[bookmark: _GoBack]	REGULATORY NOTE
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Proposed No.:  _____________	Prepared By:___Steve Oien___________ ________

						Date: August 28, 2014__________________

  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  
This is an adjustment to an existing rate.  Since the last noxious weed parcel assessment increase in 2007, there have been increases in the costs of providing noxious weed prevention and control services, increases in the number and acreage of noxious weed sites in King County that are mandated for control by RCW 17.10, including an unprecedented increase in the number of sites infested with garlic mustard sites (a highly challenging and damaging Class A noxious weed that is mandated for eradication), and a decrease in external grant funding for the riparian knotweed program.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.
RCW 17.10 states that “In each county of the state there is created a noxious weed control board, bearing the name of the county within which it is located. The jurisdictional boundaries of each board are the boundaries of the county within it is located.”

 [  ]  [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.


 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.
The King County Noxious Weed Control Board’s budget for noxious weed control for 2015 and 2016 is included in the King County budget for 2015 and 2016 submitted to the King County Council by the King County Executive, and based on this budget an increase in the noxious weed control program assessment is warranted on all property not classified as forest land, in order to address the increases in noxious weed infestations and the decreases in external grant funding for noxious weed control.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.
Implementation requires a majority vote of the King County Council. Once approved, the revised rates will be inputted into the King County Property Assessment system.


  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [X]  [  ]		EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.
The program is not required to measure outcomes, but an annual report is produced that analyses the past year activities and acres of weeds controlled.   The main outcome that is reviewed and measured is the number of infestations controlled and / or eradicated by weed class.   This report is submitted to the Noxious Weed Board, the Executive and Council.

[  ]  [ ]   [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.
The King County Noxious Weed Control Board resolved on May 21, 2014 that the noxious weed control program assessment must be increased to provide the services necessary to educate the public about noxious weeds harmful to the economy and environment of King County, and to identify and control both terrestrial and aquatic noxious weed infestations as enabled for control by RCW 17.10.

[  ]  [ ]   [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.


 [  ]  [  ]  [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.
Payment of the Noxious Weed fee is not voluntary.  


 [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?
