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Shoreline Advisory Committee Meeting #12 –SUMMARY
September 12, 2013, 3 p.m.

Meeting Summary

	3:00
	Welcome & Introductions 

Attendance

SAC members: Marjorie Kasper, John Marvin, Tom Mackay
SAC members absent: Vic Parrish, Matthew Cummings, Darrel Sunday, Richard Visser, Mark Teske, Deb Heintz, John Haakenson, Mark Nielson, Shane Early, Michael Crowder, Scott Revell
Guests: Jack, Layne, Marie
County staff:  Susan Walker, Valerie Smith,

Consultant team: Lisa Grueter


	3:05
	Review August 2013 Meeting Summary

Tom confirmed that the change Industrial in Rural category from “x” to “C” or “S” was made. 

Summary approved. 


	3:10 – 
	Review Revisions to August 8 SMP Materials
· Change Page 1: SMP-P1 change applications to “applicants”

· Question Page 1: Do we have a data sharing agreement with DAHP?  GIS or otherwise?   
· Comment/Question Page 6: Commercial Policy SMP-P10 was the term “prohibit” from the original SMP?  Don’t want to make something that was prohibited allowed now
· Comment/Question Page 8 Industrial Use Matrix under Rural (similarly) don’t want to allow something that was prohibited by the old SMP.  Were these uses prohibited in the original SMP?
· Comment Page 8, 07.080(d) illegal uses can be maintained according to this statement, suggest making it more clear that only existing legal uses may be maintained 


	3:30 – 4:00pm
	Review of Revised September 2013 SMP material
Authority and Purpose (01.010) 
· Suggestion Page 1, 1.020 Purpose: clip and paste RCW 90.58.020 as “purpose” to give it more teeth. 
· Discussion Page 2, need clarity on effective vs adoption vs legal pre-existing dates.  Staff will discuss further with Current Planning and Consultants to streamline dates being used in SMP implementation. No matter the effective date of the SMP, County staff reviews whether a use was legally constructed and whether it conforms to the regulations in place at the time of permit.
· Question Page 2, How will we connect SMP to the Comp Plan? And how with the county process applications?
· Change Page 3, SMP-P2 Railroads, roads, and legally existing facilities should be maintained in a manner that minimizes impacts on the ecological function of the shoreline. 

· Change Page 3, 07.150 (b) (1) Change “minimize” to “mitigate” 

· Change Page 4, similarly change “minimize” to “mitigate” in 07.150 (d)
· Question Page 5 the use of “Public” or “Private” do you have to call them out? –Tom

· Question/Discussion Page 6, clarifying the Board of Adjustment’s role in the review of the SMP permits. 

· Change Page 7, 09.050 global change on “Shoreline” to “SMP Administrator”
· Add “on dimensional standards” after “Variance” Page 8, 09.060 (a) (3)
Review of Reader’s Guide, and Permit History Report

-Discussion and explanation of Benton County’s Shoreline Permit history and types of exemptions. It is likely that the permit history on exemptions is not as complete in older files where attention to the record was not as great.

	4:00
	Public Comment and Round Table Thoughts
Meeting Guests and members of the public had questions that were addressed during the meeting discussion, but no comments during the Public Comment period.


	4:05
	Round Table Thoughts

Prefer to have the final SMP be shorter rather than long.  


	4:10
	Adjourn
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