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EIS Fact Sheet

Project Title and Description: Include a brief description of the proposal and its location,
include description and location of the alternatives if different.
Okanogan County adopted an updated Comprehensive Plan in 2014. The County has elected to
draft proposed revisions to the 2014 Comprehensive Plan which are the subject of analysis for
this environmental impact statement. The revision was challenged and substantial changes were
made to the Comprehensive Plan following the issuance of a DEIS which requires this
addendum.
Name and Address of Proponent (with proposed date for implementation):
Proponent: Okanogan County Planning Department
123 5th Avenue North, Suite 130
Okanogan, Washington 98840
Proposed date of implementation: By March, 2021
Name and Address of Lead Agency Responsible Officials:
Lead Agency:

Okanogan County Planning Department
Responsible Official: Pete Palmer
Position/Title: Director of Planning
Phone: (509) 422-7218
Address: 123 5th Avenue North, Suite 130
Okanogan, Washington 98840

Contact Persons for Lead Agencies:
Pete Palmer, Director of Planning for Okanogan County.
List of Permits and Approvals: Should be as complete as possible, note any which may be
tentative or potential, include federal, state and localjurisdiction permits.
The adoption of a revised comprehensive plan and land use designation map is a County wide
non-project legislative action presented for approval to the Okanogan County Board of County
Commissioners.
Once the Addendum to the DEIS is issued, the planning commission will conduct public
hearings on the proposed comprehensive plan and consider any comments on the adequacy or
needed additions/changes to the DEIS Addendum. After the Planning Commission makes its
recommendations, a final EIS will be issued and the Board of County Commissioners will
conduct their final review and adoption. The process is governed by Chapter 36.70 RCW,

concerning the adoption of a comprehensive plan or other official control, and chapter 43.21C
RCW and chapter 197-11 WAC, concerning the SEPA/EIS process and requirements
Authors and Principal Contributors:
The following are Agency individuals who were either reviewers or principal contributors to the
preparation of the DEIS Addendum:
•

Pete Palmer, Director of Planning

•

Angela Hubbard, Senior Planner

•

Charlene Schumacher, Senior Planner

•

Gene Wyilson, GIS Coordinator

•

David Gecas, Chief Civil Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

The following are Contract individuals who were either reviewers or principal contributors to
the preparation of the EIS:
None
Date ofIssue of the Draft EIS Addendum:
The date for the release of the Draft EIS Addendum is January 27, 2021.
Date DEIS Addendum comments are due:
February 10, 2021
Public Meetings:
The planning Commission will conduct a public hearing on the draft comprehensive plan and
draft EIS Addendum on February 22, 2021. Planning Commission meetings are open to the
public and are listed on the County website at www.okanogancounty.org/planning.
Projected Date ofIssue of Final EIS:
By April 22, 2021
The Final EIS is scheduled to be issued after the recommendation of the planning commission is
made and no later than one week prior to the Board of County Commissioners meeting where the
matter is to be considered. It is anticipated that the Board of County Commissioners will act on
the matter by April 22, 2021.

Subsequent Environmental Review:
Subsequent environmental review would be included for all permits processed under the terms of
the new zoning ordinance as required by Chapter 197-11 WAC for all non-exempt activities.
Subsequent environmental review will also be required for supplementing ordinances including
zone code, building code, subdivision code, and critical areas ordinance.
Draft EIS Addendum Availability: Identify how copies of the EIS can be acquired and their
cost, if applicable.
The Draft EIS Addendum is online for no cost at the Okanogan County Planning Department
website:
http://www.okanogancounty.org/planningl
Printed copies of the Draft EIS Addendum may be picked up by appointment only (due to
COVID 19 restrictions) at no cost from the following address:
123 5th Avenue North, Suite 130 Okanogan, Washington 98840

