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CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:_Sean Bouffiou_ ________







Date:_9-29-04_______________

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

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




The City of Seattle is considering an ordinance that makes changes to Taxi Vehicle fees, this ordinance would make the County’s Taxi Vehicle fee consistent.  The licensing of Limousine drivers at Sea-Tac was initiated by the Port of Seattle and will be regulated by King County via changes to an existing inter-local services agreement.  
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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

State law (RCW 39.34) authorizes Local jurisdictions to regulate for-hire drivers, taxicabs, and for-hire vehicles.  County Code (6.64) authorizes King County to regulate for-hire drivers, taxicabs, and for-hire vehicles in unincorporated King County and by inter-local agreement with incorporated cities.  


 [  ]  [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 quantity of vehicles regulated under KCC 6.64 is historically a stable quantity year after year.  The quantity of for-hire drivers has increase approximately 5% per year.  The proposed annual fees were last increase for vehicles six years ago and for for-hire drivers 10 years ago.  The fees represent a modest increase and are not anticipated to impact the economy or job growth in King County.  In addition to the proposed fee increases, King County and the City of Seattle are proposing increases to the per-drop and meter rates collected by drivers in cooperation with the industry.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear?



The annual fees would be in effect beginning January 1, 2005 and would be processed upon the renewal of or application for a license.  Written notice will be sent to industry associations, taxicab and limo companies and in visible locations.   
 [  ]  [  ]  [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?
 [  ]  [X]   [  ]

INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)?
The proposed fee increases have not been discussed with the affected organizations. There will be opportunity for public input during the County’s legislative review of the Proposed 2005 Budget.  King County has worked with the Limousine industry to gain their support to be regulated under the current for-hire driver category.
 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

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




The agency is already set up to collect the annual fees and regulate the industry in accordance with KCC
 6.64.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered?
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?
Aside from the fee increases, the proposed regulation of limousines by King County on behalf of the Port of Seattle will greatly increase public safety, customer service, and security.  




 [  ]  [  ]  [ X]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?
 [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?
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