
SECTION SEVEN: PROCEDURES AND FEES (cont.)

shall be promptly corrected by the applicant or the applicant will

be subject to the penalty provisions of Section Thirteen.

(g) Appeals. An aggrieved applicant may appeal any final decision

or determination of the under this ordinance to the
(local agency)

__________________ The appeal shall be filed in writing

(special hearing examiner)
within twenty (20) days of the date of official transmittal of the final

decision or determination to the applicant, shall state clearly the

grounds on which the appeal is based, and shall be processed in the

manner prescribed for hearing administrative appeals under
(local

or state code provision)

Commentary

The procedures involved in the Model Ordinance are straightforward.
A proposed development is either exempted from the requirements of the
ordinance, is granted a waiver from its requirements after a review of
a written request for waiver, or requires the submission of a Water
Management Plan. The fee structure will provide funds to pay the cost

of administration, including costs of review and inspection.

If the Plan is not approved, the applicant will be told why and will
know what he can do to meet the requirements of the ordinance. Even if
the Plan is otherwise in good order, an initial site inspection will be
necessary to determine -whether the predevelopment conditions are actually
as they have been described in the Plan and whether any considerations
have been omitted. After approval of the Plan and commencement of the
development, it will be important to inspect the progress and completion
of the project to make certain that the approved Water Management Plan
is followed.

The appeals procedure is admittedly sketchy because this area is
one where differences between existing systems are great. It is con-
templated that the procedure for hearing appeals will conform to an
existing procedure for hearing appeals from building permit denials,
for example. Some counties have a hearing examiner for these purposes
and this type of appellate process seems to be a good one.

Some of the language in this section was adopted from Drainage
Ordinance, Title XXIV, Snohomish County, Washington (1979); and
Ordinance No. 78-32, Volusia County, Florida (1978).
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