AUGUST 28-29, 1572 TAC MEETING SUN MOUNTAIN LCDGE, WINTHRGP, WASH iai. .

. Opening of meating, Determination of Quorum, Introductions, Additions and
Approval of Minutes of August 28-29, 1972, Additions to the Agenda

I1. CREST Presentation Resolution
COLUMBIA RIVER CONSERVATION LEAGUE Presentation Resotution

ITl. A. Fiscal Status Reports
Fund Summary = July 31, 1972
Distribution Control Sheet - Init, 215

ATV Funding - formula
LWCF Status ; Resolution re lapsed monic:

B. Planning
SCORP

C. Special Studies

' Skagit River Study
Boating Survey
Rivers! Study Committee
Trail Planning

D. Praoject Status Report

Administrativz Cost Increzzes
1. City of Spokane, Rochester Heights Park -~ $3,000 increase approved
2. City of Kelso, Tam-0O-Shanter Park - $7,000 increase approved
3. City of Pullman, Military Hill -~ $§ 39,965 increase approved
L., Town of Bridgeport, Vaterfront Park - $5,500 increase approved
Tam=0-Shanter discussion

Projects report - current and comnleted
Highline #6 discussed

IV A. Referendum 28

B. ROR Nationwide Plan

C. Snake River - Tri-State Demonstration Project

D. Mapping
E. Merine Gasoline Tax
F. (1) Technical Advisory Committee

(3) Swimming Pool Guidiines discussad
(2) Community/Schcol - Acq./Dev. Guidelines discussed

G. Cattle Point, DNR - lease approved
e
™ V A, Confirmation - 1AC Assistant Administrator Approved

Assi
Resoluticn re £. V. Putnam's services to J&AC
B. Cost-cf-Living inzrease - 3% Approved
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C. Reed lsland - State Parks and Recreation Commission $102,00 increase approve

E. Lity of Spokane - Havermale Island - Land Exchange: AGO opinion .to be obtained
Approved subject to formal finding of value by MAI

D. AC Operating Budget 1973-75 - approved $ 824,355
Local Agency Capital Budget approved $ 8,632,000
REallocation funds approved 10,226,738

F. New Project Considerations I
' 1. Bellevue - Mercer Slough approved 5,652,490
Parks $§ 706,561.25
Bellevue 706,561.25
LWCF 1,413,122.50

2. City of Spokane, Central City Riverfront Pk, approved §$ 3,838,310
Spokane SIEGER 2/ 51

Ref. 18 959,727.50
HUD ° 1,919,455.00
3. City of Seattle, Freeway Park  approved $1,375,059.88
Ref. 18 343,764.97
Local 343,764.97
HUD 687,529.94
Discussed:

Eld Inlet, Thurston Co.
King County, South Area Park
North Aberdeen Playfield
Marymoor Park
Morse-Merryman Park, Olympia
Ploneer Park, Aberdeen
City of Yakima, Lions Swim Pool
Bonney Lake, Victor Falls
City of Ephrata, QOasis Municipal Park

VF 2 (a) State Parks and Recreation Commission

1. Horsehead Spit Approved $22,500
2. Grayland Beach - Acqg. Approved 5,500 Total: $528,375
3. Green R. Gorge - Acq. Approved 500,375

VF 2 (b) Department of Game

1. Key Ecological Acq. Approved 11,000 Total: 33,700
2. Water Access- Skykomish Boat 16,800
3. Crab Creek, VRA Approved 5,900

VF 2 (c) Natural Resources Dept.

1. Acquire 5 Recreational sites 1971-73 . §$ 62,500 Total: 202,088
2. Development of 4 Rec. sites 1971-73 133,334
3. Big Greider Lake Acg./Develop §,254

November 1972 Meeting - Richland
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MEMBERS PRESENT: T S : S AT o

Mr. Omar Lofgren, Mr. Jack Rottler, Mr Warren A Bashop, Mrs Frederick Lemere, Mr.
“George .H. Andrews, Director, Department of . nghways, Mr. Charles H. Odegaard, Director. =
fParks and.Recreation-Gommissiony-Mri John* Biggs, Director, Department of Game; Honotrable®-
“Bert Cole, Commissioner of Public Lands,- Dept Natural Resources;. Mr. Carl . Crouse, ... - :
“Director; Department-ofe Game, Mre Danlel B: Ward Dlrector, Department of COmmerce grov. - mesEey
~Economic Development A - , : pon :

f;;MEMBERs ABSENT;v‘ = ~ T ST L
‘o Mr —LeWis*A' Bell Mr. Thor C. Tol]efson, Dlrector, Department of Flsherles

' STAFF OF MEMBER AGENCIES PRESENT

Department of nghways 7 :
7 Willa Mylrone, Reseéarch Englneer

Department of- Flsherles :
Don Erickson, Contract Offlcer
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‘AUGUST 29, 1972 PAGES 16~ 3]
“APPENDIX A - Revenues PrOJectnon

Department‘of Game : _
Jack Wayland, Rec. Resource Specialist'

State Parks.and Recreation Comm|5510n e e R e — et
Paul Bourgault : : SRR : o S 3
Jay Young

,.’ .

F«foicerF*PrOQram Plannfng and Fiscal Management:

"Ban.KeIIer, Flscal Analyst L
© Carl Wieland- -

V;JE}Department.of Natnral Resoprcee , C - L . , Lo
- "”VAI'O'Donne]? TechnﬁcaP;Assistant ‘ L s e e

Department of Commerce and Economlc Development .
None ' :

',,Assistant:Attorney.GeneraT

None -
lepartment of Ecology - e : ‘ Ay o 5
' Beecher Snipes, Superv;sor, Plannlng and Deve]opment T TR
. S ) S , |
lnteragency Commlttee for Outdoor Recreatlon-r S A LA S T R S S Co

- “Stanley E. Francis, Administrator-
Mitton H. Martin, Assistant Admunlstrator (apptd 8- 28 72)
.- Glenn Moore, Rec. Resource Specialist
(i;;ﬁ. chhard Costello, Rec. Res. Specialist

g
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Marjorie M. Frazier, Admin. Secretary
Kathy Scott, Rec. Res. Specialist

Ken Sisson, Rec. Res. Specialist

Roger Syverson, Rec. Res. Specialist
Robert S. Lemcke, Program Coordinator
Kenn Cole, Fiscal Accounts Officer
Gerald Pelton, Chief, Planning & Coordination
Don Peterson, Planner

Jeanette Collins, Summer Intern (Monday)
Steve Carley, Summer Intern

Steve Price, Summer Intern (Monday)

Fred Wagner, Summer Intern

LOCAL TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:

William Fearn, Director, Parks and Recreation, City of Spokane
James Webster, King County Parks Department, Seattle

David Towne, Asst. to Supt., Parks and Rec. Dept., City of Seattle
Kenneth Hertz, Director, Parks and Recreation, €ity of Bellingham
Art McCartan, Whitman County, Pullman, Washington

William Hutsinpillar, Parks and Recreation Supt., City of Yakima

OTHER AGENCIES - TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:

Maurice Lundy, Director, Bureau of Qutdoor Recreation Seattle
James Tracy, Puget Sound Governmental Conference, Seattle (alternate for Jerald Hansen)
Douglas Bohn, Housing and Urban Deve]opmej}Agégartment, Seattle
'S | %,
_________________ f;?ﬂ?_«yuwﬂw
1. Opening of Meeting, Determination Quorum, Introductions, Additions and Approval
of Minutes of Asmmet—28=29, 1972, Additions to the Agenda: The Chairman cailed the

meeting to order at 9:10 a.m. Ten members of the Committee being present, a gquorum
was declared. Mr. Lofgren introduced:

Mr. Milton Martin, newly appointed Assistant Administrator of the {AC;

Mrs. Joan VanDivort, Vice-President of CREST (Columbia River Environmental
Study Team);

Mrs. Walter Horan, Chairman, Washington State Parks Foundation and alsoc a
CREST member;

Mr. Kirby Billingsley of CREST;

Mrs. Ruth Allan, Secretary of CREST;

Mr. Lowell Johnson, CRCL (Columbia River Conservation League);

Mr. Robert Smith, Chief of State programs Division, Bureau of Outdoor
Recreation;

Mr. Maurice Lundy, Regional Director, Bureau of Qutdoor Recreation.

ﬁpproval of Minutes, May 22-23, 1972: Corrections or additicons to the minutes were
called for by the Chairman. IT WAS MOVED BY MR. COLE, SECONDED BY MRS. LEMERE THAT
THE MINUTES OF THE MAY 22-23, 1972 MEETING OF THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE BE APPROVED.
MOTION WAS CARRIED. .
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I 1. CREST Presentation: The CRéIrman'reférfed to memorandum of . staff dated August
28,1972, entitled '""Columbia River EnVIronmentaI Study Team - CREST" &nd called-

:upon ‘Mrs. VanDivort- for a- presentation of the Study Team s proposed pIan for a portlbn ,
- of the Columbia River. Mrs. VanDivort introduced Mr. Robert Rowe,- “Architect; Mr. James

Blackburn, member of the desngn team of CREST; and ‘Mr. Dave Harris," Wenatchee archi=
tect. Slides with audio were shown of the area CREST-is' interested In:preserving for

B pubItc use. It 1s envisioned to set aside major portlons of “the riverfront of-the =
.Columbia River in-and around the City of Wenatchee as a.large public park and. naturaIa',,;
area. Following-the presentation, Mr. Biggs: ‘stressed ‘the. SIgnlflcance of -the: pro=-.
posal, stating he had met-with CREST and felt the prOJect had the potential of -

being one of the most outstanding projects-coming before the IAC for’ asslstance

. HE"MOVED THAT THE STAFF OF THE 'INTERAGENCY.COMMITTEE MAKE DIRECT CONTACT WITH: THE
- SPONSORS OF THE CREST: PROJECT TO ACTUALLY, PHYSICALLY AND PRACTICALLY DEVELOP A
-+ PLAN,-THE PURPOSE.QF WHICH WOULD BE:-A REALISTIC ANALYS IS OF THE -POTENTIAL. AND THE
*“PROBLEMS "INVOLVED; THAT THE ADMINISTRATOR ‘BE: INSTRUCTED TO- ACTIVELY MEET WITH THE
-SPONSORS- OF . CREST AND BRING TO IT THE" ASSISTANCE OF THE - 1AC. THROUGH. AN ANALYS1S OF - =
- THE PROJECT~-AND TS POSSIBLE SPONSORS---CHELAN PUD, FEDERAL AGENCIES ' STATE AGENCIES
ETC.

Mr. Odegaard stated staff would be doing the local work shohld Mr. Biggs' motion be

'*f passed.. He recommended the Interagency Committee. express interest and support but

at this: point in time staff should primarily devote its efforts to Referendum 28 -

. through' November. MR. B1SHOP THEN AMENDED THE MOTION TO STATE THAT THE. EFFORTS OF g
“ CREST BE:'TO ENCOURAGE THE LOCAL ENTITIES TO UNDERTAKE THE MAJOR AND PRINCIPAL RESPON~J'r IS
‘ SIBILITIES INVOLVED IN THE PROJECT - ’, v -

Mr. Blggs restated his motlon by addlng THAT AS A PRIO?ITY ITEM AND AS OPPORTUNITY f

PRESENTED" ITSELF THE STAEF OF THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE BEGIN AN EVALUATION OF THE
PROJECT-AND ASSIST CREST. '

The foIIownng Resqutlon was then adopted by the Commlttee

WHEREAS, THE COLUMBIA RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY TEAM (CREST) NENATCHEE,
- WASHINGTON “HAS BEEN CONDUCTING A COMPREHENSIVE SURVEY OF THE. COLUMBIA .
RIVER: AND ITS -SHORELANDS BETWEEN ROCKY REACH AND-ROCK '1SLAND DAMS -TO
- RESULT IN SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS FOR-OPTIMUM USE~ OF LAND AND WATER S
‘RESQURCES IN THE. STUDY AREA AND o v o o !
) WHEREAS CREST. HAS VIGORQUSLY ENDEAVORED TO BUILD: PUBLIC INTEREST IN: T
AND APPRECIATION FOR THE GREAT COLUMBIA RIVER THROUGH TS PRESENTATIONS.
OF HISTORICAL - INFORMATION AND GRAPHIC. REPRESENTATION OF POTENTIAL DEVELOR-
MENT -LONG - THE SHORELANDS OF THE RIVER; R . ‘

