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Members Present 
# Name Affiliation 

1.  Councilmember Larry Phillips, Chair King County 

2.  Councilmember Andy Rheaume, Vice-Chair City of Bothell 

3.  Councilmember Layne Barnes City of Maple Valley 

4.  Tor Bell Mountains to Sound Greenway Trust 

5.  Councilmember Susan Boundy-Sanders City of Woodinville 

6.  Councilmember Diane Buckshnis City of Edmonds 

7.  Councilmember Bruce Dodds City of Clyde Hill 

8.  Nancy Eklund The Boeing Company 

9.  Cleve Steward Sustainable Fisheries Foundation 

10.  Councilmember Ted Frantz City of Hunts Point 

11.  Noel Gilbrough Mid-Sound Fisheries Enhancement Group 

12.  Brian Goodnight Snohomish County 

13.  Councilmember Hank Myers City of Redmond 

14.  Joan Nolan WA Department of Ecology 

15.  Keri Pravitz Friends of the Cedar River Watershed 

16.  Stewart Reinbold WA Dept. of Fish & Wildlife  

17.  Councilmember Jesse Salomon City of Shoreline 

18.  Gary Smith Water Tenders 

19.  Richard Sowa Friends of the Issaquah Salmon Hatchery 

20.  Mayor Pro-Tem Carl Scandella City of Yarrow Point 

Others Present 

21.  John Barker Barker Landscape Architects 

22.  Joann Bromberg Citizen, Western Academy of Beaux Arts  

23.  Rika Cecil City of Shoreline 

24.  Diana Forman Portage Bay Coalition for Clean Water 

25.  Erika Kinno King County 

26.  Kathy Minsch City of Seattle 

27.  Elizabeth Mooney People for an Environmentally Responsible Kenmore 

28.  Councilmember Mark Phillips City of Lake Forest Park 

29.  Stacey Rush City of Kirkland 

30.  Jon Spangler City of Redmond 

31.  Ron Straka City of Renton 

32.  Councilmember Paula Waters City of Woodinville 

33.  Bruce Wulkan Puget sound Partnership 

34.  Linda Grob WRIA 8 Team 

35.  Jason Mulvihill-Kuntz WRIA 8 Team 

36.  Scott Stolnack WRIA 8 Team 

37.  Jason Wilkinson WRIA 8 Team 
 

Chair Larry Phillips opened the meeting, introducing the new Salmon Recovery Council (SRC) 
leadership, Vice-Chair Andy Rheaume and himself, and recognizing the old leadership, Dr. Don 
Davidson and Joan McBride. He invited all attendees to introduce themselves.  
 
Cleve Steward announced that this is his last SRC meeting representing the Sustainable Fisheries 
Foundations. He will be moving to Portland but will continue to work on salmon recovery. 
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Susan Boundary-Sanders announced that she will be transitioning to serve as the City of 
Woodinville’s alternate to the SRC, and introduced Councilmember Paula Waters, who will be 
replacing her as Woodinville’s primary SRC member from. 

1. Public Comment  
Elizabeth Mooney, People for an Environmentally Responsible Kenmore (PERK), reported that she is 
concerned about water quality and contaminant levels, particularly dioxins, in the Kenmore area of 
north Lake Washington. She said the City of Kenmore recently announced it is safe to swim in the 
lake, whereas the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) has said there are still dioxins in the sediment. She 
said they are continuing to allow barging that is disturbing contaminated sediments, and she asked 
for the SRC’s support in identifying funding for a comprehensive sediment and water quality study. 
She also noted that Section 7 consultation has been reopened, but she cautioned that the outcome is 
uncertain. For more information, Elizabeth said people can reach her at 
Elizabeth.mooney@comcast.net. 
 
Carl Scandella inquired what help Elizabeth was asking for specifically. Elizabeth said support in 
helping to secure funding through the Department of Ecology (Ecology) to perform a comprehensive 
sediment and water quality test. She stated that Kenmore, Ecology, and the Department of Health all 
say the water is safe based on results from an initial sediment study. Mayor Pro-Tem Scandella asked 
if there was an established way for citizens to provide information at SRC meetings. Larry Phillips 
explained that members of the public can come to SRC meetings and provide comment and make 
requests, and then staff will get background information and come back to the next meeting to 
report on the issue and any appropriate action.  
 
