
INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BET\ryEEN
KING COUNTY AND THE KING CONSERVATION DISTRTCT

RELATING TO NATURAL RESOURCE CONSERVATION

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into by and between King County, a political subdivision
of the State of V/ashington (hereinafter referred to as the "County"), and the King Conservation
District, a governmental subdivision of the state of V/ashington organized under Chapter 89.08
RCW (hereinafter referred to as the "District" or as the "KCD").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 39.34 RCW (Interlocal Cooperation Act) and RCW
89.08.341, the County and the District are authorized to enter into this Agreement for the
purpose of engaging in cooperative efforts to promote, facilitate and undertake programs and

activities relating to the conservation of natural resources; and

WHEREAS, the District was established in 1949 pursuant to Chapter 89.08 RCW with
the purpose and authority to undertake programs and activities to protect and conserve natural
resources throughout those portions of King County that are within the District; and

WHEREAS, since its inception the District has developed an expertise in the
management of soil, water and natural resources to protect and conserve the environment and

local economies and the District has earned a reputation among landowncrs as an organizetliort
that understands and appreciates their needs; and

WIIEREAS, the l)istrict's relalionship with the Natural Resources Conservation Servicc
of the United States Department of Agriculture and other federal and state agencies stlengthcns
its ability to preserve and protect natural resources in King County through access to lecleral ancl

state f'unded programs; and

WHEREAS, the District is authorized to plan and administer activities that affèct the bcst

use and conservation of renewable natural resources in such areas as 1ànning, forestry, watclshocl
stabilization and preventicln and reduction of erosion and stormwater, protection oi'lìsh anrl

wildlife, prevention and reduction of pollution to surface waters and habitat restoration, ancl to

work in coordination with local agencies to avoid duplication of effort: and

WHEREAS, the C<tunty has an interest in protecting the quality of its soils and water to
enhance human health and the health of its watersheds including acluatio and riparian habitals,
and is obligated under its National Pollution Discharge Elimination System permit to do so; ancl

WFIEREAS, RC)\,' 89.08.405 authorizes the County's legislative authority to approvc by

resolution revenues to the District by fixing a system of rates and chalges to tund District
activities and programs to oonserve natural resources, and thereby promote the public health.

safety, and welfàre of the people and their properties within the District; and
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WHEREAS, the County's Zoning Code provides for King County landowners to work
with the District to bring agricultural practices into compliance with water quality and critical
area standards and to assist farmers in developing farm plans that promote flexibility for water
way buffer areas, and soil and water resource conservation practices; and

WHEREAS, the County has a variety of programs and regulations that relate to farm
practices and the preservation of natural resoutces that are best implemented in cooperation and
coordination with the District: and

WHEREAS, RCW 89.08.220(4) authorizes the District to cooperate and enter into
agreements with, and within the limits of funding available to it, to furnish financial or other aid
to any agency, government or otherwise, or any occupier of land within the District in the
carrying on of preventative and control measures and works of improvement for the conservation
of renewable natural resources within the District, subject to such conditions that the District's
Board of Supervisors may deem necessary to advance the purposes of Chapter 89.08 RCW; and

WHEREAS, the f)islrict has helped to fund, on an annual basis. critical natural resource
conservation programs a;-¡d activities of the jurisdictions within the l)istrict ("N{ember
.i Lrriscìiotions"); and

WHIIREAS. the District works with private landowners on a voluntary basis to educate
ancl support the voluntaly iniplcmcntation of Best Management Practiccs (iìMPs) on private
lands; and

V/llEIìll,A.S, such ¡u'ograrnmatic cf'forts arc known to be critical to the success of natural
resource consewation pïograms and are congruent with the Dislrrol's nrission and statutory
mzrndate; and

WHEREAS, the County and the District continue to share a mutual goal of providing a
slable and predictable source of funding for the District's conservation programs, and the
Mcmber.Iurisdiclions' natrital resource conservation programs and activities that are consistent
rvith the District's statutor¡r purposes, so that the District, the County, Member.Iurisdictions, and
other stakeholders can implement long-range plans for natural resource conservation; and

WHEREAS, the iriterlocal agreement authorized by King Counl)' Ordinance 17474
provided for the creation c,f a multi-jurisdictional task force to investigate the availability of
conscrvation and natural resource programs and services in King County: identify the needs
within the county for such services and programs; and identify actual and prospective sources of
ftrnding to nteet such needs; and

WHEREAS, on April 1,2013, the County and the District, through a Memorandum of
Agreement, agreed on a process and approach to implementing Ordinance 77474, and specified
that by no later than December 31, 2013, the multi-jurisdictional task force would forward a
common set of recommendations to the KCD Board of Supervisors and the King County
Council; and
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f)t

WHEREAS, the,County and the District in 2013 acted as the co-convenors of a
conseryation panel charged with meeting the mandate of Ordinance 17474, comprised of locai
elected officials within the District ("Conservation Panel"); and

WHEREAS, the Conservation Panel was supported by a task force ("Task Force")
comprised of staff level representatives from all of the organizations represented on the
Conservation Panel and landowner, non-profit, and other stakeholder representatives; and

V/HEREAS, between April 8, 2013 and October 23,2013, the Conselvation Panel met
four times and its Task Force eight times, including three joint meetings of both bodies; and

WHEREAS, on December 26,2013, the KCD/King County Executive transmitted the
final Conservation Panel/Task Force report and recommendations to the County Council; and

WHEREAS, a key recommendation in the reporl was that in January 2014 the KCD
convene a reconstituted advisory committee to complete the tasks initiated as part of the 201 3

Conservation Panel/Task Force process ("Advisory Committee") and work with the Advisory
t Committee on a routine basis in arriving at an annual work program and budget; and

WHEREAS, the District did convene a reconstituted Advisory Committee, which first
met on March 3,2014; and

WHEREAS, the Advisory Committee determined that its first order of business would bc

to review the KCD proposed program of work for 201 5 and the associated system of rates and

charges necessary to implement the conservation ptograms and services; and

WHEREAS, the Advisory Committee met five times and an executive committee of the

Advisory Committee met three times between March 3 and July 23,2074, to evaluate and

Í; pfovide input on the KCD program of work for 2015 and system of rates and charges; and

; . WHEREAS on July 23,2014, the Advisory Committee voted to support the KCD
proposed Annual Program of Work and rates and charges, (as further defined herein); and

WHEREAS, on July 28,2014, the KCD Board of Supervisors met and ratified the
recommendation of the Advisory Committee, and transmitted the 2015 Annual Program ol'Work
and Rates and Charges Budget, Exhibit A, and the proposed system of'rates and charges to thc

County Executive and Council; and

V/HEREAS, pursuant to RCW 89.08.405 the County has the authority to impose a

system of rates and charges on lands within the District for up to ten years to fund the District's
conservation programs and activities; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the requirements of RCW 89.08.400 and .405 the District has

proposed a system of rates and charges to be imposed for a five year period and has filed a

proposed Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges Appropriations Budget with the

County fbr fiscal year 2015; and
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WIIEREAS, pursuant to RCW 89.08.405, the District in proposing the system of rates

and charges to the County, may consider: (a) services furnished, to be furnished, or available to
the landowner; (b) benefits received, to be received, or available to the property; (c) the character
and use of land; (d) the nonprofit public benefit status, as defined in RCW 24.03.490, of the land
user; (e) the income level of persons served or provided benefits under this chapter, including
scnior citizens and disabled persons; or (f) any other matters that present a reasonable difference
as a ground for distinction; and

V/IIEREAS, the system of rates and charges proposed by the District was developed
t'ollowing an extensive rate study for the District by FCS Group, an independent financial
consulting Iìrm that provides economic, public finance, management consulting and financial
(rales, charges, and fees) services to public sector entities throughout the country, including city
and county governÍìents, utilities, municipal corporations and ports, special pu{pose districts and
state agencies; and

WHEREAS, the FCS Group evaluated the services provided by the District and has

dcveloped a rate structure as paft of the King Conservation District Rate Study Report (FCS
(ìrotrp, 2014) Exhibit B that allocates the costs of the District programs and services to classes

ol'property within the District based on benefits received by the properties, both direct and
inclilect; and

V/IIEREAS, while forested lands used solely for the planting, growing, or harvesting of
trccs ¿rrc not charged under the FCS Rate Study, latepayers adjacent to and in the vicinity of
lÌrrcsted lands do receive multiple benefits frorn the presence of forests, including cleaner air,
prcscrrvcd wildlife habitat, and reduced stormwater impacts due to forest absorption and
o,apotranspiration of lainwater, and so receive benefits and burden offsets from the activities
ancl programs of the District that improve the management of nearby forests; and

WHEREAS, the District has reviewed the FCS Rate Study and desires to utilize the
system of rates and charges recommended by the Study, as demonstrated by the District's
acloption of Resolution 14-004; and

WHEREAS, the system of rates and charges, the Annual Program of Work, and the Ilates
ancl Charges Appropriations Budget ("Rates and Charges Budget") for the program were
dcveloped by the District with substantial input from the Advisory Committee established under
tlre authority of King County Ordinance 17474 and the interlocal agreement executed by the
County and the District pursuant to that ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the County through its representatives has participated in the Advisory
Committee deliberations regarding the system of rates and charges and the annual program of
work and budget; and

WHEREAS, the County, consistent with RCV/ 89.08.405, has considered the information
provided by the District, including the FCS Group's Rate Study, the proposed system of rates
and charges,the 2075 Annual Program of Work and the Rates and Charges Budget, and the
recommendations of the Advisory Committee; and
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WHEREAS, in Ordinance 17938 the County has found that the public interest, health,

safety and welfare will be served by the imposition of the system of rates and charges for a five
year period to fund the District's conservation programs and activities pursuant to the

requirements of RCW 89.08.400 and.405; and

V/HEREAS, the County, the District, the Member Jurisdictions, and other stakeholders

desire to work cooperatively on natural resource conservation efforts, including projects and

activities to conserve soils, to improve the quality of water in the District, to protect natural
resources, and to assist landowners in the District to comply with laws and regulations that
protect the quality of the soil, water, and resources within the District; and

V/HEREAS, the District's programs and activities provide burden offsets to the many
forms of damages that occur to natural resources, and also provide numerous benef,tts, including
the conferral of grants, educational workshops, and technical assistance to the properties and

property owners within the District, which burden ofßets and benefits are not available to the
properties and property owners in jurisdictions outside the District; and

WHEREAS, the District recognizes the need to formulate its future Annual Programs of
Work atld Rates and Charges Budgets in cooperation with the Advisory Committee, and is

willing to commit to seeking input on a timely basis from the Advisory Committee as it develops

such V/ork Programs and Budgets; and

V/HEREAS, the District recognizes that in proposing a system of rates and charges to the

County for a five year period, the County needs to be kept informed of the future Annual
Programs of Work and Rates and Charges Budgets for those years beyond 2015, in order for the

County to be assured that the District's conservation programs and activities funded each year by
the imposed rates and charges continue to be in the public interest, and promote public health,
safety and welfare; and

V/HEREAS, the District is willing to commit to providing the County Executive and

County Council a copy of its future Annual Programs of Work and Rates and Charges Budgets,

in a format similar to the 2015 Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget, by September I

of the preceding year for each future Annual Program of V/ork and Rates and Charges Budgct
during the term of this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, this Agreement provides for cooperative efforts on the part of the County

and the District to fund the District's conservation programs and activities, and to promote and

fulfill the legislative declaration and determinations contained in RCW 89.08.010; and

WHEREAS, in fixing the system of rates and charges proposed by the District, the King
County Council has authorized the use of such revenues by the District to protect and preserve

renewable natural resources, thereby promoting the public interest, health, safety and general

welfare of the people and properlies within the District.

NO'W, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, benefits and covenants

contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows:
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I PURPOSE OF THE AGREEMENT:

A. The recitals set forth above are incorporated herein by this reference

B. The purpose of this Agreement is to set forth the agreed upon terms under which the
District will plan and undertake its programs and activities relating to the protection and
conservation of natural resources and will keep the County informed of such planning and
undeftaken efforts.

II. DEFINITIONS

A. "Annual Program of Work" means a detailed statement or description of the
conservation programs and activities to be undertaken by the District for a particular calendar
year using a system of rates and charges authorized and imposed by the County for the benefit of
the District pursuant to the requirements of RCW 89.08.400 and .405. An Annual Program of
Work will include a budget, broken out by major activities, identifying the anticipated
expenditure of the rates and charges for the District's conservation programs and activities
described in the Annual Program of Work. An Annual Program of Work for each of the years
subject to this Agreement shall be submitted to the King County Council by the District on or
before September 1 of each year for the following year's activities and programs.

B. "Advisory Committee" means a committee consisting of representatives of the District
and key stakeholder groups, including representatives of the County, Member Jurisdictions and
other interested parties, that will be asked by the District to review and make recommendations
to the Board of Supervisors on the District's Annual Programs of V/ork and Rates and Charges
Budgets during the term of the system of rates and charges. The purpose of the Advisory
Committee is to foster a greater understanding of the programs and services provided by the
District, and to identify conservation programs that may be undertaken by the District through
the use of funds derived through the District's approved system of rates and charges.

C. "Rates and Charges Budget" means a budget, broken out by major activities, that
describes the District's projected expenditure of the rates and charges for the District's programs,
and activities for a calendar year subject to this Agreement.

III. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PARTIES:

A. THE DISTRICT

l. Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget: Attached to thrs
Agreement as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference, is the District's 2015 Annual
Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget. The County and the District agree that this
Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget are in the public interest and promote
the public health, safety and welfare of the citizens of King County who own or occupy
properties within the District. The District commits to implementing this Annual Program of
Work and Rates and Charges Budget for the year 2015. The 2015 Program of Work and Rates
and Charges Budget reflect six program areas as areas offocus both for funding and level of

-6-



eff-ort. These six program areas were identified as priority focus areas for the District's progr¿ulls

and activities during the yearlong Task Force process, undertaken in accordance with the tcrtns
of King County Ordinance 17 47 4 and the interlocal agreement executed by the County and the

District pursuant to that ordinance. The District agrees that in developing and irnplementing its
future Annual Programs of 'Work 

and Rates and Charges Budgets under the fìve year systctl o ['

rates and charges imposed by the County, these priority focus areas will be retained and will
reflect budget commitments similar to those levels contained in the 201 5 Annual Program o 1'

Work and Rates and Charges Budget. As evidenced by the 2015 Annual Program and Rates and

Charges Budget, the District will continue to promote the development of sound agriculture
economic development policy and to extend small farm support, and general farm marketing
support.

2. Previously Collected Funds: The District agrees to use any funds collected by or
for the benefit of the District in connection with a previously adopted system of assessments or
system of rates and charges in accordance with the terms of the applicable interlocal agreenronts

entered into between the District and the County.

3. Member Jurisdiction Grants & Services Program: During the term of this

Agreement, the District will fund and administer a grant program for the benefìt of its Member
Jurisdictions in accordance with the financial commitment in the Rates and Charges Budget t-or

the year 2015. For each year thereafter, the Member Jurisdiction grant program will reflect 2015

funding levels. The District's Member Jurisdiction grant program will funcl projects and

programs within a given jurisdiction in accordance with the streamlined grant application and

award process developed by a subcommittee of the Task Force. Each Member.Turisdiction shall

be eligible to apply for and receive grant funds in the years subject to the systern ol'rates ancl

charges, on a non-competitive, pro rata basis that is consistent with historical allocations in thc

years 2013 -2014 and the financial commitment in the 2015 Annual Program of Work and l{¿rtcs

and Charges Budget or, at the Member Jurisdiction's option, services in lieu of such grant lincls.
In the event that a Member Jurisdiction has not spent the grant funds available to it within thrcc
(3) years f-ollowing the date such rates and charges were collected by the District and available

for award, after 180-days' prior written notice from District to the Member Jurisdiction, the

District n-ray reallocate the unused funds to other District programs. In the interests of effìcicncy
and oblaining the maximum benefits from these grant funds, the District agrees that two or nlorc

Member Jurisdictions may pool resources in any one year for projects consistent with the

District's statutory purposes and the District's adopted grant policies and procedures, and to firncl

such projects on a rotating basis within the group of Member Juriscliotions participating in the

pooling arrangement.

4 Work with the Advlsorv Commiftee

a. The District shall convene the Advisory Committee consistent with the

recommendations of the 2013 Conservation Panel/Task Force report. The Advisoty
Committee composition shall reflect the District's commitment to private landowncrs and

to programmatic efforts, and include a number of representatives from the incorporalccl

member jurisdictions. Such representation shall include, at a minimum (those sclcctcd by

the KCD or the County are so identif,red by the text in the parentheses): the KCD Iloarcl
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Chair, a representative of the King County executive branch, a representative of the King
County legislative branch, a representative of a governmental or non-governmental

organization that specially promotes equity and social justice (to be appointed by the

County Executive and confìrmed by the County Council), a representative of the City of
Seattle, a representative of the City of Bellevue, three elected officials from other King
County cities (selected by the Sound Cities Association), a rural landowner (selected by
KCD), an urban landowner (selected by KCD), a representative from the King County
Agriculture Commission, a representative from the King County Rural Forest
Commission, and an Environmental Non-Governmental Organization (l'{GO)
lepresentative (selected by KCD).

b, The Advisory Committee shall meet no less than four times per year, and

may form sub-committees or meet more often as may be deemed necessary and

applopriate by the Committee.

c. The District agrees that it will cooperatively work with the Advisory
Committee in every respect, but particularly in developing the Annual Program of Work
and Rates and Charges Budget. The District will seek input from the Aclvisory
Committee on a timely basis and provide the members with information and analysis they
reasonably request, in advance of providing a final version of the Annual Program of
Wolk and Rates and Charges Budget to the County Council and Executive by no later
tl-ran Scptember 1, oIeach year, for the following year.

d. 'fhe Advisory Committee shall advise the District on the Annual Program
ol Work ancl R¿rtcs and Charges Budget, and shall provide the District Board of
Supcrvisors with a recommendation annually. Furthermore, the Advisory Committee
shall also bricf the King County Council on the Committee's hndings and

recommendations with respect to the Annual Program of V/ork and Rates and Charges

Budget annually, by no later than August 1, of each year.

e. The Advisory Committee shall advise the District on implementation of
the new programs identihed in the 201 5 Annual Program of Work, and shall assist the
KCD in developing eligibility criteria for the Local Food Economy grant program, and

any other new grant programs contemplated by the KCD as part of the implementation of
the 2015 and subsequent Annual Programs of Work.

f. The Advisory Committee shall provide input annually into the District's
protocols and procedures for applying for and receiving Member Jurisdiction grants.

g. The Advisory Committee, as an advisory body to the District, may make

recommendations to the District on matters beyond those identified explicitly in this
Agreement, at the Committee's discretion.
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5. Reports:

The District shall provide by no later than September I of each year, copies of its Annual
Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget to King County. The District shall also
provide annual reports at this time, detailing work completed the prior year. The annual reports
shall describe progress achieved towards work plan goals and report any barriers towards
achieving work plan goals. The Annual Program of Work, the Rates and Charges Budget anci

the annual reports shall be filed with the clerk of the council for distribution to the chair of the
transportation, economy and environment committee, or its successor committee, to the
executive, to each councilmember and to the lead staff for the transportation, economy and
environment committee, or its successor committee.

6. Electoral Process

The District, with input from the Advisory Committee, will work with the County as well as

with the V/ashington State Conservation Commission and the Washington Association o1'

Conservation Districts to address an electoral process for Distlict supervisors that is more
refleotive of voter parlicipation in other County general elections.

B. THE COUNTY

1. Approval of System of Rates and Charges: The County hars approved a system o1'

rates and charges for a tive (5) year period for the benefit of the District in accordance with the
requirernents of RCW 89.08.400 and .405, to fund the District's conservation proglams and
activities as described in the 2015 Annual Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budgct
attached as Exhibit A.

2. Review of Programs of Work and System of Rates and Charges: The rates and

charges,f'or the remaining years beyond the f,rrst year of any multi-year approval of rates and

charges rnay be modified or repealed by the County if the County determines that the public
interest, health, safety or welfare is not being served by the work program activities fundecl by
rates and charges, which determination may include a fìnding that the activities do not provide an

adequate amount of burden offsets, or direct or indirect benefits sufficient to warrant the
continuation of the system of rates or charges. Any such modification or repeal shall only apply
prospectively, that is f-or the next year's Program of Work and Rates and Charges Budget.

3. Authorized Collection Fees: The King County Treasurer is authorized to deducl onc
percent of the funds collected, under the system of rates and charges approved by the County,
to cover the costs incurred by the County Treasurer and County Assessor in spreading and
collecting the rates and charges; provided, however, that any portion of such amount in excess

of the actual costs of such work shall be transferred to the District to be used at the discretion
of the District.

4. Cooperation and Collaboration with the District: Any agency of the County that has

expertise which may be of use to the District will make a good faith effort to assist the Dislrict,
as requested and as resources allow. The Director of the Department of Natural Resources and

-9-



Parks or the Director's designee shall constitute the ongoing point of contact to promote periodic

communications with the District. The District and the County will work to establish a process

that will provide for communications and discussions between the District Board of Supervisors

and the County Council, Further, the County and the District desire to work together in
collaboration, and the parties recognize that they each may have ongoing research programs,

which may be of benefit to each other. The District agrees, in order to avoid duplication of
rcsearch activities, that before undertaking any research project, it will consult with the County.

ln thc event that the research project is determined by the District and the County to be

duplicative, then it shall not be undertaken by the District through the use of funds derived from
the system ofrates and charges.

IV AN OF REC

A. The parties agree to maintain accounts and records, including personnel, property,
fìnancial and programmatic records and other such records as may be deemed necessary by
either party to ensure proper accounting for all funds expended from the District's system of rates

arrcl chargcs. All such records shall sufficiently and properly reflect all direct and indirect costs

ol'any nature expended and services provided under this Agreernent.

U. Reoorcls shall be maintained for a period of six (6) years after termination hereof
unless permission to destroy them is granted by the Office of the Archivist in accordance with
Chaplcr 40.14 RCW, or unless a longer relention period is required by law.

AND EVALUA

A. To the cxtent permitted by law, the records ancl documents of the parties hereto with
rcs¡tccl lo all matters covered by this Agreement shall be subject to inspection. teview, or audit

b¡,the other party during the performance of this Agreement and for six (6) years after
tcnrination hereof.

