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	Chapter
	Type of issue
	Description
	Council Action



	All chapters
	Consistency with planning hierarchy.
	The proposed scope for the 2016 update calls for consistency with various planning documents regardless of placement within the hierarchy, which is a departure from the current King County Comprehensive Plan (KCCP).  

	

	All chapters
	Consistency with adopted King County vision and goals.
	Should the Executive’s four themes[footnoteRef:1] for the 2016 KCCP update be more aligned with the Council’s adopted 2015 King County Vision and Goals?[footnoteRef:2] [1:  Equity, climate change, regional mobility, and best run government.]  [2:  Motion 14317: mobility; health and human services; economic vitality; safety and justice; accessible, affordable housing; healthy environment; efficient, accountable regional and local government.] 


	

	All chapters
	Lack of clarity about Determinants of Equity.
	The Topical Areas draft is not clear about how the 14 Determinants of Equity would be incorporated in the KCCP.  

	

	Chapter 1 – Regional Planning
	Consistency with planning hierarchy.
	As noted above, the Topical Areas draft elevates some regional initiatives to be added to the KCCP but not others. Additionally, the proposed inclusion of some regional initiatives in the KCCP update may have the potential to trigger mandatory referral to regional committees.

	




	Chapter 1 – Regional Planning
	Scope of Eastside Rail Corridor (ERC) effort.
	The Topical Areas draft proposes that the ERC would only be incorporated into Chapter 1 as it relates to the ERC regional planning efforts. This could limit consideration for inclusion of other ERC policies related to the multi-use vision for the corridor in appropriate chapters (e.g. Chapter 6 Parks, Chapter 7 Transportation, and Chapter 8 Utilities).

	

	Chapter 1 – Regional Planning
	Consistency with Growing Transit Communities (GTC) Strategies Plan.
	Inclusion of the GTC Compact could imply the need for consistency with the GTC Strategies plan, which was intended to be non-binding.
	

	Chapter 1 – Regional Planning
	Consistency with GTC Strategies Plan/Regional Equity Network (REN).
	The REN is a subset of GTC, but is called out separately, which could cause confusion.  Its inclusion could imply the need for consistency with the GTC Strategies plan, which was intended to be non-binding.

	

	Chapter 2 – Urban Communities
	Consistency with planning hierarchy.
	The Topical Areas draft elevates the Communities of Opportunity implementation initiative to the same planning importance as adopted policy documents, causing this operational action to lead policy development.

	

	Chapter 2 – Urban Communities
	Consistency with Buildable Lands Report.
	The Topical Areas draft does not address the shortfall in capacity to meet employment targets in unincorporated King County as identified in the 2014 Buildable Lands Report.
	

	Chapter 2 – Urban Communities
	Lack of clarity about public/community benefits.
	The intent of the “public/community benefits” section is unclear.
	

	Chapter 2 – Urban Communities
	Lack of clarity about housing models.
	It is unclear if the affordable and innovative housing models sections are intended for only unincorporated King County.

	

	Chapter 2 – Urban Communities
	Distinction between policy and code change.
	Should a multi-family development tax exemption be considered as a policy as it’s currently written, or as a code change?

	

	Chapter 3 – Rural and Natural Resource Lands
	Scope of Rural Economic Strategies (RES) plan.
	Not including the RES plan in the scope of work could limit updating rural, agriculture and forestry policies to reflect the adopted 2014 RES plan (currently, the only Topical Areas reference is in Chapter 9 Economic Development).

	

	Chapter 3 – Rural and Natural Resource Lands
	Watershed planning recommendations.
	The Topical Areas draft incorporates the recommendations from the Fish, Farm, Flood watershed planning process.  However, the process is not yet complete and it is not yet known what the actual recommendations, nor the county’s position on the recommendations, will be.

	

	Chapter 3 – Rural and Natural Resource Lands
	Scope of green building policies.
	Should green building policies apply to all rural areas (rural residential, agriculture, forestry, mining, business, and rural towns) as currently written in the Topical Areas draft?
	

	Chapter 3 – Rural and Natural Resource Lands
	Up-to-date data for resource lands.
	Not including updates in the Topical Areas draft for the Agriculture and Forest Lands map, Mineral Resources map, and Mineral Resources property information could cause the KCCP to not reflect accurate and up-to-date information.

	

	Chapter 4 - Environment
	Consistency with King County-Cities Climate Collaboration (K4C) strategies.
	K4C is an Executive initiative that includes negotiating climate change strategies with other member jurisdictions.   These strategies have not yet been evaluated by the Council.  Additionally, the Executive did not transmit a K4C work plan to the Council as mandated in Ordinance 17285, which authorized the K4C Interlocal Agreement in 2012.  Inclusion of the strategies in the KCCP would make them policy.

	

	Chapter Six– Parks, Open Space, and Cultural Resources
	Consistency with Parks Levy.
	The Topical Areas draft only includes reference to regional parks, open space, and regional trails.  This would be inconsistent with the 2014 King County Parks Levy, which also included local parks.

	

	Chapter Seven – Transportation
	Lack of clarity about transportation and housing policies.
	The scope of work is unclear about whether some items, such as HOV/HOT lanes and affordable housing, are intended for only unincorporated King County.

	

	Chapter Nine – Economic Development
	Scope of Rural Economic Strategies (RES) plan.
	Should the Topical Areas reflect the updated 2014 RES plan?

	

	Chapter Nine – Economic Development
	Lack of clarity about agreed-upon results.
	The Topical Areas draft is unclear about what achieving “agreed-upon results in job and wage growth and economic diversity” includes.

	

	Chapter Ten – Community Plans
	Broader applicability of Community Plans.
	Removing policies from site specific Community Plans and incorporating them into other KCCP chapters could be a large change.

	

	Chapter Eleven – Implementation
	Strategic Plan metrics and goal statements.
	Inclusion of Strategic Plan metrics in the KCCP and new goal statements for each chapter could be a large change.

	

	Area Zoning and Land Use Proposals
	Executive supported Docket Requests.
	Not all of the Executive recommended/supported Docket requests[footnoteRef:3] are included in the Topical Areas draft, which does not ensure of their consideration in the 2016 update.  [3:  The Docket is a formal means for county residents to submit comments on or to propose consideration of changes to the KCCP and development regulations, and is regulated by K.C.C. 20.18.140. A summary of the Docket requests from 2012 to 2014 is included as Attachment 3 to the staff report; items G and I are supported by the Executive, but are not included in the proposed scoping motion.] 


	

	Other
	Rural Areas definitions.
	As identified during the 2012 update process, inconsistent usage and lack of clear definitions for the terms “rural area” and “Rural Area” in the KCCP could continue to cause confusion if not addressed.

	






