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HOUSE BI LL 2016

State of WAshi ngt on 56th Legislature 1999 Regul ar Sessi on

By Representatives Fortunato, Mulliken, Sunp, M el ke, Bol dt, Benson and
Thomas

Read first tinme 02/12/1999. Referred to Commttee on Local Governnent.

AN ACT Relating to changing review periods under the growh
managenent act; and anmendi ng RCW 36. 70A. 130 and 36. 70A. 215.

BE | T ENACTED BY THE LEG SLATURE OF THE STATE OF WASHI NGTON:

Sec. 1. RCW 36.70A. 130 and 1997 c 429 s 10 are each anended to
read as foll ows:

(1) Each conprehensive | and use plan and devel opnent regul ati ons
shal | be subject to continuing review and eval uation by the county or
city that adopted them Not |ater than Septenber 1, 2002, and ((at
teast)) every five years thereafter, a county or city shall take action
to review and, if needed, revise its conprehensive |and use plan and
devel opment regulations to ensure that the plan and regul ations are
conplying with the requirenents of this chapter. However, a county or
city may review and revise its conprehensive plan every two years. The
review and eval uation required by this subsection nay be conbi ned with
the review required by subsection (3) of this section.

Any anendnment or revision to a conprehensive |and use plan shal
conform to this chapter, and any change to devel opnent regul ations
shall be consistent with and inplenent the conprehensive plan.
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(2)(a) Each county and city shall establish and broadly di ssem nate
to the public a public participation program identifying procedures
wher eby proposed anmendnents or revisions of the conprehensive plan are
considered by the governing body of the county or city ((ne—wore
Hequentlythan—once—every—year)) at |east every year, and if a county
or city so chooses, as frequently as every six nonths except that
amendnents may be considered nore frequently under the follow ng
ci rcunst ances:

(i) The initial adoption of a subarea plan;

(11) The adoption or anmendnent of a shoreline master program under
t he procedures set forth in chapter 90.58 RCW and

(tit) The amendnent of the capital facilities elenment of a
conprehensive plan that occurs concurrently with the adoption or
amendnent of a county or city budget.

(b) Except as otherwise provided in (a) of this subsection, all
proposal s shall be consi dered by the governi ng body concurrently so the
cunul ative effect of the various proposals can be ascertained.
However, after appropriate public participation a county or city may
adopt anendnents or revisions to its conprehensive plan that conform
with this chapter whenever an energency exists or to resol ve an appeal
of a conprehensive plan filed with a growh managenent hearings board
or with the court.

(3) Each county that designates urban growh areas under RCW
36. 70A. 110 shall review, at l|east every ((ten)) five years, its
desi gnated urban growh area or areas, and the densities permtted
wi thin both the incorporated and uni ncorporated portions of each urban
growh area. In conjunction wth this review by the county, each city
| ocated within an wurban growh area shall review the densities
permtted within its boundaries, and the extent to which the urban
growt h occurring within the county has | ocated within each city and t he
uni ncorporated portions of the wurban growh areas. The county
conpr ehensi ve plan designating urban gromh areas, and the densities
permtted in the urban growth areas by the conprehensive plans of the
county and each city located within the urban growh areas, shall be
revised to accommodate the urban growh projected to occur in the
county for the succeeding twenty-year period. The review required by
thi s subsecti on may be conbi ned wth the revi ew and eval uati on required
by RCW 36. 70A. 215.
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Sec. 2. RCW 36. 70A. 215 and 1997 ¢ 429 s 25 are each anended to
read as foll ows:

(1) Subject tothe limtations in subsection (7) of this section,
a county shall adopt, in consultation with its cities, county-w de
pl anning policies to establish a review and eval uation program This
program shall be in addition to the requirenents of RCW 36. 70A. 110,
36. 70A. 130, and 36. 70A. 210. I n devel oping and i npl enenting the revi ew
and evaluation program required by this section, the county and its
cities shall consider information fromother appropriate jurisdictions
and sources. The purpose of the review and eval uati on programshall be
t o:

(a) Determ ne whether a county and its cities are achieving urban
densities within urban grow h areas by conparing grow h and devel opnent
assunptions, targets, and objectives contained in the county-w de
pl anning policies and the county and city conprehensive plans with
actual growth and devel opnent that has occurred in the county and its
cities; and

(b) lIdentify reasonabl e measures, other than adjusting urban growth
areas, that will be taken to conply wth the requirenents of this
chapter.

