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To:  San Juan County Council 
cc: Pete Rose, Randall K. Gaylord   
From:  Common Sense Alliance 
Date: May 24, 2010        
 
 
Re:  A RESOLUTION PROPOSING A LOCAL INTEGRATING ORGANIZATION FOR APPROVAL BY THE 
PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP LEADERSHIP COUNCIL FOR THE SAN JUAN ACTION AREA. 
 
 
In the event the County Council decides not to follow our separate recommendation to defer 
adopting an LIO pending the resolution of the PSP scandal, the County Council should further revise 
the Resolution to (1) be consistent with its responsibilities under the Home Rule Charter and RCW 
36.70A.172 (requiring consideration of BAS when adopting policies and regulations protecting critical 
areas) and (2) create the type of “broadly inclusive” organization and “robust public process” 
contemplated by the PSP. 
 
Although we recognize some changes in this draft from the version considered last week, the 
revisions in the proposed Resolution do not cure the critical defects in the prior draft. 
 
1. The Resolution still appears, notwithstanding the language in Paragraph D, to agree to 
implement the PSP Action Agenda.  See Paragraph G (“Work cooperatively to implement strategic 
actions by the Action Agenda”).  
 
2. The Resolution still fails to recognize that the demands of the PSP, as reflected in the third 
and forth bullet points of Paragraph G of the draft Resolution, are internally inconsistent and call for 
the County to violate RCW 36.70A.172.  Rather, it appears the PSP believes that County should simply 
implement its Action Agenda without even considering the BAS that has yet to be adopted by the 
County and without regard to any of the other regulatory obligations of the County, including 
addressing all of the GMA goals, and representing the people of San Juan County.  
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To cure both of these critical defects, the County Council should add the following language to the 
Resolution as a new paragraph of as an addition to Paragraph D:    

 
San Juan County is not agreeing to implement any particular 
provisions or regulatory concepts in its Critical Areas Ordinance (CAO) 
or Shoreline Master Program (SMP), but plans to conduct the required 
reviews of the CAO and SMP and update them if necessary after 
considering Best Available Science and other appropriate 
considerations under the Growth Management Act, the Shoreline 
Management Act and other applicable law. 
 

3. The Resolution still fails to create an LIO consistent with the request from the PSP.  The 
proposed “Action Agenda Oversight Group” is anything but “broadly inclusive” since the regular 
people of San Juan County are excluded from any meaningful participation in the process.  Certainly 
nothing in the Resolution establishes a “robust public process.”   Furthermore, it is unlikely that the 
“Action Agenda Oversight Group” will have the “strong support from the local community” that is 
expected by the PSP. See Paragraph H of the draft Resolution.  It is impossible to understand how the 
proposed “Action Agenda Oversight Group” ensures that “all citizens are involved” or that it has 
public support.  In other words, the proposed LIO fails even the purported intent of the Steering 
Committee.  See Paragraph L (second Bullet Point) of the draft Resolution. 
 
To cure this critical defect the County Council should revise the LIO to include a number of “at 
large” individuals appointed by the County Council to represent the ordinary people of San Juan 
County on the Implementation Committee and provide a diversity of viewpoints regarding these 
important issues.    
 
 

*             *             * 
 
In the interest of securing public support for the LIO and proper consideration of your 
responsibility as representatives of the people of San Juan County, we urge you to make these 
revisions in the proposed Resolution.    
 
Thank you for considering these comments. 
 


