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WRIA 9 WATERSHED ECOSYSTEM FORUM 
 

DRAFT SUMMARY 
 

August 11, 2011 
4:00 – 6:30 p.m. 
Renton City Hall 

ATTENDEES 
 

Name Affiliation 

Watershed Ecosystem Forum:  

Councilmember Marlla Mhoon, Co-Chair City of Covington 

Councilmember Bill Peloza, Co-Chair  City of Auburn 

Al Barrie 
Mid Sound Fisheries Enhancement Group (MSFEG) 

/Trout Unlimited 

Chris Coffin WA Department of Ecology (WDOE) 

Councilmember Richard Conlin City of Seattle 

Jay Covington City of Renton 

Councilmember Rick Forschler City of SeaTac 

Kirk Lakey WA Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) 

Mike Mactutis  City of Kent 

Ken Miller City of Federal Way 

James Rasmussen Green/Duwamish Watershed Alliance 

Councilmember Dennis Robertson City of Tukwila 

Jessica Saavedra King Conservation District (KCD) 

Christie True King County (for County Executive Dow Constantine) 

Greg Volkhardt Tacoma Public Utilities 

Brian Winslow The Boeing Company 
 

Alternates:  

Chris Andersen  City of Auburn 

Dave Garland WDOE 

Ron Straka City of Renton 
 

Other Attendees:  

Shannon Braddock King County 

Denise DiSanto WDOE 

Jeff Dillon U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Bob Gibberson City of Tukwila 

Kollin Higgins King County 

Jamie Kelly  City of Auburn 

Kathy Minsch City of Seattle 

Sarah Ogier King County 

Giles Pettifor King County 
 

Karen Bergeron WRIA 9 Habitat Project Coordinator 

Linda Grob WRIA 9 Administrative Coordinator 

Elissa Ostergaard  WRIA 9 Planning & Stewardship Coordinator 

Doug Osterman  WRIA 9 Watershed Coordinator 
 

I. Welcome and Introductions 

Co-Chair Marlla Mhoon opened the meeting, introducing new Planning and Stewardship Coordinator, 

Elissa Ostergaard. She then invited attendees to introduce themselves.   
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II. Public Comment 

Jeff Dillon, Army Corps of Engineers, reported on the rumors that the fish passage facility at Howard 

Hanson Dam would not be implemented.  He said the current design has cost and structural issues 

concerning additional water storage upstream.  The Corps is obligated to go back and look at existing 

literature on fish passage, and review approaches previously looked at to see if they are adaptable to 

Howard Hanson before requesting additional funds from Congress. Bill Peloza inquired if the $44 million 

is spent.  Jeff explained that the $44 million is supplemental to support dam safety and is still around. This 

is a separate pot of money. Greg Volkhardt added that Tacoma Water is a sponsor of the additional water 

storage facility.  

 

Mike Mactutis reported on the status of two Ecosystem Restoration Program (ERP) projects: Lake 

Meridian Outlet will be constructed this fall, and Riverview Park will go to construction in the spring. 

 

Ron Straka announced that the Upper Spring Creek project with the Corps will also be constructed this fall. 

III. Approval of Meeting Summary 

Dave Garland noted the misspelling of Mike Mactutis’ name on page two of the meeting summary and he 

requested it be corrected. 
 

The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved the meeting summary for the May 
12, 2011 meeting with the spelling correction on page two. 

IV. Salmon Recovery Funding Board 2011 Project Changes 

Karen Bergeron, Habitat Project Coordinator, reported that an additional $50,045 in Salmon Recovery 

Funding Board (SRFB) funding is needed for the Duwamish Gardens project to cover unanticipated costs 

for design and permitting.  Tukwila prepared a request for an amendment to their current Duwamish 

Gardens contract, which was reviewed by RCO staff, and now it must be approved by the Forum, WRIA 

9’s Citizen’s Advisory Group.  She said the additional funding comes from general SRFB reserves, made 

up of returned state-wide project funds, and will not impact our 2011 project list in any way. 

 

Karen also presented a request to reduce the Porter Levee Setback allocation by $100,000 (from $300,000 

to $200,000), and provide an additional $67,353 for Big Spring Creek. Richard Conlin inquired how much 

additional funding is needed for Big Spring Creek. Sarah Ogier, King County, explained that the additional 

funds would get us through the phase for which we just signed an agreement, keeping us on track to 

complete the design.  
 