U. The parties will cooperate with each other in order to review and evaluate the
proccdures used to authorize the system ofrates and charges and the services provided under this
Agreernent. The parties will make available to each other all information reasonably required by
any such review and evaluation process. Provided, however, each party may require the other
palty to submit a formal request for information in accordance with applicable internal policies
or law.

VI ON OF

A, This Agreement shall become effective upon its signature by both the County and the

District, and shall terminate on December 31, 2019, unless it is terminated at an earlier date

pursuant to Section VI B. of this Agreement.

B. This Agreement also shall terminate if:
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1 . The County repeals the District's system of rates and charges in accordance with
Section IILB.2, or

2. The District requests that the County repeal its system of rates and charges.

Notwithstanding any of these actions, any funds collected by or for the benefit of the
District based on a previously adopted system of assessments or system of rates or charges will
be used by the District in accordance with the previously submitted Annual Programs of Work,
Rates and Charges Budgets, and special assessment budgets.

C. In the event that a legal action is brought challenging the validity of the system ol'
rates and charges, and the County and District determine that such challenge warrants placing
some or all of then currently held District funds in a special escrow account to be held by the
District pending fuither legal action, the District agrees to place such amount of funds into the
special escrow account until the County and District mutually agree on their release and use.

VII. NONDISCRIMINATION

Each party shall comply fully with applicable federal, state and local laws, ordinances,

executive orders and regulations, which prohibit discrimination.

VIII, DEFENSE AND INDEMNIFICATION:

A. The District agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County, its elected
officials, employees and agents, its appointed and elective officers and employees, from and

against all loss or expense, including, but not limited to, judgments, settlements, attorney's fbes

and costs by reason of any and all claims and demands upon the County, its elected or appointed
officials-or employees, arising out of any legal action challenging the validity of the systern of '

rates and charges imposed by Ordinance 17938.

B. The District agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County, its elected

offrcials, employees and agents, its appointed and elective officers and employees, frorn and

against all loss or expense, including, but not limited to, judgments, settlements, attorney's fces

and costs by reason of any and all claims and demands upon the County, its elected or appointed

officials or employees for damages because of personal or bodily injury, including death at any

time resulting therefrom, sustained by any person or persons and on account of clamage to
property including loss of use thereof, whether such injury to persons or darnage to property is
due to the negligence of the District, his/her subcontractors, its successor or assigns, or its or
their agent, servants, or employees, the County, its appointed or elected officers, employees or

their agents, except only such injury or damage as shall have been occasioned by the negligencc
of the County, its appointed or elected officials or employees. V/ith respect to the perforrnance

of this Agreement and as to claims against the County, its offtcers, agent and employees, the

District expressly waives any immunity it may have under V/ashington's Industrial Insurance ac1,

RCV/ Title 51, for injuries to its employees and agrees that the obligations to defend, indemnily,
and hold harmless provided for in this Agreement extend to any claim brought by or on behalf of
any employee of the District. The parties acknowledge that these provisions were specifically
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negotiated and agreed upon by them. The provisions of this Article VIII shall survive
termination of this Agreement.

IX. AMENDMENTS

Amendments to the terms of this Agreement must be agreed to in writing by each party
and be approved by the legislative authority of the County and the District's Board of
Sr-rpervisors.

X, ENTIRE CONTRACT-WAIVER OF DEFAULT:

The parties hereto agree that this Agreement is a complete expression of the terms hereto
and any oral or written representations or understandings not incorporated herein are excluded.
Waiver of any default shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any subsequent default. Waiver of
blcach of any provision of this Agreement shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any other or
subscquent breach and shall not be construed to be a modification of the terms of the Agreement
unless stated to be such through written approval of the parties to this Agreement. Each party
shall carry out its duties under this Agreement in good faith and in accordance with legal
rcquirements.

IN S V/HEREOF,
l1h day or

King Conservation District

Bill Knutsen
Chair, Board of Supervisors

Approved as to Form:

District Legal Counsel

VEC

Approved as to Form:

Attorney
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Exhibit A

King Conservation District Program of Work 2015,
including Rates and Charges Appropriations Budget 2015
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Exhibit B

King Conservation District Rate Study Report July 2014
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Exhibit A

King Conservation District
Program of Work
2C15

Throughout the second and third quarters of 2013, KCD co-convened with King County a

roundtable of local elected officials, senior staff, and rural landowners to examine the natural

resource challenges facing our region and the ways in which the conservat¡on approach could

best support our one-of-a-kind regional mix of stakeholder needs and challenges. Named the
King Conversation District and King County Conservation PanelandTask Force, the roundtable
developed into a uniquely collaborative and productive process, ultimately resulting in a set of
recommendations aimed at resolving historical concerns about KCD's operations and

exploring new or expanded programs KCD's partners believed would have broad and effective
impact on the neíghborhoods and communities that fund and use the King Conservation

District.

ln 2O'14, KCD convened a new Advisory Committee as part of its implementation of the IF/CP
recommendations. Throughout the spring and summer, the Advisory Committee guided KCD

in developing this Program of Work for 20'15. KCD is grateful to the members of the Advisory

Committee for their dedication and commitment in addressing our region's most urgent
natural resou rce challenges:

. Small Lot Rural Forestry and Urban Tree Canopy

o Sustainable Regional Food System

o RuralAgriculture
. Urban Agriculture
. Shoreline and Riparian Habitat
o Landowner lncentive Program

As well as the following programmatic tools to build and extend partnerships in addressing

these priorities:

o MunicipalGrantProgram
¡ Community Engagement
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Kin Conservation District 2014 Advisory Committee

Bill Knutsen
Chair, Board of Supervisors

King
Conservation

District
Max Prinsen

Board of Supervisors
Dick Ryon

Boord of Supervisors

John Taylor
Assi sta nt Divi sion Di rector

Joan Lee
Section Manager

Water & Land Resource Division

King County

Michael Huddleston
Mu n ici pal Rel ation s Di rector

King County Council

Member Alternate

City of
Seattle

Kathy Minsch
RegionolLioison

Seattle Public Util ities

Melissa Lawrie
City Budget Office

Equity &
SocialJustice

Becca Fong
Director of Environmental

Program
Seattte Titth

City of
Bellevue

John Stokes
Councilmember

Alison Bennett
Policy Advisor

Kate Kruller
Councilmember, City of Tukwila

Hank Myers
Councilmember, City of Redmond

Chris Eggen
Deputy Mayor, City of Shoreline

Mary Lou Pauly
Councilmember, City of lssaquah

Sound Cities
Association

Jim Berger
Mayor, City of Carnation

Mary Jane Goss
Moyor, City of Lake Forest Park
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Nancy Hutto
Commìssioner

King County Ag Commission

Sandy Miller
Commissioner

King County Forest Commission

-IEL
¿
É

James Haack
President

Momentum,lnc.

TerriButler
Executive Director

Sustainable Seattle

c
G
-oL3

Joan McGilton

Landowners

Heather Trim
Science & Policy Director

Futurewise

Valerie Segrest
Representative

Muckleshoot Tribe

Environmental
Partners

AlternateMember

All participants of the Conservation Panel and Task Force emphatically agreed that local food

and healthy rural working lands directly contr¡bute to the quality of life in their communities
and that every community in the District deserves the opportunity to expand access to both
healthy local food and natural resources like trees to all their residents. Building upon the
recommendat¡ons of the roundtable, KCD has worked with its newly formed working Advisory

Committee and ad hoc focus groups of elected offícials and other interested parties to
develop a more refined response to the recommendat¡ons.

It is hoped that this proposed Program of Work captures the direction of the KCD Advisory

Committee and addresses the priorities identified by the Advisory Comm¡ttee to implement
the recommendations of the Task Force/Conservation Panel.
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0verview of Current Pro rams

The King Conservation District takes an incentíve-based approach to stewardship. We
provide landowners with technical assistþnce and incentives to adopt resource
conservation practices through a three-pronged approach:

How We Work

Education

Site-specific technical assistance

Financial incentives, including grants, cost-share, and direct servíces

a

o

a

Private Lands in King County

There are more than 300,000 parcels in private ownership ín King county. The
Conservation District's mission is to partner with private citizens to engage in
incentive-based programs that complement regulatory principles.
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Resource Management Priorities

The King Conservation District's programs and services are organized by the following
Resou rce Management Priorities:

. Forest Health Management & Upland Habitot

. AgriculturalLonds

. EconomicViability of Working Lands

o Aquatic Habitat (Freshwater & Marine)

c Water Quality and Quantity

KCD's 201 5 Program of Work seeks to address needs across these resource management
pr¡orities through program opportunity areas identified by the Conservation Panel/Task Force

and refined by the KCD Advisory Committee.

The King Conservation District was established in '1949 by the Washington Conservation

Commission to provide landowners with assistance to protect and enhance natural resources.

KCD serves 35 jurisdictions (34 cities and King County) with a combined population of 1.8

million. The District's mission is "to promote the sustainable uses of natural resources through

respon sib\e stewardsh i p."

More than 60 years after it was formed, increased urbanization, endangered salmon, loss of
forest cover, threats to the health of Puget Sound, increased challenges from stormwater and

flooding, and the need for a resilient, sustaínable, and equitable food system make the King

Co n servation District's prog ra ms and services essentia l.

Conservation districts use an "incentive-based" approach to stewardship and employs a

servíce delivery model that is a 3-pronged approach to behavior change:

o Education to foster understanding of voluntary stewardship,
o Direct technical assistonce and support seruices, and
o Financial incentives for landowner and community conservation thot benefit the public

co n serv at¡on i nterests.

KCD collaborates with pr¡vate landowners, member jurisdictions and nonprofit organizations

to provide stewardship services. Because it is an independent, non-regulatory agency, KCD is

seen by many landowners as a trusted mentor and partner, providing education, technical
assistance, and financial incentives to help people implement measures to improve the
sustainability and productivity of their land.

District Background
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2015 Pro m Focus Areas

The Conservation Panel and Task Force identified six priority Opportunities they asked the
King Conservation District and its Advisory Committee to explore and develop for
consideration. The following section outlines KCD's proposal for addressing each of the
Opportunities in the context of the organization's natural resource priorities.

Small Lot Rural Forestrv and Urban Tree Canonv

Challenge: As climate change and population growth pressures mount, the health
of Pacific ilorthwest Forests is threatened.

lleed: lndividualjurisdictions and agenc¡es do not have the resources t0
adequately protect our forests without mobilizing private landowners.
The demand to train and support owners of small forest properties to
safeguard our reg¡onalforest resources is immediate and essent¡al.

The Problem

As recently as 2009, over 45,000 acres of the nearly 782,000 acres of rural non-commercial
forest lands outside King County's Agriculture Production Districts were held by landowners
of parcels of five acres or less in size. These small, non-commercial forested lands fall outside
the capacity of the King County forestry program for support. Yet together, these acres
represent a vast resource that contributes to the overall health of our community and offers
a timely opportunity to proactively engage private landowners in stewardship.

Healthy trees and forests are just as

essential in urban communities. Recent

research by King County reveals an

alarming drop in urban trees in many

communities at a time when more, not
fewer, trees are intensely needed: As

growth management concentrates

development in urban areas and the
regional commitment to socialjustice and
equity is institutionalized, management and enhancement of healthy urban forests and tree
canopies emerges as a necessity. Urban forestry programs are focusing on quality of life
indicators and urban heat islands and additionally addressing wildlife habitats in the cities,
stormwater management, water quality protection, pollution abatement, and carbon
sequestration.

"The combined impacts of Increas¡ng

wildfire, insect outbreaks, and tree diseases
are already caus¡ng widespread tree die-off
and are virtually certa¡n to cause additional
forest mortality by the 2040s."

Climate Change lmpacts in the United Sfafes -
Northwest May,2014
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Program

Budget and Staffing

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc

Proposed Additional Program 0utcomesCurrent Program 0utcomes

Rural - annual

o Forest acres treated and planted increased to 225 acres.

o 18,000-36,000 native trees and shrubs planted on forest land
¡ lncrease private sector funding leveraged on forest health

management to S144,900
¡ A minimum of 18 small acreage forest landowners engaged in

planning and implementing management practices through
KCD technical services

o At least 1 WSU Coached Forest Stewardship Workshop per year

in King County. Allocate S 1 50,000 in KCD LIP forest health
management cost-share funding for contracts awaided to
small acreage non-industrial private forest landowners to
management practices (increase to 10 contracts, and 560,000
to S150,000).

Rural - annual

o 25-40 forested acres treated
. 2,000-3,000 native trees and

shrubs planted

o 528,986 private funds

leveraged

Urban - annual

Urban forest/upland acres treated and planted increased to 14

acres.

Native trees and shrubs planted on urban forest/upland
habitat increased to 34,400.

Private sector funding leveraged on urban forest/upland
health management increased to S324,400

Facilitate roundtables in three jurisdictions annually to
develop tailored urban forest initiatives. Market services and

facilitate outreach and educational opportun¡ties to promote
the retentíon and restoration of urban forests; facilitate
communíty forestry activities through technical support.
Work with 3 new jurisdictions annually in a support and/or
coordination role to plan and implement urban forest
retentíon and restoration programs.

Allocate S 1 50,000 (550,000 per jurisdiction) in KCD LIP cost-

share funding for contracts awarded to urban residents and
neighborhood and community groups to ¡mplement
management practices consistent with urban forest initiatives
adopted by the respective jurisdictions.

a

a

a

a

a

Urban - annual

a

a

6 upland acres treated
$14,500 in plants and other
project materials provided to
landowners and
neighborhood groups
through KCD technical
service programs for
implementation of urban
foresVopen space
enhancement projects.

Sl 44,000 leveraged (mostly
in-kind labor) in association
with urban forest/open space

enhancement projects
supported by KCD.

a

PRflPflSEf) TÍ]TAI:

2.14 FTE

1 AmeriCorps lntern

$319,654*

PROPflSED ADDITIflII:

2FTE

1 Ameri0orps Intern

ï302,224n

CURRENT:

.14 FTE

$17,430*

TlPage King Conservation District Program of Work



Sustainable Resi onal Food Svstem

Challenge: The local Food System should connect healthy food consumption with healthy
local farming practices, but it is under stress:

Food deserts and a lack of access to healthy food in our underserved

communities are growing concerns.

The ability of farmers to launch, sustain, and expand local production, and to

invest in long term conservation practices, is threatened by an already low-return

business that has experienced steady declines in revenues for over a decade.

At the same time, we are asking farmers to be leaders in helping to solve public

natural resource crises, including salmon recovery, water quality, and climate

change.

l{EED: Significant, regional investments throughout the food system to: improve food access,
invest in local food system as an economic growth sector, begin to address storage and
processing obstacles, stren$hen direct market connections at farmers markets, CSAs,

and more. A healthy local food system means healthier people, healthier farms, and
healthier natural resources.

The Problem

These obstacles suggest a need for public sector innovation. Though local food stories are
ubiquitous and celebrated chefs increasingly highlight sustainability and seasonality in their
menus and preparation, the fact remains that farmers are, paradoxically, simply not sharing in

o

a

strengthening the regional food economy was perhaps the most discussed and
ultimately the highest priority of the 2013 King Conservation District/King Count
Conservation Panel and Task Force. The discussion focused on enhancing the regional
food system through a combination of initiatives, grants, and synergy with existing or
expanded KCD services.
King Countyfarmers produced $120 million worth of food
in 2O't2,down from S 1 27 million in 2oO7 ,ranking I Blh of "By addressing food system lssues
the state's 39 counties. King County consumers, however, systematically, the region can
spend 56 billion on food, including $600 million on raw protect agricultural land, promote
food. Demand for fresh locally-grown food is growing,
but sociar, economic, and infrastructural obstacles sta rd in fresh food consumption, and
the way. Price points for food that deliver a living wage to support local food and farm based
farmers while remaining affordable to a broad consumer business to improve the health of
base prove elusive in the absence of some market the lOCal foOd econOmy.',
intervention. Processing and storage facilities are few,
creating farm-to-market chailenges for small farmers. - Puget Sound Regional Council -

lnstitutional buyers such as hospitals and school districts VISION 2040
have not yet embraced local suppliers in a meaningful
way.
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the renaissance. The most recent survey of King County farmers found that incomes in the

sector are declining.

The King Conservation Distr¡ct is uniquely positioned to coordinate and leverage a range of
projects, programs, and services we and our partners are already well-equipped to deploy.

The Future

We propose to work with our member jurisdictions, King County, Seattle Tilth, Cascade

Harvest Coalition, Pike Place Market, the Puget Sound Regional Food Council, and others

across the food system spectrum to reduce obstacles on the farm, during processing and

storage, within distribution channels, and at market. We will build on existing success, such as

Seattle Tilth's Farm Works in Auburn, and work together to innovate new pilot programs to
learn from and adapt. I

Program

B and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc.

Proposed Additional Program 0utcomesCurrent Program 0utcomes

KCD proposes to develop and administer a robust program

of grants and services that address the following regional
goals:

o lmprove food access

o lnvest in local food system as an economic growth
sector

o Begin to address storage and processing obstacles
¡ Strengthen direct market connections at farmers

markets
. Expand CSAs

a

a

Currently, KCD is involved in a variety of
regional roundtables and policy bodies

examining ways to grow and maintain a

sustainable agricultuial economy.

KCD is partnering with the City of Auburn,
Auburn lnternational Farmers Market, Seattle
Tilth, Auburn Food Bank, and Washington
CAN to implement Good Food Bag Market
Bucks for low-income shoppers to use at the
Farmers Market this summer.

PR()Pf)SED Tf)TAL:

2.2FlE

$1,096,500*

PRflPÍ)SED ADDITIflII:

2 FIE

$1,075,620*

CURREl{T

.2FTE

$20,980*
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Rural culture

Challenge:

l{eed:

Farms can have key roles in solving regional and national natural
resource concerns associated with water quality (Clean Water Act,
303d listings, TMDLs), salmon recovery (ESA listings and recovery
plans), carbon sequestration to offset climate change impacts, and
more. At current rates of funding, progress on solving these concerns
is slower than desired.

Precision targeting of technical suppoft to address these concerns
and technical assistance to remove barriers to farmer adoption of
recommended best management practices (BMPs) through:
. increased farmer awareness of their potential role,

. consistent access to technical supportto design and install best

management practices, and

- financial assistance in some cases to offset high project costs,

especially for BMPs with little to no farm return on investment.

united States Department of Agriculture statistics show 'The agricultural lands within the
that King County farmers produced 5120 million worth
of Agricutturatproducts in 2012. About s90 miilion of reg¡0n are am0ng the m0st

that totat are food products. The county runLt iä; in productive in the state, and the loss
value of agriculturalproduction of the state's 39 Of gOOd qUality fafmland haS
counties. King County consumers spend 56 billion on : ,: I
food. 

rv +v vrrrrvrr vrr 
implications for air quality, water

quality and quantity, and the
Farmers are the stewards of over 60,000 acres of farmed rn-i^^r^ .^l{ ^. ,+fa^i^^^,, tt

and farmabte tands in King counry. Enabting their reg¡on's self-suff iciency'

stewardship of our shared water, ioit, and habitat -The f uget Sound Regional Council
resources requires supporting those efforts in
meaningful ways. Placing expensive regulatory burdens on farmers without committing the
technical and financial resources to help land managers implement environmental practices
runs the very real risk of losing that farmland to bankruptcy, abandonment, or development.

The Problem

Conservation Districts play an important role in mitigating the effects of our changing climate
For example an acre of pasture can sequester an average of 280 tons of CO2 annually. Using
sustainable techniques such as those provided by the King Conservation District, this
sequestration can be increased by over 2.5 tons/ acre annually. This means that over 9O,O0O
additional tons of CO2 can be sequestered on the county's 20,000 acres of pastureland
annually.
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The Future

King Conservation District proposes to increase its support of ruralfarmers through both
increasing the number of plans to self-selected clients as well as expand current pilot efforts
on sub-basin targeting to ¡mprove water, soil, and habitat quality in watersheds that exhibit
poor benchmarks.

Program

Budget and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc

Proposed Additional Program 0utcomesCurrent Program 0utcomes
o Develop a multi-year plan to deploytargeted farm

planning services approach county wide to targeted

natural resource concern areas. eg -Targeting water

quality impaired sub-basins with significant commercial

farming land use

Targeting 1 natural tesource concern area for
outreach each 2 years, ensuring a comprehensive

approach to conservation

Serving 50 farming customers in targeted natural

resource areas (90olo result in site visits to assess natural

resource concerns and solutions) annually

Delivering 20 farm plans in targeted natural resoulce

areas annually

a

a

a

Serving 150 farming customers (900/0 result in

site visits to assess natural resource concerns

and solutions)

Def ivering 67 fasm plans for 1000+ acres
(200lo re g u I ato ry referra I ; 25o/o Cur r ent U se/ PB RS

referral; 55olo stewa rdship only)

Following up on 160 plans to document

implementation, which includes support

navigating County, State, and Federal

permitting systems

Providing technical support to dairy
operators and the Washington State Dairy

Association (WSDA) in association with WSDA

nutrient management compliance inspections.

About 15 inspections per year

Assisting 30 farms with manure spreader
loan program annually, promoting the
beneficial use of manure as a fertilizer at
agronomic rates, minimizing water quality
impacts of stock pilinq manure.

a

a

a

a

a

PRf)P(]SEt) TOTAL:

6.96 FTE

$725,814*

PR()POSED ADDITIf)I{:

1.6 FTE

$153,929*

CURRENT:

5.36 FTE

$571,885*
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Urban ulture

Challenge: An equitable local food economy includes urban food production, both
commercial and personal. Urban farmers and gardeners have unique
needs for land stewardship guidance to ensure a viable, diverse local
food system that Gares for our soils and waters for future generations.

l{eed: Existing urban agricultural organizations are under-funded to meet the
demand to develop sustainable urban small-lot food production and
provide training and support for low-income and immigrant populations,

who would benefit most from expanded urban agricultural opportunities.

The Problem

Food deserts exist within the City of Seattle and parts of south KÌng County. Food deserts are
defined by the US Department of Agriculture as urban neighborhoods and rural towns
without ready access to fresh, healthy, and affordable food. lnstead of supermarkets and
grocery stores, these communities may have no food access or are served only by fast food
restaurants and convenience stores that offer few healthy, affordable food options. The lack of
access contributes to a poor diet and can lead to higher levels of obesity and other diet-
related diseases, such as diabetes and heart disease.

