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[bookmark: _Toc105754227]Executive Summary

In 2021, the King County Council adopted Ordinance 19276, which prohibits the sale or use of personal (or consumer) fireworks in unincorporated King County.[footnoteRef:2],[footnoteRef:3] Section 15 of the Ordinance directed the Executive to evaluate options and recommend an approach for an immediate, unarmed, nonpolice response to reported fireworks violations from June 28 through July 6 of each year.[footnoteRef:4] [2:  Ordinance 19276 [LINK]]  [3:  RCW 70.77.136 [LINK]]  [4:  Ordinance 19276, Section 15 p. 29 [LINK]] 

Three alternatives for enforcing the fireworks ban were developed by a team that included the King County Fire Marshal; King County Sheriff's Office; Office of Equity and Social Justice; Department of Local Services, its Permitting Division and Code Enforcement Section; and fire districts in unincorporated King County, including King County District 20 serving Skyway-West Hill and the North Highline Fire District. The alternatives were shared with community members for feedback on equity impact, acceptability, and implementation concerns. King County costs were assessed by evaluating anticipated process steps and the time and resources needed to implement each alternative. Key operational issues were identified, including: 
· Most violations occur on July 4th, putting significant staffing pressure on that one day.
· Violations need exact address information, or the violation report would not be actionable.
· The violator may not be living at the address where the violation is occurring.
· Violations (setting off fireworks) are transient so obtaining proof of violation is difficult.
· Due to the potential of immediate enforcement to escalate into a controversial or unsafe situation in all communities, a team of a minimum of two staff should respond to each violation.
· A nine-day enforcement period (June 28 through July 6) does not address fireworks set off during other parts of the year, such as New Year's Eve. A year-round enforcement option could improve community awareness and process consistency.
The three options for enforcing the fireworks ban are:
1. Provide immediate enforcement by contracting with fire districts to dispatch fire district staff to respond to community reports of violation. While fire districts are a logical partner for this work because their work typically consists of addressing fire risks, this option has the potential for sending fire personnel into potentially unsafe situations. The fire districts are also likely to be under a staffing strain as the peak violation day is likely to be July 4th. They report that they have inadequate staffing to respond to fires and health requests in addition to enforcing the fireworks ban on July 4th. This option is estimated to cost King County at least $100,000 to implement in 2022, including fire district expenses. There is no dedicated revenue source for this activity. 
2. Provide immediate code enforcement by dispatching King County Code Enforcement staff to respond to community reports of violation. This is a departure from the County's existing Code Enforcement structure and would require additional staff and training. This option also has potential for sending personnel into controversial and unsafe situations.  This option is estimated to cost at least $68,400 to implement in 2022.  There is no dedicated revenue source for this activity.
3. Provide nonimmediate code enforcement response by responding to complaints filed online, in writing, via email, or via telephone. This option would build on the County's existing Code Enforcement structure and would add some additional work to the existing Code Enforcement caseload. This approach does not provide an option to address the violation as it is occurring; however, it would avoid the potential safety risks of responding in the moment. This option is estimated to cost at least $25,000 to implement in 2022, which could be implemented with existing Code Enforcement appropriation.
All options would be paired with initial and ongoing public engagement and education about fireworks risks and the fireworks ban.
Based on an assessment of multiple criteria, including overall cost, cost-effectiveness, and equity, option three, using a nonimmediate Code Enforcement response, is the recommended approach for providing an unarmed, nonpolice response to fireworks violations year-round, including from June 28 through July 6 of each year. The Equity Impact Review (EIR) process conducted evaluated the three enforcement options presented in this report and concluded that a nonimmediate response by Code Enforcement officers would be the preferrable enforcement response to fireworks violations. The EIR found that enforcement of the fireworks ban advances equity by supporting several of the determinants of equity, including community and public safety, neighborhood cohesion, and healthy built and natural environments.
Most public comments expressed support for the third enforcement option of the fireworks ban. Comments also included several concerns and questions, including asking how a complainant could be expected to safely gather the detailed information needed to file a complaint and concern that nonimmediate enforcement would be ineffective. These are operational concerns that Permitting hopes to be able to address with process and enforcement code improvements over time.

[bookmark: _Toc105754228]Background
Department Overview: 
King County is the local service provider for the estimated 247,000 people who live in the unincorporated areas of King County. [footnoteRef:5] The Department of Local Services (DLS), created in 2018 by Ordinance 18791, is dedicated to improving local services for unincorporated areas by improving coordination and collaboration between County agencies, communities, and other entities.[footnoteRef:6]  [5:  Statistical Profile on Unincorporated King County, 2018 [LINK] ]  [6:  Ordinance 18791, p. 25 [LINK]] 

The mission of DLS is to promote the well-being of residents and communities in unincorporated King County by seeking to understand their needs and delivering responsive local government services.

DLS has two divisions:
· The Permitting Division (Permitting) providing infrastructure and land use planning services; land use, building, and fire regulatory and operating permits; Code Enforcement; and a limited number of business licenses in unincorporated areas of the county.
· The Permitting Code Enforcement Section investigates complaints regarding violations of the King County Code related to zoning, building, property maintenance, shorelines, and critical areas in unincorporated King County. Code Enforcement officers investigate complaints of unlawful and hazardous developments and uses, based on complaints filed by community members. Complaints are registered by filling out an online form, calling the complaint line, or sending a complaint via email or postal mail. Code Enforcement officers proceed to investigate the complaint, determine whether a violation has occurred, and then issue violation citations and penalties, if warranted.
· The Roads Services Division (Roads) is responsible for all County-owned roads, bridges, and related infrastructure in the unincorporated areas of King County.
Community Service Areas
In 2011, with guidance from the County’s 2010-2014 Strategic Plan, the County created seven Community Service Areas (CSAs) to represent all unincorporated residents and communities. [footnoteRef:7]  [7:  2010-2014 King County Strategic Plan (King County Executive Office) [LINK]] 

1. Bear Creek/Sammamish
2. Snoqualmie Valley/Northeast King County
3. Four Creeks/Tiger Mountain
4. Greater Maple Valley/Cedar River
5. Southeast King County
6. West King County
7. Vashon/Maury Island
 
West King County is further divided into five potential annexation areas: East Federal Way, East Renton, Fairwood, North Highline and Skyway-West Hill.
[bookmark: _Hlk91664789]Key Historical Context: In 2021, the Council adopted Ordinance 19276, which prohibits the sale or use of personal (or "consumer") fireworks in unincorporated King County.[footnoteRef:8],[footnoteRef:9] Prohibited personal fireworks include items such as sparklers, ground spinners, cone fountains, and roman candles (i.e., items sold at legal fireworks stands). "Trick or novelty devices" are still allowed and include items such as snakes, party poppers, toy smoke devices, and toy caps (i.e., items sold at commercial retail stores).[footnoteRef:10]  No change was made to the existing state prohibition on explosive fireworks sold on Native American reservations, such as firecrackers, bottle rockets, and skyrockets.[footnoteRef:11]  Permitted public displays of fireworks are still allowed, subject to conditions.[footnoteRef:12] [8:  Ordinance 19276 [LINK]]  [9:  RCW 70.77.136 [LINK]]  [10:  RCW 70.77.405 [LINK]]  [11:  RCW 70.77.401 [LINK]]  [12:  RCW 70.77.160 [LINK] and Ordinance 19276, Sections 11 and 12] 

