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RESO Ratify KC Growth Targets v6.docx
April 28, 2010

Version #6

resoLution S 21

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of Seattle approving and ratifying the decision
of the King County Council to amend King County Countywide Planning Policies to
establish housing and employment growth targets for the 2006-2031 period.

WHEREAS, the King County Council adopted the original countywide planning policies in July
1992; and

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) was established by interlocal
agreement in 1991 to provide the collaborative policy development of Countywide
Planning Policies; and

WHEREAS, under the State Growth Management Act (GMA), King County is required to adopt
growth targets that will accommodate the population growth estimates set by the State
and the employment estimates established by the Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC);

and

WHEREAS, the GMA requires local jurisdictions in King County to periodically update their
comprehensive plans to accommodate 20 years of anticipated population and employment
growth; and

WHEREAS, In King County, the growth targets for each jurisdiction are adopted in the
Countywide Planning Policies (CPPs); and

WHEREAS, The PSRC has adopted a plan entitled “Vision 2040 and Metropolitan Planning
Policies (MPPs) that provide substantive guidance for growth target allocations in each of
the four PSRC counties, including King County; and

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policies FW-12(b), FW-18, FW-19, T-1, FW-21, CC-4, and
FW-29 state the intent that transportation, infrastructure, human services, and community
services be provided in ways that support desired land use patterns and are consistent
with growth targets; and

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policies LU-47, FW-37, and FW-38 call for development of
financing strategies and service priorities for allocating regional services and facilities;
and

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policy FW-12(b) states that “The growth targets...shall be
supported by both regional and local transportation investments. The availability of an
adequate transportation system is critically important to accommodating growth. The
regional responsibility shall be met by planning for and delivering county, state and

Form last revised on 12/31/07 1
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federal investments that support the growth targets and the land use pattern of the
County...”; and

WHEREAS, the current allocation system for providing new regional transit service does not
implement these Countywide Planning Policies, which were adopted in 1992; and

WHEREAS, since the Countywide Planning Policies were first adopted in 1992, significant
amounts of growth have occurred inside the urban growth area and particularly mside
cities with designated urban centers, and pending growth targets would direct even
greater amounts of growth to these areas; and

WHEREAS, as part of the process of adopting King County growth targets, on July 14, 2009, the
Seattle representatives on the GMPC wrote to the County Executive to formally request
that the GMPC agenda for September 16, 2009 include a specific and substantive
discussion about establishing a stronger connection between the allocation of growth and
resources for services to support growth; and

WHEREAS, The City of Seattle proposed a motion for consideration at the September 16, 2009
GMPC meeting to adopt a new framework policy in the CPPs to address the provision of
regional services to urban areas to support growth and to direct staff to further develop
this policy, and this motion was not approved by the GMPC; and

WHEREAS, on October 28, 2009, the Growth Management Planning Council approved GMPC
Motion 09-1, amending the King County Countywide Planning Policies to establish
housing and employment growth targets for the 2006-2031 period; and

WHEREAS, the County growth targets assign 37 percent of the growth in housing and 35
percent of the employment growth to the City of Seattle, which comprises less than 20
percent of the area within the Urban Growth Area, and which as a result would continue
to have much greater density than any other jurisdiction in the County; and

WHEREAS the Seattle representatives on the GMPC abstained from voting on the growth
targets at the GMPC meeting on October 28, 2009, because of concern that without a
County commitment to provide regional services, and in particular transit services, in a
way that will reinforce the regional growth strategy, cities will find that services are
increasingly deficient for accommodating the expected levels of growth, and that
inadequate service delivery will make it increasingly difficult to attract further
development and retain public support for increased densities, and could frustrate tl

CPP’s growth strategy; and
WHEREAS, On October 28, 2009, the GMPC agreed to address Seattle’s concerns aboul

regional services and approved GMPC Motion 09-2, establishing a work plan to address
the policy framework for allocation of regional services and facilities; and

Form last revised on 12/31/07 . 2
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WHEREAS, in response to the work plan established in GMPC Motion 09-2, regional staff
worked cooperatively to draft amendments to the CPPs that address the relationship
between transit service and existing and planned densities, and those amendments were
discussed at GMPC meetings on March 17 and April 28, 2010; and

WHEREAS, on April 28, 2010, the GMPC unanimously approved GMPC Substitute Motion
10-2, amending Countywide Planning Policies FW-18, FW-19 and T-14 to direct transit

service to locations within the county where existing and planned densities produce
conditions likely to result in high transit ridership; and

