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Council Meeting Date: May 21, 2003
Agenda Item:  II
GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Ten-Year Urban Growth Area Review



PRESENTED BY: Michael Hubner, Suburban Cities Association

SUMMARY

Motion 03-1 is presented for your consideration and possible action at today’s meeting. The motion (attached to staff report) affirms the sufficiency of the current Urban Growth Area boundary to accommodate 20-year growth targets, consistent with additional Countywide Planning Policy goals for housing affordability, infrastructure provision, environmental protection, and economic development. If approved, Motion 03-1 will be attached to the Countywide Planning Policies as an appendix.

BACKGROUND

Staff provided a briefing on the Urban Growth Area (UGA) review to the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) at its March 26, 2003 meeting. Major points of that briefing were as follows:




· Washington State’s Growth Management Act (GMA) requires counties planning under the act to 1) review designated UGAs every ten years, evaluating the adequacy of the UGAs to accommodate the next 20 years anticipated population growth, and then 2) amend county and city comprehensive plans as needed to ensure continued ability to accommodate that growth (RCW 36.70A.130). FW-1 (Step 8a) of the King County Countywide Planning Policies (CPPs) implements the state UGA review requirement locally. This review utilizes “monitoring reports and benchmark evaluation,” including findings of the Buildable Lands Program. Based on this review, the GMPC may recommend changes to the UGA, if such changes are deemed necessary in order to accommodate growth targeted for the next 20-year planning period.
· Twenty-year growth needs were established by the GMPC through adoption in September 2002 of Household and Job Growth Targets for the 2001-2022 planning period. The targets satisfy the state requirement to plan for 20-year population projections issued by the State Office of Financial Management in January 2002.

· The King County Buildable Lands Evaluation Report (2002) estimated development capacity in the UGA, major subareas of the UGA, and individual jurisdictions to accommodate future growth. Staff briefed GMPC on this topic in July 2002.

· The table below compares figures on newly targeted household growth and housing capacity, for the UGA as a whole as well as within each of four subareas of the UGA. As highlighted in column C, the findings indicate that the existing Urban designated areas contain more than enough developable land, zoned at densities sufficient to meet growth needs for the next 20 years.
 Household Growth Targets vs. Housing Capacity in UGA and Subareas

A
B
C


Household Target

(2001-2022)
Housing Unit Capacity

(2001)
Capacity Above Target
(=B-A)

Sea-Shore
56,369
122,340
65,971

East County
47,645
62,771
15,126

South County
42,335
68,991
26,656

Rural Cities
5,563
9,178
3,615

Urban Growth Area
151,932
263,280
111,348

· The King County Benchmark program tracks progress toward achievement of a full range of CPP goals and objectives. None of the Benchmark indicators—in the areas of housing affordability, infrastructure provision, environmental protection, and economic development—suggests a need to expand the UGA at this time.
· Staff will continue to monitor data related to growth, evaluate the ability of the county and its cities to accommodate targeted growth, monitor Benchmark indicators, and periodically report to GMPC on the findings of this work.

Following the March 26 briefing and ensuing discussion, GMPC members directed staff to:

1. Prepare a motion affirming the sufficiency of the current UGA, and 

2. Report back to the council in 2005 on the progress made by local jurisdictions to incorporate new growth targets into their state mandated comprehensive plan updates.

Staff Recommendation: Adopt Motion 03-1.

Attachment:

A: Motion 03-1: Findings of 10-Year Urban Growth Area Review
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