Ordinance 19276 also contained a directive from Council to explore unarmed, nonpolice enforcement mechanisms. This directive was grounded in a concern that pursuit of complaints in communities of color could escalate into conflicts between law enforcement and members of those communities, a response to and recognition of a long history of conflicts between law enforcement and communities of color that were precipitated by minor enforcement actions. Further, the King County Equity and Social Justice Strategic Plan highlights the overrepresentation of people of color and people who are economically disadvantaged in the criminal legal system and acknowledges that harm results from criminal legal system involvement.[footnoteRef:13] To address concerns that pursuit of complaints in communities of color could escalate into conflicts between law enforcement and members of those communities, this report studies alternatives to a traditional law enforcement response. [13:  King County Equity and Social Justice Strategic Plan 2016-2022 [LINK]] 

Key Current Context: Violations of the fireworks ban currently have both criminal (misdemeanor) and civil (fines) penalties. Due to requirements in state law, the ban does not go into effect until mid-2022.[footnoteRef:14] Once in effect, Ordinance 19276 requires that enforcement of any violations not begin until mid-2023, but that public information-sharing and education efforts occur in the meantime.[footnoteRef:15] [14:  RCW 70.77.250(4) [LINK] and Ordinance 19276, Section 18]  [15:  Ordinance 19276, Section 9] 

The following list of operational concerns were identified for fireworks enforcement by a team comprised of the King County Fire Marshal; King County Sheriff's Office; Office of Equity and Social Justice; Department of Local Services, its Permitting Division and Code Enforcement Section; and fire districts in unincorporated King County, including King County District 20 serving Skyway-West Hill and the North Highline Fire District:
· Most violations occur on July 4th, putting significant staffing pressure on this single day.
· Violation reports need exact address information, or the report will not be actionable.
· The violator may not be living at the address where the violation is occurring.
· Violations (setting off fireworks) are transient so obtaining proof of violation is difficult.
· Due to the potential of immediate enforcement to escalate into a controversial or unsafe situation, a team of a minimum of two staff should respond to each violation.
· A nine-day enforcement period does not address fireworks set off during other parts of the year, such as New Year's Eve. An enforcement option that could be implemented year-round could improve community awareness and process consistency.

Report Methodology: This report was developed collaboratively by a team including the King County Fire Marshal; King County Sheriff's Office; the Office of Equity and Social Justice (OESJ); DLS; and fire districts in unincorporated King County, including King County District 20 serving Skyway-West Hill, and the North Highline Fire District. These two urban areas have the greatest diversity in the West King County CSA and in unincorporated King County. 
[bookmark: _Toc105754229]Community Engagement
Community engagement and outreach for this report occurred between December 2021 and April 2022 through meetings with community organizations throughout unincorporated King County and a draft ordinance comment period. Meetings were held with the following organizations of which three are in the most diverse urban areas in unincorporate King County:
· Fall City Community Association (December 7, 2021)
· Four Creeks Unincorporated Area Council (December 14, 2021)
· Skyway Coalition (January 28, 2022)
· Community Investment Budget Committee (February 2, 2022)
· North Highline Unincorporated Area Council (February 3, 2022)
· West Hill Community Association Quarterly Meeting (February 15, 2022)
· Vashon/Maury Island Community Council (February 21, 2022)
· Greater Maple Valley Unincorporated Area Council (March 6, 2022)

The public comment period on the draft proposed ordinance was held from March 14, 2022, to April 10, 2022. 
The draft ordinance describes the process for enforcing the ban through a nonimmediate response by Code Enforcement Officers, the preferred option described in Section IV.A. Notification about the comment period occurred via Permitting's development regulations GovDelivery distribution list and department webpage. Fifty-four comments were received from members of the public during the public comment period and are included in Appendix B.
The majority of public comments received at public meetings, via email, and via phone expressed support for enforcement of the fireworks ban; however, there was no agreement on enforcement options. Some commenters requested more stringent, immediate enforcement by King County Sheriff Officers but agreed that enforcement is difficult regardless of who is responsible for enforcing the ban. Clarifying that life safety and criminal situations should always be reported to 911 for immediate response alleviated some of these concerns. The nonimmediate response by Code Enforcement Officers was generally seen as being too lenient to stop anyone from lighting fireworks, but also as the most feasible options once all three options discussed in Section IV.A.  Several comments asked questions or expressed concerns about the mechanics of enforcement; these concerns and responses are summarized in Table 1.


Table 1: Concerns from Community Engagement Meetings and Public Comment Period
	Comment
	Response

	Concerns about the cost of enforcement
	This report includes cost estimates of different enforcement options.

	Concern about how a potential complainant could get enough information to file a complaint properly (e.g., provide identifying information about the people setting off fireworks, the property owner, and the location) and what to do in case of renters in an apartment complex setting off fireworks.
	Code Enforcement will evaluate the documentation submitted with the complaint for enforceability. The clearer and more accurate the information submitted, the better the enforcement case; however, Code Enforcement staff do not advocate for people putting themselves in danger to obtain documentation.
Warnings and citations will be issued to the property owner unless another party has been identified. If a tenant has been identified, the warning or citation will be issued to both the property owner and the tenant. 
Citations can be contested to the department by either completing and returning a form created by the department or by providing a document, in writing, bearing the title "contention of fireworks citation" and containing the information required by the ordinance. The decision can be appealed.  Anyone with a complaint filed against them can provide documentation showing why they should not be responsible.
In the case of a vacant lot, the property owner could be cited but this would depend on the evidence that was presented with the complaint.

	Concern that calling a "warning" a determination of violation would mean that the warning is appealable. A warning should simply be a warning, the step before a citation.
	The ordinance was updated to clarify that warnings are not subject to appeal.

	Concern that enforcement proposed by the draft ordinance will be ineffective and that violators would ignore the ban.
	The Permitting Division is in process of reviewing King County Code Enforcement procedures (Title 23) to more broadly and effectively respond to and enforce code violations. Once completed, these revised procedures could be applied to fireworks ban enforcement, potentially addressing this concern.



During the Equity Impact Review (EIR) process, staff found that enforcement of the fireworks ban advances equity by supporting several of the determinants of equity as defined in K.C.C. 2.10.210.[footnoteRef:16] These include: [16:  K.C.C2.10.210] 

· Community and public safety, through the reduced risk of injury from fireworks. Enforcement of the fireworks ban also promotes a perception of safety (in addition to actual safety); 
· Neighborhood cohesion, by encouraging neighbors to intervene to keep the community safe and healthy. This helps people to feel less isolated, which in turn has positive impacts on people's mental and physical health; and
· Healthy built and natural environments, by reducing fire risk, a risk made higher every year as climate change advances and creates hotter and drier summers in the region.
The EIR process evaluated the three enforcement options presented in this report and concluded that a nonimmediate response by Code Enforcement Officers would be the preferrable enforcement response to fireworks violations. A nonimmediate response avoids the potential conflict escalation and resulting safety risks of responding in the moment, thereby reducing the likelihood of needing to introduce law enforcement into a situation that is solely for enforcement of the fireworks ban. As the King County Equity and Social Justice Strategic Plan notes, people of color and people who are economically disadvantaged are overrepresented in the criminal legal system.[footnoteRef:17] Decriminalizing and removing police involvement in fireworks ban violations lowers the number of interactions the community as a whole, including -black, indigenous, and people of color, will have with police, thereby reducing the risk of their involvement with the criminal legal system. [17:  King County Equity and Social Justice Strategic Plan 2016-2022  [LINK]] 

[bookmark: _Toc105754230]Report Requirements
This section is organized to align with the requirements for this report as outlined in Ordinance 19276, Section 15. Subsection A first outlines two immediate unarmed, non-policy responses and then a third non-immediate response. 
[bookmark: _Toc105754231]Evaluation of options
DLS evaluated two options for providing an immediate, unarmed, non-police response to reported fireworks violations and one option for a nonimmediate response. In each, fireworks violations alone would no longer be a criminal activity unless required by state law such offenses would continue to be enforced by police officers as prescribed by law. [footnoteRef:18] The presence of other criminal activities happening concurrent to fireworks violations would also continue to be enforced by police officers as prescribed by law.  [18:  RCW 70.77.488 [LINK] RCW 70.77.488 specifies: "It is unlawful for any person to discharge or use fireworks in a reckless manner which creates a substantial risk of death or serious physical injury to another person or damage to the property of another. A violation of this section is a gross misdemeanor."] 

