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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On your agenda is an introduction to the criteria that will guide the allocation of employment and household growth targets for 2012-2022: 

The purpose of today’s discussion is:

· To introduce all the criteria for your review at today’s meeting; and

· To affirm the direction of the criteria developed so far in Sections I, II, III.

The staff report includes the following attachments: Countywide Planning Policies (CPPs) that support the objectives which guide the targets process; King County Subarea Map; list of cities in each subarea; CPPs Adjusted Twenty-year Household Growth Target for 1992-2012 Table; and PSRC Proportional Distribution of Growth Table.

BACKGROUND

In your September briefing package you received an update presenting information concerning the ongoing King County Planning Directors discussions about the allocation of employment and household growth targets.  Below is a draft paper that represents the resultant work of the Planning Directors thus far.  It is an outline of the criteria that will guide the allocation of the 2012-2022 growth targets.

I. Preamble – What Are We Trying to Achieve

There are a number of challenges in King County to accommodate the next extension of growth for 2012-2022 in King County. In extending the growth targets to 2022 we need to base the extensions on the land use framework set forth in the Countywide Planning Policies as well as the realities of growth accommodation.  Probably the number one issue is that our region is sorely lacking in adequate infrastructure to support that growth.  As King County’s urban area continues to increase in population, jurisdictions are becoming more connected and interdependent.  Increasingly, decisions about infrastructure needed to support growth within the UGA are regional decisions rather than local decisions.  For example, decisions about freeway improvements, transit service and water supply will be key drivers for determining where King County can grow in the coming decades.  These will be regional decisions, and it will therefore be the responsibility of GMPC to provide policy guidance though the CPPs for the infrastructure investments to facilitate our regional land use plan.
II.   What Objectives Guide the Development of the 2012-2022 Targets Process

· Recognize the countywide need to accommodate the OFM population forecast extension and that all the urban jurisdictions will share in accommodating growth through 2022.

· Maintain the current 1992-2012 employment and household growth target for each jurisdiction and provide a target extension for the period of 2013-2022.

· Utilize the available land capacity and market trends data for each jurisdiction to inform the allocation process.

· Direct growth to appropriate locations consistent with the CPPs: this includes, but is not limited to, maintaining the current Urban Growth Boundary; minimizing the amount of growth in the Rural Area; making efficient use of land capacity and directing growth to urban centers and employment centers.

· Recognize that on a countywide level the growth targets at this time are being achieved but that it also desirable to achieve greater countywide consistency at the subregional and jurisdictional levels.

· Recognize that a jurisdiction’s ability to accommodate growth is dependent upon the ability to maintain adequate infrastructure, particularly transportation services and facilities and it is also dependent on the funding available for infrastructure from local, state and federal sources.

· Attempt to maintain an average home to work commute time of less than 30 minutes by improving the balance of new jobs and housing within the three urban subareas.

· Attempt to improve the balance of new jobs and housing within the three urban subareas by endeavoring to maintain a less than thirty-minute commute in the subareas.

· Recognize that targets are a forecast and policy commitment on the part of a jurisdiction to accommodate both housing and employment growth at a specified level forecasted for that twenty-year period.  It is not a guarantee that growth will occur at that level.
· As areas in the Urban Area are annexed to jurisdictions, recognize that there will be a proportional addition of employment and household growth targets to the cities’ existing targets and a decrease to the County’s.
III. Proposed New Growth Target Methodology

1. Subarea Employment Percentage Assigned

Assign the Puget Sound Regional Council’s employment forecast to four subareas of the County: Seattle/Shoreline, East King County, South King County, Rural.  Note that the Rural subarea will receive minimal, if any, growth targets.

2. Convert state OFM population forecast to an estimated number of households needed to accommodate that level of population growth.

3. Subarea Household Percentage Developed

Distribute household growth to each of the three urban subareas, generally consistent with the proportion of employment growth expected in the three urban subareas. 

4. Jurisdictional Growth Targets Developed

Within each subarea, allocate both employment and household forecasts to individual jurisdictions by considering all of the following factors:

· PSRC small area forecasts for employment

· Existing CPPs, which:

· emphasize the maintenance of a permanent rural area 

· call for efficient use of the existing urban area

· direct significant portions of employment and housing to Urban Centers 

· direct other housing to areas with good access to major employment centers (including urban centers, manufacturing/industrial centers and activity centers)

· Development capacity on vacant and redevelopable land

· Historic and projected market trends of subareas and individual jurisdictions for housing growth

5. Reassess initial jurisdictional allocations to ensure an appropriate countywide balance. 

· Based on the objectives in Step 2 above, balance the proportion of targeted households to targeted jobs within each of the three urban subareas at the current subarea proportion of total households to total jobs, or closer to the countywide proportion of total households to total jobs forecasted for 2022.

GMPC Direction: Is there a consensus of opinion that the preamble, objectives and methodology are acceptable?





IV. 
Other Items Needing Further Discussion Related to the Jurisdictional Growth Targets at the Buildable Lands and Targets Committee

· How to hold employment and household growth in the Rural Cities constant at their 1992-2012 target or, at the city’s request, opt for a modest increase commensurate with their infrastructure capabilities?

· How can the GMPC provide a framework through the CPPs, for the implementation of specific prioritized transportation strategies, that will address the jurisdictions’ mobility and accessibility needs, and encourage the use of transportation investments to leverage the CPP regional growth plan?

· Should the criteria for the jurisdictional growth targets be weighted or prioritized?

· Should affordable housing be considered as a factor in the general targets allocation process?
· Are there other issues that need to be addressed relating to the growth targets?

Recommendation of the Interjurisdictional Staff Team

· Direct staff to further refine criteria working with PSRC forecasts and/or preliminary estimates for OFM projections based on the concept of proportional (percentage) growth targets and jurisdictional targets. 
Attachments

A. CPPs that Guide the Development of the 2012-2022 Growth Targets Process 

B. King County Subarea Map

C. City Subarea List

D. Existing Adjusted Twenty-year Household Growth Targets for 1992-2012 Table (Table 2B)

E. PSRC Proportional Distribution of Growth Table.
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