January 8, 1966

I, Meeting called to order
[1. Minutes of previous meeting - corrections
i1l, Additions to agenda
¥, OLD BUSINESS
a) Rule of committee procedure regarding projects and allocation of funds
b) Statewide Plan - pending status - review
¢) Report on staffing
d} Policy questions and recommendations
e) Report on status of state agency project applications
Peace Arch - Parks Commission
Game Dept - Colockum Game Range Addition
Nisqually Delta Waterfowl Range
Water Access = various rivers
Hole=in-the-ground ~ future funding carry-over
f) Local agency project applications
g) Local agency project application fee - further study - discuss with
_ Governor
V. a) Report on Friday Briefings
1) Corps of Engrs, Cost sharing for recreational navigation
projects,
2) HUD Robert Boldt, Washington, D.C, report
b) Reports of Members

V1. NEW BUS INESS

a) Rule regarding marking of all projects receiving funds by committee vote.
DELETED from agenda,

b} Schedule for forthcoming meetings
¢) Proposed low-budget communications and public relations program
d) Arrangements for February meeting

VI, ADJOURNMENT



INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE FOR OUTDOCR RECREATION
Davenport Hotel, - Spokane, washington

Saturday, Janvary 8, 1966 ~ 9:10 a.m.

Marvin Durning, Chairman

MINUTES

MEMBERS PRESENT :
Chairman 5urning, John A. Biggs, Director, Department of Game; YWarren A.
_Blshop, Keith M. Campbell, Bert L. Cole, Commlssioner of Public Lands:
Charles H. ODdegaard, Director, State Parks and TRecreation Commission;
Charles G. Prahl, Director, Department of nghways, Thomgs 0. Vimmer;
Daniel B. ward, Director, Department of Commerce and Economic Development;
Binar H. andrlckson,.Admlnistraﬁor.

MEMBERS ABSENT
Thor G. Tollefson, Director, Department of Fisheries

STAFF OF MEMBER AGENCIES PRESENT
Department of .Commerce .and keonomic Development
‘Judson VWonderly, Assistant Director :
Pl Benson, Chief; ‘State Planning Seetlon
Department of Flsherles E
© Don Erickson, Biologlst
Department of Game
Stan Scott, Acting Outdoor Recreatlon Coordinator
Norman P. Knott, Chieéf, Land Management Division
Department of nghways
Willa Mylroie, Research Engineer
Department of Natural Resources
" A. R. 0'Donnell, Technical Assistant
Parks and Recreation Commission
John A. Clark, Supervisor of Planning and Development
Jamss Vebster; Recreation’ Gonsuitant
Interagency Committee staff”
Amy Bell, Secretary '

REPRESENTATIVES OF OTHER AGENCIES
Attorney General :
Lloyd Peterson, A531stant Attorney Goneral
Federal Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
Fred Overly,’ Réegional Director
Maurice Lundy, Assistant Regional Director :
Dale" Hasklns, Superv1sory Recreation Resources Planner
Corps of Enginests
© AL Gullidge ;
Housing and Urban Development : ;
Robert Boldt, Open Space Land Division Specialist
Earl Slnger, Urban Design Specialist
State Superintendent of Publie Instruction
Dick H. Bower, Supervisor of History, Geogtraphy and Civies
'Harold Smith, Supervisor of Secondary Education
Parks and Recreation Commission; Ted McTighe, Chairman
MEMBERS ;- LEGISTATIVE COUNCIL ‘SUBCOMMITTEE 0N‘P§E§§ QUIDOCR RECREATION AND TOURISM
The Honorable Avery Garrett, “Chaimman -~ The Honorable LDon Talley
The Honorable Mrs. Kathryn Epton 13 The Honorable Ted Peterson




INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE MINUTES, Januery 8, 1046
FOR OUTDOOR, RECREATION Page 2

I. The meeting was called to order at 9:10 by Chairman Marvin B. Dﬁrniﬁg. Members
and special guests were introduced as identified above.

II. MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING., The Chairman asked for acceptance of the minutes
as provided by mail. Mr. Prahl stated that inasmuch as the Department of High~
ways would receive other federal funds it would not be submitting a program nor
asking for money from the contingency fund so that the item on page 7, under
item (d) reading "and suggestions for Highway Beautification projects that might
be considered for funding out of the contingency reserve.'" be properly construed
from the Minutes; it was also mentioned that the name of Mr. Biggs should not
appear as having been present at the previous meeting. MR. COLE MOVED AND
MR, PRAHL SECONDED THAT THE MINUTES BE APPROVED WITH SUCH CORRECTIONS. CARRIED.

IIT. Additions to Agenda. It was recommended by the Administrator that Items IV(d)
Policy questions and IV(g) Local Agency Pro ject Application fee be removed from
the Agenda. Recommendation accepted,

IV. 0l1d Business.

(a) Rule of Cormittee Procedure Regarding Projects and Allocation of Funds.
_¥r. Hendrickson presented the following recammendations.. .

Ihat (1) a1l applications by state or local agencies to qualify or allocate
funds for a project, and all requests for amendments to projests, be provided
to _the Administrator in the form and number established by the Committee no
1eéss than ten days prior to a forthcoming meeting, (2) each appiication or
améndment received be placed on the agends of The next meeting to be "received"
by the Committee and referred bo_the Administrator for stalf review, evaluation
and recommendation, (3) the Administrator (a) seek comments of interested 3
agencies, (b) provide stal: analysis, and (c) bring his report and recommendatio

to_the Committee at a subsequent meeting, and (L) the Administrator or a member

may bring an emergency matter before the Committee by majority vote of those
Présent in a regilarly convensd mesting. ' ; R '

The Committee felt that local agenciles should be afforded an equal opportunity
to bring emergency matters before the Committee either through the Administrater
or a member, and that any state agency could also present its case individually.
MR, ODEGAARD MOVED AND MR. BIGGS SECONDED THAT THE RECOMMENDATION BE ADOPTED.
MOTION CARRIED, '

(v) Statewide Gomprehensive Oubdoor Recreation Plan. Reference was made to the
staff memo on this subject which recommendsd that (1) the plan not be adopted in
its preliminary form, but be subject to extensive revision, (2} the Committee
staffing complement be filled to accommodate the necessary work, (3) agency
funding, 701 budget amendments, and/or an extension of BOR contracts to staff
the office be authorized, and (L) overload work requirements be ' ployed to
private consultants, if the Department of Commerce and Economic Development
finds subcontracting to an outside firm necessary..

Mr. Benson reported on behalf of the State Department of Commerce that
review was well underway, that 9 letters of critique had been received

from local agencies and other sources; that 27 letters had been re-

ceived through Mr. Hendrickson requesting that time be allowed for sufficient
review; that meetings had been held with several state agencies to in-
corporate- suggestions about the plan;s and that additional meetings with EOR
would begin on Jahuary 12 to econsider the type of changes needed. He

quoted from the December 7 and the December 3 lotters from the
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.. BOR. regarding t-he interim plam that had been accepted and the nead for

" additional informetion to bé' incTudied in the ore" comprehensive outdoor
‘recrsation plan. . He made & récommendation for the Department of Commerce
“that the document be contimued in review and thét no. official action be
~ taken until the Department could recommend action at a future meeting as
~ to the t.ype of changes to make the plan acoeptable. :

M, Biggs s’oressed the need (1) foz- aécomodatj,on of public resactions and

(2) to bring the plan into conformity with: R standards, and (3) the

fact that an i{nterim Dlan:had been ‘doospted ‘by” whioh allbcations could be
. made unt.il next - January thereby pemﬂ.ttiné time for review

.. Mr. Hendmckson p_resented 1ett.ers from (1) ‘Association. of Waah:l.ngton

' Clties, (2) Mr. J.. R..Vibber, Pregident,. ‘Waghington. State Association of
. County Park and Recmtionf Boards, (3):M#. Saagvold, Chairman, Benton

