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WASHINGTON STATE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION 

· Aug. 11, 2011 – 1 p.m., Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission Eastern Region Office, 270 Ninth Street NE, Ste 200, East Wenatchee, WA 98802 (509) 665-4319
Detailed Commission Agenda Items
Item E-1:
Riverside State Park-City of Spokane– perpetual easement
Item E-2:
Spokane River Centennial Trail-City of Spokane Valley –perpetual easement
Item E-3:
WAC Revisions for small scale prospecting and placer mining in the Seashore Conservation Area
Item E-4:
Curlew Lake State Park – airport-surplus and direct sale to Ferry County
Item E-5:
Managing tree risk in developed landscapes
Item E-6:
Forest health-related timber sales
Item E-7:
Fee program annual review in support of the 2011-13 budget
Item E-8:
WAC 352-32-251 Revisions-changing residency requirements for Pass Programs
Item E-9:
2012 agency-requested legislation
Item E-10:
Authorization for possible 2012 supplemental operations and capital budgets
Item E-11:
2009-2011 Capital Program updates

Item E-12:
2010-2011 Kukutali Preserve-annual report to the Commission

Item E-13:
Copalis Airport status report

Item E-1:
Riverside State Park – City of Spokane - Perpetual Easement Requested Action/Expedited
ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to grant a perpetual sewer easement to the City of Spokane along a segment of Aubrey L. White Way in Riverside State Park.  This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan element, “Our Commitment – Public Service” and with our core values.
SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  The City of Spokane (City) is requesting a perpetual easement to place 1,100 feet of 24 inch sewer main along a portion of Aubrey L. White Way directly across the street from the sewer treatment plant.  Construction is scheduled for late summer or fall of 2011.

Construction of the sewer main will consist of a buried pipe and trench approximately 20 feet wide at depths ranging from 3 feet to 16 feet.  An additional 30 feet in width will be needed during the construction period only and can be authorized through a temporary construction easement.  The total area used for the construction will total 1.26 acres. Once constructed, the final easement will total .51 acres.

Due to project construction, approximately 155 Ponderosa Pine trees will need to be removed from the easement area.  The trees proposed to be removed range from 4” diameter at breast height (DBH) to 40” DBH.  A review by agency Stewardship staff indicates that a number of the trees scheduled for removal would/could be considered old growth.  The City will re-vegetate the area after construction and will be responsible for maintenance/weed control for five (5) years.  

The City states that at peak flows, stormwater including raw sewage is currently at 120% of existing sewer system capacity. The proposed facility is needed to prevent or reduce the risk of a raw sewage spill along Aubrey L. White Way in the future.  In addition to the stormwater sewer easement staff from State Parks and the City is discussing modifying or improving Aubrey L. White Way to improve public health and safety relating to City employee parking along the road across the street from the sewer treatment facility. Pending to-be-completed design work, it may be feasible to incorporate into the sewer project, road improvements to provide additional parking along Aubrey L. White Way which would benefit the City and provide for safer pedestrian and bicycle through traffic at the project site.

COMPENSATION:  The City has agreed to:

· Pay an annual fee of $1,000.00 for the use of the property, use fees will increase 3% annually;

· Re-vegetate the impacted area with native grasses and forbs to be selected by Parks. The City shall also be responsible for weed control for a five (5) year period of time, and;
· Pay for repair/refurbishment and allow access to a hand boat launch/take-out along the river near the new sewer digesters. 
STATUTORY AUTHORITY: RCW 79A.05.070 (5) Further powers — Director of parks and recreation - Salaries.  Grant franchises and easements for any legitimate purpose on parks or parkways, for such terms and subject to such conditions and considerations as the commission shall specify.
SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

Appendix 1:
Location Map
Appendix 2:
Aerial of Impact Area
REQUESTED ACTION OF COMMISSION:

That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission:

1. Authorize the Director or Designee to grant the City of Spokane a perpetual 


easement as needed to install a sewer stormwater pipe adjacent to Aubrey L. 


White Way within Riverside State Park. 

2. Authorize the Director or Designee to additionally grant an easement interest in 


adjacent park lands as needed to provide for improved public health and safety 


through roadside parking improvements.


Author/Contact(s):
Steve Hahn, Lands Program Manager




steve.hahn@parks.wa.gov 

360-902-8683




Lynn Harmon, Property & Acquisition Specialist 





lynn.harmon@parks.wa.gov 

360-902-8656

Return to top of document
[image: image2]
Item E-2: Spokane River Centennial Trail – City of Spokane Valley-Perpetual Easement - Requested Action/Expedited
ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to approve a perpetual easement request from the City of Spokane Valley for the purpose of converting an existing low area at the NE corner of the Sullivan Street Bridge into a drainage swale for storm water filtration purposes.  This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan element, “Our Commitment - Financial Strategy” and with our core values.
SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  The 373 acre subject property was acquired by Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission (Commission) in 1988 as part of the Centennial Trail.  The subject property is located on the northern bank of the Spokane River (in this area the Centennial Trail is on the south side of the river) and is currently vacant with no developed or other recreational uses from the public.  The City is attempting to avoid direct discharges of untreated stormwater into the Spokane River from the Sullivan Road Bridge.  The project will utilize a natural depression in the topography at the north end of the bridge as a bioswale to hold and treat the water before it enters the river.  The requested use/easement area is approximately .67 acre.  The current adjacent/abutting uses are light to heavy industrial and open pit quarry mining. (Appendix 3.) 

This area is the only location available within the vicinity of the Sullivan Road Bridge to accomplish the ecological goals related to the project.  Current vegetation will be utilized as part of the filtration process. The City will maintain the easement area in perpetuity.
Staff to the Commission finds the City’s request to be reasonable. Without the use of the parkland detailed in this item, the City would need to consider rebuilding or redesigning the existing Sullivan Street Bridge and adding an oil filtration system to treat the storm water before it entered the river.  

COMPENSATION:  The City has agreed to pay a onetime fee of $2,000.00 for a perpetual easement.

