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  Yes     No     N/A
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need?



For-hire vehicle operators increasingly find it difficult to obtain liability coverage for their for-hire and taxi vehicles.  The number of insurance carriers willing to write policies has declined over the years and premiums for coverage have increased.  Operators are seeking County and City assistance as they approach annual renewal deadlines for vehicle registration and renewing insurance policies, believing that dropping the carrier rating from B+ to B will provide relief from rising premium rates and declining market participation by insurance carriers with higher ratings.  
 [x ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need?



The City and County both regulate the for-hire industry as a local, discretionary responsibility.  The County also contracts with 16 other local municipalities for regulatory services.  At this time, both the County and City are the most appropriate jurisdictions, given existing policy decisions to regulate the for-hire vehicle industry.  
 [  ]  [  ]  [x ]

ECONOMY & JOB GROWTH:  Has the economic impact of the proposed regulation been reviewed to ensure it will not have a long-term adverse impact on the economy and job growth in King County?



No, not from a macro-economic perspective.  However, from a micro-economic perspective, within the for-hire transportation industry, the proposed changes are intended to provide some near term relief in a market that is increasingly competitive and where incumbent industry operators have experienced rising operating costs and fewer compensated trips.
 [ x]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?



Yes, the purpose of the proposed ordinance is to remove language no longer relevant, and to change minimum insurance requirements for taxi and for-hire vehicle operators. 
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear?



Yes
Yes     No     N/A 
[  ]  [  ]  [ X ]

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



. 
  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [ X]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified?



No.  RALS will continue to work with the FH operators to monitor the status.
 [x  ]  [  ]   [  ]

INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)?



Records and Licensing Services and the City of Seattle Finance and Administrative Services were approached by multiple taxi and for-hire operators and owners, and local insurance brokers, lobbying to reduce the insurance rating (or keep the rating) at B VII rather than B+ VII.  In addition, the King County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office, County and City Risk Management staff, as well as other insurance professionals were consulted.
 [x]  [  ]   [  ]

COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?




It is unclear if the changes proposed will have the desired impact, since it depends on a dynamic insurance market where other factors also contribute to higher premiums.   Input from industry representatives indicates that the proposed change will at least have a near term impact of lower policy premiums and more carriers willing to write policies. 
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered?



Yes, though the result would establish inconsistent regulations between Seattle and King County.  If not adopted, some for-hire operators are likely to continue to struggle with the higher cost insurance premiums.  The City of Seattle is also considering similar changes to their municipal code.  If the two codes are not in alignment, operators with dual medallions will need to meet the most stringent requirements between the two jurisdictions.
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?



There is no cost to the county.  The regulatory changes are anticipated to have an impact on the premium cost of insurance policies, and increased competition locally.  
 [  ]  [  ]  [ x ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?
Yes.
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?



The proposed changes have been reviewed and edited by the code reviser and the PAO. 
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

CONSISTENCY:  Is the proposed regulation consistent with existing federal, state and local statutes?




This proposed regulation is consistent the County authority under state statutes, and is aligned with the City of Seattle in order to maintain consistent requirements for local operators.