Part of the solution ¡s to strengthen farms across King County and develop better
transportation, storage, and processing infrastructure. Another part of a healthy local food
system is to develop opportunities to grow fresh food within urban boundaries, especially in
communities that are transit-dependent, low-income, or comprised of prímarily immigrant
populations.

Agriculture in urban areas provides exposure, outreach, and connections for urban residents
to connect to the agricultural economy, the food system, and the environment through their
placement within dense communities. Urban farmers benefit from lower transportation costs
for themselves and their products, as well as community based support. These factors make
urban agriculture a more viable option for low income and immigrant communities that can
benefit this proximity to community support and the consumer market.

The Future
We propose to work with our member jurisdictions,
King County, Seattle Tilth, Cascade Harvest
Coalition, Pike Place Market, the Puget Sound
Regional Food Council, and others across the food
system spectrum to identifu strategies to develop
urban agricultural opportunities. We will build on
existing success, such as Seattle Tilth's Farm Works in Auburn and Rainier Beach Urban Farm
and Wetlands in south Seattle as models of success and work together to innovate new pilot
programs to learn from and adapt.

"1 in 5 children in King County
is food insecure."

- Communities Count, 2012
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Program

Budget and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc

Proposed Additional Program 0utc0mesCurrent Program 0utcomes

a Assess regional need for urban farming-related
natural resource planning support through
coordination with member jurisdictions and the KCD

Advisory Committee

Continue to market and expand soilfertility services
to promote responsible fertilizer practices (lncrease

gardener involvement by at least 100 more new
gardeners annually)

Coordinate urban farm planning services with
coordinated regional food system initiatives with
member cities and county

Develop soil testing program and customers into a

more comprehensive urban conservation program
focused on growing healthy localfood and protecting

and enhancing urban water quality

Develop 20 Urban Farm Plans per year. Plans will be

developed across the District so that by year 5, at least 1-

2 urban farm plans will be developed ín every mqmber
iurisdiction.

a

a

a

a

Serve up to 5 urban farm service customers

annually

Deliver 1-5 urban livestock-related farm
plans annually (for regulatory compliance)

Participate in regional food system

coordination ínitiatives (as available)

Provide soiltesting support to over 500 new

urban farmer/ gardeners annually to promote

sound water quality related soil fertility

management (this service has been growing

steadily since starting in 2007)

a

O

a

a

PRflPf)SED TÍ)TAI:

1.65 FTE

$191,800*

PRf)POSED ADDITIflìI:

1.6 FTE

$177,929*

CURREIIT:

O5 FTE

$13,871*
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Challenge:

Shorelines and Rinarian Habitat

Efforts to restore the health of Puget sound need the participation of
private landowners who collectively own 213 ol the shorelines.
Landowner driven protection of our region's streams, rivers, lakes,
wetlands, and marine shorelines will contribute to salmon runs and
the overall health of Puget Sound.

lrleed: lndividualjurisdictions and agencies do not have the resources to
recover the health of aquatic systems without mobilizing private
landowners. The demand for workshops, classes, tours, train-the-
trainer, and one-on-one assistance is immediate and essential.

The Problem

A century of intensive logging, agriculture and urban development have degraded
aquatic habitats throughout King County where more than 2/3 of the shoreline
properties are held ín private ownership. ln 1999, Chinook salmon were listed as
threatened underthe Endangered Species Act, prompting concerted efforts to restore
and protect lakes, rivers and streams. concern for the health of puget sound has
focused increased attention on shoreline and near shore habitats. Working closely
with private propefty owners whose lands abut freshwater and marine aquatíc
systems is an essential component of recovering the health of these systems. Support
for increased educational assistance and capacity-building among shoreline pt:operty
owners was recommended by the King conservation District / King county
Conservation Paneland Task Force.

King Conservation District engaged partícipants in an exploration of the challenges
facing aquatic habitats in the Dístrict. King County's landscape is a diverse mosaic of
mountains, forests, rivers, lakes, and marine habitats. The district's service area
includes approximately 2,"100 square miles of land, plus nearly
2,000 miles of freshwater and marine shorelines. Major
watersheds include Cedar River-Lake Washington, Green-
Duwamish, Sammamísh, Snoqualmie-Skykomish, White River,
and Central Puget Sound, including Vashon-Maury lsland.

"The conservation and

ma nagement of freshwater
ecosystems are critical to the
interests of all humans,

nations, and governments."

Freshwater ln stitute, U niversity
of Washington, 2014
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Program

Budget and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc

Current Program 0utcomes Proposed Additional Program 0utcomes

a

a

1.82 miles of shoreline replanted and

enhanced annually.

23.5 acres of riparian corridor replanted

and enhanced annually.

57,589 native trees and shrubs planted

annually

549 landowners, neighborhood groups

and jurisdictions utilizing KCD technical

service programs annually for
implementation of aquatic area planting

and enhancement practices.

1 KCD LIP cost-share contract awarded
annually to landowners, neighborhood
groups and jurisdictions for
implementation of aquatic area planting

and enhancement practices.

o 3.6 miles of shoreline replanted and enhanced

annually.

. 47 acres of riparian corridor replanted and enhanced

annually.

o 115,100 nat¡ve trees and shrubs planted annually

o A minimum of 220 freshwater aquatic area

landowners engaged annually in learning about,

planning and implementing aquatic area planting and

enhancement practices

o A minimum of 120 marine shoreline aquatic area

landowners engaged annually in learning about,

planning and implementing aquatic area planting and

enhancement practices.

¡ lncrease to 20 the number of freshwater aquatic area

planting and enhancement projects planned and

implemented by KCD, thereby restoring a minimum of

5 acres and 1.8 miles per year on a combination of

urban and rural residential lands

o lncrease to 8 the number of Conservotion Reserve

Enhoncement Program projects planned and

implemented per year, thereby restoring a minimum

of 6 acres and 1.5 miles per year on agricultural lands.

¡ Allocate 5112,500 annually in KCD LIP cost-share
funding for contracts awarded to freshwater and

marine aquatic area landowners to implement
freshwater and marine shoreline planting and

enhancement practices in urban and rural areas (an

increase from 1 to 10 contracts, and S11,250 to
s112,s00).

PRflPflSED ADDITI(lN:

2TTE

1 Ameri0orps lntern

1 WA Conservation Corps

Crew

$603,992*

PR()PflSED TflTAI:

7 FTE

1.25 AmeriCorps lntern

2 WA Conservat¡on Corps Crew

$1,278,586*

CURREIIT:

5 FTE

.25 AmeriCorps lntern

I WA Conservation Corps Crew

$674,594*

15 lPage King Conservation District Program of Work



Landowner lncentive Program

Challenge: Private landowners own nearly 50% ol the land within the boundary of

the King Conservation District. Engaging the private landowners in

natural resource protection and enhancement is critical to supporting
an ec0n0mically and environmentally sustainable region.

Need: Private landowners need support to meet the region's expectation that
comm0n resources on private property, such as water quality and fish
and wildlife habitat, be protected and enhanced for public benefit.

The Problem
The King Conservation District traditionally works with
private property owners ín all settíngs to assist them in
protecting, conserving and enhancing natural
resources. The KCD Landowner lncentive Program
promotes stewardship of natural resources by
providing funding in the form of cost-share awards to
support landowner implementation of natural
resource management practices. Cost-share awards
are a common financial incentive tool utilized by
entities seeking to promote behavior change through
the adoption of emerging and/or current priority
management practice. Examples include the USDA
Natural Resources Conservation Service Farm Bill
conservation programs and public health department
septic system upgrade programs. Cost-share awards
through these programs are contractual arrangements
between the funding entity and the recipient
landowner. Such contracts typically specify an
approved activ¡ty with implementation criteria, a

reimbursement amount or ratio, and in some cases
performance measures.

SHoRe u¡¡r AND LtP woRK TocETHER To

IMPROVE WATER QUALITY

KCD has been cooperatively
restoring the Brandon Street
Natural Area with the Seattle Parks
Department for many years. One
adjacent landowner, seeing the
results of work beíng done, sought
and received both technical
assistance through the KCD aquatic
area enhancement program and
funds through the KCD Landowner
lncentive Program to install a

native plant buffer on their portion
of Longfellow Creek. This backyard
riparian habitat enhancement
project has expanded the total area
of Longfellow Creek that has been
enhanced with native plants and is

contr¡butíng to improved water
quality conditions in the water
body.
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P ram

B and Staff

*includes all costs including-salaries, cost-share, infrastructure, program delivery, etc.
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Current Program

0utcomes

Proposed Additional Program 0utcomes

1.8 miles of shoreline

enhanced since

inception.

11.5 acres of riparian

corridor enhanced

since inception.

141.5 acres of forest in

active forest health

management since

inception.

l90landowners

engaged in

stewardship pract¡ce

implementation since

inception.

256 cost-share

contracts awarded

since inception.

a

a

a

a

o

Allocate 5150,000 annually in KCD UP forest health management

cost-share funding for contracts to small acreage non-industrial

private forest landowners to implemented management practices

(an increase to 10 contracts, and to S150,000).

Allocate 5150,000 annually (550,000 per iurisdiction) in KCD LIP

cost-share funding for contracts to urban residents and

neighborhood and community groups to implement forest

management practices adopted by the respective jurisdictions (an

increase to 15 contracts, and S150,000).

Allocate 5112,500 annually in KCD LIP cost-share funding for

contracts awarded to freshwater and marine aquatic area

landowners to implement freshwater and marine shoreline

planting and enhancement practices in urban and rural areas (an

increase to 10 contracts, and to S112,500).

Allocate $250,000 annually in KCD LIP cost-share funding for

contracts awarded to agricultural landowners to implement

agricultural related water quality protection and enhancement

practices, agriculture land drainage ditch maintenance practices,

water conserving irrigation practices, and other practices that

improve resource management and protections on agriculture

lands (an increase from24 to 40 contracts, and 5t50,000 to

s2so,ooo).

a

a

a

a

1.67 FTE

$656,250 cost-share

Proposed ïotal

$837,1 82*

Proposed Addition

1 FTE

$456,250 cost-share

$559,876*

.67 FÏE

$200,000 cost-share

Current

$277,306*



Grant Program

The District will continue to award Member Jurisdiction grants for natural resource
improvement projects to partners such as cities, communíty organizations, and tribes and will
work with those partners to increase communication about the District programs and
opportunities for paftnership. ln addition, the District will continue to manage previously
awarded MemberJurisdiction and WRIA Forum grants, as it has in the past, untilthose projects
are completed.

Communitv Engagement

The District proposes to build on the relationships and paftnerships it has developed and
expanded through the Conservatíon Panel and Task Force processes and to continue to
involve íts Advisory Committee in the meaningful way it has established in 20"14. ln addition,
KCD proposes to expand its community engagement programs and services to identify and
pursue greater partnerships. Continued and expanded Community Engagement includes:

. Regular working sessions with the KCD Advisory Committee
o Formation and support of ad hoc topical sub-committees for policy development and

troubleshooting
o Continued outreach to c¡ties including City Council Presentations
o Presentations to non-profits organizations
. Regular briefings to County Council members and/or committees
o Support and engagement in regional natural resource events and conferences
. Support for Envirothon and other youth natural resource education programs
o Continued distribution of KCD monthly electronic newsletter and email updates
¡ Continued updating and development of the KCD website
. Engagement with community print and electronic media
¡ Paid media

lSlPage King Conservation District Program of Work



PROPOSED RATES & CHARGES
APPROPRIATIONS BUDGET 201 5

The Dístrict's budget for 20'15 was developed in partnership with the King Conservation

District Advisory Committee. The 201 5 Budget (Exhibit A) shows the cost of services both by

District's program and by resource management priority

Exhibit A: King Gonseruation District2OlS Budget

Water

0uality &

0uantity
(Storm

Water,

Floodins...)

Economic

Support to

Working

[ands

Tolal%Farm

And

Ag.

[ands

Forestry

Health

Upland

Habitat

Aquatic

Habitat
(Freshwater

& Marine)

Program/Serv¡ce Total

"lOo/o lOo/o 1Oo/o "l0Oo/o5 3'19,654 45o/o 25o/oForestry

5o/o 5o/o 65o/o 100o/os 1,096,500 25o/oFood & Farmíng
-Local Food System

5o/o 1Oo/o 40o/o "l0o/o 100o/os 191,800 35o/o-Urban Farm
Planning

5o/o 2oo/o 30o/o "l0o/o 100o/o5 725,8t+ 35o/o-Rural Farm Planning

lOOo/o5o/o 5o/o 50o/o 25o/oShorelines 5'1,278,586 15o/o

1O0o/o5o/o 5o/o 50o/o 25o/oLIP 5 837,182 15o/o

22o/o 1o/o '100o/o22o/o "lo/o 23o/o 31o/oMember Jurisdiction
Grants

5 1,296,507

2Oo/o 30o/o 100o/o"l5o/o "l0o/o 5o/o 20o/oCommunity
Engagement

s 404,999

TOTAL 5 6,151042
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Exhibit B

K¡ng Conservctio¡ District

l(lng Gon¡swation Dietdst

RATE STUDY REPORT

July 2Ol4

FCS GROUP
7525|óóîh Avenue NE, Suite D-215

Redmond, WA 98052

I: 425.867.18O2 | F: 425.867.1937

Thls enllre reporl ls mode of reodlly recycloble moferiols,

Includln'g lhe þronze wke bindlng qnd the fronl ond

bock Cover, which ora mode from post-consumer
recycled doslic bottles.
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STCTION I: INTNODUCTION

RCW 89.08.405 provides the legal authority for conservation districts to fix rates and charges to

recover district costs. Section 89'08.405(3Xa) states:

,,The system of rates and charges may include an annual per affe amount, an annual per

parcel ãmount, or an annual põr parcèl amount ptus an annual per acre amount. If included in

ihe system of iates and charfes, ìhe maximurn annual per acre rate or charge shall not exceed

ten cents per acre, The maximum annual per parcel rate shall not exceed fîve dollars, except

that for cóunties with a population of over one million five hundred thousand persons (i.e.,

King County) the maximum annual per parcel rate shall not exceed ten dollars."

A rate is a charge intended to recoverthe cost ofpublic programs based on services received or

negative impacts customers impose. In a "rate construct" the services received and the impacts

chãrged for may be indirect. Fulther, the rate may show consideration for "services ft¡rnished, to be

furnished, or aiailable to the lando'wner" or "beneftts received, to be received, or available to the

property" in addition to other factors.

The following section provides a summary of King Conservation District's 2015 rate analysis' The

goal ofthe update is toensure that the rate structure and supporting rate equiøbly recover program

õosts within the constraints defrned by RCW 89.08. An additional scenario has been developed to

allow consideration of waterfront parcels as a separate rate class, This analysis is summarized atThe

end of section II.

.:Þ rcs GROUP
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STCTION II: Rnrr ANALYSIS

The King Conservation District (KCD) rate structure features distinct rates by land use, based on the
servicesibenefits received from District programs. The cost of each District program, or Natural
Resource Priority, is subject to a two-step allocation process to establish unit costs - the building
blocks of rate dcvelopment. Each priority cost is flrrst allocated between direct and indirect
service/benefit provided. Cost recovery is then allocated among customer classes based on the
comparative amount of service/benefit enjoyed by each customer class from the resource priority.
The technical analysis in its entirety is provided in Appondix A.

A. GENERAL APPROACH
In order to facilitate application of the rate approach for 2015, KCD staff split prograrns/services into
six Natural Resource Priorities (NRPs): Farm and Agriculture Lands, Forestry, Upland Habitat,
Aquatic Habitat, Water Quality and Quantity, and Economic Support to Working Lands. Each NRP
included eight programs: Local Food System; Rural Farm Planning Services; Urban Farm Planning
Services; Forestry Services (Urban/Rural); Shoreline and Riparian Services (Urban/Rural);
Jurisdiction-Focused Fund; Communications, Outreach, Advisory Committee; and Landowner'
Incentive Progratn. The Natural Resource Priorities and the services/benefits they provide are further
defined below:

Farm & Agriculture Lands Help farmers steward and protect Farm & Ag lands for current and
future use. Nexus with soil stabilization and health, water quality and
quantity, critical areas stewardship, and flood control.

Forestry Help forest landowners enhance ecosystem functions and values of
forest cover. Forest nexus with water and air quality, flood control,
and soil stabilization.

Upland Flabitat Flelp landowners enhance ecosystem functions and values of upland
habitat. Upland habitat nexus with biodiversity, air and water quality,
flood control, soil stabilization, and recreation.

Aquatic Habitat Help landowners proteot and enhance marine and freshwater aquatic
resources. Nexus with shorelines, shellfislr, food web and water
quality. Significant indirect benefit to all rate payers.

Vy'ater Quality and Quantity Help landowners/manage protect and enhance water quality and
quantity, (Stormwater, fl ooding, nutrient and bacteria, temperature,
dissolved oxygen,,.). Significant indirect benefit to all rate payers.

Economic Support to
Working Lands

Support and strengthen development of economic markets for local
agricultural and wood, and special forest products production. Such as
Farmers Markets, Puget Sound Grown/Puget Sound Fresh, Farmlink,
Salmon Safe.

rÞ pcs GROTJP
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Using the collective expertise and j udgment of KCD staff and the consultant, each program/service

cost was allocated between direct ändlndirect benr provided. These decisions were reached after

much discussion and based on the spec h program/service provides. Most services

pióriO"¿ by the District are of indirèct costs assigned to direct benefit represent

unique ,".ui"tt that specifically target the customer base'

The direct and indirect beneflrt costs of each program/service were then allocated to each land use

category. Each customer class was evaluat"d foittt" level of service/benefit received: no benefit,

puttiäf úen"fit compared to other classes, or full proportional benefit received'

The chart below shows how these steps were followed for each Natural Resource Priority'

Exhibít 1

The allocations for each program/service between direct and indirect bcnefits were informed by the
King

the
or

special benefits that landowners share with others'"

Consistent with this analysis, the majority of programs/services and their associated costs were

allocated as 
- 

In cóntràst, all programs/services within Economio Support

to Working planning Serviões ãnd Urban Farm Planning Services within

Farm and A ed as 2{Vo direct and 75%o indirect. These specific

programs/services were deemed to be directed more specift cally atthose receiving the

r pittman, J. & Batker, D. (2006). Special BeneJìtfrom Ecosystem,s,ervices: Economic Assessnent ofthe King

Conservation Disrrict. Tacoma,'WÄ: Earth Economics. Retrieved July I l, 2012from

t ttpllW**..artheconomic.,otglfiltt,ibtary/file/Reports/KCD-SpecialBenefit-Analysis'pdf

Who receíves service

share (fu11. parüaL or narel?

lno ri:tr

.!¡¡cl lJ :e (.r tqg¡j1'
I [ìç:rrlerttt.'l

2 Lc¡rilnìa-r tlll
3 t,¡,ttlrltur.rl
4 ln5r tut oû,tl,i Pu:-rl r

I Op.'r'S¡;aco
t¡ t,lac;l t/

l./rrdevr lo¡.lt:d

/, lat esltY

Type of sewice
provided

Who recelves service

share n,tl, parüel, o¡ ¡mel?

l,ìd1.lra Rcsr,-¡u.ce Priort LY

¡ -r_,ct

-.¡rrd lJre I 3tiìi:orY
i i1(r\ derlil.ll
2 [on¡¡nrtcr,il
J r;r LU;ltir;l
4,rìLt,tU:tirrr;l/[)jl)i .]

5 0¡ri:t ':l:lt-t-'

t',/Jrt,,lnt./
llnOÊ,,r,1c,1,'(1

i ;a,\t t: ,1 t,l
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service/benefit, but still greatly of benefit to others indirectly. A number of other programs/services
that were deemed to have some increased direct benefit to the properly ownar were aÍocated 5%
direct and 95% indirect, including all Landowner Incentive Programs (other than in Economic
Support to Working Lands), Forestry Services (Urban/Rural) in both Forestry and Uplarrd Habitat,
and Shoreline and Riparian Services (Urban/Rural) in Aquatic t{abitat.

B. BUDGET
The 2015 KCD budget, totaling $6,151,042, was split and allocated as shown in the following tabla

4.:ilFCS GROUP
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Exhibit 2

Allocåtlon Bã¡lsTotel cost2015 Budget

5 274L8
2s4,Gl5
67,130

Ln,æ9
28J',142

81,000
20129ß

5 t294,7æ

1S9,VI

tL,69
æ,7ñ

2æ,Æ
$ ra,s¡r

#,29r
Ðs90

tsg,g¿7

n2,o6
n,2sa
58,603

$ s85,54t

s s482s
1¿[:¡,169

19,180

rìs,3il
ffi,6L
8t0oo

J50,693

5 1,426,U5

I s+88
47,74
76,720

575,3s
2É,232

40,500
2æ,29fi

$ 1,459,680

s 712,18
72,sÛL
19,180

15,558
t21,5æ

$ gol,s¡¿

s

I

196 Dh€ct/99t6lndlr€ct
¿516 DIrect/ 75,6 hdlrect
25t6 Dlrect / 75t6 lndlr€ct
19ú Dlrect / 99t6 lndhect
1'6 Dlrect / 99t6 hdlrect
196 Dlrect / 99t6 lndlrect
1t6 Dlrect / 9rÉ I ndlrect
5rú DIrect / 9596 lndirEct

l'6 Dlrect / 99t6 lndlrect
!16Dl¡ec. I W.lndlreû
1% Dlrect / 99t6 lndlrêct
5tú Dlrect / 959ú lrdlrect
1% Dlrect / 99tú lndlrect
196 Dlrect / 99t( lndf rect
19ú Dl¡eEt / 99tú lndlfect
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1t6 Dlrect / 99t6 lndlr€ct
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5% Dlrect/ 95t6 lndlrect
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FErm and Agriculture tands
local Food System
Rural Farm PlannlnB Servlces

Urban Farm Plannlng Services

Forestry Servlces (Urban/Ru ral)

Shorellne and Rl parlan Services (Urban/Rurall

lulsdiction-Focused Fund

Communlcations, Outreach, Advlsory Commlttee
Landowner lncentlve Program

5ubtotal

torestry
Local Food System
Rurâl Farm Plannlng Serv¡ces

Urban Farm Plannl ngServlces

Forestry Servlces I Urban/Rural)

Shorel¡ne and.Rlparlan Servlces (Urban/Rurall

Ju Ílsdlct¡on-Focused Fu nd

Communlcationt, Out.each, Advlsory Comm¡ttee
Landowner lncent¡ve Progr¿m

Subtotal

Upland Habltat
[ocal Food SVstem

Rural Farm Plannlng servlces

Urban Farm Plannlng Servlces

Forestry Servlces ( Urban/Runl)
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Locel Food System

Rural Farm Plannlng Sefvlces

Urban Farm Plannlng Servlces
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Landowner lncent¡ve Program

Subtotal

Water Quality and Quantlty (stormwater, Flooding, etc.)
Local tood System
Ru ral Farm Plann¡ng SerYices

Urban Farm Plannlng Services

Forestry Services (Urban/nural )

Shorellne and Rlparlan Servlces (Urban/RuralI

Jurlsdlctlon.Focused Fund

Communlcat¡ons, Outreach, Adv¡sory Commlttee
Landowner lnce ntlve Program

Subtotal

Economic SuPPort to Worklng Lands
Local Food System
Rural Farm Plannlng Servlces

Urban Farm Planning Services
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Jurlsdlcllon-Focused Fund

commun¡catlons, Outreach, Advlsory Comm¡ttee
Landowner lncentive Program

Subtotal
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q
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C. CUSTOMER BASE
The King County parcel file has been used to determine the number of chargeable parcels available
to KCD. Vy'hen charging aÍate, it is recommended to charge all those who receive service/benefit.
The only exceptions include timber and forest land, which are effectively precluded from per parcel
rates under current statute language and have not been calculated otherwise in this rate study. Other
exemptions are for split parcels (that would effeotively bq charged twice), certain parcel types that
are reference only, and cities that have not opted in to KOD, including Enumclaw, Federal Way,
Milton, Pacifrc and Skykornish.