STATUTORY AUTHORITY: RCW 79A.05.070 (5) Further powers — Director of parks and recreation - Salaries.  Grant franchises and easements for any legitimate purpose on parks or parkways, for such terms and subject to such conditions and considerations as the commission shall specify.
SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

Appendix 1:
Location Map 
Appendix 2:
Surveyor’s Easement Sketch 

Appendix 3:   Aerial Photo of Easement Area

REQUESTED ACTION OF COMMISSION:

That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission:


Authorize the Director or designee to grant the City of Spokane Valley a perpetual 
easement for the purpose of converting an existing low area at the NE corner of the 
Sullivan Street Bridge into a drainage swale for storm water filtration purposes.


Author/Contact(s):
Steve Hahn, Lands Program Manager 



steve.hahn@parks.wa.gov, 

360-902-8683





Lynn Harmon, Property & Acquisition Specialist



lynn.harmon@parks.wa.gov, 

360-902-8656
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Item E-3: WAC Revisions for Small-Scale Prospecting and Placer Mining in the Seashore Conservation Area – Requested Action

ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested. Commissioner(s) Taller, Schmitt, Punteney, Milner, Lantz and Whaley in favor, Commissioner Olson opposed.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to adopt proposed revisions to Washington Administrative Code (WAC) Chapter 352-37 Ocean Beaches to allow for small-scale beach prospecting and placer mining in the Seashore Conservation Area.  This item complies with the Centennial 2013 Plan elements, “Our Commitment – Public Service and Stewardship,” and with our core values. 

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION: During its 2008 session, the Washington State Legislature established a two-year pilot program to examine the impacts of small scale mineral prospecting on coastal areas.    The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) were directed to monitor the prospecting and mining activities through their permit authority.  Parks and WDFW reported their findings and recommendations on the activity to the legislature in December 2010.  The report did not identify any significant user conflicts or natural resource impacts.

Based on the results of the pilot, Parks staff was open to continuing to allow the activity.  However, a statute or rule change was needed.  Under RCW 79A.05.165, people are prohibited from removing natural objects from any park or parkway, unless specifically allowed by the Commission by rule.  The pilot project legislation set up a short-term exemption to this statute, which expired on December 1, 2010.   In order to continue to allow the activity, the legislature would need to make a permanent statutory change or the Commission would need to allow the activity by rule.

In November 2010, commissioners asked staff to draft rules that would allow small-scale mineral prospecting and placer mining to continue in the Seashore Conservation Area (SCA).  Staff met with stakeholders to develop draft rules and now asks the Commission to adopt the following proposed changes to Chapter 352-37 WAC.  Brief explanations of the proposed changes are listed below.  For the complete WAC language proposal, see Appendix 1.  

WAC 352-37:   Ocean Beaches

WAC 352-37-010 Definitions

Several additional definitions are necessary to cover small-scale beach prospecting and mining.  For consistency, the proposed definitions are taken from WDFW’s hydraulic code rules (WAC 220-110-020).
WAC 352-37-340 Small-scale beach prospecting and placer mining

This new section allows small-scale beach prospecting and placer mining in the SCA.  The proposed additions define where the activity can take place, list allowable equipment, and limit the amount of concentrate that can be removed on a daily basis.  The equipment listed in this section is the same as the equipment allowed in the pilot project.
Supporting Information:
Appendix 1:
Full Text of Proposed Changes to Chapter 352-37 WAC Ocean Beaches 

REQUESTED ACTION OF COMMISSION:

That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission

1. Declare this meeting to be a public hearing for amending WAC 352-37-020 and adopting proposed WAC 352-37-340. 
2. Consider the data, views, and arguments submitted by any person on the proposed rules as published in the Washington State Register and as further modified herein.

3. Formally amend WAC 352-37-020 and adopt proposed WAC 352-37-340.
4. Authorize the Director to file the regulations and to comply with all necessary procedural requirements.  
Authors/Contact(s):  
Lisa Lantz, Southwest Region Resource Steward 

        
   

lisa.lantz@parks.wa.gov   (360) 725-9777





Steve Brand, Southwest Region Director, Acting


steve.brand@parks.wa.gov  (360) 725-9775
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Item E-4: Curlew Lake State Park – Surplus & Direct Sale to Ferry County - Requested Action 

ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to unanimously find that a certain portion of parkland located within Curlew Lake State Park cannot advantageously be used for park purposes and authorize the direct sale of approximately 38 acres to Ferry County.  This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan element, “Our Commitment – Stewardship; Financial Strategy” and with our core values.

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  Ferry County (County) operates a municipal airport abutting Curlew Lake State Park.  Approximately 38 acres of the airport, including the runway, has been leased to the County from the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission (Commission) since 1975.  The lease expired in 2005.  The County is requesting that these lands be sold to them, which will allow the County to obtain federal and/or state grant monies to complete new construction and other improvements to the airport.  The airport serves the general flying community as well as providing air-based support facilities for regional fire protection.  Additionally, because of its close proximity to the United States/Canadian border, the Department of Homeland Security is providing funding to improve the security at the airport.  

COMPENSATION:  Staff has determined the value of the land, through an Opinion of Value from a real estate firm, to be $83,000 or approximately $2,200 per acre.  Proceeds from the property sale will be deposited into the Parkland Acquisition Account. By statute, funds placed into the Parkland Acquisition Account may only be used to purchase replacement parklands. In addition, the County will grant a perpetual easement to State Parks for public access to the park from any County owned property from the south. 

STATUTORY ATTHORITY:  RCW 39.33.010 Sale, exchange, transfer, lease of public property authorized — Section deemed alternative.   (1) The state or any municipality or any political subdivision thereof, may sell, transfer, exchange, lease or otherwise dispose of any property, real or personal, or property rights, including but not limited to the title to real property, to the state or municipality or political sub division thereof, or the federal government, etc. or a federally  recognized Indian tribe, on such terms and conditions as may be mutually agreed upon by the proper authorities of the state and/or the subdivisions concerned. In addition, the state, or any municipality or any political subdivision thereof, may sell, transfer, exchange, lease, or otherwise dispose of personal property, except 16 weapons, to a foreign entity.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

Appendix 1:
Curlew Lake State Park Aerial Photo
Appendix 2:
Requested Area for Sale to Ferry County

REQUESTED ACTION OF COMMISSION:

That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission:

Unanimously find that the land described in Appendix 2 attached hereto and located 
within Curlew Lake State Park cannot advantageously be used for park purposes and to 
authorize the direct sale of approximately 38 acres to Ferry County.