The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved the following Salmon Recovery 
Funding Board 2011 Project Changes: Allocating an additional $50,045 to Duwamish 
Gardens, reducing funding for Porter Levee by $100,000, and increasing funding for Big 
Spring Creek by $67,353. 

V. WRIA 9 Small/Stewardship/Water Quality 2011-2012 Grant Program Cycle 

Karen Bergeron reported on the approach for evaluating and awarding small grants for 2011-2012. WRIA 9 

KCD revenues and expenditures fund two grants: the Small Grant Fund ($75,000 total) and the Education 

and Stewardship Fund (also $75,000).  Programs and projects must be in the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan 

to be eligible. The minimum grant amount is $5,000, the maximum is $25,000, and while no match is 

required, extra points are given for projects that do have a match.  The Small Grant Fund is focused on 

“turn the dirt” projects.  The Education and Stewardship Fund is narrowly focused on environmental 

education, or a combination of environmental education and revegetation or restoration, with an emphasis 

on community involvement.  Because these grants go through KCD Enumclaw is not eligible to apply. 

 

The Duwamish Water Quality Improvement Grants are funded through the King County Wastewater 

Treatment Division.  Karen explained that projects must be specific to the Duwamish Waterway, and 

emphasize water quality.  A total of $150,000 is available, with a $5,000 minimum award and $25,000 
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maximum. Applicants can include private non-profits, tribes, local governments, individuals, Duwamish-

area businesses, and schools.  

 

Karen reported that Elissa Ostergaard and Kollin Higgins, King County, helped with the grant criteria, in 

conference with Kathy Minsch, Seattle, and Jessica Saavedra, KCD.  

 

Discussion: 

 Greg Volkhardt asked if any of this grant money could be applied to temperatures in the Middle Green. 

Karen Bergeron responded that the Small Grant Fund and Education and Stewardship Grants could fund 

that. 

 Dennis Robertson asked if these are the first changes to the grant program since 2000, and Karen said 

they are. 

 Al Barry asked if, for grant purposes, the Duwamish is considered as up to the Black River. Elissa 

Ostergaard replied that the grant applies only up to the turning basin for the Duwamish, or river mile 6. 

 Bill Peloza asked why the grant is restricted to the lower Duwamish.  Christie True explained it is 

restricted by the water quality requirements in the basin and the connection to the wastewater fund.  

Councilmember Peloza commented that there is stagnant water in a tributary in Auburn. 

 James Rasmussen noted that there is an extreme problem with stormwater in the Green River Valley, and 

it is important to bring business together with the environmental community to address it.  The grant 

could be a big step in looking at water quality in different ways. Doug Osterman said James has been 

asking for years if we are linked into water quality in this watershed.  The grant could be another way to 

use our connection with those groups. 
 

The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously confirmed the approach for evaluating and 
awarding grants in the Small/Stewardship/Water Quality 2011-2012 Grant Program Cycle. 

VI. Watershed Investment District Draft Legislation 

Doug Osterman reported that the draft Watershed Investment District (WID) legislation allows creation of 

WIDs organized on watershed boundaries, authorizing to raise and disburse funds to conserve and restore 

land and water. WID boundaries may include all or a portion of a single WRIA or adjacent WRIAs.  

Counties within a WID would have to pass similar ordinances, which would define the boundary and 

governance structure. Within three years of creation the WID board would prepare a funding plan, listing 

projects and activities to be implemented and authorizing revenue sources, and within seven years of 

creation it would present the funding plan proposition to voters within the district for approval. If the plan 

is approved, the WID oversees implementation; if it is rejected twice the WID is dissolved by ordinance.  

The WID would be governed by a board of elected official of counties and cities in the district, and the 

board may appoint a stakeholder advisory committee as non-voting members. WIDs could fund salmon 

habitat protection and restoration projects, regional stormwater projects/programs, floodplain management 

projects, and outreach and education. Revenue sources could be a property tax, sales and use tax, real estate 

excise tax, utility fee, etc. 

