KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

RESOLUTION NO. 19-008

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT, KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO A SYSTEM OF RATES AND
CHARGES; PROPOSING A SYSTEM OF RATES AND
CHARGES TO KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON; AND
PROVIDING FOR OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATED
THERETO, ALL AS MORE PARTICULARLY SET FORTH
HEREIN.

The Board of Supervisors of the King Conservation District, King County, Washington,
hereby resolves as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS. The Board of
Supervisors (“Board”) of the King Conservation District (“District”) hereby makes and enters the
following findings and determinations:

1.1.  The District is a governmental subdivision of the State of Washington and a public
body corporate and politic, created in King County and operating since 1949. As a requirement
for District formation, the State Conservation Commission found that “the public health, safety,
and welfare warrant the creation” of the District. RCW 89.08.100. In addition, the Legislature
made express findings relating to conservation districts, stating that “the preservation of these
lands is necessary to protect and promote the health, safety, and general welfare of its people” and
that “it is hereby declared to be the policy of the legislature to provide for the conservation of the
renewable resources of the state . . . and thereby . . . to protect and promote the health, safety, and
general welfare of the people of this state.” RCW 89.08.010. Under chapter 89.08 RCW, the
Legislature has provided that the services, improvements and programs of the District are
necessary to the public health, safety and welfare of the District and the state. The District
exercises public health, safety and welfare (police power) functions throughout King County,
except within the boundaries of the incorporated cities of Enumclaw, Federal Way, Milton, Pacific
and Skykomish.

1.2 Improper land-use practices have caused and contributed to a progressively more
serious erosion and degradation of the lands of the District. Therefore, it is necessary that land-
use practices contributing to soil erosion be discouraged and discontinued, and that efforts to
provide for appropriate soil-conserving land-use practices, works of improvement for flood
prevention, and efforts furthering agricultural and nonagricultural phases of conservation,
development, utilization and disposal of water, be adopted and carried out to preserve natural
resources, protect public and private lands, and protect and promote the health, safety and general
welfare of the people of the District (the “Conservation Projects”). The District programs assist
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in managing land for sustainable, profitable production of food and crops as a better alternative
than leaving lands to become filled with noxious weeds or converted to polluting activities. Many
District programs are designed to help private land owners and occupiers of land do a better job of
protecting natural resources as they make a living from their land.

1.3 Pursuant to chapter 89.08 RCW, the District is responsible for and authorized to
carry out Conservation Projects within the District, including but not limited to soil conservation;
measures to address property compliance with federal, state and local laws and regulations,
including Clean Water Act standards or Endangered Species Act requirements; aquatic and upland
habitat protection and restoration, including technical assistance; NPDES support; educational and
demonstrational projects; water quality monitoring; rain garden programs; invasive species
programs; and, assistance relating to stewardship of working lands, such as agriculture and forest
land. District programs include, but are not limited to education, technical assistance, and financial
incentives that promote the sustainable uses of natural resources through responsible stewardship,
such as:

1.3.1 Conducting cooperative activities to protect and enhance high quality
marine and freshwater aquatic resources upon urban, suburban and rural properties through
coordination, design, and implementation of projects (e.g. stream enhancement and volunteer
involvement); development of conservation plans; site visits with landowners and land managers
who have direct control over management practices and activities on their lands for the benefit of
aquatic habitat on those properties and the land and waters throughout the District; award of
targeted financial assistance (District landowner cost-share, services to Jurisdictions, and
Jurisdiction and Watershed focused grant funds); and community education workshops, trainings,
and technical assistance.

1.3.2 Providing District-wide water quality improvement and water quantity
conservation upon urban, suburban and rural properties through coordination, design and
implementation of water quality and quantity best management practices; development of
conservation plans; site visits with landowners and land managers who have direct control over
water management practices and activities on their lands for the benefit of those properties and the
land and waters throughout the District; recommendations for invasive/non-native weed
eradication; award of targeted financial assistance (District landowner cost-share, services to
Jurisdictions, and Jurisdiction and Watershed focused grant funds); community education
workshops, trainings, and technical assistance, on topics such as shoreline protection and
enhancement, water quality, salmon, native plants, stormwater, and stream ecology; and
maintenance of water quality monitoring equipment and supplies. The District also partners with
federal, state and local agencies on various water quality projects which help offset the cost of
Clean Water Act compliance on other entities and ratepayers.

1.3.3 Conserving and protecting high quality agricultural and other working lands
by providing landowner education and development of conservation plans to help farmers and
livestock owners comply with mandated regulations, thereby offsetting the cost and burden of
certain agricultural and other land use practices; increase capacity for urban agricultural production
and stewardship by providing landowner education and development of conservation plans; serve
as the hub for county-wide partnership of individuals, organizations and government agencies to
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support the local agricultural economy; provide technical assistance and funding opportunities for
market-based incentives which support stewardship of high quality soils; award targeted financial
assistance (District landowner cost-share, services to Jurisdictions, and Jurisdiction, Watershed,
and community focused grant funds); and provide community education workshops, trainings, and
technical assistance.

1.3.4 Conducting cooperative activities to restore high-quality forest health
management and upland wildlife habitat upon urban, suburban and rural properties through
personal site visits with private landowners who have direct control over management practices
and activities on their lands for the benefit of those properties and the land and waters throughout
the District; community-based forest management education and project planning, training and
implementation services; development of conservation plans; recommendations for invasive/non-
native weed eradication; coordination and implementation of projects (e.g. forest health
management and volunteer involvement); award of targeted financial assistance (District
landowner cost-share, services to Jurisdictions, and Jurisdiction, Watershed, and community
focused grant funds); and community education workshops, trainings, and technical assistance.

1.3.5 Supporting economic viability of local agricultural businesses and non
profits that support stewardship of quality agricultural soils through prevention of land conversion
to residential or commercial land use. Such activities include grants, loans, and technical
assistance provided to local farms, and other working lands, and all market-based agricultural
support organizations to the benefit of both the agricultural community and residents residing
within the District who receive better and more regular access to local produce, agricultural
products, and other working land products.

1.3.6 Other District conservation programs and activities are described in the
2020 Program of Work and Budget which was approved and adopted by the Board pursuant to
Resolution No. 19-007 and is incorporated herein by reference. The District will consider and
adopt additional Programs of Work on an annual basis covering any period for which a system of
rates and charges is in effect, which Programs of Work will be take into account the needs and
concerns of the District’s constituents.

1.3.7 The District’s constituents and partners have indicated a strong need and
desire for continued and strengthened natural resource services as delivered by the District for
an additional five-year period as evidenced by supportive feedback via the following outreach
and engagement activities:

Customer survey with over 800 direct beneficiaries of District services;

District staff presentations to regional forestry bodies including the King County
Rural Forest Commission and the City of Seattle Urban Forestry Committee;
District staff presentations to salmon-recovery bodies including WRIA 8 and WRIA
9

Annual Advisory Committee presentations to the Metropolitan King County
Council, and annual meetings with King County Council members and their staff;
District staff presentation to the NW Green Infrastructure Summits in 2018 and
2019;
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F. Discussions at regional events including farmers markets, Duwamish River events,
the NW Flower & Garden Festival, King Conservation District Board of Supervisor
monthly meetings,

G. Engagement of online newsletter subscribers and social media readers, and

H. Continued close collaboration with the King Conservation District Advisory
Committee as laid out in the 2015 Interlocal Agreement and

1.3.8 King County Ordinance 17474 and the current Interlocal Agreement (ILA)
between the District and King County empanels an Advisory Committee whose purpose is “to
foster a greater understanding of the programs and services provided by the District and to
identify conservation programs that may be undertaken by the District through the use of funds
derived through the District’s approved system of rates and charges.”

1.3.9 The Advisory Committee has been apprised of all recommendations and
evaluation results from these various stakeholder processes and has participated in all stages
of the development and refinement of a proposed new five-year Program of Work, including
monthly planning and work sessions between January 2018 and February 2019; and a full day
workshop which included elected officials from across the County, and senior staff from
regional associations and King County; and round table discussions with stakeholders and
beneficiaries from the Regional Food, Urban and Rural Forestry and Riparian Stewardship
programs; and have been briefed on the analysis underpinning the supporting rate structure and
the Advisory Committee expressed its support for a proposed Plan of Work which was
transmitted to the King Conservation District Board of Supervisors on May 10, 2019.

1.3.10 The District Board of Supervisors did, by unanimous vote, accept the
recommended program of work from the Advisory Committee at the May 13, 2019 meeting of
the Board of Supervisors as reflected in District Resolution No. 19-002.

1.3.11 The District Board of Supervisors subsequently held public hearings and
received public comments on a modified program of work and budget and adopted that
program of work and budget by motion on July 25, 2019, followed by the formal adoption of
the program of work by Resolution 19-007 on July 31, 2019 which forms the basis of the
District’s proposed system of rates and charges.

1.4 Part of the regulations and controls under both federal and state law regarding water
pollution is the establishment and maintenance of appropriate measures for education and
implementation of best management practices. See 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.; 40 CFR
122.26(d)(2)(iv) (required measures for State NPDES programs including education and planning
to implement best management practices and control techniques to reduce pollutants). The District
provides such service, both independently and together with King County and cities within the
District.

1.5  Certain properties within the District receive direct or indirect benefit from the

carrying out of Conservation Projects. Direct benefits are those benefits arising out of
Conservation Projects conducted on property that benefits such property. Indirect benefits are
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those benefits received by property (e.g., down stream or adjacent parcels), but arising out of
Conservation Projects conducted on other property.

1.6 It is appropriate for property owners within the District that benefit either directly
or indirectly from the District’s Conservation Projects to pay for the cost of carrying out the
Conservation Projects.

1.7  The District engaged FCS Group (“FCS”), an independent financial consulting firm
that provides economic, public finance, management consulting, and financial (rates, charges, and
fees) services to public sector entities throughout the country, including city and county
governments, utilities, ports, special purpose districts, and state agencies. FCS has evaluated the
services provided by the District and has developed a rate structure, as part of the King
Conservation District Rate Study (FCS Group, July 2019) that allocates the costs of District
services to various classes of property.

1.8  In determining a rate structure, the Board has considered the discretionary factors
set forth by the Legislature in RCW 89.08.405, including:

1.8.1 Services furnished, to be furnished, or available to landowners in the
District;

1.8.2 Benefits received, to be received, or available to property in the District;
1.8.3 The character and use of land in the District;
1.8.4 The nonprofit public benefit status of land users in the District;

1.8.5 The income level of persons served or provided benefits, including senior
citizens and disabled persons; and

1.8.6 Other matters that present a reasonable difference as a ground for distinction
among properties.

1.9  The Board finds that seven classes or categories of property are appropriate:
residential, commercial, agricultural, institutional/public; open space; vacant/undeveloped, and
forested, as further defined in this Resolution. There is a rational basis for distinguishing land
within the District into classes on the basis of property use and the variation of properties within
these classes is found to reflect differences in services and/or benefits received, to be received or
available from the Conservation Projects.

1.10 The Board finds that it is appropriate to assign weighting factors to each class of
property that reflect distinctions among those properties relating to the services and/or benefits
received, to be received or available from the District. The weighting factors include (1) services
and/or benefits received, to be received or available that are insignificant or immeasurable to
certain property; (2) services and/or benefits received, to be received or available to classes of
property to a lesser degree; and, (3) services and/or benefits received, to be received or available
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that more fully support property (compared to other classes of property). There is a rational basis
for distinguishing services/benefits received or available from District services and Conservation
Projects with the use of such weighting factors and the variation of services/benefits within these
factors is found to be minor and to reflect only minor differences in services/benefit received or
available from the Conservation Projects.

1.11  The administrative cost of calculating the charge for each individual property and
maintaining accurate information would be very high. A flat charge for each parcel within each
property class is less costly to administer than calculating a separate charge for each parcel and is
equitable because of the similarities of the characteristics and uses within each property class. The
District considered but determined a per acre charge may result in miscalculations and confusion
among ratepayers and was not appropriate for use at the current time.

1.12  The rates proposed to King County by this Resolution were calculated within the
parameters of a rate model from the FCS Rate Study. Under the rate model, the estimated annual
costs of each Conservation Project were allocated to ratepayers as follows:

1.12.1 Number of parcels in each of the property categories;

1.12.2 Direct and indirect services/benefits received by or available to property
within each property category, as generally described in this Resolution; and

1.12.3 A weighting factor reflecting the degree of services/benefits received by or
available to each property class for each Conservation Project as described in Section 1.10, above.

1.13 The FCS Rate Study calculated rates per parcel per year for six of the
classifications, as follows: residential ($13.04), commercial ($12.90), agricultural ($13.57),
institutional/public ($13.25), vacant/undeveloped ($12.67), open space ($§12.69). The rate model
provides a reasonable basis for establishing the rates proposed by this Resolution. These rates are
an allocable share of the costs of services/benefits received or available to the property owners in
the District from District services, programs and Conservation Projects, all for the preservation of
natural resources, protection of public lands and waters, and protection and promotion of the
health, safety and general welfare of the lands and people of the District.

1.14  The rates proposed herein to pay the costs of carrying out the Conservation Projects
are fees for which the federal government is liable under the Clean Water Act to the same extent
as any other classification of land. 33 U.S.C. § 1323(a), and Pub.L. 111-378, § 1, 124 Stat. 4128
(2011); and, United States of America v. City of Renton, et al., Western District of Washington
Cause No. C11-1156JLR (2012).

1.15 Land classified as forested as described in this Resolution provide benefits to the
programs of the District, and are also served by District programs. However, the cost to administer
a rate program regarding such land does not appear warranted as the cost to administer is believed
to be in excess of likely revenues under the formula set out in RCW 89.08.405. Therefore, there
is a reasonable basis to currently exempt such forested land from the rates proposed herein.
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1.16 The consideration, development, adoption and implementation of the rates
proposed herein follows the public hearings held by the District on July 22, 2019 and July 24,
2019, pursuant to RCW 89.08.405(4) and RCW 89.08.400(2), public notice of which was properly
provided by postings throughout the District and through publication.

1.17 By Resolution No. 19-009 the District has established a process providing for
landowner appeals of the individual rates as may be applicable to a parcel or parcels.

SECTION 2. DEFINITIONS.

2.1  “Agricultural land” means those parcels in the King County Assessor’s property
classifications of: Farm 130; Greenhse/Nrsry/Hort Srve 137.

2.2  “Billing year” means the calendar year that bills are sent through the property tax
statement.,

2.3 “Commercial land” means those parcels in the King County Assessor’s property
classifications of: Hotel/Motel, 51; Rehabilitation Center, 55; Resort/Lodge/Retreat, 58; Nursing
Home, 59; Shopping Ctr (Nghbrhood), 60; Shopping Ctr (Community), 61; Shopping Ctr
(Regional), 62; Shopping Ctr (Maj Retail), 63; Shopping Ctr (Specialty), 64; Retail (Line/Strip),
96, Retail Store, 101; Retail (Big Box), 104; Retail (Discount), 105; Office Building, 106; Office
Park, 118; Medical/Dental Office, 122; Condominium (Office), 126; Mining/Quarry/Ore
Processing, 138; Bowling Alley, 140; Campground, 141; Driving Range, 142; Golf Course, 143;
Health Club, 145; Marina, 146; Movie Theater, 147; Park, Private (Amuse Ctr), 150; Ski Area,
152; Skating Rink (Ice/Roller), 153; Sport Facility, 156; Art Gallery/Museum/Soc Srve, 157;
Parking (Assoc), 159; Auditorium//Assembly Bldg, 160; Auto Showroom and Lot, 161; Bank,
162; Car Wash, 163; Club, 166; Conv Store without Gas, 167, Conv Store with Gas, 168;
Restaurant (Fast Food), 171; Hospital, 173; Mortuary/Cemetery/Crematory, 179; Parking
(Commercial Lot), 180; Parking (Garage), 182; Restaurant/Lounge, 183; School (Private), 185;
Service Station, 186; Tavern/Lounge, 188; Vet/Animal Control Srve, 190; Grocery Store, 191;
Daycare Center, 193; Mini Lube, 194; Warehouse, 195; High Tech/High Flex, 202; Industrial
Park, 210; Service Building, 216; Industrial (Gen Purpose), 223; Industrial (Heavy), 245;
Industrial (Light), 246; Air Terminal and Hangers, 247; Mini Warehouse, 252; Terminal (Rail),
261; Terminal (Marine/Comm Fish), 262; Terminal (Grain), 263; Terminal (Auto/Bus/Other),
264; Utility, Private (Radio/T.V.), 267; Terminal (Marine), 271; Historic Prop (Office), 273;
Historic Prop (Retail), 274; Historic Prop (Eat/Drink), 275; Historic Prop (Loft/Warchse), 276;
Historic Prop (Park/Billbrd), 277; Historic Prop (Rec/Entertain), 279; Historic Prop (Misc), 280;
Shell Structure, 339; Bed & Breakfast, 340; Gas Station, 343.

24  “Forested land” means those parcels in the King County Assessor’s property
classifications of: Reforestation, 323; Forest Land (Class-RCW 84.33), 324; Forest Land (Desig-
RCW 84.33), 325; Open Space Tmbr Land/Greenbelt, 328.

2.5  “Institutional/public land” means those parcels in the King County Assessor’s
property classifications of: Church/Welfare/Relig Srve, 165; Governmental Service, 172; School
(Public), 184; Post Office/Post Service, 189; Utility, Public, 266.

KCD Resolution 19-008 -7-




2.6 “Open space land” means those parcels in the King County Assessor’s property
classifications of: Park, Public (Zoo/Arbor), 149; Open Space (Curr Use-RCW 84.34), 326; Open
Space (Agric-RCW 84.34), 327; Easement, 330; Reserve/Wilderness Area, 331; Right of
Way/Utility, Road, 332; River/Creek/Stream, 333; Tideland, 1st Class, 334; Tideland, 2nd Class,
335, Water Body, Fresh, 337.

2.7  “Parcel” means the smallest separately segregated unit or plot of land having an
identified owners(s), boundaries, and areas as defined by the King County Assessor and recorded
in the King County Assessor real property file or maps, and assigned a separate property tax
account number.

2.8  “Residential land” means those parcels in the King County Assessor’s property
classifications of: Single Family (Res Use/Zone), 2; Duplex, 3; Triplex, 4; 4-Plex, 5; Single Family
(C/1 Zone), 6; Houseboat, 7; Mobile Home, 8; Single Family (C/I Use), 9; Apartment, 11;
Apartment (Mixed Use), 16; Apartment (Co-op), 17; Apartment (Subsidized), 18; Condominium
(Residential), 20; Condominium (Mixed Use), 25; Townhouse Plat, 29; Mobile Home Park, 38;
Condominium (M Home Pk), 48; Retirement Facility, 49; Residence Hall/Dorm, 56; Group Home,
57; Historic Prop (Residence), 272; Rooming House, 341; Fraternity/Sorority House, 342.

2.9  “Vacant/undeveloped land” means those parcels in the King County Assessor’s
property classifications of: (unknown), 0; Historic Prop (Vacant Land), 299; Vacant (Single-
family), 300; Vacant (Multi-family), 301; Vacant (Commercial), 309; Vacant (Industrial), 316;
Transferable Dev Rights, 336.

