September 23, 1966
Special meeting

I, Approval of August 20 minutes: last special meeting

Il, Presentation of Statewide Outdoor Recreation Plan by the Department
of Commerce and Economic Development for discussion and review!

11, Capital budgets for FY 1967 and Biennium 1967-69

IV, Other special business

ADJOURNMENT
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The special meeting of the IAC was called to order by Chairman Durning
at 9:10 a.m,, September 23, 1966, The purposeé of the meeting was to receive
the proposed Statewide Outdoor Recreation Plan and discuss the state agenci«s
share of outdoor recréation funds,

1, Approval of August 20 minutes: last special meeting. Since the members
had not had time to read the minutes of the August 20 meeting or the Se-
tember 9 meeting Mr. Hendrickson requested that approval of these min
utes be deferred to the next meeting to give members a chance to study
them, Mr., Odegaard requested that the sentence on page 6 of the Sept=
ber 9 minutes "It was agreed that all voted funds should require federa’
matching for distribution.” be deleted, By general consent approval of
the minutes was postponed to.the October 8 meeting, '

| 2‘. Presentation of Ste_tew;de Outdoor Recreation Plan by_ihe Department of
Commerce and Economic Development for discugsion and review,

The Chairman and Administrator 1ntroduced Mr, Paul Benson of the Depari--
ment of Commerce and Economic Development with comments that the valu-
of the planning process depended upon its impact and relationahip to pro=-
gram and project funding practices, Concern was voiced that the plan pro=-
vide definitive guidelines for the establizhment of funding priorities, and
for completion'of the BOR Action Program to mect a. November 10 deadline

Mr, Benson handed out the following items as. additions to the Parts of the
Plan draft distributed at earlier meetings: Part II, Summary of Findings

and Recommendations; Part VI, Needs; Part VI, Planing to Meet the Needs.
He then made an oral summary with quoted excerpts ‘from all parts deliveres
to the Committee previously, This followed the outline agreed upon with
BOR last spring, A completed draft with the missing "Need" data was pro-
mised for the October 8 meeting, It was indicated that the IAC staff could
not complete the Action Program (Part VIII}, as outiined without the forth-
coming data on need and that program priorities for the next biennium bud-
gets were also dependent upon such data, Mr, Benson said special tech-
nical sessions should be called after October 8 to edit the content with
tehcenical personnel, local agencies and the BOR,

The questions, interrogation and discussion that ensued for five hours
included the following considerations; (a) how the prior plan and policies
of IAC would be incorporated, (b) the importance of average peak-day ac~
tivity determinations, (c) validity of participation rate approach, (d) limi-
tation in using economic change in projections, (¢) measurement of non-
resident impact on usage, {f) application of shoreline standards to salt
water properties, (g) problems in utilizing quantitative standards for re-
source areas, (h) methods of distributing demand from place of origin to
destinations, (i) how to avold penalty to areas that satisfy a minimum ¢
dard but need something better, (j) reliability of inventory and activits
data without a tested survey, (k) relating systems plans, e.g,, highw

to the overall recreation plan, (1) accommodating local plans that ma’
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flict in responsibility with state, regional or federal programs, (m) omis-
sion of findings, recommendations and suggested policies upon which factr
or committee consensus are not available, (n) attalning conciseness and
brevity in the plan (o) limiting quantitative documentation to broad cate=
gories so plan would provide guidelines rather than straight jacket to

IAC actions, {p) continuation of hearing process to assimilate response
from interested parties and groups, (q) problems of BOR November 10 de
line, (r) limited opportunity to develop Committee's action program, (g)
method for developing project priorities from generalized data avaliable,
(t} importance of a more exhaustive continuing study under IAC purview,
(u) utilization of private sector inventory and fuel tax study in the plan -
(v} how statistics could be accommodated as an appendix supplement
rather than as controlling findings,

Mr, Benson and Mr, Hendrickson were instructed to simplify and clarify
the policy issues that plan findings would support for the Qctober meeting
The action program should be gauged to answer the most pressing public
needs in the acquisition and development of a statewide system for priori-
ties in outdoor recreation,

3. _Capital budgets for FY 1967 and Biennium 1967-639,

Mr, Kacson of the IAC gave an oral presentation of the capital budgeis

for FY 1967 and Biennium 1967-69, It did not include a division of the

20% of Initiative and LWCT funds earmarked for development for state
agencies, It was requested that federal funds be footnoted as follows:
"Includes only monies made available to the State of Washington by the
Federal Government for outdoor recreation not specifically designated for
any other fund or agency." Mr, Odegaard objected to the BOR 1% adminig-
trative cost charge assessed to the participating agencies.