.. County Park gnd Hecreation:Boards; and () Mr.” George Plescher, Seoretary.
. Benton Regional Flanning’ Goamﬂ.ssion with ‘thedr cr:l.ticiams. -

MR, BIGGS MOVED THAT THE PRDPOSED PLAI\T BE KEPT ON A PENDING STATUS S0 THAT
.. THE WORK OUTLINED AND AGCOMMODATION OF REACTTONS FROM PUBLIC AGENCIES
"' .. CONTINUE. TO BE CONSIDERED-WLITH A .STATUS. REPOR ‘1‘0 THE FEBRUARY MEETING T0
.. -.BBE. PROVIDED T0- INDICATE .HOW THE REQUIREMENTS THE POR AND THE PUBLIC
" MIGHT BE MET PRIOR TO ADOPTION. ME: COLE SEGGNDED., It was suggested that
- the Department of Comherce and Economic ]Bévalopmht be prj.marily oconcerned
.. with the refinement of the plan and extend the technidal . work required
: within 1:Lm:l.t.a of their federal agraeznent. M)TION CAR,RIED. ' :

"'_(;q) Ra 4 on S fin . Mr. Hendrickson submitted %o the Coxrmi'bt-ee two memos
of ganuary 5. Ong entitled Report on Staff indicated the. short range
_work program for 1966} which served:jd.a bas:l.s for a- t.m ‘hour eonference

- between, Governor Bvans, Chatrman Du ‘hg and the Administra‘bor. It
supplemented Frior memoranda -and ‘the. Committee dirsetive of ‘the last
- meeting, Mr. Durping’s letter of Deceibe¥ 20" sunmarized the Committee's
"need as greed upon at the December meeting; since that’ time the Committee
. had been provided clerical services of Mrs. Jsnet Romine through the
Department of Game and services of William Buph from Mr. Charles Odegaard.
In addition, the services. of J. Haslefi'Bell, who will. provide. consultant
~ work in plan refinement was obtained.under the EOR comtractual ..
. funding. It was, also the undera'banding that. the central Budget Agency
. would provide reimbursible bookkeeping -assistance . beginhing in March.

.. The other report, entitled Report on Staffing - Work y Ancluded
e, schedule which illustrated pe g pointa of ac} t:( and staff effort
for the next sixty days, secondly in May-Jung, Septémbei-October, snd
again in December - January. These times. coincided wi,t-h project allo-

cationg, federsl.grant .deadlines, Governéi's budget’ ‘Submission, and expira~
. tion of plan BOR eligihilify. While there appeared to be. dominant periods
- of work 1oad, it yas indisated. tl'iat. adaquate staffing would pemit phasing
the necessary Jjobs so as to obtainm a . smooth, orderly flow of work to
and through the Committee. It was explained that this would permit.
Committoe thought end discussion about- Wwork pmgramming although it was
. reported as a orude start to:describe sps¢ifis chores which were not
. khoroughly jelled. to date.: Referenca was alsc mde to -the. Gova:mor's
concern a.bout stafring:. (R _ ‘ N

'-.-‘\ .
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(@) Policy Questions and Racommendations. The Administrator related how

(e)

recommendation on the policy question deferred at the last meeting were
not ready, but had been referred to the Assistant Attorney General
Lloyd Psterson for study. Persons in the audience were recognized to
be heard on this question.

Mr. Robert W. Graham, President of the Interclub Association and rep-
resenting 60 to 70 boating organizations across the State asked to address
the Committee. Ha suggested that (1) boaters were not concerned with
development of facilities at the point of boat origin, (2) they favor
use of funds for development of transient destination facilities for
short time purposes, (3) it should not be the function of the Committee
to provide for 12 month moorage of vessels, (li) the need was for
facilities that could be used on a temporary basis so that funds would
be earmarked for the future acquisition of sites that might otherwise
be lost forever; (5) funds originating in a particular county should
not necessarily be utilized in that county and (6) underlying guide
lines as a basis for development of the Statewide plan be disseminated
to the whole public.

