINANCE 15869—

J

)

/;L%Y

PLANS FOR SUPPORTING THE PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP

Cou
PRELIMIN

i

‘Jued JusuIIear) 191eMISEM DA0)) YE[oNg 93 Anuen() pue 31
"SUOTSIAIp JYN( 2gwads pue ‘spref [oaeid speoy ‘s[[ypue] Surpnpur ‘sanioe] JYNJ | -[en I9IeMpunois)
NI Aq paxmbaz se pajonpuo) >yads e paiojruout a1e £)1fenb pue s[2Aa] 197eMPUNOIL) Armoe] INA
S[[eM UM ‘STPM "suonIpuUod [e21307093
samI[IIN UIIM SITII[TIN I9JeM ‘PUE[S] [eINJeU PUE SIIIATIOR 3sn pue[ [ed0] 4q pajdedwr aq ued Aend)
I93EM DY uoyseA uo DY £q auog pue ‘A3unod a3 Inoydnoiy) sarrea Ajpenb 1a3empunois) I9]eMpUNOIL)
‘)W puE
"A3[[e/ TOATY USIWEUIUIES 1oyjeam ‘sajes Surdwind uo Surpuadap A[reoneurerp £rea
| pue uoysep uo DY £q auoq ued pue £3unod a3 INoY3noiy] £1eA S[QAI] I9JEMPUNOIL) | S[2AIT J9TEMPUNOILLD)
"paysiarem a3 Inoy3noIy) woij
‘s1eak syndut [[e19A0 woij pue ‘@sn pue] Surpunorims woij syndur Ayipen) Juaw
)| [e1949s 1949 DY Aq 9UO(] | [EITWIAYD PIZI[ed0] JO 9ATIDAYaI ST AJienb Juawrpas axe| ad1e] -1pag axe adre]
"PUB[S] UOYSEA PUE 0T
puU® /, SY[YM Ul 2Uop 10N 6 "asn puey Surpunoxins woij syndur ArenD)
O | pue g syTYM 103 DY £q auog [e2TWIaYD PAZI[ed0] JO 2ATIIA[a1 ST AJT[enb Juswirpas ureang JUOWITPAS WL
suompIp | (s8nq “8'9) swreidoid 12130
-sun( 1130 Jo 11ed se pajda[[od elep "wa)s£s039 a1}
‘Nds ‘O | a0 "s129foad uordoNIISUOD Jo y3reay uo syoedur erjuelsqns aaey (239 ‘Jurpeys ‘qMT 1el1qey
‘A301007 | /UOTIEI0]SII WIOIJ BIEP SUIOG ‘sopgi1 ‘sA s[ood) sureai}s pue SISALI UI Je3Iqer] I9Jem-Uu] UIear}§ pue I9Ary
ey SHE[ U0 1elqeH
1oedurr ferjuelsqns sey Je3IqeY SUI[2I0YS Y], SIe[ 03 Juade(pe QUI[2I0YS e
SUON | "d[qe[leA® BIEP OU 0] PIJTWI] A[oyerpawruur seare puerdn a3 s303Ja1 JeIIqRY SUI[2I0YS [rews pue a3re ]
“Uy3j[eay] 19ALx uo Joedur ferjuelsqns sey Je3rqey
‘suonarpsun( 1ayjo | urejdpooy sy, "pooy A[[euoisesdo Aeur Jey} SISALI 03 Juade(pe Je31qey
s19U30 ‘)] | ‘4801007 ‘D] W01} BIEP SUIOS A[orerpawruur seare a3 s329pai Jeyiqey urejdpooy 1aary ure[dpoo[,] 19ATY
"pajueLIEM
uorsuedxa pue UOTJRUIPIOO)) “yaTeay ureaxs uo joeduut
s1ay30 430 | ‘suonprpsum( 19Yyjo ‘A30700q [eriuelsqns sey Je3Iqey SUI[I0YS Y], ‘SWIed1]s 0] Juadelpe 1e11qeH
1029 ‘O ‘D) Wo1j BJep WOS A[@rerpauruur seare puerdn a3} s399I J€IIqRY SUI[RIOYS dUI[2I0YG UIedn]§
"saxe] a3 03 syndut [esrurayd 03 anp
"paiojruow A[JULIIND JON srewrtue pue sjue[d Jo YI[eay a3 JO JUIWSSISSe ue sapraoid UOTJe[NUWINIOEOIY panuiauod
SUON | "D} WOIJ BIEP JLIOISTY SUIOG sanss1) [ewtue pue jue[d ur UOTIe[NWNIILOIq [EITWAY) [edTway) |  193eMUSII]
éuroq
Ap3uarm)
ST oy M snje3}g JuaLin) LArewruing weadoxrg | LxoSaze)




