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Date:  September 11, 2008
  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  Judicial administration offers a number of services to the public.  Often, however, there are constituents who need a faster turnaround than the normal procedures would allow.  The proposed fee will cover the added costs involved with staff identifying high priority (expedited) requests, and ensuring that the service delivery is made in an expedited fashion.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.  The proposed fees are for services that will continue to be provided by a county agency and as such establishment of the related fees is appropriately carried out by King County.



 [  ]  [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?




If yes then explain.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.  To create a fee to cover the added costs associated with expediting customer requests, providing customers with short time constraints another alternative to coming to a court facility in person.


 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.  Implementation will include training staff to recognize the expedited requests and then prioritizing the service requested.  This service will be communicated to the bar and court users using the normal communication methods, such as articles and Clerk’s Alerts.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.  Expedited service is anticipated to be able to be delivered at least 1,000 times annually, resulting in $30,000 in associated revenue annually.  This service will be reviewed to determine if it has negatively impacted the normal turnaround times.
  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.  Revenue from clerk’s services is tracked and compared against budgeted revenue figures.

 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)? Describe the level of collaboration that has been performed.  Minimal collaboration is believed to be necessary for this change.  This added service is in response to numerous requests made by court customers.


 [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? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation.  The cost of not adopting this proposal is inconvenience and frustration borne by constituents when, faced with short time constraints, will have as their only option, coming to a court facility to have the desired services rendered.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.  The benefit of this proposal is to offer a valuable added level of service to the public at a modest cost.




 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.  Incursion of these fees may be avoided by customers conducting these transactions well in advance of their deadlines, or by conducting them in person or by engaging the assistance of a hired service.
 [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?  