Carl Scandella reported that he heard from someone in Yarrow Point that fishing club members were 
growing salmon eggs and throwing them back into Lake Washington. He asked if anyone else is doing 
this work. Cleve Steward replied that historically several people have done it, but it’s important to 
coordinate closely with the Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW).  

2. Approval of Meeting Notes for November 21, 2013 
Larry Phillips inquired if there were comments on the meeting notes. Jason Mulvihill-Kuntz (Jason 
MK) said one change was made to a question from Councilmember Jesse Salomon regarding 
knotweed per his request.  
 

By consent of the Salmon Recovery Council the meeting notes for the November 21, 2013 meeting 
were entered into the record. 

3. Updates & Announcements 
General Announcements: 
Jason MK elaborated on several items from the WRIA 8 Update handout: 
 Puget Sound Regional Update: 

▫ Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Council (PSSRC):  The PSSRC last met December 6, discussing  
harvest management, Recovery Implementation Technical Team (RITT) review of Three-Year 
Work Plan, salmonid habitat monitoring, proposed reporting cycles for watershed monitoring 
efforts, and other topics. The next meeting is January 23. Andy Rheaume will be attending as 
the WRIA 8 representative, replacing Dr. Don Davidson.  

mailto:Elizabeth.mooney@comcast.net
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▫ South Central Action Area Caucus (Caucus Group): The Caucus Group last met on November 
18. Don Fiene, the new Friends of the Cedar River Watershed (FCRW) delegate on the SRC, 
will continue to represent WRIA 8 on the Caucus Group.  

 Puget Sound Acquisition and Restoration (PSAR) Project Implementation and Development 
Awards (PIDA):  The PSSRC approved a Puget Sound Partnership (PSP) proposal to set aside a 
portion of the PSAR $70 million in the 2013-2015 capital budget for project development work. 
The intent of PIDA is to direct funds where needed to support high priority ongoing projects, or to 
develop new projects for future funding requests. The WRIA 8 Project Subcommittee (PSC) met in 
October and recommended working with the City of Renton to submit an application for 
developing restoration concepts on the lower Cedar River. Jason MK reported that we just 
learned a $150,000 PIDA grant was awarded to the City of Renton to undertake this work. Ron 
Straka, City of Renton, said he appreciated WRIA 8 staff’s support to develop and submit the 
proposal. 

 2014 Grant Rounds:  Jason Wilkinson (Jason W), Actions & Funding Coordinator, is coordinating 
the grant rounds, which are just getting underway. Don Fiene had served as an interlocal 
agreement (ILA) member SRC representative on the Project Subcommittee (PSC), and Jason MK 
asked if anyone was interested in serving in that role now. The time commitment is about four-
plus days over the next six months, and includes site visits and office presentations, plus off-line 
reviewing of grant proposals. Diane Buckshnis asked what expertise is needed to participate on 
the PSC. Jason MK replied that no particular expertise is necessary, and that SRC members can be 
very helpful by providing a policy-maker perspective. Councilmember Buckshnis expressed 
interest in participating.  

 Regional Review of 2013 Three-Year Work Plan Update:  PSP and the RITT issued the regional 
review of WRIA 8’s 2013 Three-Year Work Plan update, noting that it is consistent with our 
Chinook Conservation Plan strategies. They acknowledged our efforts to address priority gaps and 
update criteria for funding. The review also encourages WRIA 8 to limit projects that we list to 
those that can be implemented in three years, and to articulate the sequencing better. Ted Frantz 
inquired if NOAA Fisheries ever weighs in on how we are doing. Jason MK explained that every 
five years NOAA does a progress report, relying primarily on watersheds’ three-year work plan 
updates. 

