Disclaimer!  The following is presented by me as a service for the reader.  In no way is it meant to represent anything about Whitman County, particularly things that might cause me grief in my job.  Attorneys are not welcome to comment or call, all politicians should consider this a big fat lie.  Don’t call to comment, pretend you don’t have a copy.  The following can be obtained in its official version through the offices of the County Commissioners.





D055174C   	THE BOARD OF WHITMAN COUNTY COMMISSIONERS met in their Chambers in the Whitman County Courthouse, Colfax, Washington for July 1, 1999 at 7:00 p.m.  Nora Mae Keifer, Chairperson, Hollis Jamison and Les Wigen, Commissioners and Maribeth Becker, CMC, Clerk of the Board attended.





 7:00 p.m. – Reconvene.





 7:00 p.m. – Pullman-Moscow Corridor.





Present: Dave Repp, 10 members of the public, 9 individuals representing 8 entities and 3 media members (Amity Wuestefeld, Steve McClure and Andrea Voight).





Helen Stiller		Pullman City Council


Pete Grigas			Washington State University


Loreca Stauber		Latah County Commissioners


BJ Swanson			Moscow-Latah County EDC


Jerry Lenzi			Washington State Department of Transportation


David Fletcher		Whitman County Planning Commission


Marshall Comstock 	Moscow City Council


Linda Paul			Moscow City Council


Phil Waite			University of Idaho


Not Present			Palouse Basin Aquifer Committee


Not Present			Palouse EDC





055175  Chairperson Keifer explained this meeting is a continuation of the Board’s regular June 28 meeting.  It is designed to hear from one spokesperson from each of the entities invited but no public comment will be accepted from the audience.  





Commissioner Keifer went on to review the time frame for the proposed amendment.





Amendment received by Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) from the Planning Commission June 14.


Document reviewed with their Civil Deputy June 22.


Tonight the BOCC will hear from the neighboring entities.


During the regular June 6 BOCC meeting, a public hearing on the amendment will be set for July 26.


A work session with the Planning Commission is scheduled for July 7.


If the BOCC feels major changes to the amendments are necessary those changes may require another SEPA review.  The amendment would then be forwarded to staff to proceed with that process, followed by another public hearing.  If no major changes are necessary, the BOCC will proceed with a decision.





055176	The Chairperson invited comments from each of the entities represented beginning with the Planning Commission.





David Fletcher gave the history of the Pullman-Moscow Corridor Plan dating back to 1988.  The Corridor is the only place in the county where there is any economic interest.  On the reverse side, various interests to develop constantly besiege property owners within the Corridor.  In some ways, this does make sense to the county as a way of broadening the tax base.  In this environment, farmers are no longer able to shoulder county government with property taxes alone.  The Planning Commission tried very hard to address all the concerns raised at their public hearings.  One issue that still needs to be addressed is the highway.





Jerry Lenzi reported on WSDOT’s transportation plans.  WSDOT has improved up to Forest Way and the IDOT has improved SR 270 to the state line.  Their plan is to develop a 4-lane facility using the existing highway as the eastbound section with the westbound section north of the present highway.  The median section would be approximately 16 feet near Forest Way, widened up to 60 feet in the interim and collapsed back down to an urban section to fit with the Idaho side.  In doing this, WSDOT would purchase access.  They would attempt to provide 4 strategic access locations at West Airport Road, SR 276, Sunshine Road and East Airport Road.  To do so, frontage roads must be constructed to feed the traffic onto the highway.  Currently, there are 45+ access points within the Corridor with a traffic count averaging 15,000 vehicles per day.  The state does not want to create something similar to a small Division Street in Spokane.  They are trying to approach the design as a “high speed, 55 MPH facility” with built in safety features, still allowing for structured development.  Their intent is for the design to be similar to SR 2 north of Spokane.  The estimated cost for design, right-of-way, construction of the main line, construction of frontage roads and environmental mitigation is $22 million.  Of that amount, $451,000 has been funded through the current legislative process to proceed with design and right-of-way plans for this fall, holding a formal access hearing in the spring.  This type of design also allows them to retrofit interchanges in the future.





Mr. Lenzi said the Endangered Species Act is creating a lot of turmoil for all phases of government.  In Central Puget Sound, this is causing 40-45% of their projects to be constrained.  That in turns opens a cash flow situation for the state.  If WSDOT is in a position to move projects ahead, they can often shift the cash.  Although the right-of-way work is not scheduled to commence until the next biennium, if the right-of-way plans move towards the access hearing by next spring, they may be able to pull some of those funds back into the year 2000 and actually commence property purchases next year.  





