
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By: Greg Scharrer





Date: October 1, 2008
  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  []

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  



Fees to recover the cost of providing inspection of construction taking place in the right of way.
 [X  ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.  



King County is responsible for the proper maintenance and safe condition of the right of way. 
 [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?




If yes then explain.   



The fee increase reflects a 3.58% annual increase since it was last adopted by the Council in 2005.  This growth rate is commensurate with inflation during this time period.
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.  



The ordinance sets hourly fees for road maintenance utility inspection for right-of-way construction permits.
 [X  ]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.  



Hourly fees are billed to the permittee based on the hours of inspection.
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



The ordinance assumes 9,966 of billable inspection hours.
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  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [  X]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.
 [X  ]  [  ]   [  ]

INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)? Describe the level of collaboration that has been performed.  



The fee increased will be advertised as part of the public process for adoption of the ordinance.  Interested parties can address the fee change at the scheduled public hearings.
 [X  ]  [  ]   [  ]

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



The goal is full cost recovery.  The hourly fee is derived based on full costs.
 [  ]  [  ]  [ X ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation. This is a function of county government codified in KCC.14.44.045.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.  



This is a fee ordinance for a long time existing county function required in the KC Code.  It is not a new regulation.
 [  ]  [X  ]  [  ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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

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