 Buffer Requirements for Federal Funding:  Agencies that get federal pass-through money for 
grants are requiring 100-foot buffers on salmon-bearing water bodies in order to be eligible to 
receive federal grant funding. Jason MK said this is concerning because of the land use in a more 
urban watershed a lot of private landowners we want to work with do not have space to 
accommodate 100 foot buffers. The increase in buffer size may impact some of our partners, like 
the Mountains to Sound Greenway Trust, who are seeking federal grant funds. WRIA 8 staff will 
track this issue and keep the SRC updated.  

 Cleve Steward noted that this change was prompted by tribal treaty right concerns. He said 
he is in favor of 100-foot buffers, which is about the height of large tree that fall into streams 
to provide good habitat. Fish passage barriers, another tribal issue, make over 1,000 streams 
currently impassable. It will take fourteen years to remove these barriers at a cost of $3.4 
billion, but there is no funding to do it. He stated that formerly impassable streams would be 
passable if barrier removal occurred.  

 Jesse Salomon asked if the state didn’t appeal the barrier removal requirement. Cleve 
Steward said yes, but agencies assume they will have to do it and are moving ahead.  

 Steward Reinbold reported that the Department of Natural Resources and WFDW are both 
taking this on.  
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 Cleve Steward asked that we be proactive and support the fish passage barrier removal 
requirement in our watershed. Jason MK thanked Cleve for bringing this up, and said staff will 
continue to track the issue and keep the SRC updated.  

 Susan Boundy-Sanders questioned if the 100-foot buffer requirement applies to existing land 
or what you’d like to do in the future. Jason MK responded that they are going to require the 
buffer for any riparian restoration project, but it isn’t clear to us how they are going to deal 
with those variations.  

 Tor Bell reported that some homes on Issaquah Creek are well within the 100-foot buffer and 
aren’t going anywhere. He suggested that the buffer requirement could result in proposals 
being denied funding even when the landowner is willing and a lot of good habitat 
restoration can occur. Larry Phillips commented that there have been great projects in WRIA 
8 done with less than a 100-foot buffer. 

 Monitoring and Adaptive Management (M&AM):  Scott Stolnack, WRIA 8 Technical Coordinator, 
updated the SRC that he and the Technical Committee (TC) are doing a lot of work on M&AM. 
Scott explained that the TC is coming up with the most important indicators for prioritization 
which will be fed up to PSP and also factor into the update of the WRIA 8 Salmon Conservation 
Plan Update. He said additional updates on the monitoring and adaptive management will be 
presented in the future. 

 Membership Subcommittee: Jason MK noted that the SRC has convened a Membership 
Subcommittee in the past, and may want to convene it again to look at potential new 
membership and encourage some current members to attend more regularly. He requested that 
people let him know if they are interested in being on the committee. Diane Buckshnis reported 
that she has been working with the Town of Woodway to become a partner to the WRIA 8 
interlocal agreement, and will be encouraging the City of Mukilteo to attend meetings more 
regularly. Jason MK thanked her for her work, and noted that most of the Membership 
Subcommittee work to review and recommend new members would be done over email. 

 Green Shorelines: NOAA is pursuing a stormwater management and shoreline restoration effort 
at their Sand Point campus. WRIA 8 will be participating in the effort to help identify potential 
options and strategies. NOAA hopes they can establish a demonstration site to reduce or 
eliminate their stormwater discharge and restore lakeshore.  

4. Looking at Year Ahead – 2014 Priorities 
Larry Phillips remarked that this is an important year for how we move forward with salmon recovery 
efforts, with both the WRIA 8 Plan Update and the ILA renewal in 2015. Jason MK reported that at 
the next SRC meeting we will bring forward some Plan Update options for SRC consideration, which 
will guide staff in preparing for the update. The potential options will take into consideration limited 
WRIA 8 staff capacity and how best to build on the monitoring and adaptive management work. An 
important part of the ILA renewal effort will be telling our salmon recovery story and reconfirming 
the support of local governments in a renewed ILA.  
 
