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Meeting Summary
February 1, 2013  

Members

Deputy Mayor Chris Eggen, City of Shoreline (Co-Chair)

Councilmember John Wright, City of Lake Forest Park (Co-Chair)

Councilmember Kyoko Matsumoto Wright, City of Mountlake Terrace

Councilmember Doris McConnell, City of Shoreline

Councilmember Jeff Johnson, City of Lake Forest Park
Councilmember Tom Rasmussen, City of Seattle
Chris Arkills, King County Executive Office (Alternate)

Brian Doennebrink, Community Transit

Kelly McGourty, PSRC

Richard Warren, WSDOT (Alternate) 

I. Public Comment

There was no public comment.  
II. Approval of January 11, 2013 Meeting Summary

The January 11, 2013 meeting summary was approved.
III. Reports       

Co-Chair Eggen reported on draft recommendations of the Growing Transit Communities effort that were reviewed by the Oversight Committee on January 18.  He expressed some concern about the potential for mandating a TIFF program for affordable housing and suggested that the Forum continue to monitor these activities.  

Co-Chair Eggen also reported that the chairs and vice chairs of the subarea boards met on January 25 to begin discussions of changes to future agreements.  While the current structure and operations work well for the Forum, the other two subareas are recommending changes.  The chairs and vice chairs will continue to work through these issues.  
Co-Chair Wright reported that the Regional Transit Committee Sound Cities caucus met on January 16 to develop priorities for updating the Metro Strategic Plan and guidelines. Consensus developed on the top three priorities:

· How will Metro address existing needs?

· How are local plans reflected in Metro’s plans?

· How can the Strategic Plan and guidelines be easier to understand?

Co-Chair Wright also reported that the City of Kenmore has passed a resolution indicating that the state needs to study the impacts on SR 522 of tolling in other corridors and provide mitigation.  He agreed to share the resolution with Forum members, and indicated that Lake Forest Park will consider this issue.  Councilmember Rasmussen reported that no public meetings on tolling I-90 had been scheduled for the north end of the lake, but suggested that these communities also need to be included in this conversation.
IV. 2013 SeaShore Work Program   
Co-Chair Eggen referred members to the draft 2013 SeaShore work program that had been included with the agenda materials.  In response to his question about a role in the regional project selection process, Ms. McGourty confirmed that there will not be a project selection competition this year.  Co-Chair Eggen asked that the work program reflect that, if funds become available and the PSRC requests input, the Forum will provide recommendations.
Councilmember Rasmussen reminded members of the need to closely monitor possible changes to the Metro Strategic Plan and guidelines, noting that it will be important that changes continue to reflect the consensus developed during the Regional Transit Task Force process.  Recognizing that Metro will be challenged to meet the needs of all communities, it will be difficult to maintain consensus.  He urged the Forum to carefully monitor this and work toward a unified position on the next steps.
ACTION:  With the modifications noted above, the 2013 SeaShore Work Program was adopted

V. Road Usage Charge   
Jeff Doyle, WSDOT Director of Public/Private Partnerships, reported on the recently completed study that examined the feasibility of a implementing a road usage charge in Washington State.  He reminded members that the need for transportation infrastructure maintenance and improvement far outstrip local, state and federal funding, and the population is expected to grow by 28% in the next decade.  The gas tax is not sustainable as a revenue source as vehicles become more efficient.  While better fuel efficiency of vehicles yields the public benefits of cleaner transportation and energy security, it reduces gas tax revenues.  Previous studies in Washington State have recommended examining the feasibility of a road usage charge, and a 20-member oversight committee has concluded that implementing such a charge on private vehicles would be feasible over the long term, but probably not within the decade.  Key issues to be resolved are:

