
Pend Oreille County Planning Commission Members                     July 12, 2016 
 
Thank you for your kind attention this evening. As public comment is permitted 
through July 12, please permit the following addition.  
 
* While urban services does indeed include water and sewer, it also (per 
statute) includes governmental services such as county staff administering 
building permits, including numerous inspections, visitation for inspection of 
sanitation systems by the health district, fire protection and other services that 
originate in urban areas. Many of these services are 52 miles away (one way) in 
Newport. As mentioned in my comment letter submitted earlier today, the cost 
for jurisdictions in servicing rural farm and forestland is $0.31 per dollar 
collected in tax revenue. The cost for serving residential development is $1.21 
per household for that same income. So growth for growth’s sake doesn’t 
necessarily mean more income for County operations.  
 
* Mr. Cash stated that his associate Mr. Snow researched and prepared data 
from the Office of Financial Management showing POC’s slight amount of 
agricultural activity, and very few people employed in agriculture within the 
County. He said only 54 individuals were employed in agriculture here. Please 
see a fuller profile of the same data below, showing the category includes 
those employed in forestry, fishing and hunting as well. Those 54, are either 
terribly well paid, or there’s a mistake in interpreting data. Additionally, it 
should be noted that often those who live off the land rely on family, and don’t 
pay a wage. So it’s very hard to accurately estimate.   

 
 
 
 
Mr. Cash also cited the population had experienced significant growth since 
2010 and that more was projected. Here is the OFM’s projections for 
implementation of the GMA. By 2040 population is only projected to grow by 
1,000 individuals. And as most realize, growth is seldom up North, but nearer 



services, hospitals and groceries (see line 32). POC is already falling behind 
these projections.   
 

  
 
Note: Letter writers who participated in the 2014 campaign were under the 
impression that their letters would be included in this effort as well. This is 
why you have so few letters and shouldn’t be construed as acceptance of a 
slighter footprint for rezone. The issue for locals remains the 5 acres. We have 
no objection to the farm being sold as a farm, or in 20 acre farm plots.  
 
Testimony Clarificaiton: Mr. Cash stated this evening that he didn’t understand 
why the County would ask Mr. Henrie pay recompense taxes ahead of the 
Wasatch project approval. In 2014 he said it was “putting the cart before the 
horse”. Director Lithgow can confirm that funding ahead of the approval was 
not required, but was voluntary. Taking the parcels out of the favorable tax 
status wouldn’t normally have occurred until approval of the project.  
 
And last. The beauty of North Pend Oreille County, and the quietude that exists 
here is what compels visitation. The director of the Selkirk loop identified 
(letter of 2013 to POC) that it’s the natural landscape that draws tourists to us, 
“traditional scenery, farms and farm animals”.   
 
If you’re inclined to see it again, the 3m video by resident Patty White showing 
the Old Boy’s Ranch is available at www.oldboysranch.blogspot.com  
 
In gratitude for the time you devote to preserving the rural character of Pend 
Oreille County, and planning for her future.  
Susan Hobbs 


