Special Meeting of the Anderson Island Citizens’ Advisory Board

December 9, 2005

Attendees:  Debbie Lowe, Phyllis Zander, Peter Seto, Chuck Hinds, Randy Anderson, David McGoldrick, Jim Singer, Natalie Bates (recording secretary)

Absent:  Anthony Tognazzini, Tom Huffar, Erik Hodge

1.  Discuss County survey and information relating to survey and/or ferry service

Debbie described the following conversation she had with Don Peterson on 12/09/05.  


“Don said that this is just a survey, County is just trying to get feedback on these specific issues.  He said that they may do nothing, it’s working fine the way it is.”  When I asked why they sent it out he replied that for the past 1 ½ years the County Council has asked Don to come up with a better schedule for Ketron.

They are already receiving returned surveys. 

I pointed out that at the August townhall meeting those in attendance voted unanimously to reject the proposed ferry schedule revisions.  Don said that they felt that a response from only 90 or so islanders was insufficient.  That at most public hearings only the people that care about the issue attend.  They don’t receive feedback from rest of population.  This is why they decided to do a survey by mail.

I mentioned extra 10 minutes that school kids will need to wait on the morning schedule change, and he said that he spoke to the school bus personnel who didn’t think it would present a problem.

Don stated that Bryan Golden had not seen the survey ahead of time, and he thinks that Bryan was not at the last quarterly meeting.  I asked who usually attends these meetings – Don Peterson, Jerry Bryant, someone from Pacific Navigation Co, sometimes one – three residents of Ketron, usually Bryan, and sometimes Elmer Brown.  He said that anyone was welcome to attend. Next meeting will be probably in Feb 8:30 am, in Tacoma Mall Plaza Bldg near post office.”

Debbie pointed out that there is a mistake on the survey.  Peter pointed out that this is really a mailing, not a survey.  He pointed out that the survey is not anonymous, there is a specific number for each survey sent out.  Chuck pointed out that the survey is one per household, not one per person.  Question to ask County is what mailing list did they use?

2.  Discuss AICAB’s responsibility and/or duty to County and Island

A few members communicated that AICAB is responsible because we have taken public positions on the ferry schedule in the past.  Peter pointed out that we should ignore the mailing.  He had several reasons, primarily that this change cannot be made without the Council review and approval.  Jim clarified that this isn’t accurate, that the Council reviews rate changes, but not schedule changes.  Debbie was asked and confirmed that Council does not approve schedule changes. Another reason Peter gave is that AICAB is not the Ferry Committee, which is the organization that is responsible for dealing with the County on ferry issues.  There was a general consensus that the Ferry Committee is not an effective organization and that we cannot depend on them for taking concerns to the county.  They primarily report back to the Island regarding the County’s plans and developments, but do not provide a 2 way communication process.  David communicated that the County really doesn’t care about Anderson Island.  We do not have an effective advocacy to the County with the current Ferry Committee.

David argues that the AICAB has four major thrusts:Ferry, Roads, Development and Police Enforcement.  He feels that the AICAB should have a major thrust in these four areas.  Peter argues that the Ferry is the most important county service.

Motion:  That AICAB will appoint a person to represent AICAB to the County for  the ferry.  This person will be responsible to report to AICAB.  This person will attend the quarterly County meetings (or whatever ferry relevant meetings) as the AICAB representative.  

As amended by Peter.  The AICAB will appoint a person to represent AICAB to the County on ferry issues.  This person will also regularly attend AICAB meetings.  Seconded by Chuck.  Call to question by David.  Vote/yea, all except Peter.

Chuck Hinds agreed to attend the county ferry meeting in February.  

Position will be announced in the Sounder as well as the January 10th meeting notice.  Nominees will be solicited and a decision taken on the appointment two weeks after the 10th of January.

3.  Determine appropriate AICAB response which may or may not include the following: letter to County, flyers to Islanders, notices on Island boards, and any additional suggestions

· Jim suggested that we write an email from Debbie to the county communicating our concern and protest that the survey was sent out.  

· David suggested that we put out a flyer to communication boxes informing the public of the best way to complete the form if their desire is to retain the current schedule.  Include Toby’s email and phone number.

· Put this on the agenda for the January AICAB meeting.

· Peter suggested that we create an effective committee to deal with this 

Motion by Peter:  Direct the chair to send a letter to Toby, cc: relevant officials protesting the mailing.  Dave seconded.  Unanimous.

Motion by David: Distribute flyers to communication boxes on how to complete the form if their desire is to retain the current schedule.  Amendment by Debbie: disclaimer as to the AICAB involvement and prior knowledge.   Phyllis seconded.  Unanimous approval, Peter abstained.

4. Draft wording of layout for AICAB methods of response.

Done.

5. Vote on approval of expenses associated with any of the above response methods

Motion by Phyllis:  Approve reasonable expenses for the above.  Seconded by Randy.  Unanimous approval