Mr. Lenzi said he has spoken with the local senator and representatives who seem to think this is an acceptable approach.  If they can talk about this before the session begins, he believed Whitman County would have the legislators support.  WSDOT is not asking for a new project, they would simply be seeking to accelerate a current project.





Marshall Comstock said the City of Moscow has not had an opportunity to discuss the Plan or prepare a formal presentation.  He has heard concerns from some Moscow councilmembers.





A free flowing transportation corridor;


Protection of the Bill Chipman Palouse Trail (BCPT);


Water, sewer, law enforcement fire and ambulance services;


Esthetics, setbacks, buffer zones and landscaping;


Signage, no billboards; and,


Lighting.





Linda Paul, Moscow City Councilmember encouraged the BOCC to slow down the process.  She sees an opportunity for the other entities to join the planning process with ideas or strategies that may not have been thought of previously.  She felt portions of the Corridor deserve preservation.  As a region, they need to look at a protection zone for the Corridor and some economic incentives through the transfer of development rights and other land use economic tools that exist in the State of Washington.  This would be an opportunity to allow landowners to receive some economic benefits and be relieved of some economic burdens while preserving a large portion of the natural landscape.  She suggested citizen, entity, design professionals and her own participation for a win-win strategy.  Ms. Paul asked the BOCC to suspend their review activities at this time, allow for a period of participatory planning and to ask all entities at the table for financial contributions because each entity has an interest in this Plan.





Loreca Stauber said the Latah County Board of Commissioners has no official input, however, she has her own comments.  She echoed Linda Paul’s comments and appealed to the BOCC to wait a little longer because there might be other ways of finding additional revenues or extending the current tax base. Ms. Stauber wondered if another area in Whitman County might be more compatible for development.  People who have spoken to her expressed the following concerns.





Concern for water as a resource;


Agricultural sector implications;


Bill Chipman Palouse Trail; and,


Transportation.





Phil Waite talked about other joint dealings with the entities at the table tonight.  He spoke about the transportation link between the two cities, limiting vehicular traffic within the core of the UI campus, and the 825 cross-listed courses between the two universities.  The UI concerns include:





Increase traffic;


It is the responsibility of all entities that the invited use for the BCPT remains the same;


BCPT crossings traffic danger to the students; and,


Security and safety of the students, faculty, staff and families using the BCPT.





BJ Swanson said Moscow-Latah County EDC feels development of the Corridor is inevitable and the manner in which the county is looking at how the Corridor should progress is correct.  They feel the key to development is facilitating orderly development and possibly slowing down the process to make the best use of the land and communities involved.  The county should be careful development is a net revenue producer and not a net cost for services and infrastructure.  The EDC’s greatest concern is to maintain an efficient and safe transportation system thereby allowing students to attend cross classes on both campuses.  Slowing down the speed limit on SR 270 will prevent students from meeting their cross class schedules.





The EDC agrees the county needs to look at encouraging economic development because the agricultural base is no longer able to support county services.  The key to attracting high tech development that provides good employment and contributes back to the tax base in this area is the quality of life.  The BCPT is a tremendous asset between the communities and they should be very careful to maintain that asset and use it to our best interest.





Pete Grigas paraphrased WSU’s letter entered into the record at the last Planning Commission hearing.  WSU understands the reasons driving the rezone proposal.  They are generally supportive but do have concerns.





What development in the Corridor could mean for the economic viability of downtown areas of both cities;


Slow down the planning in order to tap into intelligent people and resources to attract the right types of businesses; and,


If zoning is adopted as presently written and development begins to take place as indicated, it will make it much more difficult to recruit students to WSU.  If enrollment suffers, it will have an adverse effect on faculty and staffing levels as well as the economy for Moscow and Pullman.





Mr. Grigas offered his services to craft zoning legislation that would result in economic diversification bringing high quality employment opportunities to this region.





Helen Stiller reported on some of the concerns voiced by the City of Pullman’s Council and Planning Commission.





They would prefer to see development start closer to the borders and proceed outward in an orderly fashion, be esthetically pleasing and avoid the impression of strip malls and unplanned sprawl;


They are concerned with the lack of public services along the Corridor: police, fire, water and sewer.  DOE has determined that the placement of a water treatment plant along the Corridor is not feasible.  Pullman’s adopted 6-year capital improvement plan does not include any funding for extension of water or sewer lines into the Corridor;  


Many of the stipulated conditional uses would have a negative impact on SR 270’s traffic flow and the BCPT due to increased traffic generated by some uses.