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR
RECREAT I ON HEREBY HIGHLY COMMENDS ‘CREST FOR 1TS ENDEAVORS IN PREPARING A .
- -PROPOSAL TO IMPROVE-THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT ALONG THE COLUMBIA RIVER FROM
- ROCKY REACH DAM TO ROCK ISLAND DAM BY SETTING ASIDE MAJOR PORTIONS OF -
"~ RIVERFRONT FOR LARGE-PUBLIC PARKS ‘AND' AREAS--OF- HISTORIC AND: NATURAL SIGNI-V~ -
FICANCE

© "AND, FURTHER BY THIS RESOLUTION ENDORSES IHIS CONCEPT AS BEING AN THE ,'f?'w‘ S
s BEST INTERESTS” OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON THUS" ENCOURAGING CREST- T0 R
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CONTTNUE‘ITS'EFEORTS TO'BRING TH1IS. PROJECT TO REALITY THROUGH PUBLIC.
| SUPPORT AND BY ENCOURAGING LOCAL ENTITIES TO UNDERTAKE MAJOR AND PRIN-
CIPAL RESPONSIBILITIES INVOLVED IN THE PROJECT;

" AND, FURTHER, THE INTERAGENCY COMMlTTEE HEREBY PROCLAIMS THIS STUDY TO*
" BE A PRIORITY ITEM IN THE “INTERESTS OF PROVIDING FUTURE OUTDOOR RECREA--
" TIONAL FACILITIES FOR THE CITIZENS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, AND ASSERTS

- "THAT AS OPPORTUNITY PRESENTS ITSELF LN KEEPING WITH THE WORKLOAD AND :
- 'DEMAND UPON STAFF TIME, INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE STAFF IS TO BEGIN AN EVALU= -~

ATION OF THIS PROJECT, TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION THE FEASIBILITY OF THE
- PROJECT, ITS OBJECTIVES, ECONOMIC VALUES, RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL AND
' vLOCAL OFFICIAL SOURCES OF SPONSORSHIP- AND FUNDING :

Mr, Crouse:asked: CREST also to -recognize- the W|ld1|fe resources in the area and.:
plan for them in their overall planning effort.  Mr. Andrews suggested the group

- work through the Department of Highways on the. proposed highway in-the area. Mr.-

Bert Cole then stated he would like to become a member. of .CREST and - suggested the

" 1AC begin to assist in initiating prOJects on a local level in thas area.

“Columbia River Conservation League: - The Chairman then referred to memorandum:of

- #1 and #2.'.

«. staff dated August 28, 1972, entitied '""Columbia River Conservation League!, -and

called wupon Mr. Lowell Johnson, Columbia River Conservation League spokesman,

. for his presentation. Slides were shown of the League's proposal to designate

that segment of the Columbia River between Richland, Washington and Priest Raplds
Dam-as a National Recreation Area or a National Scenic or Recreatlon River.

M. Biggs noted the prOJect did not |nvolve any consnderable land acqu:sutlon, o
but mostly the identification and designation of the area as a protectTHTarea ,

to retaln the natural environment for the public. 'In response to questions of -
Mr. Ward, Mr. Johnson explained there would. be no effect on Hanford's developments

, Mr Francis then read the motion as pre:ented in the memorandum
of staif recommendatlon MR. ANDREWS AMENDED THE MOTION AS PRESENTED TO -DELETE.
THE WORDING ''AND LEGISLATION TOWARDS' "IN THE FINAL: PARAGRAPH SINCE HE FELT

- HE AND OTHERS ON THE COMMITTEE HAD NOT HAD A CHANCE.TO WEIGH BOTH SIDES OF THE
"PROBLEM. ~ (THE PARAGRAPH ‘HAD ‘READ AS FOLLOWS: ."NOW, THEREFORE; BE 1T RESOLVED,
 THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION SUPPORTS AND -ENDORSES THE -

NEED -FOR STUDIES AND LEGISLATION TOWARDS OF THE CONCEPT OF AA- NATIONAL DESIGMNATION
OF THAT SEGMENT OF THE COLUMBTA RIVER BETWEEN RICHLAND, WASHINGTON AND-PRIEST
RAPIDS DAM WHICH WOULD PRESERVE THE INTEGRITY -OF THE RIVER ANVA NATURAL FREE FLOWING~

- CONDITION.")
~ THE AMENDMENT TO THE  HOTION WAS SECONDED'BY MR. ODEGAARD... QUESTION wAs THEN .
(CALLED FOR ON THE AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION. FIVE MENBERS VOTED FOR THE AMENDMENT;
* THREE MEMBERS OPPOSED. ~THE AMENDMENT WAS CARRIED BY MAJORITY VOTE. :

“The Comm!ttee by its- motlon then adopted the follow1ng resolutlon

WHEREAS THE FIFTY SEVEN- MILE SEGMENT OF THE COLUHB#A RIVER BETWEEN
RICHLAND WASHINGTON AND PRIEST RAPIDS DAM 1S THE -ONLY REMNANT OF THE
COLUMBIA RIVER-INITS FREE FLOWING STATE FROM BONNEVILLE DAM TO THE -
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”,CANADIAN BORDER AND 7
' WHEREAS THIS SEGNENT OF RIVER HAS SCENIC ECOLOGICAL FISHERY ARCHEOLOGICAL
,'AND RECREATIONAL VALUES OF NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE CAND -

s .WHEREAS VARIOUS ORGANIZATIONS SUCH AS THE, COLUMBIA RIVER CONSERVATION LEAGUE
HAVE RECOGNIZED THE NEED FOR PRESERVING AND PROTECTING SUCH A RESOURCE :
IN THE INTEREST OF PUBLIC AND SOCIAL WELFARE AND

TWHEREAS THE COLUMBIA RIVER CONSERVATION LEAGUE IS PROPOSING THAT THIS
- SEGMENT 'OF RJVER BE CONSIDERED FOR DESIGNATION AS A NATIONAL RECREATION AREA
OR A NATIONAL SCENIC OR RECREATIONAL RIVER AND 7 N

, WHEREAS SEVERAL OBJECTIVES OF “THE"~ INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION
~ - ARE_.TO CONSERVE AREAS OF -UNIQUE RECREATION AND CONSERVATION VALUES AND TO
" PROVIDE COMPLETE AND CONVENIENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE CITIZENS OF THE STATE

TO PARTICIPATE IN A VARIETY OF RECREATION ACTIVITIES -AND EXPERIENCES,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR
-~ RECREATION SUPPORTS AND ENDORSES THE MNEED FOR STUD!ES OF THE CONCEPT OF A
. NATIONAL DESIGNATION OF THAT. SEGMENT OF THE COLUMBIA RIVER BETWEEN RICHLAND,
““WASHINGTON -AND ‘PRIEST RAPIDS DAM WHICH WOULD PRESERVE THE INTEGRITY OF THE
, RIVER IN A NATURAL FREE FLOWING CONDITION.

b oA, FlscaI Status Reports:, Mr. Kenn Cole referred to the Fiscal Report 'Fund
Summary - July 31,°1972," and gave a brief run~down on expenditures and balances
of local and state agencies, followed by explanation of the '"Distribution Control -

Sheet for Initiative 215, Unclaimed Refundable Marine Fuel Tax'' tabulation. Questions,
were asked by the Committee. Mr. Bishop asked rationale for the amount received from °

the .Department of Motor Vehicles.. Kenn Cole explained that although there are more
boaters every year the number of such boaters claiming the refunds is increasing

at a greater rate so that the net amount available is reduced. The study made to
distribute funds establishes what percentage of the fuel is soId to- boaters, but

it does not attempt to determine how much of that money . the boaters will reclaim.

"'Bert Cole asked whether boaters would support. legislation to. eliminate the refund.
“Mr. Rottler stated he did not feel boaters would support this type of ‘legislation.

He pointed out that though studies of Motor Vehicles- determlne the amount -of fuel

“used by boaters, the determination made perhaps is too low. it was his belief the
- consumption of fuel .is.also increasing and the rebates as well, but the studies do

not indicate this fact. He mentioned the State of Nevada had concIuded in. & recent

study that the average consumption of fuel per boat was 220.84 gallons annually,

whereas the average per boat in Washington based on the Department of Motor Vehicles'

statistics is only a fraction:thereof (50 gallons). The Chairman asked that further
discussion on the subJect be held untII the agenda- item concernlng marine gas-tax '

(IV E) was reached.

ATV Fundlng Mr. Francis referred toEmemorandum of staff dated August 28, 1972,

'entltIed "ATV Funding", setting forth the present status of discussions in preparing

guidelines for distribution.of ATVifunds (registration and fuel tax) collected under

‘the provisions of the ATV bill. Representatlves of DNR, Game, IAC ‘OPPFM, Attorney
;GeneraI's Offlce, and user -groups--had: met and determlned the foIIowxng

1. 1t was commonIy agreed that an acreage conversion factlon of .6 mIIe
. per acre for areas on the East side and .3 mile per acre for areas on
‘the West side was reasonable due to type and characterlstics oF S
- terrain. . _ S c L . S ST -5+

J
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2. At the time Of-the”June meeting, the best estimate of total funds
. available Was,$127 809. Recently this figure had been ascertained to
be $134,996.51. Predicated on the latter amount, and the inventories..
[dsubmltted, the follownng dlstributlon was made: : B

DNR: - M1Ie5‘of ATV tral]s 77: S "dzr S 1,776’ﬁf1ee'
‘ 169,480 acres @ .3 mile/acre - - - 50,84k miles
3,100 acres . @ .6 mile/acre - - 1,860 miles
R T T : : 54,480’tota1 miles
GAME 2, 420 acreS'_ » .E'b@ .6 mile/aere ;,e_ S -],4522mfles_
'VPARKS. hOO acres. E' @ .6 miTe/acre :' : e ,azho milesl

LT , B , 56,172 miles
3. DNR - 97.0% X & 134,996.51  § 130,946.62 |
GAME - 2.5% X 134,996.51 3,374.91

 PARKS 5% X 134,996.51 674.98
o $ 134,996.51

CMr. Francis statéd monies are preSent]y available to the state agenciesrfor ATV

efforts during the summer of 1972. Funding procedures as passed by the 1972 -
Legislature by an amendment to the original ATV Act will nécessitate changes and
adoption of these procedures under the Admlnistratxve Procedures Act. ~The staff
of 1AC:will have fundlng procedures ready for adoptlon by the IAC at its November.
meeting.

- Discussion followed. Mr. Andrews mentioned that at a recent:meeting (August 18,

©1972) of the Legislative Budget Committee, there had been criticism:of the funding

‘method and percentages being used. Mr. Francis had met with staff of ‘the. Leqlslatxve

~Budget Committee and that agency had appeared satisfied. He said he would: have. 1AC

‘staff send further .information on the procedure to the Leglslatlve Budget Commlttee
vt as well as the Leglslatlve Council. :

- 'EIT WAS MOVED BY MR. BISHOP SECONDED BY BERT COLE, THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE

"~ "ADOPT. AND  APPROVE "THE PROPOSALS ‘AS MADE IN THE REPORT FROM-THE ADMINISTRATOR ON -

- UMATV FUNDING' DATED AUGUST 28, 1972, WITH THE UNDERSTANDING THAT. SUCH FUNDING
EPROCEDURES WOULD BE READY FOR PUBLIC CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION'BY THE INTERAGENCY
*?COMMITTEE AT 1TS NOVEMBER 1972 MEET ING. MOTION WAS CARRIED '

ﬁgLWCF Status: Memorandum of staff entltled ”LWFF Status!',. dated Audgust 28 1972,:
-was reviewed.by Mr. Francis. The following |nformatton was given:

~ 7., 7 1.  State of Washington:unobligated balance March 1, l 72;

as. reported by BOR, Washlngton, Do vinuniines e el $02.9 mi}iion ,

. 2 CFAC unallocated LWCF baiance as of May, 1972 mieieesaein .8 '580;471.00,
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Sl

L3 ComposItlon of the $ 2 9 miIIion as researched by the IAC e

v‘LocaI agencies . .f IR A 218 796";
Department of Game =~ . R oo 228,000 -

“"Department of Natural Resources - ' ',,133f675a'
Parks and Recreatlon Commissfon -~ 2.4 rmiIIion

““Mf. Francis epralned—that the State Parks prOJects had- been apprOVEd through the

JAC but had hot-cleared BOR for various reasons: - Many of the major lag probIems e
had. been: cIarifled sihce the May meeting. = As a result, LWCF, BOR, Washington, D.C.
report .now indicates $1,142,326 as- unob}lgated as of July. 1, 19/2 Basically, -

" he stated, these monies are tied. up. in projects funded by the -AC wnth LWCE which .

~ have developed probltems requiring ‘resolution before being submitted to. the BOR..