INTRODUCTION

Okanogan County (County) started an update on its Comprehensive Plan in 2016 consistent with the
Growth Management Act (GMA; Revised Code of Washington RCW 36.70A) for counties partially
planning under GMA. The Plan consists of goals, policies, and analyses of the following elements:
natural environment and resources, land use, recreation plan, and transportation. The Plan is used to
guide decisions about development and growth within the County and in the Urban Growth Areas
(UGA’s). It is also designated to help the County meet its long-term vision for growth.
In 2014 the Okanogan County Board of County Commissioners (80CC) adopted a revised Comprehensive
Plan. In 2017 the 80CC ordered a review of the Plan with special attention directed to issues raised in
the appeals brought against the 2014 plan. At that time, the 2017 Plan had gone through SEPA review
resulting in a draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The Plan was challenged, and substantial
changes were made to the Plan requiring an Addendum to the DEIS.
The purpose and intent of the Plan update is to provide for local needs relating to the use of land and
infrastructure, including the protection of property and water rights, and in doing so, to meet the state’s
minimum planning law requirements.
The draft Environmental Impact Statement Addendum (Addendum) provides an environmental analysis
of four alternatives to support the plan:
Alternative 1: A “No Action” alternative which calls for keeping the County’s existing (2014)
Plan without modifications.
Alternative 2 changes the rural resource and recreation resource designations used in the 2014
comprehensive plan to agriculture resource and forest resources lands. The city expansion
areas are designated in alternative 2. The rural designation follows the transportation grid but
does not capture as much of the areas already showing urban characteristics off the
transportation grid. Alternative 2 considers the historically low population growth in the county
and relies on market demand coupled with other regulation, such as the CAO and SMP, along
with a connection between growth and available water to direct growth.
Alternative 3 changes the rural resource and recreation resource designations used in the 2014
comprehensive plan to agricultural resource and timber resource. The city expansion areas are
designated in alternative 3. The rural designation follows only the major transportation grid and
does not extend into areas outside of fire districts or into critical areas. The rural designation in
alternative 3 does not capture areas already showing urban characteristics that are off the
major transportation grid. While alternative 3 considers the historically low population growth
in the count it relies on the cities/towns and their expansion areas to serve most of the
population growth. Larger lot sizes are desired in the resource designations to avoid conflict
with agricultural operations and to minimize risk to residential structures from wildfire.
Alternative 3 uses regulation requiring where possible the consolidation of non-conforming lots
to achieve a higher portion of large lots in the rural areas. Alternative 3 additionally relies on
other regulation such as the CAO and SMP, along with a connection between density and
available water to direct growth.

Alternative 4 was suggested by the Methow Valley Citizens Council (MVCC) during the scoping
period. Alternative 4 designates resource lands to indicate areas where the county will promote
long term commercially viable agriculture, forest, and mineral uses and will discourage intensive
residential, commercial, and industrial development. Larger lot sizes are implemented in the
resource designations to avoid conflict with agriculture operations. The city expansion areas
are designated in alternative 4. This alternative includes up to 4 rural designations (e.g.:
residential, resource, transitional, and remote) to recognize areas within the rural environment
with unique attributes, avoiding conflicting uses, and protect rural assets. Unlike Alternatives 13, which rely heavily on underlying zoning for guidance, alternative 4 applies policies in the
comprehensive plan describing each rural land use designation, its intent, and the density and
types of uses allowed.
Alternative 4, much like alternative 3, directs more of the population growth into the cities and
towns and their expansion areas where it can be served by municipal water and sanitary sewer
systems. Alternative 4 is more prescriptive in terms of subsequent zone designations than
alternative 3 but there is commonality in terms of the objectives of each.
The County has prepared this Addendum to amend the Okanogan County DEIS prepared for the 2014
Plan. This Addendum is intended to satisfy the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA) pursuant to RCW Chapter 43.21C and Washington Administrative Code 197-11-625. This
Addendum evaluates Plan alternatives and impacts that propose a similar policy direction, land use
patterns, and environmental impacts that are expected to be associated with the proposed action
identified in this Addendum. Therefore, the proposed alternative does not substantially change the
analysis of significant impacts and alternatives in the existing environmental document.
SEPA REQUIREMENTS

