
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:___Chris Townsend_ ________







Date:____August 21, 2013________

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

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



The proposal resolves issues identified in a Lean event that was focused on special use permits.  It is also provides a remedy to a problem identified by two utilities with the method used to calculate right-of-way permit fees. The proposal more directly ties permit fees with the costs to the county to issue the permits.
 [x ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



The legislation addresses the management of county property by the county’s real estate services section which is the entity designated by code responsible for managing the county’s property.
 [  ]  [  ]  [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?



The proposal simplifies the fee structure and may result in future efficiencies and related cost savings associated with issuing the permits.  
 [ x]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?



The purpose of the proposed ordinance is to simplify and clarify the method used to assess fees for permits to use county property.  It is also responsive to recommendations for improvements to code sections related to real estate permits from a Lean event.  The ordinance will result in permit fees that are more closely tied to the cost of issuing the permit and is supportive of the full cost recovery goal.
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear?



Following adoption by council, the new fee schedule will be posted in the appropriate section of the county’s website and following the fee schedule for all transactions processed after January 1, 2013.
Yes     No     N/A 
[ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



Specific measurable outcomes associated with the ordinance would be recovery of all costs to county’s Real Estate Services permit unit associated with issuing each permit.
  Yes     No     N/A
 [x  ]  [  ]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified?
Evaluation will occur in conjunction with periodic budget progress reporting throughout 2014 and in the budget development process for 2015.
 [x  ]  [  ]   [  ]

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



A utility task force (UTF) was convened and met twice to discuss the proposed changes to the fee structure for real estate permits.  The UTF met twice in Seattle.  A special session was convened on Vashon Island and well attended.  Custodial agencies including Parks and the Roads Services Division were also consulted during the development of the proposed fee changes. A public website was established for the UTF to make all proposals, materials, agendas, and meeting minutes available to the public.  
 [x]  [  ]   [  ]

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




The proposed fee structure will be more economical to administer and will be easier for applicants to understand.
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



The proposed legislation is in part responsive to costly challenges of fees assessed using the existing method.  Without the proposed changes, the county is at risk of future challenges which are costly to remedy.  
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?



Benefits will outweigh costs if the proposed fee structure is adopted.  No costs have been identified associated with this proposal.  Benefits include greater efficiency in the processing of permits, simpler methodologies that are easier for the public to understand, and full cost recovery for administration of the permit system.  
 [  ]  [  ]  [ x ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?
Not applicable. 
 [ 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?




The proposed changes have been reviewed and approved by the PAO.

