
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:    Susan Eisele 






Date:___9\13\2010___

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

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.



The regulation addresses the need to update autopsy report creation fees for service at the office of the King County Medical Examiner (KCME), a fee that has been in place since 1994 and was last revised in 2008, in order to fully support the cost of providing this service.  The proposal is a change from $40 to $50 per report.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.



The KCME is a mandated program of 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.



The regulation is intended to fully recover the cost of providing KCME autopsy reports to those who request them.  The total increase is approximately $40,300 per year and will have not adverse impact on the King County economy or job growth.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.



The purpose of the regulation is to fully recover the cost of providing autopsy reports to those who request them from the KCME.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.
· The County Council reviews and adopts the following year’s fee structure.  
· Clients of the KCME are notified of the upcoming changes.
· KCME starts collecting the fee for service.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.
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  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [  ]   [X]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.
 [  ]  [  ]   [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.
Parties who request autopsy reports will be informed of the fee increase if approved.
 [X]  [  ]   [ ]

COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?




The proposed regulation will cover the cost of providing service only. 

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation.



If proposed fee increase is not adopted for 2011, the impact on General Fund revenues will be approximately $40,300.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.



There are no implementation costs associated with the regulation.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.



The change is a fee for service increase. 

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?




This change of existing King County Code is an increase in fee to fifty dollars or to match cost in the future.  
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

CONSISTENCY:  Is the proposed regulation consistent with existing federal, state and local statutes?



Under the authority of K.C.C. 2.99.030 certain medical examiner documents may be assigned a fee to align revenues to associated costs.
