SUMMARY OF CHANGES TO EXECUTIVE PROPOSAL IN PROPOSED SUBSTITUTE ORDINANCE 2004-0123, STORMWATER ORDINANCE

	PAGE/LINE 
	EXECUTIVE PROPOSAL
	ISSUES
	GMUAC SUBSTITUTE ORDINANCE
	RATIONALE 

	
	Application of Stormwater Standards to Forest Roads
	
	
	(Note: numbering for KCCP policies reflects recent GMUAC recommendations)

	P. 4,  Lines 64 - 68
	Executive proposal creates new “non-conversion” category for forest practices. Intent is to apply state DNR standards rather than rather than County development standards where there is long-term commitment to stay in forest use. 
	As originally drafted, stormwater standards would still apply even in cases where there is a commitment to keep property in long-term forestry use. The Rural Forest Commission noted that application of county stormwater standards to roads used only for forest harvest is cost prohibitive, and not appropriate for the intended use. 
	For the purposes of applying stormwater standards, exclude certain forest practices, including the new “Class IVG” non-conversion permits from the definition of “development”. 
	Consistent with KCCP policies R-101, R-102, R-104, and R-108 which encourage forest harvest on rural and resource lands.
Applies standards appropriate to the purpose roads used for forest harvest rather than development.
Responds to Forestry Commission Comments. 

	
	Thresholds and Requirements for Drainage Review
	
	
	

	P. 4, Lines 82 – 83

P. 6, Lines 111 – 113 

P. 12 - 13, Lines 263 - 274
P. 16 - 17, Lines 357 – 361
    
	Reduce threshold for drainage review from 5,000 to 2,000 square feet of new and/redeveloped impervious surface. Intent of Executive proposal is to extend requirements to address drainage impacts to construction of most single family residents (already is required for large homes and subdivisions).
	Raises concerns about the type and cost of drainage review that would be applied to single family residences.  As drafted, it was unclear whether 2,000 square feet of drainage review would trigger a “full drainage review” vs. and “small project review.” 


	Retain recommendation for drainage review threshold, but also:

· Modify definitions of “drainage review” and “full drainage review” to better distinguish between “full,” “large,” “targeted,” and “small” project review.  
· Clarify circumstances under which each would apply.
· Emphasize application of drainage Best Management Practices. If projects qualify for small project review and carry out BMPs, they will be deemed to have met the drainage study requirements. 

	Consistent with KCCP Policies E-120, E-130, R-231, and R-233. 
Much of new development in the rural area will occur through single lot development rather than sub-divisions. 
Developers should use BMPs to prevent flooding and erosion on neighboring properties. 

Emphasis should be on BMPs, not studies, particularly for small projects.

	
	Drainage Review Requirements for Critical Areas
	
	
	

	P. 15, Lines 320 -322


	Drainage review required for development in all critical areas 
	Drainage review threshold is being reduced from 5,000 to 2,000 square feet, a threshold that is likely to be triggered by most single family construction.  This critical areas trigger for drainage review would then pick up the smallest projects.  
	Remove requirement that any development within a critical area requires drainage review.  (Would only retain this requirement for flood hazard areas.)
	With the reduced drainage review threshold, most single family residential development will include steps to address drainage impacts, and a separate requirement triggered by the presence of the critical area should not be necessary.

	
	10% Impacting Impervious Surface Limit
	
	
	

	P. 7, deletion of the definition of “impacting impervious surface’”
P. 22, deletion of Special Requirement 6 (10% impacting impervious surface limit)


	Add requirement limiting “Impacting impervious surface” to 10% of a lot’s area. 
	10% “limit” has caused confusion; people have interpreted as limit on development footprint. 
Impacting impervious surface limit was intended to be a performance standard to ensure that developers take steps to deal with drainage impacts on site.
	Eliminate 10% impacting impervious surface limit.
Retain requirements to address stormwater impacts through application of stormwater Best Management Practices and/or through construction of drainage facilities. 
	The goal of dealing with most drainage impacts on site can be met through a combination of existing limits on total hard surfaces in the zoning code, drainage BMPs, stormwater facilities, and forest cover requirements.
Separate “impacting impervious surface limit” is unnecessary, 

	
	Water Quality BMPs
	
	
	

	P. 32 - 33, Lines 721 – 727
	Executive proposal extends application of water quality standards and limits on prohibited discharges to single family residential development.  Proposal has strong emphasis on education and voluntary compliance. 
	Confusion over whether certain residential activities, like boat and car washing, are prohibited. What is prohibited is discharge of certain pollutants that may result from these activities to streams and other water bodies, not the activity itself.
	Support concept of applying water pollution standards to both commercial and residential developments, particularly with emphasis on education. 
Important to clarify that BMPs are available to address water quality impacts from activities typically associated with single family residences. 

	Clarifies intent and encourages use of water quality Best Management Practices. 
Consistent with KCCP policies E-130 and E-131. 

	
	Effective Date
	
	
	

	P. 37, Line 818
	The Executive-Proposed Ordinance did not set an effective date.  
	The Surface Water Design Manual and Stormwater Pollution Prevention Manuals need to be updated consistent with the Stormwater Ordinance, educational materials need to be developed for citizens, and staff need to be trained in the new standards.
Without setting an effective date, the ordinance would become effective 10 days after signature by the Executive. 
	Set an effective date of January 1, 2005. 
	Provides time for revisions to implementing manuals, staff training, and development of educational materials. 

	
	Finding Related to Environmental Review
	
	
	

	P. 37, Lines 822 - 824
	NA
	KCC 20.44.080 calls for finding related to environmental review.
	Add finding.
	Consistency with KCC 20.44.080.
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