Children’s Master Plan Advisory Committee Draft Resolution
Amendment 1
Proposed Language (fourth whereas):
WHEREAS, the objective of the selection of the Citizens Advisory Committee members is to provide a balanced representative group with a majority of membership from adjacent neighborhood(s); and
Suggested Amendment:

WHEREAS, the objective of the selection of the Citizens Advisory Committee members is to provide a balanced representative group with a majority of membership from adjacent neighborhood(s) , independent and representative committee of members directly affected by the actions of the institution; and 

Explanation:  The amendment above tracks the language in the Major Institutions Code, SMC 23.69.030B3.  The Code makes no mention of “a majority of membership from adjacent neighborhood(s).”  The purpose and intent section of the Major Institutions Code is in part to “balance a Major Institution’s ability to change and the public benefit derived from change with the need to protect the livability and vitality of adjacent neighborhoods” (SMC 26.69.002B).  Nowhere in the Code does it say that a majority of membership should come from adjacent neighborhoods.  The requirement in the Code, rather, is that those selected to serve be “directly affected.”
Amendment 2

Proposed Language:
Section 2.  Vacancies that occur may be filled by the Director of the Department of Neighborhoods without City Council confirmation, provided that such appointments do not increase the size of the Advisory Committee above fifteen members and do not substantially alter the balance of interests, expertise, and experiences represented on the Advisory Committee.
Suggested Amendment:  
Section 2.  Vacancies that occur may be filled by the Director of the Department of Neighborhoods without City Council confirmation, provided that such appointments do not increase the size of the Advisory Committee above fifteen twelve members , and do not substantially alter the balance of interests, expertise, and experiences represented on the Advisory Committee and are selected from the list of alternates approved by the City Council. 

Explanation:  The Major Institutions Code calls for a committee “of at least six (6), but no more than twelve (12) members” (SMC 26.69.032B1).  The City Council may change the number and composition of the committee, however, a need to do so has not been demonstrated.  The Major Institutions Code does not specify a process for filling vacancies on the committee.  It is sound public policy for the Department of Neighborhoods to first consider alternates on the Committee who have been through the rigorous vetting process and who have already been approved by the City Council as alternates.  This language is consistent with the draft memorandum of agreement submitted by the Department of Neighborhoods.
Draft Memorandum of Agreement between the City and Children’s
Amendment 3

Proposed Language:

4.
The initial voting members listed in Section 1 above (or alternates appointed pursuant to Section 2) shall serve an initial term that expires upon City Council adoption of the new master plan for Children’s Hospital and Regional Medical Center.  After the City Council adopts the new master plan for Children’s Hospital and Regional Medical Center: (1) the Director of the Department of Neighborhoods may appoint or reappoint voting members to serve any number of additional, renewable, two-year terms upon agreement of Children’s Hospital and Regional Medical Center and without additional City Council re-confirmation; and (2) vacancies among voting members (including but not limited to vacancies that arise as a result of the failure of the Director of the Department of Neighborhoods and Children’s Hospital and Regional Medical Center to mutually agree upon appointment or reappointment for any position), may be filled by the Director of the Department of Neighborhoods without Council confirmation.

Suggested Amendment:

4.
The initial voting members listed in Section 1 above (or alternates appointed pursuant to Section 2) shall serve an initial term that expires upon City Council adoption of the new master plan for Children’s Hospital and Regional Medical Center.  After the City Council adopts the new master plan for Children’s Hospital and Regional Medical Center: (1) the Director of the Department of Neighborhoods may appoint or reappoint voting members to serve any number of additional, renewable, two-year terms upon agreement of Children’s Hospital and Regional Medical Center and without additional City Council re-confirmation; and (2) vacancies among voting members (including but not limited to vacancies that arise as a result of the failure of the Director of the Department of Neighborhoods and Children’s Hospital and Regional Medical Center to mutually agree upon appointment or reappointment for any position), may be filled by the Director of the Department of Neighborhoods without Council confirmation if selected from the list of committee members and alternates approved by the City Council.
Explanation:  Nowhere in the Major Institutions Code is there authorization for the major institution to have mutual appointment authority or the ability to veto recommendations of the Department of Neighborhoods regarding appointment of Standing Committee members.  Yes, DON works cooperatively with our major institutions and that is appropriate.  However, the institution may not share DON’s goal as set forth in the Code of designating a “balanced, independent and representative committee” for City Council consideration.  Because no City Council approval is required for the appointment/reappointments to the Standing Committee, DON should be required to select from the list of committee members and alternates approved by the council or initiate a new process.
Amendment 4

The list of voting members in the Memorandum of Agreement should be modified to delete the nominees from View Ridge and Montlake as they are from areas not directly affected by the institution, a requirement of the Code.  The person designated as the citywide representative who did not adhere to DON’s application process and deadline should be replaced.  Angela Kerwin or another applicant with citywide qualifications should be substituted for Yvette Moy.  The Council or DON should decide whether Kathy Higgins or Christine Barrett should be the voting member and which should be the alternate from Laurelon Terrace.  Either Catherine Hennings or Doug Hanafin should be designated as an alternate to keep the number on the Committee to 12 as required by the Code.  Steven Reisler from the Laurelhurst business district, an applicant rejected by Children’s, should be added as an alternate.
Initial voting members:

1) Cheryl Kitchin

2) Delores Prichard

3) Miriam Muller

4) Bill Nichols

5) Kathleen Sabo

6) Catherine Hennings or Doug Hanafin 
7) Gina Trask

8) Karen Wolf

9) Michael Omura

10) Wendy Paul

11) Citywide representative who has complied with DON’s application process requirements

12) Christine Barrett or Kathy Higgins

Alternates:

13) Theresa Doherty

14) Shelly Hartnett

15) Kim Dales

16) Doug Hanafin or Catherine Hennings

17) Christine Barrett or Kathy Higgins

18) Steven Reisler
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