REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA





Proposed No.:__________________	Prepared By: Sue Osterhoudt





Date: March 12, 2007





Yes   No   N/A


[x ]    [  ]     [  ]	NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific identifiable need?  The County is required under GMA Chapter 36.70A RCW to implement the Concurrency Program; King County Council required the identified changes to King County Code 14.70 related to the annual update of the concurrency traffic model.





[x ]    [  ]     [  ]	If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need?   The County is required under the State Growth Management Act (GMA) Chapter 36.70A RCW to implement the Concurrency Program.





[x ]    [  ]     [   ]	ECONOMY & JOB GROWTH:  Has the economic impact of the proposed regulation been reviewed to ensure it will not have a long-term adverse impact on the economy and job growth in King County?   Amendments to the Concurrency Program are consistent with growth strategies in the adopted 2004 King County Comprehensive Plan.





[ x]    [  ]     [  ]	PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?  Council concurrency updates are required by King County Code 14.70.270A.  The addition of an annual report on the concurrency update and the formation of an independent expert review panel will strengthen the program.





[x ]    [  ]     [  ]	Are the steps for implementation clear?  King County Code 14.70.270 identifies the use of concurrency model.  The annual report will summarize the update process and the expert review panel will review the report and evaluate the changes for the County Council.


	


 [x ]    [  ]     [  ]	EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve?  The annual report will provide a summary of the changes that have occurred in the concurrency modeling and concurrency update process.  The expert review panel will evaluate these proposed changes and the summary report.





Yes   No   N/A


[x ]    [  ]    [  ]	Is an evaluation process identified?  King County Code 14.70.270 identifies the need to update the concurrency process.  The annual report will summarize the changes and the expert review panel will evaluate the proposed changes.





[x ]    [  ]    [  ]	INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)?  The County is contacting affected jurisdictions; both Stakeholders and State departments are being notified of the proposed action when the County Executive transmits the ordinance to the County Council.  Notification is being sent to the required growth management agencies in Olympia.





[x ]    [  ]    [  ]	COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?   There are no costs or fees associated with this action.





[x ]    [  ]    [  ]	Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered?  





[x ]    [  ]    [  ]	Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?





[x ]    [  ]    [  ]	VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?  It will make for a stronger product.





[x ]    [  ]    [  ]	CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?  The drafting of the ordinance has been coordinated with the King County Clerk’s Office.





[x ]    [  ]    [  ]	CONSISTENCY:  Is the proposed regulation consistent with existing federal, state, and local statutes?  The proposed ordinance complies with the State Growth Management Act (GMA) Chapter 36.70A; King County Code 14.70; and implements concurrency policies T-212, T-213, and T-214 in the adopted 2004 King County Comprehensive Plan.
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