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  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need?
The ordinance converts the voluntary TDC Program from pilot to permanent status. The pilot program will expire in October,2001. The ordinance is proposed for the purpose of effective land use planning and regulation.  It is a responds to policy changes  in the 2000 King County Comprehensive Plan (KCCP).  The resultant changes in policy are also in compliance with the Washington State Growth Management Act (GMA) and Countywide Planning Policies. 




 [ X ]  [  ]  [ ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need?
                              King County has exclusive authority to offer land use incentives to property owners in unincorporated King County. Transfer of development rights within the unincorporated area may only be approved by King County. Transfer of development rights from the unincorporated area into cities requires approval by King County.

 [ ]  [  ]  [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?
                             The majority of these TDC policy amendments are housekeeping in nature or      specific to discreet areas of King County and likely to have minimal impact on the economy or job growth. This ordinance should result in focusing job and economic growth in the urban area where infrastructure is less costly to provide and eliminate the need for costly public services to low density rural development. 
 [x]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?
The purpose for the ordinance adopting the TDC Program is as stated in NEED, above. The TDC ordinance incorporates amendments from the 2000 King County Comprehensive Plan. It includes a preamble, which links them to the 2000 Comprehensive Plan, the Growth Management Act and the Countywide Planning Policies. A statement of facts has been added to provide additional information relating to the proposed regulations.
 [x]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear?



The proposed regulations do not propose any new programs that will need to be implemented.  The regulations amend the existing TDC Program. The processes and have had extensive review to assure that changes to the regulations can be implemented.
 [  ]  [  ]  [x]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve?



The proposed regulations do not propose any new programs that will need to be evaluated.  The regulations primarily amend existing programs or processes and do not add any new requirements for monitoring or evaluation.

  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [  ]   [X ]

Is an evaluation process identified?



The King County Comprehensive Plan includes a review and evaluation process for the Comprehensive Plan.  This is in compliance with GMA, RCW 36.70A.215.
 [ X]  [  ]   [ ]

INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)?

                              The draft ordinance has been subject to extensive review including each Unincorporated Area Council, a public workshop, a mailing to over 1,000 landowners and press releases. The ordinance was posted on the King County website to solicit additional public comments. Staff has responded to multiple phone calls and met with stakeholders in the Program. All comments received were reviewed and considered.

 [ X ]  [  ]   [ ]

COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?

                              The ordinance will not generate new King County costs. Extensive consideration was given to the policy amendments to determine the cost and burden of those policies and the implementating regulations on both the county and to citizens.  Many of the TDC amendments  clarify ambiguous regulations, without making substantive changes, so the benefits should outweigh any increase in cost.

 [x]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered?



Yes, failure to adopt the ordinance will eliminate the TDC pilot program as it expires in October,200. This would preclude landowners from enrolling in this voluntary Program.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?
                              To date the Program has permanently preserved 724 acres. 700 of these acres, with an estimated value of $10 million, have been donated or sold at a deep discount to King County. The public cost of these asset’s is $1.7 million; a savings generated by TDR of $8.3 million.                          



 [ X ]  [  ]  [ ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?
                              The TDC Program is completely voluntary.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?
 Yes.  The Clerk of the Council has provided preliminary review for form and content. Based on experience of the pilot program, the ordinance clarifies the intent of the Program. For example, it eliminates confusion regarding qualification of sending site lands logged under a Class Three Forest Practices permit.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

CONSISTENCY:  Is the proposed regulation consistent with existing federal, state and local statutes?
Yes. The ordinance is consistent with the State Growth Management Act, Countywide Planning Polices, the 2000 King County Comprehensive Plan and the King County Zoning Code.
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