SEPA (RCW 43.21C) requires government officials to consider the environmental consequences of
actions they are about to take and seek better or less damaging ways to accomplish those proposed
actions. Officials must consider whether the proposed action would have significant, adverse
environmental impacts on the following elements of the natural and built environment: earth, air,
water, plants and animals, energy and natural resources, environmental health, land and shoreline use,
transportation, and public services and utilities.
SEPA empowers local governments to protect environmental quality, and it requires state and local
officials to make decisions consistent with the policy set forth in the act. When necessary, SEPA can be
used to supplement agencies’ authority to address gaps in laws affecting environmental quality. Under
SEPA, policies, plans, and regulations adopted per (partial) GMA are considered “non-project” actions
subject to SEPA review.
SEPA and (PARTIAL) GMA INTEGRATION

The GMA requires compliance with both SEPA and GMA (even for Counties such as Okanogan County
who have chosen to only partial plan under GMA) in the comprehensive planning process. Due to
similarities, integration of SEPA and GMA eliminates duplication of effort and assures consistency
between them. The procedural and substantive requirements of SEPA and GMA have been integrated
at several points in the County’s planning process.

Public Participation: Both SEPA and GMA recognize public participation and agency coordination as
fundamental to the planning process. The public participation process for the Plan began in 2014,
extending through 2019 where the SEPA analysis is an integral part of the public draft of the Plan;
Okanogan County published a draft of the revised comprehensive plan and initiated a SEPA scoping
period in November 2018 resulting in a DEIS. With the changes proposed in the revised comprehensive
plan and after review of the scoping comments received the following are the significant issues
reviewed in the DEIS: population projections and alternatives, buildable lands, ground water use,
impacts to roads, critical areas, and wildfire protection. A 45-day comment period was initiated
including a public hearing before the BOCC. The DEIS considered the impacts of the first 3 alternatives
and the 4th alternative was proposed during the scoping comment period. The draft plan was
challenged in 2014, at that time and a new revision process was initiated to address the concerns.
During this revision, public participation was included using COVID 19 protocols and mostly done over
WEBEX settings.
Visioning and Scoping: Visioning (for the plan) and scoping (for the DEIS) are the fundamental points of
each process. The County conducted multiple visioning workshops and a survey to offer input on
multiple issues related to the alternatives. Key topics to address in the plan were gathered during the
outreach and public participation process. The format for the visioning workshops was set up with
chapters of the Plan and maps for participants to review and comment on. Flip charts and note takers
were used to capture comments and any edits to the chapters of the Plan.
Existing Conditions: Both SEPA and GMA require collection and analysis of information regarding
existing conditions. The DEIS contains a description of existing conditions for various planning
issues/resources.
Goals and Policies: Goals and policies play an important role in the development of the (partial) GMA
comprehensive plan and the SEPA evaluation of plan alternatives. The polices and goals in the 2014
Plan, have been minimally amended to reflect (partial) GMA requirements for critical areas, city
expansion areas, wildfire, resource lands, rural lands, transportation, and capital facilities. The goals and
policies are drivers for the Plan, along with the Countywide Goals adopted by cities and the County.
Mitigation: GMA requires (Counties partially planning under) plan and ordinance provisions to reduce
the impacts of growth in natural and built environments (e.g.: designate ad protect by regulation critical
areas, protect water quality). Accordingly, the Plan map, text, goals, and policies along with its
implementation mechanisms naturally incorporate SEPA required mitigation.
Documents: Both SEPA and GMA require preparation of documents for the public participation and
decision-making processes, but each has specific guidelines on the information and analysis that must or
should be included. This Addendum contains the requirements of SEPA; this Addendum is an integrated
portion of the draft Plan document, which has been prepared to satisfy the GMA requirements for
Counties partially planning under GMA.
Location: Okanogan County is in North Central Washington, bordered on the north by British Columbia,
Canada, the Columbia River to the south, and the Cascade Mountains to the west, and Ferry County to
the east. The County covers 5,281 square miles, making it the largest county in Washington. Only 30%
of the land within the county is in private ownership due to the amount of state and federal land. The

