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Prepared By:  Caroline Whalen (296-6700)







Date:  April 5, 2002

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

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



KCC Title 27 is a listing of all fees associated with land use and building activities in unincorporated King County.   It was the subject of a substantial revision in 1998 that became effective in 1999.  After three years of implementation, the Department of Development and Environmental Services (DDES) proposes a number of changes which endeavor to correct flaws and to improve the ordinance for better cost recovery so that fees truly equate cost of service. These changes with the  five percent increase proposed for 2003, 2004 and 2005 will enable DDES to remain solvent.

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need?
 [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 automatic annual fee increase of five percent for three consecutive years was recommended and reviewed as part of the DDES fee studies.  

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?



It is intended to correct flaws and improve the ordinance for better cost recovery so that fees truly equate cost of service.

 [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?
 [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 changes will be discussed with stakeholders prior to transmittal to the Council. 

[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?



The financial plan illustrates the fiscal impacts of these proposed changes including the fee increases. Failure to adopt this ordinance will result in the need to significantly reduce expenditures and permitting services in order to keep this fund solvent.  

[X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?
 [  ]  [  ]  [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?
S:\CODE_DEV\FORMS\ORDPKG\REGNOTE.DOC

