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GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL 

Tuesday, December 13, 2016 
Puget Sound Regional Council Boardroom 

Seattle, WA 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 

Approved unanimously by the GMPC on March 29, 2017 

      Members present:   
 
King County Executive Dow Constantine, Chair 
Councilmember Jeanne Kohl-Welles, King County 
Councilmember Kathy Lambert, King County 
Councilmember Joe McDermott, King County 
Councilmember Dave Upthegrove, King County 
 
Councilmember Rob Johnson, Seattle 
Councilmember Mike O’Brien, Seattle 
 
Councilmember Jennifer Robertson, Bellevue 
 
Representing Sound Cities Association (SCA): 

Deputy Mayor Debbie Bertlin, Mercer Island 
Councilmember Tola Marts, Issaquah 
Councilmember Tom Odell, Sammamish 
Councilmember Ed Prince, Renton 
Councilmember John Stilin, Redmond 
Mayor Jeff Wagner, Covington 
 

Ron Speer, Representing Water and Sewer Districts, Soos Creek Water and Sewer District 
 

 
Executive Constantine convened the meeting at 4:07 pm.  GMPC members introduced themselves. 

Staff affirmed that a quorum was present. 

Agenda Item II – approval of the minutes from September 28, 2016.  The minutes were approved 
unanimously.  

Agenda Item III  – Public Comment 

1. Mark Hoffman, Planning Director, City of Snoqualmie 
Mr. Hoffman deferred to Gina Estep. 

2. Gina Estep, Community and Economic Development Director, City of North Bend 
Ms. Estep stated that she was speaking on behalf of following cities:  North Bend, Snoqualmie, 
and Carnation.  She outlined a third option for consideration by the GMPC: 
Step 1:  PSRC provides full certification of the Small Cities Comprehensive Plans in February, 
2017; 
Step 2: OFM population numbers are issued 
Step 3:  Cities work with partners to update the growth targets and provide clear 
implementation strategy 
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Step 4:  Based on the updated targets, cities update comprehensive plans. 
 
Agenda Item IV  – Discussion Item:  PSRC Conditional Certification of Four Small Cities’ Comprehensive 
Plans 

Executive Constantine opened the discussion with background information stating that the PSRC had 
asked the GMPC to weigh in on conditional certifications related to growth targets and to explore 
options for moving forward.  In September, the GMPC took the first step in that direction by hosting a 
workshop to learn about the process developing and adopting growth targets.  Today, the GMPC is 
poised to take a second step, if possible, by making recommendations to the PSRC about how to address 
the conditional certifications.  He provided an overview of the two options: 

Option 1:  the best path forward by asking the PSRC to create a path for cities to achieve full 
certification without amending their comprehensive plans. 
Option 2:  starts a new process to amend growth targets even though the region is just a couple 
of years away from the next major update of VISION 2040. 

The Executive continued that all across King County, we have been successful in implementing the 
regional plan because we’ve been holding to our commitments.  This conversation has been about a 
shared understanding about of those commitments.  The focus must be on making sure the next target 
setting process is crystal clear and everyone understands what each jurisdiction must do to stay aligned 
with the overall vision.  The choice to make today is to move forward with a divided vote or whether we 
continue to seek consensus. 
 
The GMPC members asked Bob Sterbank, attorney for the City of Snoqualmie, to clarify the differences 
between Option 2, above, and Option 3 as presented by Ms. Estep.   
 
The GMPC engaged in a broad-reaching discussion on the pros and cons of the different options.  
Several members felt that the GMPC should not be drawn into a “fight” between the PSRC and the four 
cities – stating that this is not the fight of the GMPC and emphasizing that GMPC should continue to be a 
body of consensus.  Members also expressed caution on going through the target process twice before 
the next comprehensive plan updates.  There was considerable discussion about whether targets were 
floors or ceilings with some jurisdictions stating that they always based planning for targets as floors and 
not ceilings.  Some members stated that a target is a number to be close to – a little above or below. 
Most agreed that the next update of the targets needs to be clear whether floor, ceiling, or a range.  
There was concern that grant money withheld from the City of Covington due to Conditional 
Certification status.  But, in response, it was stated that Conditional Certification status does not affect 
ability to apply for and to receive grant money or Federal funding transportation funds.  There was 
agreement to revisit this issue in February in order to have a more open and informed conversation.   
 
The Executive closed discussion stating that the GMPC can’t adequately evaluate Option 3 since it was 
just received today.  He suggested that the GMPC come back and talk about this further in the new year.   
 

Executive Constantine adjourned the meeting at 4:59 pm. 


