
City of Seattle
Department of Planning and Development

Welcome!
What’s Happening
Seattle 2035 is a citywide conversation about how Seattle grows over the next 20 
years. The City is updating Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan to shape growth in a way that 
builds on our strength and character as a city.

Upcoming Citywide Community Meetings & Events
• April, 2014, 5 Community Meetings

We’ll have 5 meetings in locations around Seattle. Details will be posted on our 
website soon.

• June 2014
Key Directions

• October 2014
Public Hearing on Draft  EIS

• December 2014
Draft  Plan

• April 2015
Public Hearing on Mayor’s Recommended Plan

Outreach to Traditionally Underrepresented Communities 
• Liaison training and education sessions (March-July)
• Small group meetings (Aug-Oct)
• Participation in citywide meetings (Oct-Dec)

Updating Seattle’s 
Comprehensive Plan 

Background Report: January 2014

Planning the Future 
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National 
Economic 
& 

Our Comprehensive Plan is a 20-year vision and handbook for 
Seattle’s Future. It guides important city decisions to infl uence 
where growth occurs:

• Improvements to our transportation system—infrastructure to improve safety and 
make it easier for pedestrians, bicycles, transit, cars and trucks to move around the 
city.

• Investments in utilities, parks, libraries and other services and urban amenities.
• Where changes or more planning may be needed to improve our zoning and other 

development policies.

Why do we need an update to the Comprehensive Plan?

Last Update 
in 2004

Carbon 
Neutral by 

2050

Great 
Recession & 

Recovery

New 
Population 

& Job 
Projections

GMA 
Mandates 
Update by 
June 2015

New Plans 
for Ped, 

Bike, Transit, 
Climate

Update 
Now

National 
Economic & 
Demographic 

Shifts

What is the Seattle Comp Plan?
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Seattle has an Urban Village Strategy to manage growth 
within our city. This strategy promotes a development 
patterns that:

• Anticipates and plans for growth in existing mixed- use areas.
• Contributes to the vibrancy of neighborhood business districts.
• Makes eff icient use of past and future City investments in transit, parks, 

utilities, community centers and other infrastructure.
• Minimizes impacts on single family areas.
• Reduces our dependence on cars.

Characteristics of an 
Urban Village

Urban Center Villages

Hub Urban Villages

Residential Urban Villages

Where is Growth
Going Now?

Very Frequent / Frequent

Very Frequent / Planned Upgrades 

Frequent / Planned Upgrades

Frequent transit service runs at least every 15 minutes 
approximately 18 hours a day, every day of the week.

Frequent
Transit Service

Seattle’s Urban
Centers & Villages
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What is the Urban Village Strategy?
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More Events to Come! Stay Connected and Get Involved
Blog: 
2035.seattle.gov
Meetings:
Come to community meeting

Facebook: 
facebook.com/SEA2035
Twitter: 
@Seattle2035

Alerts:
Sign up for our listserv & 
meeting alerts

Early 
Engagement
2011 – 2013

Early Update 
Actions

•  Climate Action
•  Healthy Food
•  Urban Design
•  Transit 

Communities

Project 
Planning and 

Research
3Q 2013-
1Q 2014

Assess
Planning Alts 

1Q 2014 – 
4Q 2014

Draft Plan 
Policies

1Q 2014– 
1Q 2015

City Council 
Reviews Plan
1Q – 2Q 2015

City Council 
Adopts Plan 
June 2015

April, 2014
5 community meetings 
in several locations 
around Seattle

Oct. 2014
Public Hearing on Draft 
EIS

Dec. 2014
Draft Plan

April 2015
Public Hearing 
on Mayor’s 
Recommended Plan

Citywide Meetings

Public Outreach and Engagement 
Liasion Schedule

June 2014
Key Directions

Spring 2014
Liaison Training and 
Feedback

Summer/Fall 
2014
Small Group Meetings

December 
2014
Participate in Citywide 
Meeting

Seattle 2035 schedule



City of Seattle
Department of Planning and Development

Housing is being added faster than jobs, and we are expecting a lot more 
of both in the next 20 years.

Seattle is Growing 

urban centers 26,000 70,000

hub urban villages 7,900

residential urban villages 11,000

outside 15,000
1,000 housing units

59,900total 

built 1995-2013 estimate 2015-2035Housing units

urban centers 37,000 115,000

hub urban villages 2,700

manufacturing &
industrial centers

1,300

residential urban villages 4,000

outside 11,000
1,000 jobs

56,000total 

growth 1995-2012 estimate 2015-2035
Jobs
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Housing units built 1995-2012

urban centers 
43% of new housing units

hub urban villages
13% of new housing units 

residential urban villages
19% of new housing units 

remainder of the city
25% of new housing units 

manufacturing / industrial centers
<1% of new housing units

Renter & owner 
households
urban

centers

83%
17%

residential
villages

34%
66%

hub
villages

28%
72%

renters owners

48% owner
households
in city as
a whole

34%

29%

37%
21%

26%
53%

Number of bedrooms
Seattle King County

≤1 BR 2 BR 3+ BR

Number of bedrooms
by housing type

renter-occupied owner-occupied

no BR 1 BR
4+ BR2 or 3 BR

13%

43%

39%

5% 1%
8%

63%

28%

Type of building
Seattle King County

single family multifamily

57%43%45%55%

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

 30%  20%  10% 0% 10% 20% 30%

men women

urban centers

Age

Young renter households favor urban living.