The parcel data provided by King County identifies dozens of current land uses. Customer types were
grouped into seven land use categories: Residential, Commercial, Agricultural, Instifutional/Þublic,
VacanlUndeveloped, Open Space and Forestry. These land use categories were based on the present
use of each parcel, available in the King County Parcel data file. As described above, these tand use
categories werc evaluated based on direct and indirect benefits received and were allocated costs
assurning no benefit, partial benefit compared to other classes, or futl ptoportional benefit compared
to other classes.

D. RATE CALCULATION
As described above, each line item in the budget was atlocated based on the direct or indirect
service/benefit provided, and then allocated among customer classes based on the comparative
amount of service/benefit received. Resulting per parcel rates range from g7.8201 for
VacanVUndeveloped parcels to $10.1582 for Agricultural parcels. All calculated rates can be seen in
the following table.

Exhibit 3

Calculated Rates and Revenue Reconclllation

land Use Category
Calculated

Rates Per Parcel
Residential

Commercial

Agricultural
lnstitutional / Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space

Forested

9.6004

9.3781.

10.1582

9,ntz
7.820L
9.0691

$

Þ

s
s

s

s

5
fOTAt

No. of Parcels

580,469

79,187

L2L

2,799

4,705
2,343

æ9164

TOTAL Revenue

5,572,7].s

L79,937

1,229

26,3L4

349,598

2L,249

s

$

s
$

s

s

$

S 6rsr,o+z

E. RATE ADJUSTMENT
The rates shown above would cover all budgeted costs, but would exceed the ten dollar per parcel
limit prescribed in RC\M 89.08.405. To conform to this cap, the highest rate was decreaied to ten
dollars and the others decreased proportionately. When the rates were decreased, the lowest per
parcel rate was $7.6983 for Vacant/Undeveloped parcels. All reduced rates can be seen in the
following table.
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Exhibit 4

and Revenue Calculation ON MAXIMUMRates to be

Per Parcel

S lo,oooo
Max¡rnum Allowable

Rãtes

Calculated

Rates Per Parcel
land Use Category

9.4509

9.2320

10,0000

9,2s48

7.5983

8.9279

s

$

s

$

$

s

s

Residential

Comrnercial
Agricultural
lnstitutional/ Public

Vacant / UndeveloPed

Open Space

Forested

TOTAL

No- of Parcels

580,469

19,187

t¿l
2,799

4,705
2,343

æ9,6U

TOTAT Revenue

s 5,485,942

5 L77,r35

s 1,210

s 25,904

$ 344,154

5 20,918s-
S 6,055,263

F. REVENUE FORECAST
Due to the rate cap, costs will have to be cut to match the maximum forecasted revenue. The

estimated revenue loss can be seen in the following table'

Exhibit 5

Estimated Revenue Loss

Calculated

Rates Per Parcel
Land Use Category

5

$

5

$

s
s
s

(0.149s)

(0.1460)

'(0.1s82)
(0.1464)

(0.1218)

(0.14121

Residential

Commercial

Agricultural
Institutional/ Public

Vacant / Undeveloped

Open Space

Foreste d

TOTAL

No. of Parcels

580,469

19,L87

tzl
2,799

4,705
2,343

æ9,6?A

TOTAL Revenue

(86,7731

(2,802l,

(le)
(410)

'5,4441
(331)

$

s

s

s

s

s

s
s (9s,7te)

G. WATERFRONT SCENARIO
An additional scenario was run in which separate rate classes were created for waterfront properties

based on the assumption that waterfront próperty may disproportionately benefit from certain District

services.

The allocations between direct and indirect service/benefit were unchanged for all programs except

for the ograms in both the Aquatic Habitat and r0Vater Quality and Quantity

NRps, {iparian Services (Urban/Rural) in the Aquatic Habitat NRP. These

three s 
^ti%direct 

and 99o/o indireçt in order to avoid over charging parcels

segregated for direct service received (i.e., vúaterfront parcols) -- previously include.d with all other

prãp""tty, The technical analysis with waterfront distinctions is provided in Appendix B.

7
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Distinctions added steps to the allocation anrong customer classes for both the Aquatic Habitat and
Water Quality and Quantity NRPs. Program costs that were splìt between direct and indirect
service/benefit were further allocated among customer classes for both waterfront and not waterfront
designations based on the comparative amount of service/benefit received by each customer class.

The rate calculation for this scenado is summarized in Exhibit 6. Application of the $10.00 rate cap
resulted in the teduced rates shown in Exhibit 7. Exhibit 8 shows the amount of revenue that would
be lost in this scenario.

Exhibit 6
Calculated Rates and Revenue Reconcilfatlon

CrlculEted Râte3 Per Psrcêllend Use cÐtegory
l{otWoÞrîmna Wdffimnt

Resldentlal
Commercial

Agricultural
Institutlonal / Publlc
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space

Foresied

s
5

$

s
s
$

s

9.5960

9,3737

10.1538

9.3968

7.8685

9.0æ7

5

5

s
5
5

s
s
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rOTAt
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9
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5

5

s

s
I
s
s
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L,L37
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2,M

5

I
5

$

s
s
s
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L,229

26,JW
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2t,250

s

s
5

s
s

5

s
s 6.016.:Ils , tv,ttt S 6,¡51,0¡12

Exhibit 7

Rate3 to be Charaed ¡nd Revenue C¡lculadon ÍBASCD ON MAXIMUM RAIEI

PerParcêlMulm¡mAllomble
Rste¡ S m.m

Ettlmated Revenue 1055

Exhibit I

CalculeEd Râles Per Parcel]ând tße Cåtêgory
llolWøtufmnt Wûterhùì
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calculatÊd nâtes
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As the analysis for the waterfront scenario shows, implementation of the waterfront distinctions
would increase lost revenue by about $23,000. In addition to this lost amount of revenue, it would
also be necessary for the King County Assessor's office to add seven subcategories of rates to be
billed, Although it is unknown how cornplicated this would be, King County IT -- DNRP has
indicated they may not be able to accommodate any changes to the program that calculates existing

8

s

s
s

$

s
''6,!Ll

|'3671

5

s
s

s

5

s

(1s61) s
)
5

s

5

s

(14831

(soe)

f6,811)
(41r!

FCS GROUP



Kîng Conseruotlon Dlslrlct Role Study RePort

KCD rates. \Mith the largest differonce in rates between waterfront and not waterfront properties

Ueittg onty $0.042S pr. !""., it is possible that the administrative effort would outweigh any

perceived benefit.
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Parcel
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
9Jmmary of Customer Database

King County AssÊsso/s d¡ra any exempt pôrab (t c
Íbl Aqes Glolated Elng squðre fæt¡ge datà received divided by 43.560 sq- ft. pcr ac?e

[c] crt¡es ¡ncluCs Enumclaw, MÌlton, FedeEl WaY, Pacif¡q Skykom¡sh

[dl Tlmbêr accounts are Prop€rtyTyFe des¡gnated "T'' ãnd are not avallable for Conseryat¡on Distr¡çt charEes

lfl Tobl parælr currently àEjlable to cha€e equale Totðl È of par.els less Èrcels in C¡tiej,'Iìmber, E¡empt
[Bì Added 121,120 @ndo unìts (Nbrunils toDl from condocomplex fìle), w¡th 4,869 ¡n €xempt ciriè5 (bùsed on rip @de5)

to

FCs GROUP
(42s) 857-1802

P{els CrrEtrtly
Àrätr¡Hrto CIl.l¡C

IR

1Í¡8

tl

244

æ3
¡l¡l

a7

18
5

29
46

5

208
49
73

4
l1
1

36,779

L,477
3,089
7,352

6 9.62/!

Bempt le]

4,09s
15€

149

2

8
3

265

36

145

7
7
1

2
6

1

1

4
3

1

it2-752

r¡mber [dl

1

118

2-fts9

Paræls l¡
ctt¡6 [c]

1.499

126
zSC

120

2

15

4
2A

9

2
1

:];2l'r4

Acr6 [b]

322Â
683
0.34

690,693.07
2.05¿-98

6,420.63

5,397.81

2I7.64
913-39

305.97

315.09
2,40\94

375.O¡

2,407-22
3,770-77

22L.65

t7757
12,74

46.r7
119.09

27.O2

1.01

28.83

14.O9

10-31

1.t3L693

Llt SqE€ fæta8e

1,405,980
297,359
14900

30,085,590,168
89,863¡02

279,6æ,59
235,78,458

9,4tO,411

39,787,O'la
13þZA,0L6
13,725,4ì9

10+628,690
16,335,328

122,O2Op6L

!64252,097
9,6gp70
7,rs22s1

s29,O13

2,OLOÞs7

s,18¿500

I,L7't,046
43,924

L255,7O7

6ß,854
44s,OZ3

!qr* sft ttt

Tobl t of
PaGls lal

5

42A37
1¿699

1599
\62t

2

113

16
268

295

63

1.016
58

ú3
t5

tt
53

2L2

1AÆ9

Descrlption

H ¡storlc PropFÊndcnt Fæl
Historlc Prop(M¡sc)

HÈloric Prop(Væant Land)

Vac? nt(Single-fã mi ly)

Vaent(MultÈf¡mily)
V¡cãntlcommerciall

Vacant(lnd6trÈl)
RefoEtation
Forest L¡nd(Class-RcW 84.33)

Fcrest l¡nd(Des¡g-RCW 84.33)

Open Sp¿æ(cun Uæ-Rc\ / 94.34)
Open SpacelÆric-RCW a4:4)
Open Spae Tmbr L¡nd/Grêenbelt
EaseBent
Rescrue/Wildemes ArÊà

Rlghr of \ lãy/utit¡ry, Ræd
R¡€r/creeUStre¿m
'ildeland, 1st class

rìdelãnd,2nd Class

Tcnsfërable Dev Rights

Watêr Body, Frcsh

sh!ll Structure
8ed & Brealdðst

Rooming House

FÉternity/sorority Hou5e

Gas st¿tion

fOtherl

C¡d€

278
2AO

æ9
300
301

309

316

323
324

1a5
126
327
3ZA

330
331

33¿

333

334
33s
336

337

339

340
14t
342
343

^slgned 
land U* Gtegory

2

5
5
5
s
5
7

7
7
6
6
7
5
6
6
5
6
6
5
6
z
2
1
1
a

commercial
Commerclal
Vacant,/ U¡developed
Væant,/¡ Uodeveloped
V¡cant/ Undeveloped
VèGnt/ UndevclogEd
VaEnt / U¡deve¡ap€d
Forëted
Fo16tÊd
Forestcd
Open Space

Open 5pace

Fqested
OpeD Space

Open Space

Op€h Space

open Space

OFen Space

Open SÞ¡æ
VacãnÎ/ Und€velqped
Open Space

cgmrercial
ComlEcÉl
R6idential
Rsidcnti¿l
Comm.rcial
ScLct l¡nd Us OÈfofy

KCD2015 Madel FINAL
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
land Use Categories

FCS GROUP

(42s) 867-1802

KCD 2015 Model FINAL

Land Use 5ummary

æ9,624

580,469

t9,187
tzt

2,799

4,705
2,343

641624

Parcels Currently
Availableto Charge

tfl

32,752

24,477

1,604
27

310

5,747

3t2
275

!ti2,752

Exempt [e]

2,059

1

2,0s8

2,059

TTmber [d]

32þ74

Parcels in

Cities [c]

29,627

996

2

165

2,088

93

3

!t2,974

1,13L693

Acres [b]

255,483

5L,242

2,292
20,254

775,O43

23,a07

3,533

,,737,693

49296564,318

71,r28,8r't,875
2,233,836,2r9

99,859,711

882,246,637

33,760,862,936

1,,037,020,767

153,896,179

49,296,564,378

Lot Square Footage

7r7,Æ9

Total f of
Parcels [a]

634,574

21,787

150

3,274

54,598

2,748
278

772409

TOTAT

Land Use Categories

1 Residential

2 Commercial

3 Agricultural

4 lnstitutional / Public

5 Vacant/ Undeveloped

6 Open Space

7 Forested

8 [Other]
9 lother]
10 [Other]

Subtotol

11 EXEMPT

Page 6 of 18



KING CONSERVATION DISTRIST
Rates & Charges Model
Allocation Bases

Fu nctional Allocation Bases

Customer Allocation Bases

FCS GROUP

(42s) 867-1802
KCD 2015 Model FINAL

AllocBases

TOTAT

LOO-O%

99.O%

95.V/o

75.O%

50.o%

25.O%

0_o%

t00.o%
too.o%
too.o%
700.o%

too.o%

lndirect
100,0%

99-O%

95.O%

7s.o%

50.o%

25.O%

0.o%

too.0%
too.o%
too.0%
700_o%

LO9.O%

Direct

o.vÁ
t.o%
5.U/o

25.O%

50.o%

7S.O%

to0-o%

Al.location Bases

All lndirect
Io/oDirect f 99% lndirect
5% Direct / 95% lndirect
25%Direù. / 75% lndirect
50% Direct / 50% lndirect
75% Direct / 25% lndirest
All Direct

lOtherl
IOther]
IOther]
[Other]
lorherl

lothedlOtherllotherlNo, ofAcres

255,483

5r,282
7,292

20,254

77s,O43

23,8O7

3,533

1,131,593

No. of Parcels

580,469

1.9,187

L2L
2,799

44,705

2,343

649,624

land Use Categories
(Customer Classes)

Residential

Commercial
Agricultural
lnstitutional / Public

Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space

Forested

lotherl
IOther]
IOtherl
TOTAL
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Clrarges Model
Budget

Farm and Agriculture Þnds
Loe¡ Food System

Rural Farm Plännint seruices

Uröan Fam Plamint serv¡ces

Forestry S€ruices (tlrban/Runl)
shorel¡ne and Â¡pårian SeMces (Urban/Rural)

lurisdict¡on-Focused Fund

Commun¡rätions, Outrèach, Advisory Comm¡tte€
Þndowner lnæntive Program

5ubùtal

Fonstry
Local Food System
Rur¿l Farm Plann¡nB sefvices
Urban Farm Plann¡ng seruiæs
For6try 5eruiæs (Urban/RuEl)
shoreline and Ripàrian Services (Urban/Rur¿ll

lurtsdidiorì+ocused Fund

Communietions, Outreach, Advisry cammittee
Landowner lrcentìve PrcgÌ¡m

subÊoÞl

Upland llabitat
LoGl Food SFtem
Runl F¡rm Plannin8 Services

Urban Farm Planning sflices
Forestry sefv¡Ë (Urbar¡/Rural)

Shorcline and R¡pår¡an Services (Urban/Rur¿l)

Jurisdiction-Focused Fund

communicatioN, oulreadl, AdvisorT Comm¡ttee
L¡ndowner lncentive Prctràm

subtoEl

Aquatic Habitet (F¡esh and Marinel
Local Food System

Rural Farm PlanrúngseNiæs
urbil Ferm Plann¡nt Sedices
Forestry SeNices (U¡ban/Rur¡ll
shorel¡ne and RiperÈn seN¡ces (Urban/Rural)

Jurisdiction-Focused Fund
commuo¡cãt¡ons, Or¡tre3ch, Adv¡sory commìttee
La ndowner lnæntive ProgEm

Suhot¡l

water Queaity and quaot¡ty (stormwdter, Fbod¡ng, etc.l
Loæl Food System
Rurd Fam Plenn¡ng serv¡ces

Urban Fam Planning Seru¡æs
Forestry Swies lUrban/nural)
Sho¡eline ¡nd Ripar¡an 5wic6 lUrban/Rurau
lufisd¡stion-Focused Fund
communicat¡ons, Outreach, Advisow Commjtþe
Landowner Inænt¡ve ProEram

SubroEl

FCS GROUP

t--l

s 274,125
254,035

57,rito

1zzE59
¿8L342

8r"000
209,296

5 1,294,?Eo

s-
159,E¿7

11,669
60,750

S ¡t41,541

36.¿91
9.590

159.827

å0e086
¿0,250
5q603

$ ¡s6,gr

5 s¡,s¿s
145,163

19.180

t5.364
400.6¿1

El"o0o
150,593

$ I,it26¡{5

s 5¿,82s
2r7,74

76,72O

575.364
z8t23Z
4o5æ

209,296

$ 1"459,660

191 D¡rÊct / 59'6 hd¡rect
25?6 oirect / 75t6 hdlrÊct
25% olrect,/ 75,6 lnd¡rect
1% oitect ¡/ 9f¡96 hdirect
1rG D¡rect / 99t6 lndlrect
1'É o¡rect / 99ß lnd¡rect
19t D¡rect / 99'É hdlrêct
5% Direct/ 9516 lndirect

1% D¡rÊa / 99t6 hd¡recl
1% D¡rect / 99}6 lnd¡rest
1% Direct / 9!t% lnd¡rect
5% Direct / 95'Ê lndircct
196 DÌrecl / 99'6 hdirect
1J6 Direct/ 99'6 lnd¡r€ct
1t6 D¡recr/ 991t6 lrd¡rrct
596 Darcct / 95% lndlrèct

196 oirèct / 99X lndlrect
1t6 DiEst/99% hd¡rect
196 D¡rccl / 99t6 hd¡rect
5% o¡rect / 95?6 lnd¡tE.t
196 Direct / 99'6 lrdìrrct
196 Dir€ct / 999{ ¡ndirect
t% D¡recr / 9Yl6 lndlrGct
5t€ Q¡rect/ 95% lndìrêct

1?6 O¡red/ 99ß ¡ndìrect
l% Dkecr./ 99t6 lnd¡rect
1lË D¡rrct / 999G lnd¡rest
196 D¡rect/ 99'6 ltd¡rê€t
596 o¡rect/ 9s'É tndirect
t?6 oirect/9991 hd¡rect
1'6 Direct / 99rl hdircct
59É oiÞct / 9516 hd¡r.ct

l% gir€st / 9991 hd¡rèct
1,6 Dírect/ 99tl lnd¡rect
196 Diect / 9916 lnd¡recl
196 D¡rlctl 996 ¡ndirect
196 Direct/ 99'6 lndirest
1% Þlrect / 99i lnd¡rect
1% D¡rê(t/ 99t6lnd¡rect
5% D¡rect / 95% lrdirect

S 271,æ4
190,526

50,3¿A

125J80
27E,529
80,llx)

1!18,&lr

S r,196¡r,

S zz4rzs
254,035

67,]j¡0

127,A59
281t342

81,000
209,296

s 1¿e4;786

99.096

75.0tú
75.096

99.0%
99.0%
99.0%
99.0%
95.0?C

1.0%
25-0%
25.fF;6

L(f,6
1.0?6

1.0%

L096
5.096

r.wo
r.0?6

1.096

5.09É

1.016

1.0t6
L.VÁ
5,0r(

100.0%
100.096

100.0,6
100.0t6
100.016
1m.0%
100.0%
1fÐ.0%

L74L
63,509
16,783

1"279
2,813

810

99.096

99.ú.
99,0%
95.0%
99.e/6
99.M
99.096
95-f¡9ß

99.016

99.0t6
99.096

9S.0%

99.0%
99.016

99.096
95.fr¡

100.0t(
100.0t6
100,016

100.0%
1@.096

100.0%
1m,0%

11"5s¿
60,1¡l¿

5

I et3ee

Ê

tst 836 7,99L 1s9,827

3

Lfl
607

10,/165198,8!t1

S 422J61

35,928
9,494

15r,836

299.065
Ð,w7

s s72"0¿3

S sq,zlz
143,711

18,!r8E

5¿¡5,596

396,614
80,1S0

143,158

s 1,¡r3,5r4

5 sa,zn
275,567
7sg9t

569,610
?a2,379

40,095
198.831

5 1¡36,71t

u"669
6oJs0

44lïs41

36,æ;
9"590

759,827-

30¿086
20,¿50

$ ro,oo¡ 5e,647

s

s

s 5

19,1tO

363
96

,,*:
3,021

202

s

99.096

99.096

99.0tÉ

99.096

9s.096

99.0'6
99.0?6
95,Ot6

r,wÞ
1.016

1,016

5.0t6
1.096

L.g'A
L0t6
s.fn6

r-096

1.0t6
LM
1.0?6

5,0
1,Ot6

r.0'6
5.016

1.0%

1.0t6
r.v"
1,096

1.tP/6

r,we
1T¡J
5.Ot6

100,016

1æ.096
r@.0%
1æ.016
100.0?6

100-0t6
100.096
1æ.0t6

100.09(
100.0'ó
100.t 9É

100.o16

r00.016
1CÍLo'6
100.0t6
1¡0.016

5ilt
1¡452

192

s

2ß,764
4,006

810

43,31¡

548
2,L77

767

5,754
2¡.52

¿r05

$ s482s
145.153

19.180

s7t364
¿¡00,621

E1,000
150,693

I !125¡45

S 1,825
217,744
76,720

575,364
zE5,Z3Z
¡t0,500

2ù9296

5 1¡59É80

99.f¡96

99,096

99.0%
99.016

99.096

99.096
95.09t

r00,0t6
100,0rÉ

100-0tÊ

LOO,W
100.096

too.0'6
tæ,e¡
100.ot6

s

KCD 2015 Mod.l FlNAl-

Budgêt

Tdt:
CostsAlloc¡tg

lrd¡ËctTot¡lD¡Þd
Allo€lt¡on P.rceilrres

lnd¡rcEt
Alloc¡t¡on gas¡sTotal Co3t2015 Budget

(42s) 867-1802

2¿95n
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KING CONSERVATION DISTR| T
Rates & Charges Model
Budget

