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TASK FORCE MEETING 7 SUMMARY 

Date: Tuesday, August 16, 2022 

Location: Zoom  

Time: 1 p.m. – 2:30 p.m. 

 

Attendance 

Task Force members 

Bill Clarke, WA Realtors 

Bryce Yadon, Futurewise 

Carlene Anders, Pateros 

Chris Collier, American Planning Association 

Dave Andersen, Department of Commerce 

Deric Gruen, Front and Centered 

Jan Himebaugh, BIAW 

Jeanette McKague, WA Realtors 

Jeff Clarke, WA Association of Sewer and 
Water Districts 

Paul Jewell, WSAC 

Tim Gates, Dept of Ecology 

Consultant team  

Clay White, LDC 

Emma Dorazio, PRR 

Matt Covert, LDC 

Observers 

Alice Palosaari, WA House Democratic 
legislative staff 

Heather Lewis-Lechner, Washington Senate 
Democrats 

Jake Stillwell, Department of Commerce 

Maggie Douglas, SCS 

Saundra Richartz, Washington Senate Staff 
Counsel 

Keith Goehner, State Representative, 
Washington 12th Legislative District  

 

Objectives 

Task Force members will: 

• Receive an update of the project working schedule 

• Receive an update on Working Groups formed and meetings held/to be held 

• Share updates on working group meetings we have held and what we have heard 
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• Discuss framing up recommendations during future meetings 

 

Summary 

ITEM LEAD 

Welcome and overview  

Clay welcomed the group to the seventh Task Force meeting. The shortened 
meeting is an opportunity to check-in on the progress of the working groups with 
builders, environmental groups, environmental justice groups, planners, realtors, 
special districts, state agencies, and Tribal Nations. The Task Force will regroup 
again in three weeks to start shaping final recommendations to the Legislature.  

Clay 
White, 
LDC 
 

Project schedule and working group meeting review  

Clay reviewed the meeting agenda. Task Force meeting 7 will focus on reviewing 
the project schedule and working group structure, sharing updates from the 
working group meetings, shaping direction for recommendation framing, and 
developing next steps. 

Clay reviewed the purpose of Task Force meetings 8 to 11. In Task Force 
meetings 8 and 9, the Task Force will use feedback from working group 
discussions and Task Force meeting 7 to start developing specific 
recommendations and concepts for the Legislature. In Task Force meetings 10 
and 11, the Task Force will finalize recommendations for the Legislature. 

Clay 
White, 
LDC 
 

Working Group meeting update 
Clay shared a spreadsheet of consolidated working group recommendations 
before the meeting. The discussion will focus on these recommendations and 
other findings from the working groups. Clay encouraged participants to revisit 
the document to read the recommendations in full detail and offered to follow 
up with Task Force members to review preliminary findings and further 
opportunities to participate after the meeting. Clay reminded Task Force 
members to participate in the project survey, which is live through August 29 at 
4 pm. 

Clay led a report of findings from the working groups and encouraged Task 
Force members to share additional findings or comments. 

Varied planning requirements 

Clay 
White 
and Task 
Force 
members 

https://ldccorpwa-my.sharepoint.com/:w:/g/personal/aahmed_ldccorp_com/Ec5goKwfN7BAntv2g6huQ3MBNCXh4gcohN7dUAb09ajs4w?rtime=SF_BHDyB2kg
https://ldccorpwa-my.sharepoint.com/:w:/g/personal/aahmed_ldccorp_com/Ec5goKwfN7BAntv2g6huQ3MBNCXh4gcohN7dUAb09ajs4w?rtime=SF_BHDyB2kg
https://app.smartsheet.com/b/form/14bcb09f63d14904a75b09d68888eacb
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ITEM LEAD 

Recommendations in this category relate to both updating categories of 
planning requirements and additional resources for Commerce. 
Recommendations include: 

1. Implementing widespread updates to Countywide Planning Policies 
(CPPs), which haven’t been updated since the 1990s. There is currently 
no requirement for regular updates. Update requirements could apply for 
fully planning counties alone, or those subjected to buildable lands. This 
is a recommendation to review the policies, not to rewrite them. 