* The State of Washington has allocated all of - the FY- 72 LWCF allotment. Congress
passed a continutng- resqutlon to allow states to use a proport:onate ‘share of-

= the FY. 72 allotment,:credited against the FY- 73 aIIotmenf - Wlth the Washlngton )
share belng $423,367. , ,

M#. Francis noted the State of Washnngton is maximizing its LWCF aIIotments and
the balance indicated by Washington, D.C., was due prlmarily to administrative

‘delays and time lags. Other states, however,-are not maximizing their BOR monies

and-as a result there will be a sizeable amount reverting to -the Secretary of -

. Interior's Contingency Fund within the next two or three years. . Chairman Lofgren

called for duscussaon on this toplc Following questions and answers, 1T WAS MOVED .
BY MR. "BiSHOP, SECONDED BY MR: BIGGS THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ADOPT THE

_FOLLOWING RESOLUTION:

VQTWHEREAS LAND AND ‘WATER CONSERVATION FUND MONIES BUREAU OF OUTDOOR
RECREATION, NOT UTILIZED BY THE VARIOUS STATES AND TERRITORIES WITHIN
YTWO FISCAL YEARS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1IN WHICH SUCH LWCF APPORTIONMENT
i'S MADE LAPSE AND
"WHEREAS, SUCH- LAPSED LWCF -MONTES ARE PLACED -IN THE SECRETARY OF THE o
INTERIOR'S CONTINGENCY FUND TO BE DISBURSED AT HIS DISCRETION TO THE
VARIOUS STATES FOR PROJECTS OF "UNIQUE AND OUTSTANDING VALUE, AND

‘WHEREAJ, THERE ARL SEVERAL STATES AND TERRITORIES MAXIMIZING THE USE ,
OF THEIR LWCF-APPROPRIATIONS- AND ARE IN A POSITION TO- UTILIZE" ADDITIONAL
LWCF MONIES IF SUCH WERE AVAILABLE AND

WHEREAS THE. STATE OF WASHINGTON 1S ONE SUCH STATE WHICH COULD UIILIZE
ADDITIONAL LWCF MONIES FOR SIGNIFICANT STATE,- LOCAL{AND REG1ONAL PROJLCTS

NOW THEREFORE; BE IT-RESOLVED, THAT THE WASHINGTON STATE INTERAGENCY. - -
COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION BEL IEVES THAT THE D1SBURSEMENT OF LAPSED.
LWCF MONIES SHOULD FONSTITUTE AN--INCENTIVE FOR THE STATES WHICH MAKIMIZE
"~ THEIR REGULAR LWCF APPORTIONMENTS AND HEREBY ENDORSES THE: CONCEPT THAT -
“. SUCH-FUNDS SHOULD BE DISTRIBUTED TO THOSE STATES WHICH MAXIMIZE:THEIR-
"REGULAR APPORTIONMENT, 'AND, FURTHER DIRECTS “THE . INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE - -
: ADMINISTRATOR T0 BRING THIS CONCERN TO THE ATTENTION OF _THE ‘NAT1ONAL
: - ASSOCFATION OF "STATE OUTDGOR RECREAT ION LIATSON- OFFICERS AT ITS ANNUAL
'ﬁfMEETIN IN BOOTHBAY, MAINE, SEPTEMBER- IO 13, 1972 AND -TO OFFER THE
" FOLLOWING RESOLUTION FOR CONSIDERATION :

7.




O .

January.an

'Skaglt'A

Manutes - pg 8 - August 28 f9721

R “BE T RESOLVED THAT NASORLO EXPRESSES/A CONCERN THAT
- THE LWCF-MONIES 'RETURNEDTO THE SECRETARY OF INTERIOR'S.
- CONT INGENCY FUND BE CONSIDERED AS AN INCENTIVE TO STIMULATE
 STATES. TO MAXIMIZE THEIR REGULAR LWCF-APPORTIONMENT; AND"
TO THAT END SUCH ‘FUNDS ‘BE ALLOCATED ONLY TO THOSE STATES '
THAT DO MAXIMIZE THEIR LWCF APPORTIONMENT, EX£EPT FOR
DEMONSTRAT!ON TYPE PROJECTS "

'MOT1ON WAS CARRIED.

%

411 B. Planning: Mr Pelton exp]alned the two: charts dated August 28 1972, entltled

V“P]annlng Status''; one indicating plannung and studles status. by percent accompllshed

"~ and the other .indicating whether- completlon dates were on schedule or-behind schedule.

" He iIntroduced Miss Jeanette:Collins, a.journalism graduate from the UniverSIty of ,

~~Washington, present]y a Student Intern with the. IAC working on p]annlng and coordln-'g,m
~ation matters. He also stated Mr. Steve Price; Student |ntern, was assistlng w1th '

the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers Study.

SCORP Mr. -Pelton further reported that Chapter 1 _of the Statewude Outdoor Recreatlon_f-
and Open Space Plan' text had been completed for review of the IAC Technical ‘Advisory

© “and Plan Review committees.” A general 'timetable! for comp]etlon of -the update of
~the plan-as noted -in memorandum of staff dated August.28, 1972, entitied M'SCORP -
~Extensuon” was explained by Mr. Pelton. Compilation and preparation of all data for.

the Plan‘will be available by September and drafting of the plan will be completed

by December. Coordination and.review of the completed text will be accomplished during
d early February of 1973.:- The Plan will be presented to -the Committee for

t the February 1973 meeting : , - S

yectsl Studies: S T v : : '

&F Study: Mr. Pelton called upon Mr. Herbert Barth; United States. Forest .

Service, for a slide presentation by the Forest SerV|ce on’ the Skagit River -Study

which is nearing completion.. Public hearings are now in process Questions asked

by the Committee were answered by Mr. Barth.

‘Boating Survey_ M,. Robert Lemcke referred to. memorandum of staFf dated August 28

1972, entitled "Boating Survey”, ‘and’ informed the Committee of the IAC's ,lnvolve-.
ment with the Leglslatlve Budget Committee ‘in.this study which had been directed -
by the 1971 Legislature in its-Resolution No. 71-75 adopted. May- 105 1971. - The

"tstudy deals with the extent to which members of the boating public-are contributing.. .
and/or. should contrnbute t6 the funding of watercraft recreation; land acquisition -

and development.  This study therefore relates to the prowvisions in. Initiative 215
which provide for the refund of -the Marine Fuel Tax. The questlonnaire “calls for o

;data as to (1) which boaters are:-claiming.the fuel refund and. (2) which boaters are;. B

in fact, using the boating . facilities financed with state: aid. Questlonnalre aurveys
will be made on four days -- one-in- July, two in August- and one - in September.. Mr.. -
Lemcke stated the Legislative Budget Committee will also plan to- collect |nformatson

“from other states and analyze the effort- of Individual cauntles wnthln Washlngton
-regardlng boat reglstratlons andfeea and- charges. - K ,

CUMr.- Crouse suggested this- type of survey be taken other times of. the years besndes SRR
CJuly- August September;uCItlng the heavy -use of fishing. areas in the fall and: wnnter,_

mcnths Rottler read paragraph four: of the House Reso]utton

d”;i8#39>4'd
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HR' 71 75, paragraph h V”Whereas, all- members of the ‘boating public
: should make ‘some contribution to funding of ‘the acqu15|t|on of Iands
and. development of Facnltt:es for" use by all o't

“ He stated the boatlng publlc had contrlbuted and was- contrlbutnng to thls program e
~constantly and, .in fact, the operating funds of the 1AC were a contribution from
" boater sources. Further, boaters contribute through the monies authorized by . -
Referendum 11 and Referendum 18 through sales tax as do-any other c1tlzens of the
state s :

‘Mr. Lemcke stated the survey questlonnalre will also attempt to determlne the. . oo

use of- boatlng facilities by non-boaters.

Rlvers' Study Commlttee Report Mr Lemcke orally reported: o1the status of the. -
‘Rivers' Study report {no memorandum was.'in the August meeting klt) The final '
report WIll be presented ‘to:the Commlttee in November :

Tra:l ‘Planning: Mr Rlchard Costello was called upon for a report on Tralls Plan--
‘ning. He referred to memorandum of staff dated August 28, ]972, and noted that
all -incorporated cities, counties and state and federal agencies concerned had
been requested to supply inventory information regarding existing and potentral

?traiks, To date most agencies had complied with IAC request. - The inventory . =
. therefore is nearly ready for final.compilation. Results are _being .assembled;

 following assembly, both trail users and agency representatives will be given an-

: opportunlty to examine the results of the |nventory and to. comment on it. Fo]low—

lng thls, staff will prepare:

fﬂwﬂi, A statement of praor|tlzed statewide trail needs,

2. Guidelines for trail development

:“%3: A listing of proposed trails and corridors reflectlve of these needs"
"-to establlsh a framework for a State Recreatlon Trail System.,

. Preliminary draft of the Tralls Plan WIII be presented at the November ‘meeting.
Mr. Lofgren commented on staff time involved .in this inventory and related reports.

" and asked-if the IAC had a means of teimbursement for the-time spent on the program.

Mr. Pelton explained funds were available within-the LWCF Planning: Grant and that -
~the. Department of -Ecology altso.provides some: of-the- p]annang funds . Mrs. Francis statedj
the Ecology funds were directed toward the. Southwest Washington Rlver Basin Study - '

- and there were actually no separate funds as such for the trails inventory: and study

‘other ‘than sources coming from Initiative 215.  No funds were included wnth|n elther
the Tralls Act or the ATV Act for plannlng and coordination efforts e :

The Committee's " attent:on was directed to memorandum of staff: dated August-10,: 1972
entitled ATV Funds'.  Funds collected through February- 27, 1972 for dIStIIQUtIOn

-~ uhder the 1971 ATV Act amounted to $134,996.51. Revenue collected after February:

2 27,1972, will-be distributed .under- the 1972 ATV Act: followirg completion of the alwt;nne:
tralls |nventory .

B I e O PrOJect Status Reportt Prior to report on prOJects, ‘Mr. -Francis- reported to
~the’ Commlttee on the Admlnlstratlve Cost ‘Increases as- follows*"*'a;7~wex b e e

R

CTe b City of Spokane,;RocheSter-Heights Park - $3,000 increase (4.15%)aaPProV¢d B
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S to- |ncrease total prOJect cost to $75 000

*'2."3C|ty of Kelso, Tam=0- Shanter Park - $7 000 increase to total prOJect cost Ol
: of $57, 000 ; S v ,

3. City of Pullman, Mllltary Hit Development - $39 965 increase (15/) maklng
total project cost $308 Les,

k.- Town of: Brndgeport, Waterfront Park Development - $5 koo |ncrease (15/) —
- ~total IAC portlon prOJect cost . now being $34 050. :

R
S ,
,rThere ‘followed- dICCUSSIOn on changes in scope of, prOJects -~ Mr. Ward reminded staff -

“:that stgnlflcant cutbacks or ‘fncreases in scope of ‘a project must be ca1]ed'tofthe.f,—,~v

Committee's attention for review and approval prior to the'change‘an scope being. -
“callowed. ~Staff -agreed and stated any major or substantial-changes:in- scope would,
under the Administrator's. current authority, require Committee approval.  Mr. ..
JOdegaard ‘stated he would hope. the Committee would not restrict the staff any more
‘than> necessary in the approval of Increases or cutbacks, that there would be an
'|ncrea51ng ‘number of cutbacks coming in because of the present economy -- bidding-

costs gonng higher, etc. ‘Therefore, he felt staff should be‘allowed to make

~ decisions -in .these matters. 1t was the consensus of the Committee that staff contnnue B

its present-policy Jn regard to changes in scope: (a) ‘minor changes falling within

- percentage-increase authority of the Administrator need not be brought backito’ the ‘
, Committee forreVIew and approval; (b) major changes in scope would require Committee
attentlon o , FU

Tam-O-Shanter: In responée to Mr. Odegaard‘ inquiries concerning Tam-0-Shanter-
o Park and.a portion of the land-use nearby for .a commercial facility, Mr: Francis
,wf,explalnedéthe legality of the City of Kelso's .sale some time ago of ‘the land on
which th faC|]|ty reposes. The" placement of asphalt surfacing on a road in the
‘adjaceiit?Tam-0-Shanter Park does rot involve the commercial- bunidlng in any way as
~the road 4s located in the park and loops through the picnic.area. - However, since
‘there were -questions involved in- the project, Mr Lofgren asked Mr. Francis to:inves-
tigate the matter and advise him about it. : TR R e

: ProJect Status: Report :Glenn-Moore referred to memorandum of staff dated August
53, 1972, and noted the fol]oW|ng — : ‘

:Currentjloca]‘agency projectSf S 1ho '
“Last ‘quarter projects closed: : - 11 local projects
: T : 1 Game Dept. project

- Mr. Bert Cole lnqusred concerning the shoreline permit for:the Seahtrst Pro1ect
“ LAC- #71-0L4D - There followed-considerable discussion-on- the need for.shoreline -
permits where appllcable The Administrator was asked to have:a policy: sratement
-on ‘shoretine” permtts for ‘the Procedural.-Guidelines to review-at- the November: meetlng
Mr, Biggs felt a shoreline permit ought ‘to-be obtatned and in the: records*prior_to
Issuance of any monies’ from the 1AC.  Mr. Francis replied. the. IAC: required.
. formal piece of ‘correspondence advising that such a permit ‘had been- obta

‘document itself (or.a copy thereof) 1s not necessary for !AC records

'1?Hr. Ward then aeked for. specufuc 1nformat|on on- tHe Port of - BrownSV|Ile prOJect and
I ) : _}Q_.

