WRIA 7

HUC New Residential Dwellings Rural Capcity 2019
Public Water Public Water P-E Well
Name Year Built Areas P-E Well Areas Areas Areas
2008 38 20
2009 16 9
2010 9 9
2011 6 9
2012 4 2
Tulalip Creek - Frontal 2013 14 2
Possession Sound 2014 10 8 379 294
2015 4 7
2016 4 17
2017 16 15
2018 16 14
Total 137 112
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 9.09% 5.00% 4.09%
2008 12 22
2009 5 7
2010 0 5
2011 0 16
2012 1 11
. 2013 1 5
Quilceda Creek 5014 5 1
2015 2 15 466 747
2016 2 9
2017 0 13
2018 3 24
Total 28 138
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 6.06% 1.02% 5.04%
2008 17 5
2009 4 3
2010 6 1
2011 14 7
2012 18 1
Snohomish River - Frontal 2013 49 5
Possession Sound 2014 31 6 382 192
2015 13 13
2016 23 10
2017 16 8
2018 8 6
Total 199 65
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 7.26% 2.37%

9.64%




2008 11 48
2009 5 14
2010 10 7
2011 12 3
2012 6 5
Little Pilchuck River 2013 15 >
2014 3 18
2015 21 108 834 1308
2016 25 13
2017 14 21
2018 8 15
Total 130 159
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 10.55% 4.74% 5.80%
2008 57 22
2009 22 7
2010 11 6
2011 13 14
2012 15 5
Lower Pilchuck River 2013 26 2
2014 21 7
5015 26 1488 821
2016 50 11
2017 43 12
2018 24 32
Total 308 126
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 15.84% 11.24% 4.60%
2008 24 11
2009 2 4
2010 1 5
2011 11 8
2012 19 1
French Creek 2013 45 3
2014 21 6
2015 10 6 904 189
2016 7 4
2017 12 1
2018 9 19
Total 161 68
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 8.36% 5.88% 2.48%
2008 11 4
2009 14 8
2010 6 2
2011 10 6




2012 2 4
. . 2013 4 4
Evans Creek - Snohomish River 5014 13 c s -
2015 17 9
2016 10 6
2017 14 9
2018 20 5
Total 121 62
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 6.68% 4.42% 2.26%
2008 1 5
2009 1 1
2010 1 5
2011 0 2
2012 0 1
Peoples Creek - Snoqualmie 2013 1 2
River 2014 0 2
2015 0 1 >0 354
2016 5 13
2017 1 16
2018 0 6
Total 10 54
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 2 34% 0.36% 1.97%
2008 24 7
2009 10 5
2010 7 3
2011 22 2
2012 20 0
) . 2013 10 0
Upper Pilchuck River 5014 1 3
2015 11 4 800 212
2016 14 0
2017 6 1
2018 18 2
Total 153 27
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 6.57% 5.58% 0.99%
2008 39 25
2009 20 7
2010 21 9
2011 17 7
2012 7 3
2013 12 1
Woods Creek 5014 14 1" o o
2015 32




2016 39 20|
2017 32 16
2018 36 16
Total 269 123
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 14.31% 9.82% 4.49%
2008 7 19
2009 0 10}
2010 0 4
2011 3 1
2012 0 of
. . 2013 1 3
Elwell Creek - Skykomish River 5014 1 c
2015 1 12 156 437
2016 3 3
2017 2 4
2018 0 3
Total 18 64
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 2.99% 0.66% 2.34%
2008 0 1
2009 0 of
2010 0 1
2011 0 4
2012 0 0
2013 0 0
Cherry Creek 5014 0 0
2015 0 0 0 35
2016 0 0
2017 0 0
2018 0 0
Total 0 6
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 0.22% 0.00% 0.22%
2008 2 4
2009 0 2
2010 0 of
2011 0 4
2012 0 1
Lower Sultan River ;gij 8 g.
2015 8 5 82 172
2016 13 2
2017 19 5
2018 9 of
Total 51 29]




Percent of Total WRIA by HUC

2.92%

1.86%

1.06%

McCoy Creek - Skykomish
River

2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
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1.82%

0.47%

1.35%
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Olney Creek

2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

Total
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Percent of Total WRIA by HUC

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

Wallace River

2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
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1.57%
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1.20%

182

272

2008
2009




Upper Sultan River

2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

Total
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Percent of Total WRIA by HUC

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

Lower North Fork Skykomish
River

2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

Total
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Percent of Total WRIA by HUC

0.29%

0.00%

0.29%
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Lower South Fork Skykomish

2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
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Percent of Total WRIA by HUC

0.77%

0.00%

0.77%
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Middle North Fork Skykomish