21

RESPONSE TO ORDINANCE 15869—
LANS FOR SUPPORTING THE PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP

J

)

74

RELIMIN

Coun

Ky

"90UD)SIXD Ul

st yireay uoryendod ysy 103 “YIreay suoryerndog
auo) | wreidoid Suriojruour [eax o | W2ISAS0? [[BI9A0 JO 9ATIDAAL a1e suorje[ndod ysy 1o3emysai] UST, 193eMUSaL]
MAAM “3UL103TUOWI OU 0 PIJTWII] "JejIqey ur sagueyd 0] JATIISUIS OS[e dIB SPIUOW[ES Y0 spruowfeg 19Y1Q
MAIAM ‘guriojruour
‘nds 1Ponpuod MAAM ‘NdS | -oimssaid asuajur 1I9pun pue UOI3aI 3] 0] SAIIEU I PEIY[IS peay[eas
‘Buriojruowt "sagueyd asn pue[ SUIPUNOLINS pPUe Je}Iqey] axe[ ul sadueyd
MAAM $3onpuod MAJM | 03 2ATIISUIS pUE SN e[ J0[eUL 3] 03 SAIJBU d1E UOUI[ES 99UBNOY] UOUIeS 99UEBN0)]
‘sajewn}ss juswadedss "uo1dai a3}
O ‘MIAM op (@D e4) DM ‘MAQM |  F0 druodt pue sa1ads pausleaiy3 paisi| e d1e UOWIES Yooury) uourfes yoouryy SJI[PIIM
‘JusUIISeURW BIEP ‘urexdoxd
paau pmom swrerdoid maN | Surrojruow AUe JO JUIWI[ [EIIUASSD UE ST Juawadeuews eje | Juauwadeue[y eleq
‘aouasaid
jo syrodax uo paseq
[eAOuIa1 10} pajagdie] spaam
snorxoN -aoe[d ur wreidoxd ‘syuerd [eoo] a3odwodino
9UON 3urI0TUOWI JUSIQUIE ON A[qrssod pue wa)s£soda a1p) 1231 Ued sjued aarseAUu] SJUB[J SAISBAU]
"SI9
-UMO pue| **SI9UMO 15910 "SISUMOpPUE] [ENPIATPUL
ERLINSE | a3xe[ £q 3uriojTUOW SWIOS £q san1AT}O® JUSWIIEURW PUE] JO SATIDSPII ST YITeIY 1S90, U3I[eal] 352104
‘uryinipunoid "SS9UIATIDIYJ JUsWaFeurew
y1m sadewtt TYSANV'T PUE[ PUe Y3[eal] WalSAS0Id [[EI2A0 PUBISIIPUN O] [EIJUISSD 19A0)) pueT] 1e31qeH
)| UI01j Palda[0od BIR( ST I9A0D PUE[ PUE 95N pue] apim-£junod Surpuelsiapu) pue s pueT | [ELIISALI],
‘JuswIISeURW BIEP ‘wreadoxd
paau pmom surerdoid maN | SurrojTuOW AU JO JUIWIT [EIIUASSD UE ST Juawadeuews eje | Juauwadeue[y el
"9[2£> 213070IPAY 313 JO YITBIY
"SOBET AJ1es Ul papua | 9y} 03 [e}IA ST Y3[eaY PUE[I9N| "SUOTIOUNJ 1930 JO PRLIAW € Se
$110JJ3 SNOIARIJ 'SOJ[ | [[PM Se ‘Surial[y pue 23e103s 193eM [eInjeu apraoid SpueIapy panuiauod
sadn ¥ O € Pa103TUOW SPUBTIIAN *A3unod a3 Inoy3noiy3 uorPUNJ pue IZIs ST ATeA SPUB[IIAL pUE[a)\ | Ioremysaig
éuroq
Apuaiin)
ST oy M snje3}g JuaLin) LArewruing weadoxrg | LxoSaze)




22

RESPONSE TO ORDINANCE 15869—

S

)

ity
RELIMINARY

C.