Fcs GROUP

l-¡-]

KCD 2015 Model FINAL

Budgct

Tola I

S 7rz;?zs
7Z,Sal
ú,r80

15,558
1¿1,5m

S e4fl4

s 5^151.042

D¡Ed

S 178,181
ta,l45
4,795

3,æO
30,375

$ 235"336

S ¡l¡t Bi¡l)

lnd¡Ert

5 5.71t r93

Alloølrd CGtr

s 534,544
94,436
14,:81

1L669
91,1¿5

5 706¡.5r

ï6Þl

100.096

r00¡r(
100.09ß

100.fr96

100.096

l00r%
100In6
100.096

DiÞÊt

25.OTþ

25.W
z5.w
?,5.ú6
z5.tx
25,W"
E,W
25.016

lnd¡rËt

75.V"
75.Wr
75.W
75,0,É
75.ü4
7\W'
75.û6
75.W

Alloalion Besls

25% Oirect / 7596 hdircct

¿5X D¡r8ct/ 75'¡ hdiÌèrt
25)6 D¡rect / 75'6 hd¡rect
2596 Okect / 75?6 lnd¡reçt
2596 Direct / 75?É lnd¡rect
2596 Daræt / 75?l lndhect
2596 Di¡ecì / 75X hd¡r€c!

s 5J51¡¡l¡

Iolal Cor

s 7r¿7¿s
74s8t
19.180

15,558
12L5(þ

5 9$,5{4

TOIAL

2015 Budget

Ëodromrc 5uPPott to woüint lantb
Loc¿l Food System
RuEl FaÎm Phnni¡tr Sw¡€
Ufban Farm Pla¡n¡æ SfliG
Foreslry Seruiæs (Urban/Ru¡al)
Shore[ne and Riparian ServicÊs (Urban/Runl)
lunid¡ction-Focused Fund
Communi€tìoß, qjtnæ.h, Advisory Comm¡ttee
LandowE lnænli€ PrDgc rn

subtDÈl

ToEl

S 1,os6,soo

725ßr4
LL80O
3ilt 6s4

1¿78,586
r,296507

4U,9æ
t37,1a2

3 6.rs'.o4z

Dh.ct

S r8¿o19
85,6¡16

22,632
15,9e3

35,800

16,699

33¿10
¡¡t 859

I !3¡.8¡9

M.ct
AllÉtld Co6È

S e1448r
640,166

169,158

¡03,671
L,242,786

14279Ð8
37tt7æ)
795,323

I 5.?17.1!Ìt

17.8t6

11.8t6

ìr?6
5.2tt

20.89É

¿r,t%
6.616

13,6t6

lm-09ú

Tota¡ C6t

s 1,æ6,s00
725,8t4
191,800

319.554

7¿78,56
1,256,507

404999
&t7,182

s 6lsr-oa2

5UMMARÜ
Lo6l Foodsystil
Rurãl Fam Plannirlg SeNices

Urban F¡rm Planningsedices
Fo restry Services f Urùan/Rural|
Sho.el¡nè and R¡pãrian Seruicês (Urbån/Rural)

Juñsd¡ction-Focused Fu nd
commun¡et¡ons, outææh, Adviery coanm¡ttee
La¡downer I ncentive Prcgrar¡í

TOIAL

(4251 857-1802 Page 9 of 1E



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Fam and A8ridlùre låîdj

Farm and I :n¡{< - lndirEct B€nefit

Fafm and Aericr¡lture L¡nds - Di¡ect 8enefü Costs

FG GROUP

l42S) 867-1EO¿

No beæfit

Pa rti¿ I benefit (om paEd 1o olhú das6
Fûlt o.ôoortioml bancfft rcmparcd to other chses

0

1

f¡sts s 1.196.387

s 98399

ç affi

I
5

s
)
à

s
s

s
s

I.E¡77
LULT
r.&17
t.utl
r_4417

L.84.77

Uõlt Co6t

tÊtFüe/l

3 Ltsltt

Alloaf¡d c¡¡l

1.069.027

:}5,335

zz3

51s5
82¡31

4,115

rnoú

f stEc

89.35%

¿.9sx
D.O2%

o,494
6.A8Å

0.36tú

0.ü]*
0 00%

0,00*
oaú

6ÆL6¿4

Adju*d
A¡loEdm

Ba5ls

580,{59

79,7f1
121

44,705

2,*1

2
2
2

2
2
2

A

BeneREAdl.
Fac¡sE

ed¡

580,,t69

19,r37
1¿1

2,799

44,705

2,yt

No. cf Pæek

1ôtÀL

rard Uscrt*ory

RE¡dentiål
Commeftì¡l
Atri@ltual
lNtìtütion¿|,/ Public

Vaant/ UndweloPed
Op€n spãce

FoEtcd
lothed
lOtherl
loth.d

s 015lli

Ur{t øst
arEtP.t dl
5
5

s
s
3
5
s
5

s
s

0.158E

o,3375

0.168t

B3!t9q

97.963

47

ß5

Ín¡ot

995696

0.0016

0.049É

0-m*
o,cft%

0.4{H
o.ñl
0,0ft'(
oi0r
0.00t(

iShort

zstst

AdlEred
Álloødon

Bâsls

290,È5

72I

7,772

BrndllsMi
FadeE

I
o
2
0
o
I

¡T

¡¡q of hEÊh

580,44)
19,rE7

I2r
2;799

44,705
2,*l

Rer¡dst¡al
commerc¡¡l
AtriuhuBl
lnstitutnml/ Publ'r
Vâät/ tlndevelop.d
opên spaÉ
FoEted
[other]
lotherl

Lnd U$ cif.fpry

KCD 2015 Mod.l FINAL

NRP 1
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Forestry

Forestry - lnd¡rcct BerE'fitcosts

Forestry - D¡rect Beneftt Costs

FCs GROUP

1425)E37-ú02

No benefìt

P¡rtìa¡ bcrcfi t @mp¡rêd to other du6
Full g.oæfign¡lbehefn comoaEd lo othlr clú6

0

¡
t

s 422361

S r9,18o

o-ßß2s

Unlt Cort

lpqtuært

¡

5

5

5

)
s
I

0-6sD2

o.6so2

0.6502

o.6tl2
0.6so2

o'65(D

[22361s

ÂIEtrd Col

5
s

5
s

37¡399
!L475

79

1,820

29,055

¡"523

XSh¡r

89_35I

2.95f
0.02*
o439{

6.889t

0.369(

Doel
0.rxlx
0.üt9l
0.m91

lm-fI¡*

Adrusl4d

Allo@lb¡
Eúir
580169
ß,1trJ

127
2,799

44,m5

¿343

æ^62/r

Ben!üÈ Adj.
Facbr

No. of FeEls

580,46e
1!¡.187

121

2,799

44,705

2)4!

gs-ilmTtf,

Land Use CõÞgDry

Rsidenti¡l
tommerciål
Agn-ohuEl
lnstitú¡sal/ Publ¡c

ú¡ent/ Undæloped
tpen 5F.æ
:orëted

:orherl
lotherl
fothe.l

Unlt CÐst

lçtÞwrdl

0.ft304

û0304

0.0304

0.0609

Allooùd c6l

,r.r:
4

1,:¡61

143

5
I
5
Þ

s
5
s
I
s

% shaG

9Lr4:'
0.oot
o,oza
0.0otr

7.LO

o,7411

0.oot
o.0f¡9t
(tæ1
ûdôry

mm

Adlustcd
A¡*ãüoo

oâsi

61

zlto2t5

22,353

2,141

3t¿g

F¡tus
ðecots Adl-

f\b. ot Pa@lj

s80¡69
19,187

121

2,89
44,705

441

H9.SAfoTAt

l¡rd U* Caaeggry

Rls¡dènlÞl
Commerc¡al

A$-ultral
lnstr.tul¡onal / Public
uaq nl / Ljndeveloped

OFeñ Space

Foréted
lolherl
to¡trrl
totherl

KcD 2015 Model FINAL

NRP 2 Pâge l1of 18



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
uFland Haô¡t¡t

Uoland Habilat - lndired Benefit Costs

U¡lard Habitat - D¡rect Bênefit Costs

No bsefìl
Parìial bÊn!fü @mparcd to othêldõses
Full ¡¡ooonlon¡l b¿nrirt <omoå¡Êd to other clõses

o

I
2

s 5r¿04,3

S 14604

olffiç

udr cõt
lfEreøæl)

0.tt05
0¡806
o8806
0.8806

0.8a06

o.8806

s 5,2043

511,147

16.8S6

107

1,465

t9¡66
405¡

I
5
s
s
Ë

s
5

)
s
I

1mü

tl shlre

Ei9,35X

2.95X
ut¿yr
o.43x
6.88%

o36ll'
o-wt
0-æ,(
trmT(
[J-Ú|f

øg.gal

adlEd
AlloEtion

güir
580,46!l

:l)ÂA7
127

z7e9
44705
2341

2.

2
z
2

z
2

Facb6
8enetuA4.

6¡t.a

Ì¡s. of Peßels

580,469

19,187

121

2,799

4,705
2,9)5pæ

/ Undevêlopcd

Public

lottÉr]
IotlEr)

l¡nd irsc C.Egort

o-ûÞçç

Uhlt Cost

@¡'g¡ell

5
s
5

5

s
s
s
$

5
C

o.0231

0.æ31
0.fEit1
0.0231

o.ú62

:4,Ws

5

s
3
t
:
$
I
5
s

ï1,396

3

65

1.032

108

^IsqEd 
Col

1m-m3

91.71?É

0.009É

o,0z9t

o.44r(
7,069l,

o.74%

O.(F¡
0.00tf
0.00f
o-00*

9ß ShúÊ

atrls

ÀdlGted
ailoøllù

8¡ls
290.,23.5

5t
!4OO

22J53
2343

ldrcnE Adl
factotr

580,469

19,1E7

72L
2,799

44t7OS

2.143

æ-É24

Neof PæB

hÎ¡t

Lê<¡dÈri¡l
conmEE¡al
A€ricoltuEl
ln*ÌtutiNl/ Public

Va€ot/ undevêloped
open SFåq
For&d
lotherl
lothql
fotherl

land ue c¡Þßory

FCs GROUP

(425) E ¡-1E02

KcD zol5 Mqdel R¡¿AL

NRP 3
Pagcr2of 1a



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rat€s & Charges Model
Agurt¡c Hadtå¡ fFre$ and M¡rinel

AquatiÊ Hab¡tõt (F¡esh and Marinel - lnd¡rect Bcnefit Costs

âcùa¡¡c Habitat fFrËsh ald Marlnel - Ir¡rect Bcnefitcorts

tcs GRAUP
(42s) E67-1802

No heæfit

P¡n¡àl beæfit coñpaEd to ot¡er d¡lss
Full DEæñìôñ¡l bêmñ¡.õmðãmd iô ôrhêrdãssB

0

1
2

$ 1,3r3,s84

S ß3u

Uñt cost

ItN Pú.al,

2.7297

2.72s7

21'97
L1A7
L7297
zt2s7

t t,w

Alloatcd c¡l

5
5

s

s
s
s
Þ

s
s

1.235,2s1

40,663
29

5,961
95,210

4gso

:a SleÊ

89.3591

2 95f
0.029(

o.43X
6.889f

036X
o-oûx
0.m9t
Â00Í
o009t

m

A46rcd
AlloÉdoi

b¡l¡
5&1,469

ß,ra7
L2t

2,799

44,705
2)41

rot4

BenellG Ad¡.

FæÞß
t¡À of P¡el5

s80,459

19,7A7

AA
2,799

e,70s
2,¿43

g9-pÁEru

låd UsÊ C¡Þ8ory

t6üt€nÞal
:ommerc¡¿l
qgriahuEl

nrtjtutioEl / Públ¡c

r'aðn1/Undælopêd
f,peh 5p¡ce
:orasted

lotherl
:Othcrl
'ñb.l

o-tE6-,5

UdtCq¡Î
UErP@tl

o069()
0.0690

0.0690

tt0690
0.0345

D,0690

Iß'j¡1l

AtroaEd c6

4,O79
1,325

8
193

L543

::

% Sh.G

92-541

3,06ï
0-olt
0^¿t5ti

?,56X

o.t7,i
0,fü
0 0091

D.0oti

o¡09(
¡m-oor

Adlcd
Á!€tlon

¡úls
5roÆ9
lsJ¡7

121

2,7æ
?2Å5t

2,341

6Zt.ZriÌ

lbrufiÈAdl
F&E

2
2
2
z
1

2

f{o. ol Pã@lj

58ÐÆ9
ßJa7

l2¡
2,79

44,705
z,Ul

ffiÐtfolaf

l¡nd U* C¡trtory

Rcsidential

Coomercial
AtriultuBl
lßt¡Îut¡oÉl/ Public

V¡@nt/ uodeveleped

opetrSpae
FoEled
foùerl
lOtherl
ldhêrt

KCD 2015 Mo¿el FINAL
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K¡N6 CONSERVATION D¡STRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Wãtéî Qualtty and qrantltY Flornnmt¡r, Floodln&

Wãter n,rrñt¡tu,Cr^rhw¡tor Fln¡Cins ¡ò¡ I - lndìrect Benefit Costsand

o¡Þl¡tv ãhd ouenlitv lstûrmwater- Floodin¡. etc.ì - Dilcct Beneftt Co6E

s 1A?.Ê'r11

5 2¿96sWete¡

Full oroÞonio^el beôefû @mEred tooth?f dñes

l¡o benefit

Pan¡al benefit @mpãred 10 otlEr clõset
o
I
t

2Æ5

5

s
s
t
5
t
5

t
s

L¿LLF
2.2!t6
2,2t76
2.2176

¿ã16
LZ7l6

Unlt C6t
UYPø@ll

s
s
5

è

s
s
$(

,\283J68
42,424

z6a
6,190

98,E70

s,t82

Allootcd Corl

tmfi

tÉ Shôrc

E935Ï
z*N
o-ozrl
0.43r(

6.&r9(

0,369(

0.00t1

0.00?i

0.oo?i

o_mgt

@ar

^4¡¡r¡JAlbetio
¡¡rt

5æ.469
19,187

121

2,199

44,705

2,343

z
7
e
¿
2
7

0€neñßrd.J.
F¡CbE

6,9-624

llo. of P¡rce&

58O,469

19,187

121

2,799

4,70.5
Ð43

blt

ìsidenl¡al
:ommerc¡¡l
qgr¡cultußl

lns¡itutioml/ Public

úaÈñ/ Undeveloped

0pen Space

Forsted
lotlPrì
loüer¡
fnrhrrì

Land t¡se C¡te¡orï

0.D:I6õ

0.fr366

û0366
0.(B66
0¡183
0-0365

lrrit Cost

lñPoEll

s 2s59

AlloÉtÊd co3l

s
s
)
5
s

s

s

zvss
703

4
l.0z
818

86

lm-o

9¿54tÉ
:1.069Í

o.o!Á
0.45r(

3.55*
0 379(

o00"1

0,ocFl

0 009r

o llotf

'l 
Sbaæ

540.459

ß,ta7
tzl

2;7

',¡53
L113

dÐ

AdJ!ftd
Allølþn

Sõ¡5

^
BcÞñBAój.

Faffi

¿
z
2
2'

I
I

5tf)¡69
79.1¡7

121
2,799

4,705
2,4t

flr524

15- of Pæels

fot L

lðrd Us car¿gory

REs¡dÊnrìal

commeGÞl
AgridlluEl
lrst¡tutid¡l/ Publ¡c

Vå@nt/ Urlweloped
open SpÈcÊ

FoEsted

loth¡d
fOthcrl
l-ôlhß(ì

TCSGROUP

(¿25185?-1802

KCD 2015 ModEl FINAL
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
EonomaE supPort to tìrsilúng lands

Econom¡cSuDDortto Work¡nE Lands - lnd¡rect BenefitCosts

Eçonom¡c SuDDort to Working Lends - Direct Beneflt €osts

No benefit

P¿rtìùl heneñt @mp¡rcd to other cl.sres

0

I
,

3 7o6,1s8

S 23sj86

3 ao¡to

UnlÈ Ccst

UryP'@ll

s
s
s
s
s
5
5
5

5

41696
1 1595

1-1É95

L1696

0,58/¡a

s 7Ê7SA

5

s

s
5
5

t
$
s
Þ
(

57a,931

22/42
t4z

1,274

1,370

æ¡ddr of

X slÉn

96.t4fÅ

3,1891

0.02r{

OA6f¡4

0.æ%
0.19%

ûmx
Ì.@4
0.oo'l
o_ffi

1mfi

Albøtþn
Bõk

sEO,469

E,ta7
727

z,E9

\172

ß_74

ScrElBAdi
;actsrt

z
2
z
¡
o
I

fro.

580,469

19,1E7

1¿
zl9

u.m5
2,343

æ-daOTÂT

Land Us CsreÍory

RÊs¡d€nÈial

Commcrci¡ì
Aar¡cukuFl
lEtituliqnal / Publ¡c

VaGnt/ UndeveloFed

Open Spaæ

FoE ted

Ioücrl
lotherl
ldh.rì

s ol62¡

Urlt Cct
tãPffi?'l

s

3
I
I
s
s
5
5
$
g

0,:¡sx)
0,3Ef¡0

o:r1at
o.3t90

q1890

s a5_s

225,827

7¡55
94

1,08S)

9L2

Él¡on d

,( 5hæ

9t94X
1.17

0,047

0.46f
0.00,(

0.39*
0.ootf
0.m9t
o-oft9f

næ9
1m_m9

ArtJuLC
Alloødon

h.¡ç

290,23S

9,594
121

l,,lo0

1.7-72

:td.ç20

la¡cfrÈ A4-
FactoB

ils of P¡@ls

5to/469
19,19¡

127

2,799
4,705
2,43

æ-Éa{rOTÀL

R!rilênlial
:ommêrcia I

\gridltuEl
nstitutl@1,/ Pubff
/âø nt / undrGloped
Jprn 5p¡ce
:ocstcd

lotherì
.OttErl
Othe.l

Iànd LlEe CrlÊ8orv

FG GROUP

(42s1867-1&)2
KcD zots ti¡odel FINÀL
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Unit Costs

FCs GROUP

(4Zs) E67'1.8O2

AYerage

$

é

$

s
s

1.9931

a6797
(19031

z-LgØ
2.2470

7.4494

IOrnerl

$

s
5

s
s
5

[other]

¿

s
5

s
s
s

s
t
5

5

5

s

[Orñer]

s
s
s

5

s
5

ForestedOpenSpæ

s
s
)

s

)

2,0¡.04

o.7tll
os267
2.1988

22482
0.9739

s 7A201

vaar¡t/
undêveloped

s
)
5

5

s
s

LUIT
0.5805

09037
ztil1
2.-D99

$

s

s

s
Þ

L.Ut7
0.6502

0.9037

¿u)8E

2,7482

1.55E7

lnstt'ùt¡oml /
Publíc

s 10.1s82

Agñq¡hural

5

5

s
s

s
s

2.t792
0.6805

0.9037

¿1988

2,2492

Lyl7

)
Þ

$

s

)
s

L84IT
0.6502

0.EEO6

2.Ír8E
2.2482

r-5587

Commer€¡al

S 9.6004

Resk ential

$

s
s
s

$
t

¿0104
0.6'806

0.9037

2.79A8

2.2482

1.5587

TOTAL

Farm and Agriculture Lands

Forestry
Upland Hab¡tat
Aquat¡c Habitat (Fresh and Madne)

wãter Quality and Quantity (Stormweter, Flooding; etc.)

Economic Support to Work¡ng lands

!¡nd Us€ Câtegories

KCD 2015 Modd FINAL

Unit Costs
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Klng Conservotlon Dlsidct Rote Sludy RepoÉ

ApPENDIX B: TTcHNIcAL ANnTYSIS WITH

WnTTRFRoNT SEPARATED

.:þFCS GROUI, t4



KING CONSERVATION DISTRI T
Rates & Charges Model

Fcs GROUP

(42s) 867-1æ2

Uæ theæ tinkê to u4qte your other Íevenues. expenses, ond cost allocstions, tlrcn vìau your colaÌated rotes'

KCD 2015 Model w WaterfrontSeparåted
Dashboard

Al¡ocate Costs

!,Jllj:-ÌfOrìt

i ii , ir a :r rliì:t ;ì ÀÍ E:Oli'er Êcve ¡ue

8uc g.t

Paæ 1 of 18



KI NG CONSERVATION D¡STRICT
Rates & Charges Model

FCs GROUP

(42s) 867-1802

KCD 2015 Model w Waterfront Separated

Diagram

Who receives service
share (tutl, panial, or none)?

Where ¡s property located?

Who receives service

share $utt, partiaL or none)?

Type of service
provided

Who receives service
sharg {ful¡, pa.tial, or none)?

Where is property located?

Who receives service
Share (rull, partial, or none)?

