[bookmark: _GoBack]	REGULATORY NOTE
	CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _2017-XXXX____________	Prepared By:___Lisa Verner, DPER________

						Date:_August 23, 2017_______

  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  
			This is a response to a Council-mandated Workplan from the 2016 Comprehensive Plan (#7 in Ordinance 18427).			

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.
			This addresses farmlands and agricultural uses in unincorporated King County.

 [ X]  [  ]  [  ]		ECONOMY & JOB GROWTH:  Has the economic impact of the proposed regulation been reviewed to ensure it will not have a long-term adverse impact on the economy and job growth in King County?
			If yes then explain.
			This has been reviewed by the King County Agricultural Commission, the 			King Conservation District, five Community Service Areas (CSAs), Sno 			Valley Tilth, and the King Pierce Farm Bureau, all of whom support the 			amendments.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.
The ordinance amends K.C.C. Title 21A. and repeals Chapter 20.54. of the King County Code. The agricultural amendments add definitions and permitted use categories for Agricultural Activities, Agricultural Support Services and Farmworker Housing.  They also establish the new Agricultural Technical Review Committee (ATRC).  	

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.
			Adoption requires a majority vote of the King County Council.
			Once adopted, the Zoning Code will be changed.

 [ ]  [X]  [  ]		EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.

 Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [ ]   [ X ]		Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.


 [X  ]  [ ]   [  ]		INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)? Describe the level of collaboration that has been performed.
			This has been reviewed by the King County Agricultural Commission, the King Conservation District, five Community Service Areas (CSAs), Sno Valley Tilth, and the King Pierce Farm Bureau, all of whom support the amendments.  Futurewise was asked to comment but did not.
		
 [ X ]  [  ]   []		COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?


 [  ]  [  ]  [X]		Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation.

A significant percentage of the fee increase is required to meet new NPDES permit requirements.  There are significant potential monetary penalties for not complying with permit requirements

 [  ]  [  ]  [X]		Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.


 [ X ]  []  [ ]		VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.
			Those who will be impacted by this ordinance have been consulted and agree with the ordinance provisions.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?


 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		CONSISTENCY:  Is the proposed regulation consistent with existing federal, state and local statutes?
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