 

Christie True provided King County’s perspective on the WID, thanking the Forum for all the work done 

on the draft legislation.  She said the county is very supportive of salmon recovery, and knows there is a 

huge funding gap. At the same time we have to put on the hats of the legislature and governor, and consider 

their perspectives. It’s a substantial dilemma, and we need to look at the “When”, the “What”, and the 

“How”: 

▫ When:  Christie said next year will be a pretty hot governor’s race. It will be hard to capture the 

governor’s attention in her last year, and the two candidates running for office are quite different. The 

economy is challenging for all of us, and because of new budget needs the legislature is coming back into 

emergency session to make additional cuts. There’s talk about improvements in revenues for stormwater, 

and this legislation will also compete with transportation issues. The “When” and timing issues need to 

be on our minds.  

▫ What:  The “What” needs to be in our proposal to capture the governor’s attention.  The WID needs to be 

Puget Sound-wide, and not on a watershed-by-watershed basis. The plan really needs to be clear about 
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what it’s going to fund.  A lot of work has gone into salmon recovery plans, but other things that are 

potentially going to be included, such as stormwater and flood protection, don’t have the same level of 

planning, which is a missing component.  The funding options also need to be doable and adequate to the 

job. Christie said the county feels right now that the property tax and sales tax options are not doable, and 

she heard that Seattle has concerns about a utility tax.  

▫ How: The real dilemma lies in what would be funded and how we would do it.  Christie recommended 

we talk more about what it would take to get something approved by the legislature. She we should sit 

down with our lobbyists, who could help us wrestle with the “How”, the timing, and the strategy. 

 

Discussion: 

 Richard Conlin referred to the statement, “cities could petition the county to create WIDs”, and asked if 

the petition would be automatically granted.  Doug Osterman said it would not.  

 Councilmember Conlin inquired if we are actually defining the boundary of the district, because 

boundaries of cities are not congruent with watershed boundaries, which would have to be addressed by 

this legislation. Doug Osterman responded that we’ve had a lot of advice from the King County 

Prosecutor’s Office. Some issues would be easier to address, and some funding mechanisms work better 

with that construct. A city may be split or a district.  Jay Covington mentioned that a WID may also split 

a precinct, and be like WRIA 9 where we split populations and land. 

 Bill Peloza said he hoped we are not reinventing the wheel, and asked if we are following the same 

procedural steps as other investment districts. Jay Covington commented that some districts are entity-

based and some are geographically-based.  Doug Osterman clarified that we are following the legislation 

authorized for other existing mechanisms.   

 Dennis Robertson remarked that it might be simpler to redesign county boundaries around watershed 

boundaries. Doug Osterman said that would be interesting to investigate.  James Rasmussen commented 

that it could be a simple matter. 

 Richard Conlin asked if the WID duplicates some functions of the flood control district (FCD). Doug 

replied that it doesn’t exactly. The FCD is kind of squishy about habitat project and flood projects, 

setting back levees but not intent on doing good salmon habitat work. Councilmember Conlin 

commented that it’s important to find out where the boundary is between FCD and WID so they aren’t 

competing districts. 

 Al Barrie asked if the agriculture community has been brought into the WID discussion, because we have 

competing issues with Ag. Doug Osterman said Ag folks are included in this discussion. If Ag areas are 

providing the services, under this construct we would say it’s appropriate to use this funding to do 

projects in rural agriculture areas. Marlla Mhoon noted that towards the bottom of page seven of the 

legislation Ag is listed as an advisor.  

 Greg Volkhardt questioned the projects again. We are facing project implementation and helping 

landowners make good decisions. Property owners of forested land are trying to find ways to make the 

land pay other than cutting down trees.  He asked if this legislation would allow development right 

purchases. Doug Osterman replied that the quick answer is yes. If it’s really important to a watershed, 

than that could be on your list. Marlla Mhoon added that the forestry community is included on the WID 

advisory board.  

 Brian Winslow commented that from the business side, the legislation needs to be something applicable 

to all entities, and should be county-wide like FCD. 

 Richard Conlin remarked that he was sympathetic to Christie True’s comments.  He said he appreciated 

the work that went into creating the draft legislation, but it is time for us to think about the reality with it. 

Seattle is concerned about the special district concept, which we aren’t sure works with the county 

planning process. Puget Sound-wide would be difficult. Seattle is also concerned that board membership 

is proportionate to the populations in the district and the amount of funding/taxes collected.  

