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June 2, 2014
The Honorable Larry Phillips 
Chair, King County Council

Room 1200

C O U R T H O U S E

Dear Councilmember Phillips:

This letter transmits an ordinance to promote efficiency by revising the appeals process for certain determinations regarding water service. The area water utilities have requested this change to streamline the appeal process. The ordinance also establishes a fee of $250.00 for filing an appeal with the Utilities Technical Review Committee (UTRC) to determine if a utility is unable to provide water and sewer service in a timely and reasonable manner, and makes ministerial changes. 
The UTRC currently serves as the quasi-judicial appeal body for the resolution of disputes about timely and reasonable provision of water service. If a developer requesting new water service from a water purveyor is not satisfied that water service can be provided in a timely and reasonable manner, he or she files an appeal with the UTRC. The UTRC then conducts a hearing that includes the filing of exhibits, oral presentation of arguments by parties and a written decision. A party aggrieved by the UTRC decision can appeal to King County Superior Court.
This legislation will change how the UTRC reviews an appeal of timely and reasonable water service under the Coordinated Water System Plan. It also establishes a fee of $250.00 dollars to file an appeal with the UTRC which will defray a portion of the cost to administer the appeal. While the UTRC has historically served as the quasi-judicial appeal body, it is not as well suited to conduct quasi-judicial administrative hearings as the King County Hearing Examiner is. The ordinance proposes that the UTRC consider the written record in the dispute, conduct no hearing and issue a Determination and Record of Decision to the developer. The Determination and Record of Decision would be the final action by the County unless an aggrieved party files an appeal to the Hearing Examiner. Historically, there has been less than one appeal to the UTRC per year. Thus, the additional workload for the Hearing Examiner would be modest. Any party aggrieved by the Hearing Examiner’s decision can then appeal to the Superior Court.
This legislation furthers the King County Strategic Plan goal of service excellence by adopting changes that create a more efficient appeal process.

The UTRC has worked closely on this proposed change with the water utility community. Water utilities and the Hearing Examiner support the legislation. I urge the King County Council to adopt the enclosed ordinance.
If you have any questions about the proposed ordinance, please feel free to contact Steve Hirschey, Chair of the Utilities Technical Review Committee, at 206-477-5387.

Sincerely,

Dow Constantine
King County Executive

Enclosures
cc:
King County Councilmembers



ATTN:  Michael Woywod Chief of Staff 



  Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council
Richard Rodriguez, Regional Planner, Washington State Department of Health
David Spohr, King County Hearing Examiner, King County Council

Carrie S. Cihak, Chief of Policy Development, King County Executive Office
Dwight Dively, Director, Office of Performance, Strategy, and Budget
Christie True, Director, Department of Natural Resources and Parks
Steve Hirschey, Chair, Utilities Technical Review Committee