Section 9.D of Ordinance 19276 required that civil and criminal penalties for the use or discharge of consumer fireworks not be enforced for one year after the ordinance took effect (that is, enforcement would begin May 7, 2023); until that date, the King County Sheriff's Office and the Fire Marshal would only issue warnings to violators and provide information on the County's fireworks codes. Any enforcement options would also be paired with ongoing public engagement and education by the King County Fire Marshal and fire districts about firework risks and the fireworks ban–before, during, and after the mandatory educational period.
Option 1 – Contract with Fire Districts
This option would see King County contracting with the fire districts with service areas in unincorporated King County to enforce the fireworks prohibition. This enforcement could occur immediately as reports of fireworks violations are submitted to 911 or other means, such as via a non-emergency police or fire district telephone number, telephone application, or online complaint portal. 
Fire district personnel are currently dispatched by 911 for calls regarding fire hazards, including during the period before and after the 4th of July holiday. They also typically patrol communities during the 4th of July holiday, educating the public about fireworks safety and addressing fire hazard risks as they occur. Therefore, fire districts are a logical partner for immediate enforcement of fireworks violations. They also meet the need to be an alternative to police intervention. 
Along with the benefits of having fire districts, as known fire safety enforcement entities, enforce fireworks violations, dispatching a uniformed firefighter can carry some of the same concerns as responding with police presence. Enforcement of illegal and unsafe activities necessitates police and/or firefighter intervention. However, providing immediate response by a uniformed government official—even if not a police officer—solely for fireworks ban enforcement, where no other harm is occurring, has the potential to escalate tensions and the risk of conflict. This could result in an unsafe situation for all parties. While the fire districts were supportive of assisting with public education of the fireworks ban, the districts expressed concerns regarding the risks in responding to fireworks violations. Additionally, the districts made it clear that the period of focused enforcement surrounding the July 4th holiday is one of the busiest times of year for their staff, responding to fires and injuries. They state that do not have the additional staff required to focus on enforcement. For these reasons, they are not supportive of pursuing this alternative.
If this option were recommended, the enforcement process would be as follows:
1. Community reports ban violation by calling 911.
2. 911 dispatches fire district staff, if adequate information is available from report.
3. Fire district staff arrive on scene, identify violator (if possible), provide education, obtain sufficient information to issue warning or citation, and provide this information to Code Enforcement staff.
4. Code Enforcement staff utilize information obtained by fire district staff to issue warning or citation.
5. 911. fire district, and Code Enforcement track and document all required information.
Option 2 – Immediate Code Enforcement 
As an alternative to police intervention, Code Enforcement Officers could be dispatched to provide immediate response to reports of violations. This option would require creating and implementing an administrative infrastructure to support call-outs 7 days per week, 24 hours per day. Additionally, code enforcement officer training and possibly protective equipment would be needed, as this is a different form of enforcement than currently used for other code violations. This approach could be targeted solely for the period before and after the 4th of July holiday, or it could be implemented year-round. 
Under Ordinance 19276, once the fireworks ban is in effect and the enforcement period has begun, King County Code Enforcement Officers are authorized to impose civil penalties for fireworks violations under the standard Code Enforcement process in K.C.C. Title 23. Typically, enforcement of any code violation does not occur in an immediate manner. Currently, Code Enforcement Officers prioritize and investigate cases based on the infraction’s potential to harm public health and safety or the environment. It can often take up to 48 hours to determine if a violation occurred. Investigatory work also typically occurs Monday through Friday, during normal business hours. Due to limited staff and existing workload, the County’s six Code Enforcement Officers can only investigate non-priority cases as time allows. This raises the question of whether cases related solely to violations of the fireworks prohibition, where no other harm is occurring, warrant prioritization over other cases, such as those causing public health or environmental hazards. Additionally, the safety concerns highlighted in Option 1 are the same under this option.  Sending Code Enforcement Officers to do in-person enforcement has the potential to put staff in controversial, potentially unsafe situations.
Lastly, there is also significant cost and logistical challenge in having staff ready and available to respond immediately to a fireworks complaint. An immediate Code Enforcement response would require changing the normal Monday through Friday schedule and expending resources to have staff available seven days per week, 24 hours per day when an immediate response is required. There is also a challenge in providing an immediate response while having six Code Enforcement staff responsible for responding to complaints throughout the large geographic area that makes up unincorporated King County. In addition, a minimum of three staff to support a dispatch system (24 hours per day) would need to be trained and diverted from their regular customer service tasks and schedules.
If this option were recommended, the enforcement process would be as follows:
1. Community reports ban violation by calling a Code Enforcement dispatch system available 7 days per week, 24 hours per day.
2. The dispatcher dispatches Code Enforcement staff if adequate information is available from report.
3. Code Enforcement staff arrive on scene, identify violator (if possible), provide education, and issue warning or citation.
4. Code Enforcement staff manage the citation payment process.
5. Code Enforcement staff track and document all required information
Option 3 – Nonimmediate Code Enforcement 
This option considers enforcement after the fireworks violation occurs, similar to the process used for standard code enforcement cases. As noted above, Code Enforcement Officers are already authorized to impose civil penalties for fireworks violations under the standard Code Enforcement process. However, the standard enforcement process can at times be cumbersome and lengthy, especially when there is prioritization of cases due to limited enforcement resources. The County could create a more streamlined enforcement process specific to fireworks violations. 
This option does not provide an immediate response as specified in Ordinance 19276; however, a nonimmediate response may be as effective as an immediate response due to the nature of fireworks ban violations. Unlike other types of violations, setting off a firework does not leave behind evidence that can easily be linked to a violator, in contrast, for example, to a structure built without building permits. Therefore, information provided by a complainant is needed to document the violation. Additionally, setting off fireworks is transient and happens quickly; therefore, a call-out response might not be fast enough to catch a violator in the act. A citation issued several days after a firework is set off is the equivalent of a citation issued several minutes after a firework is set off – both happen after the fact. Given these two aspects of fireworks violations, a nonimmediate response effectively provides the same level of accountability as an immediate response.
This enforcement approach would work as follows: 
1. Complaints of violations would be submitted to the Code Enforcement Section.
· This could occur via the Code Enforcement complaint line, online form, email, or postal mail.
· Specific, accurate, and complete information would be requested, including but not limited to the address or parcel number of the property that the violation occurred on, the name of the property owner or tenant in violation and/or individual identified as the person determined to be responsible for code compliance, and a description of the violation.
· Any additional documentation that supports the complaint, such as pictures or video of the violation, would be requested.

2. Complaints would be reviewed for reliability.
· Events that clearly are not violations, do not have enough information provided for enforcement, or are not located in unincorporated King County would not be pursued.
· Events that appear to be a violation would be forwarded for issuance of possible citation.