To date: ' - - r'lhh‘local—agencymprojects completednAv
' e o L2 state«agency’projeCtsucompletadagr




4V A Referendum 28: Mr. Martin referred to memorandum of staff dated August 28

- areas of ‘the nation. ' Suggestions put: forth included: - opening. of more: federal- Jands
‘and  longer leases to attract: private capital for- recreatlonal facilities; -need for»
~covered factlities; need-for maintenance and operaticnal moniess: need for urban
r'parks, WIlderness and .other recreation-area-concepts, etc. :

" Minutes - pg.;ll,-fAugust'ZS, 1972:.:‘: o

the Admjnistrator was-asked to advise him-later as*to its—statusk

“In discussion of the Highline #6 project, Mr. James Webster, King County Depart->
- ment of Parks, explained to the Committee the three parcels of ‘land involved

within the project and the reasons for delays. He noted that Parcel #1's option
would be processed within ten days and it was felt Parcel #3's: ownership: prob]ems S
would be. resolved within a week since- negotaatlons were taklng p]ace

1972, entitled “Referendum 28”, and reported the follow1ng

1.H—Langdon Simons. of Hydrodrlve, Seattle;- apponnted as Co- Chalrman SRR
S Mitliam Fu ”Wl]]l” ‘Unsoeld; Olympla, ‘appointed-as Chairman: R e

- 2,~”1I of the: 12 Local Commattee chalrmen appo:nted Three maJor obJectnvesr
are: Communlcatlon, Identlfxcatlon of resources. to a55|st ln,campalgn,
and publicity and news-media relatnonsh!p :

- 3. Organlzatronal meeting had been held.

" hszuBudget~estab]ishedfof $10,000. (Materials, supplies, brdchures;”etce)

5. Speakers' Bureau to be established - back~up from Parks, Game, DNR, and
?other state agencxes concerned. - IAC to coordinate. : :

'6;&&Workshops to be held with. local people on-the Referendum 28 commtttees

Mrs Lemere asked that those on the: Referendum 28 Commlttee recognize there are six

other bond-measures . under the VWashington Futures Program-and these are al] tied -

'together She urged that the Referendum 28 chairmen be so-advised. It will be necess

sary, for lnstance, to obtain a 60% favorable vote In King County alone.. Mr..Lofgren

~in addressing -the -audience suggested local agencies and communities study the bond:

issue program thoroughly, contact their reglonal chairmen and. work W|th them in the

V-promotlon of Referendun 28 for recreatlonal factlltles

1V B, BOR Nationwide Plan:. ~Mr. Francls brlefly explalned ‘the nat|onwxde effort i o
CCon the part of the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation toinstigate a Nationwide: Recreationf”

Plan. Discussions had been held in-Portland June 27-28 with representatives of:
various federal,- state and local entitles. Similar meetlngs had been held’ in. other

IV € Snake River-— Trl-State Demonstratlon Project: —A: brlef report was then- glven

by Mr. Francis on status of the 1ri-State Demonstration Project concerning the -

Snake ‘River: -The $4 million for the Uy S Forest Service to-purchase in-holdings . -... .
'”~wfthjn~thefWal}owarWhitman and ‘Nez:Perce-Forests passed-the Congress-recently.. ... =
,aRepresentatlves of “the three states(Washington, Oregony--tdahe) -have met.and wiltleo o
be meeting. in the future on the proposed project. Oregon and-ldaho are gathering ... -
o ogimilar- information on: ownershnps, general acqu1s|tlon costs,'etc ERCES already

:obtalned by Washington.

. 1'.1\‘_ i
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;Le“f : 1V D. MaEEIng Mr Pe]ton referred to memorandum of staff dated August 28 1972
- ~ which noted present status of. the mapping program. Symbois, -agencies and crlterla,
- to. be mapped have been.suggested but not finalized. Mr. Crouse.requested item ’
(5) In the memorandum on page (1) include 'boat launchimg sites' as well as area
offices, etc. The item would then read: “Department of Game - Area offices; game
_ farms, hatcherles, boat launching sites, and recreation areas and facilities.'
" The proposed 13 symbols ‘were also discussed. The general ‘approach belng used: by

-'the Recreat|on Map Committee was acceptable to. the Commsttee 2 ca e -

R R Marsne Gasoline Tax: Mr. Francis: referred to memorandum of’ staff: dated
-rAugust 28,-1972; entitied "Marine Gasoline Tax', stating this was a- report -the
chairman had directed staff to prepare for the meeting: {1) To investigate status
~ and situation regarding the Marine Fuel Tax and (2) to amvest|gate feasibility of -
'Vapproachang boating pub]]c regarding the possibility of eliminating the tax refund -
thereby -increasing Inttiative 215 Revenues to the-Outdoor Recrea ton Account . Mr.
Francis explained that the percentage of .refunds 1s presently growing whereas Initl-
- ative 215 revenué creasing. : :

1971-72 o § 1,816,715
: o 1 49b 020 contemp]ated

-71-75 directlng the’study.ofehoating use .and marine fuel
t as-explained by Mr. Lemcke earlier in the meeting. Mr.
t with the Legislative Budget Committee and previous
ted the desirabllity of re- introduction of legislation
it not until -after the study is completed and._the LB Has
re, he suggested this type of ‘leglisiation be sponsored
Committee and/or individual legislators rather than the
dabout the questlonnalre on - ATV. Fuel recently sent. out by the .
ic!es, Frarnicis explained -a sampling is also being taken LI
s well ac'the random mail sampling. The results, he said would.
ffe oad,uee'there isiafrthe present tﬁme'by ATV's.. Mr. Andrews.
&l questionnaire did not indicate highway use of’gasoline as
; there was no place to. indicate. xf the -user was using the-

e last 10 gallons) Mr Francﬁs replled that the form had
‘fts use. : :

'eFurtheﬁ, House
, -taxes ‘i's’ being
Francie'stated

tler explained the position of boaters concerning the use of
(ibility of elimination of the refund. He felt boaters-would -
because use of the 215 funds s not spectflcally detalled.

ds are presently being used to administer the iAC; there=
action would be negative unless: the 1AC could offset this . .
Tate projects-funded with 215 -monies- apeCIfICu]]y for boaters.
method of determining the amgunt of 215 monies for the’ Qut— :
1t “was vague and- the . formula given did not" indicate a true e’

ed from a report on the situation In the State of Nevada as
Morning Report“ of MAREX Chicago, “l’inois :

[ ndlngs of ,Unuversuty of Nevade study of fuei,,,:ﬁ

, ;]2;;3
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by Boaters in Nevada Assuming 220.84 gallons of marine fuel
per boater are purchased in Nevada, on the basis of a simple
average for all boats, the study projects that by 1975 boaters
will pay $312,139"in marine fuel taxes. n %

‘Mr. Rottler stated the State of Washtngton study indicates 50 gallons of marine

fuel per boater and he felt this was in error. The State of Washington,- hav:ng

- conhs.iderable ocean area; lakes, rivers and streams, wou]d far -exceed Nevada in

boater use.

Mr;'Franc15'remindéd;the Committee it had gone on record as a matter of policy
declsion to utilize Referendum 18 and Referendum 11 monies equal to 215 -monies -

- in boating projects so that the boaters would obtain the full use of their monies.

Fiscal reports submitted by staff from time to time. havessubstantiated this policy,’ ,7

.and Mr. Francis felt that this premlse could -be well explained to the boating .

public. There followed discussion on-how the information should be sent-out to the:
boaters. Mr. Francis stated he would work with Mr. Rottler and Mrv Frank Deuster -
(Northwest Marine Industries) as to methodology.” The Chatrman then asked the Admin-
Istrator. to have summarization of use of 215 funds (an evaluattve report) for all
future IAC meetings.

IV-F (1) Technical Advisory Commlttee . Mr. Francis referred to memorandum. ofvstaff.
dated August 28, 1972, entitled "Technical AdVISOTy Committee Reorgﬁn12dt|on

"rgiving the fOIIOWIng information:

Members of Technical Advisory Committee ......... 19
Chalrman voveiiiniiiinnnnnes eeeiaee J Willa Myliroie (Htghways)
“Secretary veo.s.... e s et esesaseesssisesseneass Robert S. Lemcke (IAC)

~Terms for members are as noted in May, 1972 1AC minutes, pagp (9)
Sub-commi ttees:
a. Swimming Pool Cost GU|de1|nes Ci e Blli Hutsanpilla;, Chrmn
b.\ Community-School Acq/Dev Guidelines .... 8111 Fearn, Chairman
Sub-committees of the TAC appointments: - o
~.a. ATV Fuel Survey Committee ...... eeseeee Art McCartan;-Dick Mullins
b. ATV'Funding Guideiines'Committee ....;.{ Jerry Hansen,; Dave Towne:

Willa Mylroie referred to memorandum-dated August 28 1972-‘froﬁ‘tﬁp TéChntcai‘, _
Committee to the IAC, entitled MProgress Report -on Current Studies'. She outlined
the purpose of the Technical Committee Studies” as set forth by that conmittee:

(1) To provide a multn-lnterest definition of outdoor recreatlon program
problems posed by the IAC staff, Technlcal Committee members or the
- . interagency Committee members. ,
*{2) To consider alternative solutions to the problems
~{3) To consider impllcatlons of the alternatives.
{4) To recommend a solution to the staff.

1V F(3) Swimming Pool Cost Guidelines: Mrs. Mylroie posed questions-which had-been "
discussed by the sub-committee on-Swimming Pool Cost Guidelines: ‘and’ asbed Mr.
Hut§lnp|l]ar for hIS report. Mrt HutSInplllar pointed out there were State Health

- standards to be met in construction of swimming pools as well as Nattonai Swammtng

Pool Institute regulations:  The: ‘Guidelines ‘of the National. Swimmlng Pool Institite
are very concise and it was felt these should be utilized along‘wuth the &tate:

© Health Standards iIn arrlving at any lAC Guidelines. Cost factors were also dicrussem.