Jason MK went over the proposed approach for the Plan Update and ILA renewal:  
 Develop updated Plan implementation informational materials, identifying priorities, highlighting 

progress, and updating numbers;  
 Create a presentation that we can take to your staff and councils as sort of a re-education of 

elected officials in WRIA 8; and  
 Plan some sort of Watershed Summit in 2015 like the very successful 2010 Summit.  
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Discussion: 

 Cleve Steward said the 2010 Summit was a wonderful event that included a wide variety of 
stakeholders, including several who aren’t at the SRC table. He suggested that it would be good 
to have more involvement from the tribes. More interaction and greater coordination with the 
federal government and state agencies is also important. He suggested we direct WRIA 8 efforts a 
little bit more at land use, given the upcoming Critical Area Ordinances updates. Greater public 
outreach is also important. 

 Diane Buckshnis noted that she tries to bring all our success stories back to her council, including 
receiving a $200,000 WRIA 8 SRFB grant for restoring Edmonds Marsh. She said it is important to 
get folks to understand the actions of this group. 

 Ted Frantz remarked that outreach to our respective local government councils is very important 
because we have a lot of new people. Council presentations should go back to the ESA listing and 
why we are doing this work. People are interested in where the money is going, are salmon 
coming back, and if removing culverts results in the return of salmon. He said the spotlight should 
be on actions that show people what they are getting for spending all that money. Jason MK said 
it is very helpful to better understand how to best communicate with local government councils, 
and said we are trying to come up with good metrics to report on implementation progress.  

 Carl Scandella agreed with Ted Frantz’s comments, saying the ESA has some interesting things in 
it. He reported that he took an ESA course for attorneys a few years ago, and learned that ESA 
says what you should do, but not how to do it. Mayor Pro-Tem Scandella said rules for 
implementing ESA come from doing this work and decisions in ESA court cases. 

 Hank Myers noted that WSDOT culvert work is remedial, and said we should look at the future 
and the sustainability aspects of what we are doing. 

 Jesse Salomon mentioned that we should be looking to share information about how restoration 
work creates jobs and supports local economies. Jason MK said we looking at developing jobs-on-
the-ground information. 

 Andy Rheaume commented that, given the level of funding, it would be good to look at how we 
can coordinate and get more funding. He said he would like to see “increasing funding” on our 
work plan and be aggressive on it, but he didn’t know how to start. 

 Larry Phillips mentioned the concept of salmon fatigue, because we are looking at another ten 
years of salmon recovery work after doing it for ten years. It would be helpful to simply state why 
we have to do this, why it’s important, and what’s left to do. He said this salmon recovery effort 
is the only federal-approved grassroots recovery planning effort that has ever gotten federal buy-
off. Communicating this information electronically can help people access it and get educated.  

 Kathy Minsch, City of Seattle, said, in regards to salmon fatigue, Seattle has been successful with 
emphasizing multiple-benefits; for instance, not just salmon, but flood control, etc. 

 Richard Sowa reported that partnerships and alliances can help with salmon fatigue. Everybody 
wants more money, especially on the federal level. We can’t fix everything, so we need to figure 
out the best things to fix. 

 Stewart Reinbold remarked that WDFW learned very quickly that you have to own your own 
projects.  

 Mark Phillips, commenting about the relationship between the Summit and Plan Update, 
suggested that the Summit could be an information-gathering event rather than at the end of the 
update process. We’d need to figure out what the ideal timing would be. Jason MK responded 
that he was thinking the Summit would be the celebration of success after the Plan Update, but 
he agreed it could alternatively be thought of as an information-gathering opportunity. 
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 Andy Rheaume said making the Plan update accessible and usable would be good. WRIA 8 could 
develop an interactive map that we could zoom in on to look at projects. He said he’d rather see 
us put money into that than rewriting the Plan. Jason MK reported that Scott Stolnack’s work on 
monitoring and adaptive management will help us see where we have gaps and priorities for 
where we should put our efforts and funding.  