(2) The review and eval uati on program shal |

(a) Enconpass | and uses and activities both within and outside of
urban growth areas and provide for annual collection of data on urban
and rural l|and uses, developnent, «critical areas, and capital
facilities to the extent necessary to determne the quantity and type
of land suitable for devel opnent, both for residential and enpl oynent -
based activities;

(b) Provide for evaluation of the data collected under (a) of this
subsection every five years as provided in subsection (3) of this
section. However, if a county or city chooses to evaluate its urban
grow h area nore often than once in five years, that review nmay occur

once every two years. The first evaluation shall be conpleted not

| ater than Septenber 1, 2002. The county and its cities nay establish
in the county-w de planning policies indicators, benchmarks, and ot her
simlar criteria to use in conducting the eval uation;

(c) Provide for nethods to resolve disputes anong jurisdictions
relating to the county-w de planning policies required by this section
and procedures to resol ve i nconsi stencies in collection and anal ysi s of
data; and
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(d) Provide for the anmendnment of the county-w de policies and
county and <city conprehensive plans as needed to renedy an
inconsistency identified through the evaluation required by this
section, or to bring these policies into conpliance wth the
requi renments of this chapter.

(3) At a mnimm the evaluation conponent of the programrequired
by subsection (1) of this section shall:

(a) Determne whether there is sufficient suitable land to
accommodat e the county-w de popul ation projection established for the
county pursuant to RCW 43.62.035 and the subsequent popul ation
al l ocations within the county and between the county and its cities and
the requirenments of RCW 36. 70A. 110;

(b) Determine the actual density of housing that has been
constructed and the actual anount of | and devel oped for commercial and
industrial uses within the urban growh area since the adoption of a
conprehensive plan under this chapter or since the last periodic
eval uation as required by subsection (1) of this section; and

(c) Based on the actual density of devel opnment as determ ned under

(b) of this subsection, review comrercial, industrial, and housing
needs by type and density range to determ ne the anount of |and needed
for commercial, industrial, and housing for the remaining portion of

the twenty-year planning period used in the nost recently adopted
conpr ehensi ve pl an.

(4) If the evaluation required by subsection (3) of this section
denonstrates an inconsistency between what has occurred since the
adoption of the county-w de planning policies and the county and city
conpr ehensi ve pl ans and devel opnent regul ati ons and what was envi si oned
in those policies and pl ans and the pl anni ng goal s and t he requi renents
of this chapter, as the inconsistency relates to the evaluation factors
specified in subsection (3) of this section, the county and its cities
shall adopt and inplenment neasures that are reasonably likely to
i ncrease consistency during the subsequent ((fve-year)) two-year
peri od. | f necessary, a county, in consultation with its cities as
required by RCW 36.70A. 210, shall adopt amendnents to county-w de
pl anning policies to increase consistency. The county and its cities
shall annually nonitor the neasures adopted under this subsection to
determne their effect and may revise or rescind them as appropri ate.

(5)(a) Not later than July 1, 1998, the departnent shall prepare a
list of nmethods used by counties and cities in carrying out the types
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of activities required by this section. The departnent shall provide
this information and appropriate technical assistance to counties and
cities required to or choosing to conply with the provisions of this
section.

(b) By Decenber 31, 2007, the departnent shall submt to the
appropriate commttees of the l|legislature a report analyzing the
effectiveness of the activities described in this section in achieving
the goals envisioned by the county-wi de planning policies and the
conpr ehensi ve plans and devel opnent regul ations of the counties and
cities.

(6) From funds appropriated by the |legislature for this purpose,
the departnent shall provide grants to counties, cities, and regional
pl anni ng or gani zati ons requi red under subsection (7) of this sectionto
conduct the review and performthe evaluation required by this section.

(7) The provisions of this section shall apply to counties, and the
cities wwthin those counties, that were greater than one hundred fifty
thousand in population in 1995 as determ ned by office of financia
managenent popul ation estimates and that are | ocated west of the crest
of the Cascade nountain range. Any other county planning under RCW
36. 70A. 040 may carry out the review, evaluation, and anendnent prograns
and procedures as provided in this section.

~-- END ---
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