
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:  Sean Bouffiou






Date:  September 30, 2003

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

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need?  The cost of providing animal control services are driven by the cost of labor, supplies, utilities and equipment.   These fee and service charge increases are proposed in order help balance the cost of these services with the revenue generated by them and to minimize the impact on the Current Expense Fund.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need?  The county currently provides animal control services to unincorporated King County and, through interlocal service agreements, to 33 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 fees proposed are modest increases and are not expected to materially impact the economy or job growth.

 [X]  [  ]  []

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

Are the steps for implementation clear?




The fees are proposed to take effect beginning January 1, 2004
 [  ]  [  ]  [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?
 [  ]  [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 shared with special interest groups or the general public.  They are generally consistent with similar charges imposed by neighboring Counties, other major jurisdictions, and private sector service providers.  

 [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?
Yes, these fee increases are necessary to help offset the cost of providing related services throughout King County.  In addition to being more representative of the cost to provide the service, the fee increases are necessary to help reduce the level of CX subsidy.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?
 [  ]  [X]  []

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?  The proposed fees include monetary penalties for non-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?  The fees proposed are generally consistent with neighboring jurisdictions and other comparable public and private service providers.