WHEREAS, on January 25, 2010, the Metropolitan King County Council, through adoption of
King County Ordinance No. 16747, ratified the work plan in GMPC Motion 09-2, and the
amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies in GMPC Motion 09-1
establishing housing and employment growth targets for the 2006-2031 period; and

WHEREAS, the 1991 interlocal agreement remains in effect, requiring ratification of
Countywide Planning Policies and amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies by
30 percent of the jurisdictions representing at least 70 percent of the population of King
County, within 90 days of adoption by the King County Council;

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE, THE

MAYOR CONCURRING, THAT:

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Seattle hereby approves and ratifies the
amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies establishing housing and
employment growth targets for the period 2006-2031, adopted by King County Ordinance 16747
(a copy of which is attached as Exhibit 1),

Section 2. The Mayor is hereby authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the

Clerk of the Metropolitan King County Council.

Form last revised on 12/31/07 3
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Section 3. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage and signatures hereon.

Adopted by the City Council the \ Ohday of _M\ ?\fb , 2010, and

signed by me in open session in authentication of its adoption this_ ) () day

WLl

President ___ of the City Council

of M= , 2010.
7 D)

THE MAYOR CONCURRING:

ichael McGinn, Mayor

Filed by me this 1 \ day of M(M : , 2010.

sl

City Clerk

(Seal)

Exhibit 1: King County Ordinance 16747

Form last revised on 12/31/07 4
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King County .
January 25, 20190
Ordinance 16747

Proposed No. 2009-0641.1 ' © Spousors Hague and Phillips ,

AN ORDINANCE adopting amendments to the
Countywide Planning Policies; adopting a wérk plan and
schedule to gddress policies related to allocation of regional
services, and adobﬁné new housing and employment
growth targets, and rétifyi ng the amended Countywide

* Planning Policies for untncorporated King County; and
amending Ordinance 104350, Secti011 3, as amended, and
K.C.C. 20.10.030 and Qrdinahce 10450,‘Section 4. as
amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

M_ [TON 1. Findings:

A. The Ametropolitan King County council adopted and ratified the Growth
Management Planning Council recommended King County 2012 - Countywide Planning |
Pohlicies (Phase ) m July 1992, under Ordinan;:e 110450.

B. The metropolitan King County council adopted and ratified the Phase I
amendments to the 'Cour;tywide Planning Policies op(Apgust A‘l 5, 1994, under Ordinance
11446. |

C. The Growth Management Planning Council met on October 28, 2009 and

-voted to recommend amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies,

1
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adopting Motion 09-1"approving a work plan and schedule to address the policy
framesvork tor allocation of regional services and facilities as shown in Altachment A to
this ordinance and adopting Motion 09-2 amending Table LU-1 of the Countywide

Planning Policies and approving related policy amendments as shown on Attachment B

to this ordinance.

" SECTION: 2.. Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.030 are
each hereby amended 'to read as follows:
“A. The Phase Il Amendments tb the King% County 2‘012 Countywide Planning
Policies attached to Qrdinance 11446 are hereby approved and adoptéd.
B. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Plrarming
Policies are amendecﬂ as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12027.
C. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planuing
Policies are amended, as shown by Attgchment I to Ordinance '1242 1.
D. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Couatywide Planning
Policies: are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 and 2 to Ordinance 13260.
E. The Phase II Amendments to the.King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended,'as shown by Attachments 1 through 4 to Ordinance 13415,
F. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended,' as shown by Attachments ltthro{)gh 3 to Ordinance ]3858.
G. The Phase IT Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14390. |
H. The Phase 11 Amendments to the King County 2(')1.2 - Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14391.
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[. The Phase [1 Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, aé; shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance- 14392,

J. The Phase [[ Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide 'Pl‘anning
Policies are amend.ed., as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordina'nce 14652,

K. The Phase [I Amendments to the King »Countj’ 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies aré amended, as shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 14653.

L. T['lﬁ Phase [l Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown b\ Attachment | to Ordinance 14654,

M. The Phase [I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14655.

N. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning A
Policies are afnendect as shown by Attachments 1 and 2 to Ordinance 14656.

O. The Phase II amend.ments to the King C'foun't}; 2012 - County.wide:Planning
Policies are ameﬁded, as shown by Attachmem Ato Ord,inénce 14844,

P. The Phase lI Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planzliﬁé
Poticies are amended as shown by Attachments A, B and C to Ordinance 15121. |

Q. The Phase 1I Amendments to the King‘CAounty 2012 - Countywide Planning
Po=liciAes are amended, as shown by Attac.hment. A tp Ordinance 15122.

R. The‘Phase 1§ Amendmenté to the King County 2012 - Coﬁnty’x&dde Plannipg
Policies are amended, as sho;vn by Attach;nent A to Ordinance .] 5123.