Author/Contact(s):
Ken Graham, Lands Program Coordinator




ken.graham@parks.wa.gov (360) 902-8680
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Item E-5: Managing Tree Risk in Developed Landscapes – Requested Action
ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to adopt policy guidance on the agency's approach to tree removal and site closures in response to forest pests, diseases, age, and other factors that elevate risk of tree failure in developed areas in parks. This complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan element, “Our Commitment – Stewardship” and with our core values.
SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  
Evolution in Agency Forest Practices 
Appropriate cutting of trees in state parks is perhaps the agency’s longest running debate.  State Parks’ early approach between inception of the state park system and into the late 1970’s was oriented toward active forest management, “clean up” and sale of downed timber, and even cutting to supply parks with building lumber and to support park operations.   Sparked by public outcry, the 1980’s ushered in an era of forest preservation.  The Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission (Commission) set about designating and protecting Natural Forest Areas and strictly limiting tree cutting and removal to that necessary to keep developed areas accessible and ensure public safety.   

Today, removal of any tree greater than ten inches in diameter is permitted only in certain circumstances and must be approved by the Parks Development Director.  Commission rules limit the sale of timber to circumstances where sales will “advance a commission approved development, are part of a resource conservation plan or interagency agreement approved by the director or designee, or are deemed by the director or designee to advance agency stewardship goals and are surplus to the parks needs” (WAC 352-28-020).
Evolution in Managing Tree Risk
Managing risk of tree failure and potential injury to park visitors, staff, and property has also evolved considerably. Earliest documented activity related directly to tree risk dates back to 1942 where minutes of the then State Parks Committee record that John Scully of the Land Office (staff to the State Parks Committee) “suggested the cutting of danger trees on the state parks to insure [sic] the safety of the visitors and for the wood for the caretakers.”   No action was taken.  In 1962, following criticism of tree cutting activities at Deception Pass State Park, the Commission established a standing committee consisting of the Director and a Commissioner from “the area involved for the purpose of giving approval before any dead, dying, or hazardous trees are removed from park areas.” This decision indicates an early recognition that tree cutting needed limits, but that removing some trees was still necessary to protect people and property. 

Since the mid 1970’s, the agency has operated an arbor crew responsible for assessing the condition of trees and removing those in poor health and posing an immediate risk to people and property.  In 2007, staff contracted an assessment of trees in 21 state parks to sample the health of trees in developed areas and actions necessary to address risk of tree failure.  The 2007 assessment known as the Flott Report indicated that current park resources allocated to arboriculture were “not sufficient to address tree issues in a reasonable, timely and safe environment if the maintenance requirements and tree conditions found in the sample inventory were extrapolated to the entire park tree population.”

In response to the Flott Report, in 2008, staff established a second arbor crew based in Wenatchee, allowing the original crew based in Olympia to concentrate on Western Washington. Park staffs also received additional training to assist in assessing tree risk in their parks and preparing tree removal plans.  While staff has made progress addressing tree risk, considerable work remains.  

Identifying Forest Pathogens

The tree condition assessment included in the Flott Report noted isolated pockets of fungus-related root and trunk decay in several parks, particularly in western Washington.  While of concern, it was not until the failure of a standing, live tree with no visible defects was reported at Lake Wenatchee State Park that staff fully realized the risk associated with root and trunk decay and the expertise necessary to reliably identify trees with this condition.  The ensuing effort to abate tree risk at Lake Wenatchee State Park involved closing several campground loops, relocating visitors to other campgrounds, contracting a DNR Forest Pathologist to assess tree condition, and ultimately cutting and removing over 1,000 trees.
In the wake of the Lake Wenatchee effort, staff continued to work with the DNR Pathologist to assess additional parks, beginning with those where agency arbor crews suspected the presence of pathogen-related root and trunk decay.  Through these initial assessments, staff confirmed several forest stands infected with fungus-related root and trunk decay. These include developed day-use areas, campgrounds, and administrative areas at Twin Harbors, Scenic Beach, Millersylvania, Deception Pass, Ike Kinswa, Battleground Lake, Beacon Rock, Belfair, Schafer, Moran, Kopachuck, and Lake Wenatchee (supplementary work remains) state parks.  Additional parks will also require assessment.   Agency arbor crews responded quickly to cut infected trees in areas posing the greatest risk to park visitors and staff.  In advanced cases of root and trunk decay, staff have closed areas to public until larger scale tree cutting operations can be set up to treat the affected stands.  

Cut or Retreat?

Staff made the decision to cut trees infected with root and trunk decay at Lake Wenatchee State Park after carefully weighing two difficult options to reduce risk to an acceptable level: removing a large number of trees, impacting the natural environment and recreational experience of park visitors, or permanently closing infected areas to the public.  Staff believed in this case the public interest was best served by maintaining a safe and functional recreational amenity available for public use.  Potential loss of revenue from camping fees and the financial realities of operating the state park system contributed to staff’s choice to remove infected trees and reopen the park to the public.  While staff believes the right choice was made for Lake Wenatchee, the same choice should not be applied universally. In response to rising risk in Rockport State Park due to the natural shedding of large limbs from old growth Douglas-firs, the Director chose instead to close the park’s only campground, leaving the stand to follow a natural aging process.

With identification of several parks potentially facing large-scale infection of fungus-related root and stem pathogens, other forest pests (e.g., bark beetles, mistletoe), and non-biological threats (fire fuel loads, susceptibility to wind damage), this item requests that the Commission adopt policy and procedural guidance to guide staff decisions in how best to manage tree-related risk and maintain service to the public in and around developed landscapes.  
Concerns Raised by Staff and Public Stakeholders 

As a public agency, it is essential to effectively manage risk to the public, agency staff, and property.  While the agency is deeply committed to stewardship of its natural resources, it cannot morally or ethically compromise on the safety of park visitors or staff. The agency must also safeguard its financial assets by taking appropriate steps to manage risk to personal property of park visitors and staff (e.g., vehicles and recreational equipment), as well as park-related risk to real estate assets and personal property on adjacent lands. Staff therefore believes protecting people and property from harm must remain the agency’s highest priority when making tree risk treatment decisions. 