Natural Resource Priority

D i rect I nd i rect

Not Waterfront \,\¡aterfront Not Waterfront Waterf r ont

Land Use Categori,
1. Resrdential

2 Conrrnerciaf

3 Agricuftirral
.1. Institut¡oirali PLr blic

5 Open Space

6. Vacarrt,i

U n d er,eloped

7 Forestry

Land Use C¡teporv Land Use Catesorv Land Use Categorv

l Residential

2. Conrnrercial
3 Agricultural
rl lnstrtutional/Publrc
5 Open 5pace

6 Vaca nt,/

U nd eve loped
7 Forestry

1. Residential
7 Conrnrerci¿ I

3. Agricultural
4 Institution¿ l/Public
5 Opcn Sp,rce

6 \i a c.: nt,/

[J rrdevt-.loped

7 Forestry

I Residentral

2 Conrnrercial

3 Agricu lturral

4 lnstitution¿l/Publìc
5 Open Space

6 \/¡c¿nt/
U ndeveloped

/ l-ort'stry
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Nol WaterfMtwat€rÊmtlÁlllParcels Cur€ntlY
Avållable to CharS,e

ffl

Hempt lelr¡mbs [.fl
Parcds fn

odes lcl
Total * of
Èræli [a]

IÞrrfpl¡oDcodea$fgned tand us CetcStrY

KING CONSERVAT¡ON DI5TRICT
Rates & Charges Model
summary of Customer Databasê

vacant./ U¡dshtcd
Res¡dentlÊl

Res¡dtr¡¡al
Residenùal

Residenùìl

Resldcntial
Rð¡dentiãl
Rês¡de¡tial
Residenùal

Rerideßùal
Residentì¡l

Res¡denti¡l

ResidcntEl
RÊsidential

Rerldential
Re5identìal

ResidentÌ.1

Resid€ntiel

Residentíal
ccmmercial

commercial
R6ldential
Rsìdent¡al
commercia¡

Commercl¡l
Commercìal
commerc¡al
commercial
commercial
commeßlal
Commercial
commerc¡al
C!mmerc¡ãl
commer.ial
Commerciêl
Commercia I

a¡mhercial
Commerciaì

AB.ic0 ltu re I

Agr¡cuhúEl

Cammercial
commeEial
commeEial
commerc¡al
Commerc¡al
commercla I

commeTc¡al

commeÍc¡el
open sp¿e
cammerc¡al
commerci¡l

Æ2,94L
7,OL7

L,A97

2,26L
4,45

58

6,754

303
6,1t9
1,151

4
a2ß

723,9L6
E7

L5l79
205

166

7
34

2@

6!

141

113

33
a

465
2,978

¡A

lj¡1
3,351

57
'ìE

71
n
a7
14

5

2
249

57
74
4t

1,012
a4

14

130

r37
138

140

141

742
143

:.45

L46
147

149

150

]-52

lukml
s¡rEle Fam¡ly(Res Use/zone)

!ß
10,024

L2

1a

56

51

141

4
a1

2

23,223
226

2ß
144

395

149

L034
17,898

223
5s

106

223

14

679
25

361
6g

7

2,770
¿91

j\751
15

!939
I

2,722

427,979

6,568

1.825

r9o7
4,O74

54

5,680

275
s.609

44

12r
rL6,267

2,!O4

4r7,797
6,480

\a''i
La89
4O18

3

5,539

27I
5,558

1,o76
44

127

116,266

74,24L
737

138

243

5
32

2r7
42
&

149
93

33

7

€8
2,675

4I
102

2,594
46

610
1

51

É1

75

12

4
1

r97
48

35

7-¡4

73

10

1
1
1
I
t
I
I
I
I
1
1

2

3
4

6

7

a
9

11

IÞ

20

29

4A

49

51
55

56

57
58

59
50
61

62
63
64
96
101

105

106
118
!22

Duplex

Iriplex
4-PLx

s¡ngle Fàm¡ly{c/l zone}

Hoeboôl
Mob¡le Homc

single Family{c/l Use)

Apartftnt
AIEßrent(Mixed use)

Apàrtmnt(Cæp)
apartrcn(5ubsidized)
condomlñ¡um(Re5¡dential) [ß]

condomln¡um(M¡xed Use)

IoMhou5c Plêt

Mob¡le Hoñe Park

cDndomhium(M Homc Pk)

Ret¡rêmnt F¡c¡litY

Hotel/Mqtel
RelEbil¡Ètlon cenler

R6idenæ Hall/Dom
Group Home

RestrI/Lodae/Retre¿t

Nursing Home
Shoppi ng Ctr(Nghbrhood)

Shopping clrlc.mm!nitv)
Shopp¡ng Ctr(Rc8'Pnaì)

shopping Ctrf Maj Retail)

Shopping Ct(sÞec¡eLtY)

Ret¿il(Une/strip)
Ret¡il Sto¡e
Fer¿il(B¡g Bd)
Retail(Discwñt)

offìce Bu¡lding

office Pãrk

MediGì/Dental Otfiæ

condomin¡urdofficeÌ
Fãfm

I
1
1
1
:,
I
1
2

I
¡
z
2
?
2
2
2
2
2
7
z.

2
2
2-

2
z
3
3
z
z
2
2
I
2
z
z
6
2
2

4'e:e

zot
35

1

L3

19

6
14,327

154

L41

25r
7

32
277

54

49

L4a

93

33
7
7

w
2,680

42
102

612
1

êo

61

75
!2

4
1

50

Is7

904
14
t0

¡

ß
77

3

a
1

12z
7

17

11

22

1

!4
r72

L?

20

15

9

3

1
29

151

5

15

5

51
43

13

14
l1

1

1

1

2A

3
z7

3

2,957
A7

Greenhse./Nrry/Hon sryc

Mining,/Quarry/ore Proæ5s¡nB

Bowllng Alley
Campground

Dr¡v¡nE Range

Golf course
HÉlth Club

Marina
Movìe Theelêr

Fark, Public(Z@/Arbor)
Park, Pr¡v¡te(Amu5e ctrl
sk¡ Area

I

1

s

1

51

L

z

16

z
r49

130

I

Ê

4

30 98
5
+

FCS GROUP

(4¿5) 867-1802

KCD 2015 Model w Waterfront Sep3rated

Parccl
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Not tÈäerfrontw¿tsfrøtlAlU
P¿r6ds Cr¡rcntly

to
t¡emÉ [elr¡mbs [dl

Pd@15 ¡tr

oüa [c]

ToÈl û of
P¿rels [al

Dcs¡püoDcodeAssígned t¿nd u* Catêtory

KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Summary of Customer Databa¡e

CamítEl
Commercial
commercìal
Commerciel
commercjal
Commcrciel
Comme¡cial
ComGrcial
lrot¡tut¡on¿l/ Public
Comrurcl¿l
Commercral

Commercial

Cmmercial
lrctl¡utional/ Publ¡c

Comærci¡l
Commercial

Commerclai
commrcral
Comrcrcial
lnlitutional./ Public

commerc¡ãl
Commerc.al
Commercial
lnfitut¡onal / Publ¡c

Commerc¡¿l

CommercÌal
Conmercìal
commercial
commercìal

Comme.c¡a I

commercial
Commercia I

Ccmmerciel
Commerc¡al
Cmmercial
Comme¡a¡ãl

C¡mmerc¡el
Comñerc¡al
Commercial
CommÊrciai
Comrercial
lnslìrutlonal / Public

Commercia I

Comnercial

Resldential
Commcrc¡al
Commerc¡al

C€mmerc¡al

Coñmerciãl

Commerc¡el
commerc¡al

Sport Fôcil¡ty

An 6ailery/[4 usum/5oc Sruc

Pa rkì ng(Assoc)

Auditor¡um//Asseõbly BICB

Autg Showrgom and lot
8ã hk

c¿ r Wà5h

church/Welfarc/Rel¡E 5Nc
Club

Conv Store wìtho$ Gas

Conv Store wit¡ G¿s

Rc5tauEnt{Fãst Foodl

Governmeñtal sery¡ce

H6pit¿i
Mortu ry,/cemetery,/crematory
Parklng(commerlial LoÌ)

Park¡ng[G.ragel
ResÈuEnVIounge
S(h@l(Publlc)
Schoor(Prìvate)

5cruice St¿tlon
T¿v.rn/LounBe
Post Offìe/Post scryice
Vet/A¡¡mal CmrÞl Srvc

GrærySÈore
Ddvare Centcr
Mìni Lrbe
Wa rehouse

Hish TÊCVH¡rh Fþx
lndustrial Pàrk

5eruice gùild jne

lndustr¡al(Gen Purposel

lndßrrjàf(Hea!Tl
lndustrial(Lignt)
AirTermìnal ând H¡ngeF
Mini Werchdse
Termlnal(Raìl)

Terminai(lvlar¡n€/conm Fish )

Term¡nal(GÈ¡n)
Termine¡{Auto/Aus/OllerJ
Utìlitv, Publìc

Ut¡l¡ty, Privarc(Radio/r-V-)
TerÐ¡nal(Marine)

Historic Prop(Rcsidenæ)
H¡storÌc Prop(Ofilce)
H¡sþric Prop{ReEll)

Histor¡c Prop(E¡VÐrink)
H istoric Prop(Loft./We rehse)

H¡storÌc Prop(PaIk,/B¡llbrd )

Hisroñc Prop(RÊdEnterta¡n)

153

156

757

159

160

161

L6Z

r63
165

165

158

l7L
772

L79

1EO

742
183

1E4

185

188

189

190

19r

1-94

1.95

zo2
210
2a6

245
746
247
252
261
262
262
261

266
267
27r
272
273
274

275

276

277

279

5

777

60

1,133

4
229

264
51

1",062

z
23

7
75

4

36
72
2

112

9
11
37

54
5

m
36
13

36

4
19

4
5

t2
7

t2
6

190

I
36
85

51
18
4
I

19

3
2

?
EO

ß
4
2
1

39

6

732
ll¡5
474
31

205

7t

I
47

742
133
100

15
26
72

1

3
z

I
t4
69

1,2s5
51

279
3llt

59

t233
l¿lfl
108

294
394
595

5{)

LZ6
597
182

€!]3
5to
ztt
99

119

54

118
E2
llÞ
4

2ß52
181

172
1¡80

1

4
z

47
3

14

6
59

10
4

26
29

26
4
I
3

40

36

3
4
8

7

10

1t
3

64
1

5

51
2L

2
12

1
16

729
93

331

334
515

41

98
5s8
i69
757
s10

É9
91

105

49

99
135

!76
35

2FgA
172
777

L,O44

660

L76
422
22

L70
68

33
1

44
563

109

96

14

25

1

5

772
59

t,1?6
41

229
267

51

7,057
723
93

331
334
ß6
47

98
555

169

507

188
91

105

49
99

135

776
35

2,345
17T

2&
1,031

5
1

I

5
6

æ

3

t3
3

a

æz
L45
405

15

170

66

10

43
ffi
108

51

74

12

I
3

2

53
1

7
l:t
ü
31
L7

7

1

17

1

FCs GROUP
(42s) 867-1802

KCD 2015 Model w Watertiont SepaEted
Parcel Page 4 of la



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
9rmrury of Custoner Database

107

11

243

51

328
36
25

6
5

9
45

5

208

49

Þ

1I
I

33,667
!3't2
3,020
L,232

Nol wateffrút

1¿.597

1

15

12
É2

12

20
I

tps2
45
69
60

weterf¡ont (al)

tug.Ê24

t*
11

244

a4¡l

4B

87
ú
5

29
6

zæ
49

lj!

+
11

I
36 719

1.4L7

3,089

1¡52

Parel¡ C¡¡æ¡tly
AvailablG to cherge

fft

E cmpt lel'limbs [d]

4.095

156
31:]

149

2
8
3
5

265

36
8

1¡15

7
7
I

4
3
1

2
5

1
1

¿û59 I a2;rsz

118

P¡rels itr

cltl6 [cl
Total ltof
Paræls lal

¿

2

t
15

4
ze

3

2
I

L4s9
126
E6
120

717.{09 I 3¿Þ lt

''01558

lo3
19

5
33
53
5

212
52

16

z
a

al3
16

268
295

63

i3
I

42$ZL
1 699

3,æ9
1,621

Hìstøic Prcp(Misc)

Hlstoric Prcp(Vacànt Landl

vacant(snglÈl"m¡ly)
va@nt(Mult¡-fam¡ly)
Vacsm(CommèÉ¡¡l)

Vacant(lndEùial)
Refqest¡ t¡on

For$1 Landlclass-Rcw 84.33)

Foßst Land(De5¡8-RCW 84.33)

Open sp¿.e(cutr USÈRCW 8/l.34)

Open Spaæ(Agr¡c-Rcw E4.34)

open space Tmbr l¡nd/GEenbelt
Easement

Rærc/W¡tdemesAEa
Rbhr of way^Jullty, Red
River/crêek/strcam
T¡dGlar¡d, lst Chs
Tìdelãnd, 2nd clsss

Tonsfenblc D€v Rithts

W3terBodY, FÈsh

Shell structure

Bcd & 8ßakhst
Reom¡ng HoGe

FEtern¡tY/SoFritY HoE
6as st!ùon

Dcsriplioncode

274
2EO

299

300
301

309

316

323
324

325

325
227

32t
330
331

332

333
334

335
336

337
339

3¿lo

341

342
141

comrurc¡al
Commrclal
vâúnt / Undeveìoped

Vaænr/ UndeveÌoped

vacant/ Undeveloped
Vãcant/ undevlloÞcd
vacant / Undeveloped

Forested
Foëted
Forested

Open Space

open Space

Forested

open space

Ope¡ space

open space

Open SpaEe

OFÊn SpaG

Open sPace

vacent / tlndæloped
Opcn Spac
comrercial
commerclal

Rsident¡al
Rë¡dentì¡l
commÊrcia I

r¡f

Àslgned Land Us c¡tegory

Aòlc to Char¡e
CountyAsic$o/t d¡tr includirE ðny exemPtP¡rG15 ¡Àd additìonal notc Il,ll

[b].Acres calculated E¡ng square lootage daÞ Gce¡ved divided by 4356O sq. tL Per acæ

[c] citis includes Enumclaw. lrlilton, Federâl way, Þcifìc, skykmìsh

[dlTimberec@qnÈsacPropertyTyPed6ignatrd.,T.'andacrctaÞil.b|eforconseüetionDistrict.harBes

lfl Tot¡l parcels cuæntlv 3E¡lable to char8e eq€ls ToÞl ¡l of Parcels le$ Pãrcls ¡n Ot¡es,Imber, Exempt

¡gl ldd"d rzt.12o .ondo un¡ts (Nbrun¡b îotal from condocomFlexñ¡cL wìth 4,s69 ¡n exempl cit¡es lbèscd on ¿jp ødes)

FCS G ROII P
KCD 2015 Mod¿lw wrÈrfront $FeEted

P¡rccl
(4251 857-1802

Page 5 of 18



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
land Use Categories

FCS GROUP

(42s) 867-1802
KCD 2015 Model w Waterfront Separated

Land Use Summary

Not Waterfront

569,961

146s8
aaz

2,745

47,6r
2,æO

63r027

635,O:¿7

Vltaterfront (All)

10,508

529
9

54
3,244

253

74597

74,597

Parcels Cunently
Available to Charge

Iel
580,469

79,787

Lzt
2,799

M,705
2,343

649,624

ilg,624

Exempt [dl

24,477

1,604

27

310
5,747

3t2
275

32,752

32,752

Timber

1

2,058

2,059

¿0s9

Parcels in

Qties [c]

29,627

995
'2

165

2,088

93

3

!ìi¿,974

32,974

Total # of
Parcels [a]

634,574

27,787

150

3,274
s4s98
2,748

278

777,409

7t7,4t9

Land Use Gategories

1 Residential

2 Commercial
3 Agricultural

4 lnstitutional / Public

5 Vacant/ Undeveloped
6 Open Space

7 Forested
8 lOthed
9 lOther]
1O lOtherl

Subtotøl

11. E'GMPT

TOTAL

Page 6 of 18



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Allocation Bases

Fu nctional Al location Bases

Customer Allocation Bases

FCS GROUP

(42s) 867-1802

KCD 2015 Model w Waterfront Separated

AllocBases

TOTAL

100.0%

99-0%

9s-o%

7s.o%

50.o%

25.O%

o.o%

tOO-V/"

too.o%

too.o%

100.0%

LOO.O%

lndirect
t00.0%

99_O%

9s.o%

75.0%

s0.0%

25.O%

o.o%

1o0.0%

too.o%

100.0%

L@.Oo/"

too.o%

Direct
0.o%

t.0%

s.o%

25-U/o

50.t/"
75.0%

100.0%

Allocation Bases

Alllndirect
L% Ðireù. | 99% lndirect

5% Direct / 95% lndirect

25% Direct | 75% lndlrect
50% D¡rect / 50% lndirect

75% Direû. | 25% lndirect
All Direct

lOtherl
lOtherl
Iotherl
IOtherl
lOtherl

IOther]lotherllOtherl

635,O27

Not Waterfront
Parcels

569,961

18,658

LL2
2,745

41,461

2,09O

t4,597

10,508

529
9

54
3,244

253

Waterfront
Parcels

1,131,693

255,483

5t,282
2,292

20,254

775,O43

23,æ7
3,s33

No. of Acres

ilg,624

580,469

19,187

tzt
2,799

44,7O5

2,343

No. of Parcels

TOTAL

Residential

Commercial
Agricuhural

lnstitutional / Public

Vacant / Undeveloped

Open Space

Forested

lOtherl
[Otherì
lOtherl

Land Use Categories
(Customer Classes)

Page 7 of 18



KING CONSERVATION D¡STRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Budget

Farm ål}d A$foulturE Lands
LoGlFood Sylem '
ßuÌal Farm Plilning SeNlces
Urban Farm Planning Seruices
Forestry Seruicæ (Urôan/Rural)
Shoreliæ and Ripar¡àn SediG (Urban/RuEl)
Jurisd¡Etion-Focwd Fund
Commurilcationt Outreach. Advisory Comm¡ttee
L¡ndownè¡ læntive PmBlæ
Subtotal

Forestry
Loal Food System
Ruràl Fam Plann¡nBServ¡ces
Urban Fam P¡anninB SeNices
ForÉtry Seruices (U rbil/Rural)
Shorel¡ne and Riparien S€rvices (U¡b3n/Rucl)
Jur¡sdiction-Focused Fund
Commun¡ctions, OutEacÍ, Adv¡sory Commfüee
Þndowner lncentire ProgEm
subtotal

Upland Habitat
LÐcal Food Syslem
Rural Fam Planning Sewices
Urban Farm Plann¡ng 5eN¡æs
Foffitry Seil¡ces (Urbaá/Rual)
Shoreline ènd R¡par¡en ServiG (Urban/Rual)
lurisd¡ct-þrh Fosed Fund
Communiet'nnq OutGech, Advisry Committee
Landowrìer lrcentive P¡otrarn
SubtsÈ¡

AqEtic Hebltat lFresh and Marìnel
Læal Food System
Rural Farm Plaming SeN¡6
Urban Fa¡m PÞnning sm'ces
Forstry seß¡G (U rben lRural)
shorel¡ne ànd R¡par¡il Se¡vks (Urba¡VRural)
Jrrid¡Et¡on-Focused Fund
Communications, Oure¡ch, Aór¡sory Cjmm¡ttee
Þndome¡ lncer¡tivÊ Program

subtobt

Water qualitv and q¡ant¡ty lsrormrxatel, Flædiry etc.|
Loel Food System
Rural Farm Plann¡ng Seruicel
l,Jrbàn Fãm Pl¿nn¡r€ Seru¡G
Forestry seru¡ces (Urba¡y'Ru¡al)

Shoreline and Riparian Serv'xs (Urban/RußlJ
Jurisd¡ct'þn-Focused Fund
CommuníetioE, Outreach, Àdvisory Commíttee
Þîdowner lncentive Pf ogram

srôtDtal

l-il-l

5 27412s
254.0¡¡5

67,130

12¿859
28t"342
8:,000

w,296
S ,"294,186

r59,821

11,669
60.750

5 441541

196 D¡rèct / 999( lndts¿ct
25X o¡rEct/ 75'ó hdiGct
25'6 DirÊct/ 75t6 hdiftqt
19É D¡rèct/ 99'¿ Ind¡Gct
19Ê D¡rect / 99'¿ lnd¡rÊct
1% Direct / 99t6 lnd¡rrct
196 D¡rèct / 99X lDdlr.rt
5X DlrÈct/ 95t6 lndlrect

1% Dìrect / 99X hd¡rect
1'6 D¡rect / 99'6 lndirect
196 D¡rect / 99% lndir.st
596 D¡reËt / 959É lndlrÊct
1t6 0lrect/ 99rÉ lndkect
lt6 D¡rect/ 99t6 ¡nd¡ruct
1% Dirêct / 99?6 hd¡rect
5% o¡ræt/ 95X ¡nd¡rcct

s 27r"384
190,526

50.348

5 z74t2s
254,Gì5

67,r3O

1¿¿859
z8t4z
81,000

99f¡r6
75.096

75.0,6
99.096

99.016

99.0t6
99.096
95.096

1,r¡96

25.t¡?É

25Ã'É
1.Ot6

1.016

1016
L.V.
5.0%

1"0%

L(ñ
Lf¡x
s.096

L.ü
t,wê
r0'6
lW.