S. Phase II Amendments to the King Coﬁnty 2012 - Countywide Plalming'

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A and B to Ordinance 15426.
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Ordinance 16747

T. Phase [ Amendments to the King Countyv 20 lé - Coﬁntywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments ~\ B and C to Ordinance 13709.

U. Phase [l Amendments to the King County 20.12 - County'vide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment A to Qi‘dihance 16056. |

V. Phase [[ Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A, B, C, D.E Fand Gto Ordi'nancc.
L6151,

- W. Phase Il Amendments to the King Counfy 2012 - Countywide Planning
P;olicies are amended as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 16334, and those items
numbered | though 11, 13 and 15 as shown on Attachment B to Ordinance 16334. are
hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County. Those items
numbered 12 and 14, shéwn as strttcl<—th§011gh on At%achment Bto Ordihéncfe 16334, are
not ratified.

X. Phase I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning.
P'olicies; are amended as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 16335.

Y. Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended as shé\»’n by Attachment A to Ordinance 16336.

Z. Phase 11 Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning

Policiés are axﬁended, as shown b§ Attachments A and B to this ordinance.
| SECTION 3. Ordinance 10450, Secﬁion 4, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040 are
each hereby am’endel:l to read as follows:
A. Countywide Planning Policies adovpt;%d by Ordinance ‘1 0450 for the purposes

specified are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.
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B. The amendments to the Countywide Pl‘anningvaolicies adopted by Ordinance
10840 are hereby ratified on behalt of the pépulation of unincorporated King County.

C. The amendments to the COL'mtywide Planning Policies adopted bx Ordiﬁance
1 106[ are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

D. The Phase I[ ame[.ldments: to the King Count;v 2012 Countywide Planni;]g
Policies adopted by Ordinance 11446 are hexje.by ratified on behalf of the popﬁla[ion of
unincorporated King County. |

E. The améndments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Polic'ies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Oféinance 12027 are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

_F‘ The amendments to the King Cpunty 2012-- Countywide Planning Policies, 'as
ShO\;’n by Attachient 1 to Ordinance 12421, are heteby ratified on behal‘f of the
population of unjncorpbrated King County. |

G. The amendments to the King County 2012 — Countyﬁide PIanniné Policies. as
shown by Attachments I and 2 to Ordinance 13260, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.

H. The amendments to the King County 2012 ; Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 through 4 to Ordinance 13415, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population of uhipcorporaied King County.

"I The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 13858, are heteby ratified on behalf of

the population of unincorporated King County.
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J. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 14390, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

populatica of unincorporated King County.

K. [he améndments to the King Countf/ 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14391, are hereby ratified on behaif of the
population of uniﬁcorpora‘ted King County.

L The amendments to the King C&unty 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment | fto Ordinance 14392, me hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King Couﬁ[y.

M. The amendments to the King Co_urity 2012 - Countywide Planping Policies. as
Shé\-\-‘tl by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14652, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

N. The amend'.m:el.lts to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planming Policies, as
shown by Attachfnents 1 through 3 to Ordinance v1465‘3, are hereby ratified on beha}f of
the popiilation of uninéérporated King County.

0. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

- shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14654, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.

P. The amendments to the King Couﬁty 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14655, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.
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Q. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies. as
shown by Attachments | and 2 to Ordinance 14656, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.

R. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Attéchment A to Ordinance 14844 are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

S. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachmepts A, B and C to Ordinance 15121, are hereby ratitied on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King Countj

T. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies; as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15122, are hereby ratified on Eellalt‘bi” the
population of unincorporated King County.

U. The amendments to the AKing County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
sAhown by Attéchment A to Ordinance 15123, are hereby ratj.ﬁec{i‘on behalf of the
population of uhinconpofated King County.

V. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachm:ents A and B to Ordinance 1'542.6? are hereby ratified on behalf of the.
population of unincorporated King County.

W. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywidé Planning Policies,

‘as shown by Attachments A, B, and C to Ordinance 15709, are hereby ratified on behalf

of the population of unincorporated King County.
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X. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 16056 are hereby ratified on behalf ot the
population of unincorporated King County.

Y. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Attachments A, B, C, D, E, F and G to Ordinance 16151, are hereby ratitied on-

behalt of the population of unincorporated King County.

Z. The amendménfé to the King Couﬁ‘ty-2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 1633;1, and those items numbered | through 11, 13
an'd L5, as shown in Attaqhmerﬁ B to Ordinance 16334, are hereby ratitied on behalf of
the populatidn of unincorporated King County. Those items ﬁL(ﬂib&r&:d 12 and 14, shown
as struckthrough on Attachrﬁent B to Ordinance 163 34, are not ratitied.

