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Lower Green River Flood Hazard Management Plan
Partner Planning Committee Meeting Summary
June 18, 2025 | 2-4 p.m.

Attendees

Andy Dixon (King County OEM), Ash Gould (KC DNRP), Calvin Rogers (Lund Faucett),
Cynthia Dampier (Community Navigator), Dan Brubaker (KC WLRD), Ellen Pepin-Cato
(Lund Faucett), Jenifer Young (Parametrix), Jenny Bailey (Parametrix), Jessica Farrington
(Interested Parties), Joshua Hopkins (City of Tukwila), Katie Wendel (KC Roads), Kjristine
Lund (Lund Consulting), Kollin Higgins (KC DNRP), Kris Faucett (Lund Faucett), Linda Li
(Community Navigator), Maia Bellon (Cascadia Policy Solutions), Michael Murray (City of
Auburn), Michelle Clark (KCFCD), Mike Mactutis (City of Kent), Mike Pruett (Segale
Properties), Patty Robinson (KC DNRP), Ron Straka (Renton PW), Sarah Caggiano (WA
Ecology), Sherry Edquid (City of Tukwila), Steven Schauer (KCFCD), Susan Melrose (KC
DNRP), Tammy Dang (Community Navigator), Tim Carlaw (City of Auburn),
Councilmember Valerie O’Halloran (City of Renton) and Victoria Navarro (Community
Navigator)

Agenda
e Introductions (Kris Faucett, Facilitator)
Welcome (Michelle Clark, King County Flood Control District Executive Director)

o Committee Purpose
o Background on District
o Integrated Floodplain Management
o Work to Date
* Flood Hazard Management Plan Overview (Jenny Bailey, Consultant Project
Manager)
e Multibenefit Goals and Indicators
o OVERVIEW (Jenny Bailey, Consultant Project Manager)
o DISCUSSION (Partner Planning Committee)
e Wrap up and Next Steps

Overview
e Following introductions and background, an overview of the Lower Green River
Flood Hazard Management Plan (Plan) was presented: how we got here, Plan
timeline (target completion early 2026) and purpose—a long-term vision for



reducing flood risk in the corridor while also achieving multibenefits when
practicable.

e The framework for the Plan was shared. It is based on the Final Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) and King County Flood Control District
Board of Supervisor’s direction to pursue Alternative 3 from the PEIS.

e Partner Planning Committee (PCC) details were discussed, including outreach,
scope, and expectations; it was confirmed that invitations to participate were
sent to area Tribes.

e The PCC then reviewed draft multibenefit goals and indicators; this will continue
at the next meeting on July 10, 2025. Before July 10", the other multibenefits
and a meeting summary will be sent to out to everyone that signed up as well as
posted to the District's website.

What We Heard
e Plan scope and priorities:

° When describing what is at risk in the Lower Green River Corridor,
include critical utility infrastructure.

. Clarify that the Plan framework doesn’t preclude the development of
new flood facilities; other strategies be considered first in the
hierarchy established in Alternative 3 of the PEIS.

° Confirm that flood risk reduction is the focus, with multibenefits as
the secondary consideration.

e Multibenefit goals and indicators:

. Consider alternatives to pamphlet distribution alone (e.g., flood
insurance enrollment or surveys).

. Use visuals/photos to show desired results of completed projects.

° Collaborate with local jurisdictions to see if there are additional or

better indicators.

° With respect to collaboration with businesses, engage with the
Equitable Wastewater Program to work with small businesses on
septic systems, when applicable.

e Jobs and Resilient Livelihoods Multibenefit
. Some indicators seem redundant. Consider reducing or combining.
° Consider functional importance of features like flood gates not just
linear feet of facility improvements.



Consider shifting from linear feet of levee improvement to percent of
watershed protected because some levees protect much larger areas
downstream, offering disproportionate value. Could be based on
extent of flooding.

Remember the levees operate as a system—all components need to
work. Protecting one section doesn’t matter if others are inadequate.
There are existing inundation simulations that could help. Repairing
sections that protect larger inundation zones could be progress, even
if there’s work still to do in other segments.

e Open Space Conservation Multibenefit:

Better define what the District means by “open space.” Many
different definitions exist, often within the same agency.

Include collaboration with WRIA-9 for open space conservation.
Open space can include recreation areas that accommodate flooding.

e Recreation Multibenefit:

Consider changing the number of linear feet of walking paths
riverward of levees to number of river access points. More linear feet
of walking paths riverward of levees may be incompatible with other
objectives.

e Salmon Recovery and Habitat Restoration Multibenefit:

Explore using existing regulatory data collection for tracking habitat-
related indicators to avoid duplicating effort.

Better define what the District means by “functioning riparian” and
“floodplain connectivity.”