3. Apparent violations would be reviewed for possible citation.
· If this is the first fireworks violation, a warning would be issued.
· If this is the second or subsequent violation, a citation and imposition of a civil penalty (a fine of up to $250, as previously authorized in Ordinance 19276) would be issued.
· Each violation would count as a separate offense eligible for possible citation.

4. Apparent violators would have the option to contest the warning or citation, consistent with the provisions of K.C.C. Title 23. 

Applicable complaint information required to be reported on in Ordinance 19276, Section 16 would be tracked and documented.
A fireworks-specific enforcement process would reflect that such violations are point-in-time violations which, while they can result in citations and fines after the fact, cannot be "corrected" after they occur. In contrast, typical Code Enforcement cases can be “corrected” after they occur, e.g.  a disturbed wetland could be restored, or an unpermitted building could be brought into compliance with the code via a subsequent permit application. This alternative enforcement process would take less time and resources than a standard Code Enforcement response.
[bookmark: _Toc105754232]Estimated cost of each option
Table 2 shows the estimated costs of each option analyzed in Section IV.A. of this report, as well as the potential funding sources for each option. Under all options:
· Estimated costs are only for the period immediately before and after the July 4th Independence Day holiday and the December 31 New Year's Eve holiday. If any option were to be implemented year-round, the costs would be higher.
· Estimates of the number of cases are based on recent 4th of July unincorporated King County fireworks complaint data. Under the fireworks ban, the number of complaints, and associated enforcement costs, would likely be higher.
· It is unknown how many citations would be appealed and what a typical cost would be for the Prosecuting Attorney's Office (PAO); these rows are therefore marked as TBD, with the understanding that any appeals would increase costs beyond the totals shown here.


Table 2: Cost Comparison of Enforcement Options (2022 Service Level and Cost)
	Option 1: Contract with Fire Districts*
	 

	
	Public outreach campaign
	$12,500

	
	District dispatched responses (150 dispatches per year at $500 each)
	$75,000

	
	Code Enforcement investigation/citation process (50 hours per year)
	$12,500

	
	Code Enforcement appeal process
	TBD

	
	PAO appeal process
	TBD

	
	Total (to be funded by additional General Fund appropriation)
	$100,000

	
	
	

	Option 2: Immediate Code Enforcement*
	 

	
	Public outreach campaign
	$12,500

	
	DLS Field Officer, 4-hr call out per night for 6 officers (240 total overtime hours at straight cost)
	$19,200

	
	Code Enforcement Field Officer Vashon accommodation (10 nights @ $300 each)
	$3,000

	
	Code Enforcement Dispatch Officer on duty, 4-hour night shift for 10 nights (40 total overtime hours at straight cost)
	$3,200

	
	Code Enforcement Field Officer response training (6 officers at $500 each)
	$3,000

	
	Code Enforcement Field Officer protective equipment (6 officers at $2,500 each)
	$15,000

	
	Code Enforcement investigation/citation process (50 hours per year)
	$12,500

	
	Code Enforcement appeal process
	TBD

	
	PAO appeal process
	TBD

	
	Total (to be funded by additional General Fund appropriation)
	$68,400

	
	
	

	Option 3: Nonimmediate Code Enforcement
	 

	
	Public outreach campaign
	$12,500

	
	Code Enforcement investigation/citation process (50 hours per year)
	$12,500

	
	Code Enforcement appeal process
	TBD

	
	PAO appeal process
	TBD

	
	Total (using existing resources)
	$25,000

	
	
	

	
	* Call-out response for nine consecutive days from June 28-July 6






[bookmark: _Toc105754233]Recommended approach
Options were evaluated based on the criteria shown in Table 3.
Table 3: Comparison Fireworks Ban Enforcement Options 
	
	Option 1: Contract with Fire Districts
	Option 2: Immediate Code Enforcement
	Option 3: Nonimmediate Code Enforcement

	Brief description
	Fire districts provide immediate in-person enforcement.
	King County Code Enforcement Officers provide immediate in-person enforcement.
	King County Code Enforcement Officers send out enforcement notifications/civil penalties

	Immediate response 
	a
Yes
	a
Yes
	r
No

	Impact of redirecting existing staff to enforce fire ban
	r
Less fire and safety response
	r
Delay in processing environmental and human safety Code Enforcement cases
	-
Potential delay in processing environmental and human safety Code Enforcement cases

	Adequate existing staffing to respond to multiple, simultaneous complaints across UKC on July 4th
	r
No
	r
No
	-
N/A

	Additional staff needed to support peak period
	r
Yes
	r
Yes
	a
No

	Civil penalties
	
a
Yes
	a
Yes
	a
Yes

	Equity Impact
	r
Potentially high
	r
Potentially high
	a
Low

	Track and document complaints
	a
Yes
	a
Yes
	a
Yes

	Estimated implementation cost
	$100,000
	$68,400
	$25,000



This report recommends Option 3 – Nonimmediate Code Enforcement as the approach for ensuring the provision of an unarmed, nonpolice response to fireworks violations during the period around the 4th of July. This approach does not provide for an immediate response to violations; however, a nonimmediate response would still hold violators accountable and achieve the same end as an immediate response without the safety risks of an immediate response. Additionally, this can occur with a nominal cost increase, which is preferred to using limited General Fund monies. The General Fund is a legally flexible fund; however, its availability is extremely constricted, particularly given rising inflation deepening the structural gap caused by costs increasing at a higher rate than the one percent revenue growth rate limitations imposed by State law.[footnoteRef:19] [19:  King County Performance, Strategy, and Budget, conversation with Jillian Scheibeck] 

Applying fireworks ban enforcement year-round would allow for continuity in education and implementation, with insignificant additional cost for the recommended option.

[bookmark: _Toc105754234]Conclusion/Next Actions
This report recommends Option 3 – Nonimmediate Code Enforcement as the approach for ensuring the provision of unarmed, nonpolice response to fireworks violations year-round, including from June 28 through July 6 of each year. This approach does not provide for an immediate response to violations; however, a nonimmediate response would still hold violators accountable and achieve the same end as an immediate response without the safety risks of an immediate response.
The nonimmediate, unarmed, nonpolice enforcement option recommended by this report advances the King County Strategic Plan safety and justice objective of enhancing community safety by increasing compliance with the fireworks ban, which is intended to prevent injury and death caused by fireworks.[footnoteRef:20] The nonpolice approach also means that enforcement of the fireworks ban will not generate interactions with law enforcement officers, which could escalate into unsafe situations. [20:  King County Strategic Plan [LINK]] 

The recommended enforcement option also supports the King County Strategic Plan objective of reducing disproportionate representation of black, indigenous, and people of color (BIPOC) in the criminal legal system by reducing the number of interactions between BIPOC community members and law enforcement.[footnoteRef:21] As the King County Equity and Social Justice Strategic Plan notes, people of color and people who are economically disadvantaged are overrepresented in the criminal legal system; decriminalizing and reducing the types of activities to which police respond lowers the number of interactions the community as a whole, including BIPOC members, will have with police, thereby reducing involvement with the criminal legal system.[footnoteRef:22] [21:  Ibid]  [22:  King County Equity and Social Justice Strategic Plan 2016-2022  [LINK]] 

This approach will be paired with ongoing public engagement and education by the King County Fire Marshal and fire districts about firework risks and the fireworks ban. 