 
Jason MK presented the draft SRC meeting topics for 2014. In addition to the regular annual work 
items, such as the grant rounds and budget and work plan development, additional topics might 
include the Cedar River Corridor Study that the King County River and Floodplain Management 
Section (RFMS) is doing, City of Redmond Watershed Management Plan, and discussion of the nexus 
between stormwater management and salmon recovery.  

5. 2014 Legislative Agenda 
Jason MK reported that since the SRC approved the 2014 Legislative Agenda last Fall, we refined the 
Hiram M. Chittenden Locks infrastructure improvements funding request portion on the list of 
federal priorities. He reminded SRC members that the Locks are almost 100 years old and in really 
bad shape, and the Corps has not been able to get the money for repairs. As an example, he said they 
used to be able to control the speed of the gates but can’t anymore. Two years ago we heard the 
Corps say that the Locks could fail at any time. He said it’s not just a fish passage issue, but a safety, 
navigation, and economic issue. The Corps can’t lobby for funding, and though they are really 
concerned about the Locks they are running into a wall at D.C. Headquarters. The Locks don’t rank 
well in the Corps’ criteria for facility maintenance funding. While the Locks are the busiest in the 
county, the number of private boats going through is not considered important. Additionally, under 
current Corps policy, potential upstream damage from a facility failure cannot be considered as part 
of ranking projects for funding.  
 
Jason MK reported that WRIA 8 staff, along with Kathy Minsch from Seattle Public Utilities and Jean 
White from King County, has had meetings with Corps staff to figure out how we can support them in 
securing Locks funding. In a December meeting we learned there were two ways we could support 
critical improvements to the Locks, which were integrated into the WRIA 8 list of Federal Priorities: 
 

Options for implementing these infrastructure improvements include: 
 Requesting the Corps to provide adequate operations and maintenance funding for 

identified prioritized improvements on the Corps’ list of Locks infrastructure 
improvements. In 2012, the Corps adopted a list of prioritized Locks infrastructure 
improvements. To date, Locks managers have been slowly implementing these 
improvements as limited funding allows. More funding is needed to make critical repairs 
in a timely manner. 

 Requesting the Corps to authorize and initiate a major rehabilitation study of the Lake 
Washington Ship Canal and Locks, including an economic analysis of the needed 
infrastructure improvements and the potential damages associated with a facility failure. 

 
Jason MK said the PSP has a federal legislative priority focused on the need for the Corps to conduct 
improvements to failing infrastructure that limits the regional investments in habitat restoration and 
ecosystem recovery. PSP is developing communication materials to support this priority for meetings 
with the Washington state Congressional delegation and Corps Headquarters staff in D.C. He said 
Larry Phillips is going to D.C. to meet with the delegation about the Locks, and there may be 
opportunities to link his outreach efforts up with PSP’s efforts.  
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Larry Phillips explained that the King County Council takes an annual trip to D.C. at the end of 
January. The Council will be talking to the Corps and state delegation about the Locks, how they are 
failing, are critical to the regional economy, and are the busiest in the country. He said ESA says do no 
harm, and here we have a federal facility that’s failing and effecting salmon. There is a lot at stake, 
because if they fail it will be catastrophic for all cities and the floating bridges on Lake Washington, in 
addition to fish passage. 
 
Jason MK noted that support for exploring new watershed-based funding authorities was added back 
in to the State Priorities section of the Legislative Agenda at the request of a Kirkland 
Councilmember. 
 
Discussion: 
 Carl Scandella mentioned that when he visited the Locks a few years ago, he heard repairs were 

based on tonnage, but also heard ESA was an issue. Jason MK responded that Corps 
Headquarters in D.C. has indicated they are tired of hearing about fish passage and ESA. 
However, the approach we’ve taken in the last couple years has been to support fixing the Locks 
infrastructure generally, which includes the critical fix fish passage facilities. Mayor Pro-Tem 
Scandella said a lot of ESA issues like this have gotten resolved in the courts. Jason MK added that 
we are also trying to get different departments within the Corps to align with each other. 