From its experience addressing tree risk at Lake Wenatchee State Park, staff has learned that effectively managing the flow of information, making treatment decisions quickly, implementing treatments efficiently and expeditiously, and appropriately communicating with park visitors and stakeholders is a highly complex undertaking.  Given the number of parks identified with potentially large-scale infections of fungus-related root and stem decay (and other biological and non-biological threats), it is likely that staff will be required to respond to tree risk incidents similar to Lake Wenatchee in the near future.  It is also likely the agency may face two or more incidents at the same time.  Staff therefore believes it is prudent to develop a consistent procedure to guide decision making and response mechanisms to tree risk incidents, and assure appropriate communication with affected visitors and staff.  

Staff further believes that establishing a standing committee to plan the sequence for assessing parks with identified or suspected pathogens and to prioritize their treatment is necessary to optimize the agency’s response.   This statewide committee should include representatives from the agency’s Stewardship Program, Planning Program, Risk Management, Region Operations, and affected parks.

As part of public outreach to inform the public and solicit input on tree risk reduction and other forest health activities over the past several years, park stakeholders have expressed several additional concerns.  In general, park stakeholders:

· Prefer to keep their state parks open for public use.

· Prefer to limit tree cutting to that absolutely necessary.
· Remain concerned that the agency will cut trees as a means of offsetting budget cuts.
· Want to be informed when large-scale tree cutting is being considered and have a say in treatment decisions.
Positively addressing these issues in agency policy and procedural guidance will help assure the public of the agency’s intent and approach to managing tree risk and help develop support for park level treatment decisions.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

To guide management of tree risk in developed park landscapes and in response to stakeholder concerns identified above, staff recommends that the Commission direct staff to amend Commission Policy 73-04-1 Protecting Washington State Parks Natural Resources as shown in Appendix 1. Staff further recommends that the Commission direct staff to adopt a tree risk incident response procedure to guide decision-making and treatments in instances where reducing tree risk to acceptable levels could significantly disrupt public use of parks. Recommended procedures are outlined in Appendix 2.  Although identified staff positions may change, the general procedure should remain generally consistent with that described.

Table 1 summarizes general concerns expressed by staff and public stakeholders and recommended policy provisions and procedural guidance.  

Table 1

	Concern
	Recommended Policy or Procedural Guidance

	Must acknowledge that protecting people and property from harm is the agency’s highest priority
	Commission policy affirming that protecting people and property from harm is the agency’s highest priority.

	Need to assure timely, informed, and well reasoned treatment decisions, effectively communicate with park visitors and other stakeholders, and efficiently execute treatments.
	Commission direction to staff to develop a tree risk incident response procedure and establish standing tree risk committee to guide system-wide response.

	Prefer the agency limit tree cutting to that absolutely necessary and to not compromise on its commitment to resource stewardship.
	Commission policy dedicating proceeds from timber sales first to restoring trees and understory vegetation and repairing treatment-related damage to facilities in affected parks, and thereafter to natural resource stewardship activities and related interpretation and public education activities.

	Public wants notification and a say in treatments when large-scale tree cutting is under consideration.
	Commission policy requiring staff to hold public meetings and consider public input in decision making.

	Concern that the agency will cut trees as a means of offsetting budget cuts.
	Commission policy dedicating proceeds to restoration and stewardship (above) and Commission policy requiring staff to provide periodic reports on tree risk treatments and expenditure or use of any cash or in-kind proceeds.


SUPPORTING INFORMATION:
Appendix 1:
Recommended Amendments to Commission Policy 73-04-1 Protecting Washington State Parks Natural Resources
Appendix 2:
Recommended Procedure for Addressing Large-Scale Tree Risk Incidents
REQUESTED ACTION Of COMMISSION:
That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission:

1. Adopt a new section to Commission Policy 73-04-1 Protecting Washington State Parks Natural Resources as shown in Appendix 1;

2. Direct the Director or designee to develop and adopt a procedure generally consistent with that outlined in Appendix 2, to address tree risk in parks where reducing risk to acceptable levels will significantly disrupt public use for an extended period of time. 
3. Direct the Director or designee to establish a tree risk committee to prioritize and otherwise guide system-wide assessment and treatment of parks with identified or suspected pathogens, pests, or other non-biological impacts to tree and forest health in developed landscapes. 
4. Direct the Director or designee to undertake a thorough review of the first several tree risk reduction treatments completed under the proposed policy and report findings to the Commission, and thereafter provide the Commission periodic reports on tree risk reduction efforts and expenditure or use of timber sale proceeds.


Author/Contact(s): 
Peter Herzog, Stewardship Program Manager



Peter.Herzog@parks.wa.gov, (360) 902-8652
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Item E-6: Forest Health - Related Timber Sales –Requested Action

ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to approve the sale of excess timber resulting from forest health treatments in several parks.   Any proceeds in excess of the cost of the sale will go to natural resource stewardship purposes. This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan element, “Our Commitment-Stewardship” and with our core values.

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:   Through RCW 79A.05.035 Additional powers and duties, the Legislature directs that the Commission shall “manage timber and land under its jurisdiction to maintain and enhance aesthetic and recreational values” and to “apply modern conservation practices to maintain and enhance aesthetic, recreational, and ecological resources.” At present, some park forests are in poor ecological condition as a result of wildfire suppression, historic cutting practices, fragmentation, insect and disease infestations, invasion by exotic species, and direct impacts of park development and recreational activities.  Changes in climate could also become a factor further stressing increasingly fragile forest systems.  These factors alone or in combination compromise forest health and increase the risk of catastrophic loss of entire forest stands to wildfire, disease, and pests.  Poor forest health also increases the likelihood of failure of individual trees and branches thereby increasing risk to the safety of park visitors, staff, and property. 

This item asks that the Commission delegate authority to the Director to approve the sale of timber in six parks consistent with agency procedures and following required environmental review.  These sales are intended to:

· Remove standing and previously felled trees infected with root rot from developed areas of Kopachuck, Moran, Scenic Beach, and Schafer State Parks to reduce risk of tree failure-related injury to park staff, visitors and property.