Mr. Rottler, Vice President of the Interclub Association and President
of Northwest Marine Industries, representing 170 marine dealers and
moorage operators, stated that there were 220,000 boats in the State of
Washington. He stressed that the industry felt that land acquisitions
was most important. It was suggested that if private capital could
provide development of rental facilities, this would be preferable to
the use of public funds so as to deploy public funds for the purposes
recommended by Mr. Graham. He also asked that the public reaction to the
Plan be considered.

Report on_Statug of State Agencv Pro aect Arplications. Mr. Hendrickson
quotetd from the Memo of December 22, "Fund Allocations - Oubdoor
Recreation Act' which summarized the "celllng" allocation to State
Agencies in Qctober which could come out of the Bond sale. He summarized
concern that there had been no Commitiee action regarding retroactive
credits,

Mr. Hendrickson called attention of the Committee to the January L memo
about State Agency Project Applications:

(1) The Chairman reported that forwarding certain projects to the BOR
had been delayed pending Committee amendment of its October action to
authorize the use of retroactive credit or appropriations as part of an
application inasmuch as the eariler vote only contemplsted the use of
TAC admiristered funds.

(2) 1If supplementzl resources (agency appropriations or credits for
improvements mads since passage of the LUCF Act - September, 196L) were
to be applied for BOR matching funds, Committee Actlon to this effect
would be needed on each specific project.

{(3) For the immediate two years (i.e., prior to December 31, 1967),
all retroactively creditable projects must be utilized. Inasmuch as
there will be limited state funds available the urgency in calling for
qualifying eligible retroactive projects is clear. Maximizing these
possibilities will lead to more funds sources other than the BOR.
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(LY Use of credits is desirable, however to date no overall picture of
how much is available or eligible for each agency has been provided

as requested by a November memo. - Mi. Hendrickson asked that a credits
listing be submitted as soon as possible in order to analyze benefits
during this year.

(5) The only funds definitely available for expenditure at this time are
the $500,000 Refererdum 11 Bond proceeds voted by the Committee i.e.,

the state agency share for this fiscal year. The rate of expenditures
from the outdoor recreation account must be tailored to this situation
until either Initiative or Federal funds become available.

(6) No Pederal funds (i.e. BOR) bedame available until approval had
been granted on projects by the Washington, D. €. office of BOR and a
"project agreement™ has been signed by. the State Liaison 0fficer and the
Director of the BOR. None of the projects had been so approved. There-
after, reimbursement bills must be submitted.

(7) There are no Initiative 215 funds available yet; the marine gas tax
study report was due by January 1, 1966 to the Director of Motor Vehicles.
He was scheduled to hold one or more hearings, make findings, before funds
may be transferred to the outdoor recrcation account., It was estimated

that $500,000 unreclaimed marine gas tax (before subtracting costs of

IAC administration, bond sale costs, and costs of the gas tax study)

might be: available; the study result wiay be less than $500,000 and & law suit
could hold up transfei of funds until settled. The only prudent éourse
seemed to be to delay spending. The Committee meanwhile could only

“quallfy" projects. 5

(8) The Department of Natural Resources in its development progect
proposed $3,225 from State’ ‘funds in the outdoor recreation account as
part of the State share., These could only be Initiative funds, since
bond funds were for acquisition only. The preject could be "qualified",
but probably could not be funded at this time on this assumption.

(9) Both the Parks Department and the Department of Natural Resources
had written up projects uging "eredits" for past work done, whereas there
was no mention of credits or their use in the Committee actions at the
October meeting. This procedure 1ncreased the matching vequirements from
BOR funds in the projects where the credits were used so as to deplete
BOR sources.

(10) No specific action had been taken-to authorize use of any of the
contingency fund of $140,000 to date; therefore, it was considered as
earmarked with equal importance with other projects approved.