2.10 It is the intent of the District that all parcels within the District fall within one of
the land classifications defined in this Section. In the event any parcel is inadvertently excluded
from any of the land use classifications defined in the Resolution, or King County adopts new land
classifications or revises existing land use classifications after the effective date of this Resolution,
or for any other reason, the omitted parcel shall be deemed to fall within the land use classification
that is most similar to the omitted parcel.

SECTION 3. RATE SCHEDULE. The following rate schedule is proposed to
King County for a term of one year, unless modified by subsequent District action and King
County approval. The Board may recommend adjustment of these rates from time to time, to
reflect the budgeted costs of carrying out the District’s improvements, services and Conservation
Projects and any changes in land categories. The rates are as follows.

3.1  Therate for residential land shall be $13.04 per parcel per year
3.2 Therate for commercial land shall be $12.90 per parcel per year
3.3  Therate for agricultural land shall be $13.57 per parcel per year for parcels.

3.4  The rate for institutional/public land shall be $13.25 per parcel per year.
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3.5  The rate for vacant/undeveloped land shall be $12.67 per parcel per year.
3.6 The rate for open space land shall be $12.69 per parcel per year.
3.7  Forested land shall be exempt from the rates proposed in this Resolution.

3.8  Parcels owned by federally recognized Native American tribes or members of such
tribes that are located within the historical boundaries of a reservation shall be
exempt from the rates proposed in this Resolution.

Specific rates per parcel shall be shown on a spreadsheet provided by the District to the
King County Assessor and/or Treasurer, consistent with Chapter 89.08 RCW,

SECTION 4. IMPLEMENTATION. The Executive Director is authorized and
directed to take all appropriate and necessary acts to implement this Resolution, including
presentation of this Resolution to King County and coordination with King County, including the
County Assessor and/or Treasurer, to implement this Resolution, including but not limited to the
correction of any parcel’s classification or classification referenced in Section 2.

SECTION 5. RATIFICATION AND CONFIRMATION. Any action taken
consistent with the authority and prior to the effective date of this Resolution is hereby ratified,
approved and confirmed.

SECTION 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution shall become effective
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS off the King C ’gs rvation District,
Washington, at a special open public meeting thereof, and effective t [s 31 JD day of July, 2019.

> I\(
Dick Ryon, CﬁaiU
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CERTIFICATE

I, Bill Knutsen, Secretary of the Board of Supervisors, King County, Washington, do
hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of Resolution No. 19-008 of
such Board, duly adopted at a special meeting thereof held on the 31 day of July, 2019, by the

members of such Board in attendance at such meeting and attested by myself in authentication of
such adoption.

Bill Knutsen, Secretary/Auditor
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Section|. INTRODUCTION

Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 89.08.405 authorizes conservation districts to impose rates and
charges as an alternative to the previous and continuing assessment approach. A rate is a charge
intended to recover the cost of public programs based on services received or negative impacts
customers impose. In a “rate construct” the services received and the impacts charged for may be
indirect. Further, the rate may show consideration for “services furnished, to be furnished, or
available to the landowner” or “benefits received, to be received, or available to the property” in
addition to other factors. In 2015, RCW 89.08.405 (3)(a) was revised and now states:

Previously, the cap on the conservation districts per parcel rate was five dollars for any county under
one million five hundred thousand persons. With the 2015 revision, any county with over four
hundred eighty thousand persons now has a per parcel cap amount of ten dollars and any county over
one million five hundred thousand persons has a cap of fifteen dollars. The ten cent per acre cap
remains the same in the most current revision. The United States Census website estimates the King
County population as 2,233,163 persons as of 2018, well above the one million five hundred
thousand person tier. In consideration of the 2015 revision stated above, King Conservation District,
operating in King County, must abide by the fifteen dollar per parcel cap.

The timber and forest land provision also remains the same, stating that forest lands used solely for
the planting, growing, or harvesting of trees may be subject to rates/special assessments if such lands
are served by the activities of the conservation districts. However, the per acre rate/assessment shall
not exceed one-tenth of the weighted average per acre rate or charge/assessment on all other lands,
and in lieu of a per parcel charge, a charge of up to three dollars per forest landowner may be
imposed on each owner whose forest lands are subject to a per acre rate/assessment,

To approve the rates and charges, RCW 89.08.405 references RCW 89.08.400, which states that
“(t)he supervisors of a conservation district shall hold a public hearing on a proposed system of
assessments...shall gather information and shall alter the proposed system of assessments when
appropriate.”

The following section summarizes the rate analysis that has been developed for King Conservation
District. The goal of the analysis is to develop a rate structure and supporting rate that equitably
recovers natural resource program costs within the constraints defined by RCW 89.08.405.

One important result of the general approach is the recommendation that all costs be recovered in a
per parcel, rather than per acre, rate. This determination recognizes that the direct and indirect
benefits/services provided by the District are enjoyed by parcel owners with little or no relationship
to the size of the parcel.
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Section ll. RATE ANALYSIS

FCS GROUP and King Conservation District (KCD) staff have worked together to create a rate
structure and supporting analysis that features distinct rates by land use, based on the benefits and
services received from each District program. Each District service and associated cost is subject to
an allocation process to establish unit costs — the building blocks of rate development. Each service
cost is first allocated between direct and indirect service/benefit provided. Cost recovery is then
allocated among customer classes based on the comparative amount of service/benefit enjoyed by
each customer class from the service. The technical analysis in its entirety is provided in Appendix
A.

GENERAL APPROACH

In order to facilitate application of the rate approach KCD staff split services into seven major
headings: Farm and Agriculture Lands, Healthy Forest, Upland Habitat, Aquatic Habitat, Water
Quality and Quantity, Open Space and Economic Support to Working Lands. All of these natural
resource priorities include multiple services that aid in the development of the overall program.
These services and the benefits they provide are further defined below:

Figure 1. King CD Services

Farm and Agriculture Lands
ct za
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Healthy Forest

U

pland Habitat
o TORRAE = AT E SR 2 73 RIETE s ¥ s ey EHEA R
bit;

Aquatic Habitat




KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT Rate Study Report
July 31, 2019 page 4

Water Quality and Quantity

Using the collective expertise and judgment of KCD staff and the consultant team, each service cost
was allocated between direct and indirect benefits provided. These decisions were reached after much
discussion and based on the specific benefits each service provides. Most services provided by the
District are of indirect benefit as the entire county’s population benefits when there is clean water,
healthy soils, clean air, rich biodiversity, a strong agricultural economy and improved food access for
all. Service costs assigned to direct benefit represent unique services that specifically target a subset
of the customer base. The direct and indirect benefit costs of each service are then allocated to each
land use category. Each customer class is evaluated for the level of benefit/service received: no
benefit, partial benefit compared to other classes, or full proportional benefit received.

The chart below shows how these steps were followed for each service.
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Figure 2. Allocation Process

How is costallocated?

How is cost recovered? How is cost recovered?

Per Parcel Per Parcel

Who receives service share (full, partial, or none)?

! !

Land Use Category
1. Residential 5. Vacant / Undeveloped

2. Commercial 6. Open Space

3. Agriculture 7. Forested
4. Institutional / Public

The allocations for each service between direct and indirect benefits were informed by the Earth
Economics Report Special Benefit from Ecosystem Services: Economic Assessment of the King
Conservation District’ which states that “approximately 1% of the total value provided by
ecosystems is excludable benefit to the landowner.” The report also explains that “over 98% of the
total economic value provided by healthy ecosystems is in the form of non-excludable services or
special benefits that landowners share with others.”

Consistent with this analysis, most of the services and their associated costs were allocated heavily
towards indirect benefits to the landowner. Exceptions to this include rural land stewardship
activities within the farm and agriculture program area and small lot forest stewardship activities

t Pittman, J. & Batker, D. (2006). Special Benefit from Ecosystem Services: Economic Assessment of the
King Conservation District, Tacoma, WA: Earth Economics. Retrieved July 11, 2012 from
http://www.eartheconomics,org/FileLibrary/file/Reports/KCD_Special_Benefit_Analysis.pdf
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within the healthy forest program area which were weighted 25% direct to 75% indirect and the
community agriculture activities within the farm and agriculture and economic support to working
lands program areas as well as the regional food system activities within the economic support to
working lands program area, which were all weighted 5% direct to 95% indirect. The heavier direct
allocation is meant to identify that the benefit received from these activities was deemed to be more
directly recognized by specific land use categories, however, still significantly benefiting all others

indirectly.

BUDGET

The detailed 2020 KCD program budget, developed by KCD staff, was split and allocated as shown

in the following table.

| Natural Resource Priorities (NRPs)

Farm & Ag Lands
Regional Food System
Agricultural Drainage Assistance
Community Agriculture
Wildfire Preparedness
Urban Forest Stewardship
Small Lot Forest Stewardship
Riparian Stewardship
Rural Land Stewardship
Riparian Restoration/Improvement
Member Jurisdictions
Subtotal

Healthy Forest
Regional Food System
Agricultural Drainage Assistance
Community Agriculture
Wildfire Preparedness
Urban Forest Stewardship
Small Lot Forest Stewardship
Riparian Stewardship
Rural Land Stewardship
Riparian Restoration/Improvement
Member Jurisdictions
Subtotal

Upland Habitat
Regional Food System
Agricultural Drainage Assistance
Community Agriculture
Wildfire Preparedness
Urban Forest Stewardship
Small Lot Forest Stewardship
Riparian Stewardship
Rural Land Stewardship
Riparian Restoration/Improvement
Member Jurisdictions
Subtotal

Aquatic Habitat
Regional Food System
Agricultural Drainage Assistance
Community Agriculture
Wildfire Preparedness
Urban Forest Stewardship
Small Lot Forest Stewardship
Riparian Stewardship
Rural Land Stewardship
Riparian Restoration/Improvement
Member Jurisdictions
Subtotal

Figure 3.

24,625
756,739
71,700

315,895

$

1,826,418

S0

202,724
280,396
256,645

24,625

71,700

14,359

850,449

S0
21,051
67,575
70,099

128,323
24,625
94,592
71,700

330,254

808,218

S0
35,372
2,339
70,099
25,665
246,245
94,592
717,002

445,124

$

1,636,438

Allocation Basis

1% Direct / 99% Indirect
25% Direct / 75% Indirect
5% Direct / 95% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
25% Direct / 75% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect

W WOWwWw W W N oW

1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
5% Direct / 95% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
25% Direct / 75% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect
1% Direct / 99% Indirect

WW W WO W N W W W

3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct /99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
3 1% Direct /99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect

3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect

3 1% Direct /99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
3 1% Direct /99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
3 1% Direct /99% Indirect

CUSTOMER BASE

King County parcel files have been used to determine the number of chargeable parcels available to
King Conservation District. When charging a rate, it is recommended to charge all those who receive

2020 KCD Unfunded Budget

Natural Resource Priorities (NRPs) Total Cost Allocation Basis

Water Quality and Quantity
Regional Food System $114,724 | 3 1% Direct/ 99% Indirect
Agricultural Drainage Assistance 106,115 | &  25% Direct / 75% Indirect
Community Agriculture 70,169 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Wildfire Preparedness 33,787 | 3 1% Direct/ 99% Indirect
Urban Forest Stewardship 140,198 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Small Lot Forest Stewardship 51,329 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Riparian Stewardship 147,747 | 3 1% Direct/ 99% Indirect
Rural Land Stewardship 756,739 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
Riparian Restoration/Improvement 430,201 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Member Jurisdictions 315895 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Subtotal $ 2,166,905

Open Space
Regional Food System S0| 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Agricultural Drainage Assistance - 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Community Agriculture 81,864 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Wildfire Preparedness 33,787 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
Urban Forest Stewardship 140,198 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
Small Lot Forest Stewardship 25,665 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
Riparian Stewardship 24,625 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Rural Land Stewardship 94,592 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Riparian Restoration/Improvement 71,700 | 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Member Jurisdictions -| 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Subtotal $ 472,431

Economic Support to Working Lands
Regional Food System $516,260 | 6  25% Direct / 75% Indirect
Agricultural Drainage Assistance 106,115 | 6  25% Direct / 75% Indirect
Community Agriculture 23,3%0| 7 5% Direct/95% Indirect
Wildfire Preparedness - 3 1% Direct/ 99% Indirect
Urban Forest Stewardship - 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Small Lot Forest Stewardship 25,665 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
Riparian Stewardship - 3 1% Direct/ 99% Indirect
Rural Land Stewardship 94,592 | 7 5% Direct /95% Indirect
Riparian Restoration/Improvement -| 3 1% Direct/99% Indirect
Member Jurisdictions 14,359 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect
Subtotal $ 780,381

Assessor Fee & Delinquency
Assessor Fee & Delinquency | $170823| 1 AlllIndirect
GRAND TOTAL $ 8,712,062
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service/benefit. The only exceptions include timber and forest land, which are effectively precluded
from per parcel rates under current statute language and have not been calculated otherwise for this
rate study. Other exemptions are for split parcel account types (that would effectively be charged
twice) and cities that have not opted in to KCD, which includes Enumclaw, Milton, Federal Way,
Pacific and Skykomish.

The parcel data provided by King County identified dozens of current land uses. The project team of
KCD staff and the consultant recognized that it was possible to create meaningful distinctions based
on the level of service/benefit received by groups or general classes of customers. Customer types in
this model were broken into seven land use categories: Residential, Commercial, Agricultural,
Institutional/Public, Vacant/Undeveloped, Open Space and Forestry. These land use categories were
based on the present use of each parcel, which is available in the King County Parcel data file. As
described above, these land use categories were evaluated based on direct and indirect benefits
received and were allocated either no benefit, partial benefit compared to other classes, or full
proportional benefit compared to other classes.

RATE CALCULATION

As previously discussed, each line item in the budget is allocated based on the direct or indirect
service/benefit provided then allocated among customer classes based on the comparative amount of
benefit/service received. The full rates are then calculated after subtracting other revenue, such as
grant reimbursements and other miscellaneous revenue. To the extent warranted, these offsetting
revenues are allocated proportionately to each service. Initial per parcel rates range from a high of
$13.57 per parcel for the Agriculture land use to a low of $12.67 per parcel for the Vacant /
Undeveloped land use. All calculated rates can be seen in the following figure.

Figure 4. Calculated Rates and Revenue Reconciliation

Calculated Rates and Revenue Reconciliation

No of Charge Units

" [ calculated Rates_

Land Use Category

AN O ! | Per Parcel No of Parcels Parcel Charge TOTAL
Residential S 13.0382 602,647 S 7,857,420 | S 7,857,420
Commercial S 12.9006 18,725 S 241,564 | S 241,564
Agriculture S 13.5726 104 S 1,412 | $ 1,412
Institutional / Public S 13.2526 2,731 S 36,193 | $ 36,193
Vacant / Undeveloped S 12.6749 42,970 S 544,642 | S 544,642
Open Space S 12.6878 2,430 S 30,831 | S 30,831
Forested $ - - S -15 -
TOTAL e 669,607 | |$ 8712,062| $ 8,712,062

RATE ADJUSTMENT

The calculated rates shown above would sustain the existing programs of KCD that have historically
been funded through rates and charges taking into account the increase in expenses necessary to
provide the same level of service. Because the highest calculated charge is still under the statutory
cap of $15.00 per parcel, no rate adjustment is needed. The following rate schedule will show the
rounded rates for each land use type.
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Figure 5. Rounded Rates Schedule and Revenue Calculation
y Per Parcel No of Parcels TOTAL
Residential S 13.04 602,647 S 7,858,517
Commerecial S 12.90 18,725 S 241,553
Agriculture S 13.57 104 S 1,411
Institutional / Public S 13.25 2,731 S 36,186
Vacant / Undeveloped S 12.67 42,970 S 544,430
Open Space S 12.69 2,430 S 30,837
Forested S - - S -
TOTAL [ o ] 669,607 | |$ 8,712,933

REVENUE FORECAST

The total revenue shown above will cover all budgeted program expenses, inclusive of the estimated
assessor’s fee and delinquencies. The portion of the rates that cover the assessor’s fee and
delinquencies will not be revenue that is available to the District. The net revenue forecasted for
KCD after accounting for this deduction is seen in the following table.

Figure 6. Net Revenue to King Conservation District

Revenue Forecast Total

Total Revenue from Rates and Charges S 8,712,933
Less: Assessor's Fee and Delinquencies (5170,823)
Net Revenue to King Conservation District S 8,542,110
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APPENDIX A: TECHNICAL ANALYSIS




KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model

Summary of Customer Database

LAND USE CATEGORIES SUMMARY

Total # of

Total # of Acres

Parcels

Except Cities # of
Parcels

Exempt Cities # of
Acres

Other
Exemptions # of
Parcels

QOther
Exemptions # of
Acres

Parcels Currently
Available to
Charge

Acres Currently
Available to
Charge

NNNNNBRNNNBNNNNNAONNNNANNNNNNNNNNONNNNNRNRNNGWRNRNNNRNNNNNNRNRNNN S NN e b e e o b st b b bt b e b b bt e 0

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

Assigned Land Use Category

1 Residential 657,536 257,487 216,112
2 Commercial 21,308 49,973 996 2,312 1,587 5,596 18,725 42,065
3 Agriculture 128 2,442 3 21 21 755 104 1,666
4 Institutional / Public 3,204 20,439 166 966 307 2,564 2,731 16,909
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 52,800 793,805 2,212 20,291 7,618 97,382 42,970 676,132
6 Open Space 2,827 23,632 89 824 308 2,235 2,430 20,573
7 Forested 208 2,685 3 4 1 175 = L)
8 (Other] - = = . - B .
9 [Other] 2 < 2 5 = % : R
10 [Other] - - . - - - -
11 [Other] 5 5 E c = 2 5 2
738,011 1,150,464 32,680 33,086 35,530 141,414 669,607 973,457
Control 738,011 1,150,464 32,680 33,086 35,530 141,414 669,607 973,457
Unassigned - - - - - = = -

Vacant / Undeveloped
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Resideantial
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Commercial
Commercial
Residential
Residential
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Agriculture
Agriculture
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Open Space
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Institutional / Public
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Institutional / Public
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Institutional / Public
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Institutional / Public
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial

EBoowanunbwno

18

ERBBE8REY

43
55
57

58
59

sgramesy

104
105

118
122

153

168

185

188
189

191
133

195

Description

{unknown)

Single Family(Res Use/Zone)
Duplex

Triplex

4-Plex

Single Family(C/1 Zone)
Houseboat

Moabile Home

Single Family(C/l Use)
Apartments

Apartment
Apartment{Mixed Use)
Apartment(Co-op)
Apartment(Subsidized)
Condominium(Residential) {e]
Condominium(Mixed Use)
Townhouse Plat

Mobile Home Park
Condeminium(M Home Pk)
Retirement Facility
Hotel/Motel
Rehabilitation Center
Residence Hall/Dorm
Group Home
Resort/Lodge/Retreat
Nursing Home

Shopping Ctr{Nghbrhood)
Shopping Ctr{Community)
Shopping Ctr{Regional)
Shopping Ctr{Maj Retall)
Shopping Ctr{Specialty)
Retail(Line/Strip)

Retail Store

Retaii(Big Box)
Retail(Discount}

Office Building

Office Park
Medical/Dental Office
Condaminium({Office)
Farm
Greenhse/Nrsry/Hort Srve.
Mining/Quarry/Ore Processing
Bowling Alley.
Campground

