
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By Bernard Thompson__ ________







Date:______10/11/05_________________

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

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain. 
a. Better overall customer services to the Utilities Industry

b. Maintenance and storage of utility franchise, wireless use agreement, telecommunications and franchise renewal notification files
c. Implementation of the Maintenance and Operation Permit Program

d. More careful review of County ownership interest in road right of ways

e. Ability to perform  timely research, gather permit related information and related documents for County agencies and the public
f.  Cover administrative, cost and expenses associated with processing and issuance of a Right of Way Construction permits.

 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain. The County is the owner and operator of the road right of ways and the body that grant the utility franchise to the utilities for use and operation of public and private utilities on County road right of ways.
 [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 in 1973 for the submittal of a Right of Way Construction permit was $5.00. Over the past 32 years, the fee for processing Right of Way Construction permit has been increased six times and over this period, the fee increases total $85.00.  The average increase per year over 32 years has been about $2.34.

                         Recognizing the minimal nature of the fee increase, as compared to other jurisdictions in King County and the State of Washington we believe that the impact on the economy and job growth will not significantly affect the utilities industry. 
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance. The purpose is to increase the permit application fees and grant each public/private utility maintenance and operations Right of way Construction permit. The fee structure will be based on the number of utility customer connections.
 [X  ]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation. The fee will be effective on January 1, 2006, the maintenance and operations permit identifies the fees, and the methodology used to determine the fee charged.
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes. The measurable outcome is to cover administrative cost and expenses associated with the processing of the permits.
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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 implementation of  maintenance and operation right of way construction permit was addressed as a part of the Utility Task Force recommendation, where this office recognized a need for this type of permit, the Prosecuting Attorney’s Office felt it was appropriate so that the utility franchise holder would be in full compliance with the terms and conditions of its utility franchise, and the utility interest would be able to perform routine maintenance without the need to obtain a permit for maintenance and routine inspections with no impact on the road surface.
 [ X ]  [  ]   [  ]
COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden? We believe based on the history of permit fee increases for permit application fees and the comparative analysis of fees being charged by other Cities and Counties the fee increase will generate the additional revenues with minimum cost and burden to the County. It is anticipated that this fee ordinance, if implemented as proposed will generate $60,000.00 to $80,000.00 of additional revenue.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation. We anticipate without the fee increase and implementation of the maintenance and operation permit the anticipated revenues will be significantly reduced and the overall service delivery will be negatively impacted. 
 [  ]  [  ]  [ X ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed 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? The ordinance clearly identifies the fees to be increased and defines the fee structure for the implementation of the maintenance and operation Right of Way Construction Permit.
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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