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Note:  Alluvial fan demonstration project ordinance with individual projects INSIDE areas of shoreline jurisdiction.


  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  
			This ordinance authorizes a demonstration project which responds to the 2009 FARMS (Future of Agriculture Realizing Meaningful Solutions) Report and to two King County Comprehensive Plan policies, R-671 and E-499f.  The FARMS Report identifies “alluvial fans as an ongoing problem for operational needs of farmers and landowners” and the Comprehensive Plan policies call for use of pilot projects and for the County to improve the management of alluvial fans.				

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.
			Yes.  County codes include regulations addressing alluvial fans.  The King County Comprehensive Plan identifies alluvial fans as an area of focus for the County.  Demonstration projects are contemplated under K.C.C. Chapter 21A.55.  The demonstration project will review and evaluate which codes need to be amended, if any, to address alluvial fans through best management practices.

 [  ]  [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.
			The goal of the demonstration project is to identify the best way to manage alluvial fans in King County, which includes minimizing any adverse impacts to the economy and job growth.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.
Yes.  The purpose of the ordinance is to provide options for farmers and landowners whose existing operations or facilities are affected by alluvial fan deposits, to develop best management practices and to determine the impacts of limited modification of certain existing development regulations.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.
			Implementation requires a majority vote of the King County Council.
			Once approved, DNRP will design different sediment management facilities and work with landowners who will permit and construct a single facility on their properties.  DPER will use modified code requirements, as established in the demonstration ordinance, to permit each project.  DNRP 

			will monitor the amount of success of each facility through one maintenance cycle.

[X ]  []  [  ]		EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.
			The measurable outcome for the ordinance will be whether or not up to five individual projects were designed, permitted and constructed during the one year duration of the demonstration project ordinance.  Sediment management facilities will be monitored to determine their cost operation and environmental effectiveness; this monitoring will occur through one maintenance cycle (could be 3 to 5 years, depending on the amount of sediment deposited).

[ X ]  [ ]   [  ]		Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.
			See answer above.

[ 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.
			DPER and DNRP staffs collaborated to develop the individual components of the demonstration project and write the ordinance.  DNRP is working with individual landowners who would like to address the impacts of alluvial fans deposits on their properties and have volunteered to participate in the demonstration project.  DNRP has circulated the ordinance to the Agricultural Commission, WDFW, tribes, farmers, fish and other interested organizations.
			
 [  ]  [X ]   [ ]		COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?
			The regulation minimizes costs and burdens by using the demonstration project format.  Through these trial projects we can assess how to best minimize costs and burdens in standardizing future projects that address alluvial fans.

 [ X ]  [  ]  [ ]		Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation.
			The cost of not authorizing an alluvial fan demonstration project is continued deposition of materials which result in steam migration, degradation of farmland, and loss of existing infrastructure (roads, utilities, fences, pipes, recreational facilities, and other structures) on private and public lands.

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

			Yes.  The knowledge and experience gained from the demonstration project will help DPER propose effective code amendments, will help DNRP maintain existing infrastructure (roads, utilities, fences, pipes, recreational facilities, and other structures) on public lands and will help farmers and landowners continue productive, economic use of private lands.

[ X ]  [ ]  [ ]		VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.
			Yes.  DNRP has several farmers/landowners who will voluntarily permit and construct sediment management facilities to help DNRP determine best management practices and which facilities work “on the ground.”
			
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?
			Yes.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		CONSISTENCY:  Is the proposed regulation consistent with existing federal, state and local statutes?
			Yes.  As a demonstration project, the work will be consistent with local regulations.  This ordinance will authorize sediment management facilities to be considered as an “allowed exemption” for the limited project locations and limited ordinance duration.  All other County codes will continue to be followed.  The proposed regulation will also be compliant with state and federal law.
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