Councilmember Conlin said we are also concerned about the purpose question, and the need to be as 

absolutely clear as possible the difference with the FCD.  He said he is sympathetic to narrowing the tax, 

and remarked that the per parcel and discharge tax options make sense.  He asked if there is some other 

entity that already exists and does per parcel assessment, like KCD, that could be used. Marlla Mhoon 
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emphasized that that the whole purpose of the WID is that we have a salmon habitat plan that isn’t 

funded.  

 Councilmember Conlin said the strategic considerations are really real, and we need to bring together 

folks for that kind of strategy discussion.  Marlla Mhoon said the formation of the board comes later. At 

this point we are just asking permission to form the WID, which gives us two years to form the board. 

Councilmember Conlin agreed, but said it should be defined early on how the board is developed.  

 Jay Covington noted that the way the WID is set up, we would become a junior taxing district. Cities’ 

and counties’ assessment values are going down, and will be coming up against level. Doug Osterman 

clarified that the way the legislation is set up, the WID is not a junior taxing district and not subject to 5-

90. 

 Dennis Robertson commented that a lot of good work has gone into crafting this legislation. It is 

important for the authors not to have too much pride of ownership over the legislation, because it is 

going to change a lot. What is important is the goal. He emphasized that it doesn’t matter which way the 

money comes, we just want to do the work and make this a better place. 

 Ken Miller agreed that this is great work, but he noticed in the governance section it’s not clear that all 

jurisdictions will have a seat at table.  Jurisdictions can assign 10% for their own projects, which he 

called a good idea that will help sell it to the voters, and he recommended increasing the number.  There 

are a lot fees out there (SWM fees, FCD fees, etc.), and now there will be WID fees. Ken asked how the 

WID would work with the Puget Sound Partnership (PSP) if we extend it Puget Sound-wide.  We will be 

layering a lot of these things on top of each other, which could make it too big and complicated to vote 

on. Marlla Mhoon responded that we continue to talk with PSP, but they haven’t come up with any kind 

of funding plan.  

 Doug Osterman mentioned that PSP has created a funding policy group, and put the draft legislation into 

the hopper for discussion.  He said the WID might end up state-wide. Everything that’s been raised here 

has been discussed to the best extent possible. The WID legislation work would not have been started if 

PSP was opposed, and they actually said they had talked to the governor about it. The governor told PSP 

she is interested in Puget Sound being her legacy as she leaves office, and she said help WRIA 9 pursue 

this if there is local interest.  Doug said the help came in the form of legislation written by PSP in 2008, 

which they suggested using all or parts of to begin our process.  We’ve kept them apprised at the 

Leadership Council level and staff level, including at the Cross-WRIA meeting.  There’s interest and 

everyone says this is great, but we need to figure out how to move forward in a void.  

 Greg Volkhardt reported that House Bill 4541 passed to help forest landowners access fees for watershed 

services/habitat work.  Back in June, the UW School of Forestry had a conference, and they are working 

on a couple of pilot projects to develop ways for forest landowners to get ecosystem values for their 

lands. He said we are not aware of everything going on.  It won’t work for different groups to be pushing 

bills, and we should be coordinating with them and anyone else working on similar bills. Our final bill 

won’t look anything like it looks today.  

 Marlla Mhoon commented that we need to come up with something now to keep the WID momentum 

going. 

VII. Levee Vegetation Management Variance Update 

Marlla Mhoon reported that she attended a July 8 presentation by the Army Corps of Engineers on their 

levee vegetation management policy, which was held in response to letters from WRIA 9 and other groups. 

The Corps wrote a variance to the policy (represented by Column E of the Levee Vegetation and 

Operational Attributes Matrix, included as a meeting handout) in recognition that western waters are 

different. The matrix goes into effect in December, but the hitch is that all projects must be approved by 

Corps headquarters in Washington D.C.  

 

Kirk Lakey noted that this is a Corps Seattle District area plan, and its development included a large 

amount of stakeholder involvement. He called it a learning approach working with the Corps on certifying 

a levee, and with a lot of the levees, they have no idea what they were working on. He said WDFW realized 

we are part of the problem, and decided we should be part of the solution instead. WDFW is now trying to 
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work on levee sponsor by levee sponsor. The Cedar and Green Rivers are the pilot projects for the variance, 

which eventually could include all of Washington.  