-13-




AV F 2. Communlty/qchool = Acqulsitlon/Deve]qpment Guudeltnes ~Bill Fearn stated

‘to review the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation's Tetter which- gave interpretation of e
~eligible recreation: faC|iit|es on-school grounds. - The committee stressed ‘cooper- 5
~ation between the two entities could result. in providing recreational. facilities
. for communities and schools through J0|nt acquisition of acreage and, use of -each

other's facilities,. ‘through written agreements for such: joint usage and admlnls—
~tration-of the public use of the combine facilities by ‘the community! recreation
“director.. Pro rata divislon of ellglble costs on the basis of hours of " ‘Use:or-sea=
~sons.of use. b

"Fee title sale of -the property - OPPFM raised certain questlons concernlng the «
cost/benefit of the acquisition and this subject was: being reviewed and. dlscu;sed
- by ‘both ‘agencies; therefore;. Mr. Francis- reported the ‘project remained in status

‘ POSITION REGARDING - SUCH SALES AND

-WELL: NOT BE- EXECUTED UNTIL SUCH- TIME AS-THOSE QUESTIONS POSE

- 'PLANNING AND FISCAL MANAGEMENT- ARE RESOLVED AND- IND|CAT ION:
~RECEIVED FROM THE OFFICE. OF PROGRAM PLANNiNG AND* rlSCAL MAN
"MOT1ON WAS. CARRIED

| 'TF~MTnuteS ;VPg; ¥ 4%”Augn5t 28;;]972’i-

his conmittee had met to consider the. ‘questions-as posed by the 1AC administrator

Iso proposed Mr. Bﬁshop concurred with the -
tee and urged gutdelxnes be written to Tf

1 t “use of the recreational facilities which
wo:_d be JOlnt]y prOV|ded Mr Doug— ;Bohn, ‘speaking for the. Housing and Urban-
Department, stated the maximizing of these ‘types of facilities would be in keeplng
with the HUD. guidelines. In the joint agreement the use of the recreatlonal '
faC|llt:es for the general public at all times-is. emphasized. When school: iR
session, however, the recreation facilities are for the use of the' school. FoT]ow-'
Ing discussion Mrs. Mylroie advised the recommendations of the sub-committed £t '
the staff of IAC would be available at the November IAC meet:ng She then announced

the two agen ies: was:'

,..the appointment of Dave Towne as-chairman of the subvcommlttee for Rev1510n cof the
1AC Procedural Gundellnes , ~ 4 : , : S -

IV G Catt]ejPOJnt»-rDept of Natural Resources: Mr. Framcis referred to- memorandum of

staff dated August 28, 1972, entitled '"Cattle Point = Department of Natural Resources!,
The Admlnlgtrator had investigated the possibility of purghasing the site versus '
As a result; it was determined the Board of Natural Res sources Was ‘Aot ih

fia fee title sale and the Department of Natural ‘Resources. would not " approve

quo pendlng resolution of the- questions. Al .0'Donnell advised that the Depart~
ment-of Natural. Resources had - satusfactorl]y dnswered the questions posed in-the '
project to OPPFM.in a'letter dated. August 18, 1972. Mr._FranCIS stated he had not

yek seen a.copy of this letter MR BISHOP MOVED SECONDED BY MR¢ LEMERE THAT '3;}:*

THE DNR RECREATION SITE KNOWN AS CATTLE POINT AND APPROVED AT THE MAY. IAC MEETING = -
SHALL BE. LEASED RATHER" THAN PURCHASED AS A RESULT OF - THE BOARD OF NATURAL RESOURCEST'V

FURTHFR SUCH AGRFEMENTS -AS" MAY BE NECESSARY TO iNITiATE AND CONSUMMATE'TH ;

ERBL IR W

AL Confirmation -’TAC>ASS|sta“t—Amenistrator '
d to memorandum da L
ator', IT WAS
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INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR RECREATION, EFFECTIVE AUGUST 28, I972 AT A
SALARY OF $I 465 PER MONTH. MOTION WAS - CARRIED ' ' ‘

: IT WAS THEN MOVED BY MR. BIGGS, AND ‘SECONDED UNANIMOUSLY BY THE COMMITTEE MEMBERS

THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FORMALLY AND“WITH SINCERITY COMMEND MR. "EDWARD.

- PUTNAM: FOR HIS DEDICATED AND OUTSTANDING SERVICE TO THE COMMITTEEDURING THE PAST

FIVE YEARS.

o The foIIowIng resolution was then addpted,by thé'CommIttee:

~ WHEREAS, EDWARD V. PUTNAM HAS FOR THE PAST FIVE YEARS BEEN ON THE -
: ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF OF THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR -

RECREATION AS ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR AND IN-THE CAPACITY AS
"ACTING ADMINISTRATOR IN I969 AND-

"WHEREAS . . THE" SAID INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE MEMBERS WOULD LIKE TO RECOGNIZE
H1S DEDICATED AND OUTSTANDING SERVICES RENDERED TO THE INTERAGENCY COM-
MITTEE ‘DURING- THAT TIME

- NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT IN RECOGNITION OF HIS QUTSTANDING -

““ASSISTANCE TO THE: INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE IN PERFORMING HIS RESPONSIBIL~
ITIES AND DUTIES AS ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR, THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE
'FOR ‘OUTDOOR RECREATION DOES HEREWITH EXTEND [ITS THANKS AND APPRECIATION
TO EDWARD V. PUTNAM FOR HIS SERVICE. IN.THE FIELD OF OUTDOOR RECREATION
WHILE SERVING ON THE STAFF OF THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE;

AND RESOLVED FURTHER, THAT A COPY OF THIS RESOLUTION BE SENT TO THE -
HONORABLE DANIEL J. EVANS, GOVERNOR OF THE STATE: OF WASHINGTON WITH
A-COPY AND LETTER OF APPRECIATIDN TO EDWARD V.- PUTNAM, E

vV B, 3/ Cost of ~Living increase - Exempt pOSltlonS The Chalrman referred to
memorandum of staff dated August 28, 1972, entitled “Cost*of ~Living Increase'. -
IT WAS MOVED BY MR. BIGGS, SECONDED BY MR. ODEGAARD THAT THE INTERAGENCY . COMMITTEE ,
GRANT A 3% COST-OF-LIVING- SALARY INCREASE, EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 1, 1972, TO THE

‘ADMINISTRATOR AND THE ASSISTANT - ADMINISTRATOR “THEREBY. ESTABLISHING ‘THE ADMINILS~- -
TRATOR'S -SALARY AT $1,562 PER MONTH AND THE ASSISTANT. ADM!NISTRATOR'S SALARY AT :

g?$I 509 PFR MONTH. MOTIiON WAS CARRIED.

,j;VV D ‘Reed Island - State Parks ‘and Recreatlon Commxssnon The Chairman announced

' ETVthat item C of the agenda -(IAC Operating Budget 1973 75) ‘would be held over until
= -Tuesday morning as the first .item for.discussion. ~Mr.=Francis referred to.-memo~
. randum from staff dated August 28, 1972, entitled-"ReedIstand Acquisition - Park--

and Recreation Commission’, 1AC #69 -567A" which proposed an increase of -$102, 1000

- for- the project to compensate for increased land value as: Judged by a court
~award. 1T WAS MOVED-BY MR. BIGGS, SECONDED BY MR. 'CROUSE THAT:

WHEREAS, EMINENT;DOMAIN'WAS REQUIRED'TO'ACQUIREDTHE.REED#ISLAND<SITE§JAND*THE _
COURT-‘AWARD- IS AT A COST HIGHER: THAN THE -INTERAGENCY- COMMITTEE APPROVED COST, THE: "

:'CSTATE PARKS AND- RECREATION COMMISSION -1S. HEREBY: GRANTED- A~ GOST- TNCREASE OF $I02 OCU 'l i
‘br;ngIngthe totaI dpproved project cost to- $220 OOO APPROVED FUNDING 1S AS S
FOLLOWS: : :

© REF., -!'-1'75376,000; 'RlEF". 18'-;$.77‘7,_ooo§,_gva“2_11_5_‘ 51107,“'907_0 TOTAL: _ °$ 220,000




~.at 9:05 a.m. Mr. Francis interpreted the' IAC- Operatlnu
= &s outlined in memorandum dated August 28; ,1972 B-7 forms summarlznng staff: operatlngée
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' THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE AUTHORIZES THE.ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY
'PROJECT AGREEMENT INSTRUMENT WITH STATE PARKS AND TODISBURSE FUNDS FROM THE

OUTDOOR RECREATION  ACCOUNT "IN THE :AMOUNT NOT TO"EXCEED THAT WH.ICH HAS BEEN

LISTED ON THE FOREGOING PAGE FOR THE' REED I'SLAND PROJECT, "UPON EXECUTION OF THE
NECESSARY FORMS BY THE SPONSORING.AGENCY AND UPON PERFORMANCE BY THE SPONSORING
AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS THEREON o

MOTION WAS CARRIED.

V-E. City of Spokane - Havermale Island = Land Exchange: Mr. Glenn Moore called
upon- Bi11 Fearn, Director of Parks and Recreation, City of Spokane,  for an explana-
tion of the memorandum dated"Auguqt 28, 1972, entltled “'Spokane Havermale lsland

- Land Exchange''. "Mr. Fearn, using map of the project, indicated the acquisition
of 3.46 acres of land on Havermale lsland which had cost $473,900, of which the
IAC share had been $118,475. Total cost of the project was Increased to $737,000
at the May 2L, 1971 1AC ‘meeting, increasing ‘the IAC share to $184;250. The pFOJeCt‘-'
was completed on July 20, 1972 when the full IAC share was reimbursed. ) .

As a result of Expo 74, and many months of study by design~consultants;'it was.
determined that the federal pavilion  (which will be residual after Expo)- should

be Tocated on-the tand acquired with Federal and State funds.- -The City concurred-
.- with the recommendation and-requested-approval for the exchange of 2.3 acres of

the Havermale' Island Acquisition for land immediately adjacent-thereto and at least .
equal :size and value. The exchanged land was acquired by the City through a dona-
tion:agreement from the Burlington Northern Railroad. Mr. Odegaard and other com-

“mittee members-questioned the staff with respect to the appraisa?,,Finding‘of

value, HUD invelvement, etc., concerning the exchange of land. 'Mr. Bishop sug-

gestéd:the Administrator be authorized to work -out the necessary details as noted
“In- the, proposed motion in the memorandum with the understanding that a legal
copinion from the Assistant Attorney Genera? of ‘the IAC would be obtained prior to

any exchange of land.

MR, -BESHOP MOVED, SECONDED BY MR. BIGGS, THAT THE ADM!N!STRATOR OF "THE. INTERAGENCY

COMMITTEE BE" AUTHORIZED TO  WORK OUT NECESSARY DETAILS 'TO ACCOMPLISH THE- PROPOSED
LAND EXCHANGE CONCERNING HAVERMALE ISLAND AS QUTLINED IN THE MEMORANDUM OF. STAFF
DATED AUGUST 28, 1972, WITH THE PROVISO THAT A FORMAL FINDING OF VALUE DONE BY =~

© AN MAI QUALTFIED-APPRAISER SUBSTANTIAT ING* THE "PROPERTY TO BE EXCHANGED 1S EQUAE

TO OR MORE VALUABLE THAN THE LAND. INITIALLY ACQUIRED WITH OUTDOOR RECREATlON
ACCOUNT ASSISTANCE; AND

}FURTHER WITH THE PROVISO THAT AN ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OPINTON AUTHORIZING THE

EXCHANGE OF LAND BE OBTAINED ‘BY THE ADMINISTRATOR PRIOR TO APPROVAL -OF THE PROPOSED—<
EXCHANGE, SAID OPINION TO -CERTIFY THAT THE LAND EXCHANGE 15N KEEPING WITH THE™

LAWS OF THE STATE- OF WASHINGTON.

MOTION WAS CARRIED.

The meeting recessed at 3:30 p.m. to-reconvene the fo!!owingrday,HaTuesday, August 29.

(mmwmmssomss-e--o---o- TUESDAY  AUGUST 29, 1972 ff*“fi“,‘;:“f“;'"."‘*_i“':,',"tfri*""*'

V C. IAC Operating Budget 1973-75: Cha:rman ‘Lofgren: ¢alled the meeting to- order
udget program forl972 75
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poxnted out that the: Adminlstrator had referred to" qddltaonal pressures - in rega
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budget recommendations were rev1ewed, as well as a table |nd1catang the Revenues,
ProJectuon for -73- 75 and Local Actlon Program for that bxennlum Funding
ndlcated :

'-1974’ 193 Total

Totaj tAt Operating BUdQet. $ '409,989 Vd $ 41#,457, % 824,355
Est. Revenues ) o . ' 131,850
Net Operatlng 215 I 692, 505

Mr. Rottler ‘asked that the Admlnlstrator include ln ‘the budget purchase of sound
- equipment (portable -microphone). for IAC meetings. Mr. Andrews suggested this
“could be refited and Mr. Bert Cole ‘suggested other state agencies could loan eqitip-
ment to the IAC.. The Chairman then asked the Administrator-to lnvestlgate procuring__'

a mlcrophone system on a loan ba5|s for the next meetlng

‘Mr. Rottler suggested the‘ASSIStant Attorney General of the'lAC be -requested to be
“‘present at each meetinig of the Committee to answer any legal matters which may

arise. The absence of Mr. Mort Tytler, the Assistant Attorney General, was
clarified by Mr. Francls, and assurance was given that there would be 1ega1 assis-

tance- at future meetings

"Other questlcns were asked of staff concerning the education and training program

for employees which could be enhanced and the possibility of moving part of the 1AC

_staffinto the: quarters used by the Arts Commission when that agency vacates their
“building. This would increase rental costs in the budget. Mr. Odegaard asked aboyt

the imcreased: cost of travel for the planning and project staff. 'Additional staff

" was -also discussed, the adm|n|stratlve intern program exp]a;ned -and other questionc
/from the Commlttee were: answered by Mr Francis. ' :

Mr. Andrews felt the Admlnlstrator havung charge of the agency would realize amounts
necessary to cover the. various programs of the IAC and “he, therefore, ‘should be '

~.supported in his proposed budgetary program insofar as is possible. However, Mr.
- Andrews noted the budget program indicated almost a 50% increase from previous

biennium figures. of 1969 7land about a 30% from- 1971-73.- He felt he could not 7
support this. large an increase, that all state ‘agencies should be wary of increasing

“their budgetary programs for this next biennium. He then asked if the budget as

presented .to staff reflected the anticipation of passage of Referendum 28. Mr.
Francis stated it did.. Mr. Andrews then asked if there would be a Supplemental
Budget in the event Referendum 28 did not pass.- Mr. Francis replied he did not
feel that the 1973-75 biennium workload would be severelyaltered- regard]css of the

“outcome of Referendum 28. The. IAC had already expended -some $50 million .in projects . .

during the current biennium; further, there would be a continuing planning program -
and a tremendous amount of work in the PFOJPCt Section created by the projects which

had been approved by ‘the Committee.