Mr, Wimmer moved and Mr. Odegaard seconded that the Department of
Game project proposals be received. Mr, Scott asked that these be acted
on at the next meeting. The motion was not acted on as there was an ab-
sence of a quorum,

4, Other special business.

It was the consensus of the meeting that arrangements for the Novernber
meeting be discussed at the QOctober 8 meeting.

MR, ODEGAARD MOVED THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED, MOTION
CARRIED, 4:30 p,m,

AP PROVED-
] /)mw

Marvm B. Durnmg
Chairman

Respectfully submitted,
Einar H. Hendrickson, Adm.




Ré: Amendment to Minutes of July 23, 1966

.. Delete item Vi) on page 13 and insert

‘ , i ot oI [

Ve Mr.Odedaard presented propdsals to the Committee as follows: .
A, Statewide Boating ~ Acquisition - $200,000
(The specific projects will be submitted at a later date with the des’-"
that receiving at this time will facilitdte actual approval upon rece.”
of the specific pro;ect. Proposéd 50% BOR and 50% IAC.)
B. Pacific and Grays Harbor Sanitation - Development - $282,928
(This is an emergency project supported by Governor Evans, nine
State agencies, and the two involved County Commissions. } Proposg o

50% - $141,491 from BOR and 50% -~ $141,491 from BOR on retroactive

basis as follows;

"1 Acquisition Retroactive (all yet to be submltted)

oy Mayﬂéld $7 000 :

"B, Wanapum - $1,363

C, Lake Wenatchee ~ 520,000

D. Squaxin Island '$41,500

E. Bayview = ~ $31, 920

F. Ocean City ~ 326,155

Sub Total - $127,939

Credit ~ 50%

$63,969

2. Development Retroactive (submitted and ready for recelving)
A. Rivétrside - $55,000 N
" B, 'Dry Falls - ¢100,000

 3ub Total = $155 000
Credit 50%
: 77,500

Total of Acqulsition and Retroactive credits - $141,469
(There 15 & $22.00 deﬂcit here to provide the 50% matching,. 'l‘his J'.s made up.
by the $22,00 ‘sutplus from the already approved Ocean City and Dash Point
retroactive credits,
Acquisition - $63 969 ~ Development ~ $218,959 - Total -~ $282,928
C Guns - Acquisition - $4O 000 L HAD i :
This prolect was criginally filed for development when it should have
been for acquisition as it is to acquire a structure which will be lost
to the state of Washington forever if it s not acquired now. It seems
to us that such acquisition is consistent with Federal and State philoso-
phy of preserving unique, historic, and scientific sites or structures
which could be lost forever, "
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We propose that 50 per cent be from the Federal Land and Wét'er Conservation
Fund with the other 50 per cent being from either Referendum li or the BOR via

the two following retroactive development credits which are herewith submitted
for receiving, S S KRR . e

"1, Cénconully’- Development - $28,606 = *
- ‘2, Penrdse Point - Develdpment - §16,000 - LU
' Credit : N R 50% ST e b

. Acquisition'~-$40,000 ~ Development - 0 -Totail- '$40,000
b. Marine Projects - Development $54,300

The foltéwing hiariné j:it"éj'éct'é‘i;,éréf-'féﬁﬁmiit_ed forreceiving It is pro-

posed that they be financed 50% BOR < 50% ,'Maf';i;q; Recreation Land Act.
l, Fort Flagler ~ Develdpment ~ $5,000
2. Jones Island - Development - $12,000 =~
3. Lakeé Samfamish ~ Development « §3, 300
4. Mukilteo - Development ~ §25, 000 e
S« Penrose Point - Development ~ $9,000 .
$54,300
Acquisition - 0 - Development ~ $54,300 - Total - $54,300

It 18 worthy of note that though tHe needs for developn,entof ,"thé'.Washington
State Parks and Recreation Commission are.more than double the needs for ac-

quisition, the Commission has changed 1ts request per d;té};tiphs and is pre-

sently requesting projects, for financing this biennfum totaling $1, 229,309Aﬁf

which $811,719 is for acquisttion and $417,5861 1s for development,
It is understood by _thg\_Wa’is’fhintg_mq_$'t§1:t:g, ParksandRecreation f(_‘::bmin,_i,ss;_l‘én L
that they had notjeopardized the amount of money available .to.them this bien-~

nium by niot having the specific ﬁf&j’édts ready for consideration at this time. .

BT (

MR. ODEGAARD MOVED AND MR, TOLLEFSON SECONDED THAT WE RECEIVE
THESE PROJECTS, MOTION CARRIED, ‘' . " - i iwoive i o

Pt A i

Marvin B. Durning
Chairman