 

Mike Mactutis reported that Kent has spent $2.5 million on the certification of levees, drilling hundreds of 

holes to characterize the fill materials that compose the levees and assess their structural stability. Our 

consultants recommended allowing ten inches diameter breast height (dbh), and then evaluating trees to 

grow up to 10” dbh on a case by case basis. He said we’ve stamped our engineering drawing with that, and 

submitted them to FEMA, but we don’t know if they will be accepted. 

 

In effect, if FEMA accepts this approach and certifies the levees in their current locations, the 100-year 

floodplain in the valley cities will disappear from the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM).  Land 

owners may mistakenly think that it is no longer necessary or prudent to buy flood insurance.  Moreover, 

land use decisions will continue to be made and structures permitted in areas once mapped as floodplains 

by FEMA.  This situation poses significant financial and logistical obstacles in meeting the salmon 

recovery goals for in-stream and riparian habitat and suitable water quality for fish in leveed areas of the 

Lower Green River. 

 

Marlla Mhoon proposed that, with Kirk Lakey’s input, we write a letter to the new Seattle District colonel, 

Colonel Estok, regarding our concerns about the levee vegetation variance, and highlighting water 

temperature as an issue. 
 

The Watershed Ecosystem Forum unanimously approved writing a letter on the levee 
management variance to Colonel Estok, Army Corps of Engineers. 

VIII. Adaptive Management & Monitoring Plan Development 

Green River Temperature Total Maximum Daily Load (TDML): 

Chris Coffin reported that, per the Clean Water Act, states are the delegated authorities to find polluted 

waters not expected to meet water quality standards, prioritize identified waters, and establish total 

maximum daily loads (TMDLs). A TMDL Water Quality Improvement Plan is then developed that 

documents the science used to understand pollution dynamics in a watershed.  For the Green River 

temperature TMDL project, King County provided staff (Curtis Degaspari and Jeff Burkey) in 2006 to 

sample the river from RM 11 to Howard Hansen dam at RM 54.5, including three major tributaries: 

Newaukum Creek, Soos Creek, and Mill Creek.  A model was developed based on the gathered data, and 

the resulting TMDL temperature plan was written and submitted to EPA on June 30, 2011.  He said while 

some TMDL plans include a list of activities, this document contains a strategy, and over the next year we 

will try to get a document written to get the projects and resource commitments to do the work. 

 

Chris said temperature is important because cold water holds more oxygen, whereas warm water means 

less food for salmonids, increased predation of juveniles, and increased susceptibility to disease. The 

critical period for temperature is July-August and often into September, depending on conditions. For the 

study the temperature criteria used was 17.5°C (63.5°F) for rearing and migration (Mill Creek to mouth of 

Duwamish), and 16°C (60.6°F) for core summer salmonid habitat (above Mill Creek to Howard Hanson).  

Model data was gathered to estimate temperatures under different flow, weather and shade scenarios.  

Rather than going back to a historical flow, modelers used a flow to accommodate Tacoma Public Utilities 

(TPU) withdrawals. Chris said for vegetation we tried to figure out what if would have been like before 

humans, which is difficult in WRIA 9 because the valley has changed so much.  Modelers came up with a 

system potential tree height of 32 meters and a buffer of 90% shade or density. 

 

Chris explained that shade matters because it allows you to keep water temperatures cool. He presented a 

graph that had the temperature in C on the vertical axis, and the kilometers to where the Black River joins 

the Green River on the horizontal axis. (Auburn, Tukwila and Kent lie within this area.)  A green line 

represented the conditions currently being seen, and Chris said we are exceeding the lethal temperature on 

the last few kilometers of the graph.  Riparian plantings have occurred since the model was done, 
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particularly in the upper Green, but those plantings have not grown up yet.  He said this means that 10% of 

the time, we are exceeding lethal river temperatures.   

 

Chris summarized the model results: water temperatures in the middle and lower Green River are above the 

core summer habitat temperature of 16°C; system potential riparian coverage improves water temperatures 

3 to 5°C; and without adequate vegetation on levees, temperatures increase over the last 10 km and exceed 

lethal conditions in the first few kilometers (and likely into the Duwamish).  Steps to implementing the 

strategy for providing more shade and improving riparian areas include: completing negotiations with the 

Corps to allow planting on levees and set-backs; incorporated TMDL actions into local regulatory 

programs and policies; assessing potential planting sites along the mainstem and tributaries; encouraging 

riparian planting projects; and locating available funding for watershed restoration projects.  

