
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:  Barbara Wright, Community Environmental Division







Date:  September 16, 2002

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

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




Presently, the revenue collected from Plumbing fees is not covering staffing costs.  In 2003, we will be required to be totally fee supported in plumbing activities.  We are running a deficit in the program this year because fees have not been raised to reflect our costs.  Public Health generally increases every 3 years and it will be 4 years since we have had any fee increases.

 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

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




This is a regulatory responsibility and compliance is based on King County codes.

 [ 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?



This will not have a long-term adverse impact on the economy or job growth.  The fees actually reflect the inspection work necessary to complete a construction job.  To have the necessary staff and a quick response time is critical in the building industry.

 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

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

Are the steps for implementation clear?
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve?
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  Yes     No     N/A
 [ x ]  [  ]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified?



Any evaluation of the proposed fee increase would be a simple accounting. 

 [x  ]  [  ]   [  ]

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




Discussions are being held with three organizations, i.e. Mechanical Contractors Association; Plumbing, Heating and Cooling Contractors; and the Building Owners and Management Association.  At this time, these organizations are more concerned with timely inspections than an increase in fees.




 [x  ]  [  ]   [  ]

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




Yes, the proposed fee increases are actually based on the hours needed to complete the work.

 [  ]  [ x ]  [  ]

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



We are required to regulate plumbing and gas installations within King County by code.  If we do not increase fees, the staffing levels would be reduced and customers would not be able to complete their construction projects in a timely manner.  The customers are happy with fee increases if they mean we can complete timely inspections.

 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?



The complaints would be unmanageable in both the Mayor’s Office and the




Executive’s Office.  

 [  ]  [  ]  [x  ]

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

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



The ordinance is merely an update of an ordinance passed four years ago.

 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

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