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based.  We recommend providing ample opportunity for public participation in the process established for adoption of 
the BLR. 
 
Another key question is how to determine whether reasonable measures are required pursuant to the findings of a 
BLR.  To do so, counties and cities must examine the BLR and make a determination of whether their plans and 
regulations remain consistent with county-wide planning policies in providing land suitable for development 
sufficient to accommodate anticipated population and employment growth.  Counties and cities also should identify 
inconsistencies between actual and planned development patterns and densities, where such inconsistencies may 
prevent local governments from accommodating growth.  We recommend that determination – whether the BLR 
demonstrates that inconsistencies exist – be made as part of the formal BLR adoption process so there is no 
question that your jurisdiction fulfilled its duty. 
 
If a city or county finds inconsistencies do exist, the adoption of reasonable measures and an annual monitoring 
program of those measures are required [RCW 36.70A.215(4)].  The GMA does not set a deadline for adopting a 
reasonable measures program.  The CPSGMHB in FEARN v. City of Bothell3 found that reasonable measures must 
be in place by the same deadline as the GMA comprehensive plan and development regulations update under  
RCW 36.70A.130(4). 
 
Due to the long period of time between the 2007 BLR and the next GMA update deadline in 2011, we recommend 
adoption of a reasonable measures program, if necessary, as soon as possible after adopting the Buildable 
Lands Reports.  One option would be for a city or county to adopt reasonable measures as part of its established 
annual or periodic docketing for GMA amendments.  Timely adoption allows more time to evaluate the effectiveness 
of different measures.  If adoption does not occur until 2011, the information in the 2007 BLR will no longer be an 
accurate reflection of development trends. 
 
We encourage each jurisdiction to carefully consider its options and establish its adoption process for the buildable 
lands program soon.  Jurisdictions within each county may want to consider amendments to the county-wide planning 
policies as a good way to begin clarifying these issues. 
 
We extend our appreciation to the Buildable Lands Technical Advisory Committee, which consists of each county’s 
buildable lands staff, for the advice and comments they provided as we developed these recommendations.  If you 
have questions or would like more information, please contact Sam Wentz, Buildable Lands Program Coordinator, at 
(360) 725-3063. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Leonard Bauer, AICP 
Managing Director 
Growth Management Services 
 
LB:lw 
 
cc:  Planning Director/City Clerk 

Buildable Lands Technical Advisory Committee 
Dave Williams, Association of Washington Cities 
Eric Johnson, Washington State Association of Counties 
Juli Wilkerson, Director, CTED 
Nancy K. Ousley, Assistant Director, Local Government Division, CTED 

                                                 
3 FEARN v. City of Bothell, CPSGMHB Case No. 04-3-0006c Order of Motions.  At this time this decision applies only to 
those within CPSGMHB jurisdiction, but it is well worth consideration by all buildable lands counties and their cities. 
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