AA. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Polices}'

o as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 16335 are hereby ratified on behalf of the

poj)ulation' of unincorporated King County.

BB. The amendiment to the King County 2012 - Couﬁtywﬁe Planning Policies.
as shown by Attachmerﬁ: A of Ordinance 16336, is hereby ratified on behalf of the
popyllation of unincorporated King County. Additionally, by Ordiﬁance 16336, an
amendment fo the Interim Potential Annex_atién Area Mab to include any additior;al
unincorporaied urban land created by the Urban Grévﬂh Area (UGA) amendment in the

Potential Annexation Area of the city of Black Diamond is hereby ratified on behalf of

the population of rnincorporated King County.
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10/28/09

Sponsored By: . Executive Committee

/th/pr

_ MOTION NO. 09-1 - .
A MOTION to adopt a work plan and schedule to address the
policy framework for allocation of regional services and facilities.

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Planning Counml has directed staff to develop
recommendations for a major update of the Countywide Planmng Policies in 2010 to bring
those pohmes into con51stency with Vlsxon 2040.° ‘

WHEREAS the Growth Management Plannmg Council has developed proposed growth
targets for housing and employment, that implement the Regional Growth Strategy

contained in Vision 2040 while providing 20-year targets for cities to use in the next round

of GMA comprehensive plan updates.

WHEREAS, since thé Countywide Planning Policies were first adopted in 1992,
significant amounts of growth have occurred inside the urban growth area, within cities and
unincorporated King County, and particularly inside cities with designated-urban centers,

‘where pending growth targets would direct even greater amounts of growth .

BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF

- KING COUNTY HEREBY MOVES AS FOLLOWS

Direct staff to pursue a work plan for phase [ of an update of the Countywide Planning
Pohcles

_Goal of Work Program

The GMPC will update the Countywide Planning Policies to ensure con51stency with the
Multi-County Planning Policies contained within Vision 2040, to ensure consistency with
the State Growth Management Act, to reflect current terminology and relevant references,

and to establish the policy framework for advancing the Regional Growth Strategy through

prioritized allocation of regional services and facilities. Phase One of the work plan is
focused on establishing one or more Framework policies that will advance the Regional
Growth Strategy through prioritized allocation of regional services and facilities; while
continuirg to serve all communities in King County )

ATTACHMENT A—
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Ordinance 16747

173 CC. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies.

174  as shown by Attachments A and B to this ordinance are hereby ratified on behalf of the

175 population of unincorporated King County.

Ordinance 16747 was introduced on 11/23/2009 and passed by the Metropolitan King
County Council on 1/25/2010, by the following vote:
Yes: 8 - Ms. Drago, Mr. Phillips, Mr. von Reichbauer, Ms. [Hague,
Ms. Patterson, Ms. Lambert, Mr. Féerguson and Mr. Dunn
No: 0 :
Excused: | - Mr. Gossett

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

2
s —
Robert W. Ferguson, Cha - =
ATTEST: : i e
o T
N xR
F S i [
R S 52 B R
7 i ’ ) g
Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council . ) ) té‘j = e
z 0
(e L)
— A

APPROVED this LY da){ofm, 2010

Dow Constantine, County Executive

Attachments: A. Motion 09-1, B. Motion 09-2
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10/28/09

Sponsored By: Executive Committee.

lpr .

,I'VIOTION NO. 09-2

A MOTION by the Growth Management Planning Council of King
County recommending the amendment of the Countywide Planning
Policies updating existing policies to provide for housing and
employment targets for the period 2006-2031. This motion also
amends Table LU-1 of the Countywide Planning Policies by replacing .
the existing Household and Employment Growth Targets for the
2001-2022 period with new Housing and Employment Growth

Targets for the 2006-2031 period.

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Growth Management Act (GMA) the 2002
' Countywide Planning Policies established household and employment targets for each city

and for King County through 2022; and

WHEREAS, the 2002 targets need to be updated to reflect projected growth through 2031

* in accordance with the GMA (RCW 36 70A 110); and

WHEREAS, Countywidé Planning Policy FW-3 states that the adopted household and

employment targets shall be monitored by King County annually with adjustments made by
the Growth Management Planning Council ut1hz1ng the process established in FW-1, Step

6; and

WHEREAS since J: uhe 2008 staff from King County and the cities in King County have
worked cooperatively to analyze and recommend new 20-year housmg and employment

- targets; and

WHEREAS the Growth Management Planning Council met and discussed the updates of
the housing and employment growth targets for the period 2006-2031, with opportunity for
public comment on April 15, 2009, July 15, 2009 and September 16, 2009.