[bookmark: _Toc105754235]Appendices
A. Ordinance 19276, Section 15
B. Public Comments


1. [bookmark: _Toc105754236]Ordinance 19276, Section 15
A.  The executive shall prepare a fireworks enforcement study report.
B.   The study shall include, but not be limited to:
1. An evaluation of options to provide an immediate, unarmed, nonpolice response to reported fireworks violations from June 28 through July 6 of each year;
2. The estimated cost of each option analyzed as required in subsection A.1. of this section, and potential funding sources for each option; and
3. A recommended approach for ensuring the provision of immediate, unarmed, nonpolice response to fireworks violations during the time described in subsection B.1. of this section.
C.  The report shall be transmitted to the council by June 30, 2022.  If legislative action is necessary to implement the recommendations of the report, a proposed ordinance shall be transmitted with the report.  The report shall be filed in the form of a paper original and an electronic copy with the clerk of the council, who shall retain the original and provide an electronic copy to all councilmembers, the council chief of staff and the lead staff to the committee of the whole, or its successor, and the lead staff to the law and justice committee, or its successor.



[bookmark: _Toc105754237]Public Comment
	Date
	Comment

	3/17/2022
	Hi. Thanks for accepting comments on our fireworks problem. Last year the fir trees in our neighborhood were very, very dry. We have a couple pyros who were lighting off mortars for hours. Unbelievable trees weren’t set on fire, starting a catastrophic wildfire.

Given the property damage, litter, terrorized pets and personal injury being inflicted by a few people and their noise makers, it’s way past time to start leaning on the offenders. They make our neighborhoods a dangerous, hostile war zone.

	3/17/2022
	Let's be serious.  King County is known for releasing serious and violent career criminals.  It is known for looking the other way on illegal homeless camps.  King County is known for its lax drug law enforcement. 

And yet a branch of King County is figuring out how to "punish" those who use fireworks.

Let the LOCAL fire district handle it if it is a fire problem under existing laws.  Or...let the Sheriff's office handle it if a State/County noise ordinance is violated.

Is this really the best use of your branch of governments time?   I think that when you look at all the issues facing County residents, this makes you look like bureaucrats focused on rearranging the deck chairs on the Titanic.  Spend your time on bigger permitting issues.

	3/17/2022
	Obviously this amendment shall provide limitations of firework enforcement to allow “No Enforcement”.  It also shall clarify the violations of the King County prohibition on fireworks are neither Criminal nor Civil in nature.  Violations shall not be reported, recorded or entertained and violators shall not be penalized, harassed or approached by any entity representing King County.

	3/17/2022
	Banning fireworks is unconstitutional. This ban must be repealed. I don’t want to waste time and money of the taxpayers on this when violent crime, and homelessness are so bad

	3/16/2022
	I am writing about the new firework policy. 

4th a July is a national holiday. It has become a tradition all over the USA to throw fireworks as we celebrate our independence day. 

I believe it is not fair to punish for continuing a holiday tradition. I agree that 4th of July and maybe new years should be the only time for fireworks anything outside of that should definetly be a fine. I understand that it has caused deaths and damages. About 20 people died in 2020 due to firework incidents. 

I beleive their should be, and probaly already is laws that punish crimes or accidents related to firework accidents, deaths or damages. 

Instead of fining everyone why not designate areas for fireworks? Give the public more options. Regardless fireworks will continue to be popped because it is a holiday tradition. Lets get a bettet solution instead of fining everyone and keep the USA holiday tradition going. 

	3/16/2022
	Hello King County Officials, 

Over the past couple years the neighborhood of Wallingford has had to deal with someone lighting off their own fireworks at Gasworks Park around the 4th of July Holiday at late hours and early morning when most people are trying to sleep.  I don’t think anyone cares about the safety aspect of it. I think it’s more about the nuisance of the noise.  Personally, I’d rather see more enforcement (warnings and fines) put upon dog owners who don’t care to train their dogs not to bark all day and night.  Dogs barking is much worse than fireworks because dogs are a year round nuisance whereas fireworks are very seasonal.   My neighbors dog is terrorizing me.  Can you help? 

	3/16/2022
	Fireworks should be legal, regulated, and permits should be easily acquired everywhere you can buy firearms licenses or hunting and fishing licenses. Having anyone who is licensed enables them to educate people on site on proper firework safety... Reducing issues, bringing community together.... Firework bans are unconstitutional when firearm laws do little to prevent gun crimes.  

	3/16/2022
	To whom it may concern: 
This legislation sounds like it was born at the height of Defund the Police idiocy.  
So the person making a complaint has to provide enough evidence to support his claims.  What exactly would enough evidence be? Would it be a video? Would the person making the complaint have to get close enough with his/her phone camera to get a good shot of the face of the person lighting off the fireworks? Who in their right mind is going to do that?

The fireworks complaint is going to be handled by the building department? What about people who congregate at an intersection to light off fireworks.  How will they face any penalties? Or what about people who live in apartments?  Will the whole building be cited?
What about the fact that the building department can not act in a timely manner?  I suspect that they can barely handle construction complaints. 
This legislation sounds like it is designed to fail.  What it will really do is provide one more bit of proof of the fact that government does not work for law abiding citizens.

Violations should be handled by the Sheriff’s department, and extra staff should be out on the night of July 4th to make sure that people get the message. Otherwise, the only effect of this new law will be that fireworks cannot legally be sold.  


	3/16/2022
	The following sounds fine. The only question I had is whether citizens need wait a few days to reach & have a communication cycle with the Permitting Division of King County Local Services before anything is done? I hope one can still call the sheriff if someone is creating havoc at 2AM? Maybe make clear other citizen options?

	3/20/2022
	I would love to see a system that tracks firework violations, year round. 

Tracking, investigating and filing charges will insure more public safety.

However, more important is tracking, investigating and charging the criminals who are rampantly shoplifting is far more important to the citizens of King County!  The thieves are leaving stores with carts full of stolen merchandise and store employees cannot stop them.  
Many/most of these criminals have guns and will use them. We can't even grocery shop safely in our communities anymore.

Use those systems and employees to focus on and put an end to this lawless world we suddenly find ourselves living in.

	3/20/2022
	Please ban the sale & use of Fireworks in all of King Co. (especially Newcastle & Renton)

Personal fireworks are a fire danger, a danger to people, to wild animals, to domesticated animals.

People drive up & down the streets throwing them from their car, they shoot them off too close to dried out trees & foliage.  They have even caused brush fires.  They shoot them off until all hours of the night keeping everyone on edge, scaring animals, & inducing anxiety to residents, keeping us worried the trees or houses will be set on fire.

Please ban the sale & use of fireworks by private individuals.
Their use completely overshadows any enjoyment in celebrating holidays such as the 4th of July & New Years.

	3/18/2022
	The Independence Day Celebration will always include hamburgers, hotdogs, apple pie, beer, soda and fireworks at our house. Your more than welcome to join us.

	3/18/2022
	I was one of the Vashon Island residents who started the petition drive to demonstrate to the King County Council the very large number of islanders who have suffered for decades through weeks of explosions and small fire scares around the 4th of July holiday; seeking to change the law that allowed the no holds barred, war zone type of atmosphere to flourish here. 

My concern about the lack of teeth in the proposed amendments is that the new law will continue to be ignored just as the previous law (limiting fireworks to certain days and hours) was. 

During our petition drive, the fireworks loving vocal minority scoffed at the likelihood of enforcing a fireworks ban. We have a very small police presence on the island. I spoke with some officers and they relayed that they felt enforcement was complicated and mostly unsuccessful. Some officers weren’t even aware that fireworks were only legal the day of the Fourth, during certain hours. One of the officers admitted he ignored fireworks complaints.