· Remove standing and recently fallen trees from undeveloped areas of Nisqually and Seaquest State Parks to reduce risk associated with tree stagnation, insect infestations and wildfire fuel accumulations.

As per Commission directed past practice staff will reinvest all net cash proceeds from forest health timber sales into natural resource stewardship activities and interpretive efforts.

As per WAC 352-28-010/020 and the Commission’s Natural Resources Policy, prior to any tree cutting in these parks, staff will satisfy all environmental regulations and conduct public meetings to solicit input on the planned forest health treatments and timber sale designs.  Staff will also contact interested Native American tribes to address any concerns regarding proposed tree failure risk reduction and forest health activities.  Input from the public and interested Native American tribes will be provided to the Director as part of formal requests for approval of each timber sale. 

On June 22, 2011 staff held a public meeting to solicit input on tree failure risk reduction forest health treatments under development for Kopachuck State Park.  Participants were understandably saddened to hear the forests at Kopachuck State Park require such extensive cutting to manage risk to park visitors, but were overwhelmingly in support of the treatment plans as proposed.  Public comment from this meeting is included in Appendix 1.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  

Forest Health and Tree Failure Risk Reduction
At Kopachuck, Moran, Scenic Beach, and Schafer State Parks, native root rot fungi have reached advanced stages of development in campgrounds and day-use areas (Appendix 2).  Trees have failed in these areas and pose risk of injury to visitors and staff and loss to property.  The State Forest Pathologist, affiliated with the Department of Natural Resources (DNR), has assisted staff in identifying infected trees.  Staff estimates that there are several hundred infected trees per park with volumes reaching in excess of 100,000 board feet per park within the proposed treatment areas.  Staff anticipates planting root rot resistant tree species in openings created by the removal of trees.  

Most trees marked for removal are located within and adjacent to developed day-use and camping areas.  Allowing these trees to remain on the ground is incompatible with current recreational use, unnecessary for ecological purposes, and increases the risk of bark beetle and other pest infestations. Staff therefore believes that these trees exceed park needs and recommends that the Commission approve their sale in accordance with adopted agency procedure.   

Forest Health
In portions of Nisqually and Seaquest State Parks, forest succession has evolved to conditions exhibiting high levels of inter-tree competition and associated heightened risks of insect and pathogen infestations and wildfire (Appendix 3).  Trees within these areas are highly stressed for water, sunlight, nutrients, and numerous dead and dying stems occur throughout these forests.  Thinning select stands in these areas will enhance tree health and vigor, forest diversity, and wildlife habitat, while reducing the risk of insect-disease infestations and wildfire.

Allowing cut trees to remain on the ground is incompatible with current recreational use, unnecessary for ecological purposes, and will increase the risk of bark beetle infestations and wildfire. Staff therefore believes that these trees exceed park needs and recommends that the Commission approve their sale in accordance with adopted agency procedure.   

Use of Proceeds of Timber Sales

Staff recommends that the Commission affirm staff’s intent to limit use of proceeds of timber sales to natural resource stewardship and related interpretive activities only.   
SUPPORTING INFORMATION:  

Appendix 1:
Public Comment from June 22, 2011 Public Meeting for Kopachuck State Park.

Appendix 2:
Overview of Tree Risk Treatments for Kopachuck, Moran, Scenic Beach, and Schafer State Parks. 

Appendix 3:
Overview of Forest Health Treatments for Nisqually and Seaquest State Parks. 

REQUESTED ACTION OF COMMISSION:
That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission

1. Delegate to the Director authority to approve the sale of timber at Kopachuck, Moran, Nisqually, Scenic Beach, Schafer, and Seaquest State Parks, as recommended by staff.
2. Affirm that cash proceeds from the sale of timber will be reinvested into natural resource stewardship and related interpretive activities as recommended by staff.  


Author/Contact(s): 
Peter Herzog, Stewardship Program Manager



peter.herzog@parks.wa.gov
        (360) 902-8652
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Item E-7: Fee Program Annual Review in Support of the 2011-13 Budget – Requested Action

ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: This item proposes changes to agency fees and rates, and to the authorizing environment in which they are produced. Concepts behind changes to fees and rates include (1) seizing emergent opportunities, (2) harmonizing with the new Discover Pass, (3) updating for Fair Market Value, and (4) pricing for exclusivity of use. Changes to the authorizing environment are driven by the agency’s new reliance on user fees. This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan elements, “Our Commitment - Financial Strategy and Partnerships,” and with our core values.

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The national and state economic crises have led the legislature and governor to make the agency’s operating budget almost wholly reliant on user fees. The Commission recognized this departure from business-as-usual in Requested Action E-2 at its Special Meeting of June 21, 2011:
“Legislative intent:  The Commission recognizes that the Legislature has made a fundamental change on how the state parks will be funded, and that it must adopt a “user-pay” model.  Staff will need to communicate the importance of reaching funding targets in order to retain services and keep the gates open at all state parks.”
This change of strategy from tax support to competitive-based rates for visitor services prompts a thorough review of fees, rates and policies. The new funding model will require identifying potential rates for facilities and services that have traditionally been bundled with other fees, or provided at no charge. The change from primarily a tax funded system to a user fee system forces the Commission to make choices based on what the public is willing to pay for and will eventually necessitate changes to long-standing practices embedded in statute.

Building upon on its March 2011 report on fees, staff proposes reforms to turn the fee program into a dynamic, integrated system of competitive rates for facilities and services.

Updating the Authorizing Environment

The Commission’s statutory authority to charge fees resides at Chapter 79A.05.070 RCW, which provides: “The commission may: (6) Charge such fees for services, utilities, and use of facilities as the commission shall deem proper.” The facilities and services that are subject to charge are published as fees in rule, primarily at 352-32-250 WAC. Rate-setting for fees is governed by the Commission Fee Policy (#65-99-1).
As the Commission’s approach to revenue generation is restructured by the ‘fundamental change’ of user-fees, staff has identified ways in which the current authorizing environment can be clarified to increase success under the new legislative mandate.