1.096

t.ú
1.096

5.ûi(
10?6
Lú
t.o'6
5-ü6

t,ú
1.0?6

1.n96

1.096

1.0t6
r.w
1.Otú
1-DltÊ

1.fn6
1.0?6

1.096

r016
Ltt96
L.ITX
1.0t6
1.0%

100.0t6
100,0t6
lCþ.0tÊ
1æ.0t6
100.or
r00.0x
100.096
100.0t6

1æ.0rú
100.0x
100.096

100.016

100.0?ó
100.t¡96

10(L0t(
100.o(

100.æ/6

ltþ.0%
læ.09(
100,0t6
1@.0tú

100.096
100.d%

4741
63,509
L6,7At-

t\279
2,8!J

810

s

$ Lr96,¡rt S 9q¡99 s r¡e.,7r6

rz5,58o
27a,529
80,r90

s s

15r¿E36 7,99r 1s9,827

s 99.t%
99.0%
99,096

95.0X
99.09É

99.0t6
99.0%
95.0t6

99.096

99.016

99.M
95.0%
59.096

99.0t6
99.0%
95.096

s

s

11,552
æ,L42

198,831

S ¡tzl¡61
tD.Æ

I re.r8o

3,021
?Ã2

11,669
60,750

?.0p,296

s ¡¡l"s¡r

36,291
9 590

1s9,827

30¿085
zo,z50
58,603

s s86,647

S s¡,azs
145.163

19,180

575,364
¿t00,621

E1,000
150,693

S 1Æô8/ts

5 54.e2s
2t7,74

76,720

rt7
607

36,æ1
9,590

159,8¿7

30¿,086
2Ol5()
58,603

s sE6,647

S s4,82s
145,¡63
1!l,l8o

575¡Ar
¡100¡6¿r

8¡"ü¡0
1s0.693

$ lr¡qss

S !4,825
2L7,74
76,720

575,364
285.232

¡t0,5fx¡

lX Direct / 996 lndirèct
1% D¡rect/99t( lndlrect
lt6 D¡rcct / 99rÉ Indirect
5% Dl.ect/ 9St( hd¡rect
1% D¡rect / 99?6 lnd¡rect
15 D¡rect / 99tt lDdkest
196 oirÊct/ 9911 rñd¡rest
5ll D¡rect / 95% lnd¡r!€t

196 Direct/ 99'6 lnd¡rect
fi6 DirÊst / 996 lnd¡¡ect
1t6 oirÊct/ 99tÉ lnd&ect
116 DiÊct / 99r¡ ¡nd¡rect
l9t Dirêct / 9916 lrd¡rect
rt¡ o¡frct ¡l s?6 lndlrcct
lrô'O¡rcct / 99t6 lndhcct
196 Þ¡r.ct / 99'6 lndlrèct

l,É D¡rÊct / 99t6 lndlrcct
196 D¡rGct / 99% hdirlct
l% Direct / 99% lnd¡rect
116 Direcr / 9996 rnd¡rect
UG Dlrect / 991ß lndirect
lt6 oirccl / 9916 lnd¡rect
1% Dhlct / 9996 lnd¡r¿ct
l9Ê D¡rêct/ 99,6 lndirect

35,928
9,494

151,836

2!¡9,065
2qú7
55,673

s rn,û3

s s4,27?
143,711

lEBE8

559,610
396,614
8{r,:lx)

149,1€6

I 1.4r¡,516

s 54,2V
215"56-'

7sBs3

569,610
75¿,379
40.09s

5,754
40(Þ

810
t,so7

$ 14,268

3 546
2,t77

767

5
363

96
799t

I

2,930

t

s

74,6ú

544

\4s2
192

99.0t6
99,0t6
99.0å6

99.016

99.016
9!t,t¡t6
9C0t(
99,016

1æ,0x
lm.oÍ
1O0.fFr6

10û096
tæ.0'6
100.0t6
l00.or
100.0'Ê

1m.ü6
100.f,?6

100¡96
100.096

100.096

100.096

100,ot6
1m.ox

99.0%
99.fX
99.fri{
99.0%
99,096
99.0'6
99.f!t6
g,M

5,7V
2,852

405

57s,354
2Es,Z32

40,500
2,0f¡3 209.296

FCS GROUP

(4251 86-i-18O2
KCO 2015 Model w Wàt?rhont Sep¡¡ated

Budget

Tot¡lD¡rÉ]ñd¡d
A¡lÉt dcorÈ

TD¡rËtIrdiretAllGtio¡ 8ß¡sTobl Cst

l'¡ls9,6to $ 1r4s,B3 s 14Fe7 $ 1¡se,68o

Page E of lE



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Clnrges Model
Budgrt

FCs GROUP

(425) 867-1802

201!¡

KcD 2015 lvlodel w Wàterfront separated

Budtel

I 515 -04¡

ToÈl

$ g¿r5¡¿

15,558
121500

$ 7t2,725
7¿5Á,t
19,180

D¡rê.t

s !!lô4!s

3.89f)
30,375

J
s 235,¡rE6

s 178,18:1

18,145
4J95

$ ,o6,tst

s s345¿r4
54,436
1438s

11,669
9Lr25

¡nd¡EclTobl

100.0%
100,0t6
100.016

100.09€

100,016
1(x¡.ot{
1m¡95
1fx¡.f¡96

OirÊct

25.096

25.úo
25.Wþ
25.tB
zs.ú
z5lJ'É

¿5.096

Ddin t

75.W
75.O%

75,0t6
75.ú

7S.W
75.0t6
75.e]6

Allb€t¡on Ba5¡¡

zstl Direct / 75t6 lndil€ct
25t6 D¡rect / 759l lnd¡re¿t

25?6 D¡red/ 75t6 hd¡rect
25?6 D¡reú/ 75X lndËt
2596 Dir.d / 75t6 lndlEct
2596 DirÈct / 75t6 lnd¡rect
25,6 Difect / 75?6 hdlrÈct
2596 o¡rtçt / 7596 lndirÊct

Tot¡l Cost

$ gu"¡¡¡

5 712,725
7¿,58t
19,180

15J58
12r"5(X¡

t¡J_

-Eono-rnE$Fpoäromi{dn3l¡nds
Local Food System
Rucl Fafm Plam¡nB Serv¡G
Urban Fam PlðnninB ServicÞs

Forestry services (Urbary'nur¿l)

Shordine and Rípar'lan SerÌkË (Urban/Rurall

Ju¡isd¡ction-FocEed Fund

Commun¡cations. Outreadl, Advisory Commìttee
Landowner lnæntive Prcgram

$¡bÈtd

Tûfa¡

5 1,0!'6,5æ
725,8L4

191,800

319,654

1,¿8,585
Læ6,507

¿u,4,999

D¡têCt

$ 1E2,019

85,546

2Z6n
1s9E3
12,786

16,699

33.210

27,60

hdirèßt

914,¿41

540,168

169,168

303,6-11

1,265,8æ
14279'8O8

37!Jeg

s

I

L7.8%

11.E96

3,1ti6

5.UÒ

2fr.E96

2L.L%

6,6tÉ

13-6?6

r00.ot6

Totd Gost

s t o96,s0o

725,814
191"800

319,554

1,278,586

L¿96,sO7

404.999

837.782

g 6,1s1.0{¿

SUMMARY

l-ocål Food system

Rural Fam Plenning S.il¡ces
Urban Farm PlanninE seNices

Fo6try Serviæs (Urban/Rur¿l)

Shorelire and Riparian Sewices lUrbary'Runl)
Jurisdict¡on-Focused Fund

Commun¡càt¡ons, Outreach, Advisory Committee

Landowner lncentive Program

TOTAf,

Page 9 of l8



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
F¡m¡rd^grbù¡n l¡nd5

Fem ild AsriEulture lends - lndirect Benefit Costs

Fa]m and Acdcultwe bDds - D¡r€ct Senefit Costs

Fcs 6ROUP
(425) 867-110¿

No bÈneRt

P¡rt¡al bcneñt comF¡rcd to otherclasses
Fdl d6ænlôMl bæf¡r coñD.rod b othÊr cl¡ss

0

1
2

S 1.196.387

S 98,399

KCD zl15 Model w Waterfront SepaEtsd

Udt C¡*
lÊrPwll

5
I
I
5

s
s
5
5
J

L8¡17
L.417
L8417
r,t¡77
LUIT
1.E/77

ttla,3ag3nq

Alloetld C¡l

s
s
s
s
5

s
5
s
s
(

t,o&p¿7
15,ì16

22i
s,155

82,331

4.315

X sh.E

89.359(

2.95X

0.o2*
fr43ï
6,a8i4

0.35I
o.0ûÍ
o.mtt
o.00Ï
NDß

ffi

A{Etld
Alloadon

Búls
580,459

19,187

121

2,799

44,7O5

z.at

rc-EC

B.nEtits A4.
FacloE

l¿o-otPa@b

5æ,459
rt,r¡7

7Zl
2,799

4,705
2,vt

ruÆatõlÁt

l,¡nd Uæ qEgory

R6idendel
Eommerclal

Atric¡¡ltu Ê I

lEtiù¡tioml/ Public
vaon¡ / lJndewloped
0pen Spae
ForéÞd
lother]
Iothcr]
lolhcrl

o-ßEc

Uûlt Ce¡t

lqrlæetl

0,15tE

0 1688

o.2375

q3qç

Nloq¡cd c6l

5
s
5

s
5
s
5
5

s
5

39s

41

9f9æ
'. 

Sha¡e

99.56ï
0.æ*
0.04*
0.æt(
0.009(

0./tor(

0.ilr(
0.00t(

0 00%

ùoú1
1m

AdJusleú

A¡lEtion
b*

!,112

z90,z3s

127

DLSA'

BGæm5 Ad¡.

F¡CÞE
No. of h@h

5t0/469
L9,787

721
2,799

44,705

¿7,1

reEâcrrÁI

Þnd Ure CaE3Dry

R6¡deñùàl
commeEi¿l
AtricultuEl
l¡stiru¡ioßl/ Pub¡c

ú¡ant / Undcrelopêd
Open SFe
FoELd
lotnerl
lother]
loütêrl

NRP 1 Page 10 of lE



KIN6 CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
EarÉtry

FdBtru - lnd¡re¿t Benefitcosts

Forestry - Di¡ect Berefitcosts

F(5GROUP

t425) 867-1802

No b.hef¡t

P¡ÉÈl bcnef¡t compared to otfi er cl¿tses

FuI Drotrôñ¡oEl beneft ømo¡red toolhercbg¡

o
7
2

S A22,36L

S r9,18o

KCD 2015 Model w wace¡from5epðaled

s 055l,2

Unit Cost

I¡gPæell

5
s
s
s
:
5
)
s
I
s

0-6502

0.6l)2
0.6502

0,6502

0.6502

0.6s02

3 tü61

llloøt d col

s
5
t
3
I
5
5
5

I
ç,

3n,199
12,475

79

1å2O

29þS
t52t

tt ft¡
2_9Sr

D,O¿*

o¡Ef
6¡rñ
0.38I
0.æi
0.6tf
oú
0.@t

rmlxDl

@
96 slËE

æ.6'21

Ad¡¡sttd
AloEdff

Þsls
580,469

L9,7A1

121

179É
44705

2343

¡eneñts Adl
FactoE

I
¿

z
¡
¡
2

580,469

19.187
rzl

2;19e

4;tß
zJ43

Ætu

l{o. of PðrclsIild Ue C¡tïqy

Réidúlìal
Commerchl

Atridli!El
lÉtiiurioEl/ Publ¡c

Vãant/ Undevelopci

oÞ¡n SFae
FoEted

[otlèr)
lother]
lotherl

5 ù(295

5
)
5

5
s

5

I
5

s
s

0.0f04

0.03t4

0.03u4

0.f809

Un¡tCo¡t
lp¿r P¿rccll

s 15.tto

5
$
5
s
s
s
5
s
I
s

77,671

4

L36:.
143

lm.oogl

9Ésh.n

92.14tú

omr6
O.O2:/4

0.00,l
7,1ø
oJ4"Á

0.m*
0.00x

0-m9¡
ùo0*

31¿-S1

MJu5tÊd
Allo@den

Ba*
æ0,23S

61

zzist
2)La

I
o
I
o
1
z.

¡enefiÈÁdf
FacoE

ø9,624

tlo. of Pneb

s8q{69
19.187

121

z,?9e
44,705

2,43

ff'r t

lcsidential
:ommscial
qtriokural
lntitutional / Public

úaent/ Undæloped
CpoSpãæ
Forested

lotherl
lotherl
lothe¡l

l¡nd U* GÈtory

NRP 2 Pate 11 of 1E



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Upland Hab¡tât

Uoland Habitat - lnd¡rect Benêfit costs

Uplard Hab'rtat - D¡rect Benefü Costs

FCs GROUP

No bêmfil
PàÊÞl benefrt@mp¡red tootlErclases
Full orcbn¡onàl benefit @moàGd to oìhúdasg

0

1
2

s 572.043

S 1+604

KCD ZO15 Model w Waterfrohl sepaEted

Un¡l Cøt
læ¡Yutæll

5
)
s
s
5

5

5

s
5
s

0.¡805
0.æ06
oá806
0.8&16

0.8&¡6

0.880É

s 5'2¡+¡

All@Ed Ctrsr

51t 147

15,896
\t7

465
39,366

2p6t

96 gh¡æ

r:r.J5l(
29591
0.02*
0.43t(

68A?¡

0.3691

ofþ91

0m*
o,ooã

0.0fr*
Itn

adjurtcd
Alloetlon

Eåd¡
580/459

lJ.117
12L

2,799

4,705
1343

il4t Ã

BÊnsfiE Adl.
F*ÞEItù. of P!rclb

580,459

79,lAf
LzI

2,799

44,705

2ã41

ø9.Ér4

l¡nd ¡Jæ CaaiEoty

R6idenlbl
Conmæial
ABdølluEl
lost¡tut¡oEl/ PsblÈ

üà@nt/ undrc¡oped
Open Sp¡e
Forqed

lotherl
lotlErl
lotherì
10f[

Udl cst
lp¡turcl|
5

:
s
5

Þ

s

)
5
e

0-0:r!¡l

o.()231

ao23l
q0231

o.oÆz

ñffisl¡l-604s

5

s
5

5
5
5

5
5
ç

13,195

3
65

1o3Z
1(}c

X Sh.E

9L73X
cmt(
o,otÁ
0.449(

7,OîÅ
0.74X

0.00*
0-00t(

0.ofn(
odß

m-m!l

AdJusrad

Alloelion
bøì
z9ît295

6l
L'¿@

2?.)51
2J4i¡

¡16l!3

EqEfftsAdl
F-bE

I
0
¡
I
I
2

¡lG of ?¡rd¡

*o,449
79,tgt

127

2;t99
44,705

2)41

Æ6rÁEll

L¡nd l,¡sê Cltetory

Rs¡de¡t¡àl
Comßcßial
ABnõ¡tur¡l
Infilutional/ Publ¡c

'/€nl/ UndevclopÊd

0Den spae
:or6trd
IOther]

iorhei
iorherì

f425) E6-/-!E0Z NRP 3 PaBE li¿ of 1E



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Aquattc Hebit¿l (Fftsh and Ma¡inel

NÞ bêncft

Pa¡tial bcneñt comp¡Èd to otherclåsse'
Frill ôrôMiah¡l brmlû @ñÈred to otherclesses

0

1

¿

Hab¡Et - lndirect

s ¿1t¡15

l,rnlt Csst

W.fure/l
5

s
)
)
s
)
5
s

2.u45
2.L745

2 1745

¿,1745

¿1745
z.fl45

s L3¡O-*16

NloÈÞd ccl

5
s
)
s
5
)
s
5
5
ç

12393s3
/u¡,571

244
5p69

90,155

4545

tk-k

9t.ßl

81.74fi
2A7?l
0 0¿9É

0.4¿96

6.38t6

0.32!(

0.00*
0.00*
0,@f
0.009t

9aShãE

649-6¿¡t

6-15_027

Ad¡uiÈd
A¡lcetion

¡a¡ls
569.961

18,654

112

¿,715

41"461

¿090

BqeF¡ls Adl-
F¡fu8

535,87
549.614

569861
18.659

1lz
2,745

41461
2,t90

fibt
Wåt rfiurl

P¿@t5

m1Âf Pàrcls

l¡nd U€ el€Ao¡!

Rsld.n¡bl
cgrmèrc¡al
A¡'ÈuhuEl
lFsthutìdl / Publiq

vEd/ undæloped
o¡a Space

tucmd
tûlËrl
Ioüsl
Ifth.rl

s LaTts

Unit Cost

l¡gP'ætl
5
5

s
s
s
s
s
s
ê

2.i745
2L745
2.L745

2r7{5
z 7745

LL745

I 3L7¡þ

NlootÊd c¡sl

s

s
s
s

s
s
s
5

x2,u9
1"150

Ð
r.17

¿09
550

2251

t6StÉrc

1 62å
0 f¡¡ttÉ

0.m9É

0I)1tr
0 509{

0t 4T

0.@r
0,ætl
0.001

0-fþq

14J97
æ-Þa

ádlEH
Alloét¡on

10J08
529

9
5a

1,24
253

¡.n.f,rs Adì.
F.EÞ6

1¿ S97

ca9.62a

WatrrfÞnt
P¡ëIs

10J08
529

9
54

3,2¿14

zs3

foÞlW¡l.rf¡oñt

Þnd UsÊ c¡Þtry

,, t ndcveloped

Håb¡tàt - Direct Benefit Cosl3

s o.0215

)
s

s
s
s

s
C

t

0-0216

0-0216

0.0216

0.0216

o0216
o.f¡216

Unlt Co¡t

Ue¡turell

s É_toß

Allo4tÊd Cosl

5
s
s
s
)
s
5

s
q

1?¡04
i¡03

z
59

E95

45

IGE.[

96.rt

86.23tÈ

L82.'É

0 02*
0 42tf

6.27f,
0ï¿tt
0.mt(
D-0091

tio09a

0 00tl

:ó sh¡E

317Jr4
:l3[¿¡A!t

284,941

1329
56

1373
¡0,731

1.O45

Aúured
Allootlon

8s¡s

ðGrÉ{ìts Adj.
FatuÉ

1
I
I
I
¡
¡

635,O27

a¡9.6r¡¡

l{ot
W¡trñþnt

P¡re15
569p61

18,558
772

¿74s
41a51
?,([¡0

lôlÂL hrc.ts
ttål trñ WãterfrEot

tand Us C¡tctotY

Re5identìal

commercìal

Agriùlturel
lnsritutiôÉl/ Publ¡c

Va@nÌ/ Undeveloped

open Spee
Foertêd
lotherl
Io¡her!
fûh¡¡l

s o.0¡t4

U¡itCo5t
14'Prerl
t
$
s
5

s
s
s
5

s

s

0 0432

0 0432

0¡432
o.0432

0,0216
0-0432

s s50

lllooEd C61

5
s
s
)

s
$
ê

454

23

0

z
70

u

lqt1

?óShaæ

L1a'6
0t6r
0.m*
0.02f
0.¡¡91

0.08t(

ù00f
û00r(
0 00r{

od
1¿975

:lì¡o.4¡9

AdtEt8d
AllBtion

B¡<lç

10,508

529

9
54

r,622
253

EGESI' Adj.
F¡õE

2
¿
I
2
¡
I

ta.g7
rc-il

W¡løfpnl
Pælt

10,508

5æ
I

54
3,24

253

tl¡L gâEts
foÞl W¡terftDnl

l6¡dCnù¡l
:onmerc¡al
{grhultuEl
osritutional /PublìE
la@nt/ Und.vcloped
)ptn Spec
:oÉtcd
iotherl
torhFl
lehârì

l,¡nd UsÊ 6E8orY

KcD 2015 Modelu waterfron¡ scp¡Bted
NRP 4

FCS GROUP

{425) 867-1802
Pagê 13 oflS



KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Clrarges Model
Wåte? Qual¡ty ild QEnlitV (Stom5ter, Flosd¡n&

Watel andñ¡¡{lt oÞnt¡tv fstormuel¡r- Flood¡nr. etÊl - kìdirÊct Bêmfit Cosls

Weter Quallv and Q¡¡aDti¡y lstor¡n$rater. Hoodias. etêl - D¡rect Benefit Costs

FCSGROUP

(42s) 86-r-:802

q I ¿¿s-oar

s 14J97

XCo 2015 lrlqdel w W¡ìúfMt scp¡ErEd
NRP 5

No b¡n.ñt
P¡nÈl b€æf¡t @mp¡cd le other cbs6
Full orcDonion.l bemfit @mpand to othc¡ chs

s ¿¡45

UnltCp5t

UsPætl
5
s
s
s
5
s
s
I
5

2.2245

L2215
2.22t5
422¿5
222L5
LZZ45

W

5 :"267,t71
5

s
s
s

s
s
s
s
t

4r"505

2¡tt)

6,106

92,23{¡

4649

cf-ts\

X ShaE

a7-74X

zgt'¡
ol)2Í
0 4¿ï
5.3¡ï
0.32I
0 ot¡ra

fþota
0,001x

Dffi
æs 02?

549.61¡l

AdtErld
Aüocåüon

569 961

18,658

112

4745
4r¡61

2,090

BlneñÈ AdJ.

F¡696
W¡ìerftont

569p61
18.658

112
2J45

4:.451
2"Of¡O

6ìSl)7
rc52¡

fÒÞl Nôn WàÞrfrôñt
Df L9¡æds

Iãnd Us! C¿tè8gry

Rs¡dential
CommeEìal

Agn-dhural
lnrhúionãl/ Þublic

Va@nt/ Undevcloped

opeñ'5paæ
FoEted
toùE¡l
lodrêr¡
¡ôrh'.1

222..55

unlt @Et
lJrtP'ætl

2,2245

22245
L¿45
L2245
22245
L2a4S

:¡iL4tL

Alootsd Cosl

zj37s
\rn

æ
7ZD

7216
s

5

s
5
s
9
5

s
s
s
s

225)

f Sh¡ru

1 62r(

0.ott(
0 0o?l

0.01f
0 50?(

0.().ta

0 0091

0.00Í
o¡0'l
on0*

f Æ97
e|9-624

AdIE!{
AllÉdon

¡fik

10J08
529

9
54

3244
253

¡elltsådj.
Ldm

2
2
¡
z
I
z

1¿ sqt
g1-il

Wú!.f¡ont
PùEt

10,508

529

9
s4

3,244

253

OI L PrÈlç

l¡¡ìd UE Clrrfory

Rrs¡dential
commÊEi¡l
Asrtultural
lÉthut¡onal/ Publlc

V.6nt/ undryÊbpcd
Open spac¿

þËted
[othcrl
lothrl
Iofi.rl

3 offi

Unh Cor
lpÊ¡tulstl

I
e

å
5

s
5

s

s

s
s

0tÞ21
0.Dzzl
o.0:t21

0.022!
0.02i¿t

o.mÐ.

ç tÂmÁ

s
)
5
s
s
s
s
s
s

r¿587
412

61

916

6

9É sh¡rc

16 23ra

¿82}
0 029(

0 42t(
6274
0.32f
0 007
0 0(x
0,00?(

0.00*

9ß-Ot

rdlGted
Allooüon

ls¡s
?a4pAt

9329
55

1.3æ
Ð.7t7

1,045

317514

leæf,cad¡.
F¡cloõ

I
I
I
I
I
I

l¿ot

W¡Èrfrst
Pæb

s8.951
18,658

112

2;t45
4!¡61
¿(¡s)

a5.ozT
Etg,E4101 tÞd

lðd ue CatEfo.y

ftcsrdenDal

Comm$iãl
AgriculbÞl
lnsl¡lutioÞl/ Publíc

VaGnt/ Unddelopèd
Dp.nSpæ
FoEslad

forherl
lorherl
lorhcrì

Un¡l Cost

l'¿¡Pwdl
s
5
5

s
s
þ

)
s
s

0.o442
0.0442

o.wz
0¡4¡[2
0-0221

0 044¿

s 574

s
à
s

s
5

s
s
s
3

44
23

0
2

't2

t6 Jh.rB

3.út(
0,169(

ûo(¡*
0.02x
0 ¡¡f¡tl

o.tE l
0-mrl
0 ar{m

oJ0r(
oæ}

:¡s3!nrt9

Àd¡uncd
AllEtls

¡¡¡is
roÞB

529

9

54

7þ?2
¿Tl

u-9ts

¡.æfris Ad¡.