Housing
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2012 covered employment

57% in urban centers 

5% in hub urban villages

7% in residential urban villages

16% remainder of the city

15% in manufacturing / industrial centers

As of 2012 Seattle had 480,000 jobs, about 8% below the 2000 peak of 
520,000 jobs. Almost three-quarters of workers who live in Seattle also 
work here.

Workers by place of work

42%
58%

U.S.

41%
59%

King County

74%
26%

Seattle

live and work in different places
live and work in same place

Jobs
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In the fall of 2011, the City hosted an online survey to help the public 
give input about issues and priorities for the update. 

About 1,400 people responded. Themes with the highest “more 
imporant” rankings were:

• Build compact neighborhoods with shops, services, and amenities close to where 
people live and work. (63%)

• Create attractive, pedestrian-friendly urban places (e.g. sidewalks, street trees, plazas, 
lighting) that bring neighborhoods together. (70%)

• Ensure we have quality transit serving the places where housing and jobs are 
concentrated. (70%)

• Plan for neighborhood services within walking distance of where people live. (63%)

Scoping the Major Review of the 

Comprehensive Plan: 
A Report on Public Engagement

City of Seattle, Department of Planning and Development              March 2012

Read the full report at http://2035.seattle.gov.

2011 Survey Highlights
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The race and ethnicity of people who live in Seattle are similar to King 
County as a whole, but vary greatly by neighborhood.  

2010 population
by major racial category and  Hispanic/Latino ethnicity
one dot on the map equals five people

Asian Black/African American
two or more racesWhite

Hispanic/Latino (of any race)

King CountySeattle
4%

14%
8%

67%

7% 15%
6%

66%

4% 9%

14%
1% 6%

34% 36%
50%

27%

-2%

43%

81%

Change in population from 2000 to 2010
in Seattle and King County
by major racial category and Hispanic/Latino ethnicity

Seattle King County

Asian Black/African
American

White two or more
races

Hispanic/
Latino 

(of any race)

Over the past ten years, the race and ethnicity of 
people who live in King County as a whole have 
changed more than in Seattle.

Diversity
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Seattle’s residents have diff erent median incomes and experience diff erent 
rates of homeownership and poverty based on their race and ethnicity.  

48% city as
a whole

2010 homeownership rates
by major racial category and Hispanic/Latino ethnicity of the householder

Asian

46%

Black/African
American

29%

White

52%

two or more
races

33%
27%

$63,000 city 
as a whole

Asian

$52,000

Black/African
American

$31,000 

White

$70,000 

two or more
races

$49,000 

Hispanic/Latino 
(of any race)

Hispanic/Latino 
(of any race)

$48,000 

2010 median household income
by major racial category and Hispanic/Latino ethnicity of the householder

2010 poverty rates
by major racial category and Hispanic/Latino ethnicity

13% city 
as a whole

Asian Black/African
American

White two or more 
races

Hispanic/Latino 
(of any race)

all people under 18 65 and older

16%

29%

9%

14%

19%

15%

42%

4%

10%

24%
25%

20%

8%

9%

25%

Disparities
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Alternative 1:  Urban Center Focus
Most growth would be encouraged in our urban centers: 
Northgate, University District, Downtown, Uptown, South Lake 
Union, and Capitol/First Hill.

• More households and jobs would go in these locations than 
over the past 20 years.

• Most new households and jobs would be located in 
buildings 6 or more stories tall.

• Would help advance the regional growth strategy.  

Alternative 2: Urban Village Focus
More growth would be encouraged in urban villages, such 
as Columbia City, Lake City, Crown Hill, Morgan Junction, 
Fremont, and Eastlake.

• Closest to how household growth has been over past 20 
years, but more jobs would go to villages.

• Many new households and jobs would be in mixed-use 
buildings and apartments about 4-6 stories tall.

• Would help strengthen neighborhood business districts.

Alternative 3: Transit Focus
Growth would be encouraged around our existing and 
planned light rail stations in the Rainier Valley, Capitol Hill, 
the University District, Roosevelt, and Northgate.

• New urban villages would be located around the I-90 and 
NE 130th Street stations.

• Some village boundaries around light rail stations would 
expand.

• Taller buildings would accommodate households and jobs 
in urban centers while smaller buildings would be in other 
locations.

• Would take advantage of regional transit investments.

61%
10%

14%

15%

42%
20%

22%

16%

50%

12%

17%

16%

5%

j

73%

13%

4%
5%

5%

54%

8%
7%

8%

23%

59%
12%

7%

15%

1%

6%

j

115,000
jobs

70,000 
households

90

5

520

5

Elliott Bay

99

existing light rail manufacturing / 
industrial centersurban centers

planned light rail outside centers & 
villages

hub urban 
villages

existing & planned
light rail stations

potential new urban 
village locations
alternative 3 

residential 
urban villages

Planning Alternatives for Study in the Environmental Impact Statement 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will assess how the location 
and form of growth over the next 20 years could result in diff erent benefi ts 
and impacts.

What should the EIS Alternatives be?

Planning Alternatives for Discussion