Driving Range

Golf Course

Health Club

Marina

Movie Theater

Park, Public(Zoo/Arbor)
Park, Private(Amuse Ctr)
Ski Area

Skating Rink{lce/Roller)
Sport Facility

Art Gallery/Museum/Soc Srve
Parking(Assoc)
Auditorium//Assembly 8idg
Auto Showroom and Lot
Bank

Car Wash
Church/Welfare/Relig Srve
Club

Conv Store without Gas
Cony Store with Gas
Restaurant{Fast Food)
Governmental Service
Hospital
Mortuary/Cemetery/Crematory
Parking(Commercial Lot)
Parking(Garage)
Restaurant/Lounge
School(Public)
School(Private)

Service Station
Tavern/Lounge

Past Office/Post Service
Vet/Animal Control Srve
Grocery Store

Daycare Center

Mini Lube

Warehouse

Total # of

Total # of Acres

Parcels [a]

6,586
1824

332

111

2,852

1230

105
385

51
118

116

113
138
208
a2
2,598

1,303
2%0
458

1,125

28

12,083

1,841

577
537
142

4s8
1319
297

3,635
491
1,731

2,807
22

18
6,037

541

15,964
350

3
2,465

642
114
393
195
39
2,784
220
36
239
218
3,295
345

396
126
358
7193

Except Cities # of
Parcels [b]

23,601

o ®
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BubBanwantd

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

Parcel

Exempt Cities & of
Acres

6,751

o
° 0 »

BeBs'a we

&

ahE8ER

w

Other
Exemptions # of
Parcels [¢]

2,726

2,458

Other
Exemptions # of
Acres

24,047

431

Now
Sowin

~wgfnsuBels

Rl

Parcels Currently
Available to
Charge [d]

E..znag.8a

»
o

woB8uk

261

1,062

234

Acres Currently
Available to
Charge

194,395
1182

356

872
1,185

415

1,108
242
475

2,834
199
385

1

1316
351

2,577

17

86

7
4,986
86
441
60
14,138

2,001

11

5,746
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| Rates & Charges Model

Summary of Customer Database

3 Other Other Parcels Currently  Acres Currently
LAND USE CATEGORIES SUMMARY Total#ol |l atfotacres | COPtCIes ROt | (ExsmptCties kol o o p it |Exemptions Bof | Avaitableto || Available to
Parcels Parcels Acres
Parcels Acres Charge Charge
1 Residential 657,536 216,112
2 Commercial 21,308 49,973 996 2,312 1,587 5,596 18,725 42,085
3 Agriculture 128 2,442 3 21 21 755 104 1,666
4 Institutional / Public 3,204 20,439 166 966 307 2,564 2,731 16,909
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 52,800 793,805 2,212 20,291 7,618 97,382 42,970 676,132
& Open Space 2,827 23,632 89 824 308 2,235 2,430 20,573
7 Forested 208 2,685 3 4 11 175 - -
s [Other] : 2 5 - = = s .
L] (Other] - - - - - - - -
10 [Other] - - - - - - - -
1 [Other] - - - - - - - -
738,011 1,150,464 32,680 33,086 35,530 141,414 669,607 973,457
Contral 738,011 1,150,464 32,680 33,086 35,530 141,414 669,607 973,457
Unassigned = . - « . . - B

Other Other Parcels Currantly  Acres Currently
Exemptions # of Exemptions #of  Available to Available to
Parcals [c] Acres Charge [d] Charge

Total #of Except Cities Hof | Exempt Cities # of

Assigned Land Use Cat Description
ey ey oot .4 Panels (ay | Gt oL AR R ] Acres

2 Commercial 202 High Tech/High Flex 181 973 1 48 B 41 172 884
2 Commercial 210 Industrial Park 309 946 5 9 36 87 268 843
2 Commercial 216 Service Building 1,117 1,148 50 56 84 127 983 965
2z Commercial 223 Industrial{Gen Purpose) 681 1,476 18 33 50 137 613 1,306
2 Commercial 245 Industrial{Heavy) 158 1321 2 7 14 298 142 1,016
2 Commercial 246 Industrial(Lignt) 537 1,094 13 24 41 137 483 934
2 Commercial 247 Air Terminal and Hangers 33 2,846 1 18 9 105 23 2,722
2 Commercial 252 Mini Warehouse 208 459 16 36 20 49 12 374
2 Commercial 261 Terminal(Rail) 85 371 = " 5 4 80 367
2 Commercial 262 Terminal(Marine/Comm Fish) 34 4%0 - = 2 4 2 485
2 Commercial 263 Terminal(Grain) 1 1 | < ” (4 1 1
2 Commercial 264 Terminal(Auto/Bus/Other) a2 199 > - 2 10 40 189
a Institutional / Public 266 Utility, Public 711 7,038 39 94 76 898 596 6,045
2 Commercial 267 Utility, Private(Radio/T.V.) 124 456 7 9 17 45 100 399
2 Commercial 21 Terminal{Marine) 104 568 - - 4 10 100 558
1 Residential 272 Historic Prop(Residence) 15 27 3 = 2 22 13 5
2 Commercial 273 Historic Prop(Office) 27 8 - b 1 o 26 8
2 Cammercial 274 Historic Prop(Retail) 12 7 S b 1 2 11 5
2 Commercial 275 Historic Prop(Eat/Drink) 1 o < d - = A 0
2 Commercial 276 Historic Prop(Loft/Warehse) 2 1 = 3 /4 r 2 1
2 Commercial 277 Historic Prop(Park/Billbrd) 2 1 = = 3 2 2 1
2 Commercial 279 Historic Prop(Rec/Entertain) 5 32 2 3 = ) 5 n
2 Commercial 280 Historic Prop(Misc) 17 24 1 o 1 o 15 23
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 299 Historie Prop{Vacant Land) 2 3 = = - E 2 3
5 Vacant / Undaveloped 300 Vacant(Single-family) 40,324 690,850 1,489 2,122 4,087 41,394 34,748 647,334
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 301 Vacant{Multi-family) 1,698 2,015 132 211 130 264 1,436 1,540
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 309 Vacant{Commercial) 3,390 5,948 297 488 294 1222 2,793 4,238
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 316 Vacant{industrial) 1572 5,438 81 256 147 726 1,334 4,456
7 Forested 324 Forest Land(Class-RCW 84.33) 2, 218 - - - - - -
7 Forested 325 Forest Land(Desig-RCW 84.33) 3 505 - = - Y s -
6 Open Space 326 Open Space(Curr Use-RCW 84.34) 75 152 1 1 2 1504 72 124
6 Open Space 327 Open Spaca(Agric-RCW 84.34) 16 269 h =, 4 85 12 183
7 Forested 328 Open Space Tmbr Land/Greenbelit 203 1,962 3 4 11 175 - =
6 Open Space 330 Easement 340 361 15 9 42 29 283 323
6 Open Space 331 Reserve/Wilderness Area 52 2,406 4 S0 6 47 42 2,269
6 Open Space 332 Right of Way/Utility, Road 1,035 3,982 26 79 142 794 867 3,109
6 Open Space 333 River/Creek/Stream 65 251 3 4 7 28 55 219
6 Open Space 334 Tidefand, 1st Class 103 178 -] 2 74 22 87 155
8 Open Space 335 Tideland, 2nd Class 18 12 3 < 1 o 17 12
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 336 Transferable Dev Rights 6 46 = - - £ 6 46
3 Open Space 337 Water Body, Fresh 32 59 2 4 2 13 28 42
v Commercial 339 Shell Structure 48 5 1 [4) 3 o 44 24
2 Commercial 340 Bed & Breakfast a 1 = = . - 4 1
1 Residential 341 Rooming House 221 33 < ” 5 1 216 32
1 Residential 342 Fraternity/Sorority House 52 14 - + 3 1 43 13
2 Commercial 343 Gas Station 21 14 2 3 2 1 17 1
Select Land Use Category
Select Land Use Category
Select Land Use Category
FEIR T, 9 gl e | = 738,011 1,150,464 32,680 33,086 35,530 141,414 669,607 973,457

[a] Total parcels from King County Assessor's data down loaded on 1/29/189; includes any exempt parcels and additional condo parcels (see note [g])
[b] Cities excluded are Enumclaw, Federal Way, Milten, Pacific and Skykomish
[c] Exempt accounts include Property Types "K", and "U" which are reference parcels and Type "T", timber parcels; accounts split for senior citizen and joint ownership (parcel numbers ending in 8 or 8), and all forest land

[d] Total parcals currently available to charge equals Total # of Parcels less Parcels in Cities and Other Exempt Parcels 738,011
(e] Added 128,331 condo units (NbrUnits total from CandoComplex file), with 4,079 in exempt cities (based on zip codes) (68,404)
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model

Budget

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

Allocation Bases.

1 Al Indirect

2 All Direct

3 1% Diract / 9% Indirect
4 50% Direct / 50% Indirect
s 75% Direct / 25% Indirect
5 25% Direct / 75% Indiract
7 5% Direct / 95% (ndirect
]

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

Budget

cants; 2 Indirect Direct Total Indirect Direct Total
Farm & Ag Lands
Regional Food System $515260 | 3 1% Direct / 39% Indirect 9.0% Lo% 100.0% 5 511,097 | 518 516,260
Agricultural Drainage Assistance 106115 | € 25%Direct/ 75% Indiract 75.0% s 1000% 79587 6529 106,115
Community Agriculture 35085 | 7 5% Direct / 35% Indirect 9s5.0% 50m 100.0% 33310 1754 35,085
Wildfire Preparedness - 3 1% Direct / 39% Indirect 9.0% 10% 100.0% - . *
Urban Farest Stewardship = | 3 1%0iect/ 99 ndrect ss0n 10% 1000% - - -
Small Lot Forest Stewardship - 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect PVon 1o% 1000% = - -
Riparian Stewardshin 24525 | 3| 1%Direct/ 3% Indirect 0% 1o% 100.0% 24378 24¢ 2625
Rural Land Stewardship 756733 | & 25% Diract / 75% Indiract 75.0% Bo% 1000% 567,554 189,185 756,739
Riparian Restoration/Improvement 7100) 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 9.0% 1o% 100.0% 70383 nr 71,700
Member Jurisdictions 315895 | 3 1% Direct / 33% Indirect 9.0% 1.0% 100.0% 312,736 3,159 315,895
Subtotal 5 s 1,599,666 | § 226,753 1.826,a18
Healthy Forest
Regional Food System $| 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 29.0% 10% 1000% ] : -
Agricultural Drainsge Assistance - 3 1% Direct / 39% Indirect N 1o% 100.0% ¥ - *:
Community Agriculture s 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 0% Lo% 100.0% - -
Wildfire Praparedness 20274 | 7 | 5% Diract / 95% Indirect 95.0% s0% 100.0% 192588 10,136 02,728
Urban Farest Stewardship 2803% | 3 | 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 9o% Lo% 100.0% 759 2,804 280,336
Small Lot Forest Stewardship 2568545 | 6 ‘ 25% Direct / 75% Indiract 75.0% 5.0% 100.0% 192,484 84,161 256,845
Riparian Stewardship 20625 | 3 1% Direct/ 99 Indirect sa0n 1% 1000% 2137 28 20,525
Rural Land Stewardship -3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 9.0% 10% 100.0% + + -
Riparian Restaration/imaravement 74700 | 3 % Direct /99 Indirect 99.0% Lo 1000% 70983 " n0
Member Jurisdictions 14359 | 3 1%Direct/ 99% Indirect 99.0% 10% 1000% 14215 184 10359
Subtotal s 850,343 $ 72240 | § 78,208 250,349
Upland Habitat
Regional Food System £ ‘ 1% Direct / 39% Indirect won 10% 100.0% s -ls >
Agricultural Drainage Assistance - | 3 1%Direct/99% indirect s3.0% 1o% 100.0% - -
Community Agriculture 2051 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect P.0% 10% 1000% 20340 m 21,051
Wildfire Preparedness. 81515 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 29o% 10% 100.0% 66,893 876 £1.575
Urban Farest Stewardship 7095 | 3 1%Direct /99% Indirect 0% 10 1000% 69393 701 7003
Small Lot Forest Stewardship 12833 | 3 | 1% Direct / 95% Indirect 9K.0% 10% 100.0% 127,039 1283 128303
Aiparian Stewardship 55| 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect Po% 1o% 100.0% 22378 26 4625
Rural Land Stewardship 34552 3 | 1%Dicect/9%% Indirect 80N 1on 1000% 93,645 246 84592
Riparian Restoration/mproverent 71,700 | 3 | 1%Direct /9% Indirect s9.0% 1o% 1w00% 7038 wm 71700
Member Jurisdictions. 3 1% Direct / 39% Indirect 99.0% 10% 100.0% 326,951 3303 330.254
Subtotal $ 800,135 | § 8,082 808,218
Aquatic Habitat
Regional Food System 30| 3| 1%0iect/99% Indirect 9.0% Lo 1000% |5 “Is - -
Agricultural Drainage Assistance AR 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect K.0% Lo% 100.0% 35018 354 353712
Community Agriculture 2339 3 | 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 99.0% 10% 100.0% 2316 2 2338
Wildfire Preparedness - | 3 1%0iect/99% indirect 99.0% Lo% 1000% - - -
Urban Forest Stewardship 70095 | 3 | 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 93.0% 1o0% 100.0% 69,398 701 70,098
Small Lot Forest Stewardship 3665 | 3 1 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 0% 1o% 100.0% 25, 57 25,865
Riparian Stewardship 248245 | 3| 1% Direct / 99% Indirect s9.0% 1on 1000% 203783 2482 246,245
Rural Land Stewardship 94592 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect. 99.0% 10% 100.0% 93,646 N6 94,592
Riparan Restoration/Improvement 717,002 | 3 | 1% Diract / 99% Indirect P.0% 10% 100.0% 709,832 7170 717,002
Member lurisdictions. 455,124 | 3| 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 99,01 10% 1000% 440673 451 445,124
Subtotal $ 1,636,438 $ 1,620,074 | § 16,364 1,636,438
‘Water Quality and Quantity
Regional Food System $114724 | 31 1% Direct / 99% Indirect s9.0% 1% woon |5 13577 |8 11e7 14720
Agricultural Drainage Assistance 106115 | § | 25% Direct / 75% Indirect 75.0% B0% 100.0% 79587 26529 106,115
Community Agriculture 70163 | 3 ' 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 9.0% 10% 100.0% 89467 702 70,163
Wildfire Preparedness 33787 | 3 1%0Oirect /9% Indirect 93.0% 10% 1000% 33450 38 33787
Urban Forest Stewardship 140198 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 29.0% 10% 100.0% 138,796 1402 140,198
Small Lot Forest Stewardship 5139 3 1% Direct / 9% Indirect 9.0% 10% 100.0% 50316 513 51328
Riparian Stewardship 147747 | 3! 1%Direct/99% indirect .07 1on 10007 148270 147 147,237
Rural Land Stewardship 756739 | 3 1% Direct / 9% Indirect 8om 10% 1000% 749172 1567 756,739
Riparian Restoration/improvement 430201 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect o% 10% 100.0% 425,393 4302 430,201
‘Member Jurisdictions 315855 | 3 1% Direct / 9% Indirect 93.0% 1.0% 100.0% 312736 3,159 315,895
Subtotal s 2,166,905 s 2,119763 | § a7 2,166,905
Open Space
Regional Food Systam sl 1% Direct / 35% Indirect 9.0% Lo% 100.0% 5 -5 * ¥
Agricultural Drainage Assistance - 3 1% Direct / 39% Indirect 9.0% Lo% 10007 - - -
Community Agriculture 81864 | 3| 1%Direct / 95% Indirect 9.0 1on 1000% 81,015 a1s 1860
Wildfire Preparedness 3| s 1% Direct / 39% Indirect 9% Lo% 100.0% 33350 18 33,787
Urban Forest Stewardship 140,198 | 3 1% Direct / 99% indirect PN Lo% 1000% 138,796 1402 140,198
Small Lot Forest Stewardship 25685 | 3 1%Direct/99% Indirect 2a.0% 1o% 1000% 25,408 57 5865
Riparian Stewardship 2465 | 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 9.0% 10% 100.0% 24378 26 24,625
Rural Land Stewardship 94592 | 3 1%Direct/ 95% Indiract 92.0% Lo 1000% 93,646 46 84592
Riparian Restoration]Improvement 70,700 | 3| 1%Direct /95% Indirect 93.0% L% 1000% 70983 m 7,70
Member Jurisdictions =| 3| 1%0irect/ 98% Indirect 99.0% Lo% 1000% - - -
Subtotal s an,an { ] 467,706 | § ana 472,431
Economic Support to Working Lands
Regional Food System $518260 | 6 25% Direct / 75% Indirect 750% 2500 100.0% s 387,195 | § 129,065 516,260
Agricultural Drainage Assistance 106115 | & 25%Direct/ 5% Indiract 75.0% 5.0% 1000% 79587 6519 106115
Community Agriculture B3| 7 5% Direct / 95% Indirect 95.0% 5.0% 100.0% 2220 1189 3330
Wildfire Preparednass - | 3 1%0iect/99% Indimet 99.0% 10% 1000% - - -
Urban Forest Stewardship - 3 1% Direct / 99% Indirect 99.0% Lo% 100.0% . . -
Small Lat Forest Stewardship 25865 | 3 1%Direct / 99% Indirect sa.0% 1o% 1000% 25,408 7 25885
Riparian Stewardship = 3 1% Direct / 35% Indirect 29.0% 10% 1000% & 3 &
Rural Land Stewardship sas592| 7 5% Direct / 95% Indirect 95.0% 50% 100.0% 89263 ano0 24592
Riparian Restoration/improvement <l 3 1mo0iext /995 ndiect 99.0% 10% 1000% - . -
Member Jurisdictions. 14353 | 3 1% Direct / 39% Indirect 99.0% LO% 100.0% 14215 144 14358
Subtotal $ s 161,893 780,381
Assessor Fee & Delinquency
Assessor Fee & Delinquency s - 170323
TOTAL s s 543,162
0%
< Indirect Direct Total
Farm & Ag Lands ] s 1,599,665 | 5 2675 1826418
Healthy Forest 772,260 78,208 850,449
Ugland Mabitat 800,135 8,082 808,218
Aquatic Habitat 1,620,074 16,364 1,636,438
‘Water Quality and Quantity 2,165,805 2,118,768 47,137 2,166,905
Open Space 472,431 467,706 a4 472,431
Economic Support to Working Lands 780,381 618,488 161,893 780,381
Assessor Fee & Delinquency 170,823 170,823 - 170.823
TOTAL 5 8,712,062 s 8,168,900 | § 543,162 8,712,062
less: Other Revenues =
NET TOTAL s 8,712,062
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tien District

K2

FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model o No benefit
Farm & Ag Lands 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
ional Food System - Indirect Benefit Costs
TOTAL COST [ % to be from "per Parcel " Chargs 100.0%
511,097 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| $ 511,097

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

0 [Other]

11 [Other]

N

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

Rate Basis

% Share Allocated Cost
No of Parcels

Calculation of Rates

UnitCost (per
Parcel)

TOTAL 669,607 |

669,607

669,607

N

Notes:
[a) Resource Designated Forest Land reflects # of owners

| Food System - Direct Benefit Costs

% to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%

i
[s  saes]

