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ESJ Analysis of Parking Penalty Changes
The most recent proposal for parking penalties is more modest and targeted to address key safety issues.  It should be noted that the Sheriff has very limited capacity for parking enforcement or other traffic issues, unlike cities, and therefore impacts from penalty increases are expected to occur only in areas and at times when there are significant and ongoing life safety concerns.  Most of the county road miles do not have signage for parking enforcement purposes, and the Sheriff does not enforce unsigned restrictions with limited exceptions (like blocking a roadway, driveway, or mailbox), and even those instances are limited.
Court rules provide for a base penalty for most parking infractions at $20.  However, Executive staff wished to address a very common problem that affects many residents in the county who live near State and County parks and trailheads.  On weekends and holidays, the parking facilities for these parks and trailheads are inadequate to accommodate all the visitors.  Many visitors illegally park in the surrounding neighborhoods, creating significant safety issues and greatly impacting the residents of those neighborhoods.  Vehicles have blocked line of sight for intersections, blocked private driveways, extended vehicles into the travelled lane, blocked walking paths pushing pedestrians into the roadway, and otherwise have created significant safety issues.  Once the park/trailhead parking lots are full (generally on the weekends) people illegally park near the park/trailheads and just treat the $20 ticket like a parking fee for the day.  By signing these stretches of roadway, and doubling the parking penalty of $20, or $48 for illegally parking within one half mile of a King County park or publicly maintained trailhead, we hope to discourage this practice. 
Given the limited resources of the Sheriff’s office and their reluctance to ticket vehicles where there is not signage, we anticipate that the impact of these increased fees will be focused primarily on recreational users.
Penalty Changes:
	Subject  (KCC or MTO)[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Violations identified as MTO are defined in the MTO and are subject to penalties set by IRLJ Schedule 6.2; those identified as KCC are defined by the King County Code] 

	Existing Penalty
	PO 2017-0180 Proposed Penalty

	Parking a commercial vehicle more than 80 inches wide in a residentially zoned area (KCC 46.04.060(B))
	$50

	$48 
(on any county road, not limited to residentially zoned areas)

	Posted time restrictions (KCC 46.04.060 (A))
	$20
	$48

	Angle parking (MTO: WAC 308-330-430)
	$20
	$20

	Parking a trailer (KCC 46.04.060(C))
	$20
	$48

	Next to a mail box (KCC 46.04.060(D))
	$20
	$20

	On a highway and blocking traffic (MTO: WAC 308-330-433(1))
	$20
	$48

	Blocking driveway access (MTO: WAC 308-330-433(2))
	$20
	$48

	Stopping a taxi, for hire or TNC vehicle on a highway anywhere other than a taxicab stand (MTO: WAC 308-330-454(1))
	$20
	$20

	Loading zone, bus stop, taxicab, for hire or TNC stand restrictions (MTO: WAC 308-330-457)
	$20
	$20

	Bus curb distance requirements (MTO: WAC 308-330-454(2)) 
	$20
	$20

	Parking violations w/in one half mile of a trailhead
	$0
	Twice the monetary penalty

	The following parking restrictions are not currently included in PO 2017-0180. Amendments to include these parking restrictions not already regulated by state statute will be submitted for council consideration with the associated penalty as listed below.

	Parking restrictions – parking for certain purposes (MTO: WAC 308-330-436)
	$20
	$20

	Parking restrictions – loading zone (MTO: WAC 308-330-442)
	$20
	$20

	Parking restrictions – violating permits for loading or unloading at an angle to the curb (MTO: WAC 308-330-448)
	$20
	$20

	Parking restrictions – standing or parking on one-way roadways (MTO: WAC 308-330-451)
	$20
	$20

	Parking restrictions – right of way for parking (MTO:  WAC 308-330-460)
	$20
	$20

	Failure to respond (KCC 46.04.080(B)
	$25
	$25



ESJ Unincorporated Communities
Roads has identified limited remaining unincorporated areas with concentrated ESJ communities, primarily the identified Potential Annexation Areas of North Highline and West Hill.  However, it is acknowledged that enforcement in these areas or that might impact disadvantage communities is not limited by geography.  Mitigation includes limiting enforcement at signed areas where there are significant counterbalancing public safety issues that are not resolved by the base $20 fee.
Although not proposed in this legislation, an equity mitigation could include a graduated penalty based upon income. Progressive fines of this nature are not common in the United States, but are used in some European countries.
Penalties in Other Jurisdictions
Base level parking penalties sampled for other jurisdictions range from $25 to $100 as follows:
	SeaTac:  9.05.120: $50

	Chelan County: 9.12.030 Parking any vehicle in any no-parking zone properly marked by “NO PARKING” signs shall constitute a traffic infraction punishable by a fine of thirty dollars. 

	Pierce County: 10.24.110: $25

	Skagit County: 10.08.020: Any person who shall violate an established `no parking’ area shall be guilty of a civil violation punishable by a fine of up to one hundred dollars ($100.00). 

	Whatcom County:  IRLJ 6.2

	Yakima County: 9.44.050 Fifty dollars for unauthorized parking 

	Burien: 10.15.140: $50

	Carnation: 10.12.070: $35

	Des Moines: 10.16.090: $50

	Lynnwood: 11.44.140: $30.



A review of identified parking fine disparity issues in other communities found information focused mainly on cities with urban low income and minority neighborhoods.  In high-density urban areas, such as San Francisco or Los Angeles, where parking is restricted to allow street sweeping on designated days, and where parking is almost exclusively by charge, like at parking meters, analysis has identified a cumulative financial impact of parking fines on disadvantaged communities.
The unincorporated areas of the county do not have roads restricted for street sweeping and no pay meter parking.
Other Identified Equity Determinants
The distribution of benefits and burdens related to parking penalties established to prevent unsafe road conditions and ensure access to property and public services should meet a “fair and just” test under the county’s plan.  The parking fines should not disproportionally impact or burden people in ESJ communities, and not disproportionally benefit others. 
The revisions to parking fines should not create disparities related to the transportation determinant of equity and will not affect access to transportation choices for people of color, low-income people, or people who are non-English speakers.  
In some cases, addressing illegal parking problems might help reduce disparities for people who are transit dependent or have physical mobility limitations. 
Health outcomes may benefit from addressing illegal parking on road shoulders in ESJ communities by making road shoulders are more accessible for active transportation options such as walking and biking.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]Conclusion
Given the limited number of penalty changes, the limited areas of the county that are signed for enforcement, and the resource restrictions of the Sheriff’s Office, penalties will almost always be issued in targeted areas with life safety issues.  The small number of penalty increases, intended to improve life safety conditions, are warranted and impacts on ESJ are limited.

