PBRS	REGULATORY NOTE
	CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _2021-XXXX__________	Prepared By:	Christine Jensen, Permitting

							Date: 	October 4, 2021

Updates to the King County Public Benefit Rating System (PBRS) program

  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need?
			Yes, the proposed ordinance advances King County environmental sustainability goals by encouraging the protection of open space resources, including important salmonid and wildlife habitat.  It also makes policy and administrative changes to create efficiencies and improve clarity and consistency in program implementation.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need?
			Yes, King County is the manager and implementer of this program within both unincorporated and incorporated areas the 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?
			Yes, no long-term adverse impact is anticipated.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?
			Yes, the purpose is to encourage the protection of open space resources, implement a new ecological enhancement PBRS category, create program efficiencies, and improve clarity and consistency.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		Are the steps for implementation clear?
			Yes, implementation will occur through ongoing program management.

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

[  ]  [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)?
		     Yes, a public comment period for the draft proposed ordinance occurred in August 2021.



 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?
			Yes, the proposed amendments would be implemented within the existing program framework and would create efficiencies, which will reduce costs and burdens.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered?
			Yes, the current program could continue without the proposed amendments, but it would be less efficient and more confusing than if the regulations were adopted.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?
			Yes, the proposed amendments would be implemented within the existing program framework and would create efficiencies, which will reduce costs and burdens. Encouraging the protection of open space resources, including important salmonid and wildlife habitat, is important and implements the policy goals of the County. The improved clarity for both the County and the public is also a valued benefit.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]		VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?
			Yes, participation in the program is voluntary.

 [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?
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