Allocation of Costs

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 5,163

Rate Basis

Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Adjusted UnitCast (per
Land Use Category No. of Parcels e iy % Share Alocated Cost ||\ e el
1 Residential s $
2 Commercial 1 $ $
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 003%| $ 2 104 | $ 00154
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 1 1,366 0.41%| $ 21 2,731 (8 0.0077
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 6.42%| $ 331 42970 | § 0.0077
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1215 0.36%| $ 19 2,430 | $ 0.0077
7 Forested - - 0.00%( $ - - |8 =
8 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - |§ =
9 [Other] - = 0.00%| $ - = s -
10 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - = Ils -
11 [Other] = = 0.00%)| $ = = $ =
TOTAL 334,856 100.00%| § 5,163 669,607 |

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 1
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K2D

=1

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Farm & Ag Lands

o No benefit

N

Partial benefit compared to other classes
___ Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

Agricultural Drainage

e - Indirect Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST
79,587

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant /Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj.
Factors

100.0%
79,587

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce] " Charge:| §

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Allocation Basis Allocated Cost

% Share

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basiz

UnitCost (per
Parcel)

No of Porcels

TOTAL

Agricultural Drainage

Notes:

- Direct Benefit Costs

669,607 79,587

669,607

Bl EHEs

1 locatio osts on o
1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 89.99%| S 23872 602,647 | $ 0.0396
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 2.80%( S 742 18,725 |5 0.03%6
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.03%| § 8 104 | S 0.0792
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2§ 1,366 0.41%( S 108 2731($ 0.0396
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 6.42%| § 1,702 423705 0.039
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1215 036%| $ 96 2430 s 0.0396
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| § - -~ |8 -
8 (Other] - 0 - 0,00%| § - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - 1 -
TOTAL 669,607 | 334,856 100.00%| $ 26,529 669,607 | $ 0036 |

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 1
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FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Farm & Ag Lands 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
C Agriculture - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%|
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 33,330

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
S Vacant /Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

No. of Parcels

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Rate Basis

Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

UnitCost (per

% Sh
r Parcel)

Noof Parcels

NN

CoOoCOoONNNN

TOTAL

100.00% 33,330

Bl
«
2
8

669,607

C Agriculture - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

Land Use Category

1 Residential

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:

No. of Parcels

Allocation of Casts

Caleulation
Rate Basis

of Rates

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

UnitCost (per

Allocated Cost
Parcel)

% Share
No of Parcels

-

2 Commercial 18,725 1
3 Agriculture . 104 2
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 1
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 1
& Open Space 2,430 1
7 Forested - )
8 [Other] - 0
9 [Other] - )
10 [Other] - 0
11 (Other] - 0
TOTAL 669,607 334,856 100.00% 1,754 669,607 0.0026 | Sy o eI

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 1
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
K

Rates & Charges Model 0 © Nobenefit
Wowy Consarvation Distrct '
Farm & Ag Lands 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Wildfire Preparedness - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge:| 100,0%|
) L Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel"” Charge:| $ B
Allocation of Casts Calculation of Rates
= Rate Basis
Benafits Adj. Adjusted - UnitCost (per
Land Usa Category No. of Parcels Fadtort Allocation Basis % Share Allocated Cost y o ey parcel)
1 Residential 2
2 Commercial 2
3 Agriculture 2
4 Institutional / Public 2
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 2
6 OpenSpace 2
7 Forested o
8 [Other] ]
9 [Other] 0
0
0
669,607 669,607
Wildfire Preparedness - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Pai 100.0%
£ s ] i Allocated Cost Basls far "per Pai
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis
Benefits Adj. Adjusted 3 UnitCost (per
Land Use Category No. of Parcels I el %Share Alocated Cost |\ o pross
1 Residential 301,324 s 602,647 | S
2 Commercial 1 9,363 2.80%| 5 : 18,725 | § =
3 Agriculture 2 104 0.03%| § - 1048 -
4 Institutional / Public 1 1,366 0.41%| - 27318 ~
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 1 21,485 6.42% $ - a2970 | $ -
& Open Space % 1,215 0.36%| - 2430($ -
7 Forested 0 - 0.00%| $ s S %
8 [Other] 0 - 0.00%| $ - - | =
9 [Other] 0 - 0.00%| $ - = |5 -
10 [Other] (] - 0.00%| $ - - s ¢
11 [Other] ) - 0.00%| $ - = s =
TOTAL Pis 334,856 100.00%| $ - 669,607 | $ -
Notes:
FCS GROUP District - Inflation plus ining - Updated Budget
(425) 867-1802 NRP 1 Page dof 10



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
2D

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benafit
s Consarration bt
Farm & Ag Lands 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Urban Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%
s - | L Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § &
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
; Rate Basis
Bonefits Adj. Adjusted : UnitCost (per
EINEANS Cutagary Factors Allocation Basis JRsHeS Aocated Cost | o Porvels Parcel)
1 Residential 2
2 Commercial 2
3 Agriculture 2
4 Institutional / Public 2
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 2
6 Open Space 2
7 Forested 0
8 [Other] 0
9 [Other] 0
10 [Other] 0
11 [Other] 0 .
TOTAL 669,607 669,607 669,607
Notes:
Urban Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered fram "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%|
[ ————— | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| $ |
1 on of Cost: o
tand Use Category 0. of P Renafite ] Allocated Co 3 ol g
1 Residential 602,647 301,324 89.99% $ - 602,647 | § -
2 Commercial 18,725 9,363 2.80%| § - 18,725 | -
3 Agriculture 104 104 0.03%| $ - 104 | $ -
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 1,366 0.41%| $ - 2731 -
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 21,485 6.42%| § - 42,970 | $ -
6 Open Space 2,430 1,215 0.36%| § - 2,430 | $ -
7 Forested - - 0.00%| § - - % -
8 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - |s -
9 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - s -
10 [Other) - - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - = Is -
TOTAL 669,607 | ] 334,856 100.00%| § - 669,607 | § - S S e e O
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(425) 867-1802 NRP 1 Page 5 of 10



KD

g Comsarvaticn

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 ' Nobenefit
Farm & Ag Lands 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Racovered from "per Parcel" Charge:| 100.0%]
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| §

Land Use Catagory No. of Parcels

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
3
7
8
9

Open Space
Forested

[Other]
[Other]

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Adj. Adjusted UnitCost (per

% Share Allocated Cost

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

602,647
18,725
104
2,731
42,970
2430

Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

669,607

R

:
[ AT [

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| §

No. of Parcels

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public

5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970
3

7

8

9

Open Space 2,430
Forested -
[Other] -
(Other) -
[Other] -
[Other] s

Caleulation of Rates
Rate Basis

Allocation of Costs

Banefits Ad]. Adjusted itc
el s % Share Allocated Cost MRS SRSk
Factors  Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

Notes

TOTAL

301,324 $
1 9,363 2.80%| § -
2 104 0.03%| § -
1 1,366 0.41%| $ -
1 21,485 6.42%| § -
1 1215 0.35%| § -
0 - 0.00%| $ -
0 - 0.00%| $ -
o - 0.00%| $ -
[ - 0.00%]| § -
0 - 0.00%| § =,
3 334,856 100.00%| $ - 669,607

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 1
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

K=

A\ Rates & Charges Model 3 No benefit
Farm & Ag Lands 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Riparian Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%
24,378 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 24,378
1 o 5 o on o
Land Use Category o 5 B 5 acated Co T
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| § 21,940 602,647 | $ 0.0364
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| § 682 18,725 | § 0.0364
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ 4 104 | § 0.0364
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2731 0.41%| $ 99 27318 0.0364
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.42%| $ 1,564 42970 | $ 0.0364
6 OpenSpace 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ 88 24308 0.0364
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
8 [Other) - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s *
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - Is -
TOTAL 669,607 [ | 669,607 100.00%| $ 24,378 669,607 | §
Notes:
Riparian Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ 9% to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
s 2a6] | Allacated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 246
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basls
Benefits Adj. Adjusted Unit Cast {per
d Use C. . ! . Alle
Land Use Category No. of Parcels et Allocation Bask % Share located Cost. ‘Naof Fareals Parcel)
1 Residential 301,324 89.99%| § S Y
2 Commercial 9,363 2.80%| § 7 18725 |5 0.0004
3 Agriculture 104 0.03%| $ 0 104 | $ 0.0007
4 Institutional / Public 1,366 0.41%| 1 2731 0.0004
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 21,485 6.42%| § 16 42,970 | § 0.0004
& Open Space 1,215 0.36%| $ 1 2430 [ $ 0.0004
7 Forested - 0.00%| $ - - s -
8 [Other] - 0.00%| $ - - s E
9 [Other] - 0.00%| § - = |8 -
10 [Other] - 0.00%| $ - = |s -
11 [Other] - 0.00%| § - - Is -
TOTAL 334,856 100.00%| $ 246 669,607 | § 00004 |
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(a25) 867-1802

NRP 1




| {Q)

iag Conservxtian Disbict

FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model:
Farm & Ag Lands

Rural Land Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

0
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to ather classes

Land Use Category

TOTALCOST

% to be

from "per Parcel" Charge:|

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| §

No. of Parcels

fits Adj.
ictors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Allocation Basis

Caiculation of Rates

Rate Basis

Noof Parcels

UnitCost (per
Parcel)

VNGO W WN e

5

=
=S

TOTALCOST

Land Use Category

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space
Forested

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj.

Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Allocation Basis

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

Residential 2 $
Commercial v $
Agriculture 2 $
Institutional / Public 2 $
Vacant / Undeveloped 2 $
Open Space 2 s
Forested 0 S
[Other] 0 s
[Other] ) $
o $
0 S
D 669,607 669,607 | $ BRI
Notes:
Rural Land Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel " Charge:|

UnftCost (per
Parcet)

TOTAL

S
o

o UREE

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
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K2

Kinx Comterration District

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

t

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Farm & Ag Lands 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 70,983

1 Residential
2 Commercial
3 Agriculture
4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& OpenSpace

7 Forested
8
9

[Other]
[Other]

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis
Benefits Adj. Adjusted UnitCost (per
%sh Allocated Cost
Factors  Allocation Basis = osaed €Ot | o of Parcets parcel)

No. of Parcels

602,647
18,725
104
2731
42,970
2,430

669,607 70,983 669,607

Notes:

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

717

tand Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
& OpenSpace

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

[ % to be from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%]|
[ Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 717

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

fits Adj. Adjusted Unit Cast
\kich. dinted 4H T share | | Allacated cost niCost ) (pec
Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

No. of Parcels

-

OO0 O MM EN M

TOTAL

669,607

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 1
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K2D

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Farm & Ag Lands 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full propartional benefit compared to other classes
Member Jurisdictions - Indirect Benefit Costs
% to be Recovered from "per Parcel” Charge: 1000%|
s 312736 Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| $ 312,736 |

No. of Parcels

Land Use Category

Benefits Adj. Adjusted

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Allocation of Costs

Unit C
%share  Allocated Cost LTl ol

Factors Allocation Basis Na of Parcels Parcel)

1 Residential 2 S
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 8,745 18,725 | $ 0.4670
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 a3 104 | $ 0.4670
4 Institutional / Public 2731 2 2,731 1275 2731 | $ 0.4670
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 20,069 2970 | $ 0.4670
6 OpenSpace 2,430 2 2,430 1,135 2,430 | $ 0.4670
7 Forested - o L o L ®
8 [Other] - 0 - - - s -
9 [Other] »: o £ = = s -
- 0 - X = - s &
= 0 E Y - - s &
ee9607 [ T 669,607 312,736 669,607 | $ 0.4670 |
Notes:
Jurisdictions - Direct Benefit Costs
[ %to be from "per Parcel” Charge:| 100.0%
s 3159 Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| § 3,159

I Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Benafits Adj. Adjusted - FateBasis \y vt (per
Land Use Category No. of Parcels Ticees Aflocation Basis % Share Allocated Cost No of Parcels Poral)
1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 89.99% § 243 602,647 [ $ 0.0047
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 280%| $ 88 18725 | $ 0.0047
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 003%| $ 1 108 | $ 0.0094
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 1 1,366 041%| $ 13 2731 (s 0.0047
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 6.42%| $ 203 22970 s 0.0047
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1215 036%| $ 1 2430 (s 0.0047
7 Forested - 0 - 000%| $ - - |8 -
8 [Other] - 0 - 000%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - ls -
TOTAL 669,607 | | 334,856 100.00%| $ 3,159 669,607 | §
Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 1
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Healthy Forest 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit comparad to other classes
Regional Food System - Indirect Benefit Costs
% to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%]

|
e ] [

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

TOTAL 669,607 |

Notes:
[a] Resource Designated Forest Land reflects # of owners

| Food System - Direct Benefit Costs

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § -

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

R Rate Basis <
Sencfits Adj.  Adjusted UnitCost (pe
R i %Share  Allocated Cost o

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Porcel)

[

% to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ S

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 OpenSpace

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

TOTAL

Notes:

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

- ; Rate Basis
- As
Benefits Adj djusted % Share Allocated Cost

Factors. Allocation Basis Na of Parcels Parcel)

Unit Cost  (per

R R T,

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 2

Page 1of 10



FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Healthy Forest 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Agricultural Drainage e - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]

| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| § -

Factors

Benefits Adj.

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Aflocation of Costs

Adjusted Unit Cost (per

% Share Allocated Cost

Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

669,607

669,607 669,607 S A LRy 8]

Notes:

Agricultural Drainage Assistance - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

tand Use Category

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:

No. of Parcels

Factors

Benefits Adj.

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis :
Adjusted Unit Cost  (per
s llocated Cost
Allocation Basis - ocated Cobkl ) pre Parcel) Notss

1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 96.15%| § = 5
2 Commercial 18,725 0 - 0.00%| 5 - $
3 Agriculture 104 1 52 0.01%| § - s
4 Institutional / Public 2731 1 1,366 0.22%| § - s
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 3.43%| § - s
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1,215 0.19%| § - $
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ - $
8 [Other] - o - 0.00%| § - $
9 [Other] - o - 0.00%]| § - S
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - s
11 [Other] - ) - 0.00%| § - $
TOTAL 626,765 100.00%| § - 669,607 | $ - |

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 2
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KD

FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model o No benefit
Healthy Forest 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
C Agriculture - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel" Charge: | 100.0%|
I — =} N Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § =

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 (Other]

[ 1 ] Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj.  Adjusted pats Basse

No. of Parcels %Share  Allocated Cast Uit Cast (ot

Factors Allocation Basis Na of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

|loocococoNNNNNN

669,607 669,607

Notes:

( Agriculture - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]

[ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce] " Charge:| $ 5

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

y 7 Rata Basis

Benofits Adj.  Adjusted Unit Cost

No. of Parcels o i %share  Allocated Cost RItEost (oot
Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 2
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K2D

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Healthy Forest

Wildfire Preparedness - Indirect Benefit Costs

0 No benefit
1 ~ Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

[ % to be from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
s 192,588 [ Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § 192,588
Allacation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Benefits Adi. Adjusted RateBash | \yie Cost [per
Land Use Category No, of Parcels it Aflocation Basis % Share Allocated Cast No of Parcals pareel)
1 Residential 602,647 B 602,647 [ $
2 Commercial 18,725 18,725 2.80%| 5 5386 18,725 | 02876
3 Agriculture 104 108 0.02%| § 30 104 [ $ 0.2876
4 Institutional / Public 2731 2,731 0.41%| § 785 2731 % 02876
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 42,970 6.42%| § 12,359 42970 | § 0.2876
6 Open Space 2,430 2,430 0.36%| § 599 2,430 [ $ 02876
7 Forested - - 0.00%| $ = L =
8 [Other] - - 0.00%| § - - s -
9 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - $ -
10 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - - 0.00%)| § g - S
TOTAL 669,607 669,607 10000%[$ 192,588 669,607 [ $
Notes:
Wildfire Preparedness - Direct Benefit Costs
% to be from “per Parcel" Charge: | 100,0%
[ Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce|” Charge:| $ 10,136
Allacation of Costs Caleulation of Rates
; Rate Basls
Nosaf Parcels | (1o B AL Sk Actpustact %share | Allocated Cost oA Cost{per Notes
Factors  Allocation Basis Na of Parcels Parcel)
1 Residential 96.15%| $ S
2 Commercial 0.00%| 5 %
3 Agriculture 52 001%| $ 1 104 | $ 0.0081
4 Institutional / Public 1,366 022%| $ 2 2731 0,0081
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 21,485 3.43%| § 347 42,970 | § 0,0081
6 Open Space 1,215 0.19%| § 20 2430 [ $ 0.0081
7 Forested - 0.00%| $ - -8 =
8 [Other] - 0.00%| § - - s -
9 [Other] - 0.00%| § - - s -
10 [Other] - 0.00%| § - S [ -
11 [Other] - 0.00%| § - - 8 -
TOTAL 626,765 100.00%| § 10,136 669,607 | §

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budgat

NRP 2
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FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model

Healthy Forest

Urban Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

o Na benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2

Full p i benefit comparad to other classes

TOTAL COST

277,592

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

9% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:|

No. of Parcels

602,647
18,725

TOTAL

Urban Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

Benefits Adj.
Factors

100,0%]
277,592

Allacation of Casts

Adjusted
i % Share

Allocation Basis

Allocated Cost

249,833
7,763
43
1,132
17,814
1,007

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

UnitCost (per

Parcel)

277,592

669,607

0.4146

IR

% to be Recaverad from "per Parcel " Charge: | 100.0%|
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcal " Charge:| § 2,804 |
1 llacation of Casts on o

1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 96.15%| § 2,696 602,647 | $ 0.0045
2 Commercial 18,725 ] - 0.00%| § - 18,725 | § -
3 Agriculture 104 1 52 0.01%| § 0 1043 0.0022
4 Institutional / Public 2731 1 1,366 0.22%| $ 3 2,731 0.0022
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42970 1 21,485 3.43%| $ £ 22970 0.0022
& Open Space 2,430 1 1,215 0.19%| $ 5 2430 $ 0.0022
7 Forasted - 0 - 0.00%| $ - N =
B [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - = $ -
9 [Other] - (] - 0.00%| $ - -8 -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - $ -
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - 1s &

TOTAL 669,607 [ 626,765 100.00%| $ 2,804 669,607 | $

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updatad Budget

NRP 2




KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
@D

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Ring Comematien Dt
Healthy Forest 1 ~ Pantial benefit compared to other classes
2 ___Fullproportional benefit compared to other classes
Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:
s 192,384 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| $
=] Allocation of Costs Caleulation of Rates
Rate Basis :
Benefits Ad). Adjusted -~ Unit Cost (per
o R | Pacsiesl! A Sacation Basis | AT 1% | ((ANORAENd Cast ool Parcel)
1 Residential 2 602,647 X 173,236 S
2 Commercial 2 18,725 5383 $ 0.2875
3 Agriculture 2 104 30 104 | § 0.2875
4 Institutional / Public 2 2,731 785 2731 0.2875
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 2 42,970 12,352 42,970 | 0.2875
& Open Space 2 2,430 593 2,430 | $ 0.2875
7 Forested o - = = % ®
8 [Other) 0 - - - s -
9 [Other] () - - - S -
[Other] [} = . . s -
Other] 0 - - - s -
TOTAL IR 669,607 669,607 | $ 0.2875 Y
Notes:
Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
I % to be from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100,0%)
s ea161 [ Allocated Cost Bass for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 64,161
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
; Rate Basis
Land Use Category Nos ot Parcele | [\ 2raets Adj Sdpeud % share Allocated Cost AR Cost ™ (ber
Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)
1 Residential
2 Commercial
3 Agriculture
4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped
6 Open Space
7 Forested
8 [Other]
9 [Other]
10 [Other]
11 [Other)
TOTAL
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(425) 867-1802 NRP 2 Page 6of 10




K=

Ning Consarvaties District

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Healthy Forest

Riparian Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTALCOST

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
S Vacant / Undeveloped
8
7
8
9

Open Space
Forested
[Other]
[Other]
[Other]
Other]

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Chargs

100.0%

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Chai

24,378

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj.

