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Metropolitan King County Council
Regional Water Quality Committee


STAFF REPORT

	Agenda Item:
	7
	Name:
	Mike Reed

	Proposed No.:
	2019-B0155
	Date:
	October 2, 2019



SUBJECT

Briefing on the Water Quality Benefits Evaluation toolkit.

SUMMARY:

The Clean Water planning process is helping to focus regional discussions regarding priorities evaluation among potential strategies to address the region’s water quality interest.  The Water and Lands Resources Division has been working on the development of a mechanism to help inform the choices before water quality decisionmakers, utilizing a science-based alternatives evaluation resource.  Today’s briefing on the Water Quality Benefits Evaluation toolkit will feature a presentation from the Water and Lands Resources Division staff who are leading the development of the toolkit.  

BACKGROUND: 

Expenditures for the purposes of achieving water quality in the region are extensive and growing.  Costs for wastewater treatment, combined sewer overflows, and conveyance systems, as well as for stormwater management, industrial waste management, green stormwater infrastructure, biosolids management and other programs, amount to hundreds of millions of dollars annually; major costs on the horizon include nutrients control, infiltration and inflow management, repair and upkeep of aging facilities, control of toxics and contaminants of emerging concern, and similar challenges. 

As water quality policy leaders in the region work to address this spectrum of water quality needs and mandates, and as these challenges are translated into rate implications, the question of priorities emerges as a point of discussion.  The Wastewater Treatment Division is currently undertaking the Clean Water planning project as a means of focusing the region’s thinking on this topic, and on the means of encouraging the most effective expenditure of available resources.  The Regional Water Quality Committee has been briefed several times on the status of the Clean Water planning process, and has hosted a workshop to elicit perspectives and concerns related to this effort.  

As the planning process has proceeded, the utility of some form of tool for evaluating optional directions or alternative water quality programmatic strategies, has emerged.  Such a tool could serve to inform discussions regarding the relative water quality benefits of one option mix versus another.

Contemporaneously, the King County Water and Lands Resources Division has been working towards developing such a resource.  Referred to as the “Water Quality Benefits Evaluation” (WQBE) toolkit, this package, still under development, is intended to “provide decisionmakers with information about which water quality projects and programs could be most effective in reducing threats to people and aquatic animals”.  The toolkit recognizes that alternatives evaluation can be complex, and focuses on supporting decision processes with a useful, science-informed mechanism for undertaking such analysis.  

Today’s briefing will feature a presentation from the Water and Lands Resources Division on utility and functions of the Water Quality Benefits Evaluation toolkit.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. King County’s Water Quality Benefits Evaluation fact sheet

INVITED:

1. Mark Isaacson, Director, Wastewater Treatment Division, Department of Natural Resources and Parks
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Carly Greyell, Ecotoxicologist, Water and Lands Resources Division, Department of Natural Resources and Parks
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