
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:__Geraldine Cole






Date:___9/10/2010____________________

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

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



The regulation addresses the need to update and restructure fees for plumbing and gas piping permits due to the increasing cost of this service.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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



By law, Public Health – Seattle & King County has responsibility for plumbing and gas piping inspections within King County.  The proposed fees need to be adopted by both King County and the City of Seattle.  The plumbing/gas inspection program operated by Public Health – Seattle & King County has jurisdiction in Seattle, unincorporated King County, and the Point cities.  Seattle is including the proposed fees in its 2011 DPD fee ordinance.
 [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 proposed fees will provide full cost recovery for the plumbing and gas piping inspection program based on the time it takes to perform the service. Without this fee adjustment, the program will not be able to meet its regulatory obligations in a timely manner, causing delays to the already struggling construction sector. This existing fee represents a small portion of overall construction inspections and is not expected to have a long-term adverse impact on the economy or job growth in King County.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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



The purpose of the regulation is to update and restructure plumbing and gas piping fees.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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



The County Council reviews and adopts the proposed fees.  
· Both the County Council and City of Seattle Council reviews and adopts the following year’s fee structure for this particular set of fees. 

· Stakeholders, who have already been briefed on the proposal, will be notified of the upcoming changes.

· The increased fees will be effective beginning January 1, 2011.
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Yes     No     N/A
[  ]  [  ]  [X]

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


 [  ]  [  ]   [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.



Public Health staff has briefed the Master Builders Association of King and Snohomish Counties staff and membership, which is the primary trade association effected by the fee increase.  In addition, the King County Builders Council has been presented this proposal for review.
 [  ]  [  ]   [X]

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

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation.



If plumbing and gas fees are not increased the regulatory requirements for inspection could not be met without significant delays to active construction and remodeling projects due to a need for a decrease in inspector staff to match the reduced revenues of this self-sustaining service.  Plumbing/gas program deficits in 2008-2009 totaled $1.1 million.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

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



There are no costs associated with the regulation.  An existing fee structure is already in place.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.
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Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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




Current fee structures, applicability and definitions have been simplified from the prior ordinance.  A revised sliding fee scale is supplied with a clearly defined scale and applicable fees at each level.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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



The fees are authorized under K.C.C. 2.99.030 and 16.32.080.