 

Discussion: 

 Dennis Robertson asked if we would want to do as much work as we can upstream rather than 

downstream to fix the problem. Chris Coffin said that’s correct to a degree.  

 Ron Straka noted that even under ideal conditions we do not meet standards. Chris Coffin agreed that 

there are times we don’t meet standards. 

 Al Barrie inquired if this includes control of the outfall of Howard Hansen Dam. Chris said it does.   

 Mike Mactutis asked if the levee scenario assumed areas are vegetated that do not have levees. Chris 

Coffin said it does. 

 Ron Straka asked, in analysis of flows, what increased flow would do to the temperature. Chris Coffin 

explained that a larger mass decreases temperature, which we haven’t talked about. 

 Greg Volkhardt noted that when the model shows 225 cfs 10% of the time, it should actually be 250 cfs.  

Chris Coffin replied that we are using the worst case scenario. Greg said we have not managed below 

250 cfs since 2001. Chris said the model was an estimate, which we can tweak. 

 
Stormwater Retrofit Planning Project for WRIA 9: 

Giles Pettifor, King County, provided the mid-2011 update of the retrofit planning project. He said the big 

“take home” point is that King County was built before stormwater requirements were developed. Most 

developed areas have no, or inadequate controls, so most stormwater is unchecked and unregulated. People 

typically think of pollutants as the main problem, but also critical is the volume of storm flows and the 

already too-warm water.  Examples of retrofits include swales, green roofs, rain gardens, permeable paving, 

etc.  Giles explained that said there are no comprehensive stormwater retrofit programs, and projects are 

under construction case-by-case. New stormwater permits are coming out in July 2012, and there are likely 

to be more requirements related to retrofits.  

 

Giles reported that the retrofit planning project, funded by $1 million grant from EPA, will assess WRIA 9 

needs, focus on the stream level, cost effectiveness, work with stakeholders, and extrapolate cost estimates 

to all of Puget Sound.  King County is running two different models, a watershed model, and a new retrofit 

model that tells you how much it is going to cost, and will pull all the model outputs together.  Fifty people 

attended the first stakeholder input workshop, where extensive questions about each step of the project 

were answered, and a list of related regional projects was developed with audience input.  A second 

stakeholder input workshop will occur in October, where the discussion will focus on the level of 

protectiveness and how clean we want steams to be, and best management practices (BMP) selection.  The 

final workshop, held in the fall of 2013, will review initial model results and initial cost estimates.  

 

Discussion: 

 Marlla Mhoon asked how workshop information will be relayed to the Forum and disseminated beyond 

WRIA 9.  Giles Pettifor said King County staff will come to the WRIA 9 Forum with the information, 

but how further dissemination will occur is not set in stone. 

 James Rasmussen said the retrofit study seems like a wonderful idea.  He noted that upriver 

contamination could ruin the superfund site, and he asked why there is such a disconnect.  We need to 
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talk to people below the superfund site. Giles Pettifor explained that we want to know what people down 

there want as far as protected levels. The total suspended solids (TSS) sediments are being carried along.  

 Denise DiSanto asked if this is the sustain model, and if it prioritizes each sub-basin. Giles said it is and 

it does.  

 James Rasmussen reported that there was a Seattle Times article on CSO and money, and the use of CSO 

on stormwater. He called it an incredibly damaging article for those of us working on CSO control. King 

County has no plans to stop working on CSOs, and an Op Ed about that should be in the newspaper in 

the next few days. James commented that there is always something wrong with a Times article. 

IX. Public Comment 

Elissa Ostergaard asked Forum members to contact her if they are not on the WRIA 9 grant email list, 

because new grant information will be coming out soon. 

X. Wrap-Up/Next Steps 

Doug Osterman reported that WRIA 9 will move forward on the small grant program. We will continue to 

collect feedback on the WID legislation, maybe on what it would take to get support of concepts rather than 

a draft bill, bird dog what Puget Sound Partnership is doing, and catalog feedback. We will prepare a letter 

to the new colonel on levee vegetation management, and evaluate and let you know if we decide to apply 

for an EPA grant.    

 

The next Forum meeting was moved to Thursday, December 15, 4:00 to 6:30 p.m., Renton City Hall. The 

meeting was adjourned at 6:35 p.m. 


