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Date: November 16, 2001
  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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



A major revision of Title 23 was accomplished in 1998.  The amendments recommended by this legislation address issues that have surfaced during the three years of implementation in Title 23 and in Title 21A relating to junk and inoperative vehicles and development standards for parking areas.

 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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


This proposal recommends amendments to King County Code Title 23,   "Code Compliance".  The purpose of KCC Title 23 is to identify processes and methods to encourage compliance with county laws and regulations that King County has adopted to promote and protect the general public health, safety and environment of county residents.  This title declares certain acts to be civil violations and establishes non-penal enforcement procedures and civil penalties.  This title also declares certain acts to be misdemeanors.  King County is the only government with the authority to amend this code and the zoning code (Title 21A).
 [ 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 fiscal change proposed by this legislation and noted below would not have adverse impact the County’s economy or job growth:

· Changes the civil fines and penalties assessment schedule to replace discretionary fines with specific amounts and to increase fines for repeat offenders and to provide for daily rather than periodic reassessment.  Specific amounts are easier for the public to understand and easier for DDES to implement.  Those who repeatedly violate similar codes should be assessed a higher fee.
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?
In general terms, the purpose of this legislation is to create a fair and equitable enforcement process that provides King County with the proper tools to enforce against repeat offenders and those who are not willing to voluntarily comply with the county’s code.
 [ 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)?




This proposal has been forwarded to the State for 60 day review and to all six Unincorporated Area Councils. Three public meetings have been held including the UAC Annual Forum on September 29, 2001.

 [ 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?

Three years of experience with the current code found in KCC Title 23 and eight years of experience with the code in KCC Title 21A have demonstrated the need to request consideration of these proposed amendments by elected leadership.

 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?



This proposal would give the county the authority to consider whole or   partial wavier of civil fines and penalties when code violations are completely corrected through voluntary agreements.
 [ 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?
This proposal recommends an amendment to the “junk” and “inoperative” vehicle sections of county code to make them consistent with state law.
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