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The Honorable Julia Patterson




December 23, 2008
Chair, Metropolitan King County Council

Room 1200

C O U R T H O U S E

Dear Councilmember Patterson:

Attached for your consideration and approval is a motion establishing the 2009 State Legislative Agenda of King County.  The proposed 2009 State Agenda and 2009 Statement of State Policy Positions documents are also attached.  As in previous years, it may be necessary to further amend these documents, at a later date, to incorporate major issues and concerns that arise during to the state legislative session.     

The most recent state revenue forecast projected a $5.7 billion plus state budget gap over the next biennium.  The county continues to face ongoing fiscal challenges delivering state mandated local government services.  Our priorities in the upcoming session include, but are not limited to addressing the county’s need for new fiscal tools and flexibility; addressing our transportation infrastructure; and seeking long-term dedicated funding for public health.  It is clear that we will once again need an aggressive and effective lobbying effort during the 2009 state legislative session by all elected leadership of King County, including the Executive, Council, Sheriff and our Judges.  Only by working together will we be successful. You will note that the attached legislative priorities reflect these concerns.
In addition to the provision of new fiscal tools and flexibility, our request of the State Legislature must include that they help us resolve the issue of annexation for the remaining major urban unincorporated areas with clarity and certainty.  Despite the five-year concerted effort of the county’s Annexation Initiative utilizing every available tool, our ultimate success in facilitating the annexation of our major urban unincorporated areas was quite limited with about 38,000 residents joining cities since 2004 and nearly 195,000 urban unincorporated residents remaining.  
The county’s ability to provide even a basic level of local government services to the remaining urban unincorporated population is increasingly compromised, absent additional local service revenues being made available.  Consistent with GMA, these urban residents deserve better levels of service consistent with those cities are able to offer.  King County, as a region in partnership with cities, has implemented the policy intent of the Growth Management Act with the region’s adoption of Countywide Planning Policies and identification of city specific potential annexation areas.  Despite this, there are still major hurdles to annexation.  It is time for the state to harmonize its statutory framework for effectuating annexation with the State’s Growth Management Act and modify annexation methods accordingly to promote a timely transition of these areas.  There are many ways this could be accomplished including amending existing annexations methods as well as new methods.  
The way that I have addressed this in King County’s draft State Legislative Agenda is with the following language “King County supports legislation that will facilitate annexations to cities as quickly and as predictably as possible.”

One possible way that the region might implement this language is with a new concept that I’d like to introduce to you.  The concept is straightforward – for major urban unincorporated urban areas that have been designated as potential annexation areas through the countywide planning policies, the areas would be deemed annexed to the designating city by June 30, 2010.
The proposal was drafted to address the three main concerns we heard from the cities regarding annexation. The first is that when a city has decided to annex an area, that annexation will proceed with certainty.  The second is that these annexations occur in time for the cities to qualify for the sales tax exemption allowed under SB 6686.  The third is that these neighborhoods are transferred in the best shape possible.  I believe this innovative proposal addresses all of these issues.   I have not yet had an opportunity to brief the cities or the full council on this proposal.  It is my intent to initiate a full regional discussion of this idea in early January.  This proposal may change or other options may develop as a result of those discussions.
As Executive, I look forward to working collaboratively with the Council and our other intergovernmental partners including the Washington Association of Counties, the City of Seattle and the suburban cities, to ensure we provide the support needed for our county lobbying team in Olympia.  

Sincerely, 

Ron Sims

King County Executive
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cc:
King County Councilmembers
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