Colville Indian Reservation, located in the southeast corner of the county, occupies approximately
700,000 acres of Okanogan County and is an integral part of the heritage of the county.
ALTERNATIVES
To facilitate the public review of the revised comprehensive plan four policy alternatives have been
drafted, which includes the proposed alternative 4 proposed by the MVCC. The following summarizes
the different assumptions and policies contained within the four alternatives. This draft environmental
impact statement (DEIS) addendum will analyze the impacts of four possible scenarios consistent with
the four policy approaches. While this draft environmental impact statement does not review a revised
zone map proposal it will by necessity review potential changes in the zone code, primarily the zone
map, which would be consistent with the four comprehensive plan alternatives. The final environmental
impact statement will analyze the preferred alternative that emerges from the public review process.
Alternative 1- No Action
To facilitate review Alternative 1 is the no action alternative which leaves the 2014 comprehensive plan
in place. The 2014 comprehensive plan was written with the assumption that many existing parcels
would not be developed due to an undesirable location or other problems that make further
development undesirable or unfeasible. The 2014 comprehensive plan uses a rural high-density
designation, a rural resource low density designation and a resource recreation designation. Alternative
1 relies on site and project specific review enforcing existing regulation to avoid and/or minimize
environmental impacts. Alternative 1 relies on the historically low population growth and market
demand to constrain and direct growth coupled with the availability of potable water supplies and the
ability of local soils to support on-site septic (OSS) systems.
Discussion of Alternative 1
Alternative 1- No Action
The no-action alternative leaves the Comprehensive Plan adopted in 2014 in place.
Resource Lands
The comprehensive plan adopted in 2014 adopted a recreation resource and rural resource designation.
No forest or agriculture resource designation was adopted but policies found within the comprehensive
plan support both forestry and agriculture in all designations. The resource recreation designation is
placed on public land due to the important contribution it makes to the local customs, culture, and
economic base. The land in recreation resource is critical to the local tourism, grazing/agriculture, and
forest industries as well as providing recreation opportunities.
Rural Designation
The rural designation in the 2014 comprehensive plan follows the transportation grid and captures areas
that already display urban characteristics by the existing development pattern. R-1 zoning is
predominating in the rural designation except in those areas where local perception led to the
conclusion that water supply was limited or the transportation grid would not support more intense
levels of development. In those areas R-5 and R-20 zones were assigned. The rural designation supports
a wide variety of land use activities with specific support for agriculture.

City Expansion Areas
The 2014 comprehensive plan contains policies regarding city expansion areas and recognizes them as
areas suitable for more intense levels of residential, commercial, and industrial development. The 2014
comprehensive plan map does not adopt any of the proposed city expansion areas. The 2016 zone code
revision that followed the 2014 comprehensive plan did not adopt any city expansion areas.
Unincorporated towns and neighborhood commercial centers
The 2014 comprehensive plan identifies the unincorporated towns and neighborhood commercial
centers. The 2014 comprehensive plan map designated the area of the town plats and large tracts of
surrounding land. The designation as unincorporated towns in the comprehensive plan made
compatible the assignment of the neighborhood commercial zone in the 2016 zone code. Policies in the
2014 comprehensive plan encourage commercial development in the unincorporated towns to allow
them to continue to serve as neighborhood commercial zones. Residential development is allowed
although subject to the same limitations imposed by water supply and ass regulations as elsewhere in
the county.
Alternative 2
Alternative 2 changes the rural resource and recreation resource designations used in the 2014
comprehensive plan to agricultural resource and forest resource. The city expansion areas are
designated in alternative 2. The rural designation follows the transportation grid but does not capture
as much of the areas already showing urban characteristics off the transportation grid. Alternative 2
considers the historically low population growth in the county and relies on market demand coupled
with other regulation, such as the CAD and 5MP, along with a connection between growth and available
water to direct growth.
DISCUSSION of Alternative 2
Alternative 2-Higher level of rural development constrained by historical growth levels.
Alternative 2 uses the medium range for population growth but relies on the historically modest growth
levels and market demand to dictate the location and intensity of growth in the rural areas.
Development in the rural areas is tied to the physical and legal availability of potable water supplies.
Alternative two replaces the recreation and rural resource designation with the agriculture and forest
resource designation. These designations utilize primarily soil classifications and current land use as
criteria for designation. The mineral designation is an overlay identifying existing mine sites. Agriculture
and residential development are allowed in all designations with underlying zoning assigned in
accordance with the ability of the area to support potable water supply and OSS as well as proximity to
the transportation grid. Unincorporated towns and neighborhood commercial centers are designated in
alternative 2. City expansion areas are designated in alternative 2 consistent with the submittals from
the cities.
Resource Lands
Alternative 2 designates 734,852.43 acres of land in the agricultural resource designation which is 22%
of the land mass of Okanogan County and 1,825,119.78 acres in the timber resource designation which
is 54%. In designating agricultural lands of long-term commercial significance alternative 2 uses primarily
soil classification and existing crop and grazing patterns as designation criteria. Private lands with a

