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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO: Thurston County Planning Commission 

 

FROM: Andrew Deffobis, Associate Planner 

 

DATE: January 13, 2011 

 

SUBJECT: Critical Areas Ordinance (CAO) Update – Public Hearing Recap and Summary 

 

The Planning Commission held its public hearing on the Critical Areas Ordinance update on 

Saturday, December 10, 2011.  The main meeting room was in Building 2 Room 129, with five 

other rooms in Building 2 and two rooms in Building 1 fully set up to serve as overflow hearing 

rooms.  Sign-in for the hearing began at 9 AM, and the hearing itself began at 10 AM, with Chair 

Lane reading the hearing procedures and Andrew Deffobis providing the staff report. 

Forty-two people signed up to testify, and fourteen people signed in on the non-speaking sign in 

sheet.  Excluding staff, approximately sixty people attended the hearing.  Ultimately, forty-one 

people spoke at least once during the hearing, and approximately four people spoke a second 

time when granted permission by the Planning Commission chair.  Five people submitted written 

comments at the hearing, including one petition supporting the CAO with 125 signatures.   

The majority of people who testified at the hearing spoke in favor of the CAO.  Several themes 

and suggestions were brought forward during the hearing and in written comments, including: 

 Adoption of the CAO update is long overdue 

 Existing CAO should be reviewed to determine whether revision is warranted 

 More and better incentives should be included in the ordinance to assist compliance 

 Restrictions in ordinance may reduce buildable land and negatively affect property values 

 Use an adaptive, site-specific approach when protecting critical areas; not blanket 

protections 

 Review the critical areas approach taken by the City of Mt. Vernon 

 Proposal is more organized than 2005 draft, with improved clarity and predictability 

 An economic impact assessment should be conducted 

 Private property rights have not been considered adequately 



  

 Prairie ordinance should be removed from draft CAO 

 Buffers are too large, and will make too many properties non-conforming 

 Buffers, especially marine and freshwater riparian, should be increased, particularly in 

undisturbed areas 

 CAO will help to better protect Puget Sound 

 Landslide hazard identification methods need to be reconsidered 

 Sprawl is occurring in Thurston County, and must not negatively impact critical areas 

 The CAO is a socialist regulation, perpetrated by a larger effort to produce one-world 

government and brainwash people into support of sustainability 

 A disconnect exists between local government and rural residents; government is out of 

control 

 Concern regarding LOTT and their long range strategic plan, which involves aquifer 

recharge with reclaimed water 

 Geologic basis for defining critical aquifer recharge areas needs to be revisited 

 Site-based analysis of reclaimed water sites should be utilized in lieu of general 

requirements 

 Advanced treatment of reclaimed water is expensive 

 Promoting stringent regulation in the face of scientific uncertainty regarding 

contaminants of emerging concern is an over-the-top approach 

 Reclaimed water infiltration is an already heavily regulated activity 

 Must figure out how to safely infiltrate reclaimed water 

 Must protect our water supply, environment and open spaces for future generations 

 Puget Sound shoreline is already too armored, and this practice should be avoided in the 

future; bioengineering should be encouraged 

 The process thus far is building trust within the community 

 The process thus far is not building trust within the community 

 Observe the precautionary principle, address cumulative impacts, include credible 

enforcement ―teeth‖ 

 Protecting natural resources is good for the economy and quality of life 

 The environment should be managed, not protected; human being are capable of 

managing nature without causing long-term harm 

 Climate change should be addressed 

 Exceptions should be made for impacting man-made critical areas (e.g. planting Oregon 

white oak trees) 

 Zoning should receive more consideration; land zoned a specific way was intended to be 

used for a specific range of activities 

 

Several recesses were taken throughout the day.  At 1:45 PM, four Planning Commissioners 

were dismissed due to a lack of people waiting to testify, and a quorum remained to hear further 

testimony.  The hearing was adjourned at 3 PM. 

Additionally, between November 18, 2011—the beginning of the official written comment 

period—and 5:00 PM on December 23, 2011, a total of 123 written comments were submitted to 



  

the Planning Department.  All comments will be submitted to the Planning Commission along 

with a comment summary matrix and an assessment of themes and issues. 

 

 

 

 


