
  Reference Materials for the 2nd Annual Water Law in Eastern Washington Conf. 

PROJECTED GROWTH IN SPOKANE COUNTY: 

 

 NOTE: The above chart is pulled from Spokane County’s 2026 Comprehensive Plan Update Board of County Commissioners Strategic Discussion 
Handout (dated 04.08.2024). The full handout is available here: 
https://www.spokanecounty.gov/DocumentCenter/View/54050/BoCC_2026_CompPlanUpdate_StrategicDiscussion_Handout_20240408?bidId=  
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WATER RIGHTS HELD BY CITY OF SPOKANE

 

 NOTE: The above chart is pulled from the City of Spokane’s 2023 Water System Plan (updates required every 6 years).  

 The full document / 2023 Water System Plan is available here: 
https://static.spokanecity.org/documents/publicworks/water/2023-water-system-plan-final.pdf  
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SECTION 8 OF ECOLOGY POLICY 2030 – INCHOATE WATER 

Policy 2030 is Ecology’s Municipal Water Law Policy and Interpretive Statement and provides guidance on how to handle transfers of 
municipal water rights. 

 

 Note: It was last updated in Nov. 2024 and is available in full here: 
https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/publications/documents/2411100.pdf 
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RELEVANT CASE LAW FOR THE ROUND TABLE DISCUSSION ON COST OF FUTURE INFRASTRUCTURE: 

A governmental entity (including water purveyors) can impose conditions on development, including dedication of land, 
infrastructure, money to pay for such items, and fees. 

 Hillis Homes, Inc. v. Pub. Util. Dist. No. 1 of Snohomish Cnty., 105 Wn.2d 288, 301, 714 P.2d 1163, 1170 (1986) 
o A utility may charge reasonable fees to customers and may have “[d]iƯerent classes of customers may be charged 

diƯerent rates as long as the classifications themselves are reasonable.” 

 Irvin Water Dist. No. 6 v. Jackson P'ship, 109 Wn. App. 113, 120–21, 34 P.3d 840, 845 (2001) 
o “No municipal corporation is bound by a connection fee schedule for service to be provided at a future date unless 

there is a contract to provide such service at that rate.” 
o A developer does “not have a vested right in any particular fee schedule, at least before application and payment of 

the applicable connection fees.” 

However, there are Nollan / Dolan constitutional limitations on the conditions imposed on real estate development: 

 Nollan v. California Coastal Comm'n, 483 U.S. 825, 837, 107 S. Ct. 3141, 3148, 97 L. Ed. 2d 677 (1987) 
o Conditions imposed on development need to have an “essential nexus” or a connection between the 

development and the condition imposed, otherwise it will be an unconstitutional taking. 
 Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374, 391, 114 S. Ct. 2309, 2319–20, 129 L. Ed. 2d 304 (1994) 

o “We think a term such as ‘rough proportionality’ best encapsulates what we hold to be the requirement of the Fifth 
Amendment. No precise mathematical calculation is required, but the city must make some sort of individualized 
determination that the required dedication is related both in nature and extent to the impact of the proposed 
development.” 

 Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Mgmt. Dist., 570 U.S. 595, 619, 133 S. Ct. 2586, 2603, 186 L. Ed. 2d 697 (2013) 
o “We hold that the government's demand for property from a land-use permit applicant must satisfy the 

requirements of Nollan and Dolan even when the government denies the permit and even when its demand is for 
money.” 

 Sheetz v. Cnty. of El Dorado, California, 601 U.S. 267, 279, 144 S. Ct. 893, 902, 218 L. Ed. 2d 224 (2024) 
o Legislatively imposed fees on development are subject to Nollan/Dolan analysis. 

 