FactoB
W¡trrfront

ÈEl¡
10,508

529
9

54

3:44
253

1¡197
rc-8Zaõl¡LDÉl¡

lEidttrti¡¡
:ommerc¡ôl

\BrìcultuBl
nititution¡1./ Pubik
,.ent/ Undwelop.d
lpenSpæ
:oEstcd

lotherl
:otlErl
Orh..l

ÞndUæcáEto.y

Per. 14 of 18



KI NG CONSERVATI ON DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Economlc SupDort 10 Wort¡nt l¡nds

to Wortin¡ tands - lndirectBenefitcosts

to wo?k¡E lands - D¡reÊtBeriefüCosts

No beneft

Part¡al beoefit @mpared to othèr clases

Full ¡mootulóDlbenEft comÞaGd to other 4aëã

o

1

S zoe158

3 235.386

KCO 2Ol5 Modcl w WàtcrftontScPaßÞd

m70I

I
$
5

5
a

(
I
s

s

L1696
1.1696

1.1696

1.1696

0"584E

UnllCon
l,€'Poæll

s t6l5a

AllEatrd Col

s
s
s
)
s
s
)
5
5
s

t/8,931
24442

142
3,274

1.370

hôlø

llxtD(¡'

,6Shæ

95.14X

3-1¡9{

0.029t

0.46t¿

0 00t(
oj9(
D.úr1

0.æ9(

o.úr'¡
o 001

æ.7¡tt

5E0,469

ß,)A7
121

7.199

1+172

Adjqsted
Allætþn

kir
2
2
2
z
0
1

8ilefrÈAdl.
¡¡ctDr¡

æ9t

ilo. of PsEls

580¡õ9
t9,137

t27
4799

4;705
2,141

torrl

lÊsidenüal

:ommeri¡l
\grùulturðl
Ntitqt-þBl,/ Publk
låõnr / undewlopld
Cpcn5pÉ
Forqted

lorhcrl
lolherl
folherì

l,¡nd lr* Cat4sry

4 o3ü

s
5
5

5

I
s
s
5
s
s

03E90
û.38S¡0

s,ng7
0.3890

0.!¡8f10

Un¡tCGt
lftturcell

s 2853A5

,

Allo6bd co¡l

s
s

s
s

5
5
$
s

225827
7456

94

1089

912

lm-ú'l

X ShaE

95,94t6

,.r7X
0.04x
0.6*
0,00*
ù1t!!r1

0.00t
0.cft9l

0-0æl
o-odl

Ð2,57D

Adrlsltd
Alloetim

Bilir
?9O,23s

9s94
1¿

L4{n

Lr12

I
I
z
I
o
I

BcncllB Adi,
FðcbE

649.6¿¿1

15, of Pa@15

s8D,4,69

19,1r7
121

2,f99
44,705

2,43

l¡rd U¡. clt.3ory

Bsilentì¡l
Commerci¡l
Agric!ltur. I

lÉtltutjonal / Publk
va6nt/ undryeloped
opcn spa@

FocstÊd

[otherl
[Other]

F(sGROUP
(42s1 867-18{12 NRP 6
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Un¡t Costs

FCS GROUP

(4251867-ß02
KCD 2015 Model w Waterfront Separated

unit costs

AYeEte

s
s

)
é

(

r-9931

0.6797

0.903L

2L960
2.2466

t-4494

S 9.4679

5

I
s
5

s
$

I

l(XherIIOther]

s

(
5

s

s

s

lotherl

s

5

s
$
5

s

Foresrd

s

5

5

s
5

s

s

Opm space

s

5

5

$

5

2-0L0ø

0.711.1

o.9?67

2.1960

2.2466

0.9739

s 9.0547

Vacant/
Undeveloped

S ru58s

s

5

5

s
s

7.UL1
0.6806

0.9037

2.1960

2.2466

5 93968

lnstih¡l¡onal/
Public

5

s
)
)
Þ

LULT
0.6s02

0.9037

2.1960

2.2466

1.5587

¡g¡io¡hrnl

5

S

s
ê

s

2.r792
0.6806

0.9037

2.'ts60
22466
L94n

s 10.1S¡83 9.917

Commercîal

5

s
I
5

s

L,84.L7

0.6502

0.8E06

2.1960

2.2466

LSSST

s 95960

Per hÉl - ,l¡ot

Rsident¡âl

s
5

5

)
5

2-0to4
0.6806

0.9037

2.1960

2.2466

1.5587

TOTAL

tand t se Cåtegor¡es

Farm and Agr¡culture Lands

Forestry
Upland Habitat
Aquatic Habitat (Fresh and Marine)
Water Quality and Quantity (Stormwatet Flood¡ng, etc.l
Econom¡c Support to Working Lands

Aver¿ge

q

5

s

5

)

1.9931

o-6797

0.9031

2.2128

2.2638

r.4¡'94

s 9501rs

lother]

s

$

s
(
5
(

s

tothe4

s

s
s
5
(

loterì

Þ

)
s

5

5

ss

Fo6ted

s

s

5

s

s

5

s 9.11t84

open spâce

Þ

s

Þ

5

s

2.O1:M

0.7111

0.9267

2-2L76

2.2687

o.9739

S 7-8685

va@nt/
Undeveloped

5

s

$

)

s

i-84!7
0.6806

0.9037

2.1960

2.2466

s 9.4rU!4

lnstihrt¡onal /
Public

5

I
s

5

r.vt7
0.6502

0.9037

2.2776

226a7
!55E7

s 10.ilt74

Affio¡ltural

ê

$

I
s
$

s

2.\792
0.6806

0.9037

2.2176

2.2687

!s4n

S 9.4D3

Commercial

s

s
s
5

$

s

!.uL1
0.6502

OEEO6

2.2176

2.2657

155r/

3 9.6395

P¿r PatûJ- Wsþ,tront

Residential

5

5

$

s
$

5

2.0104

0.6806

0.9037

2.2L76

2.26a7

1,S587

Land Use Cztegories

Farm and AgriqJlture lands
Forestry
Upland Habitat
Aquetic Habitat (Fresh and Marine)
Water Quality and quantity (Stormvreter, Floodìng, etc.)
Economic Support to Work¡ng tånds

TOTAL
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Rates & Charges Model
Allocat€d costs by Customer Class

Fcs GROUP KCD 2015 Model w Watefront Separaled

Allocaled Costs

s 6,085,697

100.007

TOTAI

5 L,294,786

S 441,541

s s86,æ7

5 t3sq,s/,+
5 1.,426,636

s 941,544

5
0.0t?f

lotherl

5

)
s

s
s
5

5

o.oo%

lotñerl

s
s

s

5

$

s

0.00%

)
)
t
5

5

I

s

[Othsl

s

s
5

s

s

s
0-00%

Forested

5 20,115

o.33%

Open Space

$

5

s

s

s
5

4,7L0

1,666

2,t7L

4s90
4,695
7,282

Cost

s
Þ

s
I
5

s

a2,f3r
30,427

40,398

91,050

93,145

s 337,3s1

5.*91

Yaantl
Undweloped

s 26.{¡62

D.4394

lnf¡tüt¡offil/
Public

s
5
c

s
Þ

5,155

1,820

2,529

6,02,4

6,L67

4,363

S r,1E9

0.02*

Ágr¡orhur¿l

s

s
5

s
)
5

264

82

109

246
z5z

235

(

5

s
Þ

s
s

3s,336

12,475

16,896

40,974

4L,917

29,906

S u7,503
2.921

Commercial

s ssBA7g
90-760Á

Per

Residential

S 1,i-66,990

S 39s,o7z

s s24,S3

s 1,251.657

s 1,280,460

S 9o4,7s8

TOTAI.

% Share in Per Parcel CharÊe Cosl Bases

land Use Catggor¡s

Farm and ABriculture Lands

Forestry
Upland Hab¡tat
Aquat¡c Hab¡tat (Fresh and Marine)
Water Quel¡ty and quantity (Stormwater, Flooding etc.)

Econom¡c Support to Working Lands

s 65.:¡45

7.O7%

TOTAI

S

s

s
5

5

32,301,

33,044

s
0.0æl

lotherl

s

5

s
s

s

s

s
0.00%

lOtherl

s

s

s
ê

)

s
o.007

IOth€¡]

s
(
s
e

s

s

s
0.009(

Forsted

s

s
s
5

s

)

o.o2%

5

s

s

s
5

s61

574

s 1,135

open Space

s 14.412
o-24ri

Va€ant/
Undeveloped

s

)
5

s
Þ

7,I24
7,288

5 242
o_oolt

lnst¡üjtional /
Public

I
$

s
I
s

s

L20

123

s

Þ

s

s

5

¿0

20

s 40

0.001

Atr¡c!ltural

s 2,373
0.049l

@mmercial

ê

s
$

s

5

5

!,r73
L,2OO

g 47.L42

o.77

5

Þ

s

5

)

23,303

æ,839

Per

RÊsidential

Farm and Agriculture t¡nds
Forestry
Upland Habitat
Aquat¡c Hab¡tet (Fresh and Marine)

Water Qualltv and Quantity (Stormwater, Flooding, etc.)

Economic 5upport to Workin8 Lands

land Ure CeteEor¡es

s 6.15r_042
s 6,1s7.N2

Coñhlned

Contîol

(42s) 867-1802
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KING CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Rates & Charges Model
Ret6

Rates to be Charged ard ievenue Èlslaùon IBASED Otl MAXIMUM RATEI

ÈrÈæl
5 10.qxr0

rr!¡¡taE¡tl! Alow¡ur
Rrtrs

Hirnåted ReGnueloss

FCS GßOUP
(425) 8rl-180¿

NeaaevenuesNædedftonnøtE S 6,151,042

XCD 2015 Model w W¡terfrþnt Sepàrèt?d

Woøtü¡
5
s
s
s
5
5

9.6396

9.4173

10t974
9.4Æ4
7.t685
9.ú84

NdtWøú'l'!¿¡
CäloLdR¡t6krPæl

95960
9_1717

10,1538

9396E
7.86ts
9.06¿7

Þnd lrse cåtegDfl

Residmtial
comreEial
AErk!ltural
lnniùùonal / Publ¡c

Vãc¡nt / Und4eloped
Opm 5pâce

Foresd

10"508

529
9

54
1,24

253

L4,597

Itb. of P¡rRls
ìlolWútErffi

s69,961

18,65E

112

2,745
41,461

2,090

6:¡5.027 J5r¡¡¡2

rüÍ L

5
I
s
s
5
5
s

5,570,621
179,876

7,X¿9

26,W
351,763

21,25O

s

iu?l

s 13iL7Il7

s

5

I
)
5
s
s

10r"æ3
4,%2

92
510

25,526
2,304

5 ô016.¡¡35

NotWsae'Írût
5

s
s
s
5

s
s

5,46,9,327

t74ß94
L,717

25,794
326,237

1å,945

E. Pecel
Weaarltttl

5
s
s
s
s

s
s

9.4530

9.2350

10.0000

92576
7.7L6¿
8.9321)

c¡kubred ¡
No/cWdterlmì
s
5
s
$
$
s
s

9.4102
9.1922

9.9572
921/tE
7-7162
&8892

TI'ÍAL

]¡rd t se Cåteeory

Residqli¡l
0ommercial
Agric¡¡ltuEf
lrEtitutioml / Publ¡c

VeGnt/ Undevebped
open Space

FoEsted

wolsfr?4'ì
10.5(¡8

529
9

54
3,24

253

t¡,597

îlolWdúmt
569,96r

18,658
112

¿745
41.461

¿090

53S¡tt s 6.ftltlg¡a

fOTAL

sA6¿,76L
175,393

1,205

25,795

3¡4p52
¿0¡38

ffi

s 1¡2¡n

s
s
s
s
(
I
s

99,332

4,8E5

90
500

25,031
2,260

NotWolE,
5,363,429

171,508

u1s
25,295

319,9¿1

lE 57E

Í/dÊt'Iwtlt/øt l/dÞr'tunt
C.ku¡ú.d R

s
5

t
s
I
s
s

(0.:rrsEl
(0,1E1s1

(0,19661

(0,1E19)

(0.1s241

(0.17s51

tând t sc Catetory

rC'TAL

Res¡denual

commerc¡el

Agr¡cultuÊl
lnsÎ¡tutioml/ Public

Vacant/ LJndeveloped

Open Space

Forest d

n¡rlú
Þràlr

10,508
529

9

s
3,244

253

l¡597

&tlü¡rut
569,961

18,558

rt2
z;r4s

41,rt61

2,090

5t5,Ott

IOTAl
(107.8501

(ì183j
(24

(s0e;

(5,8111

(41!

s
s
s
$
s
s
3
s 1119.098t

WoÈñrù?
t1,9511

(e6l
(2)

(10)

(4,s4)

(4s)

5
s
é

s
s
s
s

f2.60ts

Iþtlyllsím'Ê
(10s,8991

f3,æ61

l22l
f4eel

(ô317ì
(367)

s f116.4!t(
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o

servo ton
Distri ct

2015 Rotes & Chorges

Presented by: John Ghilorducci

.;T} FCS GROUP- Sulutì<¡ns-Oricnrcd Consulting



Generol Approoch

l. Define Noturol Resource Priorities (NRPs)

' Form ond Agriculture Londs

' Forestry

' UPlond Hobitot
. Etc.

2. Allocote NRPs & Associoted Costs between Direct
& lndirect Service Provided

3. Evoluote Customer Types Served by NRP

4. Colculote Rotes by Customer Type
Boseline scenorio
Woterfront distinction

a

O

?age 2



Who receivesservice
sharg (fu||, partjaL or none)?

Type of sen ice
provided

Who receivesservice
share (fu||, partiaf ornone)?

Land L,sc Catego-v

i Residcntia I

2 Conrrnerr-cr¡ |

3 AqrrcLrlturar

4 li'st tuticn¡l/[)ublrc
5. Opcr- Spuce

6. \/;.rca'it7'

U ndeve ioped

/ f-orcstry

lndirect

Natural Rcsource Priority

Land Use C¿teeo:v

1. Resicenti¿ I

2. Comrneic al

3. Agr,cu iural
4. I nstitutiora l/Publrc

5. Open Space

6. Vscart¿
U ndeve lopec

7. Foresiry

Direct

CS GROUP
¡urKrn)-()¡icnt(\l Glnrult in¡¡
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Customer Bose

I The lqnd use cotegories ore bose,C on the present

use of eoch porcel in the King County porcel file

I There ore o number of porcels thot ore exempt
from the chorge
./ 92,97 4 parcels in cities thot hqve "opted out"

. Enumclow

. Milton

. Federol WoY
,/ 2,059 timber porcels
{ 32,752 olher exempt porcels

I There ore o totql of 649,624 porcels thot ore
currently ovoiloble to chorge

. Pocific
' Skykomish

FCS GROUP
\ rlui r {rr-Of ¡i'nttsl (-<rn:ultinB
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2015 District Budget

Form ond Agriculture Londs

Forestry

Uplond Hobitot

Aquolic Hobitot (Fresh ond Morine)

Woter Quolity qnd Quontity (Stormwoter, Flooding, etc.)

Economic Support to Working Londs / Food System Support

Cosl Recovery
Needed

$ 1,294,786

$ 441 ,541

$ 586,647

$ 1,426,945

$ 
.|,459,ógo

$ 941,544

Grond Tolql $ ó,1 51,O42

S GROUP
¡ns-(irir.n¡t:<l C<lnsultinq

Fage 5



Rotes lRevenue Requirements

Calculated Rates and Revenue Reconciliation

9.6004

9.3781

10.1582

9.4012

.7.8201

9.069L

s

S

s

s

s

5

S

Calculated

Rates Per Parcel

TOTAT

Land Use Category

Residential

Commercial

Agricultural
lnstitutional/ Public

Vacant/ Undeveloped

Open Space

Forested
ilg,624

580,1t69

t9,t87
T2I

2,7æ

4,705
2,343

No, of Parcels

s 6,151,u2

5,572,7L5

I79,937

I,229

26,3L4

349,598

21.,249

s

s

5

s

s

s

s

TOTALRevenue

FCS GROUP
S, r[¡t ir¡ns-Orit'ntcrl ( imsultin¡;
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Rote Limit

Rotes ore odjusted proportionolly such thot the
highest rote is $l0.00 per porcel, os per stqtute

Rates to be Charged and Revenue C¿lculation IBASED ON MÆ(¡MUM nnrul

Per Parcel

S lo.otxþ
Maximum Allowable

Rates

CalculaÞd
Rates Per Parcel

9.4s09

9.2320

10.00æ

9.2548

7.6983

8.9279

s

s

$

s
5

s

s

land Use Category

Residential

Commercial

Agricultural
lnstitutional / Public

Vacant / Undeveloped

Open Space

Forested

TOTAT

No. of Parcels

580,469

L9,L87

tzL
2,799

M,705
2,43

ilg,624

TOTAIRevenue

s

s

s

s

s

s

s

5,485,942

177,735

t,2lo
7l.,9n4

34É.,L54

20,918

S oost263

FCS GROUP
5olutions- Oricnl(.(l Consu lt¡nli
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Estimoted Revenue Shortfoll

Bosed on budgeted progroms/services ond the

$l O.O0 per porcel rote limit, revenue will foll short of
budgeted expenditures

Estimated Revenue Loss

(0.14es)

(0.1460)

(0.1s82)

(o.14at)

(0.1218)

(0.1412)

s

s

s

s

s

s

s

Calculated

Rates Per Parcel

TOTAL

Residential

Commercial

Agricultural

lnstitutional/ Public

Vacant/ Undeveloped

Open Space

Forested

land Use CategorY

æ9,624

580,469

L9,L87

tzL
2,799

4,7O5
2,343

No. of Parcels

s ps,Tnl

(86,n31
(2,802)

(le)
(410)

15,aA'4¡

(331,)

s

s

$

5

5

s

s

TOTALRevenue

Page I



Rotes lRevenue Requirements
with Woterfront Dntin ction

C¡lculated Rates and Revenue Reconciliation

Wateúront
10,508

529

9

54

3,24
E3

14,597615,ü27

No. of Parcels

NotWate¡front
569,961

18,659

t72
2,745

4L,Ær

¿090

F-CS GROUP
þ ¡lut n rrìi-()r¡c¡ttr.d Cunrulti¡tB

WøterÍrcnt
9.6396

9.4113

to.1,974

9.4rtu
7.86&5

9.1@

s

5

s

s
s

s
s

Calculated Rates Per Parcel

NotWaÞrf¡ont
s
s
s
$

s
s
s

9.s960

9.3737

10.1538

9.3968

7.8685

9.W7

land Use Cæegory

Residential

Commercial

Agricultural

lnstitutional/ Public
Vacant / Undeveloped
Open Space

Forested

TOTAL

TOTAL

5,570,621

t79,8;l6
1"229

26,3U
35t763
2L,2fi

s
s
s
s

s

s
s
s s,tsl"o¿zs 7it4,797

tol,?93
4,982

92

510

8,526
2,3U

s
5

s

s
s
s
s

Rene nue Reconci I iation
NotWate¡Íront

5,ffi,327
L74,894

1"737

8,794
326,237

t8,945

s
s
s
s

s
s
s
S 6,m6,:lls
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Rote Limit
with W oterfront Dis finc fion

Rotes ore odjusted proportionolly such thot the
highest rote is $.l0.00 per porcel, os per stotute

Rates to be and Revenue Calcúlation ED ON MAXIMUM

Per Parcel

5 10.0000

MaximumAllowable
Rates

FCS GROUP
Sol utir¡ns-(Jricntc<J ConsulÚng

WoterÍrcnt
9.4530

9.2350

10.00æ

9.2576

7.7L62

8.9320

s
s

s
s
s
S

s

Calculated Rates Per Parcel

NotWaterlront

s

5

s

5

S

s
s

9.4102

9.1922

9.9572

9.21¿18

7.7L62

8.8892

TOTAL

Residential

Commercial

Agricultural
lnst¡tut¡onal/ Public

Vacant/ Undeveloped

Open Space

Forested

land Use Category

r45gl

10,508

529

9
g

3,24
253

Wsterfront

635,fn7

No. of Parcels

NotWaterfront
569,961

19,658

LLz

2,745

4L,ÆL

2,090

S 6,û31"944

TOTAT

5,Æ2,761

L76,393

L,2O5

2l.,795

w,952
20,838

s
5

s

5

5

s
s

s ße0$

Wøterfrcnt
99,332

488s
90

500

25,031

2,2æ

5

s

s
5

s
5

s

$ s,ggg,g4s

Revenue Reconci liation

lìlot

s

5

5

5

s

s
s

5,363,429

171,508

7,175

25,85
319,921

18,578

Page -i0



Estimoted Revenue Shortfoll
with Woterfront Disfin ction

Bosed on budgeted progroms/services ond the
$10.00 per porcel rote limit, revenue will foll short of
budgeted expenditures

Estimated Revenue Loss

Wøterf¡pnt

s

s
s
s

s

s
s

(0.1865)

(0.18Ur)

(0.1!¡74)

(0.r8æl
(0.1s24)

(0.17e0

Calculated Rates Per Parcel

NotWaterfront
s
5

s
s
s
s

s

(0.18s8)

(0.181s)

(0.1e66)

(0.181s)

(0.1s24)

(o.17ss)

land Use Category

Residential
Commercial

Agricultural
lnstitutional/ Public
Vacant/ Undeveloped

Open Space

Forested

TOTAL

Wote¡lront
10,508

529

9
g

3,24
253

14,597

No. of Parcels

NotWøterfront

635,027

569,961

19,65E

tLz
474s

41,Æl

eo90

TOTAL

5

5

s

s

5

s
s

(10¿860)

(1483)

l24l
(soe)

(6,811)

(411)

$ (.¡J9,0981

Wøterfront

s
s
s
s
s
5

s

(r,ffi¡
(e6)

(2)

(10)

(4e4)

(4s)

s (¿6æls f 11ô4e01

Revenue Reconciliation
NotWote¡front
s

s

s

5

5

s
s

(m58r,e)

(1385)
(22l.

(4ee)

(6,314

(367)
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AUESTIONS

CS GROUP
iuln,ns- ()ricnlttl C.xNU¡linß
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