Composition of the Site Review Plan does not include any representatives from the City of Pullman.


Attempts at screening development along the Corridor could be accomplished by means in addition to landscaping, such as setbacks, berms or other esthetic screens.


They would like to see a study done regarding the extent of potential economic benefits to the county for the types of developments proposed.


Although the authority for planning and development within the Corridor lies with the county, the interest, concerns and impacts over the decisions made by the county far exceed the county’s boundaries.


They recommend utilizing all resources in the area to assist the BOCC in broadening their prospective and economic development.





Dave Fletcher responded to some of the remarks made.





City services – most services are provided by user fees.  The types of development will depend on the services provided.


Zoning – the county is not rezoning, they would be eliminating the heavy industrial zones already established.


If the Corridor Plan is approved, the county will have an opportunity for conditional uses.  If someone can present a proposal that doesn’t impact the traffic, destroy the view, is a clustered landscape and makes sense, it may be permitted.


Landscaping and signage – many design professionals from WSU provided input as well as WSDOT.  The Plan was developed over a 10-12 year period with professional input in almost every aspect of the Plan.


Water – the Plan encourages low water maintenance and anticipates low water needs.


BCPT – was built with many funds donated by businesses and those businesses also have concerns that the BCPT remain open and maintained.


Fast food chains – are not an allowed use in the Corridor, only a secondary use to a primary use, i.e. cafeteria.


Downtowns – people have certain buying habits and will drive to where ever they will be accommodated.  The intent of the Plan is not to gut the downtown areas. 


Visual impacts to visitors – most individuals will grasp the rural nature of this area prior to traveling through the Corridor.


Location – the reason the Corridor issue came about is because of its location, traffic and demand.





Commissioner Keifer said she has looked at the Plan for 10 years.  It was twice rejected by the BOCC.  The BOCC had to respond in some way, because there has been an overpowering amount of requests brought forward.  Their mission tonight was to listen.





Commissioner Wigen thanked everyone for attending and he especially thanked all the Planning Commission members who worked long and hard on the Plan.  The issue was back on the front burner and the Planning Commission was asked to come up with a good plan for economically controlled growth in the county.  He pointed out Whitman County has very little retail sales.  The only businesses that can develop in the county are agricultural-related retail sales.  The commissioners in the 1970’s did a good job with the Comprehensive Plan by protecting the agricultural base.  The county now has the opportunity to move forward and expand or become stagnant.





Commissioner Jamison also thanked everyone for attending.  He has lived in Whitman County all his life and watched Moscow, Pullman and Latah County grow, while at the same time, the once thriving towns in Whitman County dried up.  There is nothing in Whitman County to hold the young people.  He understood everyone’s comments and reasoning for slowing down the process, but asked what Whitman County can do to promote development and increase revenues.  Large businesses are not going to locate in small towns, but rather the heavier traffic areas.  The BOCC is trying to look at different avenues to boost the economy and reverse the downtrends.





Commissioner Keifer said 20 years ago agriculture was the main economic concern in Whitman County.  Housing is not permitted in the unincorporated areas of the county.  If the county was open a farmer could sell some land to assist with agricultural payments.  This may have to change to help our farmers survive. 





Linda Paul said we all want to see wealthier, happier citizens but at the same time we don’t want to ruin our great resources.  If we sit down and reason together we could complete this process in 6 months and build a coalition between Whitman County and both universities while looking at other financial vehicles.  We have the potential for putting together the physical opportunities in the Corridor to preserve the livability.  All the county needs to do is slow down a little.  She understood the BOCC’s frustrations pointing out we have the opportunity to do the right thing and not the fast thing.  An opportunity to fashion a way for all of us to talk with each other and bring out ideas like we have heard tonight and flush them out into reality.





Loreca Stauber asked if the BOCC would be open to the suggestion of waiting just a few more months, bringing in as many participants as possible for an end result that might not be much different from the current proposal.  Implying no offense, Ms. Stauber said there might have been a token recognition, but they are all somewhat in this together.





Commissioner Keifer said after the workshop, public hearing and studying the plan as presented, questions will need to be answered and some massaging to the Plan done.  It won’t be a done deal right after the public hearing.  The BOCC will again have to gather information just like they have done tonight and do some serious thinking.  She thanked everyone for attending and the exchange.





 9:05 p.m. – Adjournment.





BOCC Minutes-6/28/99 
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