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SUMMARY ORDER 
 
SUBJECT: King County For-Hire Licensing file no. 9763 
 

BALRAJ SINGH RAI 
For-Hire Driver Enforcement Appeal 

 
Medallion no.: 220 

 
Appellant: Balraj Singh Rai 

 
Kent, WA 98032 

 
  

 
King County: King County For-Hire Licensing 

represented by Tyson Taylor 
500 Fourth Avenue Room 403 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Telephone: (206) 263-1373 
Email: ttaylor@kingcounty.gov  

 

In March 2019, King County For-Hire Licensing (“Licensing”) sent a single notice denying both 
Mr. Rai’s King County taxi medallion and his Seattle taxi medallion. Mr. Rai unsuccessfully 
appealed the Seattle taxi medallion denial to Seattle’s administrative hearing officer. Mr. Rai 
appealed the King County taxi medallion denial to us. 

Where one of the items on KCC 6.64.430.A’s list is met, vehicle license (medallion) denial is 
required (“shall deny”). Licensing cites two disqualification grounds from subsection A’s list. We 
put to the side, for today, the “made a misstatement or omission of material fact in the 
application” ground.  
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Today’s focus is on the requirement that we deny an application where the applicant “[h]as had, 
within five years of the date of application, a criminal conviction…for crimes pertaining to 
alcohol…when the crime involved the use of a taxicab or for-hire vehicle.” Mr. Rai does not 
dispute that he was convicted of driving under the influence in January 2016. And he does not 
contest that he was driving the taxicab at the time of the crime, even if he was not ferrying 
passengers. The standard is whether the crime involved the “use of a taxicab or for-hire vehicle”; 
there is no requirement that the taxicab be engage in for-hire work at the time of the crime. 

Denial in such circumstances is mandatory (“shall deny”), meaning we are required to deny the 
appeal. We have no discretion to consider mitigating factors or to reach any other result. There 
is no balancing. A live hearing would not change that fact; it would only provide false hope. 

Finally, Mr. Rai’s appeal mentioned transfering his medallion. It appears that Mr. Rai missed his 
opportunity by waiting too long (post-conviction) to transfer the medallion. KCC 6.64.101.E 
states that “a medallion holder shall not transfer a medallion if revocation proceedings with 
respect to that medallion have been initiated.”  

However, the County action being appealed to us is the March 2019 denial of his County taxi 
medallion renewal application, not a denial of a medallion transfer application. If in the future Mr. 
Rai attempts to transfer the medallion and the County blocks the transfer, he (or the potential 
purchaser) might challenge that decision. But that would be a future dispute for a future date.  

Nothing we say today is definitive on the medallion transfer topic. Today we only decide the issue 
currently in front of us—the County’s March 22, 2019, denial of Mr. Rai’s County medallion 
renewal application. 

For the reasons described above, we DENY Mr. Rai’s appeal. 
 
If we have misunderstood the situation, by June 28, 2019, either party is free to file with us a 
motion for reconsideration explaining why we should not be dismissing this appeal. Filing a 
timely motion for reconsideration postpones the deadline (described below the signature line) 
for lodging an appeal. 
 
DATED May 29, 2019. 
 
 

 
 David Spohr 
 Hearing Examiner 
 

NOTICE OF RIGHT TO APPEAL 
 

King County Code 20.22.040 directs the Examiner to make the County’s final decision for this 
type of case. This decision shall be final and conclusive unless appealed to superior court by June 
28, 2019. Either party may appeal this decision by applying for a writ of review in superior court 
in accordance with chapter 7.16 RCW. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
SUBJECT: King County For-Hire Licensing file no. 9763 
 

BALRAJ SINGH RAI 
For-Hire Driver Enforcement Appeal 

 
I, Vonetta Mangaoang, certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
Washington that I transmitted the SUMMARY ORDER to those listed on the attached page as 
follows: 
 

 EMAILED to all County staff listed as parties/interested persons and parties with e-mail 
addresses on record. 

 
 placed with the United States Postal Service, with sufficient postage, as FIRST CLASS 
MAIL in an envelope addressed to the non-County employee parties/interested persons to 
addresses on record. 

 
DATED May 29, 2019. 
 
 

 
 Vonetta Mangaoang 
 Senior Administrator 
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