CENTRAL PUGET SOUND

GROWTH MANAGEMENT HEARINGS BOARD
STATE OF WASHINGTON

PILCHUCK, et d.,
Consolidated
Petitioners, Case No. 95-3-0047c
V.
AMENDED
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, FINDING OF COMPLIANCE

Respondent,
and

MASTER BUILDERS
ASSOCIATION OF KING AND
SNOHOMISH COUNTIES and
SNOHOMISH COUNTY REALTORS,
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I ntervenors.

|. procedural background

On July 18, 1996, the Central Puget Sound Growth Management Hearings Board (the Boar d)
issued a Finding of Compliance in the above captioned matter.

On July 26, 1996, the Board received a letter from Snohomish County (the County) requesting
the Board to issue a correction to the Finding of Compliance, specifically with regard to two
sentencesin the Finding of Compliance. The first sentence begins on line 14 of page 5 of the
Finding of Compliance and reads:

The County argues that it was not obligated to include “best available science” in the
preparation and adoption of Ordinance 96-011 because neither the FDO nor the Notice of
Compliance Hearing directed the County to do so.

The second sentence begins on line 20 of page 5 of the Finding of Compliance and reads:

The County further argues that at least some of the scientific and technical information
submitted by the Tulalip Tribes was reviewed by the County, specifically Exhibit 39



submitted to the Planning Commission and Exhibit 49 submitted to the County Council.

. ORDER

The Board concludes that the two sentences in question are not essential to the analysis and
conclusion of the Finding of Compliance. Therefore, the two sentences identified above are
stricken, all of the other provisions of the Finding of Compliance are adopted as though fully set
forth herein and the Board issues this Amended Finding of Compliance to the County in this case.

So ORDERED this 14t day of August, 1996.

CENTRAL PUGET SOUND GROWTH MANAGEMENT HEARINGS BOARD

Joseph W. Tovar, AICP
Board Member

Chris Smith Towne
Board Member
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