• The group discussed examples of specific updates to the 
language. The recommendation would be to review outdated 
language and revise, if necessary, based on self-examination. For 
example, revisions could include adding language about 
coordination with special districts and Tribal Nations. There 
could be times where there is no need to update. 

• This recommendation touches on the need to modernize and 
consideration of whether CPP updates should be part of the 
regular planning update. You can have one without the other. 

2. Reducing planning requirements for slow growing communities. The 
Task Force would have to consider how to define slow growing 
communities. 

• There is a small and slow growing threshold in the update statue 
now: Less than five thousand and a growth rate of less than 17 
percent, or a total growth of less than 100 people. 

3. Eliminating all or a portion of Buildable Lands, which is valuable but is 
not accomplishing its goals. The Task Force would have to consider how 
to ensure continued data collection efforts if Buildable Lands were 
eliminated. 

• Few working group members saw value in Buildable Lands, 
especially because of the cost. If Buildable Lands is eliminated, 
then something must replace it.  

• Paul and Carl have both participated in conversations with 
Commerce about requirements in HB 1220 that overlap with 
Buildable Lands, specifically related to land capacity around 
housing, which could be improved to incorporate all types of 
housing. The answer to what would replace Buildable Lands 
might already be embedded in HB 1220. 

• Buildable Lands is retrospective analysis of how well 
comprehensive plans are serving communities. HB 1220 includes 
a land capacity analysis for serving communities looking forward. 
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ITEM LEAD 

The important element to ensure is included in whatever replaces 
Buildable Lands is data collection. Clay will work to analyze the 
existing buildable lands requirements and where they overlap 
with HB 1220. 

4. Increasing resources for commerce to help different communities, 
including partially planning counties and cities, community-based 
organizations, and Tribal Nations. This recommendation was echoed by 
planners, realtors, builders, and environmental justice communities. 

• From a planning perspective, staff turnover is providing immense 
challenge. We need a more consistent database of experience. 
This problem could be helped with direct or indirect support from 
Commerce. Turnover is an overarching issue that will likely affect 
these efforts for a while.  

5. Providing planning trainings for elected officials on planning, coming 
from the standpoint of increasing collaboration between utilities and 
special districts. 

Reducing conflicts, gaps, and redundancies 
Recommendations include considering setting aside funds for building permit 
and subdivision applications; reforming permit data collection and reporting as 
supported in previous Task Force recommendations; Support for changing 
permit tracking requirements; moving preliminary plat approval to hearing 
examiner; consolidating SEPA comment periods with the specific suggestion to 
make the Optional DNS (ODNS) the default to make permit review and comment 
more accessible; and Reducing conflicts between Forest Practices Act and 
GMA, connecting critical lands. 

• The key on the permit timeline reporting is to count actual days from 
initial permit application to final decision, not just "legal" days.  

• The project team will invite a Department of Natural Resources (DNR) 
representative to the August 23 environmental working meeting for the 
discussion on Forest Practices Act.  

• Once the task force consolidates recommendations in the reduce gaps, 
conflicts, and redundancies category, Tim will share recommendations 
with the SEPA contacts at Ecology for review. 

Middle housing definitions 
Recommendations include adding language about middle housing in areas 
within a quarter mile of 15-minute headway bus service; simplifying language to 
increase participation in planning around housing; incorporating utilities, 
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ITEM LEAD 

especially where they haven’t been planned for; and comparing middle housing 
definitions to those in other states. 

• The group is interested in learning which cities and counties allow 
middle housing options. 

• APA is looking into the comparing Washingtons middle housing 
definitions with those in Oregon and California. 

Housing tax benefits 
Recommendations include providing a menu of different incentive options, 
including a multifamily tax exemption homeownership incentive and rural 
housing benefits that center the needs of people over the needs of corporations, 
which could be rolled into one recommendation with a “buffet of options” to 
assist in legislative process.  