 Ted Frantz said he wondered if we could get a regional letter signed from the cities about the 
Locks, because he said he wasn’t sure we know what would happen if the Locks are stuck open. 
Jason MK explained that we are trying to get our message straight first, but he thought a regional 
letter was a good idea. Councilmember Frantz commented that the structure of the Locks is 
important. Outreach to representatives in D.C. could say we need to look at this carefully and 
explain why. 

 Susan Boundy-Sanders inquired if we can visit the Locks when they are closed for annual 
maintenance. Jason MK said the Corps does provide annual tours when the Locks are closed. 
Councilmember Boundy-Sanders asked if all the Locks are failing. Jason MK said it was his 
understanding from the Corps that much of the Locks machinery and infrastructure is past its 
design life and in a failing condition.  

 Noel Gilbough reported that there is enormous political power on the Mississippi/Missouri River 
System and the East Coast that WRIA 8 is competing with to secure funding for the Locks. He said 
the Seattle District of the Corps has lost its political power over the years.  

 Nancy Eklund asked how the Legislative Agenda would be communicated. She said Boeing has its 
own legislative agenda, and asked if individual cities would be writing letters. Jason MK explained 
that in addition to individual cities writing letters, WRIA 8 can choose to write a letter collectively, 
adding that we have removed Boeing from the WRIA 8 letterhead.  

 Susan Boundy-Sanders commented that she would actually appreciate it if there was a letter 
from WRIA 8 to the legislature, because it is too late for Woodinville to send its own letter this 
year. The city has already done its legislative agenda, which did not include the WRIA 8 priorities. 

6. Cooperative Watershed Management Grant Program Funding Guidance 
Larry Phillips reported that the Cooperative Watershed Management (CWM) Grant Program (funded 
by the King County Flood Control District) replaced King Conservation District (KCD) money for 
salmon projects, and additional money was made available this year. 
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Jason W reported that each year (for CWM and KCD) we would receive $1.2 million in grant funding, 
and we’d come to the SRC for the percentage funding breakdown for site-specific projects, 
monitoring, and education and outreach programs. For 2014 WRIA 8 will be getting approximately 
$1.5 million, which will increase annually through 2017 due to inflation. This year we are proposing 
three allocation options for the increased pot of CWM funding:  
1. Apply the same formula of past years to the increased funding (67% site-specific/25% 

monitoring/8% outreach and education);  
2. Direct the full amount of new funding ($308,846) to site-specific projects (total of $1,112,846, or 

74%), with the dollar amounts used in past years continuing for monitoring (up to 20% or 
$300,000) and outreach and education (up to 6% or $96,000); or 

3. Determine another funding allocation for each of the categories.  
 
Discussion: 

 Larry Phillips reported that the CWM dollar amount cannot be counted on to be stable past 2018, 
because we have a special dispensation under state law. It could be renewed or could be 
extended, but we just don’t know for certain. He said he’s always been an advocate for putting 
additional money into site-specific projects to show the public and improve salmon returns. 

 Diane Buckshnis said she totally agreed and supported putting extra money into site-specific 
projects, even though Edmonds is in Snohomish County and ineligible for CWM funding.  

 Hank Myers commented that a lot of what we know isn’t what we know, and he asked if more 
monitoring makes us more knowledgeable. Scott Stolnack agreed that there are a lot of gaps in 
our knowledge, and said we are at the limits of our monitoring money. He said we were lucky to 
have received a 5-year $1 million EPA grant for monitoring administered by the State Department 
of  Ecology, which is ending this year. The TC is about two months away from prioritizing 
remaining monitoring needs.  

 Richard Sowa said we should focus on implementation, but also continue telling the story.  

 Jesse Salomon questioned if more money is put into site-specific, would that require a lot more 
monitoring. Scott Stolnack explained that what you are talking about is project implementation 
and/or effectiveness monitoring, and we are not doing much of that right now.  

 Gary Smith said he supported more monitoring. 

 Ted Frantz reported that when we were finishing our Plan, one of the main concerns was if we 
were going to have reliable funding to get projects done. We have a limited budget, having 
projects and completing them is important for showing the public. Maybe there will be another 
source for monitoring funding. 