Mr. Biggs:asked if the Admlnlstrator had'any estimate of percentage 7increase whlch
would be attributable in his niind to pressures of Referendum 28 or lack of them --
any added work? Mr. Francis replied he-did not anticipate there would be any.
additional work. because in essence the staff would be handllng less maney and/

less projects. per se in the administration of the. grant-in-aid program. ¢ Mr, Biggs

L7




e " Minutes - page 18 = August 28, 1972
"Rﬁ* ~ to Referendum 28 in the budget presentation. . Referendum 28.will mean $10.million . ~
- o for 73-75, $5 million for state and $5 for local This, coup]ed with the $6- million
anticipated from BOR would give the IAC $8 milllon for state agencies and $8 million
‘for locals-with revenues from Initlative 215 adding 50/50 to those areas. " Therefore,
he said, the Committee is talking about a total program of approximately $16
to $18 mllllon as against $50 million in the present blennium.. The impact In that
analyzation would:.be on the Project Section, not on other sections. He noted there-

was approxumately a 32 or 33 percent Increase in the budget and-from his- analyzatlon
' of it, he did not con5|der it to be an austerlty budget.

Mr Blggs supported Mr. Andrews' concern ‘that State Government shou]d carefully
,revuew any Increase in ‘budgetary programs because of the economy of the state. The
‘budget. presented by the Administrator he felt added sophlstlcatlon ‘to the organaza*
“tion rather than adding to the capability for the agency to do the work" lnvolved
S ~ He also felt 10% should be in the budget to provide for salary increases. Mr. Francis
oo replied normal salary Increases were in the budget whereas unanticipated salary
lncreases were not. Mr. Biggs felt each state department:should have at least a -
10% increase built into the proposed budgets He asked for figures which would
show a comparison between bienniums - present and future.: Mr. Francis then referred
to the '""Revenues Projection'' table -in the memorandum (Appendix A of these mxnutes) \
Following discussion, the Committee members asked the Administrator to prepare a one . .-
sheet 'table indicating thée current level of funding of the IAC, what will be needed
in addltlon thereto and a comparlson tabulat)on between- blennlums

IT WAS ‘MOVED BY MR. BISHOP, SECONDED.BY MR. COLE, THAT THE INTERAGENCY COMM!TTEE
AUTHOR!ZE .THE ADMINISTRATOR TO SUBMIT TO THE OFFICE OF PROGRAM PLANNING AND FJSCAL .
- MANAGEMENT A 1973-75 BIENNIUM ‘AGENCY GROSS OPERATING BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $82L,355;
AND, FURTHER, SUBMIT A REVENUE PROJECTION OF $131 850 FOR THE 1973-75 BIENNIUM; WITH
"THE UNDERSTANDING THAT THE OPERATING BUDGET WOULD BE REVIEWED BY THE OFFICE OF
PROGRAM PLANNING AND FISCAL MANAGEMENT AS A FORMALITY OF THAT AGENCY'S RESPONSlBiL-'
ITY;

F,FURTHER THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE. AUTHORIZES THE ADMINISTRATOR TO SUBMIT TO THE
. OFFICE OF PROGRAM PLANNING AND FISCALMANAGEMENT THE LOCAL AGENCY CAPITAL" BUDGET IN
"THE AMOUNT OF” $8 632,000 COMPRISED OF THE FOLLOWING .FUND SOURCES:

)

INITIATIVE 215" s 500 000
REFERENDUM 28 - 5,000,000 -
LWeF 3,132,000

“AND, FURTHER THE INTERAGENCY ‘COMMITTEE APPROVES THE FOLLOWING AMOUNTS FOR REALLOCA~
'TION FROM THE CURRENT BIENNIUM FUNDS APPROPRIATED -AS GRANTS TO LOCAL AGENCIES

REFERENDUM 11 o $ 1 491 318 i ’
" REFERENDUM 18 = ' 7 793,874 :
INITIATIVE 215 9k1,546

LWCF L 1,907,487

§. 10,226,738 -

SRR QUESTION WAS CALLED FOR ON THE MOTION.. 'MR. ANDREWS" AND’MR "BIGGS VOTED "IN THE" B
: C;) - .- NEGATIVE; MR. ODEGAARD REQUESTED HE BE RECORDED AS '"ABSTAINING'. 'MR. LOFGREN, o
- . AS CHAIRMAN VOTED IN THE AFFIRMATIVE THUS THE MOTION PASSED BY MAJORITY VOTE. -
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‘Mr. Biggs requested hls'negatrveAvote be recorded to indicate he felt the

budget as presented indicated too great an |ncrease ‘and that he would be derel:ct

- -as a member of the Committee if he did not express his feeling by a.''no" vote.

He stated this was not a criticism of the budget as such but an expression he.

7 snncerely felt -- the tlme was: not rlght for tncrease in state budgets,

",lt was “the consensus of the Commlttee that the budget presentatlon was - |nadequate
‘because it did not indicate comparison figures between bienniums, nor reasons

for increases. Mr. Lofgren agreed and stated the budget document should be “in
the hands of.the Committee early enough for discussion and questioning. At this

rpoint,er.*Odegaard.Qave his reasons. for abstaining. He felt (1) he did not have.

sufficient time to review the budget prior to voting, (2) the lAC's principle

function was to fund projects, and therefore, the emphasis on administration and -
planning needed clarification; and (3) Referendum 28 appeared-to be the basis for °
" the budget, and he felt the Admlnlstrator shou]d not budget on the basis of a

referendum passing.

‘Prior to Local PrejectVdecussion,er.,Fréncis informed the Committee that due

to other pressing matters, time did not permit preparation of the kind of spread-
sheet on the budget he would have liked to have had for the meeting. . However,
this type of comparlson tabulation will be prepared and mailed to the Committee.
members prior to November's IAC meetlng

V. F. New:Project Cons1derat|ons. 1. Local Projects: Mr. Moore referred to memo-
randum of staff dated August 28, 13972, entitled 'Local Project Considerations'' and
corrected the figures: A total of 19 prOJects instead of 20 were presented for_.

Committee . consideration; Seven, rather ‘than six, applications which had been

recelved were either found to be technically incomplete or had been withdrawn by

their: sponsors.. $3,597,474 Referendum 18 and LWCF monies were available for alloca-

tion by the Commlttee, Staff recommended approval of 11 projects totaling.
$2,940,567 of IAC funds. Three projects deemed special prOJects because of their
unique- characterlstlcs were presented to the Commlttee S

1. Bellevue - Mercer Slough Acqunsutlon {LWCF Contingency ProJect) Memorandum
of staff dated August 28, 1972, entitled '"Mercer Slough - City of Bellevue!
was referred to by Mr. Francis. A joint application for the acquisition of
“land in the Mercer Slough area -of South Bellevue had been received from the
City of ‘Bellevue and the State Parks and Recreation Commission.  The project
totaled $5,652,430 ($149,500 of this being relocation assistance). Funding
would be on a 50/50 basis.  Further, Mr. Francis noted that the BOR/LWCF portion
would be submitted for funding to the extent of $V,413,122.50 from the Secretary
- of the lnterlor s Contingency Fund; and $706,561.25 would be provided by the
local agency's LWCF for the FY 1973, with $706,561.25 being provided from the
FY 1973 LWCF for ‘the State Parks and Recreation Commission. Mr. Syverson gave
a slide presentation of the project. In response to questions, Mrs. Blaisdell,
City of“Bellevue,.explained the relocation aspects of the project.

IT WAS MOVED BY MR WARD, - SECONDED BY MR. ROTTLER THAT

- THE. lNTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FINDS THE MERCER SLOUGH PROJECT T0 BE WORTHY
OF STATE, LOCAL, AND FEDERAL- PARTICIPAT!ON ‘AND-.

RECOGNIZING THE URGENCY TO~PRESERVE,TH!S OUTSTANDING NATURAL AREA(S) DOES'

s

-o-
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HEREBY APPROVE THE TOTAL PROJECT COST OF $5,652, h90 - OF WHICH

$5,502,990 IS FOR LAND ACQUISITION AND: $TE9,500 IS FOR RELOCATTON

ﬂASSlSTANCF ‘WITH THE FUNDTNG TO BE AS FOLLOWS

50/ ClTY OF BELLEVUE 'T_' 82, 826 245
50% BOR/LWCF - ' ’: B 2 826 245

o AND FURTHER, THAT THE BOR/LWCF PORTION BE SUBMITTED FOR FUNDING

TO THE EXTENT OF $] 413,122.50 FROM ‘THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR'S

‘ CONTINGENCY FUND; THAT $706 561,25 BE APPROVED FROM THE LOCAL - -
 PROJECT LWCF FOR FY 1973; AND THAT $706,561.25 BE APPROVED AS-
~ COMING FROM THE FY 1973 LWCF FOR THE STATE. PARKS AND RELREATION

COMMISSION
iMOTION WAS CARRIED.

City of Spokane, Central Clty Rlverfront Park Mr. Francis referred to memo-
randum of staff concerning the Central City Riverfront Park project (August
28, 1972) and outlined the extensive project which is located in the down
‘town business area adjacent to the Spokane River.- Mr. Ken Sisson showed
siides of the project. Havermale and Cannon Islands: and-a substantial portion

~ of the North and South riverbanks are included in the project. Approximately

25 acres Will be reclaimed through development of an urban park for the
central city area. Total cost, $3, 838 910 would include 50% fundlng by
HUD ($1 913, 455) '

Odegaard asked for a map demonstration of the property whlch had been
'approved ‘August 28 by the Committee for land exchange. Mr. Sisson indicated

- the Havermale Island exchange areas discussed the previous day and those
. involving the Central City Riverfront Park proposal. Mr. Odegaard stated

the sité ‘preparation did not include complete explanation of costs of utilities

-~ which would serve the area to be developed by the 'IAC and other areas not

under the Outdoor Recreation Account. Mr..Tom Atkison, of Atkison Architects,

- explained that the power lines into the park would be completely separate

‘from the 1ines used for Expo purposes; however; sewer and water lines would
be more difficult to dlstlnguxsh and therefore allocatlon of funds as in the
cost estimates on the resume’ ‘sheet did reflect the park needs as well as the
federal site.  Mr. Odegaard then asked staff for assurance that. the ultimate

" figures to be cited for utilities would accurately reflect a proper distribu-

tion of the base utility cost between the areas funded from the Qutdoor
Recreation Account and the other areas not.so funded. He also asked if. the
City would be able to develop the park, putting in all of: ‘the utilities, and. .
‘bear the complete cost themselves if.the project were not approved by the =
AAC,  Mr. Fearn replled there was no-way a park could be placed In ‘that .

area without Expo. Mr. Lofgren then stated two separate costs were being -
~ discussed: one a park deve]opment cost and the other Expo. Mr. Francis Lhen
. stated (1) if there were no Expo, the costs would still be the same to: develop

the Central City Waterfront Park; and (2) the costsshown for development are
_the pro-rata costs and are attrlbutable to the park facilities |nVOIV|ng 1AC
funds : :

tn further questionlng, it was brought out by Mr. Fearn that'HUENhad'approVed“
a grant for the remalnlng acquisition, but there was: a!so an addltlonal

,,-20 -




Minutes - pg.-21 - August 28, 1972

v
$2 million in HUD funds being 1&§;§¥%§§ for deve]opm&nt ~Fherefeore;—as g, 7 ,
0& a7l

5eeﬁ—as—%he-HM}1p1ﬁﬂﬁr1r1ﬁwrfH4ﬁea%+eﬁ—-fhc—6+%y—e¥—£ﬁekane—w+ll_then ¢'37? 7 ,
obtata—Hdb—monles. Approval of the Central City Riwverfront project by } _rﬁﬂﬁﬁ(
the JAC will pf?4#d£5?%éyagbeﬁ_b334&~#e+—fhe HUD fﬁﬁéﬁ?r/b??//(a//ahﬁ /iyﬂfy
el - ? v )
Mrs. Lemere asked whether @e¥k+§é wluld be Freeite ‘4;he public in the Lol

parking lots being provided within the project. Mr. Fearn replied that T
during the time of Expo parking would not ée free to the public. Mrs. //‘2;5/77/
Lemere then stated the IAC was being placed in a pasition of funding a parkj%f, 44
where fees would be charged to the general public. She stated the IAC ;f?Zﬁvug

had' never been in this type of position before and she questiocned its

good judgment. Mr. Odegaard then asked Mr. Fearn about the oper space

land aspect of the Havermale Island exchange previously discussed. He

felt the IAC would be merely trading open space land for land which is

already open space land. He acknowledged that an attorney general's

opinion would be obtained as requested in the motion of the Committee

concerning the Havermale Island exchange in yesterday's meeting (August

28). However, it was his feeling the IAC had approwed purchase of the

property being exchanged stating at that time it was desirable open space

land; now the IAC was being asked to state the land was rno longer needed for

open space but was required for a federal building. The IAC does not usuaily

trade land, he said, and it was difficult for him teo understand how land

once considered valuable by the IAC when it was obtained could now be con-

sidered as no longer needed for open space. He questioned whether the land

had ever been needed before.