(11) The Analysis took the conservative position that until initiative
funds were definitely available in the outdoor recreation account, ex-

v penditures of State funds for projects from this account could only
be bond funds, and theae were llmited to $500,000 in fiscal 196 fo
‘State. projects. ]
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Mr. Hendrickson recommended that allocations be amended to permit proper
filing with BOR for processing without going into contingency fund, It was
contemplated (1) that Twin Harbors project would use $59,100 in retroactive
credits, (2) that non recreation account funds would be used for Fort Canby
and (3) that Lake Chelan State Park would utilize credits in amount of $26,100
as the matching funds, The Department of Natural resources asked for develop-
ment credits of $51,300 and $3,225 additional, Mr, Biggs felt that this was
an accounting procedure problem; that if there was an immediate deficiency
in certain accounts which had no relationship to the overall allocation (pro-
vided that it did not exceed 1/2 of the total allocated, nor constitute a bor-
rowing against the future) such exchange and approval would make possibie
the orderly working out of authority already given, The Game Departinent
could use their own funds in expectation of a reimbursement of funds when
money became available,

MR BISHOP MOVED THAT THE ALLOCATIONS BE MODIFIED TQ THE EXTENT
THAT WAS NECESSARY TO RATIFY AND APPROVE USE OF RETROACTIVE CREDITS
AND NON RECREATION ACCQUNT FUNDS AND TO ALLOW ORDERLY PURCEHASE
IF REQUIRED FROM THE CONTINGENCY FUND TO FINANCE THOSE PROJECTS
ALREADY APPRGVED AND THAT EACH AGENCY STILL BE LIMITED TO THE TOTAL
AMOUNT SET IN TACOMA, AS FUNDS BECAME AVAILABLE, MR, CAMPBELL SE-
CONDED, MOTION CARRIED.

Mr, Hendrickson referred to the Memo of December 29 in which Mr. Durning
had summarized the mail roll of the Committee favoring allocation of funds on
an emergency basis to the Parks Commission for the Peace Arch Project, Mr,
Hendrickson also referred to the Memo of January 5 which requested ratiftca-
tion of this action premised on a rearrangement of project rankings in scale
with the percentage of bond funds allocated to Parks.

MR. BISHOP MOVED, AND MR, COLE SECONDED, THAT THE ACTION TAKEN IN
THE INTERIM BY POLL ON THE PEACE ARCH PROPOSAL OF THE PARKS BE RATI-~
FIED, MOTION CARRIED,

Upon introduction by Mr. Biggs, Stanley Scoft of the Department of Game gave
a brief resume of the 30-page folio that had been matled to the membership,
Request was made for project amendments as follows:

Criginal Request Revised Amount

(a) Colockum Game Range Addition $100,000,00 $121,198.23
(b) Nisgually Delta Waterfowl Range 100,000,00 120,000,00

(Mr, Biggs commented that the Department of Game recognized the existence
of other interests in the Nisqually Delta.) It was contemplated that the Scat-
ter Creek Addition would remain as originally proposed; $25,000,00,

Mr, Scott presented options on water access areas in the amount of $30,144,50
which would fall within the amount for water access approved by the Committee
in October. They were: Elochoman river, $462,00; Columbia River, $250.00;
Columbla River, $15,000,00; Skagit River, $10,000,00; Stillaguamish River,

2 @ $1,000.00; Grays River, $866,25 and Grays River, §1,566,25,
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He further requested that the Game Department be allowed to carry their
project of Hole -in-the-Ground into a future funding period, if necessary,
and that it be given an appropriate priority. In answer to a question from
Mr. Hendricksou, Mr. Fred Overly, the Regional Director of ZOR, said this
would entail a budget amendment in the project applicatiom. MR. BIGGS
MOVED AND MR. PRAHL SECONDED THAT WE AMEND THE PARTICULAR PROJECTS OUT-
LINED BY MR. SCOTT.

Mr. Wonderly asked for further study of the Nisqually Area as related to
a total economic land use plan in the area and that the record reflect
the interest on the part of the Ports and other industries for consi-
deration in any economic planning. Mr. Bishop suggested that such plans
were not available. In view of the lack of such comprehensive economic
plan and the unique characteristics of the area e&s a recreational
resource the question was called and MOTION CARRIED.