Department of Revenue (DOR) code have been assigned Agriculture Resource or Forest Resource as
appropriate. The agricultural resource designation allows residential development and recognizes that
large parcels of land tend to avoid the conflict between residential development and farm operations.
Mineral lands are designated by DOR code 85, and by Department of Natural Resources Active
Surface Mine locations. Many of these are old mining claims that have not been open for years. This
also includes some of the mineral sites listed above.
—

—

Rural Designation
Alternative 2 designates 135,794.57 acres in the rural designation which is 4% of the land mass of
Okanogan County. Alternative 2 shows a reduced area of rural designation that follows main
transportation routes.
City Expansion Areas
In alternative 2 the city expansion areas proposed by the cities are adopted on the land use designation
map. Growth is encouraged within the city expansion areas but the alternative 2 does not require infill
or any other specific approach to growth. Alternative 2 assumes that market demand and the ability of
the city to serve the CEA, coupled with the historically modest growth levels throughout the county will
constrain growth.
Unincorporated towns and neighborhood commercial centers
Alternative 2 identifies the unincorporated towns and neighborhood commercial centers. The area
designated includes the area of the original town plats and tracts of surrounding land under common
ownership and/or reconciled to parcel boundaries. The designation as unincorporated towns in the
comprehensive plan would make the assignment of the neighborhood commercial zone compatible.
Commercial development in the unincorporated towns is encouraged to allow them to continue to serve
as neighborhood commercial zones. Residential development is allowed although subject to the same
limitations imposed by water supply and 055 regulations as elsewhere in the county.
Alternative 3
Alternative 3 changes the rural resource and recreation resource designations used in the 2014
comprehensive plan to agricultural resource and timber resource. The city expansion areas are
designated in alternative 3. The rural designation follows only the major transportation grid and does
not extend into areas outside of fire districts or into critical areas. The rural designation in alternative 3
does not capture areas already showing urban characteristics that are off the major transportation grid.
While alternative 3 considers the historically low population growth in the county it relies on the
cities/towns and their expansion areas to serve most of the population growth. Larger lot sizes are
desired in the resource designations to avoid conflict with agricultural operations and to minimize risk to
residential structures from wildfire. Alternative 3 uses regulation requiring where possible the
consolidation of non-conforming lots to achieve a higher portion of large lots in the rural areas.
Alternative 3 additionally relies on other regulation such as the CAO and SMP, along with a connection
between density and available water to direct growth.
DISCUSSION of Alternative 3
Alternative 3-More restricted regulatory approach to rural development.

