2542

Sponsor(s): Representatives Milliken, Thonpson, Cairnes, DeBolt,
McMorri s, Sherstad, Koster, Melke, Sunp, Bush, Johnson, D. Sonmers
and Schoesl er

Brief Title: Allow ng rural counties to renove thensel ves and their
cities fromplanning requirenments under the growth managenent act.

HB 2542 - DI GEST
(DI GEST AS PASSED LEQ SLATURE)

Aut horizes rural counties to renove thenselves and their
cities fromplanning requirenments under the growh managenent act.

VETO MESSAGE ON HB 2542
April 2, 1998
To the Honorabl e Speaker and Menbers,
The House of Representatives of the State of Washi ngton
Ladi es and Gentl enen:

| amreturning herewith, w thout ny approval, House Bill No.
2542 entitl ed:

"AN ACT Relating to allowing rural counties to renove

t hensel ves and their cities fromthe planni ng requirenents of

t he grow h managenent act;"

HB 2542 would allow any county with a population |less than
50,000 « and that either opted into the requirements of the G owh
Managenment Act (GVA), or originally had the opportunity to opt out
of GVA « a new opportunity to renove itself and its cities fromthe
requirenents to plan under GVA

W have seen great progress in counties that are planning
under the GVA. Many of the counties who would be eligible to opt

out under this bill have experienced rapid gromh. Even in smal
rural counties, residents are concerned about growth and the | oss
of rural areas, and want to preserve the quality of life that

attracted themto those areas in the first place. The GVA all ows
our communities to plan for good and efficient economc growth
whil e preserving our state’s spectacul ar natural features.

This bill would go too far. It would all ow sone counties that
have experienced rapid growh to opt out. In fact, with the
exception of two counties, all of the counties that opted in would
have been required to plan under the GVA anyway, as a result of
their 10-year population growh factors being higher than 20%
This bill would al so allow counties to opt out over the objections
of their cities. Even in those counties that opted in, cities have
i nvested trenmendous anmounts of time and noney, and have made | and
use and capital decisions based on GVA. Cities nust have arole in
the counties’ decision to opt out.

For these reasons, | have vetoed House Bill No. 2542 in its
entirety.

Respectful ly submtted,
Gary Locke
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