(f) Local Agency Prosect Applications. A January S memo provided a tabula-
tion of all local projects received: 132 local proposals from 56 local
agencies, including 35 cities, 11 counties and 10 other public bodies.
Of these projects 63 were for development; 69 were for acquisition.
$5 million of local funds were available to match $20 million of projects
that local agencies considered important enough to be placed before the
Committee. During December the staff had conducted seven day-long
meetings to help develop these proposals. In addition, it was reported
that there had been two meetings of the technical committee to develop
rating criteria based in part on BOR criteria adopted by the Committee
in September; these covered 10 objectives in which rating might be
attempted. It was recommended that project selection not be attempted
at the February meeting, inasmuch as further work on evaluation criteria,
application refinements, and adequate review could be necessary %o
select the best type of projects. It was explained that it appeared
desirable to prequalify projects in excess of immediate ability to fund
so that projects not receiving a top priority for this funding period
might be ranked for attention at a subsequent allocation period to be
consistent with plan requirements of the initiative. In answer to
Mr. Austin Morgan's College Place gquestion regarding the possibility of
partially funding a project, Mr. Hendrickson answered that it seemed
possible but that a decision on such question had to be considered in
reviewing all local projects so as to gain an overall picture of needs.

(¢) local Agency Project Application Fee. This had been removed from the
Agenda for further study and to gain insight on the matter with the
Governor.

V. Other Beports
(a) Report on Friday Briefings
(1) Corpa of Engineers, Cost sharing for recreational navigation
projects , Al Cullidge. Mr. Gullidge discussed the role of the
Corps o Engineers in construction of small boat facilities in the U. S.
The Corps has completed 11 small boat basin projects in the State of
Washingbon at a cost of $7,000,000 from Federal funds and $l, 000,000
from private and local funds. Large projects require action by Congress
and take approximately 5 years to process but the Congress has delegated
to the Corps the responsibility for construction of facilities under
$500,000. By this method the sponsoring agency (1) requests a feasi-
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‘ bilit-y study, (2) thie corpe prep&res A de:ba-ilsd engiheering and economic
" study, (3) the veport is reviewed and if’ feasible, (4) authority is given
' _to make a detailed stud;v review and autho:izat.ion of funds.,

The local sponsor fst (1) provide easements end rights of way without
cost to the U. S., (2) hold U. 3. free from damages and maintenance,
(3) provide adequate landing, berthing, provisions of fuel, water, ete.
for all on equal basis, (L) provide cash contribution, (5) assume all.
project costs in excéss of $500,000, (6) pay for wrelocation of sewers .
‘and other public utilities and (7) provide and maintain Gogt of break-
_ water, sharing.on a 50% basis 1f used by pleasure boats. I for
oommercial use, the i‘ederal government pays 100% _5 - NS

Mr. Gullidge also discussed ‘the need for a study of boat-ing patterns andr‘ o
the pmblem of pollut.ion from me.rinas. U T ,

(2) Housin end Urben Develo me"t
: Boldt, Washingto
. Housing fct in- 1961 for the purpose of acquiring 1oca1 areas which might
' soon not be available. 'In 1965 the Act was changed to allow (1) ac-..
uisition of*  developed land where vacant land was not ‘available, .
?2) development of . land which had ‘been. aocquired with the assistance ofs?
HUD, and. (3) increased matching funds to 50%.- These funds are svailgble
to any public body. who can- acquire’ land for recreation’and conservation -
purposes and who can contract with the Federal Government. ' The Depert-
ment can assist (1)-only in urbah aress,. (2) in acquisition of um- .
developed land or: developed land'where it is. growm up and there is a .
~ finding that’ there is a need for this open land, (3).in ‘acquisition, of
park and recreation Yand and special. types.of land, (k) combined s¢hool -,
and park site,- (5). acquisition in water oriented areas for recreation or
" conservation purposes, (6) funding of sanitary land £ills-when it is.
- established it will become ‘park within 10 years, (7) acquisition of . under-
 ground parking facilities ‘where ¢ity agrees to put park above it. and,
- (8) historical sites located in urban areas or- historical buildings. = ..
' 'ldcated on such land. Cerbain Kinds of acquisition costs and adminis= .
 ‘tration costs are also eligible for matching grants. -A1d in eoquiring
developed lands extends to- relocation ‘of persons ‘and businesses. For
development. of lands acquired through the aid of ‘the Department, it is.
7 required that a site development plan be provided and that .the ‘community
' contribute.50% either in cash or 'kind (labor, matérlals, ‘eté.). Mr. Boldt
stressed that the Seattle officé would help in- answering queetions and
in filling out forms for funds. :