While there will no longer be a legal fireworks stand operating on the island -- there is a well known underground business that has always obtained the huge, illegal fireworks from reservations and brought them over to sell here. Vashon has also been a destination over the Fourth for off-islanders who wanted a place to cut loose with their fireworks. 

I’m sure you’re aware of the enforcement issues of other areas that have fireworks bans - cities and towns that have the police staff to respond to complaints. I know there are no easy answers, but Vashon is a heavily forested island with limited fire fighting capabilities as well. As our climate here warms and summers become dryer, the fear of an out of control wild fire - sparked by fireworks -  caused many islanders to support the ban and reach out to our representatives for a solution. 

What is the point of a ban if it is not enforceable? What is the point if it doesn’t carry with it the weight of attention getting penalties? What is the point of working to change the culture here if the law meant to do that does not come into effect with a clear, aggressive message from the start? As I read over the proposed changes to the current (blatantly ignored) law, I saw no evidence of a concrete intention to make the new law enforceable. It causes me to feel all of our work to make our very legitimate concerns heard, will be for naught. How is it that a minority of people who enjoy explosions can wreak havoc by disturbing the peace and threatening the safety of an entire population without facing any consequences?

Please, take our concerns to heart — please find a way to enforce the new law and include penalties that might cause some to think twice about their fireworks use. Please include WSDOT and the ferry system in this process and curtail the import of illegal fireworks onto the island. I’m obviously not a lawyer or policymaker — I can only imagine how complicated and difficult your work is — but I do believe that there are ‘out-of-the-box’ solutions, if only someone is willing to search for them.

Thank you for listening, I really appreciate you taking the time — and all you do to help.

	3/18/2022
	Please outlaw fireworks in unincorporated King County. PLEASE!!!!!!!!!!

	3/18/2022
	Our whole family and extended family throughout King county would like to support anything that get’s rid of fireworks. Not only are they bad for the environment, birds, pets, people with PTSD, but they scared two people to death last New Year’s Eve. With the snow, the sound was so loud and terrifying that my friend’s father had a heart attack and died. If we want to protect this planet and everything on it, we should find different ways of celebrating that aren’t terrifying and toxic.

	3/18/2022
	Dear King County Council,

The  proposed changes to the fireworks enforcement legislation, in my opinion, effectively gut enforcement of illegal fireworks.

On Vashon/Maury Islands and in Burien the illegal fireworks occur primarily late in the day, at night, early morning hours,  or after a Seahawks game.  July 3, 4, 5th, as well as Dec. 30, Dec. 31, Jan 1 and 2 are dreaded due to to the ongoing fireworks.  Code enforcement, I believe, is not capable of taking action late in the day or at night, ie midnight to 3 a.m.  So, a concerned citizen files a complaint and there is no effort to stop those setting off the fireworks while they are doing so.  The evidence is gone prior to a code enforcement officer receiving the report and trying to follow up.

I realize the Sheriff’s department has a lot of other duties, but they can respond in a more timely basis.

Fireworks are a real problem in King County and I hope you will find a way to actually enforce the ban.  I fear the current regulations will encourage those who “love their fireworks” to just continue with their status quo of setting them off for days at a time.

	3/17/2022
	Since the KC Sheriff is unlikely to be dispatched to bear witness for simple use of fireworks, the only witness will be the complainant. Therefore, I see an issue with proof of violation as the violation will have occurred in the past. 

The accused can simply deny such use of fireworks.

I feel this needs further emphasis and clarification in the Ordinance in Section 4.A.3. Section 4.B basically negates the complaint if information is missing.

	3/17/2022
	Joey Kandah

	3/17/2022
	Richard Jones

	3/21/2022
	An ordinance restricting fireworks is worthless unless the county also signs on to active enforcement to include meaningful fines and robust prosecution. Fines paid should go directly into costs accrued rather than into the general fund.

	3/21/2022
	I would ban all fireworks sale and use within the Puget Sound area.  The exception would be the annual fireworks public displays.

	3/21/2022
	I wholeheartedly support the proposed legislation with the exception that there should be a minimum fine of $50 plus court costs specified.
Last 4th neighbors had a fireworks display that had all the very powerful types.  Our neighborhood has mature fir trees that often are very dry.  The sky rockets were exploding up to 200-250 feet with sparks streaming down into the tree branches.  I spent hours watching my and neighbors trees to make sure none caught fire.  The next morning I picked up many spent rocket casings in my lawn, trees and off my roof.  Knowing that there would be no sheriff or fire department response to a complaint unless there was a fire, I didn’t make a complaint.  This legislation would change my response to the illegal/dangerous activity.

	3/18/2022
	William Brodersen

	3/26/2022
	As a  house pet and horse owner and one who can't sleep through m80's I welcome any restrictions on fireworks. We once had a single flower, safe and sane, land on our cedar roof and start smoking. Luckily it went out before it actually caught fire, but with summer drought, July 4th fireworks are a recipe for serious damage and with wildfire potential loss of life. What one does on one's own property is private, but these affect entire neighborhoods. They are at best a nuisance. A possible solution would be to encourage community fireworks and please eliminate the loud noises that affect PTSD service members and animals of all species.

	3/25/2022
	We live on Vashon and have pets, they are terrorized by fireworks.

	3/24/2022
	I am in favor of the fireworks ban in unincorporated King County. Fireworks are not just an environmental pollutant and noise nuisance, causing distress to livestock, pets, as well as some veterans and other people with difficult and stressful reactions to loud explosions, but in the modern era, the intense drought conditions that King County is and will continue to experience during the summer season makes fireworks an even greater fire hazard than they have been in the past. Fireworks have always been a significant hazard for house fires, but they present an even greater hazard now to the forests and fields across King County. 

I will note what is probably already obvious to the county: the challenge will be enforcing any ban. Even in a densely populated area, it could be very difficult, but the larger area of unincorporated King County combined with the lower population density and relatively small staff available to engage in enforcement duties could make such a ban moot. I will be very interested to see how things actually play out. But in spite of this challenge, it is certainly worth updating the ordinance to provide the necessary mechanisms to make it work.

Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment.

	4/1/2022
	If the county sees the lighting of fireworks (which is now illegal) as a civil offense and not a criminal one then people will continue to purchase and light them. Why not hold them accountable the first time around? If I break into someone’s home should I be given only a warning? Hold people accountable for their actions. Fireworks are dangerous and put lives and property at risk.

	4/1/2022
	I live in a neighborhood where every 4th of July is like the invasion of Iraq --  "shock and awe."  Several households fire off explosives with little regard for the property and safety of others.  This minority spoils the holiday for the majority of their neighbors.  To require the filing of a complaint virtually eliminates the chance of immediate response to violation of the new law.  And I guess that is the real intent of the proposed amendment - to gut the law and make it ineffective.

	4/1/2022
	Requiring that any violations be complaint based, means that I now have to confront the neighbors who have shown a significant enough level of disrespect to light illegal fireworks on my lawn, and get their names and or addresses. Once again, this will result in areas like Skyway being treated as less worthy of support than other areas.

In an area already undergoing gentrification and other stressors, you are now asking that it not being enough that a law is being broken, but that we have a significant amount of information on those breaking the law to even have it addressed? Please understand that while some violators are wonderful neighbors and families otherwise, others are the same people who street race, deal drugs and commit violent acts. While it would be great to catch them on these lesser acts, in situations where simply asking them to stop has not worked, engaging beyond that point is risking the same lives we already feel KC does too little to protect.

