
BEFORE THE WESTERN WASHINGTON GROWTH
MANAGEMENT HEARINGS BOARD

 
FRIENDS OF SKAGIT COUNTY, et al.,                               )                       

                                                            )  No.  00-2-0050c
                                                            Petitioners,                ) (City Regulations     
                                                                                                )   Issues)
                                                v.                                             )                                                           
                                                                        )   ORDER ON    
SKAGIT COUNTY,                                                                         )   MOTIONS TO            
                                                                                                )   RECONSIDER

                         Respondent,                        )
                                                )
and                                                )
                                                            )

CITY OF MOUNT VERNON, et al.,                               )           
                                                                                                )
                                                            Intervenors                 )
________________________________________________)
 
On February 16, 2001, Friends of Skagit County and Gerald Steel (FOSC) filed a motion for 
reconsideration.  Skagit County responded on February 26, 2001.  FOSC’s motion for 
reconsideration is denied.
 
On February 16, 2001, Skagit County filed a motion for reconsideration.  On February 20, 2001, 
the City of Anacortes filed a response.  
 
The County asked for reconsideration of the finding of noncompliance that its interlocal 
agreements with municipalities “did not insure that annexation will be facilitated.”  The County 
further requested that if compliance was not found we “clarify” the changes the County must 
make in its interlocal agreement.
 
 
 
Basically the County complains that it does not have the ability to unilaterally amend the 
interlocal agreements.  The County misses the point.  As noted in finding 6 of the final decision 



and order, the requirement the County now complains about was first established in Abenroth on 
January 23, 1998.  It was reestablished in the compliance order of June 10, 1999.  Throughout the 
history of this issue, the County has maintained that its interlocal agreements have adequately 
substituted for DRs to accomplish the purpose of transformance of governance.  The County 
cannot now complain that it is without ability to amend those interlocal agreements so they 
comply with the Act.  
 
In the City of Anacortes’ response it submitted examples of what amendments the County might 
adopt and propose for the various cities.  While the County is certainly without authority to 
unilaterally amend the interlocal agreements, there is no evidence that appropriate proposed 
amendments would be rejected by any city.
 
The County’s motion for reconsideration is denied.  
 
This is a Final Order under RCW 36.70A.300(5) for purposes of appeal.
 
            So ORDERED this 5th day of March, 2001.
WESTERN WASHINGTON GROWTH MANAGEMENT HEARINGS BOARD          
 

                                                _____________________________
                                                                        William H. Nielsen
                                                                        Board Member
 
                                                                        _____________________________
                                                                        Les Eldridge
                                                                        Board Member
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