
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _______________________
Prepared By: Cynthia Moffitt






Date: July 24, 2003
  Yes     No     N/A
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need?
The amendments recommended by this legislation update the King County land use code.  There are four proposed changes to the code: nine-lot short plat; 150-day permit issuance for Type 3 and Type 4 land use decisions; and from 45 days to 90 days for SEPA exempt clearing and grading; and flexible concurrency for future lots.  

 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? 
This proposal recommends amendments to King County Code Title 19 and 20.  The purpose of this code is to allow for more efficient development within the King County Urban Area.

 [  ]  [  ]  [na]

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?
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?



In general terms the purpose of this legislation is to allow for a short subdivision of land into 2 – 9 lots within the UGA.  It extends the timelines for department review time.  It allows a developer to submit an application to the department for more lots within the UGA than is currently allowed under the Certificate of Transportation Concurrency. 

 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear?
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve?
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  Yes     No     N/A
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified?
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



This proposal has been forwarded to the State for 60-day review.  Two public meetings were held on July 7 and 8, 2003.  

 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

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




See fiscal note in transmittal package.  This will not cost the County extra money to implement.

 [ 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?
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

CONSISTENCY:  Is the proposed regulation consistent with existing federal, state and local statutes?




Yes.  The 9 lot short plat conforms to the new state recommendation to increase the amount of lots allowed in a short plat from 4 to 9 lots with in the UGA.