Mr. Fearn and Mr. Atkison explained (1) the Railroad deed would stipulate the
land given in exchange was now open space land ~- that it becemebopen space land
after it is acquired, and (2) the U. S. Government has committed itself to
leaving 2/3 of these acres in open space and the City of Spokane is not trad-
ing open space for closed space but is obligated to give a piece of ground

to the Federal Government, part of which will also be open space. The Chair-
man asked Mr. Sisson to re-read the motion proposed by staff for approval

of the project.

IT WAS MOVED BY MR. CROUSE, SECONDED BY MR. ANDREWS THAT

THE CITY OF SPOKANE, CENTRAL CITY RIVERFRONT PARK PROJECT, BE APPROVED BY
THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR FUNDING AT A TOTAL CCST OF $ 3,838,910:

25% REFERENDUM 18 $ 959,727.50
25% LOCAL 959,727.50

AND, FURTHER, THAT THE CITY OF SPOKANE SUBMIT AN APELICATION TO THE HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT FOR 50% FUNDING: & 1,919,455,

MOTION WAS CARRIED.

Since Mr. Bert Cole would not be present for the afternoon session of the meeting, he
asked for a status report concerning the CITY OF POULSBO'S PARK PROJECT. Mr. Biggs

and Mr. Francis explained both had discussed the project with representatives of
Poulsbo and there would be significant changes made. The City of Pcoulsbo had therefore

..2].,
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W|thdrawn its prOJect and would be meetlng with IAC staff for a thorough review
of all aspects .enabling Poulsbo s park proposal to be- presented to the Committee
at the November meetlng ,

3.7 City of Seattle, Freeway Park: . Memorandum of staff dated August 28,
1972, entitled, 'City of Seattle - Central Freeway Park!', was called to

. the attention of the Committee. Mr. Francis explained the development of

“the 3.3 acre: Freeway Park which would be located adjacent ‘to and on top

- of a concrete deck which was scheduled for constructlion by the Washington -

- Department of Highways above 1-5 between Seneca and University Streets.
Staff did not recommend funding because the project would not be under

s construction until 1974 and it was thought that more critical development -
and acquisition projects should be given priority consideration for -Outdoor
Recreation Account monies. Slides of the project were shown by Kathy
Scott. Mr. Rottler asked the reason for-delay in.construction of the park.
Mrs. Scott replied the parking garage would not be completed until 1974
and the ‘deck eould not be constructed until then. Dave Towne then gave a
complete explanation of Phases !, 1f and 11l in the construction:

Phase . 1 - construction of the parking garage.- To be;funded'from a $3
~mitlion revenue bond issue Of the Clty of Seattle Bids are contemplated
thIS Fal] : S ,

‘Phase 11 - Construction of the concrete 1id between Hedreen property and
the parking garage‘by the Dept. of nghways

"Phase lll - Deve]opment of the Freeway Park itself -- to be bld in late
.~I973 or early 197k, : N . )

Mr. Towne stated the City of Seattle in order to proceed on the project

reeded to finalize its financial picture for the park, therefore state assur-
ance of the 25% funding was being requested. The Department of Highways con-
struction schedule was outlined by Mr. Andrews, corroborating that park.. -
'development wou]d be s]ated for 1974 ’ ‘ : - . :

In response toa question from Mr. BlShOp, Mr FranCIs replied staff of the
< IAC were convinced the prOJect was unique and -would be an outstanding one,
~ however there was concérn. in tieing up the monies for a two to four year
- period when those funds could be used elsewhere for local projects. The
-Committee in approving this prOJect would be commlttlng |tself to a project
for future funding.

: Mr. Bishop felt since this was a project involving three entities with the-
City of Seattle providing more funds than the 1AC, it was in-a .special category -
.and should receive careful consideration for IAC funding. In.response to .Mr.
Lofgren's inquiry, Mr. Francis stated. there remained. $625,000 in Referendum
18 funds in the Outdoor Recreation Account at the present time. - The City
of Seattle was requesting $343, 765 which would leave a ba]ance of approx1mate1y

.7$282 000.
-22-
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IT WAS MOVED BY_MR. - ODEGAARD, SECONDED BY MRS. LEMERE THAT BECAUSE OF THE -
COMPLEXITIES IN THE .SEATTLE FREEWAY PARK PROJECT WITH INVOLVEMENT OF THE

~ DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS; CITY OF SEATTLE AND THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE
THAT THE PROJECT BE APPROVED FOR THE FOLLOWING FUNDING R

~ REFERENDUM 18_' ' $ 343,764.97 ) , S
‘LOCAL S 3k3,76h.97 ) $1,375,059.88 TOTAL COST
HUD B o 687 529.94 -7)_,~ — : e

Mr. Francns ponnted out that the balance of Referendum 18 funds WES belng
~ held in reserve for funding acquisition and development projects for the
. November-meeting.. Discussion-followed. it was the consensus that the ..
IAC was committed to allocating funds for initial construction of this prOJect
- and therefore whether or not it would depIete Referendum 18 funds, it shouId ,
’be approved for 25/ IAC funding. : :

b

QUESTION WAS CALLED‘FOR.ON,THE MOTION..AND IT WAS CARRIED. o LT

Slides were then shown of the other 16 prOJects being recommended- by staff for
funding. Discussion concerning the prOJects followed.

Eld Inlet, Thurston County: - Mrs. Lemere asked if the site would not be eligible for

fnit, 215 funds. Mr. Francis replied it was not ant|c1pated that this would be a-

. boater=- oriented Facul:ty due to low tide situations.

',Klng County South'Area Park: Mrs. Scott noted this project was not being recom-
- mended for acquisition funding because the future development costs would be high

and it.would be difficult to bring utilities on the site. In response to Mr.
Odegacrd’s questions, Mr. Mocre stated the project did not-rank high enough within

the overall state priorities to receive funding. The high development costs caused
the project to rank lower than others being considered by staff. Mr. Odegaard in

his questioning of Mr. Moore and Mr. Webster pointed out that Forward Thrust could
assist in development costs and it was difficult for him to understand why the project
had been turned down when there were deveIopment funds other than 1AC's available

for it. : - -

fNorth Aberdeen PIayfleId Mr Fred Wagner was introduced to the Committee by Mr.
Francis prior to presentation of this project.. (University of PennsyIvan|a student

compIetIng h|s practlcum through the Interagency Commi ttee experlence )

Marymoor Park: Mr. Webster, City. of Seattle, epralned to the Commlttee thIS would be

Phase 11 development of the Park with bicycle track and trails tied into the pIanned 'I:
county system of urban trails which will follow the Sammamish Ruver 7 _ \
Morse- Merryman, Olympia: This project was not recommended by staff. FoIIowlng pre- h\\

sentation of the project by Mrs. Scott, Don Clark, Super;ntendent of . Parks and -
Recreatton, City of OIympla, informed the Committee of his concern ‘regarding the =
present policy of the IAC in not recommending this -project. Mr. Lofgren noted

there had been an Attorney General's verbal opinion obtained in regard to “the . . o
reverstondry ¢lause in the deed and 1t was necessary to. abide by that opinfon. The"
reversionary clause called for- return of the park to a private-association rather

than reverting to continued outdoor recreation use for the general public. -Mr.
Lofgren urged Mr. Clark to meet with the staff of the IAC to resolve the matter -

so that the project could be returned to the Committee for review in November.
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‘Jects recelved for possane fundlng at that session. : : o i

7

N

Pioneer Park, Aberdeen: Because of a problem concerning 40 yeaf easement, Mr. Wagner
‘reported this project was not recommended by staff, Further, it did not rank’

high-enough within the five projects of similar category being. reviewed by staff..

-Following discussion, staff was advised to work with the City of Aberdeen to

resolve the problems involved in the project with the understanding ‘that it be
brought back to the Committee in November for consideration along w1th other pro-

City of Yakima, Ljons. SW|mm|ng Pool: Staff did not recommend this pPOJéCt AIthough ,DI
staff agreed that the proposed. pooI is quite unique in design and would provide an. : |

.. excellent. indoor-outdoor pool, the. City of Yakima already had three other péols

within the city, Therefore, the prOJect d|d not rank high enough in. ltS category

- for funding.

Mr. Hutsinpillar was asked for his opinions and stated throtgh the city did have.
. three other pools, because of increased population pressures it was necessary to.

replace the outmoded existing outdoor pool which had been constructed in 1933. There
would be a removable'roof covering and a movable bquhead to increase. use period

- of the pool to year- around

BonneyLake, Victor Falls: Mr. Syverson reported this prOJect had been..withdrawn by
the City of Bonney Lake due to.lease problems |nvoIv1ng oil and gas rights.

City omephrata,'Oasls MunlcrpaI Park: Mr. Sisson in his presentatlon noted there,weUId
-~ be a 9-hole pitch and putt golf course included within the project. 'Mr..Odegaard
inquired as to the number of other golf courses in the area. The Technical Committee

had not taken this ‘into consideration at its review meeting and staff also had not

considered this aspect of the situation. Mr. Odegaard and Mr. O'Donnell felt a

survey . should: be made as to golf courses in the area presentIy serving -the-public.

, IT WAS MOVED BY MR.. BISHOP, SECONDED BY MR. WARD THAT THE LOCAL. PROJFCTS AS RECOMMEIDED

BY STAFF. AND LISTED -ON PAGE 25 OF THESE MINUTES BE APPROVED FOR- FUNDING;

AND, FURTHER, THAT THE LOCAL. PROJECTS 'LISTED ARE FOUND TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE
STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREATION AND. OPEN SPACE PLAN AS ADOPTED BY THE INTERAGENCY COM~
MIITEE ON APRIL 8, 1969, AND

THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE IN ITS APPROVAL OF THESE PROJECTS FOR FUNDING~AUTHORIZESVV'1 r
THE ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE' S PROJECT AGREEMENT INSTRUMENTS
WiTH THE LISTED PROJECTS SPONSOR AND TO DISBURSE-FUNDS FROM THE OUTDOOR RECREATION .
ACCOUNT ‘IN THE AMOUNT ‘NOT TO EXCEED THAT WHICH HAS BEEN LISTED FOR EACH PROJECT, UPON"
EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT AGREEMENTS BY THE SPONSORING -AGENCY ‘AND -UPON- PERFORMANCE

BY - THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS. :

- "MR. ODEGAARD AMENDED THE MOTION REQUESTING THAT THE CITY OF EPHRATA'S 0ASIS MUNICIPAL

PARK PROJECT ‘BE TABLED BY THE COMMITTEE UNTIL THE NOVEMBER 1972 IAC MEETING 10 ALLOW
TIME FOR A SURVEY OF GOLF COURSE AREAS IN THE EPHRATA VICINITY WHICH WOULD CLARIFY

- - WHETHER -OR - NOT: THERE IS A NEED FOR THE GOLF COURSE AS PROPOSED IN THE PROJECT

QUESTION..WAS CALLED FOR'ON THEmAMENDMENT.TO;THEEMOTION~AND.IT'WAS,RASSED,

~+MRes ROTTLER MOVED;. SECONDEDVDY MR ODEGAARD THAT- THE TRAIL'DEVELOPMENT PROJECT

FOR THE:CITY.-OF LONGVIEW ‘BE SEPARATED FROM THE PROJECT LISTING FOR FURTHER DISCUQ‘

SION.-
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-’C?if . Mr. Francis, in response to an lnqu1ry from Mr Lofgren,'reported the follownng
o remaining Outdoor Recreation Account balances as a result of ‘the Freeway Park
-~ funding:  $ 311 521 Ref. 18; . § 56 571 LWCF Total -$368,092. ~

Mr. Barlam, Crty of Longview, askedlwhat objections Mr. Rottler‘had to the City's
project. Mr. Rottler stated it sounded like a very good project but he felt it
would. be better to evaluate it separately from the entire recommended llstlng

QUESTION WAS CALLED HDRON THE AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION MR. ROTTLER-VOTED IN THE
"AFFIRMATIVE. -THE AMENDMENT WAS DENIED.. . I ' _

THE CHAI'RMAN THEN CALLED FOR THE QUESTION ON THE ORIGINAL MOTlON AS AMENDED BY MR.

