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 Background and Context
◦ Growth Targets (may be revised)
◦ Planning Context: supports Economic Development 

Element, complements past planning effortsElement, complements past planning efforts
 Population and Employment/Existing 

Conditions
◦ Population Trends and Forecasts
◦ Employment Trends
◦ Peer Comparison (New)◦ Peer Comparison (New)



 Revenue Base
◦ Sales Tax and Property Tax
◦ Other Revenue Sources

 Real Estate Market Conditions Real Estate Market Conditions
◦ Retail
◦ Office
◦ Residential (Multi-family and Single-family)

 Economic Development Initiatives



 Updated with data from 2010 Census, 
American Community Survey, PSRC 2006 
Population Forecasts, and PSRC Covered 
Employment DatabaseEmployment Database

 Eliminated tables that were confusing, 
duplicative, or too detailedduplicative, or too detailed

 Added discussion of Jobs-Housing Balance
 Selected four peer cities for comparison, p p ,

based on size (population plus employment)







8000

Change in Employment By Sector

6000

7000

8000

Const/Res

3000

4000

5000

um
be

r o
f J

ob
s

Const/Res

FIRE

Manufacturing

Retail

1000

2000

3000N
u Services

WTU

Education

Government

0

1990 1995 2000 2005

Year



 Why these four cities?
◦ Objective criteria: Population and Employment
◦ Within Metropolitan Division (King and Snohomish 

Counties)Counties)
◦ Diverse City types with different strengths and 

weaknesses:
“Fi t Ti ” l t t (T k il ) “First-Tier” employment center (Tukwila)

 Exurban bedroom community (Marysville)
 Affluent East-side suburb (Kirkland)
 Future North Link terminus (Lynnwood)



 Why it’s important:
◦ Efficient use of the transportation network
◦ Allows individuals to live close to where they work 

(location efficiency)(location efficiency)
◦ Can guide zoning and economic development 

decisions
M l l l t t iti t◦ More local employment opportunities support 
place-making strategies and expand the tax base









 Shoreline’s population growth has been and 
will continue to be slower than growth rates 
in King County and the region.

 Over the past decade the population has Over the past decade, the population has 
stabilized and employment has grown slowly.

 There are only 0 72 local jobs for every There are only 0.72 local jobs for every 
housing unit in the City, highlighting the 
need for job growth.



 Compared to peer cities and King County, 
Shoreline has a relatively low revenue base.

 Growth in assessed valuation has been 
moderate over the past decademoderate over the past decade.

 Retail sales are low compared to peer cities 
and King County However sales growth hasand King County. However, sales growth has 
outpaced growth in King County and most 
peer cities.



Questions?