· Commission Fee Policies
Staff proposes consolidation and updating of fee-related policies from 1991 and 1999. The 1999 Fee Policy exists to provide consistent guidance throughout the organization in the funding of agency operations. Staff proposes revisions to the policy to reflect the increased focus on user fees, and to clarify ambiguous language for fees and rates
 that creates unintentional confusion. Staff will work to adopt ‘best practices’ from the hospitality industry that have proven successful under the ‘user fee’ business model. The proposed revisions appear in Appendix A.

· Washington Administrative Code

Thirty-six (36) categories of lands, facilities, programs, services, and materials are authorized by the Commission for charge in 352-32-250 WAC. Some of these have been rescinded or modified over time, and are due for housekeeping action. Staff has also proposed edits to streamline or update WAC for the new reliance on user-fees. These potential revisions appear in Appendix B to illustrate how they would integrate into policy. However, formal action to revise WAC is subject to the procedures of the Office of Code Reviser, and requires Commission direction to staff to commence for adoption this fall.

Updating Fees and Rates
Rates (or prices) are the dollar-value charges for fees that have been adopted by the Commission. The Fee Policy provides: “Once a fee has been established by the Commission, the Director is authorized to set the amount of such fees…” Rates are typically set to optimize the values of agency mission, budget and operational considerations. Pricing also considers direct and indirect costs of providing the service, Fair Market Value, visitor use trends, inflation, seasonality and other demands, exclusivity, collection and processing costs, whether taxes are included or added, best practices of industry and other factors considered relevant by the Director.

A schedule of revisions for select fees and rates is proposed in Appendix C, based on (1) seizing emergent opportunities, (2) harmonizing with the new Discover Pass, (3) updating for Fair Market Value, and (4) pricing for exclusivity of use. 
REQUESTED ACTION OF COMMISSION:






That the Washington State Parks & Recreation Commission:

1.
Review and approve the proposed revisions to the Fee Review Policy (#10-97-1) and the 
Fee Policy (#65-99-1), as they appear in Appendix A.
2.
Direct staff to proceed with the process to modify WAC 352-32-250 (Appendix B) and 
return to the Commission in the fall of 2011 with a Requested Action Item for   
Commission approval.

3.  Review and approve the proposed revisions to fees and rates as they appear in Appendix C.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

Appendix A – Proposed Revisions to Commission Policies

Appendix B – 
Potential Future Revisions to Washington Administrative Code (information only)

Appendix C – 
Proposed Revisions to Fees and Rates

Author/Contact(s):
Mike Sternback, Assistant Director, Operations



Mike.Sternback@parks.wa.gov    360-902-8660




Tom Oliva, Operations Management Analyst



Tom.Oliva@parks.wa.gov    360-902-8667
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Item E-8: WAC 352-32-251 and 252 Revisions – Changing Residency Requirements for Pass Programs

ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to revise Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 352-32-251 Limited income senior citizen, disability and disabled veteran passes, and 352-32-252 Off-season senior citizen pass, reducing the residency requirement from 12 months to 3 months.  This item complies with the Centennial 2013 Plan elements, “Our Commitment–Financial Strategy, Public Service, and Stewardship,” and with our core values. 

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  
As part of an ongoing biennial WAC review which considers suggestions from park visitors, user groups, and field staff, staff asks the Commission to adopt the following proposed WAC changes.  Following are brief explanations of each proposed change.  To see the complete WAC language for each change, see appendix 1. 

WAC 352-32-251 Limited income senior citizen, disability, and disable veteran passes.

Staff recommends that the eligibility requirements for establishing residency in Washington be changed from 12 months to 3 months in subsections (1) and (3); and that proof of residency can include a Washington state driver’s license, voter registration card, senior citizen property tax exemption, or other proof of continued residency as determined by the Director or designee (examples include housing rental agreements and utility payment receipts).  These changes will make the residency eligibility requirements the same as those required for licenses issued by the Department of Fish and Wildlife.

WAC 352-32-252 Off-season senior citizen pass – Fee.

Consistent with proposed changes for WAC 352-32-251, staff recommends that the eligibility requirements for establishing residency in Washington be changed from 12 months to 3 months in subsection (1).

REQUESTED ACTION OF COMMISSION:

That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission

1. Declare this meeting to be a public hearing to adopt proposed changes to Washington Administrative Code 352-32-251 and 352-32-252 as shown on Appendix 1. 

2. Consider the data, views, and arguments submitted by any person on the proposed rules as published in the Washington State Register and as further modified herein.

3. Formally adopt proposed changes to Washington Administrative Code 352-32-251 and 352-32-252 as shown on Appendix 1.
4.  Authorize the Director to file the regulations and to comply with all necessary procedural requirements.  
Supporting Information:
Appendix 1:
WAC 352-32-251 Limited income senior citizen, disability, and disable veteran passes.


WAC 352-32-252 Off-season senior citizen pass – Fee
Author/Contact(s):  Pamela McConkey, Manager Winter Recreation Program

       
 Pamela.McConkey@parks.wa.gov    Telephone 360-902-8595
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Item E-9: Agency-Request Legislation for the 2012 Session – 
                    Requested Action
ACTION TAKEN: Approved as requested. Three Commission members, Pat Lantz, Joe Taller and Fred Olson were asked to serve as an advisory Legislative Committee.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to designate three Commission members to work with the Director and staff as a legislative committee on critical and fast breaking issues prior to and during the 2012 session, and authorizes the Director to submit agency-request legislation if deemed necessary and desirable upon consultation with the legislative committee. This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan elements “Public Service and Financial Strategy” and with our core values.

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION: At the May 2011 Commission meeting, staff described a recommended strategy and process for agency request legislation for the 2012 legislative session. The recommended strategy assumed passage of the Discover Pass legislation with a corresponding profound shift away from general fund support.  Those assumptions proved accurate. 

A clear understanding of the revenue totals coming in from the Discover Pass, camping and other user fees, as well as existing donation programs, will take several months to determine. Awareness of, and subsequent work on, the “bugs” in the new Discover Pass program will likewise take several months. During the 2012 session, the agency should expect a number of attempts to modify the new pass program, with some of those efforts potentially threatening its underlying financial capability.

