
Figure 3 below depicts the relationship between the population growth targets and additional 
capacity at the UGA level.  For the UGA as a whole, as well as for the SW County UGA and the 
non-SW County UGAs combined, there is adequate additional population capacity to 
accommodate the projected population growth to the year 2025. 
 

Figure 3: UGA Pop Target/Capacity Comparison
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The population target and capacity comparisons are shown in Figure 4 below for individual non-
SW County UGAs.  In the Gold Bar and the Monroe UGAs, additional population capacity is 
less than the projected population growth to the year 2025. 
 

Figure 4: Non-SW UGA Pop Target/Capacity Comparison
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The population target and capacity comparisons are shown in Figure 5 below for individual 
MUGAs (and MUGA gaps and overlaps) within the SW County UGA.  This graph combines 
both the city and unincorporated MUGA results.  In the Brier MUGA and the Lake Stickney gap 
area, additional population capacity is less than the projected population growth to the year 2025. 
 

Figure 5: MUGA Pop Target/Capacity Comparison
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The population target and capacity comparisons are shown in Figure 6 below for individual cities 
(using 2002 city boundaries).  In the cities of Bothell, Brier, Lynnwood, Mill Creek and Monroe, 
additional population capacity is less than the projected population growth to 2025. 
 

Figure 6: City (2002 Bdys) Pop Target/Capacity Comparison
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The following figures show the breakdown of additional population capacity by housing type 
(single family, multi-family vs. senior apartments) and land status (pending, vacant, partially-
used vs. redevelopable).  The figures are shown first for the non-SW County UGAs combined, 
the SW County UGA, and finally the Total UGA. 
 
Non-SW County UGAs: 
 Figure 7: Figure 8 
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SW County UGA: 
 
 Figure 9 Figure 10:
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Total County UGA: 
 

Figure 11:  Figure 12: 
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