WILL ANOTHER PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE THE BoCC BE REQUIRED?

Use found within | LA-SMP Ecology County adopts Is a local hearing
the SMP recommends or Required?
requires
Issue #1 Prohibited use Prohibited use Prohibited use No
generally, some | generally, some
CUP CUP
exceptions exceptions
Issue #2 Prohibited use Allowed Use Allowed use No
Issue #3 Prohibited use Prohibited Use Prohibited use, Would be wise
some CUP to have a local
exceptions hearing because
it differs from
what Ecology
will approve.
Issue #4 Allowed use Prohibited Use Allowed use Would be wise
to have a local
hearing because
it differs from
what Ecology
will approve.
Typos, Typos and need | Corrections Corrections No
clarification for clarification | proposed to fix adopted

discovered when
Ecology reviews

typos and to
clarify so as to
achieve unified
terminology

Note well that for Issue #3 and
Issue #4 the Dept. of Ecology
would be obligated to

either “approve,” “send back” or
“reject” because what Jefferson
County wants to adopt and place
into its development regulations
(Title 18 of the County Code)
differs from what Ecology has
said they are willing to approve.
See RCW 90.58.090(2)(e)(i) and

(€)(i).
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