Factors

~

CoO0OCONNNNN

Aliocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis 2
Adj
idag % Share Allocated Cost Unit Cost (per

Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

Notes:

Riparian Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

669,607 |

669,607 100.00%| 24,378 669,607

TOTAL COST

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

% to be

from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%)
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Par Charge:| § 246

No. of Parcels

Benefits Ad).

Factors

~

© 0000 MKMMO

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

Adjusted Unit Cost (per

%Share  Allocated Cost
Allocation Basis * | Noofparcels Parcel)

TOTAL

Notes:

626,765 100.00%|

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 2
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D) KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

A 2 "4 Rates & Charges Model ) | Nobenefit
Healthy Forest 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 ___ Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Rural Land Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel" Charge:| 100.0%
s -1 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| $ s
Allocation of Costs. Calculation of Rates
3 5 Rate Basis
Benefits Adj. Adjusted Unit Cost {per
Mapttaes Fackors ™ | iAMioeation Besis o 1| oot res | [MIocated Gost T il Parcel)
1 Residential 602,647
2 Commercial 18,725
3 Agriculture 104 - 104 =
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 = 2,731 =
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,370 = 42,970 -
6 Open Space 2,430 2,430
7 Forested -
8 [Other] s
9 [Other] -
10 [Other] -
11 [Other] -
TOTAL 669,607 | 669,607 669,607
Notes:
Rural Land Stewardship - Direct Benefits Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel" Charge:| uxx#
s -1 | Allocated Cost Basis far "per Parcel " Charge:| $ E
1 ocati es
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 96.15%| S g 602,647 | S =
2 Commercial 18,725 o - 0.00%| $ - 18,725 | § &
3 Agriculture 104 1 52 0.01%| $ = 104 | $ =
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 1 1,366 0.22%| S = 2,731 | $ a
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 3.43%| S - 42,970 | § -
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1,215 0.19%| § = 2,430 |5 =
7 Forested - o - 0.00%| $ “ = || =
8 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - o - 0.00%| § - - s -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s =
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s =
TOTAL 669,607 | 626,765 100.00%] § - 669,607 | $ -
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(425) 867-1802

NRP 2
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g KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
K2

Rates & Charges Model () No benefit
Ring Conseraton Dirict
Healthy Forest 1 Partial benefit compared to other classas
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § 70,983
Allacation of Costs Caleulation of Rates
" Rate Basis o
No, obParcele ||/ et Ak (2. Adiad %Share  Allocated Cast VeIt e
Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)
1 Residential 2 602,647 X 602,647
2 Commercial 2 18,725 . 18,725
3 Agriculture v 104 X 104
4 Institutional / Public 2 2,731 2,731
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 2 42,970 : 42,970
6 Open Space 2 2,430 . 2,430
7 Forested o - -
8 [Other] 0 - . -
9 [Other] o - -
10 [Other] 0 - X -
11 [Other] - 0 = = =
TOTAL 669,607 669,607 X 70,983 669,607

Notes:

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST [ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%]
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 17

Calculation of Rates

: 7 Rate Basis
Benefits Adj, A < (pei

e siiisind %share | Allocated Cost iz Notes
Factors  Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

Allocation of Costs

Land Use Category No. of Parcels

1 Residential 602,647
2 Commercial 18,725 o
3 Agriculture 104 1
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 1
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 42,970 1
& OpenSpace 2,430 1
7 Forested - 0
8 [Other] - 0
9 [Other] - o
10 [Other] = o X
11 [Other] 0 - 0.00% - - -
TaTAL 626,765 100.00% 717 669,607
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 2 Page9 of 10
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Ka KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

. Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Ring Camservation Ontict
Healthy Forest 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit comparad to other classes
Jurisdictions - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 14,215
1 llocation of Co o

1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ 12,794 602,647 | S 0.0212
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| S 398 18,725 | $ 0.0212
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ 2 1043 0.0212
4 Institutional / Public 2731 2 2,731 0.41%| § s8 2731 % 0.0212
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 42970 2 42970 6.42%| $ 912 42970 | § 0.0212
& OpenSpace 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ 52 2,430 | $ 0.0212
7 Forested - o - 0.00%| $ - = || -
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - -~ |8 -
9 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - s -
10 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - = |8 =

- 0 - 0.00%| § - ol -

e 669,607 ma.m[ $ 14,215 669,607 | $ 0.0212 [N ey

Notes:

Member Jurisdictions - Direct Benefit Costs

[ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
s 1aa] [ Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 144

Benefits Adj.

Adijusted

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

Unit Cost  (per

Land Use Category No. of Parcels s | Inihiiticr Baviel - Shave Allocated ost ok et Notes
1 Residential 602,647 s B
2 Commercial 18,725 - s 5
3 Agriculture 104 52 s ] $
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 1,366 $ 0 2731 % 0.0001
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 42,970 21,485 s 5 42970 | $ 0.0001
6 Open Space 2,430 s o 2430 $ 0.0001
7 Forested - S - - |5 =
8 [Other] s " s -
9 [Other] s R S ls N
10 [Other] $ - = |s -
11 [Other] s a s $ .
TOTAL 626,765 $ 144 669,607 | $ 00002

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 2 Page 10 of 10



Ka KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Fh—2# Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Upland Habitat 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

Food System - Indirect Benefit Costs

& - |
1 ) ) on o

1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ . 602,647 | $ #
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| $ v 18,725 $ ¥
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ - 104 | $ -
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 041%| $ - 27313 -
5 Vacant /Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.42%| $ s 42970 | S -
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ - 24303 -
7 Forested - - 0.00%| $ - = |'$ =
8 [Other] - - 0.00%| § - - | -
9 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - |8 ~
10 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - - 0.00%| § - s i -

TOTAL 669,607 | 669,607 100.00%| $ - 669,607 [ $ - T

Notes:

[a] Resource Designated Forest Land reflects # of owners

| Food System - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg: A
L Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ -
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Benefits Adj, | Adjusted RataBasle | [y e Cont! I

. of P; 1 % Sh
J87 51 Pareets Pt | ARocdtton Bk (ML 0o 1| | A¥ocuted Costl |/ M el Parcel)

TOTAL

336,169

FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 3
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KaD KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Upland Habitat 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 ___Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Agricultural D ge A e - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%

TOTAL COST

Land Use Categary

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 (Other]

No. of Parcels

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| § .

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Adj. Adjusted
Factors  Allocation Basis

UnitCost (per
No of Parcels Parcel)

Allocated Cost

TOTAL

| l[ccococoNmNNNNN

2

669,607

Notes:

- Direct Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

[

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%

No, of Parcels

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:
Allocation of Costs Calcutation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Adjusted Rata Basis

Factors Allocation Basis

UnitCost (per

% Sh Alle ted Cost
Sl AT No of Parcels Parcel)

Notes

1 Residential 1 301,324 s

2 Commercial 1 9,363 H

3 Agriculture 104 1 52 - 1043 -
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 - 27313 -
5 Vacant /Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 - 42970 $ -
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1,215 - 2430 (3 -
7 Forested - 0 = - = & S
8 [Other] - ] - - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 s 5 s =
10 [Other] - 0 - - B -
11 [Other] - - - - s -

TOTAL 669,607 | 336,169 - 669,607 | $ I 5 R TR

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 3
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K2

Kiag Comsarration Distrct

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Upland Habitat 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
C y Agriculture - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%|
I Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

Land Use Category

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public

Open Space
Forested
[Other]
[Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

1
2
3
a
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6
7
8
3

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

BenefitsAdj. | Adjusted it (| PR ey RateBasis © |\, iecost (per

Factors Allocation Basis No of Porcels Parcel)

TOTAL

669,607

C ity Agriculture - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

211

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 211

Land Use Category

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Opan Space
Forested

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

N R T

i
(=)

Na. of Parcels

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

& Rata Basis r
ts Adj, Adjust
Benefi . djusted o Share ‘Aliocatad Cort UnitCost (per

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

-

B R R

TOTAL

336,169 100.00%

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budgat
NRP 3

Page30f 10



FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Upland Habitat

Wildfire Preparedness - Indirect Benefit Costs

0 No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to ather classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTAL COST

66,899

Land Use Category

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg

100.0%

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| S 6,899 |

No. of Parcels

Benefits Ad).
Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Allocation fashs| < onare

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis.

Unit Cost  (per
No of Parcels Parcel)

1 Residential 90.00%| S $
2 Commercial 18,725 18,725 280%| § 1871 18725 |3 X
3 Agriculture 104 104 0.02%| $ 10 104 | $ 0.0939
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2,731 0.41%( $ 273 2,731 |$ 0.0999
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 42970 6.42%| § 4,203 42970 | § 0.0999
6 Open Space 2,430 2,430 036%| $ 243 2,430 |3 0.0999
7 Forested - - 0.00%| $ - - |8 -
8 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - % -
9 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - = |$ -
2 - 0.00%| $ - - s =
- - 0.00%) $ - - s -
669,607 | 669,607 100.00%| $ 66,899 669,607 | $ 0.0999
Notes:
Wildfire Preparedness - Direct Benefit Costs
| % to be from "per Parcel " Charg 100.0%|
s 76 Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 676 |

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

%
ARocation tasa) | | Share

Cakulation of Rates

RateBaskt | iyl cost (per

No of Parcels Parcel)

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 3

Page 4 of 10



aD KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Frep—ered| Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Upland Habitat 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Urban Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel " Charge:|
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 69,398
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis
Benefits Adj. Adjusted Unit Cost  (per
Land Use Category No. of Parcels o e Alocated Cost |\ et e
1 Residential 2
2 Commercial 2
3 Agriculture 2
4 Institutional / Public 2
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 2
6 Open Space 2
7 Forested 0
8 [Other] 0
9 [Other] 0
10 [Other] 0
11 [Other] [
TOTAL 669,607 | 669,607 69,398 669,607
Notes:
Urban Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parce! " Charge:| 100.0%]
[ 7o ‘Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| § 701
1 on o on o
tand Use Category a.of P B T Allocated Co 0 P
1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 89.63%) § 628 602,647 [ $ 0.0010
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 279%| § 20 18725 | § 0.0010
3 Agriculture 104 1 52 0.02%| § o 104 s 0.0010
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.81%| $ 2731 (% 0.0021
5 Vacant /Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 6.39%| $ 45 a2970 | s 0.0010
& Open Space 2,430 | 1 1,215 0.36%| $ 3 2,430 | § 0.0010
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ = -~ |3 =
8 [Other] - (] - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
10 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - |s -
TOTAL G| 336,169 100.00%| $ 701 669,607 | §
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updatad Budget

(425) 867-1802 NRP 3 Page50f10



aD KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

P e Rates & Charges Model o Nobenefit
Upland Habitat 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § 127,039
Allocation of Casts Calcufation of Rates
Rate Basis
Benefits Adj. Adjusted 3 Unit Cost (per
No. of Parcels R donais| | Phare | MMocatedCost | L L b
1 Residential 2 114,335
2 Commercial 2 3,553
3 Agriculture 2
4 Institutional / Public 2
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 2
6 Open Space 2
7 Forested )
8 [Other] o
9 [Other] 0
[Other] 0
Other] ()
TOTAL 669,607 P 669,607 669,607 DT S
Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%|
s 1283 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 1,283
Allocation of Costs Cakulation of Rates
Benefits Adj. | Adjusted | RataBasih' - e Cost (per
Factors | Allocation Basis S No of Parcels Parcel)
1 Residential 1 301,324
2 Commercial 1 9,363 2.79%|
3 Agriculture 1 52 0.02%
4 Institutional / Public 2 2,731 0.81%
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 1 21,485 6.39%)
6 Open Space 1 1215 0.36%
7 Forested (]
8 [Other] 0
9 [Other] 0
10 [Other] 0
11 [Other] [
TOTAL 336,169 100.00%] § 1,283 669,607
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(425) 867-1802 NRP 3 Page 6 of 10




K2

Ning Comsarvation District

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Upland Habitat

Riparian Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

0 No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
3 2 Full proportional benafit compared to other classes

TOTAL COST

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce/ " Charge:

No. of Parcels

Benefits Ad).
Factors

OO O0ODONNNNNN

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

% Shy
Allocation Basis Share Allocated Cost

100.0%
S 24,378

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

UnitCost (per
No of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

Notes:

Riparian Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

24,378

669,607

AR

TOTALCOST

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%|
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 246 |

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj.
Factors

-

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

% sh, Allocated Cost
Allocation Basis e T L

Calculation of Rates

Rats Basle oy i eost (per

Naof Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updatad Budget
NRP 3

Page7of 10



aD KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

- Rates & Charges Model 0 | Nobenefit
Upland Habitat 1 . Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Rural Land Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
TOTALCOST [ % to be from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
s 9366 L Allcated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 93,646
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis 4
Benefits Adf. Adjusted 5 UnitCost (per
No. of Parcels Fechors )| Aiantivn miat) (| LPuShere ) | Alscated coel | R )
1 Residential 2
2 Commercial 2
3 Agriculture 2
4 Institutional / Public 2
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 2
6 OpenSpacs 2
7 Forested o
8 [Other] o
9 [Other] [}
10 [Other] o
11 [Other] - 0
TOTAL 669,607 669,607 93,646 669,607 PAETIANAVS T
Notes:
Rural Land Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charj 100.0%
[s 6] ‘Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel * Charge:| $ 946
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis
Benefits Adj. Adjusted < UnitCost (per
No. ls % Sh: N
2ot Parcalt ||| poctors. || /ANocation Basis S8 e ot B Pewrae. | b= Aareel) Nates
1 Residential 1
2 Commercial 1
3 Agriculture 1
4 Institutional / Public 2
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 1
6 OpenSpace 1
7 Forestad 0
8 [Other] 0
9 [Other] o
10 [Other] o
11 [Other] o
TOTAL 669,607 | 336,169
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updatad Budget

(425) 867-1802 NRP 3 Page 8 of 10




FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Upland Habitat

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

% to be

[

from "per Parcel" Charge:|

[

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

100.0%|
70,983

Land Use Category No. of Parcels

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture 104
4 Institutional / Public 2,731
5 Vacant / Undeveloped

6 Open Space 2,430
7 Forested =
& [Other] .
9 [Other]

Benefits Ad).

Factors

2

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Allocation Basts o ohare

602,647
18,725 !
104 0.02%)

2,731 0.41%)
42,970 5.42%)
2,430

Caleulation of Rates

Rate Basis

Allocated Cost

No of Parcels

Unit Cost  (per
Parcel)

70,983

669,607

IR I L oo

Notes:

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Direct Benefit Costs

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| § 717
1 o ono
Land Use Catagory A gt o o
1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 89.63%| § 643 602,847 | § 0.0011
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 2.79%| $ 20 18,725 | $ 0.0011
3 Agriculture 104 1 52 0.02%| § o 104 [ $ 0,001
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 081%| $ 5 2731|% 0.0021
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 6.39%| S 45 42970 | S 0.0011
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1,215 0.36%| S 3 2,430 (S 0.0011
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
8 [Other] - ] - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
- (] - 0.00%| $ - - s -
- 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s
669,607 3} e 336,169 100.00%| $ 717 669,607 | § R e P DR TR

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 3

Page 9 of 10



FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Upland Habitat

o | Nobenefit

-

ber Jurisdictions - Indirect Benefit Costs

Partial benefit compared to other classes

2 ___Full proportional benefit compared to ather classes

TOTALCOST

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge,

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § 326,951 |

100.0%

[ & ] Allocation of Costs Caleulation of Rates
Benefits Adj.  Adjusted : RateBasit it cost (per

Nosof Farcely facters  Alocation Bass|| | Toorae | (Allocated Cot: | reets Parcel)

1 Residential 294,256

2 Commercial 9,143

3 Agriculture 51

4 Institutional / Public 1,333

5 Vacant / Undeveloped 20,981

& Open Space 1,187

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other] - [ESE: -

TOTAL 669,607 | 669,607 326,951 669,607

.

Notes:

Jurisdictions - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST

[ % to be from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%)
| Allocated Cost Basis for “per Parcel " Charge:| § 3,303

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

% sh:
Allocation Basis Yoy

Allocated Cost

Calculati
Rate Basis

Na of Parcels

ion of Rates

Unit Cost  (per
Parcel)

1 Residential 1 301,324 89.63%| S 2,960 602,647 | 0.0049
2 Commercial 1 9,363 2.79%| S 92 18,725 (5 0.0049
3 Agriculture 1 52 0.02%| $ 1 104 s 0.0049
4 Institutional / Public 2 2,731 0.81%) § 27 2731 $ 0.0038
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 1 21,485 6.39%]| S 211 42970 | 0.0049
6 Open Space 1 1,215 0.36%| $ 12 24305 0.0049
7 Forested o ey 0.00%| $ - g $ ¥
8 [Other] 0 2 0.00%| $ s = s =
9 [Other) o % 0.00%| $ = = S -
10 [Other] o - 0.00%| § ¥ - s -
11 [Other] 0 - 0.00%| S - - 5. -
TOTAL 336,169 100.00%| $ 3,303 669,607 | §

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 3
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K2D

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Aquatic Habitat

L No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

| Food System - Indirect Benefit Costs

100.0%|

|
[ [

% to be Recoverad from "per Parcel" Charge:
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| $ -

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
S Vacant / Undeveloped
& Opan Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

Calculation of Rates

RateBasls ' /ijaitcost (per
Parcel)

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Adjusted

Allocation Basis Allocated Cost

No of Parcels

602,647
18,725
104
2,731
42,970
2,430

Notes:
[a) Resource Designated Forest Land reflects # of owners

Regional Food System - Direct Benefit Costs

669,607 669,607

% to be

from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § -

|
([ —— [

1 ocation of Co on o
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 94.35%| § - 602,647 | § -
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 1.47%| § - 18725 | § -
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ - 104 $ -
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.43%| § - 2731 -
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,085 3.36%| § - 42370 § -
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.38%| § - 2430 % -
7 Forested - - 0.00%| $ ¥ o =
8 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - - 0.00%| § - - s -
10 [Other] - - 0.00%| § - - s -
11 [Other] - - 0.00%| § - - |$ s

TOTAL 669,607 DA 638,760 100.00%] § - 669,607 | § - |,

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 4




K2D

King Comsarvatios Oistrct

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model o No benefit
Aquatic Habitat 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes

2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Agri Drainag - Indirect Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

Land Use Category

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space

Forested

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

[Other)

Ve NOnsWwN

o
==}

[ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 35,018 |

No. of Parcels
Factors

Benefits Adj.

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

%Share Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

Unit Cost  (per
Porcel)

TOTAL

669,607

669,607

iR

Agricultural D

e - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
S Vacant/Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]
10 [Other]
11 [Other]

% to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Chary
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charg

No. of Parcels
Factors

locccoconNnmNNRN

Benefits Ad).