ATTACHMENT &.
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2009—0641 Attachment A

Context: v
With the adoption of the new growth targets, King-County is facing an increased amount of

growth countywide and a pattern of growth that concentrates housing and employment in
cities with Urban Centers. Communities throughout the county recognize that their ability
to accommodate growth depends on adequate provision of services and facilities. Further,
a number of cities are concerned that the existing provision of services and facilities are
inadequate to meet current needs. The first priority in developmg the work program will
be to define the regional services and facilities that are necessary to support growth.

Direct staff to develop options for new CPP policy language that Will‘ prioritize regional
service delivery in ways that promote the regional growth strategy. [n developing that
policy, staff should address these issues according to the schedule shown below:
¢ Define what constitutes the "regional services" affected by this pohcy,
D Identlfy the existing policy basis for delivering reglonal services;
* Draft new policy options that address regional service delivery for GMPC
consideration by the end of the first quarter of 2010.

Schedule for further work on proposed policy options:

Task Due Date
Define regional services and facilities that are tied to growth 4™ Qtr, 2009
[dentify existing policy basis for future delivery of services and 4"‘ Qtr, 2009
facilities

Draft policy options for guxdance on delivering regional services March 1, 2010
and facilities ' :

Present p§licy options to GMPC for first réading and dAiscussi.on‘ End Qf 1* Qtr,
Revise policy options as directed by GMPC l%/?iﬁApril, 2010
Approval of policy amendment(s) and direction of next steps by Late April, 2010
GMPC :

Adopted by the Growth Management Planning Council of King County on October 28,
2009 in open session, and signed by the chair of the GMPC.

Kurt Triplett, Chair,@rowth Maﬁagement Planning Council
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2009-0641 Attachment B

BE I'T RESOLVED THAT THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF
KING COUNTY HEREBY MOVES TO AMEND THE POLICIES, TEXT, AND TABLE
LU-1 OF THE COUNTYWIDE PLANNING POLICIES AS FOLLOWS:

C. Urban Areas
The followmg policies establish an Urban Growth Area (UGA), determine the amount of

household housing and employment growth to be accommodated within the UGA in the
form of targets for each jurisdiction, and identify methods to phase development within this

. area in order to bring certainty to long-term planning and developinent within the County.

All cities are included in the UGA, with the cities in the Rural Area identified as islands of
urban growth. The UGA is a permanent designation. Land outside the UGA is designated

for permanent rural and resource uses. Countywide Policies on Rural and Resource Areas
are found in Chapter IllA, Resource Lands, and Chapter IIIB, Rural Areas. -

In accordance with the State Grthh. Management Act (GMA) (RCW 36.704.110), the State -

Office of Financial Managenient (OFM) provides a population projection to each county. -
The county, through a collaborative intergovernmental process established by the Growth
Management Planning Council, allocates the population as growth targets 1o individual
Jurisdictions. Forecasts prepared by the Puget Sound Regzonal Council are used to

establish the county employment projection.

The process for allocating growth targets in King County is a collaborative exercise

. involving input from the county and cities. The allocatzons determined through this process

are to be guided by existing relevant policies at the regional, counrywzde and local levels
and are to take into account best avazlable dafa on factors influencing future growth in the

region. as-fotlows:

The housing and employment capacity in the UGA, based on'adopz‘ed plans and regulations, .

should accommodate the projected 20-year growth. Growth is to be accommodated within
permanent Urban Areas by increasing densities, as needed. Phasing should occur within
the UGA, as necessary, to ensure that services are provided as growth occurs.
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- 2009-0641 Attachment-B

The land use pattern for ng County shall protect the natural environment by
reducing the consumption of land and concentrating development. An Urban
Growth Area, Rural Areas, and resource lands shall be designated and the
necessary implementing regulations adopted. This includes Countywide estab-
lishment of a boundary. for the Urban Growth Area. Local jurisdictions shall |
make land use decisions based on the Cduntywid_e Planning Policies. :

The Urban Growth Area shall provide enough land to a‘cconunbdéte future urban
development. Policies to phase the provision of urban services and to-ensure
efficient use of the growth capacity within the Urban Growth Area shall be

instituted.

