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Introduced by: Bernice Stern 

71-114 

MOTION NO. ('3161 
". 

A MOTION requesting the Policy Development 
Commission to develop and recommend pro­
cedures relating to community plan committees 
and the community plan process. 

WHEREAS, King County started the Middle or Community 

Planning program in 1972 in order to provide short range (6-10 

yea.f.s) plans to guide capital and land development decisions; and 

8 II WHEREAS, based on a review of the communi ty planning process 

9 II completed by the Policy Development Commission in January of 

10 II 1977, the County Council implemented recommendations that 

11, II. clarified the roles and responsibilities of the PDC, County 

12 /I Planning staff, and the County Council for the development of 

13 community plans; and 

14 II WHEREAS, based on the experience with recent comrrturtity Plans 

15 II there is a need to further define the community planning process. 

16 1/ NOW THEREFORE, BE IT MOVED by the Council of King County: 

'17 1. The Policy Development Commission (PDC) is hereby 

18 II requested to review the County's experience with Community Plans 

19 II now in development or recently completed and make recommendations 

20 II where appropriate to further define the community planning 

21 II process to ensure fairness and equity to all parties affected by 

22 II a community plan. 

23 2. In its review, the POC should seek the viewpoint of 

24 individuals who have been participating in the development of 

25 community plans. In particular, members of past community plan 

.26 committees and representatives of the horne building and real 

27 estate industries and other private devel?pment interests should 

28 be included in any committee formed to conduct this review. 

29 3. In its review, the PDC should give specific attention to 

30 the following: time schedule for development of community plans, 

31 general categories of individual and organizational representa~ 

'2 .tion on community plan committees, methodbf selection of 

33 community plan committee members, voting procedures by plan 
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1 committees, method of selection. and replacement of plan committee 
-". 

2 II members, establishment· of interim policies guiding land develop-

3 /I ment decisions during the community planning process, . and the 

4 /I establishment of the issues to serve as the focus of the develop-

5 II ment of each community plan. However, any recommendations should 

6 II allow for sufficient flexibility to reflect different conditions 

7 "confronted by each community plan committee. 

8 4. The PDC report should be completed and forwarded to the 

9 1\ Executive and Council in sufficient time to allow for the 

10 II recommendations to be utilized in the development of the 
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community plans init. iated in 1978~~ 

PASSED this ;Zqtt-day of ~ • 

RING COUNTY COUNCIL 
RING COUNTY, WASHINGTON 
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