Annexations and special districts 
Recommendations include providing an easier option for the census process 
after an annexation; tax incentives for very large annexations; including Tribal 
Nations to collaborate; and improving coordination with utility providers 

Integration of water, sewer, ports, and schools with GMA  
Recommendations include improving planning and coordination with utilities; 
Improved coordination for rebuilding roads and infrastructure; and requiring 
cities and counties to allow special districts and utilities the opportunity to 
weigh in on land use decisions. 

• These recommendations align closely with governance best practices 
and the topic of additional resources from commerce. 

• Additional work is needed to improve coordination between the GMA, 
cities, and counties. As is, development plans don’t incorporate space 
for utilities. Staff turnover and conflict also causes challenges. Asking 
for coordination alone does not result in coordination. Mandatory 
requirements to include utilities, fire, water, and sewer in development 
plans is needed. Mandating this coordination is difficult, knowing that 
cities, counties, and utilities have varied resources.  

• Trainings could potentially help to build a culture of more understanding 
among staff and elected officials. Incentives could help promote 
incorporation of middle housing, collaboration, and trainings. Education 
is a problem-solving idea. 

• Chris can support APA representation in future discussions of this 
topic. 

Equity and environmental justice and human health and wellbeing in the GMA 
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ITEM LEAD 

Recommendations include support new language within existing elements; 
support for creating new optional or mandatory elements with actionable and 
meaningful measures; requirements for more analysis; varied planning 
requirements; and additional resources for small and slow growing jurisdictions. 
The Task Force identified the need for a clearer problem statement so that the 
recommendation to the Legislature is clearly tied to the solution. 

• The planning group supported new equity and environmental justice and 
health and wellbeing requirements. The environmental justice group, 
which includes representatives of communities on the frontline of 
environmental justice conflicts, want to see new mandatory and 
measurable elements, partnered with additional resources for 
jurisdictions, specific requirements for equitable public participation, 
and more tools for measuring health disparities. Front and Centered is 
developing steps for both creating new elements and weaving new 
language into the existing elements. 

• A smaller group will convene to develop the problem statement and 
recommendations related to the new equity and health elements. The 
smaller group will take the feedback gathered in the environmental 
justice and state agency groups, fine tune recommendations, and return 
to the Task Force to gather additional feedback. Bryce, Carl, Dave, Deric, 
and Paul are interested in supporting this effort.   

Framing up recommendations 

Clay shared example recommendations from last year and led a conversation 
about specificity goals for recommendations to the Legislature this year. 

Dave shared that recommendations should provide a level of detail that would 
help legislators write the bill in a way that conveys the original intent. 

Bryce flagged the importance of defining a clear problem statement. Many of 
these topics are still underdeveloped, and that might be the reason why 
legislators aren’t picking this up. Clay shared that the topic sheets are a starting 
point for definition of problem statements.  

Tim highlighted the importance of ensuring a viable funding stream. Clay noted 
that the Task Force didn’t reach consensus on this topic last year. Jan shared 
that funding is an important topic to consider, but the repercussions of not 
meeting requirements should also be incorporated. 

Clay 
White, 
LDC 
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ITEM LEAD 

Upcoming Task Force meeting agendas 
Clay shared that the Task Force will use upcoming meetings to flush out 
concepts and review them one by one, potentially finding opportunities to 
package recommendations together. Between Task Force meetings, LDC will 
work with small groups to develop concepts and gather feedback before 
returning to the group for review. Clay reiterated the goal to make sure 
recommendations are actionable and achievable.  

Clay 
White, 
LDC 

Next steps and adjourn 

• LDC, Front and Centered, and PRR will work to coordinate the small 
working group for the equity and environmental justice and health and 
wellbeing topic. 

• LDC and PRR will reconnect with DNR to confirm a representative for 
the environmental working group Forest Practices Act discussion. 

 

 