FW-12(a) All jurisdictions within King County share the responsibility to accommodate the

: 20—year populatlon p[OJCCthD and jeb mglozment forecast ?heﬁ@pﬁl&&eﬂ

gfewth- Antlclpated growth shall be aﬂocated pursuant to the followmg

objectives:
a. Toplanfora pattern of growth that is guided by the Regional Growth

Strategy contained in Vision 2040, the growth management, transportation,
and economi¢ development plan for the 4-county central Puget Sound region;
To ensure efficient use of land within the UGA by dlrectmcr growth to Urban
Centers and Activity Centers; : .
To limit development in the Rural Areas;
To protect designated resource lands;

To ensure efficient use of infrastructure;
To improve the jobs/housing balance within the county Gﬁ-&—S&b&fea—baS}S
To promote a land use pattern that can be served by public transportation and
other alternatives to the single occupancy vehicle; and ~ '

o

~

@ mo oao

h. To provide sufficient opportunities for growth within the _;unschctlons

FW-12(b) The growth targets established pursuant to the methodology described in LU-25¢

and LU-25d shall be supported by both regional and local transportation
investments. The availability of an adequate transportation system is critically
important to accommodating growth. The regional responsibility shall be met by
planning for and delivering county, state, and federal investments that support the

* growth targets and the land use pattern of the County. This includes investments

in transit, state highways in key regional transportation corridors, and in improved
access to the designated Urban Centers. The local responsibility shall be met by -
local transportation system investments that support the achievement of the

targets.

FW-12(c) Ensuring sufficient water suppiy is essential to accommodate growth and

‘conserve fish habitat. Due to the substantial lead-time required to develop water
supply sources, infrastructure and management strategies, long-term water supply
planning efforts in the Region must be ongoing.

i‘f\{: )
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2009-064 1 Attachment B

1. Urban .Growt.h'A'rea

The Growth Management Act requires King County to designate an Urban Growth Area
in consultation with cities. The Countywide Planning Policies must establish an Urban

Growth drea that contains enough urban land to accommodate at least 20 years of new
. population and employment growth. The Growth Management Act states: “based upon

the population forecast made for the County by the Office of Financial Management, the
Urban Growth Areas in the County shall include areas and densities sufficient to permit -
urban growth that is projected to occur in the County for the succeeding 20-year period.
Each Urban Growz‘h Area shall permit urban densities and shall include greenbelt and
open space areas.” An Urban Growth Area map is attached as Appendix 1, which guides
the adoption of the 1994 Metropolitan King County Comprehensive Plan.

LU —25a Each jurisdiction shall plan for and accommodate the heuseheld housing and

LU-25b-

employment targets established pursuant to LU-25¢ and LU-25d. This obligation
includes:

a. Ensuring adequate zoning capacity; and ‘

b. Planning for and delivering water, sewer, transportation and other

infrastructure, in concert with federal and state investments and recognizing

where applicable special purpose districts; and
¢.  Accommodating increases in househeld housing and employment targets as
annexations occur.

The targets will be used to pian for and to eccommo_date growth within each
jurisdiction. The targets-do not obligate a jurisdiction to guarantee that a given
number of housing units will be built or jobs added during the planning period.

Growth targets for each Potential Annexation Area shall be set as a proportional
share of the overall Urban Unincorporated Area target commensurate with the
PAA’s share of total Unincorporated Urban Area housing and employment
capacity determined in the most recent Buildable Lands Report. As annexations
or incorporations occur, growth targets shall be adjusted. Househeld Housing
and employment targets for each jurisdiction’s potential annexation area, as
adopted in Table LU-1, shall be transferred to the annexmg Junsdlctton or newly

’ mcorporated city as follows:

a. King County and the respective city will determine new.housing heuseheld

and employment targets for areas under consideration for annexation prior to

the submittal of the annexation proposal to the King County Boundary

Review Board;

b. Acity’s heusehold housing and employment targets shall be increased by a
share of the target for the potential annexation area proportionate to the share

-of the potential annexation area’s development capacity located within the
area annexed. In the case of incorporation, an equivalent formula shall be

used to establish heusehold housing and employment targets for the new city. -
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2009-0641 Attachmant 8

Each city will determine how and where within their corporate boundaries tg
accommodate taxget increases;

The County’s unincorporated Urban areas targets shall be correspondmgly
decreased to ensure that overall target levels in the county remain the same;

The househeld housing and employment targets in Table LU-1 will be’
updated periodically to reflect changes due to annexations or incorporations. -
These target updates do not require adoptlon by the Growth Management

Planning Councd

LU -25c  The target objectives identiﬂéd inFW-12a shall be realized'th'rough the following
o methodology for allocating housing heusehold targets:

a.