Nobody wants more people facing criminal charges over something minor. Nobody in my community really wants additional police interaction to impact innocent people. However, with increasingly dangerously dry summers, this law matters more than ever. People come from all over to light up in Skyway, knowing nobody cares about us. We take off of work and stay home to keep an eye on our property and literally put out fires, because people know it won’t be i forced here. It used to be a holiday people could enjoy, but now it is often a week or two long hellscspe, of which nothing is done about. Please don’t place even more of the burden on citizens by decreasing its efficacy. We don’t know half of the people who come here to abuse the neighborhoods.

	4/2/2022
	There needs to be more publicity concerning the new fireworks regulations. My neighborhood surrounding TJ High School has been like a war zone for decades with a lot of aerial fireworks and M80 booms. People will continue to abuse the law unless they are well informed that they can be sited for this unlawful behavior.

	4/2/2022
	Fireworks ordinance is a Very Good idea for unincorporated king county areas.  

	4/3/2022
	Hello, I am happy to support the firework enforcement ordinance.

Our neighbors fire M 80s, M 100s, and other military-like explosives on the Fourth of July. They absolutely are putting our DRY trees and home at substantial risk.
A misdemeanor doesn’t go far enough. But at least this ordinance would be something.

	4/3/2022
	I am writing in regards to permits for fireworks in the Fairwood area. Please stop! The fireworks that are being used scare dogs, scare animals and people with hearing issues and PTSD and are way to loud. My local neighbors set them off and I have had large casing fall into my yard. With our weather changing the fear of fires is also a concern. I have to stay home, sedate 2 dogs and watch for them on my roof. I am 70 and getting to old for this crap. If people can’t be responsible they shouldn’t have the right.
I love that various cities and communities do displays which are controlled with set hours…I am in support of that!

	4/3/2022
	I am a resident of Candlewood Ridge and I hope for the fireworks ban to pass.
A couple years ago a neighbors roof was caught on fire and everything year this area around us just gets more extreme.
I have to sedate my animals, I worry more for the poor animals whos owners cannot sedate them as well as the wildlife.
My home is my investment and I should not have to worry every year bout some inconsiderate people burning it down.
PTSD is very real for many people as well. Fireworks are terribly triggering for many of our veterans.
The morning after is just a huge mess everywhere from left over fireworks that haven’t been cleaned up.
Most people cannot afford to be awake til the early hours of the night, 2 am or lateris not unusual, we work.
Please ban and actually ENFORCE a ban on fireworks go unincorporated King County.

	4/3/2022
	We are very interested in the fireworks legislation, but the PDF files don’t seem to be working when I click on the links.  We have lived in King County for nearly 40 years and the reckless fireworks have gradually gotten worse and now it seems like people are buying thousands of $$ worth at the Indian reservation and shooting them off in neighborhoods.  Literally to the point that we observe sparks raining down from Roman candles etc over the very dry woods in the area (Novelty Hill).  Last year was just stunning for the number of huge fireworks in our area.

Anyway, in my opinion King County would be money ahead to pay the firework stands to go away, rather than paying the costs for controlling a huge fire which seems inevitable at some point.  Couple that with enforcement of lawbreakers shooting off their M-100’s from the Reservation and it would mitigate the risk.  I guarantee if word got around that you would pay large fines if you get caught with these things fewer people would do it.

	4/4/2022
	I am in support of this ordinance, the 4th of July is not a holiday we can look forward to with so many fireworks in our community and the surrounding area being used throughout the day, with little compliance and some until 3am each year.
I am concerned that it takes a couple of complaints against a person before any civil action - it can often be difficult to determine who is setting them off when they are being discharged in the street and several people join up and do so.

I hope the ordinance goes into effect soon and will bring some reprieve.

	4/4/2022
	Recovering fireworkaholic here, and I suppose some would say a hypocrite.
After spending many years & dollars trying to out BOOM my neighborhood I have turned full circle & realized how ridiculous my behavior was. I have come to dread the 2 week onslaught of incessant explosions, as well as having to sedate my dogs to a zombie like state so they can somewhat cope.
Any effort to ban fireworks & to enforce the law in King county would be fully supported by me.

	4/3/2022
	I strongly support Ordinance 19276 which would discharge fireworks. Too often where I live in the Cottage Lake area, people are shooting off loud and dangerous fireworks at many times during this year that are not around 7/4 or New Years. This is not acceptable and disrupts the beautiful quiet country area I live in. We have horses and lots of wildlife besides the innocent cats and dogs like mine that get terrorized by selfish people that think their right to shoot off fireworks is more important than caring about their neighbor's rights and animals.  

Please implement this ordinance as soon as possible so this terrible practice can be banned and hopefully we can live in peace.

	4/2/2022
	I live in Carnation, and I think the problem with the fireworks enforcement ordinance is that it's really hard to unless you live next to somebody, because it's like a warzone out here on 4th of July weekend and also on New Year's Eve. I live in downtown Carnation, and it's all around me—the problem is you can't tell who's setting the fireworks off. I didn't know if this was address anywhere or something people thought of. People think there' s no enforcement going on, so they just don't care. It feels like we need to have some of our wildlife corridors protected with signage.

	4/2/2022
	I have two concerns, one minor one major. 

The minor one is I don’t we can’t say a “warning” represents a determination that a violation has been committed. Otherwise it would have to be appealable. A warning seems just that, a warning. It can be very relevant later in every appeal (say, in an dog-running-at-large appeal, an owner would be hard pressed, if they had earlier received a warning for a previous incident, to later claim, “I had no idea my dog was getting loose”), and in the fireworks ordinance it is a mandatory first step before a citation could be issued for a later violation. But I don’t think a warning is itself a formal determination.

My major concern is creating a whole separate way to challenge a fireworks citations v. challenging any other citation. 

KCC chapter 23.20 already contains a very detailed process for citations and appealing those citations (including three avenues—admit, admit but plead mitigating circumstances and seek a penalty reduction, or contest). It’s almost never used—I think I’ve seen one citation appeal in 10 years. Maybe 23.20 needs to be streamlined a little (like I don’t know why in KCC 23.20.080 an examiner must provide 20 days’ notice of a citation hearing v. only 14 days for a regular hearing, or why an examiner get 60 days to hold a citation hearing while we normally schedule a notice-and-order hearing within 45 days). But if there’s a better way to handle citation appeals, let’s improve 23.20, instead creating a parallel track.

I’m not a fan of creating lots of one-off appeal processes. In 2016, we overhauled the examiner code and every other code that referenced the examiner, knocking out the confusing patchwork of slightly different appeals, where we didn’t see a real, intentional distinction between what those codes were accomplishing and what Title 23 and chapter 20.22 are accomplishing. We only kept the separate appeals that were truly designed to be different (like as motor sports demonstration projects). I don’t see it here. I mean, I see it on the *front* end, a desire to change the way complaints involving fireworks are filed by the public (Section 4) and then investigated (Section 5., subsection A) and the legal standard, but not on the *back* end (appealing a citation). 

Am I missing something? If not, this seems like a step in the wrong direction.

So, I would essentially amend SECTION 5. starting with D, and just send people down the normal citation appeal process. 

I also don’t see a need to send these to the director first. We get so few citation appeals anyway, a dozen a year (instead of our current one every dozen years) won’t break us. And these folks have all gotten a warning already for an earlier event (Section 5.A.1). So I’m not sure why more internal process is necessary if it happens again. 