2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
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River 2014 0 0
2015 0 0 0 45
2016 0 0
2017 0 0
2018 0 0
Total 0 0
Percent of Total WRIA by HUC 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
2008 250 209
2009 100 108
2010 72 63
2011 108 88
2012 92 39
Total for WRIA 7 by year 2013 178 33
2014 128 93
2015 149 103
2016 196 120
2017 177 132
2018 158 144
Total for WRIA 7 2740 1608 1132 7648 6346
Percent 100.00% 58.69% 41.31% 54.65% 45.35%
WRIA 7 HU Growth
Forecast Options:
Average Annual Increase 249
20 year projection - "past
trends" 4982 2924 2058
20-year projection - "Comp
Plan" 3536 2075 1461




Under count new well

Assumptions: potential or ?
Includes vacant parcels of .5 acre or larger in rural and resource areas;

including private forest lands (based on requirements for accomodating the under count - some smaller parcels
home, well and septic system) may have new wells

Includes vacant and underdeveloped parcels that are large enough to
subdivide given the underlying zoning (ex. One house on twenty acres in an R-5

zone) neutral
Assumes that all subdivisions will use the Rural Cluster option (greatest
capacity option if eligible for density bonus) slight over count

Uses capacity analysis conducted in 2011 adjusted for new growth 2012-2018

(parcel based future capacity). This anaysis excludes known critical areas from

developable land base. There are unknown critical areas where further

development may be restricted thereby reducing capacity. slight over count

Exclusion Areas (assumes 0 new P-E wells in the following areas):

Cities - urban level services, most will be on public water minimal under count potential
Unicorporated UGAs - urban level of services, most will be on public water.
Since charging $500 for new wells, zero have been located within UGA. minimal under count potential

Govt property and parks - used for govt purposes and very unlikely to convert
to other uses; with possible exception of school properties - slightly higher risk
of conversion to non-govt property. minimal under count potential

Excludes state and national forest lands - state agency lands may be sold to
private holdings. (Note: Does not exclude private forest lands) minimal under count potential

Public Water Service Areas (assumes nhew HU will hook to public water):




Under count new well
Assumptions: potential or ?

this could go either way -
extensions are known to occur at
much greater distance; or water
provider may not approve
connection due to system issues.

Sfr parcels within 100 feet of an existing water line - rural parcels are often
large, (ex. one square acre is 208'x208'). 100' is the proposed requirement in
the county's draft water code.

Subdividable parcels within 1/4 mile of water lines - county code requires that
RCS hook up to existing water system if within 1/4 mile of the system and the

provider approves the hook-up. There will be some that do not hook up due Most likely an under count of new
to system delivery issues by the provider. No current data to test this wells; the providers may decline to
assumption due to vesting timelines for RCS. provide service.

P-E Well Areas (assumes HU that will rely on new PE well):

Over count - water service may

Rural and resource lands (ag and private forest lands included) outside of the extend further than the 100' buffer
exclusion areas and outside of the water service areas. used to determine water service
area.

Parcels .5 acre and larger - this size was selected based on area and separation Under count - Slightly smaller
requirements for well, septic, house parcels could be on wells (?)

Capacity assignments include subdivision potential of both vacant and
underdeveloped lots based on current zoning. Rural zoning is very stable due
to GMA requirements - very unlikely to upzone the rural areas. UGA expansion
into rural areas would substantially increase capacity but at urban densities the
only option is connect to public water.

potential overcount - subdivsions
may not use RCS (unlikely)




2015 Snohomish County

2016 Countywide
Planning Policy

Rural/Resource growth

Comp Plan _ Population share by WRIA
Snohomish Allocation (Based on rural growth share 2008-
County 2018)
Avg. population
Annual growth Urban Rural
increase forecast share share WRIA 3
(2011- | (Pop. Change | 92.1% 7.9% &5 WRIA7 | WRIA 8
2011 | 2035 | 2035) |2018to 2038) (33%) | (62%) | (5%)
717000 | 955257 9927 198548 182862 15685 5176 9725 784
New Housing Units by WRIA 2018-2038:
(Rural Avg HU size = 2.75) 1882 3536 285
Total Available HU Capacity (Sheet 1) 13994 646
. Growth Share in "Water Service Area" (Sheet 1) 59% 52%
Allocation of NEW HU based Growth Share in "P-E Well Area" (Sheet 1) 41% 48%
on SnoCounty Model for likely
"Water Service Areas" and "P-E New HU in "Water Service Area" 2018- 2038 2086 148
Well Areas" New HU in "P-E Well Area" 2018- 2038 1450 137

Avg rural HU size is based on adopted growth targets; based on Population and HU increase 2011 to 2035.
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