
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:_Sean Bouffiou_ ________







Date:_9-10-09_______________

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

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




Until recently, criminal background reports and Driver’s License record extracts were provided at minimal or no cost to the county.  These records are provided by the Washington State Patrol and the Department of Licensing, respectively.  In the last year, new and or increased fees have resulted in King County spending nearly $50,000 of unanticipated expenditure.  These records are critical to the due diligence work that is conducted prior to approving an application for a for-hire driver’s license.  In addition, for-hire driver applicants are required to take and pass a written and oral exam as part of the application process.  Testing is scheduled in advance.  Applicants that do not show up for their scheduled time are allowed to reschedule.  Testing classes are often full and failing to show up often results in an empty desk that could have been filled.  Implementing a rescheduling fee will create an incentive for applicants to show up at their scheduled time. 



 [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 drivers regulated under KCC 6.64 is approximately 2,700, with modest annual growth and potential decline depending on the economy.  The proposed annual fee for for-hire drivers was last increased in 2005.  The fees represent the added cost associated with the criminal background and driver’s license cost incurred by the county in processing for-hire driver license applications.  This increase is not anticipated to have an adverse impact on the economy or job growth.  
 [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, 2010 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 2010 Budget.  
 [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?
This particular proposal does not represent a change in regulatory responsibility or action, only a change in the fee associated with the for-hire drivers license to offset the cost of obtaining background records when processing the license applications.  




 [  ]  [  ]  [ 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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