Alternative 3 uses the medium range population projections but directs growth to the cities and towns
and their designated expansion areas by taking a more restricting approach to growth in the rural areas.
Development in the rural areas is tied to the physical and legal availability of potable water supplies.
Alternative 3 replaces the recreation and rural resource designation used in alternative 1 with the
agriculture and forest resource designation. These designations utilize primarily soil classifications and
current land use as criteria for designation. The mineral designation is an overlay identifying existing
mine sites. Agriculture and residential development are allowed in all designations with underlying
zoning assigned in accordance with the availability of municipal water and sewer in the city and towns
and their expansion areas. Residential development in the resource designations relies on large lot sizes
to avoid conflicts between residential and agricultural uses. Residential clustering is allowed on land less
suited to agricultural activities if the legal and physical availability of potable water supplies supports
development along with proximity to the transportation grid and the ability of local soils to support OSS
systems. The unincorporated towns and neighborhood commercial centers are designated in
alternative 3 with the areas designated restricted primarily to the existing town plats and immediate
area. Residential developments are discouraged in the unincorporated towns and neighborhood
commercial centers except where water and sewer systems exist or where residential activities are
already present and supported by legally and physically available potable water supplies. City expansion
areas are designated in alternative 3 consistent with the submittals from the cities. Both residential and
commercial growth is encouraged in the cities and towns and their expansion areas commensurate with
their ability to provide municipal services.
Alternative 4
A 4th alternative was suggested by the Methow Valley Citizens Council during the scoping period.
Alternative 4 designates resource lands to indicate areas where the county will promote long term
commercially viable agriculture, forest, and mineral uses and will discourage intensive residential,
commercial, and industrial development. Larger lot sizes are implemented in the resource designations
to avoid conflict with agriculture operations. The city expansion areas are designated in alternative 4.
This alternative includes up to 4 rural designations (e.g.: residential, resource, transitional, remote) to
recognize areas within the rural environment with unique attributes, avoiding conflicting uses, and
protect rural assets. Unlike alternatives 1-3, which rely heavily on underlying zoning for guidance,
alternative 4 applies policies in the comprehensive plan describing each rural land use designation, its
intent, and the density and types of uses allowed.
Alternative 4, much like alternative 3, directs more of the population growth into the cities and towns
and their expansion areas where it can be served by municipal water and sanitary sewer systems.
Alternative 4 is more prescriptive in terms of subsequent zone designations than alternative 3 but there
is commonality in terms of the objectives of each.
Impact of Alternatives on Population Projections
It is not anticipated that any of the alternatives will affect the rate of population growth. The
alternatives will impact the distribution of the growth received by drafting policies to differing levels
directs growth to the urban centers and their expansion areas with less subsequently moving to the
county. How much immediate impact to the settlement pattern these policies will have is difficult to
predict as large numbers of lots in the unincorporated areas already exist. The rate and extent of
impacts to the settlement patterns depends in part on the cities/towns ability to secure sufficient future

water supplies to facilitate growth. Policies in the revised comprehensive plan direct the county and
cities/towns to work together to secure additional municipal water supplies.
Actions adopted or enacted since thefirst comprehensive plan draft in 2014:
-

-

-

-

-

-

Ordinance 2020-7 was adopted November 2, 2020 by the BOCC and amended the Official Zoning
Map for Okanogan County in the Lower Methow changing 1 acre minimum to 5 acre minimum.
Ordinance 2020-3 was adopted June 2, 2020 by the 80CC and placed interim controls in 0CC
17A.400.130 by adopting subsection (1) listing the Upper Tunk Basin, Lower Tunk Basin, and
Tamarack Springs Basin in WRIA 49 as water availability study areas. It further placed interim
controls in 0CC 17A.400.120 which prohibits applications for the division of land pursuant to
0CC Title 16, including subdivisions, short subdivisions, large lot segregations, binding site plans,
and exempt divisions in 0CC 16.04.070. The purpose of the interim controls is to determine:
o If the current use of permit exempt wells has impaired the ability of senior water right
holders to obtain the surface water to which they are legally entitled, and;
o If the projected use of permit exempt wells will likely impair the ability of senior water
right holders to obtain the surface water to which they are legally entitle, and;
o If the current and projected use of permit exempt wells has contributed to the inability
to meet instream flow appropriations identified in WAC 173-549.
Ordinance 2020-143 was passed by the BOCC on October 27, 2020 adopting the Recreation
Management Plan for Okanogan County.
Ordinance 2021-1 was adopted by the 80CC on January 26, 2021 which enacted the following
interim land use controls applicable to Water Resource Inventory Area #48 (Methow Valley)
with the exception of the Columbia River influence that prohibits the subdivision of land
according to the provisions of 0CC Title 16 and RCW 58.17.
The Okanogan County Critical Areas Ordinance of 2016 was never adopted. The CAO was
updated and submitted to the Department of Commerce to start the 60-day review. It will be
starting SEPA and public comment in February 2020 for full adoption.
The WRIA 49 Watershed Plan Addendum is complete and under Department of Ecology review.