Thus, my suggestion is (a) keep what is really special about the fireworks complaint/investigation/warning first process, then (b) treat citations post-issuance the same way other citations are treated, and then (c) maybe tweak 23.20 (either in this ordinance or a separate ordinance) to streamline the citation process to make 23.20 more user-friendly.

	4/8/2022
	I’m totally fine with the Fireworks enforcement Ordinance!  With drier summers, more people moving into King County and other environmental issues, we don’t need more noise pollution, increased fire danger and more lost pets and terrified wildlife.  Thank you for doing this!!

	4/8/2022
	Please maintain and enforce legislation pertaining to the sale and discharge of consumer fireworks. They are disruptive, dangerous and traumatizing to people and animals. They also create a huge mess which local neighbors and residents are forced to clean up.

	4/7/2022
	I have lived in the Seward Park neighborhood of Seattle for 4 years.  Each year on the 4th, and several days before and after, my neighborhood sounds like a war zone.  Last year I looked out my front door and the street was filled with smoke.  Not sure where that was coming from because none of my closest neighbors let off fireworks.  Many people I know leave town for July 4th just to get away from it.  One night on the 4th when my grandson was a baby my daughter and son-in-law called us late at night on the 4th to ask if they could come sleep at our house because the explosions were so loud the baby kept waking up.  (And he sleeps with a sound machine.)  This year they’re going to Vancouver to get away from it.  I’m not sure how you enforce the law around here but I think the smartest move would be to ban the sale of fireworks on reservations, but I doubt that will ever happen.

	4/8/2022
	Totally support bill to ban sale and setting off of fireworks in King County, and especially Vashon Island where I live as the threat of fire during dry summer months could place residents in jeopardy as there is no evacuation other than ferry/boat. Additionally, the stress fireworks cause animals, wild and pets, borders on intentional cruelty by those who don’t care about the effects of their over-the-top all-day, including day before and after of continual fireworks.

	4/8/2022
	In my opinion, the proposed enforcement legislation goes too soft. Given the increasing fire danger, I believe the use of fireworks should be considered a more serious crime than a gross misdemeanor. Also, in rural King County, residents have a tendency to believe they can get away with anything. A few high-profile punishments will serve as a stronger deterrent.

I also think too little is being done about those manufacturing or selling fireworks. If we can nip the problem at the beginning of the supply chain, so much the better. Who makes these things, and how do they get to the mom-‘n’pop sellers scattered around the county?

Finally, what is being done to limit sales of fireworks by the tribal communities?

	4/8/2022
	We hereby want to let you know for years, Unincorporated King Co. has enjoyed the fireworks display in our neighborhood for many years without incident. People are conscientious, and abide by the day and time to enjoy our celebration of the what was the Independence Day of our Great nation. We respectfully request you continue to leave us out of the greater King Co area that may be experiencing dangers in re: to fireworks.

	4/8/2022
	I totally agree with a ban on fireworks!!! The fire hazard has been proven. I am on Vashon Island and part of King County and we do not have the ability or the manpower to put out fires in many of the areas on the island. As such no fireworks should be allowed. Thank you for listening.

	4/8/2022
	I live on Vashon Island and am highly in favor of a total firework ban during summer months.   

In Cle Elum, people are resigned to making NYE the blast off night. For July 4th they go to the coast or watch the public displays.

I recommend shifting residential firework season to Dec 31. For 1 night only.

	4/9/2022
	I agree with the ordinance wholeheartedly. I live on Vashon Island which usually has a fire safety burn ban during July. The thought of an accidental fire set off by fireworks is deeply concerning considering the forests, gullies and hills that would spread the fire unabated. In addition, I live on the water and the amount of spent fireworks that I clean up from my beach would fill a garbage bag. People seem to think that it is safe to fire their rockets off into the water so that they don't set their woods on fire. Naturally, the remnants end up on the beach.

I think it would be very difficult to police this ordinance on Vashon, so I suggest setting up a complaint line. Citizens would call or email in a complaint of illegal fireworks. The county would then send out a warning letter to the guilty parties reminding them of the ordinance and a possible fine if this happens again. 

I think it would stop most casual use while the county sheriff could focus on the most egregious violators.

	4/10/2022
	Without direct observation and/or investigation by a county deputy, or an enforcement employee, how can we be sure that complaints are “reliable”, accurate, and enforceable?  In the more rural areas, where residents might be using fireworks on their own larger properties, it may be easier to associate that use with a particular address or parcel.  But in the more suburban areas, where there are multiple homes on each acre with public roads between them, it’s common practice to use fireworks in the street, often in an area away from any one particular home or tree, for additional safety.
According to the draft ordinance, in Section 4, A, 2, a complainant must provide “the address or parcel number of the property that the violation occurred on” and “the name of the property owner or tenant in violation”.  Section B states “If sufficient information is not provided in the complaint to identify the person determined to be responsible for the violation, no additional action by the department shall be taken”.  Section 5 A1 and A2 refer to “reliable complaint”.
The two points on which I would like clarification are:
1. Does the violation go to the property owner, even if they are not the person using the fireworks, but it appears to be happening nearest, or on, their property?  What if the property is rented to a non-owner occupant who is violating the ordinance, or if the property is an apartment complex?  Also, will owners of vacant lots be liable for violations, if they are not present at their property?
2. How can a complaint be made reliable and enforceable if the fireworks are on a neighborhood’s county road, and there are multiple people standing nearby in the dark?  Will there be a burden of proof on the complainant, such as a photo or video that clearly shows the face of a person in the act of lighting a firework?  Or does the complainant’s naming of a particular person or address suffice? 
Examples:  
If a person sees someone setting off fireworks in the street in front of my home, can they file a “reliable complaint” if they note my home’s address, look up property records to find my name as owner, and submit a photo of someone standing in the dark near a lighted firework?  Does the complainant need to have a way to identify me as the person standing near the firework?  What if I am just an observer, and my neighbor was lighting the fireworks?  Is the burden of proof on me to show that I was not the person lighting fireworks?  Or does the violation go to me regardless, because I am the homeowner?  Does this apply if the firework is in the street, and not on my property?
How does the proposed enforcement plan determine who is responsible if a few neighbors are setting off fireworks together in the street in the end of a cul-de-sac?  If I am the complainant, how would I describe who the violator is in that case?  Particularly in the dark, when I can’t be sure who is using the fireworks, and who is just standing around watching?  Would I just pick the house of a neighbor I think I see and report it as their violation, and maybe do that anonymously?  What if I want to report a group of persons setting off bottle rockets in front of a vacant lot down at the end of the street?
Thank you for considering my questions on this topic.

	4/10/2022
	I don't see the survey re: fireworks but I see the proposed rule. 

The problem is enforcement... we are told directly by the officers that they can't or won't enforce the rule... even during fire hazards and prevented areas. It is so frustrating.

We can't catch every speeder but certainly enforcing it when we can helps. The same should apply to fireworks... particularly the half sticks of dynamite and the go up blow up type.

PLEASE HELP!!

	4/10/2022
	We think this is a wonderful idea!

	4/11/2022
	In Federal Way, it already is against the law for fireworks, but every 4th of july its like bombs are dropping. When you complain, nothing ever happens. Dogs are going crazy and the noise. What makes you think setting up a complaint based system will do anything? Waste of money. Get the police out and have them patrol trouble area’s. Confiscate fireworks and a hefty fine would work.

	4/8/2022
	I strongly support enforcement of breaking of these fireworks rules. Every year, my pets and I practically die of heart attacks from the noise of people shooting fireworks. I think keeping fireworks are a stressor and a physical danger. Any kind of good enforcement, including fines, is very important.
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