Rl SR

Determine the additional population that must be accommodated countywide

: durmg the twenty year planmncr period based on the range of population

projections made by the State Office of Financial Management for the county
and 4-county central Puget Sound region and guided by the Reglonal Growth

. Strategy contamed in Vision 2040:

Assign proportions of the ubaa countywide population growth to each of six
Reglona] Geographies as defined by Vision 2040 to include Metropolitan
Cities, Core Cities, Larger Cities, Small Cities, Unincorporated Urban

'Growth Areas, and Raral and Natural Resource Lands the-four subareas{Sea—

Allocate populatxon growth to each Regional Geography as guxded by Vision

2040 and also taking into account additional factors:
- Assume that a small amounit of population.growth, approximately 3% to 4%
of the countywide total, will occur in the Rural area:
Convert the estimated projected population for each subareaUiban Regional
Geography to an estimated number of househelds housing units needed,
using projected average household sxzes,_&oup quaxters populanon and

vacancy rates tha
mestrecent-Census;

Allocate a heusehold housing target to individual Jurisdictions, within each
subarea Regional Geography, based on FW-12a and consxdenng the
-following factors:

the availability of water and the capacity of the sewer system;

the rémaining portions of previously adopted household targets;

the presence of urban centers and activity areas within each jurisdiction;
the availability of zoned development capacity in each jurisdiction;.and
the apparent market trends for housing in the area.

Junsdlctlons shall plan for housmg househeld targets as.adopted in Table LU-

1; and
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2009-064 1 Attachment B

g. Monitoring should follow the process described in policy FW-1. -

I=%d

A portion of the urban employment growth will occur in dctivity Areas and nezghborhoods

in the Urban Area. This employment growth will support rhe Urban Cenz’ers whzle

balancing local employment opportunities in the Urban Area

| LU-25d The target objecttves 1dent1ﬁed in FW-12a shall be reahzed through the followmg

methodology for allocating employment targets:

a. Determme the number of jobs that must be accommodated fﬂ*eael%ef—the—fouf

%WWW%MWW
the 20-year planning period based on the most recent forecast of employment
growth produced by the Puget Sound Regional Council for the four-county

central Puget Sound region, and guided by the Regional Growth Strategy

contamed in VlSlOl’l 2040, l&&eeeuﬂ{—fe%eftamtymheemp}eym

b. Assign proportions of the countywide employment growth to each of six
Regional Geographies as defined by Vision 2040 to include Metropolitan
Cities, Core Cities, Larger Cities, Small Cities, Umncomorated Urban Growth
Areas, and Rural and Natural Resource Lands:

c. Allocate employment growth to each Regional Geography as guided by
Vision 2040 and also taking into account additional factors;

~d. Assume that a small amount of employment growth, less than 1% of the
countywide total, will occur i the Rural area:

€. Allocate an employment target to individual jurisdictions, w1thm each Urban
Regional Geography based onF W—12a and con31der1ng the followmg factors:

1. the PSRC small area forecasts;

2. the presence of urban centers, manufacturmg/mdustrlal centers, and
activity areas within each jurisdiction;

3. the availability of zoned commercial and industrial development capacity.
in each jurisdiction and;

4. the access to transit, as well as to existing highways and arterials.

‘c. Jurisdictions shall olan for employment targets as adopted in Table LU-1. .

/”ﬁli‘\
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260
262 . PAA Evployment »
,)64 City / Subarea Target Target Target T‘arqet
- 1 NetMew Units Net tlew Units .| Net Mew Jobs Net New Jobs .
266 Metropoktan Citles . - . ] : :
268 Bellevue ' 17,000 290 53,000 :
270 Seatle - 85,000 ) __ 146,700
o Subtotal ] : 103,000 199,700 .
Core Cities i ] 3 )
Avbum 9,620 19,350 - ' ,
Botheli ) 3,000 810 4,800 200 :
Burien - ] 3,900 4,600 i _ |
Federal Way . 8,100 | - 2,390 12,300 " 290 )
Kent . , 7,800 1,560 ] 13,200 290
Kirldand 7,200 1,370 C 0200 - 650
Redmond . 10,200 | 640 . 23,000
- Renton ] 14,835 ) 3,895 : 29,000 470
SeaTac 5,800 25,300 ’
Tukwila® ' 4,800 50 15,500 2,050
Subtotal : 75,255 167,250 ,
Larger CRies - !
Des Moines 3,000 . 5,000 i
Issaquah ' 5,750 290 20,000 :
Kenmore 3,500 3,000 !
Maple Valley** - 1,800 1,060 i 2,000
Mercer Island 2,000 : ] 1,000
Sammamish j ' 4,000 350 1,800
Shoreline 5,000 5,000 - ) i
Woodinville 3,000 5,000 :
Subtotai 28,050 42,800
. Smal Gties
ﬁ - Algoca 190] 210, i
Beatoc Atts 3 - : 3 !
Black Ciamond - 1,900 : 1,050 i
Carnation 330 370
Clyde Hil 0] . . !
Covington 1,470 1,320 ;
Duwall 1,140 840 i
Enumclaw 1425 735 :
Hunts Polnt -~ ; 1 -
Lake ForestPark s - 210 i
Medina A ' 19 - f
Milton S 90 160 |
Newcastle 1,200 735 !
Normandy Park ) 1204 i 65 1‘
North Bend, . - 665 1,050 !
Pacific . i 785 135 370
, Skykomish _ . - 10 - :
Sroqualmie 1,615 1,050
g Yarrow Point ) 14 - i
ﬂ Subtotal - | © 10,922 e 8,168 :
Urban Unincorporated ) - :
Potential Annexation Areas 12,930 3,950 ;
] : North Hightine 1,360 2,530 !
Bear Creek LPD 910 - 3,580 i
Undaimed Urban Unincorporated 650 . 90 !
Subtotal’ 15,850 ) - 10,150
7 - {Kang County UGA Tota! 233,077 428,068
* Targels base year Is 2006, PAA / dty targets have beenﬁadjusted to reflect annexations through 2008.
=% Target for Maple Valtey PAA contingent on approval of city - county jolnt plan for Stmmit Place,
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ADOPTED by the Growth 1 \/Ianagement Planning Counc1l of King County on October 28,
2009 in 0pen session, and 51gned by the chair of the GMPC. '

