
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _______________________
Prepared By: Harry Reinert







          Date:  July 29, 2009 

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

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need?
King County's current Shoreline Master Program has not been updated since 1977.  King County has seen considerable growth since that time and the shorelines have experienced substantial changes.

 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need?
 [  ]  [ 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 proposed ordinance has not been subject to an economic impact analysis.  However, the proposed ordinance has been drafted to rely on existing development regulations to the maximum extent practical.  The proposal does provide additional flexibility in some permitting requirements and in some regulations that should reduce some of the impacts of existing regulations.  


 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?
The proposal includes a detailed policy statement that will be included as a chapter in the King County Comprehensive Plan


 [ 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)?

The proposal was developed over the course of three years with several rounds of public meetings during its development.  All shoreline property owners were mailed notice at the beginning of each round of public comment.  Notice was also sent to DDES Newsletter recipients.  The UACs and shoreline stakeholders were also briefed at each step.

 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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

To the maximum extent practical, the proposed ordinance relies on existing regulations.

 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered?
State law requires King County to update its Shoreline Master Program.

 [ ]  [ 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?