'ODEGAARD IN REGARD TO THE EPHRATA 0AS1S MUNIC!PAL PARK PROJECT. THE MOTION WAS.
CARRIED.

'Mr._Odegaard then asked for a complete financial status report, inc]udihg LWCF,
Ref. 18 and Init. 215. ‘After funding the Seattle Freeway Park, Mr. Francis stated
there were.the following balances: o ‘

REFERENDUM 18 $ 311,521

. CINITIATIVE 215 28,557
- LWCF ) -_......5.@.&_51]__
TOTAL$ 396,649
‘7(:) Of thlS, $368 092 is other than Initiative 215 monies.

MR< ‘WARD ‘MOVED, SECONDED BY "MR. BISHOP THAT THERE BE NO FURTHER LOCAL- PROJECTS
CONSIDERED AT THE AUGUST 1972 MEET!NG MOTION WAS CARRIED.

Mr. Andrews lnformed the Chairman it was necessary for him to leave the meeting be-
‘cause of a prior commitment. He asked that his voteon the state agency projects

be recorded by proxy. : ' -

V F 2.{(a) State Parks and-Recreation Commission: - Mr. Paul Bourgault presented the
proposed projects for the Parks and Recreation Commission. Memorandum dated August

28, 1972, and’ resumes for each prOJect were referred to by Mr. Bourgault in his overall -
presentatlon

(1) Horsehead Bay Spit - Acqulsttlon Acquisition of 1.5 land spit, approx-
Imately 720 feet long, located in Plerce County at the intersection of
Carr Inlet and Horsehead Bay. Site will provide for protected anchorage
and water-related activities.: $22,500 Initiative 215 funds.

- (2) _Grayland Beach - Acquisition: Acqulsition of a 0.4 acre addition to
- “Grayland Beach State Park; includes frontage on Long Lake. $5,500 Ref. 18
funds. - ' : ' ' ,

(3) Green River Gorge =~ Acquisition: Acquisition of 187 acres including over
e S - 8,000 front. feet along Green River, lylng across river from 'the" exastuna :
. (:) ' R Flamlng Geyser State Park. $500 375, Ref 18 funds:

17 WAS MOVED BY- MR. BlSHOP, SECONDED BY MRS; LEMERE.THAT,
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;,(j,f ~ THE. FOLLOWING PROJECTS SUBMITTED BY THE STATE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION ARE
= : FOUND TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE PLAN :
ADOPTED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON APRIL 8 1969, AND

THE INTERAGENCY: COMMITTEE APPROVES THESE PROJECTS FOR FUNDING AND AUTHORIZES THE
ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGE NCY COMMITTEE'S PROJECT AGREEMENT INSTRUMENT = -
~WITH THE LISTED PROJECTS' SPONSOR AND ‘TO DISBURSE FUNDS FROM THE OUTDOOR'RECREATION o
ACCOUNT IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED THAT WHICH ‘HAS-BEEN LISTED FOR EACH PROJECT, UPON
EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT AGREEMENTS BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY AND UPON PERFORMANCE BY
THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS THEREIN. :

STATE PARKS: AND RECREATION COMMISSION

"HORSEHEAD SPIT ~ INITIATIVE 215 -~ $ 22,500
. GRAYLAND BEACH REFERENDUM 18 , © 5,500

GREEN RIVER GORGE REFERENDUM 18 - 500,375

TOTAL......... $ 528,375

Pe7ie v was carkiEp, v |
V.F 2 (b) Department of Game: Mr. Jack Wayland gave the presentation on the Department
of Gampe's three project proposals. ' Memorandum of staff dated August 28,.1972 and = -
- resumes for each project were referred to by Mr. Wayland in his presentation. :

(1) Key Ecological Acquisition sites: Acquisition of 119 acres as an:

e - addition to the 10,410 acre Desert Wildlife Recreation Area located ,
SR S 11 miles southwest of Moses Lake, Grant County '$5;500 Ref;rIB'funds;
() $5,500 BOR funds. o : | |

(2) water Access Program I97I 13~ Skykomish Boat Ramp, Snohomlsh County::

: Acquisition of 4.19 acres on the Skykomish River for a boat launch site, to be
located one mile west of Monroe on eastern bank of the river: - $ 16,800 ‘
Inltlatlve 215 funds. :

(3) Crab Creek, Wildlife Recreation Area: AchISItlon of 160 acres as an-
" .addition to the 21,000 acre Crab Creek Wildlife Recreation Area, Iocated
17 miles southeast of Vantage, Grant County. $2,950 Ref. 18; $ 2,950
BOR funds. ' '
~

ITVWAS'MOVED BY. MR. ODEGAARD, SECONDED BY MR. ROTTLER THAT,

- THE FOLLOWING ‘PROJECTS -SUBMITTED BY THE DEPARTMENT -OF GAME ARE FOUND TO BE- CONSISTENT -

~WITH THE STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREATION ‘AND OPEN SPACE PLAN "ADOPTED 'BY THE INTERAGENCY

- COMMITTEE ON APRIL 8, I969, -
THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE APPROVES THESE PROJECTS FOR FUNDING ‘AND AUTHORIZES THE
ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE'S PROJECT AGREEMENT INSTRUMENT

o WITH THE LTSTED ‘PROJECTS' SPONSOR AND TO DISBURSE FUNDS FROM THE OUTDOOR: RECREATION
ACGOUNT "IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED. THAT WHICH. HAS BEEN.-LISTED FOR: EACH PROJECT, UPON.
EXECUTION OF THE PROJECT AGREEMENTS -BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY AND- UPON PERFORMANCE L
BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE- TERMS AND -COND [TIONS THEREIN.
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DEPARTMENT OF GAME _

- DESERT WILDLIFE AREA f’REF; 18°$ 5,500 ) -~ § 11,000
© BOR 5,500 AR
SKYKOMISH BOAT LAUNCH ~ INIT. 215 . , 16,800
“CRAB CREEK WILDLIFE o : ‘
- AREA "REF.- 18 = 2,950 ) __ 5,900

BOR 2,950 .
, - © o TOTAL...... $ 33,700

MOTION*WAS CARRIED/'

VF 2. (c) Department of Natural Resource54 Mr. Charles. Butler of  the. Department of

Natural Resources presented the several projects proposed for funding.

: Memorandum

. of staff dated August 28, 1972, was referred to by Mr. Butler as well as resumes ..
for each of the projects discussed.

(1)

(3)

&
g

1971-73 Recreation Sltes - Acquisition: Thejacqulsltlon of.flVemsites

(50-year -leases) as follows:

in- hlke prlmltlve camping and plCﬁlC facidities

‘ f28-

$14,500

Elwell Creek (Snohomish County) 24 acres School Grant Land
Indian Caves = (Skamania County) = 22.9 acres Forest Bd. Grant Land -~ 11,450°
“Flodelle Creek (Stevens County) 54;2 acres Normal School 1. 10,800
Island River (skaglt County) 17 acres School Grant Land 16,150
Coxit Creek . (Okanogan County) 80 acres School & Ind. ‘Grant Land 9,600
1971~ 73 Recreation Sites - Development - b sites:
*(a) Robbins Lake - Development of a boat launch, parklng and. plcnlc :
.~ area - Robbins Lake located in Tahuya Multlple Use Area. ~ . '§ 11,216
(b) - Elwell Creek - Development of prlmltlve camp and plcnlc area ln 0
. Marckworth Multiple Use Area : 40,250 -
(c) . tsland River: Development of primitive camp ‘and picnic area along - T
.. south bank of Cascade River, Skagit County (Resume' contalned k6,000
7 incorrect total cost of $4,600 - was corrected. ) S
(d) Cold Sprlngs Development of . prlmltive camp and.picnic area
- in northern portion of Loomis- Loup Loup Multlple Use. area, ,
~ Okanogan County : 35,868
,Blg Grieder Lake - Acqulejtion end Development:
~-{(a)-Acquisition of 50-year lease for 4.27 acres on Big Grieder Lake;
: located on Sultan-Pilichuck multlple use area. wnthln Greider Lakes o
Ctrail system 1,700 -
(b) Development of 4.27 acre site followung ach|SIt|on to provudn,

4,5547,”
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'"MOTION WAS CARRIED.

FOIIOWIng the presentatlon, IT WAS MOVED BY MR. BIGGS SECONDED BY MRS LEMERE
THAT, : :

THE,FOLLOWING PROJECTS SUBMITTED BYVTHE DEPARTMENT”OF NATURAL RESOURCES ARE_FOUND:

TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE STATEWIDE OUTDOOR RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE PLAN
, ADOPTED BY THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON-APRIL 8, 1969, AND

" THE -INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE APPROVES THESE~PROJECTS:FOR FUNDING AND AUTHORIZES THE

ADMINISTRATOR TO EXECUTE THE INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE'S PROJECT AGREEMENT INSTRUMENT

WiITH THE LISTED PROJECTS' SPONSOR AND TO DISBURSE FUNDS FROM THE OQUTDOOR RECREAT LON

ACCOUNT IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED THAT WHICH HAS BEEN LISTED FOR EACH PROJECT,

~ UPON EXECUTION OF .THE PROJECT AGREEMENTS BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY AND UPON PERFORM-

AND BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS THERETN.

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

1971-73 RECREATINSITES - ACQUISITION -5

ELWELL CREEK REF. 18 § 7,250 BOR § 7,250 $ 14,500
INDIAN CAVES - neoom 5,725 L 5,725 11,450
FLODELLE CREEK " " 5,400 " 5,400 10,800
ISLAND RIVER m " 8,075 ¥ 8,075 ; 16,150

COXIT CREEK . " 4,800 "o h,800 9,600

1971-73 RECREATION SITES - DEVELOPMENT - 4

ROBBINS LAKE : ~INIT. 215 5,608 " . 5,608 ' 11,216
ELWELL CREEK " REF. 18 20,125 " 20,125 . ho,250
ISLAND RIVER : e woo23,000 Y ~ 23,000 - : - L6,000 -
COLD SPRINGS ‘ - 17,934 " 17,934 35,868

BIG GREIDER LAKE - ACQUSITION & DEVELOPMENT

ACQUIRE | REF. 18 1,700 | . 1,700
DEVELOP REF. 18  L4,554 , : b,55h

TOTAL ..... ve.o $ 202,088

Seattle or Richiand area had been suggested, with a trip on the Columbia River ‘to

the Committee members: and staff -an opportunity to view some of the river which had

“been under discussion during the formal presentatlons by CREST and ‘CRCL on -Monday,

August 28th, to the Committee.

-MRS. LFMERE MOVED SECONDED BY MR ROTTLER ~TO HOLD THE:- NOVEMBER 1972 IAC MEETING

IN SEATTLE.

NOVEMBER 1972 Meeting: Mr. Lofgren asked for suggesfions where to meet in Novémbeni

‘precede the Richland meeting on Sunday, November 26 if held there. This would give.

Mr. Crouse urged consnderatson be glven to the opportunity for the Cnmmlttee to view

‘the last free flowing stretch of the Columbia River by holding the meeting -in:

Richland.  MR. BIGGS. MOVED TO AMEND THE -MOTION TQ STATE THAT THE JAC NOVEMBER 1972
MEETING BE HELD IN=RICHLAND AND THAT THE COMMITTEE MEET IN° SEATTLE AT SOME. FUTURE

- _29_-
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TIME. MR CROUSE SECONDED THE AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION. QUESTION WAS CALLED FOR

ON THE MOTION AS AMENDED AND |T WAS CARRIED.

The meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m.

RATIFIED BY THE COMMITTEE 624V14Q4WV$“4£*J;

@7144/ @7’; Cf‘“‘cézfc/

OMAR LOFGREN, CHATROANT
INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOOR
RECREAT 10N

APPENDIX "A'' - Revenues Projection
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