o St

Kurt Triplett, Chair, Growt}“Management Planmng Counml
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" Rebecca Herzfeld
Fiscal Note Ratify Targets RESO v4

April 29,2010
Version #4
Form revised February 4, 2010
FISCAL NOTE FOR NON-CAPITAL PROJECTS
. Department: Contact Person/Phone: DOF Analyst/Phone:
| Legislative | Rebecca Herzfeld/684-8148 | Not Applicable
Legislation Title:

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of Seattle approving and ratifying the decision
of the King County Council to amend King County Countywide Planning Policies to
establish housing and employment growth targets for the 2006-2031 period.

e Summary of the Legislation:
This legislation ratifies the King County Council’s adoption of changes to housing and
employment growth targets for the 2006-2031 period.

. Bdckground: <
The growth targets adopted by the County assign 37 percent of the County’s housing growth

and 35 percent of its employment growth to the Seattle, which comprises less than 20 percent
of the land within the Urban Growth Area. As a result, Seattle would continue to have much
greater density than any other jurisdiction in the County. As part of the interlocal discussions
of the growth targets during 2009, Seattle raised concerns that without a County commitment
to provide regional services, and in particular transit services, in a way that will reinforce the
regional growth strategy, cities will find that services are increasingly deficient for
accommodating the expected levels of growth.

In response to Seattle’s concerns, the County’s Growth Management Planning Council
unanimously adopted amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies on April 28, 2010,
that describe the intended relationship between transit service and existing and planned
densities. These amendments provide greater assurance that transit service will be prioritized
to areas with existing and planned densities that support the growth targets. With the
assurance provided by this unanimous approval, Seattle can support ratification of the growth
targets.

X  This legislation does not have any financial implications.
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STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY

--S8.

254984 No. TITLE ONLY
CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE
Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an authorized representative of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, a daily newspaper, which newspapet is a legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now
and has been for more than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now
and during all of said time was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this
newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 12" day of June, 1941, approved as a legal
newspaper by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular issues of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, which was regularly distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The annexed

notice, a
CT:31209 & 31211
was published on

05/20/10

The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of $ 40.95, which amount

has been paid in full. /7 N\ /ﬂ
05;20/10% % %
Al ’

Mblic for the State of Washington,
residing in Seattle

ffidavit of Publication -




State of Washington, King County

[ITLE-ONLY PUBLICATION

The full text of the following legisla-
tion, passed by the City. Councilon May 10,
2010, and published here by title only, will
be mailed upon request, or can bhe accesse!

at http:l/cletk.ci.seattle.wa.us. For further
information, contact the Seattle City Clerk
at 684:-8344. ‘ :

RESOLUTION NO. 81209

A RESOLUTION adopting Seattle
Center’s Century 21 Design Guidelines as..
a companion document to the Century 21
Master Plan.

RESOLUTION NO. 31211
A RESOLUTION of the City Gouncil of-

the City of Seattle approving and ratifying .
the decision of the King County Council to
‘amend King Coum‘.{\ Countywide Planning

Policies to establish ousing and employment .
‘growth targets for the 2006-2031 period. !

Publication ordered by the City Clerk
Dateof publication in the Seattle Daily

Journal of Commerce, May 20,2010,
’ & b/20 264984)
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