LANS FOR SUPPORTING THE PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP

Ky

JuawaSeURU BIRP
paau pnom swreidord maN

‘urezdoid duriojruour
Aue JO JUIWIAD [ETJUASSI Ue ST JUIUToSeURUI BIR(]

Jusuredeuey BIR(]

£ouea
-195U0))
aImyeN 'SOON ‘sapads aarjeu
‘MIAM Pue MAAM £q 1om suwog a19dwodIno pue £3unod a3 193ud Aewr saads aAIseAu] soadg 2AIseAU]
"qam pooj pue wa)s£s0dd S[eWuwey
MIAM *3103J2 9[I] £19/ [eLI3S9119] Y3[eay uo juepuadop a1t S[EWIUIBW [BLIISILID], [eLIISaLIa],
uoqnpny "gom pooJ pue ura3s£soda
MIAM "1103J9 9] AT\ [eLnsa119] Ayfeay uo juepuadop are Spiiq [eLIISII], SpiIg [e11ISaiIa],
SODN
‘VVON "SODN PU® ‘VVON Jelqey pue
‘MAAM ‘MAAM £q 10Mm dwiog gam poojg Ay3Teay uo Juepuadap a7 S[EUIeUT SULIE]A] S[EWIUIRTA] SULIBIA]
mn ‘Mmn
‘MIAM Pue MAAM £q ¥1om swog | ‘jejiqey pue gam pooj Ayi[eay uo juepuadap a1e SpIIq SULIBIA] SpiIg QULIBJA]
"YI[ear] wals£sodd
JO 103E2TPUT JUR[[e2Xa Uk a1k suorjeindod uerqrydure jo snyelg
"Spaau Je1Iqey JSIAAIP I19Y] 03 anp sadue Jejiqey jo aduer
sadnIe D | sadn e D £q iom awog apIM ® 0] aATyIsuas A[[eradsa are suoryendod uerqrydury suerqrydury
‘aTeaYy uIa1s£s029 suonjendog
MIAM ‘MAAM £q 10m dwiog [Te1240 Jo aAr}dapa1 axe suorjendod ysy punog 3a8ng ys1] punog 3a3ng
‘suoraIpstin{ 1330 ‘A307007
suompIp | ‘nds £q Suriojruour osye ‘Y]
-sun( 19130 | Inoy3noryy speoy DY £q oste
‘“A3o1007 ‘6 PUE 8 SYTYM Ul ' IM "UITe9Y Wa3SAS0D3 [[BI9A0 JO |  9JBI(IIIDAUTOIIBIA] panuiauod
‘nds ‘O O £q wrezdoxd aarsuelxy | aaryedIpUL 218 suonendod 91e1G9]19AUTOIDBUI DTYIUR] WEILIS JTIULY Wea1S SIPTIM
éBuroq
Apuaiin)
ST oy M snje3}g JuaLin) LArewruing weadoxrg | LxoSaze)




23

RESPONSE TO ORDINANCE 15869—

S

)

ity
RELIMINARY

C.

LANS FOR SUPPORTING THE PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP

Ky

qebm ppurasuodsanydsds0/0

"SUOISIATP JYN( dyIoads ‘A19yes pue I[eay 193 I0M dINSUD
91SEAM) PIOS Aq paxmbaz se pajonpuo) pue sjuawaimbaz Jruriad 399Ut 03 paiojruow st sed [[ypue] se3 [[ypue]
[onuod ssadoid pue
‘Quanpge ‘Quanpgurt
"SUOISIATP JYN( 2yads ‘syuawaambai Jrurrad 199w 03 paiojruour juerd Juauryean
aLm Aq paxmbaz se pajonpuo) st Ay17enb ssanoi1d ‘Juanpge ‘quUaNPUI JULUIIBIL] 19JBMIISBAN I9)eMIISBM
'SUOISTAIP JYN( 2Yads
aLm Aq paxmbaz se pajonpuo) |  ‘syuswaimbaz jrurrad 399w 03 paiojruows st A3 enb sprjosorg AyiTen) sprjosorg
"SUOTSIAIP JYN( 2G2ads | "33 ‘S93IS UOTIdINIISUOD ‘spief [9aeid speoy ‘s[[ypue] Surpnpur | A3eny) 193eMuLI0l§
)| Aq pazmbaz se pajonpuo) ‘sanI[e] JYN(J SNOLIBA Je paiojiuout st AJ1[enb 1ajemuriolg Amoe] PINA
speoy ‘jueld JusUIILaI) 197EMIISEM 2A0D) YE[oNg 33 fnuend)
‘2158 "SUOISIATP JYN( dyioads pue ‘spre£ [oae1d speoy ‘s[iypue[ Surpnput ‘Sanoe] JYNJ pue L31eny) SanIIe]
PIOS ‘ALM Aq paxmbaz se pajonpuo) oy1ads Je pazojruow axe A3enb pue s[eAs] 191EMpPUNOIL) 19JEMPUNOIL) DINA
éBuroq
Apuaiin)
ST oy M snje3}g JuaLin) LArewruing weadoxrg | LxoSaze)