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Allocation Basts| 31

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Porcefs

Unit Cast (per
Parcel)

TOTAL

638,760

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 4
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KeD

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Aquatic Habitat 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
C Agriculture - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
[s 2316 Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 2,316

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space 4
7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Adj. Adjusted
Factors Allocation Basis

No, of Parcels

% Share

Allocated Cost

S
s
S
s
S
s
$
B
$
$
S

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Unit Cost  (per
No of Porcels Parcel)

TOTAL

669,607 [

oo oonNnNNNNN

0.00%
669,607 100.00%] $ 2,316

669,607

Notes:

[« Agriculture - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
S Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

[ % to be from "per Parcel" Cha 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 23

Benefits Adj. Adjusted

No. of Parcels

Allocation of Costs

% Share

Factors Allocation Basis

2
1
2
2
1
2
o
o
o
)
i)

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis 1 34 cost ~ (per

No of Parcels Paorcel)

669,607 [RREEE

a

669,607

Notes:

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 4

Page 3 of 10



FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Aquatic Habitat

Wildfire Preparedness - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit

-

Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 ___ Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTALCOST

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 (Other]

No, of Parcels

TOTAL

Wildfire Preparedness - Direct Benefit Costs

Benefits Ad). Adjusted
Factors  Allocation Basis.

% to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charg:
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| §

Allocation of Casts

N

©DCOOOONNNNN

% Share Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis
No of Parcels

Unit Cost {per

Parcel)

669,607

669,607

b v vwvvenonnan

T e

TOTAL COST

Land Use Category

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:

100.0%|

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

Benefits Adj. Adjusted
Factors  Allocation Basis

Allocation of Costs

% Share Allocated Cost

Cakulation

Rate Basis

Na of Parcels

of Rates

UnitCast  (per

Parcel)

1 Residential 602,647 |
2 Commercial 18,725 | $
3 Agriculture 104 - 104 [ $
4 Institutional / Public 2731 - 2731 (%
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 - 42370 | $
& Open Space 2,430 - 2,430 $
7 Forested - = - s
8 [Other] - - - $
9 [Other] - - - s
10 [Other] - - - s
11 [Other] - - - s

TOTAL 669,607 | % 669,607 | §

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 4

Page 4 of 10



K=

Ning Comuervation Oistrict

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Aquatic Habitat

Urban Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTAL COST
69,338

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public

5 Vacant/Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

% to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce/ " Charge:)

B

No. of Parcels

Allocation of Costs

Benafits Adj. Adjusted

% 5h
Factors  Allocation Basis b Shere

CooocONNNNN

No of Parcels

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

UnitCost (per
Parcel)

TOTAL

Notes:

Urban Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

669,607 [ l@‘@' 669,607

5

669,607

01036 |

TOTALCOST

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:|

No. of Parcels

‘Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Ad). Adjusted

% Share
Factors Allocation Basis

No of Parcels

Calcufation of Rates
Rate Basis

Unit Cost  (per
Parcel)

TOTAL

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 4

Page 5 of 10



FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Aquatic Habitat

Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTAL COST

Land Use Categary

[ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:

Nos of Parcals: ||| Serefis Ad),

Factors

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basks | (st Cast (per

% Share Allocated Cost

Allocation Basis

No of Parcels Parcel)

1 Residential 602,647 2 22,867
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 7m
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 a
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2731 104
5 Vacant /Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430
7 Forested - 0 -
8 [Other] - 0 -
9 [Other] - o -
10 [Other] - 0 -
11 [Other] - 0 -
TOTAL 669,607
Notes:
Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
% to be Recoverad from "per Parce/" Charg; 100.0%)
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charg 257

Land Use Category

Benefits Adj.
Factors

No. of Parcels

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Allocation Basis|| " S"

Calculation
Rate Basis

of Rates

Unit Cost  (per
No of Parcels Parcel )

Allocated Cost

1 Residential 602,647
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 1.47%
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%|
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.43%|
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 3.36%
& Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.38%
7 Forested - o 3 0.00%
B [Other] - o - 0.00%
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%|
11 [Other] 0 - 0.00%|

TOTAL < 638,760 100.00%

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 4

Page 6 of 10



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
a)

S Rates & Charges Model o No benefit
henza Aquatic Habitat 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Riparian Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel " Charge:| A
$ 243, | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 243,7:

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Benafits Adj. Adjusted

Unit Cost (per
%sh Allocated Cost
Factors | Allocation Basis e aearec COt | Noof Parcels Parcel)

1 Residential 2 ] 602,647 | $
2 Commercial 18,725 | $
3 Agriculture 38 104 | $ 0.3641
4 Institutional / Public 994 2,731 | S 0.3641
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 15,644 42970 | $ 03641
6 OpenSpace 885 2430 $ 03641
7 Forested - - |$ 2
8 [Other] - - s -
9 [Other] - - s -
- s | -
5 P .
669,607 243,783 669,607 | $ 0.3641 | A;“
Riparian Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%|
s 2462 ‘Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 2,462

[ 1 ] Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis
5 c
Benefits Adj. Adjustad s A Unit Cost (per
Factors  Allocation Basis i No of Parcels Parcel)

Land Use Category

No. of Parcels

1 Residential
2 Commercial
3 Agriculture
4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space
7 Forested
8 [Other]
9 [Other]
10 [Other]
11 [Other]
TOTAL

Notes:

FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
(425) 867-1802 NRP 4 Page 7 of 10



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
K2D

Ny Rates & Charges Model 0 " Nobenefit
=t Wl Aquatic Habitat 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Rural Land Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ %to be from "per Parcel" Charg; 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § 93,646
1 o on of Co o
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ 84,282 602,647 | § 0.1399
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| $ 2,619 18,725 |5 01399
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ 15 104 |$ 01393
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.41%| S 382 2731 (S 0.1333
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42970 6.42% $ 5,009 42970 § 01399
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ 340 2,430 $ 01399
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s 8
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ 2 - 18 2
9 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - 18 =
- o - 0.00%| § - - |8 -
- 0 - 0.00%| - - 1S
669,607 | i 669,607 100.00%| $ 93,646 669,607 | §
Notes:
Rural Land Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Racovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
T | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Chargs:| $ 946

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. | Adjustad s et Sl RateBasis |\t Cost (per

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 (Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

19T < R AR

FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
(425) 867-1802 NRP 4 Page 8 of 10



K2D

King Camsetvation Olstrict

FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Aquatic Habitat

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

[ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel" Chari 100.0%
[s 709,832 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce/" Charge:| $ 709,832
1 acatio g o

1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| 5 638,850 602,647 | § 1.0601
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| $ 19,850 18725 | § 10601
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ 110 104($ 1.0801
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.41%| $ 2,895 2731 (S 1.0601
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.42%| $ 45,551 42970 | $ 1.0601
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ 2,576 2430 (35 1.0601
7 Forested - o - 0.00%| $ - - | =
8 [Other] - 3 - 0,00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - = % =
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - |s -

TOTAL o 669,607 100.00%| $ 709,832 669,607 | $ 1.0601

Notes:
Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 7,170

Benefits Adj.
Factors

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
&
b
8
9

N

Open Space
Forested
[Other]
[Other]
[Other]
Other]

2
2
1
2
o
o
o
o
o

Allocation of Costs

Adjustad

% Sh:
Allocation Basis Shas

94.35%

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basie || iy coet " (per

No of Parcels Parcel)

Notes

TOTAL

638,760

T

Nils

Y

i)

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 4

Page 9 of 10



K&

King Cosatvation District

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model

Aquatic Habitat

Jurisdi - Indirect Benefit Costs

No benefit
Partial benefit compared to other classes

Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTAL COST

tand Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant /Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]
10 [Other]

from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0% |
i S 440,673

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce/ " Charge:)

Allocation of Costs.

Rate Basis
% Share Allocated Cost

Noof Parcels

Calculation of Rates

| loccocconmnmNNNN

Jurisdictions - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant /Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%|
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 4,451 |

Allocation of Costs

Rate Basis
% Share Allocated Cost

No of Parcels

Calculation of Rates

TOTAL

669,607

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 4

Page 10 of 10




KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Water Quality and Quantity 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

Regional Food System - Indirect Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST [ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
113,577 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 113,577
1 ocation of Co tio es

1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ 102,220 602,647 | S 0.1696
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| $ 3176 18725 | § 0.1696
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| S 18 104 | S 0.1636
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.41%| $ 483 2731 0169
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.42%| S 7,288 42370 (S 0.1696
6 OpenSpace 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ 412 2,430 [ 0.1696
7 Forested - - 0.00%| § - -8 -
8 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - = |§ =
9 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - |8 s
10 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - s %
11 (Other] - - 0.00%| $ - = |5 -

TOTAL 669,607 | 669,607 100.00%| $ 113,577 669,607 [ $ 0.1696 |

Notes:
[a] Resource Designated Forest Land reflects # of owners
Regional Food System - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel" Char 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 1,147

1] Allocation of Costs Calcalation of Rates

Benefits Ad). Adjusted A RateBask it cost (per
% Shas
Factors Alioeation Basis by No of Parcels Parcel)

No. of Parcels

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

[Other]
Other]
TOTAL

669,607

Notes:

FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
(a25) 867-1802 NRP'S

Page 1of 10



FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model o No benefit
Water Quality and Quantity 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full praportional benefit comparad to other classes
Agricultural Drainage A e - Indirect Benefit Costs
% to be Recovered from "per Parcel” Charge: 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]
10 [Other]
11 [Other]
TOTAL

T
Noyot Pascals || e Ad

Factors

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted Unit Cost  (per

% Share Allocated Cost

Allocation Basis Noof Porcels Parcel)

0.1189
0.1189
0.1189
0.1189
0.1189
0.1189

669,607 79,587

Agricultural Drainag

TOTAL €COST

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

Benefits Ad].
No. of Parcels

Factors

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Adjusted RateBasks /(e Cost (per

% Share

Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

646,907 100.00% 26,529 669,607 IR

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 5

Page 20f 10



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model (] No benafit
Water Quality and Quantity 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
C Agriculture - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ %ta be from "per Parcel " Charg 100.0%
69,467 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce! " Charge:| $ 69,467
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
4 7 Rate Basis ¢
Benefits Adj. Adjusted Unit Cost (per
d U: - %
Land Use Category No. of Parcels Factors Allocation Basis Share Allocated Cost No of Parcels Parcel)
1 Residential 2
2 Commercial 2
3 Agriculture 2
4 Institutional / Public 2
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 2
6 Open Space 2
7 Forested o
8 [Other] 0
9 [Other] ]
10 [Other] 0
11 [Other] o
TOTAL 669,607 [ 669,607
Notes:
Ci Agriculture - Direct Benefit Costs
% to be Recovered from "per Parce/" Charg 100.0%
s 702 Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 702 |
Land Use Category i 5 - ” oeated Co R 5
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 93.16%| § 654 602,647 | § 0.0011
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.89%| 20 18,725 [ $ 0.0011
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ 0 104 |$ 0.0011
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 & 2,731 0.42%| § 3 2,731 | S 0.0011
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 3.32%| § 23 42970 (S 0.0005
& Open Space 2,430 1 1,215 0.19%( $ 1 2,430 (S 0.0005
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ S - s =
8 (Other] - ] - 0.00%| § - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
- 0 - 0.00%| § » - s o
- 0 - 0.00%| § - x )& »
669,607 [N IS 646,907 100.00%| $ 702 669,607 | § 00010 | S N D
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(425) 867-1802 NRP 5
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Water Quality and Quantity 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Wildfire Preparedness - Indirect Benefit Costs
TOTAL COST % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:, 100.0%
s 33450 Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 33,450 |

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 OpenSpace

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]

No. of Parcels

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Ad}. Adjusted
Factors Allocation Basis

UnitCost (per
No of Parcels Parcel)

7 Share Allocated Cost

669,607

COOOONNNNNN

669,607 33,450 669,607

Notes:

Wildfire Preparedness - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST

Land Use Category

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 338

No. of Parcels

Allocation of Costs Caleulation of Rates

Rate Basis
% Share Allocated Cast UnR ot (ber Notes
No of Parceis Parcel)

Benefits Adj. Adjusted
Factors Allocation Basis

1 Residential 93.16%
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725
3 Agriculture 104 2 104
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1215
7 Forested - o -
8 [Other] N ° )
9 [Other] = o =
10 [Other] = o =
11 [Other] - 0 -
TOTAL 646,907

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 5

Page 4 of 10



Wi Comnerrition Disirict

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Water Quality and Quantity

o No benefit

o

Urban Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTAL COST

138,796

Land Usa Catogory

% ta be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 138,796 |

No. of Parcals

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Allocation of Costs
Adjusted

% Share

Allocation Basis

100.0%

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

RateBasit it cost (per

No of Parcels Parcel)

1 Residential 2 B 124,916 s
2 Commercial 2 s 3,881 s
3 Agriculture 2 104 0.02%| $ 22 104 [ $
4 Institutional / Public 2 2,731 0.41%| $ 566 2731 |8
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 2 42,970 6.42%| $ 8,907 42,970 | §
6 Open Space 2 2,430 0.36%| $ 504 2,430 | $
7 Forested 0 - 0.00%| S - - s
8 [Other] 0 - 0.00%| § - - s
9 [Other] o - 0.00%| § - - s
0 - 0.00%| $ - - s
0 - 0.00%| $ - - s
669607 | | 669,607 100.00%[$ 138,796 669,607 | §
Notes:
Urban Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ %to be from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%]
s 1402 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 1,402

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

B [Other)

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

Benefits Adj.
Factors

No. of Parcels

‘jlcococomrrNmNN

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

% Share

Allecation Basis

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

RateBasis |\

No of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

B R A

Notes:

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 5

Page5of 10



Kimg Conservation Obvtrict

FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Water Quality and Quantity

Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

0 No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional banefit compared to other classes

[ % to be from "per Parcel " Charg: 100.0%
[s_ 50816 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 50,816 |
1 ocatio

Land Use Category 0.0 i i e o
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ 45,734 602,647 | S 0.0758
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| S 1,421 18,725 | § 0.0759
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ 8 104 [ $ 0.0759
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.41%( $ 207 2,731 |$ 0.0753
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.42%| § 3,261 42970 | § 0.0759
5 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| § 184 2,430 | § 0.0759
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s =
8 (Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - ) - 0.00%| $ - - s -

TOTAL 669,607 | | 669,607 100.00%| $ 50,816 669,607 | § 0.0759 RS et

Notes:

Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

% to be

l
CE—) |

from "per Parcel " Chs 100.0%|
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce/ " Charge:| § 513

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

Afocation Basis 11 o0

Allocated Cost

No of Parcels

Calculation of Rates

RateBasie || con (per

Parcel) e

1 Residential 2 93.16%| § 602,647 [ §
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.89%| 5 15 18,725 | §
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ o 104 | $
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.42%| S 2 2,731 |$
5 Vacant /Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 3.32%| s 17 42,970 | §
6 Open Space 2,430 1 1215 0.19%| § 1 2430 | s
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| § - - |s
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| - - s
9 [Other) - 0 - 0.00%] - - s
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s
11 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - s

TOTAL 669,607 | 646,907 100.00%| $ 513 669,607 [ §

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 5

Page 6 of 10



KaD KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

X 2“4 Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Water Quality and Quantity 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full praportional benefit compared to other classes
Riparian Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
S 146,270 | i Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 146,270

Land Use Category No. of Parcels
1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Adjusted RateBasis  yyiicost (per

% Share Allocated Cost

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

C OO0 OONNNNNN

TOTAL

Notes:

Riparian Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

[
[ v

77 |

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 1,477

No. of Parcels

Residential

1

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 (Other]

10 [Other]
11 [Other]

Allacation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis .
Benefits Ad). Adjusted o Rositn 4 thet Unit Cost (per

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

Notes:

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

646,907

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 5
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FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Water Quality and Quantity

) No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportianal benefit compared to other classes

Rural Land Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

[—

%tobe from "per Parcel " Charg 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:[ § 749,172

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial
3 Agriculture
4 Institutional / Public

6 Open Space
7 Forested
8 [Other]
9 [Other]
10 [Other]
11 _[Other]

No. of Parcels

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Ad).
Factors

Adjusted

% Shi
Allocation Basis oo

Allocated Cost

Caleulation of Rates

Rate Basis

L defionn

Unit Cost  (per
Parcel)

TOTAL

Notes:

S S

2 s 20,950 s 1.1188

104 2 $ 116 10435 11188

2731 2 S 3,056 27318 1.1188

5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 $ 48,076 42,970 | $ 11188

2,430 2 $ 2,719 2,430 |5 11188

- o $ - - s -

. ) s - - s -

= o s « - s -

e 0 s - - s -

= 0 “ s - - s -
669,607 | B 669,607 § 749,172 669,607 | § TPV

Rural Land Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg 100,0%)
7,567 [ Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel * Charge:| § 7
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Benefits Adj. Adjusted o RateBaks | [y ncost (per
% Share Allocated Cost
Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)
1 Residential 602,847 2 602,647 93.16%| § 7,050 602,647 | § 00117
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.89%| § 219 18725 | 5 00117
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| § 1 1048 0.0117
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.42%| § 32 2,731 |$ 0.0117
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 3.32%| $ 251 42970 | $ 0.0058
& Open Space 2,430 1 1215 0.19%| § 14 2,430 |$ 0.0058
7 Forested - (] - 0.00%| § - - s -
8 [Other] - ] - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%( S - - L3 -
10 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - o - 0.00%| § - - 1S -
[_ToraL 646,907 100.00%| § 7,567 669,607 | §

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 5
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FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Water Quality and Quantity

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit comparad to other classes

TOTAL COST

[L

Allocation of Costs

tand Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

% Share

Allocated Cast

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

UnitCost ([per
Parcel)

669,607

669,607

Notes:

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Direct Benefit Costs

|
Y |

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg 100.0%]
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charg: 4,302

Allocation of Costs

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

No. of Parcels

Benefits Ad].
Factors

~

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

% Share

Aliocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

Unit Cost (per
Parcel)

TOTAL

646,907

669,607

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 5

Page 9 of 10



K

ing Comemrvation Distric

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Water Quality and Quantity 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 ___Full proportional benefit comparad to other classes
Jurisdictions - Indirect Benefit Costs
TOTALCOST % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%|
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce/" Charge:| § 312,736 |

No. of Parcels

Land Use Category.