• Carl Scandella said monitoring serves two purposes: to show what we’ve done and what works 
and doesn’t; and as a tool to get data and secure more funds. We have to show what we are 
doing is fixing the problem, and we have to constantly look at our monitoring to see if we are 
getting what we thought we would. 

• Keri Pravitz commented that all three activities (site-specific/monitoring/outreach and education) 
are interconnected. She asked if the amounts for monitoring and outreach and education stay 
the same in Option 2. Jason W said they do. Keri then asked if Option 3 allows more money for 
the PSC to be flexible with as requests come in and the overall need is better understood. Jason 
W explained that we do that now but mainly on the fringes, sticking largely with the intent of the 
SRC guidance. The PSC typically funds outreach and education and monitoring either at or slightly 
below the SRC funding guidance amounts, with any extra money being applied to site-specific 
projects. 
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• Layne Barnes inquired where we get the best benefit for our money, and he said he supported 
more for projects. Jason W explained that we have a ceiling for monitoring, and maybe we don’t 
even need the whole amount, and in that case the money goes to projects. Councilmember 
Barnes said we need to locate where the sweet spot is.  

 
Larry Phillips said this has been a really good conversation, and he asked that we revisit it and make a 
decision at the next SRC meeting. He said the Pacific Coast Salmon Recovery Fund started ten years 
ago with $90 million for three states. Last year it was $65 million for five states, and the president 
only asked for $50 million this year due to sequestration. Senator Murray was able to keep it at the 
$65 million level, but he said this money is not easy to come by.  Jason W said he would be happy 
bring this back to the SRC in March. 

7. Success Story: Beaux Arts Shoreline Restoration 
Joann Bromberg, Western Academy of Beaux Arts (WABA), reported that Beaux Arts has 119 
residents. She said she heard about the grants and learned WABA was able to apply for them in 2008. 
The first WRIA 8 grant award funded a landscape architect, John Barker, to help manage the project. 
She explained that there is every stripe of people you can imagine in Beaux Arts, and some were in 
favor and some were opposed to restoring the shoreline. One concern was losing private land 
through erosion; another was opening the beach to public access, because the funding was from the 
government, which is not owned by the town but by the private homeowners association. 
 
John Barker, Barker Landscape Architects, said that when he was in graduate school, Wolf Bauer gave 
a presentation on beach armoring and how it was creating these large walls. He brought a video of 
Wolf Bauer’s restored shorelines to Beaux Arts, developed a lot of plans, looked at various models 
with similar wave action, and considered how to balance public access and privacy. He reported that 
we looked at various coves, held four or five public meetings, tried to make our presentations as 
compelling as we could, and finally reached consensus. The project enlarged a swimming beach and 
showed what the sand beach and spawning gravel could do, ending up with a much wider beach. 
Spawning gravel was swept in with the waves, and people saw that the soft shoreline approaches do 
work. John said we planted thousands of native plants, and watched as children enjoyed a much 
larger swimming beach. 
 
Joann mentioned that people at the public meetings were uninterested in spending funds on salmon 
recovery and recreation, but she emphasized that’s what we were interested in. We told them if we 
take funds for part one of the project (the swimming beach) we must complete the other two parts. 
She said a lot of trust was developed between John and me, me and the WRIA 8 Team, and me and 
the community. Two additional coves have since been constructed, and we found a sewer line along 
the lake we didn’t know was there and repaired it. Joann reported that the next part of the project is 
constructing a large cove, for which we will be applying for additional funds. 
 
Jason MK noted that the PSC liked this project because it has over 1,000 feet of shoreline, and it is a 
pilot project to show that it can be done and will work at the residential lot scale. Joann added that a 
fish number count was done to provide some pre-project and post-project monitoring, and there will 
be monitoring as a component of other parts of the project. 

8. Next Meeting 
The next SRC meeting is March 20, 2014, 3:00-5:15 p.m., Bellevue City Hall, room 1E-112.    
 


