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

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.
Yes.  This ordinance will clarify that local funds may be used to provide incentives to participants in Superior Court and Department of Judicial Administration (DJA) programs, such as drug court, family treatment court, juvenile probation, and other therapeutic court programs.  County code is currently silent on whether this is allowable or not, so this ordinance clarifies that it is allowable.  Clarification will allow current practice to continue and avoid any possible audit findings due to the lack of clarification.
Participant incentives are not new and were originally funded by federal, state and private grants which allowed for the expenditure and have since expired or been reduced.  Several programs that were previously grant funded are now at least partially funded by the Current Expense (CX) Fund and/or the Mental Illness and Drug Dependency (MIDD) Fund, which are local dollars.  
Incentives help to achieve successful program outcomes, which in turn help to assure that program funding is being utilized in the most effective manner possible.  The cost of incentives are very small compared to overall program costs, and they yield very high benefit in terms of encouraging and maintaining successful participant outcomes.  Because the County receives the benefit of better program outcomes due to providing incentives to participants, the County therefore receives something in return for the incentives which arguably makes the expenditure allowable.  A narrow view of an incentive could conclude that it is a gift and therefore not an allowable expenditure from local funds.   
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



Yes, we provide the programs.  
 [  ]  [  ]  [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.
This does not impact the King County economy.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.
Yes.  The ordinance allows local funding to be used to provide incentives to participants in Superior Court and DJA programs.  King County code is silent on whether this is currently allowed or not.  The ordinance clarifies that it is allowed.  
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.
This does not require implementation.  Local funds are already being used to provide program incentives.  
 [  ]  [X]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.
The ordinance does not identify outcomes.  It allows current practices to continue.   
 [  ]  [X]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.
There is no evaluation process specifically tied to program incentives.


 [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.
Staff who work for the program that provide incentives have been involved.  In addition, the Prosecuting Attorney has reviewed and approved the ordinance.  
 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

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

Yes, it will allow current practice to continue without the ambiguity of whether it is allowable or not.  
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

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



There would be no direct cost if this ordinance were not implemented.  
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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



Yes, the benefits substantially outweigh any costs or burden that could occur without this ordinance.  Program incentives cost very little and achieve a great deal in terms of providing encouragement to participants.  For instance, the CX cost for providing juvenile probation is about $6.8 million per year.  The cost of providing pizza at a quarterly event to recognize, inspire and encourage kids on probation costs about $500 per year.    
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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



Yes, it would allow current practices to continue without the ambiguity of whether County code allows or does not allow it.      




 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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



Yes
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

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



This ordinance creates consistency.  