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [(Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

Benefits Ad].
Factors

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Aliocation of Costs

Adjusted Unit Cost(per

% Share Allocated Cost

Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

Member Jurisdictions - Direct Benefit Costs

669,607 312,736 669,607

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:|

|
[s 3]

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:

1 oeatio o ono
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 93.16%| $ 2943 502,847 | § 0.0043
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.89%| S 91 18,725 | 5 0.0043
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%( § 3 104 (S 0.0043
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.42%| $ 13 2,731 (s 0.0043
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 1 21,485 3.32%| § 105 42970 | s 0.0024
6 Open Space 2,430 H4 1215 0.19%( $ 6 2,430 [ $ 0.0024
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
9 [Other] - (] - 0.00%| $ - - s -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - |s -
TOTAL et 646,907 100.00%| $ 3,159 669,607 | § 0.0047 [N OUE

Notes:

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 5

Page 10 of 10




KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Open Space

K=

King Conserration Disirkc

Regional Food System - Indirect Benefit Costs

[ No benefit
1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTALCOST

% to be Recavered fram "per Parcel " Charge:|

[
[s - | [

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

No. of Parcals

Land Use Category

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
1

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space
Forested

(Other]

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

Aliocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Ad). Rate Basis

Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

UnitCost (per

% Share Parcel)

Noof Parcels

TOTAL 669,607

- 669,607 -

Notes:
(3] Resource Designated Forest Land reflects # of owners

| Food System - Direct Benefit Costs

% to be Recavered from "per Parcel " Charge:|

|
- | [

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| $

Land Use Catagory

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Rate Basis

Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

UnitCost (per

% Sh:
Sk Parcel)

No of Parcels

358,869 669,607

Notes:

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP &




D) KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
1@

Kisg Conservation Disrict

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Open Space 1 i Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Agricultural Drainage A - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered fram "per Parcel " Cha 100.0%
& — =] [ Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| §

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Adjusted RateBashs | ['yie Cost (per

No. of Parcels % Share Allocated Cost

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

1 Residential 2 S $
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 H - 18,725 | § -
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 $ 2 104 | $ -
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 5 - 2731 ($ -
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 $ - 42970 | $ -
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 s - 2430 |$ -
7 Forested - 0 - H - - |$ =
8 [Other] - 0 - $ « - |s =
9 [Other] - 0 - s - < W& ~
10 [Other] - 0 - s : = || %
11 (Other] - 0 - s - - s -
TOTAL 669,607 | 669,607 s - 669,607 | $ -
Notes:
Agricultural Drainag - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg: 100.0%
I Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

Allocation of Casts Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Adjusted ; Rate Basi U\ | vinit Cost - (per

NosotBarcels Factors Allocation Basis X Shate Allocsted Contd I ot Prcars Porcel)

1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 83.96%| § - 602647 | $ -
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 261%| - 18725 |5 -
3 Agriculture 104 1 52 0.01%| § - 1043 -
4 Institutional / Public 2731 2 2,731 0.76%| § s 2731 (s .
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42970 2 42,970 1197%| § . 42970 s .
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.68%| $ - 2430 (S -
7 Forested ” 0 - 0.00%| $ L = s .
8 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - S -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0,00%| $ - - |8 -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
11 [Other) - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
TOTAL 358,869 100.00%[ § - 669,607 | $ -

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 6
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11Q)

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
King: Camservation Otstrict
Open Space 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
C Agriculture - Indirect Benefit Costs
TOTAL COST % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
81,045 Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 81,045
Allacation of Costs Calculation of Rates
7 Rate Basis T
fits Adj, Adjusted I UnitCost (per
Land Use Category No. of Parcals e el % Share Allocated Cost || o e ey
1 Residential 2 $ $
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 s 2,266 18,725 | § 01210
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 s 13 104 s 01210
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2731 $ 331 27318 0.1210
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 s 5,201 22,970 | § 0.1210
6 OpenSpace 2,430 2 2,430 s 294 2,430 [ s 01210
7 Forested - 0 - $ - - s -
8 [Other) - 0 - $ - - ¢ -
9 [Other] - 0 - s - - |s -
10 [Other] - 0 - s - - s -
11 [Other] = 0 - $ - - &
TOTAL 669,607 | 28 669,607 s 81,045 669,607 | $ T
Notes:
C Agriculture - Direct Benefit Costs
TOTAL COST [ % to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charg 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charg 819
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis
Benefits Adj. Adjusted UnitCost (per
Mozt Percals Factors Allocation Basis || eonere No of Parcels Parcel)
1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 83.96%| $ 687 602,647 [ § 0.0011
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 261%| § 2 18,725 | § 0.0011
3 Agriculture 104 1 52 0.01%| $ o 104 | § 0.0011
4 Institutional / Public 2731 2 2,731 0.76%| § 2731 (s 00023
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 11.97%| § 98 2970 $ 0.0023
6 OpenSpace 2,430 2 2,430 0.68%| § 6 2,430 [ $ 0.0023
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| - = |§ =
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s =
10 [Other) - 0 - 0.00%| $ = = 1$ =
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s
TOTAL 669,607 A T 358,869 100.00%| $ 819 669,607 | $
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(425) 867-1802 NRP & Page3of 10



D KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Open Space

Wildfire Preparedness - Indirect Benefit Costs

0 No benefit
1 ~ | Partial benafit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

b
[ 3:as0]

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge: 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| $ 33,450

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped
6 OpenSpace

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

No. of Parcels

Factors Allocation Basis

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Adjusted Rats Basis: &1 [ cost. - (per

No of Parcels Parcel)

% Share Allocated Cost

TOTAL

S

Wildfire Preparedness - Direct Benefit Costs

% to be from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%

TOTALCOST [

Land Use Category

No. of Parcels.

Benefits Adj. Adjusted
Factors Allocation Basis

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § 338 |

Allocation of Costs

Caleulation of Rates
Rate Basis

Unit Cost  (per
No of Parcels Porcel)

% Share Allocated Cast Notes

1 Residential 1 301,324 s s

2 Commercial 1 9,363 s 9 18725 | 5 0.0005
3 Agriculture 1 52 s 0 104 [ $ 0.0005
4 Institutional / Public 2 2731 $ 3 2731 s 0.0009
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 2 42,970 $ 40 42970 | $ 0.0008
& OpenSpace 2 2,430 $ 2 2430 [ § 0.0003
7 Forested (] - B - - s =

8 [Other] 0 - $ - = S -

9 [Other) 0 - $ - - ls -

10 [Other] o - $ - - s -

11 [Other] 0 - S - - S =

TOTAL 669,607 | | 358,869 B 338 669,607 | $ 00005 [

Notes:

FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP &

Page 4 of 10



K2

e Cumservation District

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Open Space 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit comparad to other classes

Urban Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST [ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg: 100.0%
138,796 | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charg: 138,796

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Adjustad
Allacation Basis

Land Use Catagory

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture 104
Institutional / Public 2,731
Vacant / Undeveloped 42970
Opan Space 2,430
Forested -
(Other] -
[Other) -
[Other] -
(Other] -

©ENa M A WwN

o
(=3=]

% Share

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

RateBasis | ;¢ Cost (per

No of Parcels Parcel)

124,916
3,881

TOTAL

Urban Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel” Charge:| 100.0%|
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 1,402
1

Land Use Category 0.6 s G o . Al >
1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 83.96%| $ 1177 602,647 | & 0.0020
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 261%| § 37 18,725 | $ 0.0020
3 Agricultura 104 1 52 0.01%| $ 0 104 | $ 0.0020
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.76%| $ 1 2731 ($ 00039
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 11.97%| $ 168 2970 00039
& Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.68%| $ ] 2430 |5 0.0033
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ - -8 -
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] - ) - 0.00%| § - - |s

TOTAL 669,607 [ 358,869 100.00%| $ 1,402 669,607 | $

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP &

Page 5of 10



11Q)

King Couservation Diserct

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Open Space

Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

o ' Nobenefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 ___ Full proportional benefit compared to ather classes

TOTALCOST

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge:

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $

100.0%
25,408

No. of Parcals

Allocation of Costs

Banefits Adj.
Factors.

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

% Share

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

RateBasis  nitcost (per

Porcel)

No of Parcels

Land Use Category

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space
Forested

[Other)

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

EEoawouswne

No. of Parcels

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

% Share

Allocated Cost

1 Residential 602,647 90.00%| $ S
2 Commercial 18,725 18,725 2.80%| $ m 18,725 | § 0.037%
3 Agriculture 104 100 0.02%| § 4 1045 00373
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2,731 0.41%| § 104 2,731 |§ 0.0379
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 42970 5.42%| § 1,630 29708 00373
& Open Space 2,430 2,430 0.36%( $ 92 2,430 | § 0.0379
7 Forested - - 0.00%| § - - s -
8 [Other] - - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - - 0.00%| § - - |s &
- - 0.00%)| § & - s &
- - 0.00%)| § - - s
669,607 669,607 100.00%| § 25,408 663,607 | $
Notes:
Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel” Charge: | 100,0%|
s 257 [ Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 257 |

Calculation of Rates

RatoBasis | | (it st (per

No of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

358,869

669,607

Notes:

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 6




KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Open Space

| [Q)

Kiag Centervatios Dkt

Riparian Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
Partial benefit compared to other classes

2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

-

|
T [

% to be Recavered from "per Parcel" Chai 2
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § 24,378

tand Use Category No. of Parcals
1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant /Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

Notes:

Riparian Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Rate Basis

Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

Unit Cost (per

% Share
Parcel)

Allocated Cost

No of Parcels

~

669,607 24,378

% to be

E— |

from "per Parcel " Charg
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charg

Land Use Category

No. of Parcels

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

TOTAL

Notes:

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

Allocation of Costs. Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. e Bt

Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

UnitCoast (per

% Share
i Parcel)

No of Parcels

1
1
1
2
2
2
o
0
0
0
o
W

669,607

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 6



KD

Fug Converration

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Open Space

Rural Land Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

[} No benefit
1 | Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

% to be Recoverad from "per Parcel " Charge:, 100.0%

TOTAL COST [

No. of Parcals

Allocated Cost Basis for “per Parcel" Charge:

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Allocation of Costs.

Benefits Adj,
Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

Unit Cost  (per

Allocated Cost Parcel)

% Share
No of Parcels

1 Residential s 602,647 | §
2 Commercial s 18,725 | 5 .
3 Agriculture 104 H 15 104 [ $ 0.1393
4 Institutional / Public 2731 S 382 27318 0.1399
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 $ 6,009 42970 [ $ 0.1399
6 Open Space 2,430 $ 340 2,430 | § 0.1399
7 Forested - $ - o £
8 [Other] - s - s s 2
9 [Other] - $ - - $ 4
[Other] - $ - = s =
Other] - s » - s e
TOTAL 669,607 669,607 93,646 669,607 | § 01399 | 0 L‘@}:)J'-?’.lzi‘?ifw
Notes:
Rural Land Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charg 100.0%
[s  ss6| | Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charg 946

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other)
10 (Other]
11 [Other]

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Allocation of Costs

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

Unit Cost (per

giohars Parcel)

Allocated Cost
No of Parcels

301,324

18,725 9,363 261% 25 18,725 00013
104 52 0.01% 0 104 0.0013
2,731 2,731 0.76% 7 2731 0.0026
42970 42,970 11.97% 13 42,970 0.0026
2,430

2,430

TOTAL

100.00% 669,607

Notes:

King Canservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 6



| 1)

i Conservation Dlalrict

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Open Space

N o= o

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Indirect Benefit Costs

No benefit
Partial benefit compared to other classes
ull proportional benefit compared to ather classes

TOTALCOST
70,983

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]
10 (Other]
11 [Other]

% ta be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg:

L Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Ch:

100.0%|
70,983

Benefits Adj. Adjusted
No. of Parcels

Factors Allocation Basis

Allocation of Costs

% Share

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

Unit Cost (per
Porcel)

TOTAL

669,607

70,983

669,607

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST

1 o
1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 83.96%| $ 602 602,647 | S 00010
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 2.61%| § 13 18725 | § 0.0010
3 Agriculture 104 1 52 001%| § 0 104 [ $ 0.0010
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.76%| § 5 2731 0.0020
5 Vacant /Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 11.97%| § 86 42,970 [ § 0.0020
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.68%| § 5 2430 | $ 0.0020
7 Forested - o - 0.00%| $ - = |8 s
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - ) - 0.00%| § - - s -
10 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
11 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ = S %
TOTAL 669,607 [ | 358,869 100.00%| $ 717 663,607 | 3

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 6

Page 9 of 10



2D

Kiog Conservation Divirict

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Open Space

Member Jurisdictions - Indirect Benefit Costs

o | Nobenefit
1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTAL COST

1 Residential
2 Commercial
3 Agriculture
4 Institutional / Public

& Open Space
7 Farested

8 [Other]
9 [Other)

% ta be Recovered from "per Parcel" Chay

Jurisdictions - Direct Benefit Costs

i Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $
1 ocation of Co
Land Use Category 0.0 . % “ & 0
602,647 602,547 20.00%| $ 602,647 | $ -
18,725 18,725 2.80%| $ 18725 | $ =
104 104 0.02%| $ 104 | $ -
2731 2,731 0.41%| $ 2731 -
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 42,970 6.42%| $ 02970 | $ -
2,430 2,430 0.36%| $ 2,430 | $ -
- - 0.00%| $ - s -
% - 0.00%| $ = $ =
= 2 0.00%| - $ =
= - 0.00%| I -
= - 0.00%| $ - 1 2
669,607 669,607 100.00%| $ 669,607 | $ -
Notes:

TOTALCOST

Land Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

B [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

% to be Recovered from "per Parce/" Charg 100.0%|
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Pay harge:| $

Benefits Adj. Adjusted
Factors. Allocation Basis

Allocation of Costs

% Share

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

UnitCast (per
Parcel)

669,607

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 6

Page 10 of 10



FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

K2D

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Economic Support to Working Lands

o No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

| Food System - Indirect Benefit Costs

TOTAL COST

Land Use Category

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space

Forested

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

[Other]

[ % to be Recovered from "per Pa

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Pare

Benefits Adj.

No. of Parcels
Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted
Aflocation Basis

Calculation of Rates
Rate Basis

Unit Cost (per
No of Parcels Parcel)

% Share Allocated Cost

TOTAL

669,607 |

669,607

Notes:

(a] Resource Designated Forest Land reflects # of owners

Regional Food System - Direct Benefit Costs

669,607

-

=
2

CENG WL WN e

TOTAL COST

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space

Forested

[Other]

(Other]

[Other]

[Other]

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:

Allocatad Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj.

Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted

%S
Allocation Basis hie

Calculation of Rates

RateBasis. ;v cost (per

No of Parcels Parcel)

TOTAL

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updatad Budgat
NRP 7

Page 10of 10



K2D

ixg.

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Economic Support to Working Lands

Agricultural Drainage Assistance - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
4 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full prapartional benefit compared to other classes

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel” Charge: 100.0%|
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Pareel" Charge:| § 79,587
1 ocatio 0 tion o t

1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ 71,628 602,647 | $ 0.1189
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| S 2,226 18,725 | § 0.1189
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| S 12 104 | § 0.1189
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.41%| $ 325 27318 0.1189
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.02%| $ 5,107 42970 | 0.1189
& Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| S 289 2,430 | S 0.1189
7 Forested - 0 - 000%| $ - - s -
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 (Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - s -
10 (Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 (Other] 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -

TOTAL 669,607 100.00%| $ 79,587 669,607 | $ 0.1189 [ VR S IR

Agricultural Drainage Assi:

tand Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

TOTAL

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

%Share

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rata Basis | 1y cost  (per
No of Parcels Parcel)

669,607

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 7
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model o No benefit

Economic Support to Working Lands 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
C y Agriculture - Indirect Benefit Costs
% to be Recovered from "per Parcel" Charge:
s 22,220 Allacated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:

[ 1 ] Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Adjusted Rate Basts (51 1; e Coat. (per
a; of Enccess Factors  Allocation Basis| | onare | Mlocstad Cost, | o orcels Parcel)
1 Residential X 602,647 | $
2 Commercial 18,725 18,725 | $ 0.0332
3 Agriculture 104 3 104 $ 0.0332
4 Institutional / Public 91 27318 00332
S Vacant/Undeveloped 1,426 42970 | § 0.0332
6 Opan Space 81 2430 |§ 0.0332
7 Forested - = |8 3
8 [Other] H
9 [Other] s
10 [Other] H
11 [Other] s
TOTAL $
Notes:
C y Agriculture - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Chargs 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Cha 1,169

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Benefits Adj.  Adjusted Rate Basls ot Cast (per
No. of Parcels uee | sshare

Factors  Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& OpenSpace

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]

CCOO0COONNRM

i

669,607 R e s R YA S

Notes:

FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
(425) 867-1802 NRP 7 Page 3 of 10



K2D

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Wildfire Preparedness - Indirect Benefit Costs

Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Economic Support to Working Lands 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 | Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Cha 100.0%]
s -1 Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel ” Charge:| §

Allocation of Casts

' ek
Benefits Adj. Adjusted

o of Fercels Factord | Allocation Basts 1y oo Pa®

Land Use Category

Residential

1

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 [Other]
[Other]

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

RateBasis | ;b cost  (per

No of Parcels Parcel)

602,647
18,725
104
2,731
42,370

lcocoonmNNN

669,607

s
$
$
L
s
2430 |$ &
S
s
s
s
s
$

669,607

ST AR

Notes:

Wildfire Preparedness - Direct Benefit Costs

% to be Recovered from "per Porcel" Charge:|  100.0%

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| $ -

Allocation of Costs

Novof parcels | BenefitsAdi | Adjusted

5 2% Share
Factors  Allocation Basis

Residential
Commercial
Agriculture
Institutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space
Forested

[Other]

[Other]

10 [Other]

[Other]

V@ NN W N e

-
1=

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rata Basic 0 0w Cost | (per

Noof Parcels Parcel)

)
TOTAL R

669,607

FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(425) 867-1802

NRP 7
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K2D

ing Coaserration Dintrict

FCS GROUP
(a25) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Economic Support to Working Lands

Urban Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit
1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

[ %to be
| —— Allocatad Cost Basis for "per Parce
1 0 0 o ono
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ - 602,647 | § -
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| $ - 18,725 | $ -
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%/ $ - 104 -
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2731 0.41%| $ - 2731 |$ =
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.02%| $ - 42,970 | § -
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ - 2,430 [ $ -
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
8 [Other] - (] - 0.00%| § - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
- 0 - 0.00%| $ = - s =
& 0 - 0.00%| $ - L
669607 [ | 669,607 100.00%| $ - 669,607 | $ -

Notes:

Urban Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

o WA

R b

TOTALCOST

tand Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial
3 Agriculture
4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Farested

8 [Other]

9

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%
Allocatad Cost Basis for "per Parcel” Charge:| § -

Allocation of Costs.