-

(b) Members o : w
Mr. C-mpbell asked that a letter be sent Mr.. Hilson. and Mr. wonderly
from Mr. Durning expressing thanks rrom"the whole committee for ‘their~
services of the past year. MDTION GARRIED. ?:mﬁfmﬂ. P

Mr. Gole asked that Mr. Gampbell be thanked for the arrangements for the
Spokane meeting.. Mr, Cafipbell said that Mr. Roy Gundérson, Superintend-
ent of. the. Depertment of Parks and Reoreation, deserved their thanks..

. .." R T
R T S
NP .
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VI. Neow Business.
(a) Rule regarding marking of all projects receiving funds by Committee vote.
Since this was not.ready, permission was asked to delete from the agenda.
The Committee consented and was requested to provide ideas for this
policy. ‘ : :

(b) Schedule for forthcoming meetings. A. suggested schedule was presented
taking into consideration that (1) the need for hearings on project
applications would diminish, (2) the need for the Committee's region by
region acquaintance with recreation programs had been magnified, (3)
Committee inspection of existing resources, projects in execubion, and
future projects would be desirable, (L) the process of informing the
public and accommodating the interests of legislators would grow, and
(5) agency tours should be hosted in district areas to educate the
Committee regarding natural beauty and recreation potentlals.

Dates and places recommended for future meetings werellisted as follows:

March 11=-12 Seattle AR
April 8-9 Yakima -0
May 6-7 Everett

June 10-11 Olympia

July 8-9 Renton

August 5-6 Port Angeles
September @-10 Pullman

October 7-8 Longview
November 11-12 Moses lLake
Decenber 9-10 Seattle

January 6~7 Olympia vicinity)
February 10-11 " " } Llegislative session
March 10-11 ' n "

Written comments for consideration of amendments to this recommendation
were solicited by January 20.

Discussion followed regarding a need for continuation of two-day meetings,
expense of attending a two-day meeting at distant points, the need for
work centering in the western area, the problems of tying the Committee
to a long term schedule. MR, CAMPBELL MOVED, AND MR. WIMMER SECONDED,
THAT THE QUESTION OF FUTURE MEETINGS BE PIACED ON THE AGENDA AT THE
FEBRUARY MEETING. MOTION CARRIED. :

fc) Proposed Iow-budget communications and public relations program. The
Administrator distributed copies of A Proposed Low~budget Communications

and Public Relations Program produced in November as part of Phil Parker's
contract under the BOR action program agreement. :

(d) Arrangements for February meeting. Mr. Durtingsaid that the Committee
had been invited to meet with the Governor February 10 which would be
one day before the scheduled meeting in Aberdeen. It was asked if the
work of the Committee might be accomplished on the same day. MR. BIGGS
MOVED THAT THE MEETING BE ON THE DATE SUGGESTED BY THE GOVERNOR AND AN
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EFFORT BE MADE 10 GONSGLIDATE THE} ABERDEEN M’EETING TOJ- THAT TIME:
- ‘MR, ODEGAARD SECONDED, - MOTION CARRIED,” The Chairman directed
‘Mr. Hendrickson to discuss this shift with people in Aberdeen._

. Adjournment. IT WAS MOVED, SEGONDED 'AND PA&SED THAT™ MEETING BE ADJOURNED

11:20 8o of l .
_Resp{ep Ly qnbﬁtte ," 60.4. /()
' -Einarﬁ%ckson .‘ ':.'.: ¢ gﬁ_k

.Administrat-or o

APPROVED :

%/‘l W% 4 >tﬂzm¢7

Marvin B. Durning
Chairman