In response to the new fiscal realities, the agency is also embarking on an intensive effort to look at alternative means of revenue generation and operational efficiencies.  A few of the many initiatives emerging from that effort may require legislative action.  

Given those uncertainties and expectations, staff is not recommending to the Commission at the time of this writing any specific policy legislation to the Governor’s Policy Office by its September deadline. Rather, the agency should work with critical stakeholders in the coming months to determine whether potential legislation is necessary and desirable. Staff proposes the following bases for determining whether to advance agency-request legislation or to take agency positions on legislation proposed by others:  

1. Promotion of budgetary adequacy and stability based on emerging realities of the Discover Pass and other existing revenue sources.
2. Promotion of equitable financial contributions between park users and the services received.

3. Increase in Commission flexibility and effectiveness in generating revenue or creating operational efficiencies.

4. Requirements to clear up inconsistencies in authority and procedure with our sister natural resource agencies and our internal systems.

As the stakeholder work occurs in the coming months, if staff believes any particular legislative issue is ripe for consideration in the 2012 session, the Director will consult with the Commission’s legislative committee prior to proposing specific legislation or establishing agency positions on proposed legislation.

Appendix 1 describes a series of issue areas in which agency-request legislation could emerge, or is likely to be a topic of legislative interest in the 2012 session. 

Commission Communication:  Historically, the Commission has designated two or three Commissioners as a legislative committee.  The Director, and his Intergovernmental Affairs and Administration, Finance and Technology Directors, engaged with the committee on fast-breaking legislative issues during session.  Staff proposes to maintain this system for the upcoming session, and provide summary information to all Commissioners on a weekly basis.

LEGAL AUTHORITY: RCW 79A.05.030(1)
SUPPORTING INFORMATION:
Appendix 1: Potential Significant Legislative Issues for the 2012 session of the Washington State Legislature.
REQUESTED ACTION Of COMMISSION:
That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission:

1. Designate three Commissioners to form a legislative committee for on-going communication with staff in preparation for and response during the 2012 legislative session.

2. Authorize the Director and delegated staff to work with the legislative committee in developing specific legislative requests and positions on fast-breaking legislative issues.

3. Authorize the Director or designee to submit to the Office of Financial Management 2012 legislation if deemed necessary and desirable, after consultation with the legislative committee.  


Author/Contact(s): 
Daniel Farber, Director, Intergovernmental Affairs




daniel.farber@parks.wa.gov (360) 902-8504
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Item E-10:
Authorization for the Washington State Parks Director or Designee to Submit 2012 Supplemental Operating and Capital Budgets if Necessary or Allowed- Requested Action

ACTION TAKEN: No action taken, a special Commission meeting will be called prior to deadline to discuss options and action(s).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: This item asks the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to authorize the Director or his designee to submit to the Office of Financial Management a 2012 Supplemental Operating and/or Capital Budget; provided, that the Director concludes that such a request is necessary for the operations of Washington State Parks, or is otherwise directed by the Office of Financial Management.  This complies with the Centennial 2013 Plan element, “Our Commitment –Financial Strategy”, and with our core values.

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  Supplemental Budget requests are usually due to the Office of Financial Management (OFM) the first week of September.  The Director of OFM sends out instructions to agencies prior to those Supplemental Budget submissions.  State Parks has not received instructions as of this date.  

Accurate revenue forecasting is difficult in this currently volatile budget environment.  To date, the State’s actual General Fund revenues are below the June 2011 financial forecast.  There will be another forecast in September 2011.  Last biennium, state agency budgets were cut in the Supplemental Budget and agencies were instructed to request additional funding for emergencies only.  Downward revenue forecasts imply, but do not assure, similar directions. 

Staff is exploring the potential for the following Supplemental Budget requests, depending on changing revenue forecasts and OFM directions:

· Transfer  the three percent salary reductions from the General Fund to Parks Renewal and 
Stewardship  Account 

· Restore a General Fund reduction inadvertently added by the legislature of approximately 
$1.4 million.

· Accept any reductions required of all agencies.

· Add emergency requests related to health, safety or risk for both operating and capital funds.

· Adjust spending authority based on revenue changes and potential grants.

REQUESTED ACTION OF COMMISSION: 

That the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission:


Authorize the Director or his designee to submit a Supplemental Budget request to the Office 
of Financial Management (OFM) consistent with OFM instructions, commission policy, and as 
the Director concludes is necessary for the operations of Washington State Parks. 


Author/Contact(s):
Ilene Frisch, Administration, Finance and Technology Director




Ilene.Frisch@parks.wa.gov, (360) 902-8521
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Item E-11: 2009-2011 Capital Program Updates - Report
ACTION TAKEN: Report only, no action requested. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This report updates the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission on Capital Development Program results and progress for the 2009-2011 biennium.  Included within this report is the status of the Eastern Region Parks Development Team projects.  This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan element "Our Commitment – Facilities and Your Legacy” and with our core values.

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  Since reorganization of the State Parks Capital Program in 2002, program management has continued to explore ways of improving performance, customer satisfaction, and product delivery. In 2006, OFM conducted a performance audit of the Capital Program. The resulting Berk Report made 30 recommendations for improvement, including the creation of an Agency Improvement Plan. The Agency Improvement Plan was adopted by the Commission in September 2007 and includes a recurring status report on the Capital Development Program at each Commission meeting.  A set of Capital Development Program measures for the 2009-2011 biennium has been established and is reported in Appendix 1.

The Legislature and Governor approved 2009-2011 biennium Capital Budget is $72,094,000. This is comprised of new appropriations, with a focus on the facility preservation element of the Centennial 2013 Plan, re-appropriations from earlier biennia, grants, donations, and pass through funds. Appendix 2 shows $57,592,000 in spending and contractual obligations for the 2009-2011 biennium as of June 30th, 2011.
Funded 2009-2011 capital projects have been assigned to each of the three regional Parks Development teams for design and development. This month the Eastern Region Parks Development Team is featured and project status is included in Appendix 3.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

Appendix 1:
Capital Program Agency Leadership Measures

Appendix 2:    2009-2011 Capital Program Expenditure Summary
Appendix 3:
2009-2011 Eastern Region Parks Development Team Project Status


Author(s):
Larry Fairleigh, Parks Development Director



Larry.fairleigh@parks.wa.gov
360-902-8642
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Item E-12:  2010-2011 Kukutali Preserve-Annual Report
ACTION TAKEN: Report only, no action requested. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item reports to the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission on the status of the Kukutali Preserve, a unit of Deception Pass State Park.  This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan element, “Our Commitment –Stewardship” and with our core values.

SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  The property known for many years as Kiket Island was acquired by the Swinomish Indian Tribal Community (SITC) and the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission (Commission) in June 2010.  Funding for this 93 acre $14 million dollar acquisition came from several state and federal grant sources and with assistance from the Trust for Public Land.  The Kukutali Preserve, which is a unit of Deception Pass State Park, consists of Flagstaff Island, Kiket Island and nine acres of uplands on Fidalgo Island and is entirely within the boundary of the Swinomish Indian Reservation.  (Appendix 2 includes an aerial photo of the property)  The tidelands surrounding the Kukutali Preserve are owned by the United States on behalf of the SITC.  The United States and the SITC have granted conditioned public use of the tidelands for non-consumptive recreational purposes.  In what is believed to be the only such arrangement in the country the Kukutali Preserve is co-owned and co-managed by the SITC and the Commission.  A Question and Answer sheet on the Kukutali Preserve is included as Appendix 3.

Following completion of property acquisition and the negotiation of both a co-ownership agreement and a co-management agreement the Kukutali Preserve Management Board (Board) was established consisting of three members from the SITC and three members from Commission staff.   The Board meets about quarterly with e-mail correspondence in between.  The Board has developed bylaws, an Interim Management Plan, recruited and appointed a volunteer caretaker and conducted a community informational meeting. In the past year basic maintenance and land management has been done at the Kukutali Preserve including mowing, installation of signage, filling an old swimming pool and repairs to the house occupied by the caretaker.  The defining characteristic of co-management is that neither party to the agreement is “in control”, instead all decisions are made by consensus.  The Board has had no difficulty working under this model thus far and believes that the relationship between the SITC and the Commission will only grow stronger.

The Kukutali Preserve property had never been open to general public access.  The property has no facilities to host public use and it has both natural and cultural resources that need to be protected.  The interim management plan restricts public access to pre-scheduled tours only.  The 
SITC has done research work and conducted two limited clam digs on the tidelands.  With funding restrictions it is probable that progress on a general master and management plan for the Kukutali Preserve will not happen in the near future.  This planning work is needed prior to seeking funding for limited development and increased public access.  
SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Appendix 1:  Location and Vicinity Map  
Appendix 2:  Aerial photo of the Kukutali Preserve
Appendix 3:  Kukutali Preserve Question and Answer sheet
Author(s)/Contact: 
Larry Fairleigh, Parks Development Director

Larry.fairleigh@parks.wa.gov, 360-902-8642
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Item: E-13:
Copalis Airport Status Report
ACTION TAKEN: Report only, no action requested. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  This item reports to the Commission about the status of the Copalis Airport in the North Beach Area.  In December 2009, the Commission directed staff to return with a status report within eighteen months. This item complies with our Centennial 2013 Plan element, “Our Commitment - Stewardship” and with our core values.
SIGNIFICANT BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  In 1951, Grays Harbor County passed a resolution to designate a landing area for light aircraft “between the Copalis River and north approximately one mile to the rocks”.   No further definition of the “rocks” was provided.  However, based on an analysis of the 1950 shoreline, it seems that the “rocks” identified by Grays Harbor could be an assemblage of rocks in the beach. These rocks are formidable and would have been a natural barrier to aircraft landing in 1950.  

When the Commission became the Seashore Conservation Area managing agency, the landing area was included in the North Beach Recreational Management Plan submitted by Grays Harbor County and approved by the Commission as authorized by RCW 79A.05.600 through 79A.05.695.  The landing area is under the jurisdiction of the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) Aviation Division, and is classified as a state airport. This beach airport is unique in Washington, and possibly on the entire U.S. West Coast.  It is very popular with pilots.
Since establishment of the airport in 1951, the river has moved over 3,000 feet north.  The airport apparently has moved north as well.  In 2008, WSDOT established boundary markers north of the beach rocks (see Appendix 1).  WSDOT assumes that the Copalis Ocean Rocks is the northern boundary of the airport and disagrees that the airport has moved.  
The question of the location of the northern boundary of the airport could have environmental impacts.  Bald eagle nests, marble murrelet, and peregrine falcon exist in the area.  The Copalis National Wildlife Refuge and the Olympic Coast National Marine Sanctuary also overlap or border the airport.  Archaeological sites exist north of the beach rocks. 

In 2009 when the North Beach CAMP was adopted by the Commission, staff reported that WSDOT Aviation Division intended to develop airport master plan for the Copalis State Airport. The Commission asked staff to report progress on the airport master plan in 18 months.

Staff recently contacted John Shambaugh, Acting Director, WSDOT Aviation.  Mr. Shambaugh reports that the Aviation Division (like other state agencies) has limited funding resources for developing airport master plans. As indicated in a previous letter to the Commission, the Copalis Airport master plan is currently not funded, but has been identified as one of the airports that will undergo more detailed planning in the next ten years.  The priority for plan development is about midway down the list at eight or nine out of the 17 State Managed Airports. WSDOT just completed an airport plan for the Methow State Airport this summer and will start two more plans in the 2011-2013 biennium.  

SUPPORTING INFORMATION: 
Appendix 1:
Northern Boundary of the Copalis Airport in relation to the 1950 shoreline

Appendix 2:  
Southerly beach rock with Copalis Ocean Rock in distance

Author/Contact(s):      
Steve Brand, Southwest Region Director, Acting           


Steve.Brand@parks.wa.gov 
(360) 725-9775

Lisa Lantz, Southwest Region Resource Steward


Lisa.Lantz@parks.wa.gov

(360) 725-9777
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� As used herein, “fee” refers to a category of lands, facilities, programs, services, and materials that the Commission has authorized by rule as eligible for charge, while “rate” (or “price”) refers to the amount of money charged for the fee.