Benefits Adj.
Factors

No. of Parcels

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

% Share Allocated Cost

Calculati
Rate Basis

No of Parcels

jon of Rates

UnitCost (per
Parcel)

313,521

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 7

Page 5of 10
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Rig Cosservation Distrct

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Economic Support to Working Lands

Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

o ' Nobenefit
1 | Partial benafit comparad to other classes
2 ___ Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%
s 25408 L Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 25,408
1

1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ 22,867 602,647 | S 0.0379
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80%| 711 18725 | $ 0.0379
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ a 104 | $ 0.0379
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.41%| 104 27318 0.0379
5 Vacant /Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.42%| S 1,630 42,970 | § 0.0379
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ 92 2430 | $ 0.0373
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
10 [Other] - o - 0.00%| $ - - $ ¥
11 [Other] - [ - 0.00%| $ - - s -

TOTAL & 669,607 100.00%| § 25,408 669,607 | $ ISy QAL Al

Small Lot Forest Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 257
1 t ts 3

1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 96.11%( $ 247 602,647 | S 0.0004
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 2.99%] $ 8 18725 | § 0.0004
3 Agriculture 104 2 108 0.03%| $ 0 104 ($ 0.0008
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.87%| $ 2 2,731 (S 0.0008
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 0 ) 0.00%| $ * 42,970 (S &
6 Open Space 2,430 o - 0.00%| $ - 2,430 | $ -
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| $ s - s e
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 0.00%| § - - s -
10 [Other] - () - 0.00%| $ - - s -
11 [Other] 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s

TOTAL 313,521 100.00%| § 257 669,607 | §

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 7

Page 6 of 10



K

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Ly Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Economic Support ta Working Lands 1 Partial benefit comparad to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
Riparian Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs
% to be Recovered fram "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%|

|
[ I— [

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § -

Land Use Category No. of Parcels

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
& OpenSpace

7 Forested

B8 [Other)

9 [Other]

[Other]

Other]

Allocation of Costs. Calculation of Rates

Benefits Adj. Adjusted Rate Bask il {0 W cost | (par

% Share Allocated Cost

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)

2
2
2
2
2
2
o
o
o
o
o

TOTAL

Riparian Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs

669,607 669,607

% to be from "per Parcel " Charge:| 50,0%|

‘
s - | [

Allocated Cost Basis far "per Parce/ " Charge:| § -

Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates
Benefits Ad). Adjustad RateBaske | \jnitcast (per
No. of Parcels . % Share

Factors Allocation Basis No of Parcels Parcel)
1 Residential 602,647 301,324
2 Commercial 18,725 9,363
3 Agriculture 104 104
4 Institutional / Public 2731 2,731
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 -
6 Open Space 2,430 -
7 Forested -
8 [Other]
9 [Other]
10 [Other]
11 [Other] - s

TOTAL 669,607 669,607

Notes:

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updatad Budget
NRP 7

Page 7 of 10



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model 0 |
Economic Support to Working Lands

K2D

No benefit
Partial benefit compared to other classes
Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

-

Rural Land Stewardship - Indirect Benefit Costs

[

3 [

% to be Recavered from "per Parcel* Charge: 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 89,863 |

Land Use Category

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant / Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

Benefits Adj.
Factors

© OO0 ONNNNNN

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis || iy iicont (per

No of Parcals parcel)

TOTAL 669,607 669,607 0.1342
Notes:
Rural Land Stewardship - Direct Benefit Costs
[ %tob from "per Parcel " Charge:] 100.0%)
[s a730] L Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| § 4,730
Allocation of Costs Calculation of Rates.

Land Use Category

Benefits Adj.
Factors

Adjusted

Allocation Bagi | >Per®

RateBasis  \jircost (per

No of Parcals Pareel)

1 Residential 1 301,324 B 602,647 | § 0.0075
2 Commercial 18,725 1 9,363 H 18,725 | § 0.0075
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 $ 104§ 0.0151
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 $ 2,731 % 00151
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42970 0 - $ 42970 | $ -
6 Open Space 2,430 0 - S 2,430 | § -
7 Forested » 0 - S - & =
8 [Other] - 0 - s 2 |l -
9 [Other] - o - S = S s
10 [Other] - o - S - S -
11 [Other] - 0 - . S - |8 =
TOTAL 669,607 | 313,521 100.00%| § 4,730 669,607 | $

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 7




I(a KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

e Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Comsereaton Batrct
her? Economic Support to Working Lands 1! Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Indirect Benefit Costs

|
- [

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg 100.0%
Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ 5

1 on of Co o
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00%| $ - 602,647 | 5 -
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 2.80% $ - 18,725 | $ -
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ - 104 |$ .
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.41%| $ - 27318 -
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.42%| S - 42970 | s -
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| $ - 2,430 | s -
7 Forested 0 - 0.00%| $ s |5
8 [Other] 0 - 0.00%| $ - s
9 [Other] 0 - 0.00%| $ - $

- o - 0.00%| $ - - s -
- ) - 0.00%| $ - - s -
669,607 [ 669,607 100.00%| $ - 669,607 | $ - |G
Notes:
Riparian Restoration/Improvement - Direct Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel " Charge:| 100.0%
T Allocatad Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Charge:| § -
1 ocatio o ana
Land Use Category 0. of P ek e Allocated Co ] P
1 Residential 602,647 1 301,324 96.11% § - 602,647 [ S -
2 Commercial 18,725 3 9,363 2.99%| $ - 18725 | § -
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.03%| $ - 104 | -
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2731 087%| $ - 2,731 s -
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 42,970 0 - 0.00%| $ - 42970 [ § -
6 Open Space 2,430 0 - 0.00%| § - 2430 | S -
7 Forested - 0 - 0.00%| § - - s -
8 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 0 - 0.00%| § - - |s -
10 [Other] - () - 0.00%| § - - s -
11 [Other] - () - 0.00%| $ - - s -
TOTAL 669,607 | 313,521 100.00%[ § - 669,607 | § -
Notes:
FCS GROUP King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

(425) 867-1802 NRP 7 Page 9 of 10
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g Canservation Diserict

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Economic Support to Working Lands

Member Jurisdictions - Indirect Benefit Costs

o No benefit

-

Partial benefit comparad to other classes
Full proportional benefit compared to other classes

TOTAL COST

1 Residential
2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant /Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 (Other]

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charg:

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charge:|
e:| §

100.0%|
14,215

No. of Parcels

Benefits Adj,
Factors

©COOOONNNNNN

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted
Allocation Basis.

% Share Allocated Cost

Calculation of Rates

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

TOTAL

669,607

S
100.00%| $

14,215

669,607

—
G

Notes:

Member Jurisdictions - Direct Benefit Costs

TOTALCOST

tand Use Category

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agriculture

4 Institutional / Public
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped
& Open Space

7 Forested

B [Other]

9 [Other]

10 [Other]

11 [Other]

% to be Recovered from "per Parcel " Charg

100.0%)
Charge:| § 144

Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parce|

No. of Parcels

Benefits Ad}.
Factors

Allocation of Costs

Adjusted
Allocation Basis

301,324
9,363

104
2,731

% Share Allocated Cost

Calcutation of Rates

Rate Basis

Noof Parcels

TOTAL

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
NRP 7

Notes

Page 100f 10



FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model 0 No benefit
Assessor Fee & Delinquency 1 Partial benefit compared to other classes
2 Full proportional benefit compared to other classes
A Fee & Delil y - Indirect Benefit Costs
[ % to be from "per Parcel " Ch: 100.0%
| Allocated Cost Basis for "per Parcel" Ch: s 170,823
1 ocation of Costs
Land Use Category 0 i . . o ted Co 3 -
1 Residential 602,647 2 602,647 90.00% $ 153,741 502,647 | § 02551
2 Commercial 18,725 2 18,725 280%| § a777 18725 | § 02551
3 Agriculture 104 2 104 0.02%| $ 27 104 |3 0.2551
4 Institutional / Public 2,731 2 2,731 0.41%| $ 697 2,731 0.2551
5 Vacant/Undeveloped 42,970 2 42,970 6.02% $ 10,962 2970 (s 02551
6 Open Space 2,430 2 2,430 0.36%| S 620 2,430 (S 0.2551
7 Forested - 2 - 0.00%| $ - = % -
8 [Other] - 2 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
9 [Other] - 2 - 0.00%| $ - = |8 -
10 [Other] - 2 - 0.00%| - - s -
11 [Other] - 2 - 0.00%| $ - - s -
TOTAL 669,607 | 669,607 100.00%| § 170,823 669,607 | $
Notes:
[a] Resource Designated Forest Land reflects # of owners
Fee & Deli - Direct Benefit Costs
[ %tobe from "per Parcel " Charge: 100.0%)
s - | | Allacated Cost Basis for "per Parcel " Charge:| $ -

Land Use Category

Benefits Adj. Adjosted

Allocation of Costs

% Sh;
Factors Allocation Basis it

Allocated Cost

Rate Basis

No of Parcels

Caleulation of Rates

Unit Cost (per
Parcel)

Notes

Notes:

1 Residential 2 .00%| $
2 Commercial 2 18,725 2.80%| $ -
3 Agriculture 2 104 0.02%| § -
4 Institutional / Public 2 2,731 0.41%| § -
5 Vacant / Undeveloped 2 42,970 6.42%| $ -
6 Open Space 2 2,430 0.36%| $ -
7 Forested 2 - 0.00%| § -
8 [Other] 2 - 0.00%| $ -
9 [(Other] 2 - 0.00%| $ -
10 [Other] 2 - 0.00%| $ -
11 [Other] - 2 - 0.00%| $ -
TOTAL 669607 | 669,607 100.00%| $ - 669,607 - [ER

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget

NRP 8
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King Conservation District

Existing Rates
$9.45
$9.23

$10.00
$9.25
$7.70
$8.93

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Rates

Calculated Rates and Revenue Reconciliation

No of Charge Units

Per Parcel Per Acre No of Parcels No of Acres Parcel Charge Acreage Charge TOTAL

1 Residential 5 13.0382 | $ = 602,647 216,112 $ 7,857,420 | S -1s 7,857,420
2 Commercial S 12.9006 | $ - 18,725 42,065 S 241,564 | § -8 241,564
3 Agriculture $ 13.5726 | $ 104 1,666 s 1,412 | § -1$ 1,412
4 Institutional / Public S 13.2526 | $ - 2,731 16,909 $ 36,193 | § -1s 36,193
5 Vacant/Undeveloped S 12,6749 | $ - 42,970 676,132 S 544,642 | § -1$ 544,642
6 OpenSpace $ 12.6878 | $ 2,430 20,573 S 30,831 | S -ls 30,831
7 Forested S - S - - S -1s -|s -
8 [Other] $ - $ - - - S -8 -3 -
9 [Other] $ - S - - S -ls -1s -
10 [Other] S $ - = = $ -|$ -5 g
11 [Other] S $ £ - = $ -8 il I =
TOTAL e e 669,607 973,457 $ 8,712,062 | $ -1s 8,712,062
Total Costs L ; 8,712,062

Less: Total Other Revenues s -

Net Revenues Needed from Rates s 8,712,062

Rates to be Charged and Call

Maximum Allowable Rates

Per Parcel

Per Acre

All Other Land Uses Max $ 1357 $
Desi d Forest Land Max $ 3.00 $ =
3 Per Parcel Per Acre No of Parcels No of Acres % Parcel Charge Acreage Charge TOTAL
1 Residential $ 13.04 | § = 602,647 216,112 90.0%| $ 7,858,517 | § -ls 7,858,517
2 Commercial & 12,90 | § - 18,725 42,065 2.8%| S 241,553 | § 3 241,553
3 Agriculture $ 1357 | $ - 104 1,666 0.0%| $ 1411 |$ -1 1,411
4 Institutional / Public S 1325 (S - 2,731 16,909 0.4%| $ 36,186 | $ -ls 36,186
5 Vacant/Undeveloped $ 1267 (S - 42,970 676,132 6.4%| $ 544,430 | $ S 544,430
6 Open Space $ 1269 | § - 2,430 20,573 0.4%)| S 30,837 | $ $ 30,837
7 Forested $ - $ - - $ -|% $ -
8 [Other] s s - - - $ -s $ =
9 [Other] s - S - - - S -1s S -
10 [Other] S $ - - - $ “|% $ -
11 [Other] $ 3 $ - s = $ -1s =S 2
TOTAL B || R 669,607 973,457 | 100.0%| $ 8,712,933 [ $ -l s 8,712,933
Weighted Average Rate: s
King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
Rates Page 10f2
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King Copservation District

FCS GROUP
(425) 867-1802

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Rates

Estimated Revenue Loss

Parcel Charge Acreage Charge TOTAL

Per Parcel Per Acre No of Parcels No of Acres

1 Residential $ 0.0018 | $ 4 602,647 216,112 S 1,09 | $ S 1,096
2 Commercial $ (0.00086)( $ - 18,725 42,065 S (1| s $ (11)
3 Agriculture S (0.0026)( $ - 104 1,666 S fs S (0)
4 Institutional / Public S (0.0026)( $ # 2,731 16,309 S s $ (7)
5 Vacant/ Undeveloped 5 (0.0049)| $ = 42,970 676,132 $ (212)| $ S (212)
6 OpenSpace 5 0.0022 | $ = 2,430 20,573 $ 5]% $ 5
7 Forested $ % $ - & % $ o $ -
8 [Other] $ - $ - - - $ $ 8 -
9 [Other] S - $ - - - $ -8 5 -
10 [Other] $ ® $ - v - $ -|s $ =
11 _[Other] § - $ - - B $ ] $ -

TOTAL 669,607 973,457 $ 871 % $ 871

King Conservation District - Inflation plus Sustaining - Updated Budget
Rates Page 2 of 2
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Conservation District Rates

“How To”

Presented by:
Brooke Tacia

+» FCS GROUP

Solutions-Oriented Consulting




> Agenda

+ Introductions
+ Rates and Charges System
¢+ “How To” -- General Approach
+ Review of Previous Study
— King Conservation District 2015 Rates and Charges
* Questions / Discussion

FCS GROUP




%> RCW 89.08.405 — Rates & Charges System

+ Adds Conservation District “rates and charges” option - alternative to
assessment approach

+ Rate may be
— Annual per acre amount (< $0.10/acre)

— Annual per parcel amount
< $15/parcel for counties > 1.5 million population King County

+ < $10/parcel for counties > 480,000 and
< 1.5 million population

» < $5/parcel for counties < 480,000 population All others
— Annual per acre (< $0.10/acre) + per parcel amount (< $5/parcel)

+ Within limitations, forest lands may be subject to rates or charges if served
by the conservation district

Pierce, Snohomish, Spokane Counties

FCS GROUP
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> Rates vs. Assessments

+ A rate is a charge intended to recover the cost of public programs based on
services received, or indirect impacts associated with converting land

— Service received / available / impact may be indirect
+ May be different for each Program/Service offered
+ May be different for each land use category

+ An assessment is a user charge intended to recover the cost of improvements /
services that increase the value of the property charged

FCS GROUP




0:2) General Approach

1. Define Key Programs Functionally

*  Nutrient Management, Soil Health Improvement

«  Water Quality

*  Habitat Restoration

» FElo
Allocate Service & Associated Cost between Direct & Indirect
Determine Cost Recovery Basis (per acre v. per parcel)
Evaluate Customer Types Served by Program
Calculate Rates by Customer Type

2.
3.
4.
d.

FCS GROUP




> General Approach

How is cost
allocated?
How is cost recovered? How is cost recovered?
Who receives service Whoreceivesservice Who receives service Who receives service
share (full, partial, or none)? share (full, partial, or none)? share (full, partial, or none)? share (full, partial, or none)?

Land Use Category LandUse Category Land Use Category Land Use Category

1. Residential 1. Residential 1. Residential 1. Residential

2. Commercial 2. Commercial 2. Commercial 2. Commercial

3. Agricultural 3. Agricultural 3. Agricultural 3. Agricultural

4. Institutional/Public 4. Institutional/Public 4. Institutional/Public 4. Institutional/Public

5. Open Space 5. Open Space 5. Open Space 5. Open Space

6. Vacant/ 6. Vacant/ 6. Vacant/ 6. Vacant/
Undeveloped Undeveloped Undeveloped Undeveloped

7. Farestry 7. Forestry 7. Forestry 7. Forestry

FCS GROUP




Review of Previous Study

KING CONSERVATION
DISTRICT
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> Customer Base

+ The land use categories are based on the present use of each parcel in the
King County parcel file

+ There are a number of parcels that are exempt from the charge

— 32,974 parcels in cities that have “opted out”
* Enumclaw

» Pacific
+ Milton + Skykomish
+ Federal Way
— 2,059 timber parcels

— 32,752 other exempt parcels

* There are a total of 649,624 parcels that are currently available to charge

FCS GROUP




«» 2015 District Budget

Cost Recovery

Needed
Farm and Agriculture Lands $ 1,294,786
Forestry $ 441,54]
Upland Habitat $ 586,647
Aquatic Habitat (Fresh and Marine) $ 1,426,845
Water Quality and Quantity (Nutrients, Volume, etc.) $ 1,459,680
Economic Support to Working Lands / Food System Support $ 941,544
Grand Total S 4,151,042

FCS GROUP




> Rates /| Revenue Requirement

Calculated Rates and Revenue Reconciliation

Land Use Category Kl el TOTAL Revenue
Rates Per Parcel No. of Parcels

Residential S 9.6004 580,469 S 5,572,715
Commercial S 9.3781 19,187 S 179,937
Agricultural S 10.1582 _ 121 S 1,229
Institutional / Public S 9.4012 2,799 S 26,314
Vacant / Undeveloped | $ 7.8201 44,705 S 349,598
Open Space S 9.0691 2,343 S 21,249
Forested S - - S -
TOTAL o ] 649,624 | [$ 6,151,002

FCS GROUP




> Rate Limit

Rates are adjusted proportionally such that the highest rate is $10.00 per
parcel, as per statute

Rates to be Charged and Revenue Calculation (BASED ON MAXIMUM RATE)

Maximum Allowable Per Parcel
Rates S 10.0000
Land Use Category Caleyfuterd TOTAL Revenue
Rates Per Parcel No. of Parcels
Residential S 9.4509 580,469 S 5,485,942
Commercial S 9.2320 19,187 S 177,135
Agricultural S 10.0000 121 S 1,210
Institutional / Public S 9.2548 2,799 S 25,904
Vacant / Undeveloped | $ 7.6983 44,705 S 344,154
Open Space S 8.9279 2,343 S 20,918
Forested S - - S -
TOTAL [ o 649,624 | |$ 6,055,263

FCS GROUP




> Estimated Revenue Shortfall

Based on budgeted programs/services and the $10.00 per parcel rate limit,
revenue will fall short of budgeted expenditures

Estimated Revenue Loss

Land Use Category Calcalsed TOTAL Revenue
Rates Per Parcel No. of Parcels

Residential S (0.1495) 580,469 S (86,773)
Commercial S (0.1460) 19,187 S (2,802)
Agricultural S (0.1582) 121 S (29)
Institutional / Public S (0.1464) 2,799 S (410)
Vacant / Undeveloped | $ (0.1218) 44,705 S (5,444)
Open Space S (0.1412) 2,343 S (331)
Forested S = s $ .
TOTAL Fee 649,624 | [$  (95,779)

FCS GROUP




« Best Practices / Things to Know

¢ The Arbitrary/Capricious Standard

— Rate Structure

— Exemptions
+ Example of Draft Ordinance & Board Resolutions
+ Legal review/consultation is a must

FCS GROUP
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Questions and
Discussion
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Monday, July 22
6-8PM

Green River College
12401 SE 320th St.
Auburn, WA 98092

Wednesday, July 24
6-8 PM

Phinney Center
6532 Phinney Ave N.
Seattle, WA 98103

Learn About and Comment on our
Proposed Rate Structure

King Conservation District’s Board of Supervisors has
scheduled public hearings for Monday, July 22, 2019,
commencing at 6:00 p.m. in the Emerald City Room of the
Lindbloom Student Union Building of Green River College
located at 12401 S.E. 320th St., Auburn, WA 98092, and
for Wednesday, July 24, 2019, commencing at 6:00 p.m.
at the Phinney Center located at 6532 Phinney Ave N.,
Seattle, WA 98103 in order to gather information and

to receive public comment on the proposed system of
rates and charges and corresponding plan of work being
considered for adoption by the KCD Board of Supervisors.

This proposal is pursuant to RCW 89.08.405 and RCW
89.08.400 to fund KCD’s conservation activities and
programs. Information regarding the public hearing may
be obtained from KCD’s website at www.kingcd.org/
ratesandcharges.

Submit Comments Online

To learn more about our rates and charges renewal and
comment online go to kingcd.org/ratesandcharges or call
us at 425-282-1900.

Learn more at kingcd.org/ratesandcharges

King Conservation District - 800 SW 39th St, Suite 150 - Renton, WA 98057 - 425-282-1900 - www.kingcd.org