· Use of revenues – roadway only vs. other transportation modes as well

· Rate setting

· Transitioning from the gas tax

· Privacy

Issues of public acceptance and consumer choice also will need to be addressed.  Additional work is proposed over the next two years to consider these policy issues, determine the appropriate type of system and develop an operational concept to be ready for implementation after 2015.
Oregon has been exploring these issues for ten years, and is conducting a pilot project to test a system that would allow drivers to choose how they want to pay the charge.  Oregon plans to begin the charge in 2015 on vehicles with an EPA rating of 55 or above.  Drivers will be able to see how much they are using the roads, similar to ratepayers of utilities.  In European countries where this has been implemented, use typically declines by 9-11%.  Other states, including Wisconsin and Minnesota, are exploring road use fees, and Washington is working with Nevada and Oregon to develop processes that could be compatible throughout the western states and into British Columbia.
In response to questions, Mr. Doyle explained that a road use charge would not replace the need for facility-based tolling, and that increases in the gas tax for the short term would also likely be necessary to try to meet current needs.  Mr. Arkills noted that most of the vehicle miles traveled are not on state highways but on the local network, and asked how this might be reflected in the distribution of revenues.  Mr. Doyle responded that the issue of distribution has not yet been addressed, but will be considered in the upcoming work.  Co-Chair Wright asked if other issues, such as the additional impacts caused by heavier vehicles, could be addressed through a road use charge.  Mayor Talmas agreed that, because of their greater impact on roads, heavy trucks should pay a higher fee. Truck use was not addressed in the recent study, but will be considered in future work.  In response to questions about whether a national road use charge program was needed, Mr. Doyle explained that there is no interest at the national level at this time.
Councilmember Johnson asked how the concerns of rural areas would be addressed, since the perception is that drivers in those areas typically drive more and thus would pay more.  Mr. Doyle explained that in Oregon, most drivers have found that they pay less with a road use charge than with a gas tax.  The actual amount of driving is less than what they perceive.

Co-Chair Wright asked if it would be possible to issue speeding violations through the technology used for the road use charge.  Mr. Doyle acknowledged that this is a privacy issue that needs to be addressed, and review by the American Civil Liberties Union and Consumer Union is being solicited.

Mr. Doyle indicated that the report will be provided to the legislature during February, and work on these issues will continue.  He agreed to provide the materials to the Forum and provide updates in the future as needed.
VI. 2013 Legislative Session    

Co-Chair Eggen distributed several letters regarding transportation revenue proposals that are being circulated for signature:

· Letter from Washington state mayors asking for a “first step transportation funding plan”:  8 cent per gallon gas tax increase, MVET option up to 1.5% for counties, and expansion from $20 to $40 of the current local jurisdiction vehicle license fee 

· Letter being circulated by chambers, Washington Roundtable, Transportation Choices Coalition and others to develop and pass a comprehensive statewide transportation and funding package (no specific revenue recommendations)

Approximately 30 mayors have signed on to the first letter, and it will likely be finalized and sent next week.  Efforts to build consensus and gain signatories on the second letter are also continuing.
In addition, a brochure is being developed jointly by the Sound Cities Association (SCA), King County, and Seattle that documents the need for local options and requests the specific tools outlined in the mayors’ letter above.  
Scott MacColl indicated that any action on these proposals is likely to occur later in the legislative session.  The local option proposal has been designed to stand on its own, separate from a statewide package, but currently both concepts are moving forward.  He reported that Senator King, co-chair of the Senate Transportation Committee, is opposed to a state revenue package this year.  He also indicated that Senator King typically has not been supportive of transit, generally critically of using state or local funds to subsidize transit.  As a representative of a largely rural district, Senator King recognizes that the roadway infrastructure is of primary importance to his constituents.  Mr. Arkills added that in urban areas it is easier to make the argument that transit is needed to ease congestion so that the roadway network can function.  However, Councilmember Rasmussen noted that in order to get rural farm products to market, the roads in the urban areas need to work for trucks to reach ports and other distribution points.  

Co-Chair Eggen asked for suggestions on how to prompt action by the legislature.  Councilmember Rasmussen and Mr. Arkills indicated that the current effort is to build as much consensus locally as possible.  Monica Whitman reported that the joint SCA-Seattle-King County brochure will be available soon and can be distributed to Forum members to use in their conversations with legislators.

Councilmember Rasmussen also reported that the “safe streets” bill to allow the option for cities to reduce speed limits to 20 miles per hour has passed the House, and has been heard by the Senate.

Co-Chair Eggen referred members to the draft letter from the SeaShore Forum to legislators that had been requested at the January meeting to supplement the joint letter from the Eastside Transportation Partnership, South County Area Transportation Board and the Forum. This letter clarifies that a transportation revenue package should also allow local governments to address their nonmotorized needs and includes language from SeaShore’s adopted 2011 and 2012 legislative priorities statement regarding the need for the use of toll revenues to have a reasonable nexus to the projects and/or improvements they will fund. The draft letter also includes support for joint SCA-Seattle-King County revenue proposal, and it acknowledges that Edmonds and Mountlake Terrace participate in the Forum and support its recommendations.  No changes to the letter were suggested, and the Forum agreed to send it.
Other attendees:  

	Scott MacColl, Shoreline
	Monica Whitman, SCA

	Jack Whisner, KC Metro
	Jeff Doyle, WSDOT

	Sally Marks, KCDOT
	


