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Presentation Overview

* River Floodplain Risks in King County

* River Basins in King County

« 2007 Flood Hazard Management Plan

* Project Prioritization and Evaluation Approach
 Capital Project Risk Reduction Approaches

« 2018 Budget Overview: Operating and Capital Budget
* Funding Programs with District Funds

e Services Provided by Water and Land Resources




Floodplain Risks in King County
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Flood Hazard Management Plan:

Written in 2006 and Adopted by Flood District in 2007
Includes policies to:

Prioritize flood risk

Achieve multiple objectives

Protect natural functions and values

Flood Control District Adopted Provisional Goals:

South Fork Snoqualmie River (2014)
* Reduce risks from flood and channel migration hazards
500-yr” level of protection
* Reduce the long-term costs of flood hazard management
* Improve the natural environment through sound and sustainable flood
hazard management
* Incorporate stakeholder and community values into the Corridor
Planning process
Lower Green River (2014)
* Set provisional levels of protection (LOP)
Identified maximum LOP of 18,800 cfs for all PL84-99 levees
Identified areas for more detailed analysis to determine LOP
Identified areas to maintain current LOP
Tolt River (2015
* Reduce risks from flood and channel migration hazards
*  Reduce long-term costs of flood hazard management
. Improve salmonid habitat and restore natural river processes
. Incorporate stakeholder and community input into the Corridor
Planning process.




Evaluation Criteria:
Project Evaluation Approach

Implementation Opportunity Potential
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Capital Project Risk Reduction Approaches
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Flood Control District Operating Programs

How do we reduce flood risks?
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|dentify hazards
Assess risk and vulnerabilities
Build awareness of hazards

Develop a plan and strategy to reduce
risks

Actions to avoid risk

Actions to reduce or mitigate risk
Evaluate, learn, and adjust

Program Categories
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Flood Preparedness, Regional Flood
Warning Center, and Post Flood Recovery

Planning, Grants, Mitigation, and Public
Outreach

Flood Hazard Assessments, Mapping, and
Technical Studies

Resource Management, Annual
Maintenance, and Facility Monitoring

Capital Investments: Construction and
Repair, Acquisitions and Elevation




Flood Control District Capital Grant Programs

* Subregional Opportunity Fund
— 10% of total levy; allocated based on assessed value
— $10,000 minimum for small jurisdictions
— Increases with levy rate
 Cooperative Watershed Management “WRIA” Grants
— Projects recommended by WRIAs
— Increases with inflation
* Flood Reduction Grants
— Annual application process in late spring
— Eligibility includes non-profits, home-owner associations, cities