Substantial Changes to 2014 Draft Plan
Economic Development Element:
New element, introduction, goals, and objectives.
Shoreline Master Program:
Referred to the incorporation of the Shoreline Master Program Goals and Objectives as an
Appendix of the Comprehensive Plan.
Water Resource Inventory Areas:
Added objectives to the Goal of protecting the water supply for existing and future uses.
Added objectives to the Goal of protecting water quality.

Added goal to protect the instream flow water resources along with objectives.
Wildfire:
Updated the introduction to include recent incidences since the 2014 draft.
Added objectives having to do with land use patterns and wildfire management and to lessen
impacts of smoke resulting from forest fires.
Forest Lands:
Added objective supporting Forest Health Collaboration participation.
Mineral Lands:
Added objective to ensure mineral lands have adequate access and are sited to be compatible
with existing home sites.
Critical Areas:
Added to objectives referencing current soil samples and channel migration zones.
Added objectives to further protect aquifer recharge areas.
Added Goal and Objectives to protect fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas.
Land Use Element:
Updated introduction
Added to objective to support affordable housing studies and shortages.
Added objective to encourage and support farmworker housing.
Added objective to protect ag. Lands from the impacts of incompatible uses.
Rural Lands:
Added Goals and Objectives to ensure residential developments are consistent with the Rural
designation.
Added Goals and Objectives to achieve the best mix of uses in a rural setting.
Unincorporated Towns and Neighborhood Commercial Centers
Added Goal and Objectives to manage residential expansion while protecting the water quality
and quantity.

Added Goal and Objectives to create a pathway for future Neighborhood Commercial Centers to
meet the local needs of residents.
City Expansion Areas (CEA)
Added Goal and Objective to coordinate and cooperate with local governments.
Establishing Future More Completely Planned Areas
Added Goal and Objectives to foster joint planning efforts at a community advisory level.
Added Recreation Plan Element:
Includes introduction and reference to the most current Okanogan County Recreation Plan in
the Appendix of the Comprehensive Plan.
Transportation Element:
Added Goal and Objectives pertaining to providing safe, sustainable, and integrated multi-model
transportation systems for travelers.
Added Goal and Objective to be resource stewards by supporting economic development,
environmental, and community transportation needs.
Airport Safety:
Added Goal and Objectives to support the protection of the long-term viability of general
aviation airports as essential public facilities, including the protection of the aviation community
neighboring property owners and general publics health, safety, and welfare.
Added Military Training Routes:
Includes introduction, goals, and objectives to support coordinating planning efforts with the
Department of Defense.
Capital Facilities:
Added Goal and Objectives to achieve and maintain a desired quality of life and vision for
Okanogan County through the planned provision of public facilities.
Added Goal and Objectives to coordinate land use planning and public facilities planning and
management to plan for growth and the availability of public facilities.
Added Goal and Objectives to protect the health and environmental quality through appropriate
design and installation of public facilities.

Added Goal and Objectives to ensure funding for prioritized public facilities and services and the
mechanisms for collecting fees or revenues is established.
Added Goal and Objectives to ensure capital facilities element is consistent with other County,
local, regional, and state adopted plans.

